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Abstract

This paper explores unsupervised anomaly detection (AD) using the k-

Nearest Neighbor (NN) method. The k-Nearest Neighbor Anomaly De-

tection (kNNAD) is a simple yet effective method for detecting anomalies

in various fields. A key challenge in AD is appropriately quantifying the

reliability of detected anomalies. To address this, we formulate kNNAD

as a statistical hypothesis test and quantify the false detection rate using

p-values. The main challenge is conducting both detecting and testing

AD on the same data, which hinders correct p-value calculation. We

address this by introducing Selective Inference (SI) and proposing Sta-

tistically Significant kNNAD (Stat-kNNAD). The Stat-kNNAD method

ensures that detected anomalies are statistically significant with theoreti-

cal guarantees. We demonstrate the validity of the Stat-kNNAD through

experiments on synthetic, benchmark, and industrial datasets.
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1 Introduction

In this study, we consider semi-supervised anomaly detection (AD) using the k-

nearest neighbor (NN) approach [Breunig et al., 2000, Ramaswamy et al., 2000,

Mehrotra et al., 2017]. Semi-supervised AD detects anomalies using only normal

training instances. In many practical cases, such as industrial AD, anomalous

instances are rare, making semi-supervised AD essential. We focus on the k-

nearest neighbor anomaly detection (kNNAD) among various semi-supervised

AD methods. The kNNAD approach is simple yet effective, offering flexibility,

minimal data assumptions, and adaptability to different distance metrics.

An important challenge in semi-supervised AD is quantifying the reliability

of detected anomalies [Barnett, 1994, Chandola et al., 2009, Montgomery, 2020].

Without anomalous training instances in training, estimating detection accuracy

is challenging. Furthermore, modeling anomaly distributions is difficult since

similar anomalies may not occur repeatedly. To address this issue, we formulate

semi-supervised kNNAD as a statistical test to quantify false AD probability

using p-values. If the p-values are accurately calculated and, anomalies with

p-values below a desired significance level (e.g., 5%) can be detected, ensuring

that the detected anomalies are statistically significantly different from normal

instances in the specified significance level.

However, a critical challenge emerges when formulating semi-supervised AD

as a statistical test. The primary issue is conducting both detection and testing

of anomalies on the same data, which makes accurate p-value calculation in-

tractable. In traditional statistics, selecting and evaluating a hypothesis on the

same data causes selection bias in p-values, leading to inaccuracies—a problem

known as double dipping [Breiman, 1992, Kriegeskorte et al., 2009, Benjamini,

2020]. In semi-supervised AD, since only normal instances are available, both

the detection and evaluation must rely on the same data. Thus, a naive statis-

tical test formulation cannot avoid the double dipping issue.

To address this issue, we employ Selective Inference (SI), a statistical frame-

work gaining attention in the past decade [Fithian et al., 2014, Taylor and
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Tibshirani, 2015, Lee et al., 2016]. SI ensures valid statistical inferences after

data-driven selection of hypotheses by correcting selection biases, ensuring ac-

curate p-values and confidence intervals. SI was originally designed to assess

feature selection reliability, enabling accurate significance evaluation even when

selection and evaluation use the same dataset [Lee et al., 2016, Tibshirani et al.,

2016, Duy and Takeuchi, 2022]. The key principle of SI is to perform statistical

inference conditioned on the selected hypothesis. By using conditional proba-

bility distributions, SI effectively mitigates selection bias from double dipping.

In this study, we propose Statistically Significant kNNAD (Stat-kNNAD), a

method that performs statistical hypothesis test conditioned on anomalies de-

tected by the kNNAD algorithm. The Stat-kNNAD offers theoretical guarantees

and precise quantification of false anomaly detection probability.

Our contributions are summarized as follows. First, we formulate semi-

supervised AD using kNNAD as a statistical test within the SI framework, en-

abling accurate reliability quantification of detected anomalies. While kNNAD

is widely used, no existing method theoretically and accurately quantifies the

false identification probability of detected anomalies. Second, to enable con-

ditional inference for kNNAD, we decompose it into tractable selection events

(linear or quadratic inequalities) within the SI framework, Notably, applying

kNNAD in deep learning-based latent spaces requires representing complex deep

learning operations in a tractable form, posing a significant technical challenge

(details in § 4). Finally, through experiments on various datasets and indus-

trial product AD, we validate the effectiveness of Stat-kNNAD. Specifically, for

industrial product images, we show that applying kNNAD in the latent space

of a pretrained CNN effectively addresses practical challenges. A more compre-

hensive discussion on related work, as well as the scope and limitations of this

work, is presented in §5.
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2 Problem Setup

In this section, we present the problem setup1. The proposed Stat-kNNAD

method consists of two-stages as illustrated in Fig. 1.

Figure 1: Schematic illustration of Stat-kNNAD: In Stage 1, anomalies are

screened using kNNAD. In Stage 2, statistical significance is assessed via p-

values, and instances with p-values below a significance level α (e.g., 5%) are

identified as anomalies. We apply kNNAD in both the original feature space

and the latent space from pretrained deep learning models.

