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1 Introduction

When adressing the problem of testing whether two distributions are equal
on the basis of samples drawn from each of them, Gretton et al. (2007, 2012)
introduced the Maximum Mean Discrepancy (MMD) in reproducing kernel
Hilbert space. The MMD is used as test statisctic but its asymptotic null
distribution is an infinite sum of distributions, and as such it is not easy
to use for achieving the testing procedure. For overcoming such drawback,
Makigusa and Naito (2020) adopted an approach proposed in Ahmad (1993)
consisting in making an appropriate modification on the test statistic in order
to yield asymptotic normality both under the null hypothesis and under the
alternative. However, they only dealt with the problem of testing whether
an unknown distribution is equal to a specified one. So, it may be of interest
to extend their approach to testing for the equality of two or more unknown
distributions. Recently, Balogoun et al. (2018) introduced the generalized
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maximum mean discrepancy (GMMD) in reproducing kernel Hilbert space,
that allows one to deal with more than two distributions, and to test wheher
these unknown distributions are equal. In this paper, we propose an esti-
mator of the GMMD constructed by modifying a naive estimator, and we
obtain asymptotic normality for this estimator both under equality of these
distributions and under the alternative hypothesis. The GMMD is recalled in
Section 2, and Section 3 is devoted to its estimation and to the main results.
All the proofs are postponed in Section 4.

2 The generalized maximum mean discrep-
ancy

Let us consider a reproducing kernel Hilbert space (RKHS) H of functions
from a metric space X to R. Throughout this paper, we assume that K
satisfies the following assumption:

() : Kl = sup K(z,y) < +oo.
(z,y)€X?

For ¢ € {1, -, s} with s > 2, let X, be a random variable with values into X
and distribution denoted by P,. From (24), E(\/ K (X, X¢)) < 400, hence
the kernel mean embeding m, of Py exists; it is defined by m, = E (K (X, -)).
For the case of s = 2, Gretton et al (2007, 2012) defined the maximum mean
discrepancy (MMD) as the distance between P; and Py given by:

MMD(Py, Py) := |lmy — ma||#,

where || - || denotes the norm induced by the inner product < -, >4 of H.
A generalisation of this notion, that allows one to deal with the case of s > 2,
was given in Balogoun et al. (2018) and is recalled below.

Definition 1. The generalized maximum mean discrepancy (GMMD) of
the distributions Py, --- P, related to and n = (ny,---,ns) €|0,1[* with

Yo e =1, is:

GMMD(P,,- - ,P ZZWMMD2 P;,P;) = ZZW Iy —my |13, -

1 /=1 1 /=1
I= L#3 I= L#3



This definition recovers that of MMD that appears to be a particular case
obtained for s = 2. The hypothesis .74 : P; = --- = P, can be characterized
by means of the GMMD. Indeed, it is easy to check that this hypothesis is
true if, and only if, GMMD(Py, - - - ,P;;n) = 0 for any n €]0, 1[°.

3 Estimation of GMMD and asymptotic nor-
mality

For any j € {1,---,s}, let Xl(j T an € X be an ii.d. sample drawn
from IP;. We assume that these samples are independent, i.e. X; U X for
j#L and any (i,p) € {1,--- ,n;} x {1,--- ,ng}, where L denotes stochastic
independence. Putting n = 25:1 n; and T = %, we make the folowing
assumption:

(e%) : For j € {1,--- s}, there exists p; €]0, 1] such that

nj—>+00
This assumption implies that liril (mj) = p;j and 37, p; = 1. Note that
nj—>1+00
it is always possible to take the previous samples so that (.2%) holds. Indeed,
for any (p1,---, ps) €]0,1[° satisfying ijl p; = 1 and any n € N*, it suffices
to put n; = [np;] for j € {1,- — 1}, where [a] denotes the integer part
of a, and ng =n — ijlnj.

Based on the previous samples, a naive consistent estimator 9; of the pa-
rameter .7 = GMMD?(Py, - -- ,P,; p) (with p = (p1,-- -, ps)) is obtained by

replacing each m; by m; = nj_l S K(Xi(j), -) and p; by ;, i.e.

S S
T = D> m | iy — g |13

7=1 /(=1
L#]

= S wd 1 ——Z<K -

3161

But, although asymptotic normality can be obtained for this estimator, we
found that, under .77, the asymptotic variance equals 0, so this statistic

3



cannot be used for testing for equality of the distributions. That is why,
following an approach used in Ahmad (1993) and Makigusa and Naito (2020),

we propose an estimator .7, obtained by applying weights &; ,,(v) to the
cross-product terms of (), i.e.

