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Abstract

The hemodynamic response (HR) in event-related functional magnetic resonance
imaging is typically assumed to be stationary. While there are some approaches in
the literature to model nonstationary HRs, few focus on rapid changes. In this work,
we propose two procedures to investigate rapid changes in the HR. Both procedures
make inference on the existence of rapid changes for multi-subject data. We allow
the change point locations to vary between subjects, conditions and brain regions.
The first procedure utilizes available information about the change point locations to
compare multiple shape parameters of the HR over time. In the second procedure,
the change point locations are determined for each subject separately. To account for
the estimation of the change point locations, we propose the notion of post selection
variance. The power of the proposed procedures is assessed in simulation studies. We
apply the procedure for pre-specified change point locations to data from a category
learning experiment.

Keywords: time-series analysis, change points, task-based functional magnetic
resonance imaging, postselection inference

1. Introduction

In the analysis of event-related functional magnetic resonance imaging (fMRI)
data it is common to assume that the brain’s reaction to a given type of stimulus is
time invariant. In other words, the hemodynamic response (HR) to a type of events,
called a condition, is considered to be stationary. However, in several settings this
stationarity assumption can be violated. For example, nonstationarity of the HR
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may arise due to changes in the emotional state, changes in attention or because of
learning (Muhei-aldin et al., 2014; Poldrack et al., 2001; Ischebeck et al., 2006).

Different approaches to account for nonstationarity in the HR have been pro-
posed. Büchel et al. (1998) suggest to include available information about the changes
when modeling the assumed HR, such as response time (Grinband et al., 2008; Mum-
ford et al., 2024) or task performance (Morita et al., 2019). This approach requires
prior knowledge about the influence these variables have on the shape of the HR. If
no prior information about the changes in the HR is available, the variation of the
HR magnitude can be modeled using weights (Donnet et al., 2006; Hinrichs et al.,
2000) or by treating each stimulus as a separate condition (Napadow et al., 2009).
Kalus et al. (2015) and Park et al. (2020) utilize penalized spline regression to allow
the shape of the HR to vary smoothly over time. Besides changing smoothly, the
HR can also vary rapidly, for example, when emotions change (Robinson et al., 2010;
Candemir et al., 2023). Rapid changes have also been found in resting-state fMRI
(see e.g., Aston and Kirch, 2012; Ghannam and Nkurunziza, 2024) and in functional
connectivity analyses (see e.g., Monti et al., 2018; Zhao et al., 2022). For task-related
fMRI experiments, Lindquist et al. (2007) and Robinson et al. (2010) utilize change
point analysis procedures to study state-related changes in the baseline of the fMRI
signal. Candemir et al. (2023) utilize neural networks to make inference on the
existence of rapid changes in the overall shape of the HR for event-related fMRI.
Alternatively, the observed fMRI signal, called the BOLD (blood-oxygenation-level
dependent) signal, can be split into pre-defined time segments (Milham et al., 2003;
Menz et al., 2006; Morrot et al., 2013). Within each segment, the HR is modeled
under the assumption of stationarity. This allows for the comparison of the overall
shape of the HR over time and over multiple subjects.

The existing procedures to investigate changes in the shape of the HR have some
limitations. Kalus et al. (2015); Park et al. (2020) and Candemir et al. (2023) make
inference at the subject level, thus results are subject specific. Hinrichs et al. (2000);
Donnet et al. (2006); Lindquist et al. (2007) and Robinson et al. (2010) investigate
changes in only one aspect of the shape of the HR, such as the magnitude of the HR
or its baseline. When splitting the BOLD signal, the rapid changes are assumed to
occur simultaneously in all brain regions and simultaneously for all conditions.

In this paper, we aim to overcome these limitations. To this end, we propose two
novel analysis pipelines to make inference on the existence of rapid changes in the
HRs to multiple conditions during an event-related fMRI experiment. In contrast
to existing methods, the change point locations may vary between conditions, brain
regions, and subjects. Furthermore, we make inference on rapid changes in the HR
at the group level rather than at the subject level.
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We differentiate between two scenarios. In the first scenario, prior information
about the change point locations is available. In this case, we propose a procedure
that allows for an in-depth investigation of the changes in the HR. That is, for each
condition and brain region, we investigate rapid changes in several shape parameters
that describe the HR. The second proposed procedure does not require prior informa-
tion about the change point locations. We determine the change point locations for
each subject individually, while making inference on the existence of rapid changes
at the group level. We define and utilize the post selection variance to account for
the estimation of the change point locations. We define the post selection variance
in a general manner, and its application is not limited to neuroimaging data.

The remainder of this work is structured as follows. In the next section, we
introduce notation using the example of stationary HRs. The proposed methodology
to make inference on rapid changes in the HRs is introduced in Sections 3 and 4 for
pre-specified and undefined change point locations, respectively. We demonstrate the
performance of the procedure for pre-specified change point locations by means of a
simulation study in Section 5. The methodology is applied to data from an event-
related category learning experiment in Section 6. We conclude with a discussion of
the proposed procedure and an outlook to future work. Proofs and additional results
are provided in the appendix.

Parts of the investigation have been presented at the 6th International Con-
ference for Statistics in Theory and Application (ICSTA’24), see also https://

international-aset.com.

2. Notation and Preliminaries

Throughout, we denote matrices by upper case bold letters and vectors by lower
case bold letters. Unless stated otherwise, letters not in bold refer to a scalar. We
refer to an entry of a matrix or vector by indicating the entry’s position in square
brackets.

In the following we introduce the notation for event-related fMRI analysis for the
case of stationary HRs. Exhaustive information regarding the analysis of fMRI data
under the stationarity assumption can be found in Huettel et al. (2004); Lindquist
(2008); Lindquist et al. (2009); Poldrack et al. (2011) and Thirion (2016), among
others.

In the case of multi-subject experiments, fMRI data analysis is generally done in
a two-step procedure, the subject level analysis and the group level analysis. At the
subject level, the BOLD time series of length T of subject i, i = 1, . . . , n, observed at
voxel j, j = 1, . . . , J , is denoted by yij ∈ RT . Let the matrix Zik ∈ RT×G account for
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the rudimentary HR to the k-th condition, with k = 1, . . . , K. The rudimentary HR
is the convolution of a hemodynamic response function (HRF) and the condition k
onset time series uik, uik ∈ {0, 1}T . Denote by Z̃i a matrix containing confounding
variables, such as motion parameters or the baseline. Under the assumption of
stationarity of the HRs, yij is modeled as

yij =
K∑
k=1

Zikβijk + Z̃iδij + ϵij, (1)

where βijk and δij are the vectors of regression coefficients corresponding to Zik and

Z̃i, respectively. The noise is modeled by ϵij ∼ NT (0T , σ
2
ϵij
V ), where 0T denotes the

null vector of length T . The covariance matrix V expresses an auto regressive (AR)
process of first or second order.

The definition of Zik depends on the underlying HRF model. We only consider
HRF models which are a linear combination of G basis functions, such as the canoni-
cal HRF, the flexible linear optimal basis sets (FLOBS) (Woolrich et al., 2004) or the
finite impulse response model (c.f. Lindquist and Wager, 2007). The HR to condition
k is estimated as

ĥrijk = Bβ̂ijk,

where B ∈ RT ′×G denotes the matrix containing the G basis functions determined
by the HRF model. The length T ′ of the basis functions is not fixed. However, since
the HR to one stimulus is considered to last up to 20 seconds, it is sensible to choose
T ′ such that the estimated HR spans (at least) 20 seconds. The shape of ĥrijk is
described by the shape parameter γ̂ijk. Different shape parameters are illustrated in
Figure 1. The variance of γ̂ijk is denoted by σ2

γ̂ijk
. If σ2

γ̂ijk
cannot be derived explicitly,

it can be numerically approximated. We describe such an approach in Appendix B.1.
At the group level, the vector of the shape parameters of interest across all sub-

jects is denoted by γ̂jk = (γ̂1jk, . . . , γ̂njk)
⊤. This vector is modeled by

γ̂jk = ηjk1n + ξjk, (2)

where ηjk denotes the one-dimensional shape parameter at the group level and 1n
denotes the vector of length n with all entries equal to 1. The noise at the group level
is denoted by ξjk ∈ Rn, with ξjk ∼ Nn(0n,Σjk) and Σjk = σ2

Bjk
In+ΣWjk

. Here, σ2
Bjk

denotes the between subject variance, In denotes the (n × n) identity matrix and
ΣWjk

= diag(σ2
γ̂1jk

, . . . , σ2
γ̂njk

) denotes the within subject variance matrix (Mumford

and Nichols, 2006). The null hypothesis of no difference between two conditions,
i.e., Hj : ηjk1 = ηjk2 , is of interest for us at every voxel j ∈ {1, . . . , J}. To account
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Figure 1: Exemplary shape of the hemodynamic response with stimulus onset at t = 0 seconds.
Different shape parameters of the HR are displayed: the peak magnitude, PM , (solid blue arrow),
nadir amplitude, NA, (dotted blue arrow), time to peak, TTP , (solid light blue arrow), time peak
to nadir, TPN , (dotted light blue arrow) as well as full width at half maximum, FWHM , (solid
dark blue arrow) and full width at half nadir, FWHN , (dotted dark blue arrow). The area under
the curve, AUC, is shaded in blue.

for the resulting multiple testing problem, error measures such as the false discovery
rate (FDR) or family-wise error rate (FWER) are utilized. The random variable
corresponding to the number of rejected true null hypotheses, i.e., false discoveries,
is denoted by V . Let R denote the random variable corresponding to the number of
all rejected null hypotheses. The FDR is the expected value of the false discovery
proportion FDP = V /(R ∨ 1) (Benjamini and Hochberg, 1995). The FWER is
defined as the probability of at least one false discovery. We refer to Dickhaus (2014)
for an exhaustive overview of multiple testing procedures.