2.1 Dataset and Its Statistical Model

In semi-supervised AD problems, the available training dataset consists only

of the set of normal instances. Let x1, . . . ,xn ∈ Rd represent the set of d-

dimensional feature vectors for n normal training instances, where n is the

number of instances. To formulate semi-supervised AD as a statistical hypoth-

esis test, we interpret these feature vectors as realizations of random vectors

X1, . . . ,Xn ∈ Rd. The true signal vector of Xi ∈ Rd is denoted as si ∈ Rd for

i ∈ [n], where [n] represents the set of natural numbers up to n. We do not

assume any prior knowledge or assumptions about true signal vectors {si}i∈[n].

Denoting the additive noise for normal training instances as ε1, . . . , εn ∈ Rd,

1In §5, we will discuss the scope, limitations, and potential extensions of the problem setup.
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the random vector Xi is represented as

Xi = si + εi, i ∈ [n]. (1)

To conduct statistical inference, we assume the noise vectors εi follow a Gaussian

distribution with the mean vector 0 and the covariance matrix Σ ∈ Rd×d. It

is assumed that the covariance matrix Σ is either known or estimable using

independent data — a reasonable assumption in semi-supervised AD problems

where a sufficiently large number of normal instances are available.

2.2 Statistical Test Formulation

Let the feature vector of a test instance be denoted as xtest and its corresponding

random version as Xtest. We assume Xtest = stest + εtest in the same way as

Eq.(1), where stest is the (unknown) true signal and εtest is the Gauusian noise

with covariance Σ. In this paper, we focus on the k-nearest neighbor approach

as the choice of anomaly detection algorithm. In kNNAD, the k normal training

instances closest to xtest are selected from the n available training instances. We

denote the set of the k nearest neighbor instances as N ⊂ [n]. The details of

the kNNAD approach for the 1st-stage anomaly screening are described in §3.

The problem of determining whether the test instance xtest is can be done

based on whether the true signals of the selected k normal training instances

{si}i∈N and that of the test instance stest differ significantly. Let the vector

obtained by averaging the (unknown) true signal vectors of the selected k normal

training instances

s̄kNN :=
1

k

∑
i∈N

si.

The kNNAD can be considered as a statistical test with the following null hy-

pothesis H0 and alternative hypothesis H1:

H0 : stest = s̄kNN v.s. H1 : stest ̸= s̄kNN. (2)

The null hypothesis H0 states that the mean true signal of the k nearest normal

training instances equals the true signal of the test instance, while the alternative
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hypothesis H1 asserts they are different. By performing a statistical test on these

hypotheses, the false detection probability of an anomaly can be quantified using

p-values.

To solve the statistical test in Eq. (2) and compute the p-value, the differ-

ence between s̄kNN and stest must be estimated from the observed data. As a

reasonable test statistic for the hypothesis test in Eq. (2), we consider:

T (Xtest,X1, . . . ,Xn) :=
∥∥Xtest − X̄kNN

∥∥
1
, (3)

where X̄kNN = 1
k

∑
i∈N Xi, and ∥ · ∥1 indicates the L1 norm. The p-value for

quantifying the statistical significance of the test instance xtest is defined as the

probability of observing the test statistic greater than or equal to the observed

test-statistic T (xtest,x1, . . . ,xn) under the null hypothesis H0 in Eq. (2). Let

α ∈ (0, 1) represent the significance level (e.g., α = 0.05). If test instances

with p-values less than α are declared as anomalies, the probability of false

identification can be controlled to remain below α. This enables semi-supervised

anomaly detection with guaranteed statistical significance. The details of p-

value computation, which is our main contribution, are described in §4.

2.3 The kNNAD in Latent Feature Space

For detecting anomalies in complex data such as images, signals, and text,

effective feature extraction before AD is crucial. In particular, using latent

features from deep learning models enhances AD Li et al. [2021], Chalapathy

and Chawla [2019], Bergman et al. [2020]. This study applies kNNAD in both

the original feature space and latent feature spaces from pretrained deep learning

models. Hereafter, we consider semi-supervised anomaly detection for images.

With a slight abuse of notation, let us consider a set of n normal images,

each with d pixels, denoted as x1, . . . ,xn. As discussed earlier, these observed

images are realizations of random images X1, . . . ,Xn, where each Xi is mod-

eled as an (unknown) true pixel value vector si with additive Gaussian noise εi,

as described in Eq. (1). To obtain suitable image features, we assume the avail-
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ability of a pretrained deep learning model (e.g., those trained on benchmark

classification tasks such as ImageNet).

We define the transformation of an image xi ∈ Rd into a latent feature vec-

tor (e.g., the feature representations from the layer preceding the final layer)

as ADL : Rd ∋ xi 7→ zi ∈ Rd̃ where zi ∈ Rd̃ is the extracted d̃-dimensional

feature vector. The kNNAD is then performed on the latent vectors ztest =

ADL(x
test), zi = ADL(xi), i ∈ [n]. For images, where neighboring pixel

values often exhibit similarity, we use the following modified test statistic:

Timage(X
test,X1, . . . ,Xn) =

1
d

∑
j∈[d] X

test
·j − 1

d

∑
j∈[d] X̄

kNN
·j .
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3 Anomaly Screening by k-NN

This section outlines the first anomaly screening stage 2.