T — ZZw{ Iy 1+ 1 e I ——ka X, ) > |

7=1 /(=1

L]
_ ( ) e
DRI ED SRR TIRES SRR
j=1 Z 1 ]zp 1 zp 1
nj  ng
Z k”LJ Xi(j)’X;’(’Z))}.
nj Zz 1 p=1

As in Makigus and Naito (2020), the weights (k;,(7)),,, are positive real
numbers depending on a parameter v €]0,1] and satisfying the following
assumptions:

(o) = There exists a strictly positive real number 7 and an integer ng such

that for all r > ng:
1 <
- Z kiz,r(’y) -
e

r

() : There exists ¢; such that max k; .(7) < ¢ for all r € N* and v €]0, 1].

1<i<lr

(o) : for any v €]0,1], lim 1377 k2 (v) = k*(y) > 1.

r—4o0 "

A typical example is given by k; () = 1+(—1)"7 (see Ahmad (1993)). Now,
we are able to give asymptotic normality for this estimator. Putting m =
> =1 pimyand = 37" m;, and considering the functions &; and V; from
X to R defined by U;(x) =< K(x,-) —my, (1 —2p; +sp;)m; + pj(m; — ) >y
and V;(z) =< K(z,-) —mj;,m — pjm; >3, we have:

Theorem 1 Assume that (<) to (o) hold. Then as 121121 (n;) — 400, we
VAR

have /{7, — T} AN (0,02), where 2% denotes convergence in distribu-
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tion, and o2 = >°_, 4p; o7 (y) with:

o}) = Var (W(XP)) + K Var (VX))

—2Cov (uj (X9, v (Xf”)). (2)

Remark 1. When P; = -.- = P,, we have m; = my = --- = my = m. Thus
Uj(x) =Vj(x) = (1 —p;) < K(z,-) —m,m >, and

03 =4 (l{;z(y) — 1) V2 Z4pj_1 (1-— pj)2 ,
=1

where v? = Var << KXY, ) —m,m >H> = Var << KXY 9 m >H>.

This shows that .7, , has asymptotic normality both under .7 and under
the alternative hypothesis and, cosequently, that it can be used as a test
statistic for testing for J73.

In the case of P; = --- = P,, we can obtain a consistent estimator of a?/.
. o~ S o~
Indeed, putting m = 7, m;my,

R 10 ' ~ 1 N 2

=Y <KX ) > —(— > < KX ) >y )

(L

and 0* = Y °_, m;U7, we have:

Proposition 2 Assume that (7)) and (%) hold. Then, as 112121 (n;) —
VAR

+00, the estimator G2 = 4 (K*(y) — 1) 7?37 Art (1 - ;)% is consistent
for o2 under Py = - - - = P,.



4 Proofs

4.1 Preliminary result

Putting
=V Y > (m = po) 1y — el
j=1 =1
£
1 & N
By, _\/_ZZ e — pz {_Z(klvnj(fy)_l) <K(Xi(J)7')7m€ >7—£}7
j=1 621 [

CnZ\/ﬁZZ pe < My —myj, My — My >y,

j=1 ¢=1
£

()

D_WFZEZWEZZW — 1) {< KX, ), — =+ < mg, e =)

7=1 /(=1
L]

we have:

Lemma 1 Assume that (7)) to (<) hold. Then A,, B,, C, and D,, con-
verge in probability to 0 as lr<111£1k(nj) — +o00.
S

Proof. First, for any (j,¢) € {1,--- , k}?, we have ||m; — my|,, < ||m; —mjll,,+

Hmj - mé”q-[ + ||m€ - mZHH and
—1 2
||my m]“?—[ = OP( / )- (7)

Since, from assumption (2%), lim +/n(m; —p;) = 0 and since nj_l — 0, we

n;——+oo
deduce that /n(m, — pe)||m; — me||3, = op(1) and, therefore, A, = op(1).
Secondly, puting

1 < N\
Bj,f,n = \/ﬁ(ﬂ-f - /)Z) {n_ Z (ki,nj (7) - 1) < K(XZ(J)v ')7mf >7—[} )
J =1
we obtain by using the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality:

f;zlm )

|Bjenl < |me— pel

HKXO-HGWWWWH+WWM-



On the one hand,

HK(X}” : H — < K(XD, ), K(X9), ) 5 = K(XP, X9 < || K]
(8)

and, on the other hand, using the assumption (%%), we have

\;—jﬁ ; (Kin, () { Zl Kin, ( } < %T.