Many fMRI studies aim at finding clusters of spatially contiguous voxels in which
the activation differs between conditions. Such a cluster is called a region of interest
(ROI). To determine ROIs, we can employ simultaneous confidence bounds for the
true discovery proportion TDP = 1−FDP (see e.g., Rosenblatt et al., 2018; Vesely
et al., 2023). This approach allows us to define ROIs which include at least a desired
proportion of true discoveries with a pre-defined probability.

3. Pre-specified change point locations

In this section, we propose a procedure to make inference on rapid changes in the
shape of the HR if reliable information about the change point locations is available.
For example, such information could be based on behavioral data or the experimental
design. Instead of considering changes in only one shape parameter of interest, we are
interested in several shape parameters. We develop our methodology for pre-defined
ROIs and use the average BOLD signal within these ROIs to increase the signal to
noise ratio (SNR) (Huettel et al., 2004). However, for the procedure itself the size
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of the ROIs is of no relevance. Therefore, the proposed procedure can be applied at
the voxel level as well.

We derive the procedure under the following three assumptions:

Assumption 1. The confounding effects are stationary.

Assumption 2. The HR to a given condition is stationary within time segments
and changes rapidly between the time segments.

Assumption 3. The number of change points is identical for all subjects and known
a priori.

We call a time segment in which the HR to a given condition is stationary a
stationary segment. Stationary segments are defined by the change point locations.
They are considered to be condition specific and may vary between ROIs.

3.1. Subject level analysis
To investigate rapid changes in Q shape parameters per condition, we split the

condition onset time series uik, k = 1, . . . , K, at the change point locations. This
results in stationary, segment-specific condition onset time series. By splitting uik
before convolution with the HRF, we account for possible overlaps of the HRs in
consecutive stationary segments. Denote by ψijk the set of the Cjk change point
locations for subject i, region j and condition k. Note that ψijk = ∅ is allowed. We
define the stationary, segment-specific condition onset time series as

uik(ψijk[cjk−1]:ψijk[cjk]−1)[t] =

{
uik[t] if t ∈ {ψijk[cjk − 1],ψijk[cjk]− 1}
0 else,

for cjk = 1, . . . , Cjk + 1, with ψijk[0] = 1 and ψijk[Cjk + 1] = T + 1. In the
following, we use cjk to indicate the c-th change point for condition k and ROI j as
well as the c-th stationary segment of condition k in ROI j, leaving distinction to
context. Furthermore, for ease of notation, we only consider the case C1k = . . . = CJk
explicitly, and notationally omit the subscript j. We model the BOLD signal yij as

yij =
K∑
k=1

Ck+1∑
ck=1

Zijkckβijkck + Z̃ijδij + ϵij, (3)

Zijkck = HRF ⊗ uik(ψijk[ck−1]:ψijk[ck]−1),

where ⊗ denotes convolution. Note that the regression coefficients given in Eq. (3)
are not time dependent. Therefore, we can use the procedures described in Section
2 for further analysis. The shape of the segment-specific HR, hrijkck , is described by

the shape parameters γ
[1]
ijkck

, . . . , γ
[Q]
ijkck

.
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3.2. Group level analysis

At the group level, we are interested in the null hypotheses of no change between
the stationary segments for each shape parameter, i.e.,

H
[q]
jkck

: η
[q]
jk(ck+1) = η

[q]
jkck

,

for all q ∈ {1, . . . , Q}, ck ∈ {1, . . . , Ck}, k ∈ {1, . . . , K} and j ∈ {1 . . . , J}. These
hypotheses are called elementary null hypotheses. The elementary null hypotheses
can be grouped. Denote by Hjkck the null hypothesis of no change in the HR to
condition k at change point ck in ROI j. The null hypothesis Hjkck is true if and

only if all H
[q]
jkck

, q = 1, . . . , Q, are true. Hence, Hjkck is called the parent null

hypothesis of H
[q]
jkck

, q = 1, . . . , Q. Analogously, the null hypothesis of no change in
condition k in ROI j, Hjk, is the parent null hypothesis of Hjkck , ck = 1, . . . , Ck.
Grouping of the hypotheses continues until all hypotheses are descendants of the
node null hypothesis of no change in any region. The full hierarchical structure of
the hypotheses is visualized in Figure 2.

H0,J

H0,JK

H0,JKCJK

H
[Q]
0,JKCK

· · ·H
[1]
0,JKCK

· · ·H0,JK1

· · ·

· · ·H0,J1

· · ·

· · ·H0,1

H0,1K

· · ·

· · ·H0,11

H0,11C1

· · ·

· · ·H0,111

H
[Q]
0,111· · ·H

[1]
0,111

Figure 2: The hierarchical structure of the hypotheses. The null hypothesis of no change is tested
in J regions with K conditions per region, Ck change points per condition and Q shape parameters
per change point. The hierarchical structure has four levels: the first being the regions, the second
being the conditions. The third level includes the stationary segments defined by the change points.
The elementary hypotheses corresponding to the Q shape parameters make up the fourth level.

We can exploit the hierarchical structure of the hypotheses to reduce the number
of elementary hypotheses to be tested. A suitable approach, which controls the so-
called selective FDR (sFDR), is given by Bogomolov et al. (2021). At each level
of the hierarchy, the sFDR is the weighted average of the FDR in the families
under consideration. This procedure requires independence between the families of
hypotheses at each level of the hierarchical structure. This requirement is not met, for
example, when the proposed procedure is applied at the voxel level, since the HRs in
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contiguous voxels are positively dependent. A procedure that allows for an arbitrary
dependency structure at each level of the hierarchy is proposed by Goeman and Finos
(2012). Their so-called inheritance procedure controls the FWER and is potentially
less powerful than the approach by Bogomolov et al. (2021) (c.f. Benjamini and
Hochberg, 1995).

The proposed methodology to include pre-specified change point locations in the
analysis of event-related fMRI is summarized in Procedure 1.

Procedure 1. Pre-specified change point locations
Input
For each subject i = 1, . . . , n, ROI j = 1, . . . , J and condition k = 1, . . . , K:

- Pre-processed BOLD signal yobs,ij
- Condition onset time series uik
- Change point locations Ψij = {ψij1, . . . ,ψijK}

Subject level
For each subject i, each ROI j, each condition k and each change point ck:

1. Specify uik[ψijk[ck−1]:(ψijk[ck]−1)].
2. Estimate βijkck given in Eq. (3).

3. Compute ĥrijkck and the corresponding shape parameters γ̂
[q]
ijkck

, ∀q ∈ {1, . . . , Q}.
4. Compute σ̂2

γ̂
[q]
ijkck

, q = 1, . . . , Q.

Group level
For each ROI j, each condition k and each shape parameter q:

1. For every ck = 1, . . . , Ck + 1:
Estimate η

[q]
jkck

and Σ
[q]
jkck

.
2. For every ck = 1, . . . , Ck:

Compute the p-value corresponding to the null hypotheses
Hjkck : η

[q]
jk(ck+1) = η

[q]
jkck

.

Determine a set of null hypotheses to be rejected.
Output
Set of shape parameters that change significantly for every change point per condition
and per ROI.