The k-nearest neighbor anomaly detection (kNNAD) In kNNAD, the

distance between the test instance xtest and its k-th nearest normal training

instance among n instances {xi}i∈[n] is used as a criterion. We denote the k-th

nearest normal training instance as x(k) and the distance between xtest and

x(k) as dist(xtest,x(k)). Since the choice of k affects the distance magnitude,

we adopt the following well-known anomaly score Mehrotra et al. [2017]:

a(xtest) = log dist
(
xtest,x(k)

)
− log k

d
, (4)

where the first term represents the log-scale distance, and the second term

adjusts for the influence of k’s selection 3. In the first anomaly screening stage,

if Eq. (4) exceeds a certain threshold θ, the test instance xtest is selected as

a candidate anomaly. The threshold θ is typically set based on the empirical

distribution of anomaly scores among normal instances.

Selection of k The choice of k greatly affects the results in kNNAD. Users

can set k based on domain knowledge or experience. However, when domain

knowledge is limited or data is complex, a systematic approach is needed. In

semi-supervised AD, unlike supervised learning such as k-NN classification or

regression, it is not possible to determine k through data splitting. A data-driven

method to select k calculates the anomaly score for various k values per test

instance xtest, choosing the k that maximizes this score. In the Stat-kNNAD

method, whether k is chosen specifically or determined through this heuristic,

the false detection probability is controlled.

2Note that this anomaly screening approach is already well-known and does not contain

any novel technical aspects.
3The choice of Eq. (4) is based on certain assumptions and heuristics in the literature, but

its details are beyond the scope of this paper. For further information, refer to Mehrotra et al.

[2017].
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4 Statistical Test for Anomaly Candidates

In this section, we describe a statistical test for calculating p-values for potential

anomalies identified in the 1st stage. In the 2nd stage, anomalies are identified

by selecting only candidates with p-values smaller than the significance level α

(e.g., 0.05), allowing for appropriate control of the false detection probability.

4.1 Main Selection Events

The core idea of SI is to conduct statistical inference based on conditional dis-

tribution of the test-statistic conditional on the hypothesis selection event. In

our problem, it is necessary to consider two selection events to account for the

following two facts:

SE1 The test statistic in Eq.(3) depends on the selection of k-nearest neighbors.

SE2 The anomaly candidates are selected because the anomaly score in Eq.4

is grater than the threshold θ.

Before discussing these two selection events, we introduce some additional

notations. Let us denote the (1 + n)d-dimensional vector obtained by concate-

nating the test instance xtest and n training instance x1, . . . ,xn, all of which

are d-dimensional vectors, as

y = vec
(
xtest,x1, . . . ,xn

)
∈ R(1+n)d,

where vec is the operation that concatenates multiple vectors into a single col-

umn vector. Similarly, the (1+n)d-dimensional vector obtained by concatenat-

ing 1 + n d-dimensional random vectors is denoted as

Y = vec
(
Xtest,X1, . . . ,Xn

)
∈ R(1+n)d.

With these notations, we rewrite the test statistic in Eq.(3) as T (Y ) =
∥∥Xtest − X̄kNN

∥∥
1
.

SE1: Selection event for k neighbors Let the index of the kth nearest

neighbor in the observed data be denoted as (k). The event that specific k
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training instances are selected as the k-nearest neighbors of the test example is

expressed as

dist(Xtest,X(k̄)) ≤ dist(Xtest,X(k)) (5)

for all (k̄, k) ∈ {1, . . . , k} × {k + 1, . . . , n}. With a slight abuse of notations, we

denote the set of indices for the k nearest neighbors of the test instance Xtest

and n training instances X1, . . . ,Xn sampled from the statistical model in §2.1

as NY (in §2, we only denote this as N ). Hereafter, the conditions in Eq.(5) is

represented as NY = Ny.

SE2: Selection event for anomaly screening Since the statistical test

in the 2nd stage is performed only on test instances selected in the 1st-stage

anomaly screening, it is essential to consider the selection events associated with

it. A test instance is selected in the 1st-stage if its anomaly score, as defined in

Eq. (4), exceeds a threshold θ. Because the anomaly score in Eq. (4) is calculated

based on the k-the nearest neighbor instance, the condition on the k-the nearest

neighbor instance must also be incorporated. Specifically, by conditioning on

dist(Xtest,X(k)) ≥ dist(Xtest,X(k′)) (6)

for k′ = 1, . . . , k − 1, and

dist(Xtest,X(k)) ≤ dist(Xtest,X(k′))

for k′ = k+1, . . . , n, we can consider only cases where the k-the nearest neighbor

is the same as the observed case. Furthermore, the condition for the anomaly

score is written as

log dist
(
Xtest,X(k)

)
− log k

d
≥ θ. (7)

With the conditions in Eqs.(6)-(7), we can characterize the selection event that

the test case Xtest is selected as an anomaly candidate in the 1st-stage anomaly

screening. Hereafter, these conditions are collectively represented as KY = Ky.
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SI with main selection events The SI taking into account the above two

types of selection events is performed based on the sampling distribution of the

following conditional test-statistic:

T (Y ) | {NY = Ny,KY = Ky} . (8)

Performing statistical inference based on the conditional test-statistic in Eq.(8)

means that we consider only cases where the randomness of the data Y satisfies

NY = Ny and KY = Ky, which enables us to circumvent the selection bias

associated with the above two selection events.

