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A bstract: T he positive false discovery rate @FD R ) isa usefuloverallm ea—
sure oferrors form ultiple hypothesis testing, especially w hen the underlying
goalisto attain one orm ore discoveries.C ontrolofpFD R critically depends
on how much evidence is available from data to distinguish between false
and true nulls. O ftentim es, as m any aspects of the data distrbutions are
unknown, one m ay not be able to obtain strong enough evidence from the
data for pFD R control. T his raises the question as to how much data are
needed to attain a target pFDR level. W e study the asym ptotics of the
m inim um num ber of observations per null for the pFD R control associated
w ith m ultiple Studentized tests and F tests, especially when the di erences
between false nulls and true nulls are sm all. For Studentized tests, we con—
sider tests on shifts or other param eters associated w ith nom aland general
distrbutions. For F tests, we also take into account the e ect of the num —
ber of covariates in linear regression. T he results show that in detemm ining
them Inim um sam ple size pernull for pFD R control, higher order statistical
properties of data are In portant, and the num ber of covariates is im portant
in tests to detect regression e ects.

AM S 2000 sub ject classi cations:Prim ary 62G 10, 62H 15; secondary
60F 10.
K eyw ords and phrases: M ultiple hypothesis testing, pFD R, large devi-
ations.

R eceived A pril 2007.

1. Introduction

A fiindam ental issue form ultiple hypothesis testing ishow to e ectively control
T ype I errors, nam ely the errors of recting null hypotheses that are actually
true. The False D iscovery Rate FDR) control has generated a lot of interest
due to ism ore balanced tradeo between error rate control and pow er than
the traditionalFam ilyw ise E rror R ate control E|) . For recent progresson FDR
controland is generalizations, see @,{@,) and references therein.
LetR bethenumberofrefcted nullsand V the num ber of regcted true nulls.
Byde niion,FDR = E V=R _1)].Therefore, n FDR control,thecaseR = 0 is
counted as \error-free", w hich tums out to be i portant for the controllability

R esearch partially supported by NIH grant M H 68028.

77


http://arxiv.org/abs/math/0703229v4
http://www.i-journals.org/ejs
http://dx.doi.org/10.1214/07-EJS045
mailto:zchi@stat.uconn.edu

Z .Chi/Sam pl size and pFDR 78

ofthe FDR . However, m ultiple testing procedures are often used In situations
where one explicitly or im plicitly ain s to obtain a nonem pty set of refcted
nulls. To take into account thism ind-set In m ultiple testing, it is appropriate to
control the positive FDR (©FDR) aswell, which isde ned asE V=R jR > 0]
18). C learly, when all the nulls are true, the pFDR is 1 and therefore cannot
be controlled.This isa reason why the FDR isde ned as it is (1).0 n the other
hand, even when there is a positive proportion ofnulls that are false, the pFDR
can still be signi cantly greater than the FDR, such that when som e nulls are
Indeed rected, chance is that a large proportion or even aln ost allofthem are
falsely rejected (3,14).

The gap between FDR and pFDR ariseswhen the test statistics cannot pro-
vide arbitrarily strong evidence against nulls (4). Such test statistics include t
and F statistics (3). These two share a comm on feature, that is, they are used
when the standard deviations of the nom al distrdbutions underlying the data
are unknown.In reality, it isa rule rather than exception that data distrbutions
are only known partially. T his suggests that, when evaluating reected nulls, i
isnecessary to realize that the FDR and pFDR can be quite di erent, especially
when the fom er is Iow .

In order to Increase the evidence against nulls, a quiding principle is to in—
crease the num ber of cbservations for each null, denoted n for the tim e being. In
contrast to single hypothesis testing, or problem s that involve a large num ber
ofnulls, even a sn all ncrease in n will result In a signi cant increase in the de—
m and on resources. For this reason, the issue of sam ple size pernull form ultiple
testing needs to be deal w ith m ore carefully. B: is known that FDR and other
types of error rates decrease In the orderofO ( logn=n) (13).In thiswork,we
w ill consider the relationship between n and pFD R control, in particular, forthe
case where false nulls are hard to separate from true ones. T he basic question to
be considered is: in orderto attain a certain levelofpF DR, what isthem inin um
value forn . This question involves several issues. F irst, how does the com plexity
ofthe nulldistrbution a ect n? Second, isnom alor t approxin ation appropri-
ate in determ ining n? In other words, is it necessary to ncorporate Infom ation
on higher orderm om ents of the data distrbution? Third, what would be an at—
tainable upper bound for the perform ance ofa m ultiple testing procedure based
on partial know ledge of the data distributions?

In the rest of the section, we rst set up the fram ework for our discussion,
and then outline the other sections.

1.1. Setup and basic approach

M ost of the discussions w ill be m ade under a random e ects m odel (10, 118).
Each null H; is associated with a distrdbution F; and tested based on ; =

Kirs;::55Xin),whereX ;1;::5;X 4y are id F; and the function isthe same
forallH;.Let ; = 1fH; istrueg. The random e ects m odel assum es that
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( i; i) are Independent, such that
( (n) n)
P, "wihdensityp, ; if ;=0

1)
P,") with density p,"’; if ;=1

i Bemoulli( ); 7
where 2 [;1] isa =xed population proportion of false nulls am ong all the

nulls. N ote that P i(n) ofdepend on n, the num ber of cbservations for each null
It ollow s that them lnimum pFDR is (cf. (4))

1 p(n)
=i wih .= ap " a2
n po
In order to attain pFDR , there m ust be , which is equivalent to
1 ) (1 )=( ) ,.Formany tests, such astand F tests, , < 1 and
a"1l asn! 1 .Then,them ininum sam ple size per null is
n =minfn : (@1 ) (@ )>=( ) =ag: 1.3)

In general, the an aller the di erence betw een the distrbutionsF ; under false
nulls and those under true nulls, the an aller , becom e, and hence the larger
n hasto be.Our interest ishow n should grow as the di erence between the
distrbutions tends to 0.

N otation Because (1 )@ )=( ) reqularly appears in our resuls, i will
be denoted by QO ., from now on.

7

1.2. Outlines of other sections

Section |2 considers t tests for nom al distribbutions. The nullsareH; : ;= 0
forN ( ;; i), with ; unknown. It will be shown that if ;= ; r for false
nulls, then, as r # 0, the m lninum sam ple size per null (I=r)InQ ; and
therefore it depends on at least 3 factors: 1) the target pFDR control level, ,
2) the proportion of false nulls am ong the nulls, , 3) and the distrbutional
properties of the data, asre ected by ;= ;.In contrast, ©rFDR control, there
is no constraint on the sam ple size per null. The case where ;= ; associated
w ith false nulls are sam pled from a distribution w illbe considered aswell. This
section also illustrates the basic technique used throughout the article.

Section [3 considers F tests. ThenullsareH; : ;= 0 fory = X + ,
where X consists of p covariates and N (0;;) is ndependent of X .Each
H; istested wih the F statistic ofa sample Yk ;X k), k= 1;:::;n+ p, where
n land X1;:::;X 4 p consist a xed design for the nulls. N ote that n now
stands for the di erence between the sam ple size per null and the num ber of
covariates included in the regression.T he asym ptoticsofn ,them inimum value
forn in order to attain a given pFD R level, w illbe considered as the regression
e ects beoom e Increasingly weak and/or as p increases. It w illbe seen that n
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m ust stay positive. T he weaker the regression e ects are, the largern has to
be.Under certain conditions, n should increase at least as fast asp.

Section [4 considers t tests for arbitrary distrdutions. W e consider the case
where estin ates of m eans and variances are derived from separate sam ples,
which allow s detailed analysis w ith currently available tools, in particular, uni-
form exact large deviationsprinciple LDP) (2). kwillbe shown that them Ini-
mum sam ple size per nulldepends on the cum ulant generating functions of the
distrbutions, and thus on their higher order m om ents. T he asym ptotic resuls
w illbe illustrated w ith exam ples of uniform distridbutions and G amm a distribu-
tions. An exam ple of nom al distributions w ill also be given to show that the
results are consistent w ith those in Section[2.W e willalso consider how to split
the random sam ples for the estim ation ofm ean and the estim ation of variance
In order to m Inin ize the sam ple size per null.

Section [§ considers tests based on partial inform ation on the data distribu-—
tions. The study is part of an e ort to address the follow Ing question: when
know ledge about data distrbutions is incom plete and hence Studentized tests
are used, what would be the attainable m inIn um sam ple size per null. Under
the condition that the actualdistributions belong to a param etric fam ity which
is unknown to the data analyzer, a Studentized likelihood test w illbe studied.
W e con ecture that the Studentized likelhood test attains the m Ininum sam -
ple size per null. E xam ples of nom al distrdbbutions, C auchy distributions, and
G amm a distrbutions w ill be given.

Section [6 concludes the article w ith a brief sum m ary.M ost ofthem athem at-
icaldetails are collected in the Appendix.

2. M ultiple t—tests for norm al distributions
2.1. M ain resuls

Suppose we w ish to conduct hypothesis tests for a large num ber of nom aldis—
tributions N ( ;; i).However, neither ; nor any possble relationships am ong
(17 1),1 1, are known.Under this circum stance, in orderto test H; : ;= 0
sin ultaneously forallN ( i; ;), an appropriate approach isto use the t statistics
ofjjdsalnp]esYil,...,Yi;n+1 N (i; i):

P
n+1Y; 1 X! , 1¥X°
I;= Ti Y; = m—— Yi5; Sy = (i3 Y3)7:

@d1)
=1 =1

Suppose the sampl size n + 1 is the same for all H; and the sam ples from
di erent nom aldistribbutions are Independent of each other.

Under the random e ectsm odel {I.1),we rst considera case w here distribu—
tionswih ;% 0 share a comm on characteristic, ie., signalnoise ratio de ned
in the rem ark ©llow ing T heorem [2.1].

Theorem 2.1. Under the above condition, suppose that, unknown to the data
analyzer, when H; is alse, ;= ; = r> 0, where r is a constant independent
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of i. Given 0 < < 1,ktn ke the mininum valie of n in order to attain
pFDR . Then n (I=r)InQ ; asr! 0+.

Rem ark. W e will refer to r as the signalnoise ratio (SNR) of the multiple
testing problem in T heorem [2.11.

T heorem [2.]] can be generalized to the case where the SNR follow s a distribu—
tion.To gpecify how the SNR becom es increasingly am all, we introduce a \scale"
param eter s > 0 and param eterize the SNR distrdboution as G5 (r) = G (sr),
where G isa =xed distrbution.