Remark 1. As mentioned above, the proposed procedure can be applied to the
BOLD signal at the voxel level. This allows us to determine regions of contiguous
voxels in which the shape of the HR to a given stimulus changes rapidly over time.
To this end, we need a map of the brain with one p-value per voxel. For voxel j,
j = 1, . . . , J , this p-value may correspond to Hj or one of its descendants. Then,
ROIs can be determined as described in Section 2.
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4. Undefined change point locations

If no reliable information about the change point locations Ψij is available, we
compare models with different change point locations at the subject level. Subse-
quently, Ψ̂ij is determined using model selection procedures (see e.g., Chen, 1998).
At the subject level, the same data are used for determining the change point lo-
cations as well as estimating the HRs in each stationary segment. This introduces
a model selection bias, which needs to be account for at the group level. To this
end, we define the post selection variance. In Section 4.1, we present general results
regarding the post selection variance for parameters in a regression model with au-
tocorrelated error terms. These results are used in Section 4.2 and 4.3, in which we
propose a procedure to test for changes in the HRs when the change point locations
are unspecified.

4.1. Post selection variance

To define the notion of post selection variance, we make use of post selection
confidence distributions. Therefore, we first give a short overview of post selection
confidence distributions as introduced in Garcia-Angulo and Claeskens (2023) for
independent data. Then, we present results for the construction of post selection
confidence distributions when the data under consideration follow an AR(1) model.
The proofs are provided in Appendix A. We end this subsection with the definition
of the post selection variance.

A confidence distribution is a summary of information learned from the data
about the parameter of interest under the assumed model (Schweder and Hjort,
2016). The spread of a confidence distribution relates to the confidence we have in
the location of the parameter of interest. A post selection confidence distribution is
a confidence distribution conditioned on the model selection event (Garcia-Angulo
and Claeskens, 2023).

Let ỹ ∈ RT be a vector of random variables following the multivariate normal
distribution NT (µ, σ

2Ṽ), where Ṽ is specified by an AR(1) process with parameter
0 < ρ < 1. The mean vector µ ∈ RT is modeled using gaussian linear models. We
do not assume that µ has indeed a linear structure. Let M = {M1, . . . ,ML} be the
set of considered gaussian linear models, where model Mℓ specifies E(ỹ|Xℓ) = Xℓζℓ,
with Xℓ ∈ RT×pℓ and ζℓ ∈ Rpℓ , ℓ = 1, . . . , L. The working density of ỹ under model
Mℓ is given in the following lemma.
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Lemma 1. Let

G =


0 1 0 . . . 0
0 0 1 . . . 0
. . .
0 0 0 . . . 1

 , G̃ =


1 0 . . . 0 0
0 1 . . . 0 0
. . .
0 0 . . . 1 0

 , Ḡ =

(
1 0 . . . 0 0
0 0 . . . 0 1

)
,

with G, G̃ ∈ R(T−1)×T and Ḡ ∈ R2×T . Under the gaussian linear model Mℓ the joint
density of ỹ in its natural parametrization is given by

f(ỹ|Xℓ, ζℓ, σ, Ṽ) = exp{ 1

σ2
ζ⊤ℓ X

⊤
ℓ Ṽ

−1ỹ − 1

2σ2
ỹ⊤Ṽ−1ỹ − κ(Xℓ, ζℓ, σ

2, Ṽ)}, (4)

with

κ(Xℓ, ζℓ, σ
2, Ṽ) =

1

2σ2
(Xℓζℓ)

⊤Ṽ−1Xℓζℓ +
1

2
log(|σ2Ṽ|) + T

2
log(2π).

Since ỹ follows an AR(1) process, Eq. (4) is equivalent to

f(ỹ|Xℓ, ζℓ, σ, Ṽ) = exp{λ⊤
ℓ wℓ − κ(Xℓ, ζℓ, σ

2, Ṽ)} (5)

with natural parameters

λℓ = (
1

σ2
ζ⊤ℓ ,

1

σ2

ρ

ρ2 − 1
ζ⊤ℓ ,−

1

σ2

ρ2

ρ2 − 1
ζ⊤ℓ ,−

1

2σ2
,− 1

σ2

ρ

ρ2 − 1
,

1

2σ2

ρ2

ρ2 − 1
)⊤,

and corresponding sufficient statistics

wℓ = ((X⊤
ℓ ỹ)

⊤, [(G̃Xℓ)
⊤Gỹ + (GXℓ)

⊤G̃ỹ]⊤, [2X⊤
ℓ ỹ − (ḠXℓ)

⊤Ḡỹ]⊤,

ỹ⊤ỹ, (G̃ỹ)⊤Gỹ, [2ỹ⊤ỹ − (Ḡỹ)⊤Ḡỹ])⊤.

We select one model in M based on a selection criterion which partitions the
sample space Y in such a way that Y =

⋃L
ℓ=1 Aℓ. The set Aℓ denotes the selection

region for model Mℓ, with Aℓ ∩ Aℓ′ = ∅ if ℓ ̸= ℓ′. Model Mℓ̂ is selected if ỹobs ∈ Aℓ̂,
where ỹobs denotes a realization of ỹ.

Post selection confidence distributions are derived for a one-dimensional focus
parameter. For the selected model Mℓ̂, the focus parameter θℓ̂ is given by some
function of the natural parameters λℓ̂. Let Θ denote the parameter space of θℓ̂.
Because we do not assume that µ has a linear structure, every model in M might be
misspecified. Hence, we aim to derive post selection confidence distributions for the
pseudo-true parameter θ′

ℓ̂
(Garcia-Angulo and Claeskens, 2023).

A function CT,ℓ̂ : Θ × Aℓ̂ → [0, 1] : (θℓ̂, ỹ) 7→ CT,ℓ̂(θℓ̂, ỹ) is considered to be a
post selection confidence distribution if it satisfies the following two requirements
(cf. Definition 3 in Garcia-Angulo and Claeskens (2023)):
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1. The function CT |ℓ̂(θℓ̂, ỹobs) is a cumulative distribution function on Θ, for each
ỹobs ∈ Aℓ̂.

2. For the pseudo-true parameter θ′
ℓ̂
, CT |ℓ̂(θ′ℓ̂, ỹ) is a function of ỹ and follows a

uniform distribution on the interval [0, 1], regardless of the value of θ′
ℓ̂
.

Garcia-Angulo and Claeskens (2023) obtain post selection confidence distributions
under the following assumptions:

Assumption 4. All models in M have a selection probability larger than zero.

Assumption 5. For all ℓ ∈ {1, . . . , L}, Aℓ only depends on the sufficient statistics
for the model parameters of model Mℓ.

The latter assumption is met when the selection criterion is based on the likelihoods
of the models in M.

The following two propositions extend the work by Garcia-Angulo and Claeskens
(2023) to data following an AR(1) process. For Proposition 1, we assume that
the variance-covariance components σ2 and Ṽ are known before model selection.
In this case, under model Mℓ̂, we can simplify the natural parameters λℓ̂ given
in Lemma 1 such that λℓ̂ = ((1/σ2)ζ⊤

ℓ̂
,−1/(2σ2))⊤ with corresponding sufficient

statistics wℓ̂ = ((X⊤
ℓ̂
Ṽ−1ỹ)⊤, ỹ⊤Ṽ−1ỹ)⊤.

Proposition 1. Let Mℓ̂ ∈ M be the selected model with covariates Xℓ̂. We assume
that the models in M and the selection criterion fulfill Assumptions 4 and 5. Fur-
thermore, we assume that σ2 and Ṽ are known a-priori. Without loss of generality,
let θℓ̂ = λℓ[1] = ζ ℓ̂[1]/σ

2 be the one-dimensional focus parameter with parameter

space Θ. Denote the sufficient statistic for θℓ̂ by w = wℓ̂[1] = Xℓ̂[, 1]
⊤Ṽ−1ỹ. Let

θ′
ℓ̂
be the pseudo-true parameter value of θℓ̂. Denote the vector of nuisance param-

eters by ϕℓ̂ = λℓ̂[−1] and let w̃ℓ̂ = wℓ̂[−1] be the corresponding vector of sufficient
statistics. Let w̃M\Mℓ̂

be the vector of sufficient statistics for the natural parameters

λℓ, ℓ = 1, . . . , L, ℓ ̸= ℓ̂, of all non-selected models in M. Let w̃M = (w̃ℓ̂, w̃M\Mℓ̂
),

where duplicate items and w are removed. Denote the observed values of w and w̃M
by wobs and w̃M,obs, respectively. Let Pℓ̂ denote the probability measure under the
selected model. Then,

CT |ℓ̂(θℓ̂, ỹ) = Pℓ̂(w > wobs|w̃M = w̃M,obs, ỹ ∈ Aℓ̂)

is the uniformly most powerful post selection confidence distribution for θ′
ℓ̂
.

Remark 2. Proposition 1 is valid for AR processes of order 2 and higher as well.
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Because we condition on the sufficient statistic of −1/(2σ2), CT |ℓ̂(θℓ̂, ỹ) only contains

information about ζ ℓ̂[1] (cf. Garcia-Angulo and Claeskens, 2023).