4.2 Additional Selection Events

To make the computation of SI tractable, it is common in the SI literature to in-

troduce additional selection events besides the main selection events mentioned

above. In our problem, it is necessary to introduce the following two additional

selection events:

SE3 A selection event to make the computation of the L1 norm in the test

statistic tractable.

SE4 A selection event related to the sufficient statistic for the nuisance com-

ponent.

We note that introducing these additional selection events does not affect the

control of the false detection probability, but tends to reduce the power (true

detection probability) of the test.

SE3: Selection event for L1 norm. SI can be applied when the test statistic

T (Y ) can be expressed as a linear function of the data Y . In our problem, the

test statistic T (Y ) can be expressed as a linear function of Y by introducing

additional conditions. Specifically, to remove the absolute value operator in the

definition of L1 norm, we fix the sign of each dimension by condition, which can

be written as

sgn(Xtest
·j − X̄kNN

·j ) = sgn(xtest
·j − x̄kNN

·j ) (9)
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for all j ∈ [d]. Together with the condition NY = Ny, the test statistic T (Y )

can be expressed as a linear function of Y as

T (Y ) = η⊤Y

using a certain vector η ∈ R(1+n)d. Hereafter, the condition in Eq.(9) is repre-

sented as SY = Sy.

SE4: Selection event for nuisance component. Finally, to make SI tractable,

it is necessary to condition on the sufficient statistic of the nuisance component

of the test statistic T (Y ) = η⊤Y . Specifically, the nuisance parameter of the

test statistic is expressed as

QY :=

(
I(1+n)d −

Σ̃ηη⊤

η⊤Σ̃η

)
Y ,

where Σ̃ ∈ R(1+n)d×(1+n)d is a block-diagonal matrix with Σ in each d × d

diagonal block. The conditioning on the nuisance component QY is a standard

practice of SI literature to make the computation tractable 4 Hereafter, we

denote this selection event as QY = Qy.

4.3 Selective p-values

By conditioning on NY = Ny, KY = Ky, SY = Sy, and QY = Qy, we can

derive the exact sampling distribution of the test statistic T (Y ) under null

distribution H0, which enables us to compute the valid p-value.

Definition 1 (Selective p-values). The selective p-value for a test instance xtest

is defined as

pselective := PH0


T (Y ) ≥ T (y)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

NY = Ny,

KY = Ky,

SY = Sy,

QY = Qy


. (10)

4For example, QY corresponds to z defined in §5, Eq.(5.2) in the seminal SI paper Lee

et al. [2016].
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The selective p-values in Eq.(10) correctly quantifies the false detection prob-

ability as formally stated in the following theorem.

Theorem 1. The selective p-values defined in Eq.(10) satisfies

PH0


pselective ≤ α

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

NY = Ny,

KY = Ky,

SY = Sy,

QY = Qy


= α, ∀α ∈ (0, 1). (11)

Furthermore, the property in Eq.(11) indicates the selective p-values are valid

in the (unconditional) marginal sampling distribution, i.e.,

PH0 (pselective ≤ α) = α, ∀α ∈ (0, 1).

The proof of Theorem 1 is given in Appendix A.

4.4 Selection Event for Data-driven selection of k

In the case of the data-driven option for determining the number of neighbors

k, its effect must also be appropriately considered as a selection event. For

example, consider the scenario where k1, . . . , kK are candidate values for k, and

the candidate that maximizes the anomaly score in Eq. (4) is selected. Let the

selected k ∈ {k1, . . . , kK} be denoted as k∗. Then, the selection event is simply

given by log dist(xtest,x(k∗))− log k∗

d ≥ log dist(xtest,x(kt))−
log kt

d ,∀t ∈ [K]. In

the case of data-driven option to determine k, in addition to the four selection

events mentioned above, this event must also be incorporated as an additional

condition.

4.5 Selection Event for Deep Learning Models

When using kNNAD with feature representations from a pre-trained deep learn-

ing model, the influence of the model should be considered as a selection event.

SI for deep learning has been discussed in prior studies, and tools like the soft-

ware developed by Katsuoka et al. [2025] facilitate the analysis of selection
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events in these models. In this study, we employ methods from earlier research

to calculate selective p-values, taking into account selection events related to

deep learning models. The basic idea in these methods involves decomposing

the model into components and representing each as a piecewise linear function.

For example, operations in a CNN such as convolution, ReLU activation, max

pooling, and up-sampling are represented as piecewise linear functions. In the

experiment, we utilize the feature representation of a CNN model pre-trained

on the ImageNet database. This model is represented precisely as a composi-

tion of piecewise linear functions, facilitating accurate computation of selective

p-values through parametric programming. Details on the selection events con-

cerning the deep learning model are discussed further in Appendix B.