Corollary 2.1. Suppose that when H; : ;= 0 isfalse, r; = ;= ; isa ran—

dom sampk from G (sr), where G (r) is a distrbution finction with support

on ((k'l )Zand is unknown to the data analyzer. Suppose there is > 0, such

ghat e "G dr) < 1 .LetLg ke the Laplce transform of G, ie. Lg () =
e *G (dr). Then n (=s)I,'@Q ; )ass! 0.

2.2 . P relim inaries

Recall that, or the t statistic [Z1), if = 0,then T t, the t distrbution

w ith n degrees of freedom (dfs). On the other hand, if > 0,then T ;s

Ehe noncentral t distrbution wih n dfs and (oncentrality) parameter =
n+ 1 = ,wih density

=2

fo; )= p— =

i r= (n:2) (1'1+ X2)(n+ 1)=2

b3 n+k+1 (xf 2 k=2
2 k! n+ x?
k=0
Apparently t,;0 ®) = &, &).Denote
_ n+k+1 ° n+ 1
Gn 2 2
T hen
o k=2
tn; x) = e 222 an;k( X)k 2 . 22)
th ) 0 k! n+ x?

It can be shown that t,; x)=t, ) is strctly Increasing In x and

f; () tn, 60) 2% a2y
sup — = Iim =e T 2E_Z T <7 23)
x T &) 1 X) =0 k!
(cf. [3)).Since the suprem um of lkelhood ratio only dependsonnandr= = ,

it willbe denoted by L (n;r) henceforth.
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2.3. Proofs of the m ain resuls

W e need two Jkemm as. They w ill be proved in the Appendix. T he proofs of the
m ain results are rather straightforward. T he proofs are given in order illustrate
the basic argum ent, which is used for the other results of the article aswell.

Lemma 2.1.1) Forany xedn,L@n;r)! 1l,asr! 0.2) Given a 0, if
n;r) ! @ ;0) suchthatnr! a,thenL (;r)! € .3) If n;r) ! @ ;0) with
nr! 1 ,thenlL t;r)! 1.

Lemm a 2.2. Under thg sam e conditions as in Corollary[2]], as (;s) ! (1 ;0)
such thatns ! a 0, LMm;sr)G dr)! Lg @).

P roof of Theorem [2.1]. By [[.2), in order to get pFDR ,

1
- ; L n; .
1 + L @n;r) or n;x) Q;

Letn bethem inhinum valie ofn in order for the nequality to hold. Then by
LemmalZd,asr= = ! O,nr! hQ , ,mplying Theorem 2. O
P roof of C orollary [2.1]. Follow ing the argum ent ©r [[J), it is seen that under
the conditions of the corollary, the m inin um attainable pFDR is

_ g

"1 ¢ LoenG @

T hen the corollary follow s from a sin ilar argum ent for Theorem [2.]). O

3. M ultiple F —tests for linear regression w ith errors being nomm ally
distributed

3.1. M ain resuls

Supposewewish totest H; : ; = 0 sinulaneously for a Jarge num ber of pint
distributions of Y and X , such that under each distribution, ¥ = IX + 5,
where ;2 RP arevectorsoflinearcoe cientsand ; N (0; i) are Independent
of X . Suppose neither ; or any possble relationships am ong ; are known.
U nder this condition, consider the follow ing tests based on a xed design. Let
Xk 1,be xed vectors of covariates.Let n + p be the sam ple size per null
Foreach i, et (Y11;X 1)y -..y imn+piX n+p) be an independent sam ple from

Y = IX + .Assum e that the sam pls for di erent H; are independent of
each other.

Suppose that, unknown to the data analyzer, for allthe false nulls H ;,

(1x )%+ G2,
k 2

1

; k= 1;2;::5; 3a1)
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where > 0.This situation arises when allX y are w ithin a bounded dom ain,
either because only regression w ithin the dom ain is of interest, or because only
covariates w thin the dom ain are ocbservable or experin entally controllable.

N ote thatn isnot the sam ple size pernull. Instead, it isthe di erence between
the sam ple size pernulland the num ber ofcovariates in each regression equation.
Given 2 (0;1), ket

n = inffn :pFDR rF testson H; under the constraint [3.1l)g:

Tt can be seen that n isattained when equality holds in B prallthe alse
nulls. The asym ptotics ofn willbe considered for 3 cases: 1) ! Owhikep is
xed, 2) ' Dandp! 1 ,and3)p! 1 whik is xed.Thecase ! 0is
relevant when the regression e ects are weak, and the casep ! 1 is relkevant
when a lJarge num ber of covariates are incorporated.

Theorem 3.1. Under the random e ects m odel {I.1) and the above setup of
mulipke F tests, the ollowing statem ents hod.

a) I ! Owhikepis =xed, then

X 2 =)

1= ! L), ith M, () = :
O L »® ., Kl &k+p2)
b) If ! Oandp! 1,
8 | < S
§<1=) 2rhoQ | if *p! 0;
< 2 . 2
@2=°")MnQ . if “p! 1;

n ;
@4=?)nQ ,
1+ 1+ 8mo . =L

I

« N/

if Zp! L > 0:

c) Finally, if > 0is xedwhikp! 1 ,then

2hnQ
na+ 2?)

3.2. P relim inaries and proofs

Given data (Y1;X 1)y «-os (nspiX nep)s such that Y= "X ;+ ;,whereX ;
are xed and ; are id N (0; ), if = 0, then the F statistic of (Y;;X ;)
ollow s the F distrbution wih (o;n) dfs. On the other hand, if € 0, theF
statistic follow sthe noncentralF distrbution w ih (;n) dfsand (noncentraliy)
param eter , where

(iX 1%+ FX(n4p)?
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T he density of the noncentralF distrdbution is
fom; ®)=e =2 pm2ygp=2 114 k) Erm=2
® (=2) " x -
Ok!B E=2+ k; n=2) 1+ x

; x 0;

where = p=n,and B @@;b) = @) b= @+ b) is the Beta function. Note
fom;o0 ®) = f5;n ), the density of the usualF distribution with (o;n) dfs.
D enote

 B@E=2n=2) Y n+p+ 2]
Pk = 5021 k; n=2) Lo P23
Then forx 0,
k
fp;n; x) - e -2 X 1':b;n;k (=2) k X ; 32)
fp;n (X) k=0 k' 1+ X

which is strictly increasing, and

sup fom; &) - Im fom; &) — e =2 ® B (=2) 5
x>0 Ipm &) xt 1 £ X) k=0 k!

F irst, it is easy to see that the follow ing statem ent is true.

<1°: (33)

Lemm a 3.1. The expression in [33) is strictly increasingin > 0.
It ©llow s that, under the constraint [3.1]), the supremum of the likelhood
ratio is attained when = (0 + p) 2 and isequalto

Bpma [0+ p) *=2F
k! )

K (pjn; )= e @R "2
k=0
T herefore, under the random e ects m odel (L), pFDR is equivalent to
K (o;n; ) Q,; .Theorem [3] then ©llows from the kmm as below and an
argum ent as to that of Theorem [2.]l. T he proof of T heoram [3.]] is om itted for
brevity. T he proofs of the Jemm as are given in the Appendix.

Lemma 32.Fixp 1.If ! Oandn= n()suchthatn ! a2 [0;1),
then K ;n; )! Mpy@).Ifn ! 1 ,thenK (n )! 1 .
Lemma3.3.Let ! Oandp! 1 .Ifn= n( ;p) such that
nn+ 2
M! a 0; 34)
2p
then K (;n; ) ! &.In particular, given a > 0, [3.4) hods if
8
3 (= ¥ 2ea if *pl 0;
S o2 e 2
2a= if “p! 1;
3 4a= 2 R
if “p! L > 0:

T — P
1+ 1+ 8a=L
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Lemma 3.4.Fix > 0.Then fr any n 1, K p; ) ! @+32)"2 as
p! 1.

4. M ultiple ttests: a general case
4.1. Setup

Suppose we w ish to conduct hypothesis tests for a large num ber of distributions
F; in order to identify those with nonzeromean ;.The tests willbe based on
random samples from F;. A ssum e that no nform ation on the form s of F'; or
their relationships is available. A s a resul, sam pls from di erent F; cannot
be combined to In prove the inference. As in the case of testing m ean values
for nom al distrbutions, to test H; : ; = 0 simultaneously, an appropriate
approach is to use the t statistics T; = pHA-1="i, where both *; and Af are
derived sokly from the sample from F;, and n is the number of observations
used to get *;.

Again, the goal is to nd the m ninum sampl size per null in order to
attain a given pFDR lvel, in particular when F; under false H; only have
an all di erences from those under true H ;. The resuls will also answer the
follow ing question :are nom alortapproxin ationsappropriate orthe t statistics
In determ ining the m Inim um sam ple size per null?

W e only consider the case where ; isetther 0O or ¢ 6 0, where ( isa
constant. In order to m ake the analysis tractable, the problem needs to be
form ulated carefully. F irst, unlke the case of nom al distrdbutions, in general,
if ~; and Af are the m ean and variance of the sam e random sam ple, they are
dependent and Aiz cannot be expressed as the sum of iild random variables.A s
seen below , the analysis on the m inin um sam ple size per null requires detailed
asym ptotics of the t statistics, in particular, the so called exact LDP [2,15).
For Studentized statistics, there are LDP techniques avaibble (17). However,
currently, exact LD P technigues cannot handle com plex statistical dependency
very well. To get around this technical di culty, we consider the follow ing t
statistics. Suppose the sam ples from di erent F; are independent of each other,
and contain the sam e num ber of iid ocbservations. D wvide the sam ple from F;

Into two parts, fX i1;::5;X ngand £Y41 ;Y0705 Y500 9. Let
pHAi : A lxn A2 1 X 2
Ti= ——; wih %= — Xxi "i= 57— Miox 1 Ypx) e
i n 2m
k=1 k=1

Then *; and *? are independent, and ~? is the sum of iid random variabls.
Second, the m nimum attainable pFDR depends on the supremum of the

ratio ofthe actualdensity ofT; and its theoreticaldensity underH ;. In general,

neither one is tractable analytically. To dealw ith this di culty, observe that in

the case of nom aldistrbutions, the suprem um of the ratio equals

PT tj = o> 0)
PT tj =0)

; ast! 1 :
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W e therefore consider the pFD R under the rule that H ; is rejcted ifand only if
T; > x,wherex > 0 isa criticalvalie. In order to ddentify alsenullsas o ! O,
X must increase, otherwise P (T xj = o)=P (T xj = 0)! 1, giving
pPFDR ! 1.The question ishow fast x should Increase.