In practice, reliable information about σ2 and Ṽ is not always available. There-
fore, in Proposition 2, we focus on the case that σ2 and Ṽ are unknown.

Proposition 2. Let Mℓ̂ ∈ M be the selected model with covariates Xℓ̂. We as-
sume that the models in M and the selection criterion fulfill Assumptions 4 and
5. Without loss of generality, let θℓ̂ = λℓ[1] = ζ ℓ̂[1]/σ

2 be the one-dimensional
focus parameter with parameter space Θ. Denote the sufficient statistic for θℓ̂ by
w = wℓ̂[1] = Xℓ̂[, 1]

⊤ỹ. Let θ′
ℓ̂
be the pseudo-true parameter value of θℓ̂. De-

note the vector of nuisance parameters by ϕℓ̂ = λℓ[−1] and let w̃ℓ̂ = wℓ[−1] be
the corresponding vector of sufficient statistics. Let w̃M\Mℓ̂

be the vector of suf-

ficient statistics for the natural parameters λℓ, ℓ = 1, . . . , L, ℓ ̸= ℓ̂, of all non-
selected models in M. Let w̃M = (w̃ℓ̂, w̃M\Mℓ̂

), where the sufficient statistics for
θℓ̂, θℓ̂ρ/(ρ

2 − 1) and −θℓ̂ρ
2/(ρ2 − 1), as well as duplicate items are removed. Let

w̄ℓ̂ = (IT − Xℓ̂(X
⊤
ℓ̂
Xℓ̂)

−1X⊤
ℓ̂
)ỹ. Denote the observed values of w, w̃M and w̄ℓ̂ by

wobs, w̃M,obs and w̄ℓ̂,obs, respectively. Let Pℓ̂ denote the probability measure under the
selected model. Then,

CT |ℓ̂(θℓ̂, ỹ) = Pℓ̂(w > wobs|w̃M = w̃M,obs, w̄ = w̄ℓ̂,obs, ỹ ∈ Aℓ̂)

is the uniformly optimal post selection confidence distribution for θ′
ℓ̂
.

The post selection confidence distribution of a focus parameter is used to obtain
the respective post selection variance. The post selection variance of focus parameter
θℓ̂ is defined in the following.

Definition 1. Without loss of generality, let θℓ̂ = ζ ℓ̂[1]/σ
2 be the one dimensional

focus parameter in a selected model Mℓ̂. The post selection variance σ2
θℓ̂
is given by

σ2
θℓ̂
=

∫ ∞

−∞
θ2
ℓ̂

∂

∂θℓ̂
CT |ℓ̂(θℓ̂, ỹ)dθℓ̂ −

(∫ ∞

−∞
θℓ̂

∂

∂θℓ̂
CT |ℓ̂(θℓ̂, ỹ)dθℓ̂

)2

,

where CT |ℓ̂(θℓ̂, ỹ) can be deduced from Proposition 1 (if σ2 and Ṽ are known) or from

Proposition 2 (if σ2 and Ṽ are unknown).

If it is not possible to explicitly obtain the post selection confidence distribution, and
hence the post selection variance, we can approximate it. We describe a numerical
approximation approach in Appendix B.2.

Next, we discuss the utilization of the post selection variance in the investigation
of changes in the HRs.
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4.2. Subject level analysis

We derive the procedure for undefined change point locations under Assumptions
1-3 in Section 3. The post selection confidence distribution- and hence the post
selection variance- is obtained for a one-dimensional focus parameter. Therefore,
we model the HRs in such a way that regression coefficients correspond directly
to changes in the shape parameter of interest. Any HRF model that meets this
requirement can be used. In this work, we are interested in changes in the peak
magnitude and utilize the canonical HRF. In contrast to the previous sections, we do
not assume that the BOLD signal has indeed a linear structure. The working model of
the BOLD signal with changes at the (unknown) time points Ψij = {ψij1, . . . ,ψijK}
is given by

yij =
K∑
k=1

Ck∑
ck=0

zijkckβijkck + Z̃ijδij + ϵij, (6)

zijkck = HRF ⊗ uik(ψijk[ck]:T ).

Because the canonical HRF only has one basis function, zijkck ∈ RT .
To estimate the change point locations Ψij, we first choose reasonable combina-

tions of change point locations for each condition. The change point locations are re-
stricted to the respective condition onset time points. Denote by Sij the set of all con-
sidered combinations of change point locations. Let Sij = {sij1, . . . , sijK} ⊂ Sij de-
note an arbitrary subset of possible change point locations, with sijk = {sijk1, . . . , sijkCk

}
denoting the considered change point locations for condition k. We denote by MSij

the model specified by Eq. (6) with change point locations Sij. The set of all consid-
ered models is denoted by MSij

. We select model MŜij
if the observed BOLD signal

yobs,ij lies within the selection region AŜij
. The selection region is obtained as

AŜij
= {yobs,ij ∈ RT : L(Ŝij;yobs,ij) > L(Sij;yobs,ij), for all Sij ∈ Sij \ Ŝij},

where L(Sij;yobs,ij) denotes the likelihood under model MSij
.

After selecting model MŜij
, we obtain the post selection variance σ2

βŜij ,ijkck

, de-

fined in Definition 1, for βŜij ,ijkck
, ck > 0. Furthermore, point estimates β̂Ŝij ,ijkck

are computed. These point estimates may correspond to the median post selection
confidence estimate, the mean of the post selection confidence distribution (Garcia-
Angulo and Claeskens, 2023), or the ordinary least squares estimate.

4.3. Group level analysis

Let γ̂jkck = (β̂Ŝ1j ,1jkck
, . . . , β̂Ŝnj ,njkck

)⊤ and γ̂jkck = ηjkck1n + ξjkck as given in

Eq. (2). The covariance matrix of ξjkck is given by Σjkck = σ2
Bjkck

In +ΣWjkck
, with

13



ΣWjkck
= diag(σ2

βŜ1j ,1jkck

, . . . , σ2
βŜ1j ,njkck

). The null hypothesis of no change in the

peak magnitude, Hjkck : ηjkck = 0, ck > 0, is tested for each ROI, each condition,
and each change point. As in Section 3, the resulting multiple testing problem has
a hierarchical structure. Appropriate multiple testing procedures can once again be
used to determine a set of null hypotheses to reject. A summary of the full approach
is given in Procedure 2.

Procedure 2. Undefined change point locations
Input For each subject i = 1, . . . , n, ROI j = 1, . . . , J and condition k = 1, . . . , K:

- Pre-processed BOLD signal yobs,ij
- Condition onset time series uik
- Number of change points Ck

Subject level
For each subject i and each ROI j:

1. Set Ψ̂ij = argmaxSij⊂Sij
L(Sij;yobs,ij).

2. For each k = 1, . . . , K and ck = 1, . . . , Ck:

(i) Compute CT |Ŝij
(βŜij ,ijkck

,yobs,ij).

(ii) Compute σ̂2
βŜij ,ijkck

.

(iii) Compute β̂Ŝij ,ijkck
.

Group level
For each ROI j, each condition k and each ck = 1, . . . , Ck:

1. Estimate ηjkck and Σjkck .

2. Compute the p-value corresponding to the null hypothesis Hjkck : ηjkck = 0.

Determine a set of null hypotheses to be rejected.
Output
Set of change points per condition and ROI at which the peak magnitude of the HR
changes significantly

Remark 3. Once again, the procedure can be applied to the BOLD signal at the
voxel level. ROIs can be determined as explained in Section 2. Once again, we
require one null hypothesis per voxel. This null hypothesis may be an elementary
null hypothesis or one of its ancestors.
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5. Simulation studies

We have evaluated the proposed procedures in two simulation studies. We focus
on the power of the procedures in different scenarios. We consider a procedure to be
powerful when the expected number of discoveries is large, while the number of false
discoveries V is controlled. When information about the change point locations is
available, we do not only investigate the power of the proposed procedure, but also
its robustness against misspecification of the change point locations. All simulation
results have been based on B = 1000 Monte Carlo repetitions.

5.1. Pre-specified change point locations

We have simulated an event-related fMRI experiment with n = 30 hypothetical
subjects. The simulated BOLD signal for one ROI has had a length of T = 500, with
a simulated scanning repetition time TR = 2 seconds. For the simulated experiment,
we are only interested in one ROI. The simulated experimental design has included
K = 2 conditions with 60 presented stimuli per condition and itis observation time
points between the stimuli onsets. We have simulated one rapid change in the HR to
each condition. The change point locations have differed between the n hypothetical
subjects. The 120 trial onset times have been randomly sampled from the observation
time points 1, . . . , T , under the restriction that itis ∈ {3, 4, 5}. For each hypothetical
subject, the change point locations have been randomly drawn from the respective
condition onset times, with the restriction that each stationary segment included at
least 15 onsets.

