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Abstract

We provide necessary and sufficient conditions of uniform consistency
of nonparametric sets of alternatives of chi-squared test for testing of hy-
pothesis of homogeneity. The number of cells of chi-squared test increases
with sample size growth. Nonparametric sets of alternatives can be de-
fined both in terms of densities and distribution functions.

1 Introduction

For goodness-of-fit testing chi-squared tests with increasing number of cells with
growth of sample size are comprehensively studied B, @, B, , , , , , ]

Let Xi,...,X, be sample of i.i.d.r.v.’s with values on interval [0, 1] and
having c.d.f. F,. Denote F, - empirical c.d.f. of sample. Denote 3—set of
all distribution functions. Denote Fy —c.d.f. of uniform distribution on inter-
val [0,1]. Goodness-of-fit testing we consider as problem of testing hypothesis
Hy : F, = Fy versus alternatives H,, : F, € ¥, C <&, where ¥, is some
nonparametric set of alternatives.

Denote T,,(F},) — test statistics of chi-squared tests and T,,(F), F € S, —
functionals generating test statistics Tn(F'n

For goodness-of-fit testing we show in H] that sequences of chi-squared tests
having increasing number of cells with growth of sample size are uniformly
consistent on sets of alternatives (b,) = {F : T,(F) > b,,F € S}, where
b, > 0 is sequence of constant depending on number of cells and sample size
n. Thus sequence of sets of alternatives 2, C & is uniformly consistent, if and
only if, Q, C S(b,,) with sequence of numbers b,, satisfying certain conditions.
In E] we described all uniformly consistent sequences of alternatives defined in
terms of densities if cells of chi-squared test have equal length and number of
cells growth with increasing sample size.
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Paper goal is to explore uniform consistency of chi-squared tests having in-
creasing number of cells with growth of sample size for testing of hypothesis
homogeneity. The goal is to describe all uniformly consistent sequences of al-
ternatives defined in terms of distribution functions or densities. The problem
is more difficult than for goodness -of-fit testing ﬂa, ] For hypothesis testing
of homogeneity the answer depends on distribution functions of two samples.
Note that problem of hypothesis testing of homogeneity has been intensively

studied in recent papers |1, , , , ]

Let the interval [0, 1] be divided into m = m,, subintervals

Inj = [enjuen,j-l-l)u Pnj = €n,j+1 — €nj > 07 €no = 07 Enm = 17

1 <75 < m = my,, where m,, - o0 as n — oo. Functional T;, generating
chi-squared test statistics for goodness-of-fit testing equals

3

2
T,(F ~ Fy) =ny_ Una—Pra)
=1 pnj
where r,; = F(enj) — Fl(ep j—1) for all 1 < j <m,, and Fy(z) =z, z € [0,1].
Then Tn(Fn — Fp) is chi-squared test statistics.
For test K, we denote «(K,,) — its type I error probability and S(K,, Fy,)-
its type II error probability for alternative F,.
Let S,, be sequence of test statistics. We say that sequence of sets of al-
ternatives W,, C & is uniformly consistent for test statistics .S,,, if for tests K,
generated test statistics S, such that a(K,) = a(l +0(1)), 0 < a < 1, we have

limsup sup B(K,,F)< 1—a.
n—oo FeW,

Similar notation and terminology we shall use for problem of testing of hypoth-
esis if homogeneity. As mentioned, for goodness-of-fit testing chi-squared test
is uniformly consistent for sets of alternatives (b,,). Moreover ﬂa], for any se-
quence of simple hypothesis F,, € S for type II error probabilities 5(K,,, F,) of
tests K, a(K,) = a(1+0(1)), 0 < o < 1, generated test statistics T, (F,, — Fp),
we have

B(Kn, Fp) = ®(xq — 27 2m V2T, (F, — Fy)) + o(1) (1.1)

as n — oo. Here 1z, is defined by equation o = 1 — ®(z,), where ®(z) =
\/% J* exp{—2t*/2} dt - standard normal distribution function, z € R'.
Such an asymptotic of type II error probabilities and asymptotic minimaxity
of chi-squared tests ﬂa] substantiates the reasoning for using the method of
distances in nonparametric hypothesis testing in relation to chi-squared tests.
In paper we establish similar results for testing of hypothesis of homogeneity
with sets of alternatives generated with differences of distribution functions
of two samples. We suppose additionally that Lo-norm of densities of one of
distribution functions F;, are bounded some constant. It turns out that uniform
consistency of sets of alternatives is given by the value of functional 7;, defined



on differences of distribution functions of these two samples. This allows to
extend on this setup the results of ﬂa] on necessary and sufficient conditions of
uniform consistency of sets of alternatives defined in terms of densities.