RecallSection[Z. Som e analysison [22) and 2.3) show s that, ornom aldis-
tributions, the suprem um ofthe lkelhood ratio can be obtained asym ptotically
by ktting x = ¢, n,where g, > 0 is an arbitrary sequence converging to 1 ;
soeci cally, given a > 0,asr# 0 and n a=r,

P (T > cnpﬁj = =r)=P (T > qpﬁj =0),
sup, t, P 5 &)=t &) ’

If, instead, x Increases in the sameorderaspﬁ orm ore slow ly, the above lim it
is strictly less than 1. Based on this observation, for the general case, we set
Xx=g¢ n,withg, ! 1 .Ingeneral,thereisno guaranteethatusing ¢, grow ing
at a speci ¢ rate can always yield convergence. T hus, we require that ¢, grow
slow ly.
Under the setup, suppose that, unknown to the data analyzer, when H; :

i= 0 stue, Fi(X) =F (SiX), and when H i is ﬁ]S@, Fi(X) =F (SiX d), w here

s;> 0and d> 0,and F is an unknown distrbution such that

F hasadensity f; EX = 0; 2 =EX?<1; brx F; @1)

The sample from F; consists of X i d)=g, 1 3 n, and % d)=g,
1 k 2m , with Xy, Yy id F . Then the t statistic for H; is
(

. nX in=Sin ifH ; is true;
LT PO+ d)=Sy, ifH, is fls;
X+ 114 X 1 X
where X i, = fm; szm = o Yi2k 1 Yi;2k)2:
k=1

LetN = n+m and zy = ¢ .Then H; isreected ifand only ifT; &pﬁ.

Under the random e ectsm odel {I.1)), them inimum attainable pFDR is
" # 1
P X,+d %Su

=1 ) 1 + ; 42)
P X, % Sn

P
whe]:eXn= ;:1Xk=n,andsm = l;:l(YZk 1 Y2k)2=(2m),wjthXi,ijjd
F . The question now is the follow ing:

Given 2 (0;1),asd! 0,how should N increase so that ?
4.2. M ain resuls

By the Law of Large Numbers,asn! 1 andm ! 1 ,X, ! Oand S, !
w p.1.0n the otherhand, by our selection, zy ! 1 .In orderto analyze [42)
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asd ! 0,we shallrely on exact LD P, which depends on the properties of the
cum ulant generating fiinctions

t Y
)= mhEe™; (= hE expo(f)z; X;Yid F: @3)

R
The density of X Y isglt) = f&®Ef&x+ t)dx. It is easy to see that

glt)= g( t) Prt> 0.Recallthat a function is said to be slow Iy varying at
1 ,ifforallt> 0,1limy, ;1 ()= &)= 1.

Theorem 4.1. Suppose the ollow ing two conditions are satis ed.
a) 02D°and ()! 1 ast"supD ,whereD = ft: ()< 1 g.

b) The density function g is continuous and bounded on ( ;1 ) forany > 0,
and there exist a constant > 1 and a finction (z) 0 which is increasing
in z 0 and sbw Iy varying at 1 , such that

g x)

—_— = 2 0;1): 44
x#0 X (1=x) < © ) @4)

Fix 2 (0;1).LetN ke the mininum valie or N = m + n in order to
attain , Where isasin [@J). Then, under the constraints 1) m and n
grow in proportion to each other such thatm =N ! 2 0;1)asm;n! 1 and
2) zy ! 1 sbwly enough, one gets

1 nQ .
N - —) asd! 0+; 4.5)
a @ )&
where ty > 0 is the unigue positive solution to
1+
t %) = (17): 4.6)

Remark. (1) By [AF) and [£44), N depends on the moments of F of all
orders. T hus, t or nom alapproxin ations of the distrbution of T in generalare
not suitabl in determ Ining N in order to attain a target pPFDR level

(2) Ifzy ! 1 slowly enough such that [£3) hods, then for any zfI 1
m ore slow Iy, [4.9) holds as well. P resum able, there is an upper bound for the
grow th rate of zy in order for [4.3) to hold. However, i is not available w ith
the technigue em ployed by this work.

B3) Wede neN asn+ m instead ofn + 2m because In the estim ator S, ,
each pair of observations only generate one independent summ and. T he sum
n+ m can be thought ofas the num ber of degrees of freedom that are e ectively
utilized by T .

Follow ing the proof for the case of nom al distributions, T heoram [4]] is a
consequence of the follow ng result.
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P roposition 4.1. Let T > 0. Under the sam e conditions as in Theorem [4.]],
suppose d= dy ! 0,suchthatdyN ! T > 0.Then

P X, + dy % Sp a )T,

! e @4.7)
P Xn & Sn

Indeed, by display [AJ) and Proposition A, if dN ! T 0, then the
m inin um attainable pFDR has convergence

1
| .
' - T 4.8)
Tn orderto attain pFDR , therem ust be , leading to [@3)) . T he proof

of P roposition [£.]] is given in the A ppendix B 3.

4.3. Exam pls

Exam ple 4.1 (Nom aldistribution). Under the setup in Section [4.]], et F =

N 0; )in EI.By ®©= hE ™)= ?t=2, condition a) of T heorem [4]] is
satis ed.ForX ,Y id F,X Y N (0; 2 ). Therefore, [@4) is satis ed
with = 0Oand () 1.The solution to[d8) isty= 1= ) =@ ). Then
by Theorem [4]],
nQ |
d 1 )
To see the connection to Theorem [2.], cbserve X, = Z=pﬁ and S, =
Wy = H,x,vhe:r_e%J N (0;1) and W2 2 _are ndependent. Since zy " 1
slowly, so isa, = n=m zy .Letr, = @@= ) n=m + 1).Then
P
PXpn+d %Sp) PE+ m+lrn G Wn)
P Xn % Sn ) P @2 G Wp)
1 %;pmrm @n )

1 Taw)

where T, ; denotes the cum ulative distribution fiinction (cdf) ofthe noncentral
t distrdbution w ith m dfs and param eter , and T, the cdfofthe t distrdbution
wih m dfs.Com paring the ratio in [22) and the above ratio, it is seen that the
di erence between the two is that pmbal?]ﬂji:bs densities in @) are replaced

w ith tail probabilities. Shce i, = = ) n=m + 1) =) @ )= , by
T heoram [2.], in order to attain BEDR based on [22), them Ininum value
m form satisesm (=d) =q )InQ; .Sincem =N ! , the

asym ptotic of N given by T heorem [2.]] is identical to that given by T heorem
[41.

Exam ple 4.2 (Unim distrdoutions). Under the setup in Section[4.]], letF =
U( %;3) . @I).Then Prt> 0,

t
©= —+he 1) nhty t9= ——
2 2tanht
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and rt< 0, ) = ( t).Thus condiion a) in Theorem [4]] is satis ed. It
is easy to see that condition b) is satis ed aswel, with = 0 and [x) 1in
Zd).Then by &),
1 nQ ; . ) t 2
N - ———; wih t%> 0 solving = — (4.10)
d 2tanht tanht 1
Exam ple 4.3 Gammadistrbution). Underthe setup in Section[d, ktF be
the distrbution of , Where gamma( ; ) wih densiy
x le * = ().For0< t< 1=,
2
© = hE " 1= na t) t; P = .

T herefore, condition a) in T heorem [4.]] is satis ed.Becausethevalueof in [4.4)
is invariant to scaling, n order to verify condition b), w ithout loss of generality,
et =1;iForx> 0, thedensity ofX Y isthen gx)= e*k (x)= ( )?,where
k)= , u "@+x) 'e *du.ltsu cesto consider the behavior ofk (x)

asx # 0.W e need to analyze 3 cases.

R
Casel: > 1=2 Asx#0,k@& ! , u’ e ®du< 1 .Therebre, @)
hodswih = 0and 1.

Case 2: = 1=2 Asx #0,kx) ! 1 .We show that [£d) still hods
ﬁjth = 0,but (z) = Inz.To establish this, or any > 0, et k(x) =
o u TP+ x) " du.Then
k — k
1 _Jin—(x) T &) é :
<#0 K (X) x#0 kK (xX)
By variable substitution u = xv?,
7z P—
dt
k )= 2 p——= 1+ o@)) In(1=x); asx #0:
0 2+ 1
Asa resul,
k — k
x) o x)

Tio h(=x) =40 I (1=x)

Since isarbitrary, [@4) issatis edwith = 0Oand (z)= hz.

Case3: < 1=2 Asx#0,kx)! rL .Sim jlartothecase = 1=2,isu ces
to consider the behaviorofk (x)= ju '@+ x) 'duasx#0,where > 0
is arbitrary. By variable substitution u = tx,

Z

=X

k k)=t ! t T+ 1) ldt= @+ o@)c € Y;  asx #0;
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Ry

whereC = [t '(+ 1) 'dt< 1 .Therefore, [44) is satis ed with =
2 land (z) 1.
From the above analysis and [4.4), N 1=d) mQ ; )=[a )81, where
r—
= 2 ith = ! @11)
ty HE 1_2) 1 : .

4.4, Optim al split of sam ple

For the t statistics considered so far, m =N is the fraction of degrees of freedom

allocated for the estin ation ofvardiance.By [4.5), the asym ptotic of N depends
on the fraction in a nontrivialway. It is of interest to optin ize the fraction in
ordertom inin ize N .A sym ptotically, this is equivalent to m axin izing (1 )6
asa function of ,wihtg=t( )> 0Oasin [4.4d).

E xam ple [4J (€ ontinued)

By [@9), it is apparent that the optinal value of is 1/2. In other words,
in order to m Inim ize N , there should be equal num ber of degrees of freedom
allocated for the estim ation of m ean and the estin ation of variance for each
nom aldistrbution. In particular, ifm n 1,then = 1=2,and the resulting
t statistic has the sam e distrdbution as n 1Z2=W, 1,where?Z N ©0;1) and
Wo 1 n 1 are ndependent, which is the usualt statistic ofan iid sam ple of
sizen.

E xam ple [42 (C ontinued)

By [AI0), the lJarger tanhty is, the snaller N becom es. T he fiinction tanh ty
is strictly Increasing in ty, and tanhty ! last ! 1 .By =1 2tanhg=t,
the closer isto 1, the smallerN

E xam ple [43 (Continued)

Denote = 1=[1_ @ )].By [@1l),weneed to nd tom axin ize

hp i

P
@ ) 2+2 = 22+2 @ )

By som e calculation, the value of that m axin izes the above quantity is
1

— = pP—":

2+ 2 2+ 27 (=)

= e

fokay

For0< 1=2, the optin al fraction of degrees of freedam allocated for the
estin ation of the variance ofgamma( ; ) tendsto 1=2+ 2)asd! 0.0n
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the otherhand,as ! 1 ,the optim al fraction tendsto 1/2asd ! 0,which is
reasonable in light of Exam plk[4.]l. To see this, et = 1.For integer valied
and gamma( ;1), can be regarded asthe sum ofW 1,i= 1;:::; ,
wih W ; id ollow ing gamma(l;1). T herefore, for 1, follow s closely
a nom aldistrdoution w ith m ean 0. T hus by Exam pl[4.], the optin alvalue of
m=n+m) iscloseto 1/2.