We have convoluted the stationary, segment-specific condition onset time series
with the HRF to compute the rudimentary HR as in Eq. (3). The HRF has been
modeled using the FLOBS basis set with G = 3 basis functions as given in FSL
(Jenkinson et al., 2012). The regression coefficients corresponding to the HRs before
the change point have been set to βbc,i = (3.2,−6.4, 3.2)⊤, i = 1, . . . , n, for both
conditions. These values have been chosen so that the HRs before the change point
had a similar shape to the canonical HR with a peak magnitude of roughly one. The
HRs after the change points have been set to beHRac,i = ((βbc[1]+ei)/βbc[1])·HRbc,i,
such that βac,i[1] = βbc[1]+ ei. The subject specific effect sizes ei have been sampled
from the normal distribution, i.e., ei ∼ N (ē, 1), independently for each i = 1, . . . , n.
We have set the group effect size ē ∈ {−1,−0.5, 0, 0.5, 1, 1.5, 2, 2.5}. The group effect
size ē has differed between the conditions.

The subject specific noise has been chosen to be white noise, such that ϵi[t] ∼
N (0, σ2

ϵi
) independently for each t = 1, . . . , T . We have set σ2

ϵi
= ȳclean,i/SNR

(Welvaert et al., 2011), with SNR ∈ {1, 2}. We denote by ȳclean,i the average signal
of the simulated BOLD time series before adding the noise.
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For the analysis of the simulated data, the change point locations have been as-
sumed to be known. We differentiate between two scenarios. In the first scenario,
the given change point locations have been correctly specified. In the second sce-
nario, some change point locations have been misspecified. The deviation from the
true change point has been measured in condition onsets and has been randomly
sampled from Unif [−5, 5], independently for each subject. In both scenarios we
have applied Procedure 1 to investigate changes in seven shape parameters, namely
the peak magnitude (PM), nadir amplitude (NA), area under the curve (AUC),
full width at half maximum (FWHM), full width at half nadir (FWHN), time to
peak (TTP ) and time peak to nadir (TPN), see Figure 1. We have estimated the
within subject variances of the shape parameters using numerical approximations
as described in Appendix B.1. At the group level, we have employed the restricted
maximum likelihood (REML) approach to estimate both the regression coefficients,

η
[q]
kck

,q = 1, . . . , 7, as well as the between subject variance. We have been interested

in the null hypotheses H
[q]
k : η

[q]
k2 = η

[q]
k1 for both conditions and all considered shape

parameters. Only PM , NA and AUC have exhibited rapid changes. Therefore, if
ē ̸= 0, the null hypotheses of no change in PM , NA and AUC have been false,
whereas the null hypotheses corresponding to no change in FWHM , FWHN , TTP
and TPN have been true in all considered scenarios. To test the null hypothesis
H

[q]
k , we have computed two different test statistics; the Wald test statistic (TWald)

and the test statistic based on a variance estimate by Knapp and Hartung (2003)
(TKH),

T
[q]
KH =

η̂
[q]
k2 − η̂

[q]
k1√

SR ·
(
1⊤
n Σ̂k1n

)−1
, T

[q]
Wald =

η̂
[q]
k2 − η̂

[q]
k1√(

1⊤
n Σ̂k1n

)−1
, (7)

where 1⊤
n Σ̂k1n refers to the estimated variance of η̂

[q]
k2 − η̂

[q]
k1. Furthermore, SR =

(γ̂k2 − γ̂k1)
⊤pk(γ̂k2 − γ̂k1)/(n − 1) and pk = Σ̂

−1

k − Σ̂
−1

k 1n

(
1⊤
n Σ̂k1n

)−1

1⊤
n Σ̂

−1

k .

Both test statistics follow the t-distribution with n− 1 degrees of freedom under the
null. For more information about the test statistics, see Chen et al. (2012).

To determine a set of null hypotheses to reject., we have applied the procedure
by Bogomolov et al. (2021) aiming to control the sFDR at level α = 0.05. Note that
the hierarchical structure of the null hypotheses had two levels: the two conditions
at the first level and the seven shape parameters at the second level.

The observed number of rejections and the observed FDP in iteration b are de-
noted by Robs,b and FDPobs,b, respectively. The power of the proposed procedure

has been approximated using the rejection rates,
∑B

b=1 Robs,b/B. The FDR has
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been approximated by
∑B

b=1 FDPobs,b/B.
We first present the simulation results regarding the power of the proposed pro-

cedure. Figure 3 displays the rejection rates of the null hypotheses of no change for
the different shape parameters under consideration for varying group effect sizes ē
and for different SNR. The power of the proposed procedure has increased when the
absolute value of ē increased. Furthermore, the power of the procedure has increased
when the SNR increased. We have observed similar results when using either TKH
or TWald, and for correctly and incorrectly specified change point locations. In our
simulations, the proposed procedure has been more conservative when using TWald

compared to using TKH . When we specified the change point locations incorrectly,
the procedure has been slightly less powerful compared to the scenario of correct
specification. We have observed no rejection of a true null hypotheses when the
change point locations were correctly specified, TWald was utilized, and ē ̸= 0. Using
TKH , the number of false discoveries,

∑B
b=1 Vobs,b, has increased when the absolute

value of the group effect size, |ē|, increased. For small SNR the number of false
discoveries has been greater than for large SNR. The number of the false discoveries
has been greater when the change point locations were incorrectly specified compared
to the case of correct specification.

Next, we investigate FDR control. Table 1 displays the average observed FDP
for each simulated scenario. Under correct specification of the change point locations,
the average observed FDP has been less than α = 0.05 for almost all scenarios and
both test statistics. The only exception has occured when utilizing TKH in the
scenario of large SNR and large group effect sizes (ē1 = 2, ē2 = 2.5). In this case,
the average FDP has been only slightly greater than α = 0.05. For the scenario of
misspecified change point locations, the average observed FDP has been less than
α when TWald was utilized. This has not been the case for TKH , where it has been
notably greater than α for large group effect sizes.

These results indicate that TKH should only be utilized when the available infor-
mation about the change point locations is reliable. Otherwise, one should use TWald

to ensure FDR control.

5.2. Undefined change point locations

In this simulation study, we investigate the power of the proposed procedure for
undefined change point locations for different effect sizes. Numerically approximating
the post selection variance is very time-intensive. Therefore, we have generated
BOLD signals for N = 500 hypothetical subjects for each setting. Then, for each of
the B = 1000 repetitions, we have randomly sampled n = 30 hypothetical subjects
without replacement from the N hypothetical subjects for the group level analysis.
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Figure 3: Rejection rates for the null hypotheses of no change for the shape parameters of interest
for pre-specified change point locations. The tests have been based on the test statistic inspired
by Knapp and Hartung (2003) (upper) and the Wald test statistic (lower) for varying group effect

sizes ē and different signal-to-noise ratios (SNR) under correct specification (|ψ̂ − ψ| = 0) and

misspecification (|ψ̂ − ψ| ≤ 5) of the change point location. The rejection rates correspond to the
average number of rejected null hypotheses over all repetitions. The null hypotheses of no change
in the shape parameters full width at half maximum (FWHM), full width at half nadir (FWHN),
time to peak (TTP ) and time peak to nadir (TPN) (pink lines) are true. For ē ̸= 0, the null
hypotheses corresponding to no changes in the peak magnitude (PM), nadir amplitude (NA) and
area under the curve (AUC) (blue lines) are false. Results are based on B = 1000 repetitions.
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Average FDP

Group effect size correct Ψ misspecified Ψ
SNR ē1 ē2 KH Wald KH Wald

1 -1 -0.5 0.0211 0.0000 0.0440 0.0002
1 0 0.5 0.0249 0.0037 0.0312 0.0025
1 1 1.5 0.0233 0.0000 0.0590 0.0003
1 2 2.5 0.0534 0.0000 0.1375 0.0035
2 -1 -0.5 0.0124 0.0000 0.0446 0.0019
2 0 0.5 0.0210 0.0047 0.0173 0.0048
2 1 1.5 0.0177 0.0000 0.0751 0.0065
2 2 2.5 0.0261 0.0003 0.1692 0.0406

Table 1: Average observed false discovery proportion (FDP =
∑B

b=1 FDPb/B) at the shape pa-
rameter level for varying signal to noise ratios (SNR) and group effect sizes (ēk) under correct
specification and misspecification of the change point locations. The test statistic based on Knapp
and Hartung (2003) (KH) and the Wald test statistic have been utilized to compute p-values.
Changes in the HRs to two conditions with different effect sizes were tested at once. We have
aimed to control the FDR at level α = 0.05. Bold values correspond to FDP > α. Results are
based on B = 1000 repetitions.