We use letters ¢ and C' as a generic notation for positive constants. Denote
[a] whole part of real number a. For any two sequences of positive real numbers
apn, and by, a, < by, implies ¢ < a, /b, < C for all n and a,, = o(b,) implies
an/bp — 0 as n — oo. For any complex number z denote Z complex conjugate
number.

2 Main results

2.1 Setup
In comparison with goodness-of-fit-testing the problem more difficult. We have
two samples X1,...,X,, and Yi,...,Y; of iid.r.v’s taking values on interval

[0,1] and having distribution functions F,, and G, respectively. Thus the cri-
terion of uniform consistency has to be sought in terms of differences G,, — F,
and nuisance parameter Fj, or G,.

Denote & x & — set of all pairs of distribution functions (F, G).

On the set & x & we define functional

Tin(F —G)=nm Z(Tnj — 5nj)%, (F,G) e xS,

Jj=1

where s,,; = G(enj) — Glen,j—1) for all 1 < j < m,,.
Denote éln () — empirical distribution function of sample Y3,...,Y;
Denote a,, = % and suppose that 0 < ¢ < a,, < C < 0.
Chi-squared test statistics has the following form

"t

Tin(Fo = Gr,) =nm Y (Fnj — $nj)°,
j=1

where §,,; = Gln (enj) — Gln (€n,j—1) for all 1 < j < m,,.

Note that E[T},(F, — G, )] depends only on difference of distribution func-
tions F,, — G, and we do not need to add additional estimates of addendums
to test statistics @, B, B, ], related with dependence on distribution functions
Fn and Gln-

For test statistics

m P &2
. N Pri — Sni
TQn(Fn _Gln) =n § gnj( J J) ’
j=1 pnj

generated functional

m R
Tgn(F—G):nZgan, 0<c<gin<C<oo

j=1 "



a separate theorem is proved.
Proof is provided for test statistics

- (Frj — 8nj)?
Tn ( F E n] n] ,
generated by functional

m 2
Z Tnj SnJ

j=1

For test statistics Tgn(Fn — (A}'ln) the reasoning are almost the same and therefore
the differences are not indicated.

We suppose that nuisance parameter F,, has a density f,(z) = %m(z), T €
[0, 1], and a priori information is provided that there is positive constant C' such
that we have

F, e 5(C) = {F A < c @ =9 pe s}

where [|f|2 = [y f2(x

Distribution functlon F could be naturally replaced with distribution func-
tion G,.

Main term of asymptotics for variance of chi-squared test statistics is signif-
icantly simplified if we suppose additionally

Fo €Z1, =< F : sup |f(z)| <cam)/?, f(z) = L FeSy,
z€[0,1] dx

where ¢,, — 0 as n — oo.

For sequence b,, > 0.,for i = 1,2, define sets of alternatives ¥;(b,,) = {(F,G) :
Tin(F—G) > b, (F,G) €3 xS}

We establish uniform consistency of test statistics Tm(ﬁ'n — Gln), 1 =1,2,
in problems of hypothesis testing

Hy : Fu(x) =Gy, (2), z € 1[0,1]

versus alternatives

H, : (F,,Gi,) € ¥;(b,) NE(C)

for sequences b, satisfying

0 < liminf m;; */2b,, < limsupm;, */?b, < occ. (2.1)

n—00 n—oo

Suppose that for all j, 1 < j < m,,, we have

0<c< mppn; <Cp <0 (2.2)



for some positive constants ¢ and Cf.
Suppose also that m,, = o(n) as n — oco.
Proof of Theorems is based on methods proposed in ﬂﬂ] for the study of
chi-squared tests for goodness-of-fit testing.
On set & x & we define functional
2

TW(F - G)=n i ( / ' ()(F () G(x») pil,

where ¢,,;(z) = Lizer,,} — Pnj> © € [0,1], 1 < j < m,, and 143 denotes
indicator of an event A. After that we explore test statistics as test statistics
generated this functional.