5. M ultiple tests based on likelihoods
5.1. M otivation

In many cases of multiple testing, only lim ited know ledge is available on the
distrbutions from which data are sam pled. T he know ledge relevant to a null
hypothesis is expressed by a statistic M such that the null is refcted if and
only if the observed value ofM is signi cantly di erent from 0. In general, as
the distribution ofM isunknown,M hastobe Studentized so that itsm agnitude
can be evaluated.

On the other hand, oftentim es, despite the com plexity of the data distri-
butions, it is reasonable to believe they have an underlying structure. C onsider
the scenario w here all the data distrbutionsbelong to a param etric fam iy fp g,
such that the distribution under a true null ispy, and the one under a false null
isp forsome 6 0.A question of interest is: under this circum stance, what
would be the optin aloverallperform ance of the m ultiple tests? T he question is
in the sam e spirit as questions regarding estin ation e ciency. However, i as—
sum es that neither the existence of the param eterization nor is form is known
to the data analyzer and all the m achinery available is the test statisticM .

A s before, we wish to nd out the m ninum sam ple size per null required
for pFD R control, in particular, as the tests becom e increasingly harder in the
sense that ! 0.0 ur congcture is that, asym ptotically the m inin um sam ple
size per null is attained ifM \happens" to be @Inpy R .By \happens" we
m ean that the data analyzer is unaware of this peculiar nature ofM and uses
its Studentized version for the tests. T his concture is directly m otivated by
the fact that the M LE is e cient under regular conditions. A though a an aller
m Ininum sam ple size per null could be possble ifM happens to be theM LE,
due to Studentization, the In provem ent appearstodin nishas ! 0.Certainly,
had the param eterization been known, the (original) M LE would be preferred.
T he goal here is not to establish any sort of superiority of Studentized M LE,
but rather to search for the optin aloverall perform ance ofm ultiple tests, when
we are aw are that our know ledge about the data distrlbutions is incom plete and
beyond the test statistic, we have no other inform ation.

T he above con cture is not yet proved or disproved.H owever, asa rst step,
we would like to obtain the asym ptotics of the m ininum sam ple size per null
when Studentized @[InpyF@ is used for multple tests. W e shall also provide
som e exam ples to support the congcture.
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5.2. Setup

Let ( ;F ) be a measurablke space equipped with a - nie measure . Let
fo : 2 [0;1llg be a param etric fam ily of density functions on ( ;F ) with re—
spect to . Denote by P the corresponding probability m easure. Under the
random e ects m odel (I.1l), each nullH ; is associated with a distrbution F;,
such that when H ; istrue, F; = Pg,andwhen H; isfalse,F; = P ,where > 0
is a constant. A ssum e that each H ; is tested based on an iid sam ple f! ;59 from
F;, such that the sam ples for di erent H ; are Independent, and the sam ple size
isthe sam e forallH ;.
W e need to assum e som e regularities orp .D enote

p (1)

| =
T

i ()= Inp (); 12 6.1)

Condition 1 Under Py, foralmostevery ! 2 ,po(!)> Oandp (!) asa
finction of isin C? (D;1]).

Condition 2 The Fisher inform ation at = 0 ispositive and nite, ie. 0 <
k%ky2 e,y < 1 , where the \dot" notation denotes partial di erentiation w ith
respect of

Condition 3 Under Py, the second order derivative of ' (!) is uniform ly
bounded i the sense that sup , p,1;k" (ke gy < 1.

Condition 4 Forany g> 0,thereis °= () > 0, such that
" #

Eo sup @ M)+ ()9 <1 (52)
20;°]

Rem ark. By Condition 1, orany intervalI in [0;1], the extrem a ofr (!) over

2 I arem easurable. T hus the expectation in [£2) iswellde ned.

For breviy, for 2 [0;1] and n 1, the n-©ld product m easure of P is
still denoted by P , and the expectation under the product measureby E .W e
shalldenote by !, !9 !, !{ generic iid elem ents under a generic distrbution
on ( ;F).Denote

X=%0)Y=%0%Xi=%(); Yi= %(): 53)

Form , n 1, denote

2 11X ¥y 1 %) X1+ X
Si=—- =, Xy=—"—"":
m 2 n
i=1
Shee X (!)=p (!)=p ('), from Conditions1{4 and dom inated convergence,
i followsthat EgY% = 0 and
Z Z

d
E %) o= HOp ) @) = GWYpet) @)> o0:
=0
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Asaresult,for > Oclbseto 0,E Y (!) > 0.This justi es using the upper tail
of  nX ,=S, rtesting.Themuliple tests are such that

. . pHXm pP— .
H;iisrepcted () — % n; i 1; 5 4)
S im
whereX ;;, and Sy, are com puted the sameway asX , and Sy , except that they
arederived from !iy1jiiiilin, !9 !, id  F,N =n+m,andz ! 1
asN ! 1 .Then, under the random e ects m odel, the m lninum attanable
PFDR is

P X S
-a )1 + n HOn : (55)
Po X % Sn

T he question now is the follow ing:

Given 2 (0;1),as #0,how should N increase so that ?

5.3. M ain resuls

D enote the cum ulant generating functions

t Y
) = hE o€ ); © = IE expu : 5.6)

N ote that the expectation is taken underPy.

Theorem 5.1. Suppose fp : 2 [;1l]g satis es conditions 1{4 and the follow-
ing conditions a) {d) are ful lkd..

a) 02D°,whereD = ft: ()< 1g.

b) Under Py, X has a density £ continuous aln ost everywhere on R . Further-
more, either (i) £ isbounded or (ii) f is symmetric and kX k1 p,) < 1 .

c) Under Py, the density g of X Y is continuous and bounded on ( ;1 ) for
any > 0, and there exista constant > 1 and a function (z) 0 increasing
in z 0 and sbw Iy varying at 1 , such that

ﬂ =C 2 (0;1): 5.7)
u#0 U (1=u)
d) There are s> 0 and L > 0, such that
Eo*¥ Y3 5x Y =u] L&Y any u$ 0; g@) > O: 5.8)

Fix 2 (0;1).LetN bkethem ininum valie ofN = n+ m in order to attain
,where isasin [5.5). Then, under the constraints 1) m and n grow
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in proportion to each other such that m =N ! 2 0;1)asm;n! 1 and?2)
zy ! 1 sbwly enough, one gets

no ,

1
N - 7
da @ ) o) + 2 K¢

asd! 0+ : 5.9)

where t; is the unique positive solution to [4.8), and
(R R
_— zhg (z)dz if f isbounded, with hg = £2  £%;
o0 I f is symmetric and kX kp: ) < 1

Rem ark. By symm etry, to verify [5.8), it is enough to only consider u > 0.
M oreover, [5.8) holds if its Jeft hand side is a bounded fiinction ofu.

Follow ing the proofs of the previous results, T heoram [5.] is a consequence of
P roposition [5.]], which willbe proved in A ppendix [A 4.

P roposition 5.1. Let T > 0. Under the sam e conditions as in T heorem [5.1],
suppose = y ! O,suchthat yN ! T.Then
P, X, % Sn \

PO Xn &Sm

exp £ (1 )T %) + 2 TKeg: (5.10)

5.4. Exam ples

Exam ple 5.1 (Nom aldistrioutions). Under the setup in Section [52, suppose
or 2 P;1, P = N (; ), where > 0isa xed constant.Then p (u) =
exp[ @ @ )HE 2 2,u2R,giing

2 2 ( i me ?)
r(U)=eXPU72; C= — i

2
u 1
)= ;W= S
For ! Py, ()= 1=2 N (0;1= ). It is then not hard to see that
Conditions 1{4 are satis ed. By the notations in (83), X , Y, X4, Y; are iid
N (0;1= ).Then ()= =@ ?2) and condition a) of T heorem [5.]] is satis ed.
Tt is easy to see that conditions b) and c¢) are satis ed with = 0 and 1
in [B7).ShceX + Y ?pgix Y are Independent and the m om ent generating
function of X + Y j 2¥ jis nie on the entireR, (5.8)) is satis ed aswell

Therefre, [5.10) holds. T herefore, [5.9) holds rN
To get the asym ptotic n [5.9) explicitly, note that the density £ ofX ispp.
Then i is not hard to see K¢ = 0. On the other hand, shce @) = = 2,
the solution top> Otot %) = =(1 ) equals p=(1 ) and hence
O(to) = (1=) =1 ). Thus, N (=d)(InQ,; = 1 )), which is
denticalto [49) for the t tests.
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Exam ple 5.2 (Cauchy distrdbution). Under the setup in Section [52, suppose
for 2 [0;1], P isthe Cauchy distrbution centered at such that its density

isp w= I+ @ 51 ',u2 R.Then
1+ u? 5
ru=-————; ‘W= nfl+ @ )N In ;
1+ @ 3
L 2 ) e 2
2 ) = H u) = .
1+ @ 37 7 1+ u?
By the notations n [53),X = 2!=@10+ !?),wih ! Py .Recallthat Py is
the distribution of tan ( =2) with U ( ; ). Therefore, X sin and thus

isbounded and has a sym m etric distrdbution. It is clear that conditions a), b),
and d) of Theorem [5.1] are satis ed.W e show that oondjtjgn C) is satis ed w ith
=0and (z)= Inz n[Ed).Thedensity f ofX is1=[ 1 @l u2 [ 1;1].
Then K ¢ = 0 and the densiy ofX Y is
Z
1 u dt

g =k@= % wih k@) = P ; u2 (0;1):
1 @ ®)0L (+url

Gien 2 (0;1 u=2),wrtethe Integralasthe sum ofintegralsover [ 1; 1+

L, L u ;71 ul,and [ 1+ ;1 u 1. By variable substiution
Z Z 1 4
dt dt
k)= 2 P + P
ZO 2 HER t utc+ u) 1+ @ #)n (t+ ufl
dt
2 = ; as u! O0:

0T 2 e t ot W

Because > 0 isarbitrary, it ollow s that k (u) k @), where

z 7z P—
dt dx
k]_ (u)= P= 2 e ]1'1(1=u);

0 te+ u) 0 %2+ 1
w ith the second equality due to variable substitution t= ux?. This show s that
[EJ) hodswith = 0and (z)= hz.By[Ed),N (5=d) (nQ; =),
asd ! 0,wheret, the positive solution to t; %@p) = =@ ), with @) =
hE " 1.