Therefore, the power of the procedure is approximated by the expected number of
discoveries, conditional on the N hypothetical subjects.

The simulated BOLD signal for each of the N hypothetical subjects has had a
length of T = 250, with TR = 2 seconds. As above, we have only been interested
in one ROI. In the simulated experiment, 60 stimuli of one condition have been pre-
sented. The experimental design has been the same for all N hypothetical subjects.
The condition onset times have been randomly sampled from the observation time
points in a way that ensured itis observation time point between the onsets, with
itis ∈ {3, 4, 5}. We have simulated one rapid change in the HR.

The change point location has been randomly drawn from the condition onset
times without the first and last 10 condition onsets, independently for each hypo-
thetical subject. The canonical HRF has been convoluted with the condition onset
time series to get the HRs per stationary segment, see Eq. (6) and below. The
regression parameters corresponding to the HR before the rapid change have been
set to βi0 = 1, i = 1, . . . , N . The regression parameters corresponding to the HR
after the rapid change have been computed as βi1 = 1 + ei, with ei ∼ N (η, 0.1),
η ∈ {0, 0.5, 1}. A subject-specific baseline δi has been added to the BOLD signal,
with δi ∼ N (10, 1).
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The noise at the subject level has been drawn from a multivariate normal distri-
bution, i.e., ϵi ∼ NT (0T , σ

2
ϵi
V), where V models an AR(1) process with parameter

ρ = 0.2. The variance of the noise has been chosen in such a way that the BOLD
signal has had a signal to noise ratio of two.

For the analysis of the simulated data, we have considered four possible change
point locations per subject, one of which has been the true change point location. The
other considered change point locations have been random draws from the condition
onset time series without the first and last ten condition onset times. Additionally,
we have ensured that the four considered change points were at least five condition
onsets apart. The subject specific variance σ2

ϵi
V has been regarded to be known. We

have used numerical approximation to compute the post selection variance of the
focus parameter βi1 as described in Appendix B.2. The focus parameter corresponds
to the regression coefficient modeling the change in the HR. For a comparison, we
have also computed the naive estimate of the within-subject variance σ2

β̂i1
, which

does not account for model selection.
In total, four different estimation approaches have been compared: the naive ap-

proach (naive variance and the ordinary least squares (OLS) estimator β̂
[OLS]
i1 ), the

post selection median approach (post selection variance and the median post selec-

tion confidence estimate β̂
[0.5]
i1 , ”posi 05”), the post selection expected value approach

(post selection variance and β̂
[E]
i1 , ”posi E”) and the post selection OLS approach

(post selection variance and the expected value of the post selection confidence dis-

tribution β̂
[OLS]
i1 , ”posi OLS”). At the group level, we have used REML to estimate

both the regression coefficient, η and the between subject variance. The test statis-
tics TKH and TWald, given in Eq. (7), corresponding to the null hypothesis H0 : η = 0
have been computed. The type I error has been controlled at level α = 0.05. Since
we only consider one ROI, one condition, one change point and one shape parameter,
we do not have a multiple testing problem.

When approximating the post selection variance, in roughly 10% of cases the
procedure failed. We comment on that in Appendix B.2. The corresponding BOLD
time series have not been included in the N simulated BOLD time series.

In the left panel of Figure 4, we compare the simulation results regarding the
naive estimate of the within subject variance σ2

β̂i
with the post selection variance.

On average, the post selection variance has been larger than the naive variance
estimates, with larger variation across the subjects. In the right panel of Figure
4, boxplots corresponding to the estimated η based on the four different estimation
approaches at the subject level are displayed. Overall, the estimation approaches
have returned similar results. We have observed that, on average, η̂ based on the
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Figure 4: Comparison of estimation approaches for undefined change point locations. The boxplots
display the variability and the median of σ̂2

β̂
(left) as well as η̂ (right) across all iterations for different

estimators. Estimators for σ̂2
β̂

are the naive estimator and the post selection (posi) estimator.

Regarding η̂, four different combinations of estimators at the subject level are compared: the naive
approach, the post selection mean approach (posi 05), the post selection expected value (posi E)
and the post selection OLS (posi OLS). Results are based on B = 1000 repetitions.

posi E approach has been closest to the true η. The variance of η̂ has been largest
when the median or expected value of the post selection confidence distribution, i.e.,
β̂[0.5] and β̂[E] respectively, were used.

Figure 5 displays the rejection rates based on the test statistics TKH and TWald

for the four different estimation approaches at the subject level. In our simulations,
utilizing TKH has lead to higher rejection rates than TWald. For all estimation ap-
proaches, we have observed rejection rates of less than α = 0.05 when H0 was true.
For smaller group effect sizes (η ≤ 0.5), the posi E approach has been the most
powerful in our simulations. For larger effect sizes (η = 1), the naive approach has
had the highest power.

We emphasize that the simulation results are approximations. Therefore, the
observed differences in the performance of the estimation approaches might have
occured by chance.

6. Application: Category learning experiment

In this section, we make inference on the existence of rapid changes in the shape
of the HRs to a category learning task. Data were collected by Wolff and Brechmann
(2023). During the experiment, subjects partook in a feedback learning task, aiming
to categorize sounds into target vs non-target sounds by pressing one of two buttons,
respectively. After each button press, subjects received positive or negative feed-
back, depending on the correctness of their answer. Each presented sound had five
different features, two of which defined the category rule. In total, 240 sounds were
presented. After an initial learning (IL) phase of 120 trials, the buttons’ assignment,
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Figure 5: Rejection rates of the null hypothesis of no change in the peak magnitude for undefined
change point locations. The tests have been based on the test statistic inspired by Knapp and
Hartung (2003) (upper) and the Wald test statistic (lower) for varying group effect sizes η . Four
different estimation approaches at the subject level are compared: the naive approach (solid line),
the post selection mean approach (posi 05, dotted line), the post selection expected value (posi E,
dot-dashed line) and the post selection OLS (posi OLS, dashed line). The rejection rates correspond
to the average number of rejections across all iterations. Results are based on B = 1000 repetitions.

i.e., target vs. non-target, switched, initiating a relearning (RL) phase. The data
were acquired in 30 minutes 40 seconds with a repetition time of TR = 2 seconds
and a 3-mm isotropic resolution. The sample size was n = 27 subjects. For more
detailed information about the experiment and data acquisition, we refer to Wolff
and Brechmann (2023).

Pre-processig of the fMRI data has been done using ”fmriPrep” (http://github.
com/poldracklab/fmriprep) and has included slice-time and head-motion correc-
tion, spatio-temporal filtering, high-pass filtering (discrete cosine filter with 128s
cut-off), temporal and anatomical component based noise correction (Behzadi et al.,
2007) as well as registration to MNI space. Additionally, we have carried out spa-
tial smoothing as described in Polzehl and Tabelow (2019), Chapter 4.1.9, with a
Gaussian filter of 4 mm full width at half maximum.

Fourteen spherical ROIs and the corresponding average BOLD signals have been
considered. An overview of the ROIs is given in Table 2. The center of the coor-
dinates have been taken from Wolff and Brechmann (2023) and have been trans-
formed into MNI coordinates using the web-tool provided by BioImage Suite at
https://bioimagesuiteweb.github.io/webapp/index.html. The radius has been
fixed at 6 mm, such that each region contains 31 voxels. A visualization of the loca-
tion of the ROI is given in Appendix C.

We have investigated rapid changes in the HRs to the negative and positive feed-
back conditions. One change point location has been defined between the IL and
the RL phase, corresponding to the first trial of the RL phase. For the HR to posi-
tive feedback, we have additionally considered one rapid change during each learning
phase, accounting for differences before and after the subjects have potentially dis-
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Name Location
x y z

Dorsal Posterior Cingulate Cortex (DPCC) 0 -35 30
Posterior Medial Prefrontal Cortex (PMPC) 0 26 40
Dorsolateral Prefrontal Cortex (DPC) L -44 13 27

R 44 13 27
Orbitofrontal Cortex (OC) L -34 50 15

R 34 50 15
Superior Temporal Cortex (STC) L -58 -22 -4

R 58 -22 -4
Anterior Insula (AI) L -34 22 -7

R 34 22 -7
Caudate Nucleus (CN) L -10 5 9

R 10 5 9
Dorsomedial Thalamus (DT) L -8 -11 9

R 8 -11 9

Table 2: Description of the spherical regions of interest. Given is the name of the anatomical region
in which the region of interest lies and the location of the center in MNI space. The radius for each
region is set to 6 mm.

covered the category rule.
This is motivated by Smith and Ell (2015), who discuss the issue of modeling

rapid changes in the performance of humans during rule-based category learning.
Such transitions in learning can be revealed by the backward learning curve (Hayes,
1953). To affirm rapid changes in the performance of the subjects in the present
experiment, we have constructed such backward learning curves for each half of the
experiment. Based on the subject-specific performance, a block of trials has been
defined at which a predefined learning criterion is fulfilled for the first time. As
learning criterion we have defined twelve consecutive positive feedback trials, which
must include at least three correctly specified target tones (c.f. Lommerzheim et al.,
2023). Furthermore, to later ensure reliable estimation of the shape parameters, we
have required at least nine positive feedback trials before fulfillment of the learning
criterion. In other words, the learning criterion is considered to be fulfilled if a
positive feedback trial is the first of twelve consecutive positive feedback trials and
is additionally preceded by at least nine positive feedback trials, which do not need
to be consecutive. The backward learning curves have been constructed by splitting
the answering sequence of each subject into blocks of five. The blocks have been
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numbered consecutively. The block containing the first trial at which the learning
criterion is fulfilled has been defined as block zero. After aligning the blocks of all
subjects, the average proportion of correct answers for each block has been computed.
Subsequently, we have fixed the change point location as the trial at which the above
learning criterion is fulfilled for the first time, respectively for each subject and each
learning phase.