4.6 Computing Selective p-values

Calculating selective p-values is complex, but we effectively use methods from

existing SI research. We specifically use the parametric programming (pp)-based

method from previous studies [Sugiyama et al., 2021, Le Duy and Takeuchi,

2021, Duy and Takeuchi, 2022]. In SI, statistical inference is based on the

probability measure within the subspace Z of the data space R(1+n)d where

selection event conditions are met. By conditioning on the selection event for the

nuisance component, QY = Qy, Z reduces to a one-dimensional subspace. The

selection events are formulated as unions of intersections of linear or quadratic

inequalities, suitable when using L1 or L2 distances for k-nearest neighbors. Z

consists of finite number of intervals along a line in the (1 + n)d-dimensional

space, and the pp-based method systematically enumerates all intervals that

meet these conditions.

Since the noise is Gaussian, the test statistic T (Y ) under the null hypoth-

esis H0 follows a one-dimensional truncated Gaussian distribution within the

subspace Z, comprising finite intervals along a line. The selective p-value is cal-

culated as the tail probability of this truncated distribution. Early SI research

often simplified calculations by assuming Z as a single interval under additional
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conditions, which still controls the false detection probability but reduces de-

tection power. In our problem, a similar simplification can be considered by

enforcing Z to be a single interval. In the experiments in §6, we conduct an

ablation study comparing this simple approach (denoted as w/o-pp) as one of

the baselines.
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5 Related Work, Scope, and Limitations

AD can be broadly categorized into three problem settings: supervised, semi-

supervised, and unsupervised Mehrotra et al. [2017], Ramaswamy et al. [2000],

Breunig et al. [2000]. The focus of this study, semi-supervised AD, assumes that

only normal instances are available in the training data, which is frequently

encountered in real-world applications. Without anomalous instances, data-

splitting techniques such as cross-validation cannot easily quantify anomaly de-

tection confidence.

Traditional approaches to handling semi-supervised AD within the frame-

work of statistical test assumes some parametric distribution for the signals of

normal instances ({si}i∈[n] in our notation) 5. Various parametric approaches

exist — see Barnett [1994]. AD for industrial products has been studied in

the field of statistical quality control. These approaches also impose several

assumptions on the signals of normal data and quantify deviations from these

assumptions for detecting anomalies — see Montgomery [2020]. In the machine

learning community, methods such as One-class SVM [Schölkopf et al., 2001]

and Isolation Forest [Liu et al., 2008], and deep learning-based techniques [Cha-

lapathy and Chawla, 2019, Bergman et al., 2020, Li et al., 2021], have been

proposed for AD. However, no existing studies provide theoretical guarantees

for the statistical reliability of detected anomalies by these methods.

Assessing the statistical reliability of semi-supervised AD is challenging be-

cause the same data is used for both detection and evaluation (the double-

dipping problem). Recently, SI has emerged as an effective solution, addressing

hypothesis evaluation using the same data and being applied to various prob-

lems [Lee et al., 2015, Yang et al., 2016, Suzumura et al., 2017, Hyun et al., 2018,

Rügamer and Greven, 2020, Tanizaki et al., 2020, Das et al., 2021, Rügamer

et al., 2022, Gao et al., 2022, Le Duy et al., 2024]. Relevant SI studies include

statistical testing for outliers in linear models Chen and Bien [2019], Tsukurim-

5Note that, in this study, we do not impose any assumptions on the signals themselves but

instead assume a distribution for the noise added to the signals.
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ichi et al. [2022], change points in time series Duy et al. [2020], Hyun et al.

[2021], Jewell et al. [2022], Shiraishi et al. [2024b], and salient regions in deep

learning model Duy et al. [2022], Daiki et al., Shiraishi et al. [2024a], Miwa

et al. [2024], Katsuoka et al. [2024]. We follow this research direction, aiming

to provide finite-sample reliability guarantees for a widely used kNNAD.

The problem setting in this study is flexible for real-world use, as it imposes

no signal assumptions and allows pre-trained model features. However, limita-

tions remain. First, the approach assumes additive normal noise, suitable for

industrial anomaly detection but restrictive in fields like social or life sciences,

where noise is unknown and impactful. Additionally, to keep selective p-value

computation tractable, restrictions exist on the test statistic and distance met-

ric for defining k-NNs. Current SI methods require a linear test statistic and

cannot yet handle nonlinear cases. For distance metrics, L1 and L2 allow exact

selective p-values, while more complex metrics require approximations. These

limitations may be addressed as SI research advances.
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6 Numerical Experiments

In this section, we demonstrate that the proposed method exhibits high power

(true positive rate) while controlling the type I error rate (false positive rate)

below the significance level compared to other methods. First, experiments are

conducted on synthetic datasets, followed by similar experiments on two types of

real datasets. All experiments are conducted with a significance level α = 0.05.

6.1 Methods Comparison

In the experiments on synthetic datasets and tabular datasets, we compare the

proposed method (Stat-kNNAD) with three other methods: w/o-pp, naive, and

bonferroni. Subsequently, in the experiments on image datasets, we addition-

ally compare two further methods: opA1 and opA2.

• w/o-pp: An ablation study that excludes the parametric programming

technique described in §4.6.

• naive: This method uses a classical z-test without conditioning, i.e., we

compute the naive p-value as pnaive = PH0
(|T (Y )| ≥ |T (y)|).