R em ark. Because the Cauchy distrbutions have In nite variance, t tests can—
not be used to test the nulls. The exam ple show s that even In this case, Stu—
dentized Y (!') can still distinguish between true and false nulls.

Exam ple 5.3 (G amm a distribution). Under the sstup in Section [52, suppose

for 2 0;1],P = gamma(l+ ;1),whosedensity isp u)=ue "= 1+ ),
u> 0.Then

u
r (u)—m, )= Iu u n ( + 1);

L @)= Ihu (+1; *@w= °% +1);
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where (z) = O@)= (z) isthe digamm a finction.Let c= (1).By the nota—
tionsin [E3),X and Y are iid n! c, wih ! F. It ©llows that X has
density f (x) = €t °py (€ °) = " Cexp ( &'°), x 2 R, which is bounded and
continuous, and hence conditions b) and c) of T heorem [5.] are satis ed with
=land (z)= 1m[E7D).Shce
Z
Eok™ 1= e Cexp  &Y° dx
g 1
1

t+ 1)

zte®exp ( &z) dz = T< 1; any t> 1;

0

condition a) is satis ed. To verify d), the density of X Y atu> 0 is

Z 1
gu) = MU gy 1+ &)e X dx (substitute z = € %)

Z,

:eu ) zexp[ (1+é1)2]d2=m1

U

Sin ilarly, ors> 0O,

Z 1
k(s;u) = es(2x+u)e20+u+2xexp (l+ é))eC+X dx
1
a+su 2 “a 1+2 @+ 2s)ettrsn
+ s)u sSC + 2s — -
. Z exp[ (l+é)2]d2—w.
Asa resul, fors 1=2,
E bs(XJrY) i qu]zk(s;u)= 2+ 2s) L s
° ’ g 2o+ )
L ikew ise,
et s
Eok S¥*'Y) 9k Y =ul= @ 2s)

e+ e*)?

Sincees¥ *Y3  SKR+Y) 4 o sXHY) 4 ignothard to see that we can choose
s= 1=2 and L. > 0 large enough, such that [5.8) holds.

By ©=1x (t+1) )t, to > 0 is the solution to t[ (t+ 1) Q1=
=1 ).By f?=g(0) = 1=4,
Z 1 Z 1
Ke= 4 zf (z)?dz= 4 ze?*" exp  2&%° dz;
1 1
which equals () 1?2 1).By @)= n @fand @+ 1) = z (),
@+ 1) z) = 1l=z.TherePore, K = 1 n2.Soby [E9),N 1=d)

no , =[@ ) %)+ 2 1 h2)l.

7
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6. Summ ary

M uliple testing is often used to identify subtle real signals (false nulls) from

a large and relatively strong background of noise (true nulls). In oxrder to have
som e assurance that there is a reasonable fraction of real signals am ong the
signals \spotted" by a multiple testing procedure, it is usefil to evaluate the
pPFDR of the procedure. Com paring to FDR control, pFDR control is m ore
subtle and in general requiresm ore data. In this article, we study them Inin um

num ber of observations per null In order to attain a target pPFDR Jlevel and
show that it depends on several factors: 1) the target pPFDR control level, 2)

the proportion of false nulls am ong the nulls being tested, 3) distributional
properties of the data in addition to m ean and variance, and 4) In the case of
multiple F tests, the num ber of covariates included in the nulls.

T he resuls of the articlke indicate that, in determ ining how much data are
needed for pFDR control, if there is little inform ation about the data distrdbu-
tions, then i may be usefil to estim ate the cum ulant generating functions of
the distrbutions. A fematively, if one has good evidence about the param etric
form of the data distrdbutions but has little inform ation on the values of the
param eters, then i m ay be necessary to detem ine the num ber of observations
per null based on the cum ulant functions as well. In either case, typically it is
Insu cent to only use the m eans and variances of the distrdbutions.

T he article only considers univariate test statistics, which allow detailed anal-
ysis of tail probabilities. Tt is possible to test each nullby m ore than one statis-
tic. How to determ ine the num ber of cbservations per null for m ultivariate test
statistics is yet to be addressed.
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A ppendix:M athem atical P roofs
A l. Proofs for norm al t-tests

Proofof Lemm a[2.]]. Part 1) is clear. To show 2), kt ;r) ! (@ ;0) such that
nr! a 0.Sihhce = n+ 1r! 0,by [23), it su cesto show

j o
x an;k( 2 i{ | ea.

k! @1

k=0
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o S
By Stirling’s formula, &)= (z=e)? 2 =z [1+ O (1=z)].Then forn 1,

n+k+ 1 n+ k+1)=2 n+ 1 n+ 1)=2
an _—
n ik 2e 2e
n+k+1 *7? k o+ D=2 n+k+1 *7?
- - - 1+ =2 — = ;
2e n+ 1 2
giving
P_ P -
anx (2 F 2(2 ¥ n+k+1 k=2
| |
k! k! 2 a12)
2o+ 1)+ 1+ K)P2F?2 3@r+ nfa+ k)k=2_
k! k! )

T he right hand side hasa nite sum overk.By dom nated convergence,

% P>
an 2

Tin L ;o) = 3 M

(n;r)! @ ;0) m;r)! @ ;0) k!

sit: nr! a k= sit:nr! a

_% D+ 1+ k)rp2 X gk
@;r)! @ ;0) k! k!
k= stt:nr! a k=0

Thisyields 2).To show 3), by sin ilar argum ent, given 0 < ¢c< 1, forn 1,

P p_ -
anx (2 F c(2 F n+1 2 chank
k! k! 2 k!

Therefore, asnr! 1 ,L (n;r) (o < N O

P roofof Lem m a[2.2]

By Stirling’s form ula, there isa constantC > 1,such thatk*=?=k! Ck= k=2+
1) prallk 1.Fixng sothatC?a?=ng < and B1J)hodsralln_ ry.For
k  rm@o+1),1+k=@o+ 1) k=ry.Thenapplying B1)with = n+ lsr
yields
p_
anx( 2 F 20+ Do+ 1+ k)PF? 2(k=n()*? @sr+ sr)*
k! k! k!

2c*  @ms+ 9’2 7 2pEPF?
k=2+ 1) no k=2c+ 1) '

R
ﬁhere bs) = C? s+ s)®=ny. Let 2 (CZ%a%=ng; ).By e “G@dr) < 1,
e © G dr) < 1 foranyp 0.Let h;s) ! (@ ;0) suchthatns! a.Then
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forn ng, b(s) < and hence

P
X a0 20+ st X 2p@E)2)<?

' =
. k! vy, k=20 1)
P— X (g2
20+ 1) -
k!
k=Dbko=2c

By the above inequality and dom inated convergence,
Z Z Z

im L {;sr)G dr) = L ;sr)G dr) = e** G (dr):
A 2. Proofs for F —tests
P roofofLemm a 3.1

T su cesto show %) > 0 ort> 0, where

tXl bp;n;kg .

t)=-e "

k=0

This ollow s from y;n 41 > bpinx and

X bp;n;k+ l'B< = e t>é u':b;n;kJrl lﬁ;n;kw >

0y _ t .
) = t+ e K 0 0:
k=0 k=0
N ext, recall
1 , x
K (;n; )=e(n+p)2=2 ¥ n+p+ 23 i (n+p ?
14 14 N 1
w0 P23 k! 2
ProofofLemmal32. Suppose ! 1 andn=n( )suchthatn ! a2 D;1).
Sihce M+ p+ 23)=p+ 27) n + p, then
b3 1 @+p 2"
K (p;n; ) o+ p)kEI % e(n+p)2 2:2; @21)
k=0 :

and by dom inated converge,

I R 1 +p2 2~
In K s )= m =otp) 1 @+p)
[l [l . pt 2] k! 2
k=073=0
k

=M, (@):

® w1 1 1

2
p+29 k! 2

k=03=0
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Next suppose ! Oandn ! 1 .Then onegets
7! n 1 n?2*
K (pil'l; ) e(mp) °=2 Y E‘ T
k=03=0 P J :
1 x k
o (D) T 1 n 1 n?
y |
k=03=0 1+23 p k 2
® 2 2 k (+p) *=2
e @+P) 2=2 2]}'( | n _ & n2p o =p§+en P
k=0 @k) P
Because n + p) 2=om )andn ! 1 , the right hand side tendsto 1 .The
proof is thus com plete. O

P roof of Lemm a[3.3. F irst, one gets

L% M 14 29=m+p 1 m+p?? "
1= |
k=0 5= 0 1+ 25 k! 2p

K pjn; )=e 7P

k
e it 1 @t PP
k! 2p

2
2 2_ 2_ nn+ p)
— e(n+p) 2p) m+p) 2 _ exp
2p

T hus, by dom nated convergence, K (o;n; )! € asni+ p) >=Qp) ! a.

Now kta> 0.Regard f (n) = n (0 + p) >=@2p) as a quadratic fiinction ofn.
Then in ordertoget £ () ! a,

pi
R 2p+ ‘P’ + 8 “pa _ _ 4pa
o 22 2p+r‘ ‘p? + 8 2pa
3 = 1 Zpa i 2pl 0
< 2 e 2
2a= if “p! 1;
3 4a= 2 .
T — P if p! L>0:
1+ 1+ 8a=L
T he proof is thus com plte. O

Th order to prove Lemm a[3.4, we need the Hllow ing resul.
LemmaA2.l.Given 0< < 1,thereis ( )> 0, such that
X Ak

F H as A ! 1:
A <

X a3
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Proof. Let Y be a Poisson random variable w ith m ean A . T hen

X Ak
A _ .
e F—P(j{ Aj A):
% a3 a
By LDP [8),I = (1=A)IhP (¥ A7 A)> 0.Then given ()2 (0;I),
P{H A7 A) el pralla 0, inplyig the stated bound. O

ProfofLemma[34. Fix > Oandn.Then

%L h4p+ 2] Ak + p) 2
K jn; )=e? nrpr el .j —; wjthA=7(n p) :
oso P23 k! 2
Qx 1 . .
Let0< < l.Foreachk, 5 ,[m+p+ 2j)=@+ 2j)] @+ n=pf.Then
a X %Tonvpr2; ar X [@+npaf
; 1 |
x a9 A4=0 pt+ 23 k! % a5 a k!