This approach allows to prove easily the results similarly numerous results
ﬂa, B, , ], established for nonparametric hypothesis testing on a density
based on expansions of series of orthogonal functions. However, in this case,
functions ¢,; are not orthogonal.

In this notation test statistics Tgn(ﬁn - Gln) have the following form

2

Ton(Fo —Gi) =0 igm— ( / ' (£)d(Br () — o, <x>>> Pk,

Note that, if hypothesis holds, E[Ts,(F, — Gy,)] depends on unknown distri-
bution function F,, = Gj,, and, in the case of alternative, E[Ty,(F,, — G,)]
depends on both unknown distribution functions F,, and Gj,. This is caused
terms

=Y ([ it + [ @) o)

included in test statistics.

To delete this dependence we subtract this term from test statistics in one
of setups. Note that we do not have such an influence of W,, on test statistics
in the case of test statistics Tln(Fn — G'ln)

Without loss of generality, we can suppose that distribution functions F;,
and (G, have densities

Fal@) =143 bnjdnjla). z€[0,1]

j=1

and .
9, (x) =14 Toj bnj(x), z€10,1]

j=1

respectively and
m m
Z onjpnj - 0; ZTnjpnj =0.
j=1 j=1

Denote Tng = GM — Tnj-



2.2 Test statistics 717,
Denote M (n) = nm Y 7", p;;m;; and denote

oty =2m Y " pli(1+ Onj + an + antaj)?.
j=1

Lemma 2.1. We have

E[Ty,(F, — G1,)] = (m = 1)(1+an) =nm Y _ plini;(1+o(1)), (2.3)

j=1
and
Var(Ty, (B, — Gi,)] = o2, (1 + o(1)
(2.4)

+nm® Y p (L4 Onj + an + anTug )il (14 0(1)) = oy, (1 + (1))
j=1

as n — o0.

Note that second addendum in right-hand side of (24 equal zero, if hy-
pothesis holds. Thus we have interesting situation. The sets of alternatives is
so reach that asymptotic variance for alternatives approaching to hypothesis is
significantly different from asymptotic variance for hypothesis.

By B28), 0%, — 01, > 0. If F,, € Za,, then 0},,, — 0%, = o(0},,) as n — oo.

Note that we can substitute into (24 estimators
,and Ay = n
Pnj Dnj

L

of parameters 6,; and 7,;. After that, as we show, we get consistent estimator

m
<2 2 . s \2
61, = 2m E (Fnj + andn;j)
=1

: 2
of variance o7,,.

Other methods of estimation of variance are considered in ﬂ, il ]
Define tests

Ky, = 1{5’f1(Tln(Fn*élyl)*m(1+a"))>zo‘}7

n

where z, is defined by equation 1 — o = ®(z,), 0 < a < 1.

Theorem 2.1. Assume (211), (Z2)and let m, = o(n) as n — oco. Then se-
quence of sets of alternatives W1, (b, )NE(C) is uniformly consistent for sequence
of tests K1,,generated tests statistics Tln(Fn — (A}'ln).

We have o(K1,) = a(l 4+ 0o(1)) and

B(K1n, ¥1n(bn)) = (I)(Ufllrz(olnxa — Min(n))) + o(1). (2.5)

as n — 0.



2.3 Test statistics 15, and T3,
Denote Ma,(n) = nZ;n:l gnjpnjnflj and denote

m
02, = 229,%—(1 + 0nj + an + anTnj)?
j=1

We show that .
N 2/ A ~
O3 =2 GasPns (Frj + ann)?.
j=1
is consistent estimator of o3, . o
Tests for test statistics Ts, (F,, — Gy, ) are based on the following asymptotics.