• bonferroni: This is a method to control the type I error rate by using

the Bonferroni correction. There are
(
n
k

)
ways to choose the neighbors

N , then we compute the Bonferroni corrected p-value as pbonferroni =

min(1,
(
n
k

)
· pnaive).

• OpA1: Another ablation study that excludes the selection events for kNNAD

(i.e., NY , KY , and SY ).

• OpA2: Another ablation study that excludes the selection events for DNN

(i.e., DY in Appendix B).

6.2 Synthetic Datasets

To evaluate the type I error rate, we changed the training dataset size n ∈

{100, 200, 500, 1000} and set the data dimension d = 2. The number of neighbors
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k was either fixed at 1 or adaptively selected in a data-driven manner from

{1, 2, 5, 10}. See Appendix C.1 for results when d and k are changed. For each

configuration, we iterated 1,000 experiments. In each iteration, we generated

test instance xtest ∼ N (0, Id) and train instances xi ∼ N (0, Id) for i ∈ [n].

To evaluate the power, we changed the signal strength δ ∈ {1, 2, 5, 10} and set

d = 2, n = 100. We also evaluate two settings of k, identical to those used

above. See Appendix C.2 for results when d, k, and n are changed. For each

configuration, we iterated 1,000 experiments. In each iteration, we generated

test instance xtest ∼ N (δ, Id) and train instances xi ∼ N (0, Id) for i ∈ [n].

The results of type I error rate are shown in Figure 2. The Stat-kNNAD,

w/o-pp, and bonferroni successfully controlled the type I error rate under the

significance level, whereas the naive could not. Because the naive failed to

control the type I error rate, we no longer consider its power. The results of

power are shown in right side of Figure 3. Among the methods that controlled

the type I error rate, the Stat-kNNAD has the highest power.
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Figure 2: Results of type I error rate when changing the dataset size n. Our

proposed method (Stat-kNNAD), the ablation study (w/o-pp), and the Bonfer-

roni method (bonferroni) successfully control the type I error rate across all

settings. The results of the bonferroni are almost zero, because it is too con-

servative. However, the naive method (naive) fails.
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Figure 3: Power when changinge signal strength δ. Our proposed method

(Stat-kNNAD) outperformed other methods in all settings.

6.3 Real Datasets I: Tabular Data

We conducted evaluations using 10 tabular real-world datasets. These datasets

reflect various real-world problems from different domains. The datasets used

in our experiments are listed in Appendix C.3. Only numerical features from

each dataset were used in the experiments. The datasets vary in dimensionality,

ranging from 4 to 10 dimensions. For the number of neighbors k, we conducted

experiments under two conditions: a fixed setting where k = 1, and an adaptive

selection setting where k was chosen from {1, 2, 5, 10} based on the data. Before

conducting the experiments, All datasets are standarized with each feature hav-

ing mean 0 and variance 1. The results of the type I error rate and power are

shown in Figure 4. The Stat-kNNAD method outperformed the other methods

in terms of power, while controlling the type I error rate below the significance

level.

6.4 Real Datasets II: Image Data

In this experiment, we used the MVTec AD dataset Bergmann et al. [2019,

2021] and all experiments are conducted in the latent space. The dataset con-

sists of 15 classes, and we chose 10 classes for the experiments which seem to
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follow a normal distribution. The datasets used in our experiments are listed in

Appendix C.4. Before conducting the experiments, All datasets are standarized

with each feature having mean 0 and variance 1. In this experiment, we em-

ployed a ResNet model as a feature extractor. This model was pre-trained by

Bergman et al. [2020]. on the ImageNet dataset for kNNAD in the latent space.

As a preprocessing step, the original image, which has a size of 900 × 900, was

divided into 30 × 30 patches, and the patch was used as the test instance. For

the training instances, we used 100 patches from the same position as the test

instance. We set the number of neighbors k = 1. The results of the type I error

rate and power are shown in Figure 6. The Stat-kNNAD method outperformed

the other methods in terms of power, while controlling the type I error rate

below the significance level.
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(b) Type I Error Rate for Adaptively Selected k

Figure 4: Results of the experiments on tabular datasets. The two figures show

the type I error rate. The proposed method (Stat-kNNAD) controlled the type I

error rate below the significance level across all datasets. The type I error rate

of the bonferroni are almost zero, because it is too conservative.
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(b) Power for Adaptively Selected k

Figure 5: Results of the experiments on tabular datasets. The two figures

show the power. The proposed method (Stat-kNNAD) outperformed the other

methods in terms of power, across all datasets. The power of the bonferroni

are almost zero, because it is too conservative.
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(b) Power Results on Image Data

Figure 6: Results of the experiments on image datasets. The proposed method

(Stat-kNNAD) outperformed the other methods in terms of power, while con-

trolling the type I error rate below the significance level. The type I error rate

and power of the bonferroni are almost zero, because it is too conservative.
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7 Conclusions

In this paper, we proposed a k-NN-based anomaly detection method that the-

oretically controls the false detection probability within a desired significance

level. The proposed Stat-kNNAD method is applicable both in the original fea-

ture space and in the latent feature space learned by a pretrained deep learning

model. Applying the proposed method to real-world tabular and image data

demonstrates its ability to achieve statistically significant and reliable anomaly

detection. However, as discussed in §5, the proposed method has certain limi-

tations, and future work will focus on extending the theory and methods of SI

to develop a more flexible approach.
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A Proof of Theorem 1