DenoteB = (1+ n=p)A.Thengivenany 0< < ,forallp 1,k Aj A
npliesk B B.ByLemmfB2d,asp! 1,
X 1+ n=p)A X B
eA [( _P) ]k eA - é ()B A=O(1);

k! k!
¥ a3 A ¥ Bj B

where ( ) > 0 isa constant. It llow s that

N X k1 n Ak
K ;n; )=-e 1+ - —+ o(1)
. ) pt+ 2j k!
k A3 AJ=0
Byh(@l+ x)=x+0 &%) asx ! 0, i is seen that
0 1
X nx1 1 Ak
K ©jn; )=e? 1+ n)exp@ = WA F+ o);
% a5 a P, P !

where supy 25 A JxJj! Oasp! 1 .Itisnothard to see that orallp 1
and k with ¥ A7 A, k=p ?2=23 2.Asa resul,

0 1 2 |

L+ n0) en®’ 1, L+ 20 ()] h
I ex] — —_— = i) ex] n

k) &P P, 1+ 25D Kk R

= L+ ()la+ "2
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where sup; 55 ¥ ()j! Oasp! 1 flowedby ! 0.Combining the
above approxin ations and applyig Lemm aB 2.1l again,

_ X N

K jn; )= L+ R()Ia+ *)" e ? ot ew
% aj a
= L+ R ()IA+ %)+ o);

whereR ( )! Oasp! 1 Pllowedby ! O0.Letp! 1 .Since isarbitrary,
then K @;n; )! @1+ 2)°=2, O

A 3. G eneralt tests
A 3.1. Proof of the m ain result

T his section is devoted to the proof of P roposition [4.1l. W rite

(u) = sup ut © (u) = suput ©1;
t t (A3.1)

w= (9 'w); W= (9 'w;

w henever the functions are wellde ned. The lemm a below collects som e useful
properties of .The proof is standard and hence om itted for brevity.

Lemm a A 3.1. Suppose condition a) in Theorem [4.]] is ful lkd. Then the HL
bwing statementson  are true.

1) is am ooth on D ©, strictly decreasingon ( 1 ;0)\ D , strictly increasing
on (0;1 )\'D

2)  Yisstrictly increasingon D°,andso = ( 9 ! forwellde nedon I =
(nf %sup 9, where the extrem a are obtained over D ° . M oreover, °(0) = 0,
(9 T©O)=0,and t %) ! 1 ast"supD

3) is am ooth and strictly convex on I , and

( Yu) = (@) =amgsupbit ©F u2T:
t

Ontheotherhand, @)=1 on ( 1 ;ihf %[ p %1).

T he next Jemm a is key to the proof of P roposition [4.]l. B asically, it says that
the analysison the ratio ofthe extrem e tailprobabilities can be localized around
a speci c value determ ined by  and the ndex in (4.4).A s a resul, the lim it

[A) can be obtained by the uniform exact large deviations principle (LDP) in
2), which is a re ned version of the exact LDP (5).
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LemmaA32.Letm,n! 1 ,suchthatn=N ! 2 (0;1),whereN =m + n.
Let o = O(to), where t; > 0 the unique positive solution to [4.4). Under
conditions a) and b) of T heorem , gven D > 0and > 0, therearez > 0
and > 0, such that for z B

Im — if P X +s 25 ; BSa 0J J (o) @a32)
Nt 1 N BjD=N
and
P X,+ s Z
sup . : S : 1=0 V); @A33)
s3p=x P Xnts 2% ;i ESn 0]
where J, ()= (1 ) (o) (g=z*)< 1.

Assum e Lemm alA 32 is true ornow . The m ain resul is shown next.
Proof of Proposition [4.1). Recallthat dy ! Oand N ! 1 ,such thatdy N !
T .First, we show that, given > 0, there isz > 0, such that

T P X, + dy A4S g Tt
N!1 P X, ZSha

; allz ¢ A 34)

Let 2 (0;1) such that (u) iswellde nedon [ g jo+ land

hd+ )

sup W) (0)] T T

B o]

Letzp > O and > 0 such that B33) hods.Fixz z.Denotea= a(z) =
(o )=z andb= b(z)= (o+ )=z.BecauseoflR3.3),in orderto show [RA34),
it su ces to establish

oy P X, + dy z&hi;a S b 1 )Th
N!1 P X, zS, ; a S b

A3.3)

Let G, (x) be the distribution function of S, .Then
Zyp
P X,+ dy 25 7 a S b = P X, ZX d)Gn dx);

P X, zS, 7 a Sa b = P Xn zx)dG, X):

From these equations, it is not hard to see that B 3.5) Hllows ifwe can show

— P
In  sup LS = 9, @36)
N!'1 yopm P &n zx)dl ITh

To establish [A3.4), observe that ©r N > 1 large enough and x 2 [;b],
zX G 2 B=2; o+ J].TherebPre, y X) = (zx & ) isnotonly wellde ned



Z .Chi/Sam plk size and pFDR 105

but also continuous and strictly positive on [a;b]. By Theorem 33 of [2), as
N ! 1 ,the Pllowing approxin ation holds,

sup & &F W)y (x)p 2n Py ®)P ®n zx d) 1l=o();
x2 [a;b]
which is a uniform wversion ofthe exact LDP due to Bahadur and Rao (5, The—
oram 3.74).
Because y X) ! (zx) uniform ¥y on [g;b] and the latter is strictly positive
and continuous on [g;b], the above nequality yields

p—
sup & M) @zx) 2 n O( @x)P K, zx d) 1=o():
x2 lajb]
Likew ise,
p—
sup & ¥ @zx) 2 n O (2x))P K, zx) 1= o():
x2 [ajb]

By the above approxin ationsto P X , zx g)andP K, zx), In order
to prove [A3.8), it is enough to show

- e n (zx dy )
M = N]?ml XZSu[ap'b] e n (zx)+ (1 )T o 1
By Taylor expansion and Lemm a[A 3],
zx &)= (zx) @ (@zx ) X 2 R;bl;
where = ()2 0;1).Therefore,
e D (zx dy ) e n( (zx dy) (zx)) e ndy (zx Ay )
e n @ord )Tw el To - el To
Sincendy ! (1 )T and (zx d)! (zx) unifom Iy forx 2 [R;b],
M = sup el ) @x) )T 1
x2 [a;b]
Because ty = (g)and zx 2 [ g jot J1forx 2 R;bl,
nw #
M exp @1 )T sup J (ot u) (0)J 1
u2 ;1

T herefore [R35) is proved.

Now that A34) hods orany given > 0,aslongasz g= 2z ( ),wih
being large enough, by the diagonalargum ent, we can choose zy > 0 in such as
waythatzy ! 1 slowlyasN ! 1 and

e PP ®atd  mSa) L _
N1 P X, % Sm )

This nishes the proof of the theorem . O
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A3.2. Proof of Lemm a & 3.7

T he proofneeds a few prelin nary results. The rst lemm a collects som e usefiil
properties of

LemmaA33.LetD = ft: () < 1 g.Under condition b) in Theorem [4.1},
the Plowing statementson  are true.

1) D ( 1 ;0]. is anooth and strictly increasing on D° . Furthem ore,
) ! 1 ast! 1.
2)  Oisstrictly increasingon D°,andso = ( 9 ! iswellde nedonI =
©O;sup %), where the supremum is obtained over D° . In addition, mf %= 0
and sup © %0 )= 2.Furthem ore,
+ 1
I u @)= ; @A3.7)
ul 0+ 2

where isgiven in [@4).

3) is @n ooth and strictly convex on I and
( Y= (=amgspht ©OF u2iI
t

Furthemm ore, is strictly decreasing on (0; 2) with ! 1 asu#0and

@)! Oasu" 2, and is nondecreasing for u 2.
Proof. W e only show (t) ! 1 ast! 1 and [B37), which are properties
speci cally due to condition b) in Theorem [4]]. T he proofofthe rest of Lemm a
233 is standard. R

2

Toget @) ! 1 ast! 1 ,1i su cesto show 01 e W =2gu)du! O0as

t! 1 .For lateruse, i willbe shown that, given s 0,
Z
x’e ¥ 2gm)dx ! 0; ast! 1: @38)

0

T he proof is based on several truncations of the integral. G wven 0 < <1,
there is 0 < < 1, such that

1 _g& L, x2 0; ):
X (1=x)
SinhceM = Supyy g&) <1 , given s 0,ast! 1,
Z Z

2_ — 2 2_
x°e ¥ Pgk)dx et 7'M x%e B ldx = o " 7Y):
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O n the other hand,
Z Z
xe M 2gm)dx 1 ) x* e ¥ (g=x)dx

@ ) =) x* e ¥ =2ax:
0

R,
0
ofthe sameorderast ¢ **1=2 A sa resul,

Z ., z

2 _ 2 _
x°e ®2gx)dx= @+ o)) x%e ¥ ?gx)dx; ast! 1 :
0 0

T he right hand side is of the sam e order as x5t e £x’=2 dx, which in tum is

Sihcegx)=k (@I=x)] 12 [ ; 1forx2 (0; )and isarbitrary, it is seen
that in order to prove [R3.8), it su ces to show

7
x* e ¥2 (1=x)dx ! 0; ast! 1 : @ 3.9)
0
, P , o p_——
Leta= “=2and &)= ( x=2).By variabl substitution x = 2u=t,
zZ Z ia
" e 2 (1=x)dx = Pt ®1D  yPe U (=u)du; ®3.10)
0 0
wherep= (s+ 1)=2> 1. Therefore,[f3.9) will Hllow if
Z ta
g @1 uwe Y (=u)du! 0; ast! 1 ; @311)

0

N ote thfgt (x) is J'ncreafgng and since uPe Y is ntegrable, there isM > 1,

such that D;L uPe Y du 54 uPe “du.Then
Z . zZ,
uPe " (=u)du (=M ) uPe " du
! z, @312)

uPe ¥ (=u)du:

Fix 2 (0;1) suchthat P*'< (@ P*! ). Then

Z 2 Z x
we ¥ (=u)du= we Y (=u)du
0 k=1 k+ 1
Z
_ (p+ L)k uP i du
ky
k=1
Notethat () isslow ly varyingatl .Fortlargeenough, (t=u) t=( u))

oru2 [ ;1].By induction, @=(*u)) k1 (=u),k 1.Consequently, by
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the selection of and the above in nite sum,

7 ! Z 4
e ¥ (=u)du P+ Lk k1 u? (=u)du
0 k=1
- Z Z A 313)
=T e W wdu uPe  (=u)du:

Now given 0< < M < 1 ,as isIncreasing and slow ly varyingat 1l ,

. (t=u) = ) (=u) =)
nf = ' 1; sup = !
u M (©) (t) u M () (t)
T herefore,
Z y Z y
we ¥ (=u)du= @+ o)) @) we "du; ast! 1 : @3.14)

Combine B317) { B314) and note andM are arbitrary.Then
Z 3

we ¥ E=u)du= 1+ o@)) @ uPe " du
0 0 A 3.15)

= (1+o0@) ®© @E+1); ast! 1 :

2 ta

Note ()= o !)ast! 1 .Therbre, R3I]) isproved.