Lemma 2.2. We have

E[T%(Fn - éln)] = Mz, (n)(1 4+ o(1)) + E[W,], (2.6)
E[W,] = Zgnj((l — Pnj + nj(1 = pnj) _pnjegzj)
j=1 (2.7)
+ an(1 = pnj + Tnj(1 = pj) = pnjTr;)) = €n,
Var([Ty, (F, — Gn)] = 03, (1 +0(1))
m . 2.8
103 G2 g (14 O + a2y (14 o(1)) = By, (1 0(1). )
j=1
as n — oQ.
As we show, if m,, = o(n?/3), then
en =3 gnj(L+an+0n; +70j) + O(1). (2.9)

j=1

Note that we can substitute estimators énj and 7,; of parameters 0,,; and 7,;
into (Z1) and to obtain consistent estimator é,, for e,.
Define tests

Kon = o0} (tan (=G —en)> 20}
where z,, is defined by equation 1 — a = ®(z,), 0 < a < 1.
Theorem 2.2. Assume (21), (Z3) and let m,, = o(n?*/) as n — co. Then se-
quence of sets of alternatives Vo, (b, ) NZ(C)is uniformly consistent for sequence

of tests Koy, .

Let my, = o(n) as n — oo and let there be constant C such that ||g,| < C,
gn(z) = CIG#@), x € [0,1]. Then sequence of sets of alternatives Wa, (by,) NE(C)
is uniformly consistent.

We have a(Ks,) = a(l +0o(1)) and
B(Kan, Frn, Gpn) = (I)(Uz_lln(o%xa — Min(n))) + o(1) (2.10)

as n — 0.



In ﬂ, B, B, , @] authors delete a version of addendum W,, from version of
test statistics Th, for similar setups of nonparametric hypothesis testing and
obtain the results for such modified test statistics.

Define test statistics

TSn(Fn - Gln) = T2n(Fn - éln) - Wn
Define corresponding test of hypothesis testing

Kan = Loy 10y (BuCi >l
where z, is defined by equation 1 — o = ®(z,), 0 < a < 1.

Theorem 2.3. Assume (21), (Z2) and let m,, = o(n) as n — oco. Then se-
quence of sets of alternatives Vo, (b, )NZ(C) is uniformly consistent for sequence
of tests Ksy,.

We have a(K3,) = a(l +0o(1)) and

B(Ksn, Fn, Gn) = (031, (02070 — Man(n))) + o(1). (2.11)

as n — o0.

2.4 Hypothesis testing on homogeneity in terms of densi-
ties

Asymptotics of type II error probabilities in (Z3), @I0)and (ZII)) for chi-
squared tests or testing hypothesis of homogeneity are completely similar to
asymptotics ﬂa, ] for goodness-of -fit testing of type II error probabilities of
chi-squared tests for goodness-of -fit testing ([LT). By this reason, we can trans-
fer necessary and sufficient conditions ﬂa] of uniform consistency for chi-squared
tests in the problem of goodness-of-fit testing to the case of hypothesis homo-
geneity. In ﬂa] problem has been explored for alternatives defined in terms of
densities.

Suppose distribution functions F;, and Gy, have densities f,,, gi, respectively
and F,, € £(C), G;, € Z(C). Denote h,, = fn, — gi,,-

We explore problem of testing hypothesis

Ho : hy(z) =0, z €10,1],

versus alternatives

H, : h,€eQ, CT,

where I' = {h : h = {=9@ Yp) < o0, F e 5(0) ).

For this setup all statements of Theorem 6.1 in [6] hold if we replace densities
1+ f,, with functions h,,. All requirement in condition B that functions 1+ f,,
and functions specially defined by function 1 + f, were densities are replaced
with the requirement that functions h,, and functions similarly specially defined
by h, were differences of two densities. In particular this holds if densities of
distribution functions F,, and G, satisfy B.



This version of Theorem 6.1 in ﬂa] holds only for sequence of simple alterna-

tives hn, [|hnll < 7", 3+ <r < 3, m, < 0?7 In this setup similarly to 6], we

suppose that cells of chi-squared tests have the same length.