Then, since n(ligrloo(m — pe) = 0 and njligrloow = pj , we deduce from ([7))

and the preceding inequalities that Bj,,, = op(1). Hence, from the equality
B, = Z?:l lezl B; ¢n, we deduce that B,, = op(1). Thirdly, using Cauchy-
]

Schwartz inequality, we obtain:

SN ooy — mylly, e = mally, (9)

=1 (=1
/ L#]

From (@), it follows that /n||m; —m;l|,, [|me —mell,, = Op(\/%_\r;m), and

since

1 _ 1
lim L: lim \/ﬁ—:pjl/z lim ——
nj,Mg—>+00 /7’I,j1 /My nj,Mg—>+00 /nj A/ Ny ng—+00 /My

we obtain: +/n ||m; —my,, [[Me —myll,, = op(1). Then, (@) allows us to

conclude that C,, = op(1). Fouth, using Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and
assumption (%), we obtain

Sy {

=0,

1 &
— Z kh”j (7)
L

| }{HK(XZ-U),-)HH I = el + el

7j=1 Z 1
S S -1
T . .
< D0 o {[KOED [ e = mlly + el sl -
=

This inequality, together with (), (8) and the fact that lim 7Tj_1 = pj_l,

nj—+00
allows us to conclude that D,, = op(1).
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4.2 Proof of Theorem (]
Clearly, \/n (f% - 9) — 544U, where 8, = v/ 320, 3o (me—pe) T ()
L#£j
and U, = \/52;21 Z%;l Pe <F§'T?(7) - Fj,€>> with
J
~n R R 2 & L
L (y) =1l g 113 + 1l e |13 - S ki, (7) < KX, >
=1

and I';, =|| m; — my ||3,. Moreover

s s R R 2 nj ) R
b = VDD (m—po) {nmjni el = == D ki, (1) < KX, ), e >H}

=1 4=t L=
s s 2 nj )
= A Y o { Il ol = 2 3 (b, () 1) < KO )
- — J =
=i 1
2 :
. Z < K(Xz(j)> ')amZ >H };
(e

since we have an_l o< K(Xi(j),-),ﬁu >y= 2 < mj,my >y, putting

fZZ =|| m; —my ||§_l, it follows

s s . 2 U ) R
b = VIS Y= ) { B 23 (b, 0) = 1) < KX, ) |
j=1 52;1 J =1

= A, —2B,,

where A,, and B,, are the random variables given in ([B]) and ({]). Then, from
Lemma [I, we deduce that d,, = op(1); thus \/n <9;7 — 9) = U, + op(1).



Therefore, it remains to get the asymptotic distribution of U,,. We have

s s R R 2 " ) .
VA S Wl Wl = 2 3 (i, () = 1) < KCED 0, = e >
j=1 ¢=1 J i=1
L]

—2<mj,mg>7{+ Z<KX ), My >y

j =1
2 o G) 2
=2 b 1) < KX e g = el |
J =1
Then, using the equalities
2 ~ 2 ~ 2
Ml = lmy —myll5, +2 <mymy >y — [Imylf3,

2 :

~ 2 2

= [Im; —myll5 + o Z < K(xY, )y my >y — [yl
J =1

and
1 &
< ’f/ﬁj,’f/ﬁg >y = < T/T\lj — m]',’//?\lg — My >y +— Z < K(Xl(j), '),’/ﬂg >
[
+ Z<K )y >q — < my,my >y,

we obtain U,, = —2C,,—2D,+ E, +F,,, where C,, and D,, are the random vari-
ables given in (B) and (@), £, = vn > _, Z%l pe{ ||y — ijil + ||me — mgHi} :
J

B Vi o 23 < KX s =
J =1

jlél

+ Z<KX(Z ) My, My >3

=1



From (@) and the equality lim,, "—n” = p;, we deduce that E, = op(1).
This result and Lemma 1 imply that U, = F,, + op(1). Then, U, has the
same limiting distribution than F,, and it remains to derive this latter. Since
Y i1 pe =1—p;, we have