Next we prove B3.).Foru > 0 smallenough, () is wellde ned. Let
t= @).Thenu= 9 tandt! 1 asu # 0. TherePre, i su ce to
demonstratet °( t)! ( + 1)=2,ast! 1 .T iseasy to see

Z Z
% x’e tXZ:Zg(X)dx e tXZ:Zg(X)dX; fort> 0:

0 0
Follow ing the argum ent leading to [A3.9), i su ces to show that, given

0,

Z Z
1+ o@Nt

x e %2 (=x)dx=— 217 g2 o &2 gy
0 +1 0

ast! 1 .Denotihgp= ( + 1)=2,by BR3.I0), the above lin it will ollow if

Z 14 (l)Zta
o
w eV (=u)du= ——— we Y (=u)du; t! 1 :
0 P 0

However, this is inplied by B315) and @+ 1)=p (). O

LemmaA34.Gien 2 (0;1), Xkt o= O@y), where ty > 0 is the positive
solution to [4.6). Then under conditions a) and b) of Theorem [4.]], fr any
2 0; o), there are zg > 0 and a > 0, such that for z Dy

Cmf @) @+ w*=z%) e ) (o)+ (§=2°)+ a:
2 o
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Proof. The in mum on the left hand side increases as decreases. Since o <
sup O without loss of generality, et < sup ° o.Forz> 0, wrie

H,u= @ ) @)+ w*=z%)

Then by LemmalB 3], oru2 ©; 2z%)\ ©;sup 9,

Blw= 0 ) @+ 5 @P=z?) @316)
VA
Forany 2 (0; o )andM 2 (o + ;sup %,by B3D,asz! 1,
uHS(u) ' " ha) = @1 yu () ( + 1); unifom Iy on [ ;M ]:

Since h is strictly increasing on [0;1 ), o is the only positive solution to
h @) = 0.Therefore, there isag > 0, such that

nf h@) &; sup  h) a:
u 0 =2 u 0 =2
n o
Leta = @=2)min h——;h>—= Asz! 1,8 @) ! h@=uuni
form ¥ on [ ;M ]. SIhce h ) 0 oru 2 [p;M ], and h@u)=u =M for
u2 [g+ ;M ],tcanbeseen that forallz > 0 Jargeenoughandu 2 [+ ;M ],
Z Z Z
R 1" h(s) a2 ds
H,@u) H;(o)= H,(s)ds = ——ds — — a:
0 ot =2 S ot =2 8
Likewise, orallz> 0 argeenough andu2 [ ; o 1
Z Z o,
0 ag ds
H;@) H:(q)= [ Hy(8)lds — — a:
u 2 u s

To nish the proof, it su ces to show that there areM 2 ( g;sup 9 and

2 ©0; o), such that orallz > 0 large enough, H , (1) is strictly Increasing on
M ;1 ) and strictly decreasing on (0; ).

First, given z > 0 large enough, by Lenma B33, H, () is hcreashg for
u z?2 and equalto 1 foru > sup ° Asa resul, it is only necessary to
consideru < M % = min(@up %z 2?).Note that if sup ° < 1, then for all
z> 0 large enough, M %= sup % whereasifsup °=1 ,M° z?2,

Let ' @) = @*=z?) @*=z?).Foru 2 (o;M9, 0 " ) c =
Nfycye 20 @)]1> 1 .By LemmalA3d, thereis ¢ < M < sup ° such
that @ M ™ )> 2 C+ 1.Thenby[E3.16) and the factthatu (1) is
strictly increasing oru 2 (O;sup 9, H @) > 1=u> 0 oru2 ™ ;M %.Then
H, is strictly increasingon M ;M 9.

Second,asu #0,u () ! Oandu®? @>2)! ( + 1)=2< 0.Thereore, by
R314), thereis 2 (0; o), such that orallz > 0 large enough andu 2 (0; ),
uH 2 W) ( +1)=4.Then )< 0 Hru and hence H, (u) is strictly

decreasing. This nishes the proof. O
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ProofofLemmaA3 7. Since the left hand side of BR3J) is increasing n
w ithout loss of generality, assum e 2 ;o). Let zy > 2=(0+ ). G iven
z pand 2 (0; ),orN > D= ands2 [ D=N ;D= ] ( i)
P Xn+5s 2% ; %Sm 0]
P X,+s 2S; %Sn 0]
P X, ot 2 ; S 0J
=P Xg ot 2 P (o Z ot ):
Observe that or 0 a< b a z$ b is equivalent to m &=z?

oMok 1 %y)?=2  mB=z’.Also, () is hcreasingon (0;1 ), ()
isdecreasingon (0; 2),and ( o+ Ff=2°< ?.TherbrebylLDP,

P

Im — nf P X+ s ZSn;jZSm Oj
nt:1 N F3jD=N
1 1 . .
Iimn — hP X, o+ 2 + lin — P (gS, 0J )
11 N N!1 N

N !
=@ ) (o+2 )+ ((o+ Y=2%):

Because isarbitrary and and are continuous, [B32) is proved.
Consider A33) now .By Lemm a[A 34, thereis > 0, such that orallz 3
andu 2 D; o =21 b+ =2;1),

a ) @)+ W?=z%) G (q)+ 2 : @317)
Let
R = sup P X+ s ZSh 7 ZSh 0 ;
Jj D=N
Ry = sup P X,+ s ZS 7 ZSn ot
Jj D=N

Since the left hand side of [A33) is no greater than

R + R,
nfgypx P Xn+ts 2% i ¥Sn o]
by B32), in orderto establish [R33), it su cesto show that orz  zg,

]inl]nl (o) +
w11 N R °

Forany 0< u ,by[E3I7), there isr= r@) 2 (0;u=3), such that

@ ) @ 20+  (u+n=z") T (o)+
By ) "1 asu # 0, thereis g 2 0; o ), such that (I%=ZZ)
J,(g)+ .Because I = [0; o ] is com pact, one can choose y = 0 and

up;::ijup 2 I, such thatI [’i‘:ofui L;u;+ i, with ry = r(;) fori 1.
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P P

= oA, where
Ay = P (zSqy p)and A; = P X, W  25; S, wj 1), i 1l.For
the latter ones, by the choice of z and r;, u; 25 > 0 and (u; + ny)=z < 2.
T herefore, by the LDP,

1 1 2__2
Im —h—= (1 ) (i 2E;)+ (i+ 11)=z") T (o)+
N!1 N Aj

Sin ilarly, lim (1=N ) In 1=Ay) Z ( )+ .Sihcethereisonly a nite number of
A, lin 1N )In(I=R ) I (o)t .Likewise, limn (1N )h(1=R;:) (o)t
T he proof is thus com plte. O

A 4. Tests involving likelihood
A4.1. Proof of them ain result

T his section is devoted to the proof of P roposition [5.l. T he proof is based on

several lemm as. Henceforth, 6t N = m + n and o = O(to),whereto is the
positive solution to [4.8). It willbe assumed that asm ! 1 andn ! 1,
m=N ! 2 (0;1),where is xed.

LemmaA4.l.let 2 (0;0=2)and > 0.Therrarrz > 0and = ¢ (),
such that given z H,asm ! 1 andn! 1,

P ; &S j
sup X5 Z5n jZ m 0], )I 0; @41)
o P &K n 25y ;7 ®Sn 0J )

P ®n @+ )z8:%Sm o] )
su ' 0: Aad42)
0P TP ®a 257 %Se o3 )

Lemma A4.2. Let a; > 0. Under the conditions of Theorem [5.1], for any
> 0, there aremg > 0 and > 0, such that

sup Eq€'" jS, =t &« &<, m my; 0 a a:

0< X3
where E o is expectation under Po, K ¢ is de ned as in Theorem ElandUu, =
(=m) L ,UswithUs= (¥p;5 1+ Y2;)=2.

P roof of P roposition [5.1]. W e shall show that orany b> 0, there is zy = z; (),
such that forallz %,

EPN(XH ZS, )

L b; A43)

PoXnp Z5 )
where L, = expf (1 )T 0(t0)+ 2 TK¢g, and the lim it is taken asm ! 1,
n! 1 and y ! 0,suchthat yN ! T > 0Oandm=N ! 2 (0;1).This

together w th a diagonalargum ent then nishes the proof.
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Let > Oand 2 (0;0=2), such that LemmalB4dhodswitha= 2 T.Fix
20> (o+ )= asihLemmdA4].Then,given z 3, h orderto show [R43),
it is enough to show

— P .
Im M L b; @ 44)
PO(Em;n)
WhemEm;n = X452 BSy; @0+ )zS [ ESn o] .For 2 [;1],
h i
P i
CE"m’n) = EO eJn( tm Zn () Ern;n
PocE"m;n)
w here
xn 1 X
Jn()= hr ()i Zn()=—  Jr (g )+ hr ()
=1 =1

SinceInr (!;)= " (!y) y(My) and > (!3) = X 3, by Taylor's expansion,

2 X0
Jho()=nX,+ - S (Mg forsomes2 (0;1):
i=1
Let B = sup k' (!)ky: p,)-By Condition 3, B < 1 .Sihce yN ! T,

ny ! @ )T and % (x) nyXnj nB2=2=0 (1N ).0nEy »,
Kn 0] Xn zS J+ ¥Sm 0J zq + 1= (ot )+
It follow s that form and n large enough,

Tn(n) (@ )T o] + Jiy a ) TXn + (@ )TX 0J
2= + (+ 1)+ @ )T 1:

DenoteQy = EgE" %" {¥) 4B, ., ].W e obtain

P .
e(l )T o 2Qy N (Em,n) e(1 )T ot 2Qy : @ 45)
PO(Em;n)

LetA, = f¥Sn 0] g.Since } and !§ are independent, then
Oy = Eobmzm (N)jAm]:

Let U, bede ned ash LemmalA4J. By Taylr's expansion,

X 2 X0
mzy ()= (Y21 1+ Yoi) + > [s (o 1)+ % (L21)]
=1 =1
2 X0
=2m U, + > s (o )+ % (L21)); somes2 (0;1):
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Then form largeenough, N Zn () 2m yUp j BT?=m < ,yikldinge

Qn=Eo€©™ "U A, ) e.0nAy,Sn (o+ )=2 ,soby Lemm 4847,
1 BE™ vUn 4a )=e?™ v Kr 1+ .By combihinglE4.9), we thus
obtain
(l )e 2+ 2(m y T)L PN (Em;n) (1+ )e+ 2+ 2m y T)L:
PO(Em;n)
Because and ;, arearbitraryandm y ! T, B43) isproved. O

A4.2. Proof of Lemm as

W e need the next resul to show Lemmala4.]l.