3 Proof of Theorems

3.1 Estimate of E[7},]

Reasoning will be provided for test statistics T;,. Alternatives satisfy inequality

To(Fo = Gn) =nY_ Pnjin; = ba.

j=1
By fn € E(C), we have
S pugt?, < Ifa— 1 < C. (3.1)
j=1
Lemma 3.1. For 1 < j < m we have
Eg[n;(X1)] = Onjpn;, (32)
Eo[¢7;(X1)] = paj(1 = puj + 0nj(1 = 2pay)), (3.3)

E[67,;,(X1)] = Pnj(1 + 0nj) (1 — 4ppj (1 + Onj)
+ 65 (1+ 0,5)° = 3p5 (1 + 0,5)°)
and, for 1 < j; < jo < m, we have
Eo[¢n, (X1) Ongy (X1)] = =Pnjs Prjs (14 0nj (1 = 2ppj) + 00y (1 — 2pnjy,)), (3.5)

Eg[d;;, (X1) 675, (X1)] = PrjiPnjs (1 + Onj, ) (1 + Onj,)
X (pﬂjl (1 + eﬂjl) + pnjz(l + eﬂjz) - 3pnj1p7lj2 (1 + enjl)(l + eﬂjz))'

Equalities (B:2)—([3.0) are obtained by straightforward calculations and proof
is omitted.

(3.6)

Proof of Lemma[Z4. We begin with proof of ([2.6]). For z,y € [0, 1], denote

Gnj () = Pnj(@) — Eonj(X1) = ¢nj (@) — 01jpnj

and
Gni(y) = 6nj(y) = Erdn; (Y1) = 6nj(y) — Tnjpnj-
Then A R
To(Fy — Grn) = Iip + I + Isp + Wi, (3.7)
with

I = 211y + 2 112y + 2 113y,



where

Ii1n = Z Urn (X, , Xy )s T2y = Z Uzn(Yi

1<i1 <ia<n I<ir<te<ly,
and
Iz, = Z Z Usn(X5,,Y;
11=112=1
where
- _n' Xz' _n' Xi
Un(Xi,, X,) = Z(b”( ) (Xia)
j=1 NPn;j
m ~n‘ }/1 ~n‘ }/l
Usn(Yiy, Vi) = ZM
j=1 NPn;j
and i )
USn(Xll,Y):Z(bJ( 1)¢ J( 2).
j=1 NPn;j
‘We have
Z ( Z¢n] Z(b”] ) 77np
j=1
Isn = Mo(n) =1 pujiin; = Tn(Fy — G1,).
j=1
mon.o_ m Iy
Wn = nt Z Z¢721] (Xi)p;jl + nl;Q Z Z(bij (Y;)p;;
j=1 =1 =1 i=1
We have

EIln = O; EI2n = 07

0l (1= paj + Ty (1= 2pn5) = Puj7ay)
j=1

(1+an) Y (1= puj + Onj(1 = 2psj) = puji))
Jj=1

+ O 2mM P () (1 +n~ Mo (),

10

(3.12)



because

m
> 0nj = Tajl < max pr memm
j=1

1/2 1/2 (3.13)
< Cm | 3 pujiny b | < On T PmME ()
j=1 j=1
and
m k
D055 = il < max pot Y pog sl (0] + 17s1)
j=1 j=1
. 1/2 1/2 (3.14)
> Pt me (075 + 70
j=1
< On~V2mMP () (Na (0) + No(r)Y? < On™V2m ([P (),
because

ING/2(7) = N2 (0)] < ™2 M2 (1)

Note that reminder in right-hand side of BI2) is o(m,) as n — oo, if m, =
o(n?/3). O

3.2 Analysis of Var[T,,]

‘We have
Var(li1,] = Vitn + Vizn, (3.15)
where
Vitn =2 p, 7 (Var(g; (X1)))?
j=1
=2 (1= puj + 00 (1 = 2pny) = p})° (3.16)
j=1
=23 (1+0,;)°(1+o0(1))
j=1
and

V12n =2 Z pnjlpnj2 (COV[¢]1 (Xl) ¢J2 (Xl)])2

1<j1<j2<m

=4 Z PrjiPrja (1 + 0njy )2 (L + 013,)* (1 4 0(1)) (3.17)

1<j1<j2<m

< (C+ N2 0n))(1+o(1)).

11



Therefore

Var[l;,] = 2 zm:u +0,;)%(1 + o(1)).

Jj=1

We have

Var(I15,] = 4an Y _ p,, 7 Var[¢;(X1)] Var[;(Y1)]

Jj=1

m

= dan ) (14 6,5)(1+ 7)) (1 + 0(1)).

j=1
Arguing similarly to (BI), we get
Var(liz,] = 207 Y (1 +7;)%(1+ 0(1)).
j=1

‘We have

Cov[liin, 12,) =0, Cov[liin, L13,] =0, Cov|[lisy,,13,] =0.