Firstly, we show that the conditional distribution

T (Y ) | {NY = Ny,KY = Ky,SY = Sy,QY = Qy}

is a truncated normal distribution. Let we define the two vectors a, b ∈ R(n+1)d

as a = Qy and b = Σ̃η/η⊤Σ̃η, respectively. Then, from the condition on

QY = Qy, we have

QY = Qy ⇔

(
I(n+1)d −

Σ̃ηη⊤

η⊤Σ̃η

)
Y = Qy ⇔ Y = a+ bz,

where z = T (Y ) = η⊤Y ∈ R. Thus, we have

{Y ∈ R(n+1)d | NY = Ny,KY = Ky,SY = Sy,QY = Qy}

={Y ∈ R(n+1)d | NY = Ny,KY = Ky,SY = Sy,Y = a+ bz, z ∈ R}

={a+ bz ∈ R(n+1)d | Na+bz = Ny,Ka+bz = Ky,Sa+bz = Sy, z ∈ R}

={a+ bz ∈ R(n+1)d | z ∈ Z},

where truncated interval Z is defined as

Z = {z ∈ R | Na+bz = Ny,Ka+bz = Ky,Sa+bz = Sy}.

Therefore, we obtain

T (Y ) | {NY = Ny,KY = Ky,SY = Sy,QY = Qy} ∼ TN(η⊤µ,η⊤Σ̃η,Z),

which is the truncated normal distribution with the mean η⊤µ, the variance

η⊤Σ̃η, and the truncation intervals Z.

From the above result, we can compute the selective p-value as defined in

Eq. (10) by using the truncated normal distribution. Therefore, by probability

integral transformation, under the null hypothesis, we have

pselective | {NY = Ny,KY = Ky,SY = Sy,QY = Qy} ∼ Unif(0, 1),

which leads to

PH0
(pselective ≤ α | NY = Ny,KY = Ky,SY = Sy,QY = Qy) = α, ∀α ∈ (0, 1).
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For any α ∈ (0, 1), by marginalizing over all the values of the nuisance parame-

ters, we obtain

PH0 (pselective ≤ α | NY = Ny,KY = Ky,SY = Sy)

=

∫
Rn′

PH0
(pselective ≤ α | NY = Ny,KY = Ky,SY = Sy,QY = Qy)

PH0 (QY = Qy | NY = Ny,KY = Ky,SY = Sy, ) dQy

=α

∫
R(n+1)d

PH0
(QY = Qy | NY = Ny,KY = Ky,SY = Sy) dQy = α.

Therefore, we also obtain

PH0
(pselective ≤ α)

=
∑

Ny∈2[n]

∑
Ky∈{0,1}

∑
Sy∈{−1,1}d

PH0(NY = Ny,KY = Ky,SY = Sy)

PH0
(pselective ≤ α | NY = Ny,KY = Ky,SY = Sy)

=α
∑

Ny∈2[n]

∑
Ky∈{0,1}

∑
Sy∈{−1,1}d

PH0(Ny,Ky,Sy) = α.
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B Selection Events of the Deep Learning Mod-

els

We explain the selection events regarding the deep learning model that trans-

forms an image instance xi ∈ Rd to a latent feature vector zi ∈ Rd̃. We consider

a deep learning model that consists of sequential piecewise-linear functions (e.g.,

convolution, ReLU activation, max pooling, and up-sampling). Obviously, the

composite function of those piecewise-linear functions maintains its piecewise-

linear nature. Thus, within a specific real space in Rd, the deep learning model

simplifies to a linear function, which can be expressed as:

ADL(xi) = B +Wxi if xi ∈ P,

where B ∈ Rd̃ and W ∈ Rd̃ represent the bias and weight matrices, and P ⊆

Rd is a polytope where ADL acts as a linear function. The polytope can be

characterized by a set of linear inequalities. For details on computing these

linear inequalities, see Katsuoka et al. [2025]. Let the selection event denote the

set of polytopes for all instances in Y :

DY := {P | Xi ∈ Y ,Xi ∈ P}.

For kNNAD using feature representations from the deep learning model, we

can compute the selective p-value by adding the conditioning DY = Dy into

Eq.(10), as follows:

pselective := PH0
(T (Y ) ≥ T (y)|DY = Dy,NY = Ny,KY = Ky,SY = Sy,QY = Qy) .
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C Details of the Experiments

C.1 Additional Type I Error Rate Results

We also conducted experiments to investigate the type I error rate when the

data dimension d and the number of neighbors k were changed. Specifically,

we changed d ∈ {1, 2, 5, 10} and k ∈ {1, 2, 5, 10}, while setting the default

parameters as n = 100, d = 2, and k = 1. In addition, experiments with

changing d were also considered the case where k was selected adaptively from

{1, 2, 5, 10} in a data-driven manner. In all cases, we generated the datasets in

the same way as in the experiments on synthetic datasets (§6.2), and the results

are shown in Figure 7.
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Figure 7: Type I error rate when changing the data dimension d and the num-

ber of neighbors k. Our proposed method (Stat-kNNAD), the ablation study

(w/o-pp), and the Bonferroni method (bonferroni) successfully control the

type I error rate across all settings. However, the naive method (naive) fails.