(7]
Yoo <KX ) —mymy >y
/=1 =1
(%]
= Y < K(XP ) —my, (1 pj)my >y . (11)
=1
Furthermore,
S s 9 ny ,
ZZ pe {n_gz < K(Xi()v'> — My, My >3 }
j=1 ¢=1 =1
=%
v 2y (0
= ZZP@ —Z < K(X;7,+) —mg,myg >y
=1 j=1 £
G
~ (2 (0
= Z,Oé —Z < K(X;7, ) —me, (s = L)my >
=1 e o
S 2 nj )
= > o YT < K(XP ) —my, (s — 1)pymy >y, (12)
j=1 i=1

—1 — L 2
7j=1 lz_} =1
s s 9 ny
= ZZW{_Z < K(X( ), ) —myg,mj >y }
=1 =1 VMo
it
s 9 ny
= Z_Z < K(X9,) = mg, pelpn — me) >
T ©
/=1 i=1
s 2 nj '
= D > <K& ) mmppip—my) >w o (13)
7j=1 J =1



and, since Y ,_, pemy = m — p; m;,
0+

s 2 n; )
Z Pe {n_ Z kz,n](fy) < K(XZ(J)u ) — My, My >H }
= J =1
£

2 .
= > kin,(7) < K(XP, ) —mym—pymy e (14)
) i

Then, using (I0), (), (I2), [@3), () and the equality /nn; " _1/2 n;1/2,

we obtain )
Fo =321V, 0, (15)
j=1

where Y, ;, = ——= Z { (X(])) Kin, (7)V;( (x9 } Let us put s2 . =

n,J,Y

7

>0, Var (Wn,i,j(xfﬂ ), where Wi (X)) = Ui(XP) = ki, (1)V(XD).
By similar arguments than in the proof of Theorem 1 in Makigusa and Naito
(2020) we obtain that, for any € > 0,

iy

converges to 0 as n; — +00. Therefore, by Section 1.9.3 in Serfling (1980)
we obtain that s, >, Wiii(X9) B A (0,1), that is V5505 Yoo 2
N (0,1). However,

(t(0) = ki 1Y, <x>)2de<x>

U (@) — ki, nj (MVj(@)[>esn 5,4}

T

—2k; . (7) Cov (uj(X}”), vj(X,(ﬂ)) }

)

= Var (t(x?)) + <ni Zk( )) var (vi(x))
_92 (ni ik e )) Cov (u (X9), v (X(”’)) }
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then, using (%) and (a%), we get lim (n;'s2. ) = o%(y), where o?(y)

is defined in (2]). Hence, Y, ;- 4N (0,02(7)). Since Y, ;. and Y, are
independent when j # ¢, we deduce from (IH) and the equality lim (7)) =

n;—+oo

p; that F, 5 N (0,02), where o2 = 373, 4p; a3 (7).

4.3 Proof of Proposition

It suffices to prove that D7 is consistent for 2.

inequality and (8],

First, by Cauchy-Schwartz

— N < KXY, ) m-m>3 < —ZHK X )2 |7 —mlf3,

< K IV m)

Using (7)) and (%) it is easy to check that ||\/n(m —m)||% = Op(1). Hence,
from the previous inequality, n;' > 17, < KXY, ), m —m >2= op(1).
Another use of Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and (8)) gives the inequality

[l ]l 5 oo
\/_

that implies ;' 77, <’K(XZ.("), ), —m >u< K(XP ), m >y= op(1),
Thus, n;' Y17, < K(XP, ), >3= 0p(1) + ;' 0, < K(X,),m >,

and using the law of large numbers we conclude that nj_l S <K (Xi(j )

Iv/n(m

Z<KX(J = m < KXY, ),m>H‘ <

; ')> 7/7\’L >g—t

converges in probability, as n; — +o00, to E << K(Xl(j), ), m >§{> On the

other hand, Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and (8) give the inequality

LYES
\/_

that implies ;' > 17, < K(XP ), —m >yu= op(1). Therefore, we have
Nyt < K(XP ), >a= op(1) + 0t 00 < K(X(] ) m >3 from
the law of large numbers we deduce that n_l S < K (X ,+), T >4 con-

Iv/n(i —m)ls

Z<KX(J A m ' <
n;

verges in probability, as n; — 400, to E << K(Xl(]), ), m >H). The pre-

2

ceding convergences properties imply that 75 converges in probability, as

12

m) ||



. . 2
n; — 400, to 12 == E (< KX9 ) m >%) ~E (< K(X9D ) m >H) .

Under the hypothesis Py = - - - = Py, we have ]/]2 =12,
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