Thus, by BI8)- B2I)), we get
Var|[l,] = 2 Z m(1 + an + 0nj + anTny)? (1 + o(1)).
j=1

We have
Var(ls,| = Join + Joon + Josn + Joan,
with
Jotn =207 n=1)" Y Covlgy, (X1), by (X000, s

1<j1<jz2<m

(3.18)

(3.19)

(3.20)

(3.21)

(3.22)

(3.23)

= 2TL71(7’L - 1)2 Z PnjiPnja (1 + anl)(l + eﬂjz)nnjl Tnja (1 + 0(1))

1<j1<j2<m

<CUD (140057 | [ 0D pagml; | < CMin(n)(1 + Na(0)),

j=1 j=1

and

Joon =n"t(n —1)? ZVar[gbnj (X1)] 777213‘

j=1

=n"'(n—1)? anj(l — Pnj + Onj (1 = 2pnj) = pusbi ;) ;i
j=1

=1 paj(L+0n5) 15 (1+ 0(1) = O(m' /> Ma (n)),

j=1

12

(3.24)

(3.25)



because

max 10,,;]> < Cm N, (0) < Cm. (3.26)

Addendums Ja3, and Joy, are estimated similarly to Jo1,, and Jao, respectively.
We omit this reasoning.

We have
Var[ ] Aln + A2n + A3n + A4n7 (327)
where
Aip = n_l Z E[¢n]1 (Xl) ¢n32 (Xl)]p;jllpr:jlg (328)
1<j1<j2<m

and .
Agy =Y BIGL, (X0l (3.29)

j=1

Addendums As,, and Ay, are estimated similarly to Ay, and As, respectively.
We omit this reasoning.

Using (34) and 28], we get

A < n_l Z [pnjl (1 + 9"j1)2(1 + 9nj2) +pnj2(1 + enjl)(l + 9"j2)2]
1<j1<jz<m

me (1+ |9n3 m + anj|9nj|

Jj=1
< cn—l(o + No(0))(m +m'2N/2(9))
< Cn"'m + Cn T N, (0) + Cn”tm2N3/2(9).

(3.30)
Using [B.6) and 320), we get
Azn =071y i (L4 005)[1 = 4py (1 + 6n)
; g ’ ! ! (3.31)

+ GPij(l + 0nj)* — 3p?zj(1 +0n;)%]

We estimate only two addendums in As,,. Other two addendums are estimated
similarly and have the smaller order.
We have

Y 0 (L4 0,5) < Cn'm® {14 ppglOn]
=1 =
1/2 (3.32)
<Cn'm? |1+ anjt?ij < Cn'm2(1+ N, (0)) = o(m)

13



and

nt prw-(l +0,) < COntm 4t pruﬂfw

= = (3.33)
<Cn'(m™t 4+ N2(0))
Therefore
Agp, < Cn7t'm?(1 4+ NM2(0)) +n 1N2(6). (3.34)

3.3 Consistency of estimators of bias and variance of test
statistics 7,

Let us show consistency of estimators of 327" | gn;0,; in 1) and ().
We have

m

Onj (X Var[¢,; (X
Var |30 3 20| < D3, YOO
=1 Pnj pnj
1 Cov|pn; (X1)7¢n' (X1)]
= D it a—
1<j1<j2<m PnjrPrjs (335)

m

_—Z : ”9"3 (1+0(1))

1
o D 9inGnia (1 gy + Oniy)(1+ 0(1) = o(m),

1<j1<j2<m

because

nt Z p:j < On~'m? me@m < Cn~'m2NY2%(6) = o(m) (3.36)
J=1

and

n- mngﬁm <Cn'm max an an] nj
=1 1<j =1 (3.37)

< Cn"'m2NY2%(0) = o(m)
We estimate only one addendums arising in the estimation of the variance.