We have applied Procedure 1 to make inference on the existence and nature of
the rapid changes in the HRs to negative and positive feedback. In total, four rapid
changes have been investigated, one in the HR to negative feedback and three in
the HR to positive feedback. We have modeled the HRF using the FLOBS basis
set with the standard parameters defined in FSL (Woolrich et al., 2004; Jenkinson
et al., 2012). The serial correlation of the residuals has been assumed to follow an
AR(1)-process. Pre-whitening has been carried out as described in Mumford and
Nichols (2006). The shapes of the (estimated) HRs have been described by the seven
shape parameters PM , NA, TTP , TPN , FWHM , FWHN and AUC, see Figure 1.
The variances of the shape parameters at the subject level have been approximated
as explained in Appendix B.1. At the group level, we have used the test statistic
TKH as given in Eq. (7) to compute the p-values corresponding to the tested null
hypotheses.

Because we consider several change points in the HR to positive feedback, we can-
not assume that the null hypotheses at the condition level are independent. Thus,
we have applied the procedure by Goeman and Finos (2012) to control the FWER
at level α = 0.05.

The backward learning curves of the IL and the RL phase are displayed in Figure
6. They indicate a rapid change in performance and thus support the assumption of
rapid changes in the HR due to category learning.

Table 3 displays the p-values corresponding to the null hypotheses of no change
in the HR at the ROI level and at the condition level, respectively. Note that the
hierarchical structure of the hypotheses is similar to that displayed in Figure 2. Our
procedure identifies significant changes in six different ROI, namely the right DT,
the DPCC, the right OC, the left and right AI as well as the PMPC. For the DPCC,
the changes could not be attributed to a specific condition. That is, though we do
find that the HR in the DPCC changes rapidly over time, our method is not able
to specify for which condition, change point or shape parameter the HR changes
rapidly.

Table 4 displays the p-values corresponding to the rejected elementary null hy-
potheses. The HR to negative feedback differs in the right DT. Specifically, the shape
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Figure 6: Backward learning curve, i.e., the average proportion of positive feedback trials per block
across all n = 27 subjects. The data per subject are aligned such that the learning criterion is
fulfilled during block zero.

parameter TTP differed significantly between the IL and RL phase, with longer TTP
in the RL phase. The corresponding estimated HR to negative feedback for the two
learning phases is displayed in the upper half of Figure 7. Regarding the HR to
positive feedback, we find significant changes between the IL and RL phase, as well
as changes within the RL phase in the the right OC, the left and right AI and the
PMPC. Between the learning phases and in the RL phase, the HR to positive feed-
back differs in up to four shape parameters, depending on the ROI. Namely, between
the learning phases and in the right AI, we find significant changes in the shape
parameters PM , TTP , TPN and FWHM . In the RL phase, the HR to positive
feedback exhibits rapid changes in the PM , TPN , FWHM and FWHN in the
PMPC. The lower two rows in Figure 7 illustrate the location of the right AI as well
as the respective estimated HRs to positive feedback in the stationary segments in
which the HR differ significantly. A table displaying the p-values corresponding to
all elementary null hypotheses whose parent null hypotheses have been rejected is
deferred to Appendix C.

The results indicate that, at least in the RL phase, the information carried in
the positive feedback is processed differently in some ROI depending on whether the
category rule has been learned or not. Whereas information during the IL phase is
processed similarly before and after learning, the switch in the category rule initiating
the RL phase appears to influence the processing of positive feedback as well.

7. Discussion

We have presented two novel procedures to make inference on the existence of
rapid changes in the shapes of the HRs at the group level for event-related fMRI
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Null hypothesis

ROI Feedback p-value critical value

CN L - HCN L 0.02397 α/14
CN R - HCN R 02147 α/14
DPC L - HDPC L 0.00741 α/14
DPC R - HDPC R 0.00412 α/14
DT L - HDT L 0.02689 α/14
DT R - HDT R 0.00059 α/14

negative HDT R,neg 0.00029 α/(14 · 4)
positive HDT R,pos 0.02188 3α/(14 · 4)

DPCC - HDPCC 0.00254 α/14
negative HDPCC,neg 0.00127 α/(14 · 4)
positive HDPCC,pos 0.00294 3α/(14 · 4)

OC L - HOC L 01416 α/14
OC R - HOC R 0.00061 α/14

negative HOC R,neg 0.00421 α/(14 · 4)
positive HOC R,pos 0.0.00031 3α/(14 · 4)

AI L - HAI L 0.00012 α/14
negative HAI L,neg 0.00271 α/(14 · 4)
positive HAI L,pos 0.00006 3α/(14 · 4)

AI R - HAI R 0.00001 α/14
negative HAI R,neg 0.00166 α/(14 · 4)
positive HAI R,pos 0.00000 3α/(14 · 4)

PMPC - HPMPC 0.00008 α/14
negative HPMPC,neg 0.18534 α/(14 · 4)
positive HPMPC,pos 0.00004 3α/(14 · 4)

STG L - HSTG L 0.01685 α/14
STG R - HSTG R 0.02307 α/14

Table 3: The p-values corresponding to the null hypotheses of no change in the hemodynamic
response at the region level and at the condition level. The location of the regions of interest (ROI)
are specified in Table 2. Critical values have been computed based on the inheritance procedure
(Goeman and Finos, 2012), with α = 0.05. The p-values corresponding to the displayed hypotheses
are computed based on the p-values of their respective children hypotheses, following Dickhaus
(2014), Chapter 11.2.2. Results are based on the data from n = 27 subjects.
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Figure 7: (Upper two figures) Location of the right and left dorsomedial thalamus (DT) and the
average estimated hemodynamic response (HR) across all n = 27 subjects to the negative feedback
condition in the right DT and in the stationary segments.
(Lower two figures) Location of the right and left anterior insula (AI) and the average estimated HR
across all n = 27 subjects to the positive feedback condition in the right AI and in the stationary
segments. Only stationary segments with significant changes in the HRs are compared.
The HRs at every 2 seconds are illustrated. The boxplots display the variation across the subjects.
For negative feedback, the HRs in the initial learning (solid blue line) and relearning (dashed green
line) phase are displayed. For positive feedback, the displayed stationary segments correspond to
the initial learning phase after rule discovery (IL 2, dotted blue line), relearning phase before rule
discovery (RL 1, dashed dark green line) and relearning after rule discovery (RL 2, dot-dashed
green line). Only HRs with significant differences are compared.
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ROI Feedback Change Point Shape Parameter
DT R negative IL- RL TTP
OC R positive IL-RL PM TPN FWHM

RL PM FWHN
AI L IL-RL TTP

RL PM
AI R positive IL- RL PM TTP TPN FWHM

RL PM
PMPC positive IL- RL PM TPN

RL PM TPN FWHM FWHN

Table 4: Overview of the rejected elementary null hypotheses (p ≤ 0.05/(56 · 4)). The location
of the regions of interest (ROI) are specified in Table 2. The change point ”IL- RL” indicates
the differences between the initial learning and relearning phase and ”RL” indicates the change
within the relearning phase. Results are based on the data from n = 27 subjects. (PM=peak
magnitude,TTP=time to peak, TPN= time peak to nadir, FWHM full width at half maximum,
FWHN= full width at half nadir)

experiments. Rapid changes are modeled by splitting the corresponding condition
onset time series at certain change point locations. In contrast to existing methods,
we allow the change point locations to be condition specific, ROI specific and subject
specific. The first procedure can be applied when reliable information about the
change point locations is available. In this case, the HRs are estimated separately
for each stationary segment and condition. This allows for a comparison of multiple
shape parameters of the HRs at each change point across all subjects. The second
procedure does not require any knowledge about the change point locations. We
propose using model selection approaches to determine the change point locations.
To account for the model selection bias, we utilize the post selection variance. At
the group level, inference is made on the changes in one shape parameter of the HRs.
This shape parameter can be chosen by the practitioner under the prerequisite that
changes in the shape parameter are modeled by regression coefficients in the GLM
of the BOLD signal.