The results of the bonferroni are almost zero, because it is too conservative.

C.2 Additional Power Results

We also conducted experiments to investigate the power when the number of

training data n, the data dimension d and the number of neighbors k are

changed. We changed n ∈ {100, 200, 500, 1000}, d ∈ {1, 2, 5, 10} and k ∈

{1, 2, 5, 10} while setting the default parameters as n = 100, d = 2, k = 1

and signal strength δ = 5. Furthermore, we conducted additional experiments
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where n and d was changed, considering the case where k was adaptively se-

lected from ∈ {1, 2, 5, 10} in a data-driven manner. In all cases, we generated

the datasets in the same way as in the experiments on synthetic datasets (§6.2),

and the results are shown in Figure 8 and Figure 9.
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Figure 8: Power for a fixed number of neighbors k. The results show the effect of

changing the training dataset size n, the data dimension d, and k. Our proposed

method (Stat-kNNAD) outperformed other methods across all settings.
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Figure 9: Power for an adaptively selected number of neighbors k. The results

show the effect of changing the training dataset size n and the data dimension

d. Our proposed method (Stat-kNNAD) outperformed other methods across all

settings.

C.3 Details of Tabular Datasets

We used the following 10 real datasets from the Kaggle Repository. All datasets

are licensed under the CC BY 4.0 license.
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• Heart : Dataset for predicting heart attacks

• Money : Dataset on financial transactions in a virtual environment

• Fire: Dataset on fires in the MUGLA region in June

• Cancer : Dataset related to breast cancer diagnosis

• Credit : Dataset on credit card transactions

• Student : Dataset related to student performance

• Bankruptcy : Dataset on company bankruptcies

• Drink : Dataset on the quality of drinking water

• Nuclear : Dataset on pressurized nuclear reactors

• Network : Dataset on anomaly detection in virtual network environments

C.4 Experimental Results on Image Data Examples

We evaluated Stat-kNNAD and naive on the 10 datasets from MVTec AD

dataset. The datasets used in this study are Carpet, Grid, Leather, Tile, Wood,

Bottle, Capsule, Metal Nut, Transistor, and Zipper. Examples from each dataset

are shown in Figure 10. In each example, we present patches corresponding to

true negative and true positive cases, along with both the naive p-value and the

selective p-value.
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Carpet

Normal Example (Left): pnaive =

0.011, pselective = 0.250

Anomaly Example (Right): pnaive =

0.001, pselective = 0.022

Grid

Normal Example (Left): pnaive =

0.031, pselective = 0.491

Anomaly Example (Right): pnaive =

0.001, pselective = 0.013

Leather

Normal Example (Left): pnaive =

0.040, pselective = 0.640

Anomaly Example (Right): pnaive =

0.004, pselective = 0.021

Tile

Normal Example (Left): pnaive =

0.011, pselective = 0.309

Anomaly Example (Right): pnaive =

0.009, pselective = 0.046

Wood

Normal Example (Left): pnaive =

0.028, pselective = 0.488

Anomaly Example (Right): pnaive =

0.001, pselective = 0.034

Bottle

Normal Example (Left): pnaive =

0.027, pselective = 0.460

Anomaly Example (Right): pnaive =

0.003, pselective = 0.017
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Capsule

Normal Example (Left): pnaive =

0.026, pselective = 0.505

Anomaly Example (Right): pnaive =

0.002, pselective = 0.047

Metal Nut

Normal Example (Left): pnaive =

0.010, pselective = 0.283

Anomaly Example (Right): pnaive =

0.009, pselective = 0.038

Transistor

Normal Example (Left): pnaive =

0.017, pselective = 0.585

Anomaly Example (Right): pnaive =

0.001, pselective = 0.015

Zipper

Normal Example (Left): pnaive =

0.030, pselective = 0.471

Anomaly Example (Right): pnaive =

0.001, pselective = 0.048

Figure 10: Experimental results of 10 datasets from MVTec AD dataset. For

each dataset, one normal example (left) and one anomaly example (right) are

showed. For each example, the top row displays the original image used for

testing along with the patch location (marked in red), while the bottom row

presents the extracted patch image. For all normal examples, the naive p-value

is below the significance level α = 0.05 (false positive), whereas the proposed

selective p-value correctly results in a true negative. For all anomaly examples,

the selective p-value successfully detects anomalies.
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Normal Image

Patch

(a)

The naive p-value is 0.03

(false positive)

The selective p-value is 0.46

(true negative)

Anomaly Image

Patch

(b)

The naive p-value is 0.00

(true positive)

The selective p-value is 0.02

(true positive)

Figure 11: Experimental results on the Bottle image from the MVTec AD

dataset. For the normal image (left), the conventional p-value falls below the

significance level α = 0.05, leading to a false positive, whereas the proposed

selective p-value correctly indicates a true negative. For the anomaly image

(right), the proposed method accurately detects the anomaly.
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