Other addendums are estimated similarly.
We have

nHVar (> g2p? > 6n(Xi)én(Xi) | < Bia+ Ba,  (3.38)

j=1 1<iy <ig<n

14



where

Biy = Cn >y p(Var[p,, (X1)))?
j=1

221) (14 05)* (1 + 0(1)) (3.39)

<Cn? m Prj me (14 60,;)% = O(n>m>(1 + N, (0)) = o(m)

1<<
VA =1

and

Bs, = Cn~2 Z (Cov(gn;, (2)(1);%3-2 (X1)])?
1<jr <jo<m Pujs Pnja
< Cn™? Z (14 0pjy + 0njy)? < en?m?
181 <<m (3.40)

m m
+Cn™?m max po (| Poilns| + 3Pt

< On2m2(1+ N, (0)) = o(1).

We provided estimates of variance in the case of sample X, ..., X,,. In the case
of sample Y7,...,Y,, we have different situation. In this case in final estimates
Ny, (0y,) isw replaces with N, (7,). However in this case we can situation with
Ny(7,) — 00 as n — oco. However

NY2(7,) < NY2(6,) + n=Y2M 2 (n,). (3.41)

Since Ni/z(ﬁn) < C < oo, it suffices to show that, if, in final estimates, we

replace Ni/ 2 (0,) with n=*M,,(n,,), then these estimates will have smaller order
than M2(n,).

Note that in (312)-B40) the largest orders in final estimates for distribution
function Gy, are My ()N (70) (version of @24)), n=*m2Na/?(r,,) (version of
B30)) and n=tN2(r,,) (version of (3.34)).

It suffices to estimate only n_1m2N5/2(Tn). We have
0= 2mE M2 () My 2 () = O(n ™ Pmim ) = o(1), (3.42)

if mgl/zMn(nn) — 00 as n — 00.
Thus
M, ()60 —p 00, (3.43)

if mgl/zMn(nn) — 00 as n — 00.
Therefore type II error probabilities of tests K, tends to zero if N, (7,) — o0
as n — 00.
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3.4 Asymptotic normality of test statistics 7,

It suffices to prove asymptotic normality of statistics I1,. For alternatives we
can suppose (Fy,, Gy, € 2,(C)xE,(C) for some C > 0. Otherwise, type IT error
probabilities tends to zero. Statistics Iy, are not U-—statistics. However we can
implement the same martingale technique to the proof of asymptotic normality
\ |ﬂ, B, @] and to get similar result as in the case of goodness-of-fit tests
, ] Since in @] similar reasoning for testing of hypothesis of homogeneity
are omitted for test statistics based on Ly —norm of kernel estimator of density
we outline this reasoning in this paper.
The reasoning will be provided if I,, < n. The case l,, > n is similar.
Define martingale W,,;, 1 <i < n + [, by induction. We put

Wnl - Uln(XlaXl)v a‘nd Wn2 - U2n(}/1;Y1) + U3H(X17}/1)'

If ¢ is odd,we put j = [i/2] and

J Jj—1
Wi = > Unn(X;, Xo) + Y Usn(X;, Y2)
s=1 s=1

If 4is even, i < 2[,,, we put j = /2 and
J Jj—1
Woi =Y Usn(Y;,Ye) + Y Usn(Xs, Y))
s=1 s=1
If ¢ > 2l,,, we put j =i —1[,, and
J In
Wi =Y Urn(Xj, Xo) + Y Usa(X;, V).
s=1 s=1

We can implement to this martingale the reasoning of ﬂl_l|] and obtain similar
result.
Denote

Vln(xvy> = E[Uln(xaxl)Uln(anl)]a %n($7y> = E[Uln(xvm)Uln(yvifl)]v
Vg,n({E,y> = E[U3H(X17$)U3H(X17y)]v V4n($7y> = E[U3n(x7}/1)U3n(y7}/1)]

Theorem 3.1. Statistics I, is asymptotically normal with zero mean and vari-
ance 0%, if we have

oo (3.44)
+n  BUL, (X1, Xo) + Us, (Y1, Y2) 4 Uy, (X1, Y1)]] = 0.

Proof of Theorem almost repeat the reasoning for the proof of asymptotic
normality in [11] and is omitted.

Checking ([44) does not differ practically from checking similar conditions
in the case of goodness-of-fit testin ﬂﬂ] Moreover the most part of estimates
for proof of (3:44) and estimates in E] is coincide. Thus we omit this reasoning.
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