LemmaA43.Given a2 (0;1) and > 0, there is ( > 0, such that

sipP E€) B E) e ; nfP E) P E)TT Ve k @4.6)

0

rallk 1 hrgeenough andE  ¥.Furthemm ore, Bt Ey X le events such
that Iin (1=k) Py @) > 1 .Then

— 1 P
I lim - sup In )
ol 0kl 1 kg o PoEx)

Proof. Givena 2 (0;1),kt °= %@)asihCondition4.Dencte! = (11;:::5 ).
Foreach 2 D; °,k 1,andE X, by Holer's nequality,

P E)=EoL£f! 2Egr (!1):::r ('x)] .
n h io,
Eolf! 2Egl’ ® Eo r (1)@ siir (1)
n h ioya

PoE) * Eo r (1)

Therefre, given o2 0; 9,

sipP E) B E) *exp kahE, supr ()™

0 0

Likew ise, kettihg g= 1=a 1,
n h ioya
PoE) PE?'®E r () =P €)' ? Eor (1) ¢

Sihce g> 0, the above bound yields

_ ka
nfP € PET" Vexp T PEo (Rfr () q
0 0
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Under Py, ramost every ! 2 ,po(!) > 0 and p (!) is continuous In
.Let ¢! 0.Thensup | r (!)! landdf ¢ (!)! 1.By B2) and
dom inated convergence,

hE, supr (!)'™@ ! 0; hE, (infr (1)) ¢ ! O:
0

0

This in plies that ©r o snallencugh, both of the nequalities n [A4.6) hold.
To show the second part ofthe lemm a, foreach n 1,

1 1 a 1=a
E]nP Ex) ThPOCEk)"' alnEglr (1))

which yields

1 P CEk) 1 l=a
— sup In a — Py Ex)+ MEg supr (!)
ko s PoEx) k ;

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

— 1 P _
Im — sup In ) aM+hE, supr (1)72
ki1 kg o PoEx) o
whereM = lim (I1=k) InPy Ex) 0.Likewise,withg= 1=a 1> 0,
1 P a
m S inf oK) M + hE, (hfr (1) ®
xt 1 ko o Po Ep) 1 a )
Thuswe get
[ 1 P aM
Iim lm sup — ﬂ :
o! 0k!' 1 g . kK Po Ex) 1 a
Because a is arbitrary, the lemm a is proved. O

It is easy to check that under the assum ptions of T heorem [5.]], all the state—
ments n LemmasA3d and B33 hod ©r and de ned in ([58), wih
X =%(),Y=%(9%.Thereore, Lanm a[A3 7 can be applied.

Proofof LenmaA4.d. We rstshow B4I).By LemmalA32d, thereisz, > O,
such that for z % and 2 (0; ¢=2),thereis > 0, such that

P \AS
Polom 1 Bn) ey, @4
PO CEn;m \Am)

whereM = n+ 2m,Eyn = Xg zG and A, = £ES;, 0] g.G iven

2 (0;1), by LenmaA43, thereis o > 0, such that or 2 [D; oJandm, n
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largeenough,P E) P E) e andP E) P E)F"T e M frE Mo
Since both E,; and A, areeventsin M, then

ol g nP am \AD)
MO 0 P(En;m\Am)

Lom

i]l’l PO(En;m \Ari )1 +2
M PO (En;m \Arn )l:(l )
1 P A°S 2 1
-1 B VAR) b +2
M PO(En;m \Am) 1 PO(En;m \Arn)

By equations B32) and B4, there isa nite constant C > 0, such that

_ @ c

Since isarbitrary, Im Iy, < 0.Thisthen nishesthe proofof (A4.).

It rem ains to show [R4J).First, by the LDP for X, under P, and an ar-
gum ent sim ilar to the proof of [A4.l), it can be seen that given r > 0 and
0< a< b< suppy. 9, thereis (> 0, such that

sup P X, b=P K,2 Bsa+ r])]! 0; asn! 1 : A4.8)
0 0
Now kta2 (O; )and 2 ©0;( =)" @=12)),sothat @1+ )@ y> 1+ a.
DenoteE, = £7S, 0] ogand A, = fESy 0] g.Then K A, .
By Lenmala32, given z 1, thereis o> 0, such that
P Xn 25 ;En)

nf [ 49
TP ®a 28 iAn) Ba9)

For o, by the ndependence 0ofX ,, and S, under?P ,

P &nq @+ J)zRiEn) P XKn a+ Ha b7 Em )
P &nq 1+ a)o)P En):

By < a=2,kt °2 (0; ), such that @+ 9@+ ) 1+ a=2.LetI =
[a Jo; 1+ 9@+ )ol.Eisnothardto nda nite number of nonem pty
(bi;c) I, such that Prany x 2 I, k; L+ 9x] contains at least one (o;c).
Then

P Xn2 BESni 1+ )28 LiEn) P ®Kn2 Snj; U+ %2Sy LiEq)
mijnP Xn 2 bijc)P En)

Since g (L+ a=2) o, by the above inequalities and R 4.38),

supP X5 T+ )z ;iEn) sup P Xy, @1+ )zQ ;En)
0 P Xn ZSn 7 Em ) 2, P Xy S ; @+ )zS [iEn)

®n  (+a)o)
m axsup
77, P ®a2 bia)
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yielding
.. P Xn2 2Sn; U+ )z En)
inf
0 P Xn zS 7 En )
P Xn2 2Sqn; U+ )zS JiEn)
nf ' 1;
0 P Xy, ZSn 7 Em )

which, together w ith A 4.9), in plies

fP Xn2 2Sn; @+ )28 [FAnR)

in
0 P X, 2S5 7An)
P ®n2 2Sn; 0+ )25 An) P Xn 25 iEn)
inf inf !
0 P Xn ZS 7 En ) o P Xnp ZS 7An)
and hence B42). O
ProofofLemmafA42. Let o = 1§ , ., €¥¢.W e have to show that for
> 0 smallenough and mg > 0 large enough,
sup Eo@™P™ S, =t &Ff < ;; m mg; 0 a a: @ 4.10)
0< 1tJ

LetVi= (Y2i 1 Y%;)=2.Under Py, U;;V;) are iid w ith density

P U 2 du;V 2 dv)
du dv

=2f@u+v)f@u v):

Denote = (v;:::;Vy ) and

T hen

Eo€"" 3Sn = t) = v, @=m)1fvi6 0gPo(d 3Sn = B): @411)

i=1

Case it f is bounded In this case, g(v) = Rf(u + v)f (u v)du is well
de ned orallv 2 soptV ), hy ) = £ (ufl{ v)f @ v)=g (v) is the conditional
density of U given V = v and  (z) = €*“h, (u)du. Since £ is continuous
aln ost everyw here gr}d bounded, by condition a) of Theorem [5.]], there isr> 0
such that sup, e M fmg v)f@ v)du< 1 ,and by dom nated convergence,
asv! 0,gt)! g@©)= £22 (0;1 ). It Pllows that there is ¢> 0, such that
f ,@);v2 [ cjclgisa fam ily of an ooth functionsofz 2 [ r;r]w ith uniform ky
continuous and bounded ¢ (z) and P (z).

v v
Given > 0,decrease c if necessary so that

. (k) k) .
sup j (z) )] —; k=1;2;
(v;z)21 v 0 3a-l
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where I = [ c;c] [ r;r]l.By Taylor's expansion,
1
L@ o@=120  J0)=z+ 5[30( z) ¥ wiz)2I;
where = v;z) 2 (0;1). Then there ismy > 0, such that for allm mo,

a2 [P;a;landv2 I,onegetsa=m 2 [ r;r],

Jv@m) ol@=m)j 2 =QCm) ( =m0) a‘jn‘;‘f o @=m)
and hence
v @=m)
1 - — 1+—; alla2 D;a;l: A412)
m 0 @=m) m

Given 2 (0;c),Pr0< t , rew ritd (4 11]) as

Z
Y Y
Eo@’" Sy, =t = v, @=m) v, @m)P @ ISn = b);
i2J iBJ

whereJ = fi:3J;3J og.Lets> OandL > Obeasin [E8).Form large enough,
a=m < s,a2 [0;a;].Therefore, by Holder's nequality, ori2 J,

_ _ aLl ;7
v @) [y, @FEm) pamem) gy 2N
sm
1 - aL 1]
a=m - L 2=6™) exp R
v | ) v, (a=m) sm

Letp= T Fm .By the above rst set of nequalities and Schw artz inequality,
I
Y aL X aL 4—=x
v @=m) P exp — 3719 PP Pexp — J V2
sm sm
247 247
Likew ise, by the above second set of Inequalities and Schw artz nequality,

Y - an%
wlm) L exp — J
23 sm

P
Sice £S, = tg= (1=m) VZ=t=4,

pP_ p_
_ aLt _ aLt

L *FP%exp P v, @=m) I % exp P
2s - 2s

Observe that, dueto 0 < t ,$ = tinpliesp  ?=¢.Therehre, as long
as isamallenough, ap=s is arbitrarily close to 0, and aL’éD p=@2s) isunifom ly
arbitrarily close to OQEJr 0 a aand 0 < t . Consequently, for each

2 fS, = tg, e oy v @=m) e.
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On the other hand, by B4.12),

n@ap Y (a=m) m (1 p)
e 1 — _— 1+ — e
m gs O (@=m ) m
Thus, e ° (@=m)" & P Eo €Y" S = t) € s@m)" ¢ P orall
t2 [ ; Inf0g.Sihce and p are arbitrarily snalland o @=m )™ ! &K+

uniom Iy Hra 2 Dja;lasm ! 1, BA4.10) then Hllows.

Case ii: £ is sym m etric and has a bounded support In thiscaseB =
kUk;: p,) < 1 .By condition c) of T heorem [5], the density ofV is continuous
and bounded on ( ;1 ) forany .Then ; (z) iswellde ned forallz and v 2
sopt(V ) n £0g. Since £ is symm etric, orv 2 sopt (V) n £0g,
Z
0= wuf@+vfwu v)du=gw)= 0;

andsojym) 13 FP(a=m)j@my,with 2 (0;1).By
Z
D)= u?eMfu+ vfu v)du=sgw) FeFP

v

Then jy@=m) 13 (@=m3B,, where B; = B2%e@™)® Then by B4.II),
L B;@=m)*F Eo €Y" 9Sn = t) [+ B; @=m )°F ,which inplies B4.10).
O
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