Through simulations, we have demonstrated that the proposed procedure for pre-
specified change point locations is powerful in detecting rapid changes for medium
to large group level effect sizes. For large SNR and large group level effect sizes, the
proposed procedure utilizing TKH might not control the FDR. Since we approximate
the FDR through simulations, this might be due to the approximation error. When
the change point locations are misspecified, the power of our procedure is reduced. In
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this case, the FDR is controlled when utilizing TWald. This emphasizes the need for
reliable information about the change point locations. The power of the procedure
for undefined change point locations has been overall low in our simulations.

We have applied the proposed procedure for pre-specified change point locations
to fMRI data of a category learning experiment, collected by Wolff and Brechmann
(2023). In addition to change point locations due to the experimental design, we have
included subject-specific change points corresponding to rule learning. Notably, we
have found evidence for rapid changes in the HRs in the ROI DPCC; the same ROI
which has been identified by Wolff and Brechmann (2023) to exhibit rapid changes in
the HR to negative feedback. While our methodology has not been able to identify
which HR exhibited the rapid change in the DPCC, it has found evidence for rapid
changes in several shape parameters of the HRs to positive feedback in multiple other
ROIs. This expands the results by Wolff and Brechmann (2023). Comparability of
the results presented in this work and the work by Wolff and Brechmann (2023) is
somewhat limited due to different analysis and modeling approaches. Overall, the
case study demonstrates the usefulness of the proposed procedure in providing new
insights into the behavior of the HR during category learning.

The proposed procedures can be applied whenever it is of interest to make in-
ference on the existence of rapid changes in the shape of the HRs at the group
level. Whereas the procedure for undefined change point locations requires less prior
knowledge, the procedure for pre-specified change point locations enables a more
in-depth analysis of the rapid changes. Since the procedure for pre-specified change
point locations is fast to compute and has high power, it can easily be applied at the
voxel level. Therefore, it can be used to determine ROIs in which the HRs display
rapid changes. In contrast, the computational complexity, that is, the number of
operations and thus the computation time, of the procedure for undefined change
point locations is very large. This is due to the approximation of the post selec-
tion variance, which requires solving multiple optimization problems. Therefore, it
is preferable to apply Procedure 2 at the ROI level instead of at the voxel level.
Practitioners can reduce the computational costs of the post selection variance. For
instance, the set of possible change point combinations should be minimized before
analyzing the data. The computational complexity is further reduced when the vari-
ance at subject level is known a-priori. Thus, when designing an experiment with
unknown change point locations, practitioners could add a time segment that can be
used to estimate the subject-specific variance.

Although our procedures are tailored for event-related fMRI data, the proposed
concept of post selection variance is applicable to other fields as well. Indeed, the
results presented in Section 4.1 can be used whenever post selection inference for
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regression models is of interest, given that the underlying data follow an AR(1)
process. In addition to neuroscience, fields of application include economics, finance,
or climate science.

Reducing the computation time for the post selection variance is subject of sub-
sequent research. Additionally, future work will address the comparison of multi-
ple shape parameters when the change point locations are unknown. This requires
adapting the computation of the post selection confidence distributions. Lastly, a
natural question concerns the functional connectivity of the ROIs in which the HRs
change rapidly. Therefore, combining the modeling of rapid changes in the HR with
functional connectivity analysis, similar to Park et al. (2020), appears desirable.

The R code for the simulation studies is available at https://github.com/

fpreusse/RapidChangesHR. The graphics were generated using ggplot (cf. Wick-
ham, 2016) and FSL (Jenkinson et al., 2012).
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Appendix A. Proofs

Proof of Lemma 1

Eq. (4) refers to the natural parameterization of the density of a multivariate
normal distribution. Since Ṽ models an AR(1) process, Ṽ[s, t] = ρ|s−t|, 0 < ρ < 1
and

Ṽ−1[s, t] =


1− ρ2

ρ2−1
if s = t, t ∈ {1, n}

1− 2 ρ2

ρ2−1
if s = t, t ∈ {2, . . . , T − 1}

ρ
ρ2−1

if |s− t| = 1

0 else.

The expression of f(ỹ|X, ζ, σ, Ṽ) given in Eq. (5) follows.

Proof of Proposition 1

Let ỹpw = Ṽ−1/2ỹ and Xpw

ℓ̂
= Ṽ−1/2Xℓ̂. According to model Mℓ̂, ỹpw ∼

NT (X
pw

ℓ̂
ζ ℓ̂, σ

2IT ), where IT denotes the (T ×T ) identity matrix. Thus, under model
Mℓ̂, ỹ

pw is a vector of stochastically independent random variables. Proposition 1
follows directly from Proposition 1 in Garcia-Angulo and Claeskens (2023).
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Proof of Proposition 2

We follow the proof of Proposition 2 in Garcia-Angulo and Claeskens (2023). Let
M be a given gaussian linear model which specifies E(ỹ|X) = Xζ, with X ∈ RT×p,
ζ ∈ Rp. As seen in Lemma 1, the working density of ỹ under model M represents
an exponential family density with natural parameters

λ =

(
1

σ2

ρ

ρ2 − 1
ζ⊤,− 1

σ2

ρ2

ρ2 − 1
ζ⊤,

1

σ2
ζ⊤,− 1

σ2

ρ

ρ2 − 1
,

1

2σ2

ρ2

ρ2 − 1
,− 1

2σ2

)⊤

Without loss of generality, let θ = ζ[1]/σ2 be the one dimensional focus parameter
and denote by ϕ the vector of nuisance parameters, such that

ϕ =

(
1

σ2

ρ

ρ2 − 1
ζ[−1]⊤,− 1

σ2

ρ2

ρ2 − 1
ζ[−1]⊤,

1

σ2
ζ[−1]⊤,− 1

σ2

ρ

ρ2 − 1
,

1

2σ2

ρ2

ρ2 − 1
,

1

2σ2

)⊤

.

Since σ2Ṽ is unknown and needs to be estimated, we additionally condition the
working density of ỹ on w̄ = w̄obs (Garcia-Angulo and Claeskens, 2023).

Under model M ,

1

σ2
ỹ⊤(IT −X(X⊤X)−1X⊤)µ =

1

σ2
(ỹ⊤Xζ − ỹ⊤X(X⊤X)−1X⊤Xζ) = 0.

Therefore, the working density of ỹ given in Eq. (5) can be expressed by

f(ỹ|X, ζ, σ, Ṽ) = exp
{ 1

σ2

ρ

ρ2 − 1
ζ⊤[(G̃X)⊤Gỹ + (GX)⊤G̃ỹ]

− 1

σ2

ρ2

ρ2 − 1
ζ⊤[2X⊤ỹ − (ḠX)⊤Ḡỹ] +

1

σ2
ζ⊤X⊤ỹ

− 1

σ2

ρ

ρ2 − 1
(G̃ỹ)⊤Gỹ

+
1

2σ2

ρ2

ρ2 − 1
[2ỹ⊤ỹ − (Ḡỹ)⊤Ḡỹ]− 1

2σ2
ỹ⊤ỹ

+
1

σ2
ỹ⊤(IT −X(X⊤X)−1X⊤)µ

− κ(X, ζ, σ2, Ṽ)
}
.

This working density is still part of the exponential family. The vector of natural
parameters λ given above is extended by the vector τ = µ/σ2. Thus, we can express
the natural parameters by λ = (θ, θρ/(ρ2 − 1),−θρ2/(ρ2 − 1),ϕ, τ )⊤. The sufficient
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statistics for τ are given by w̄ = (IT −X(X⊤X)−1X⊤)ỹ.

Denote by w′ = (w, w̃⊤, w̄⊤)⊤ the vector of sufficient statistics for (θ,ϕ⊤, τ⊤)⊤.
By Lemma 2.7.2 in Lehmann and Romano (2005), the joint distribution of w′ has
density

fw,w̃,w̄(w
′) = h′(w′) exp{

1+3p+T∑
i=1

w′[i]− κ(λ)}

with some function h′(w′) and κ(λ) = κ(X, ζ, σ2, Ṽ) as in Lemma 1. Similarly,
denote by w′′ = (w̃⊤, w̄⊤)⊤ the vector of sufficient statistics for (ϕ⊤, τ⊤)⊤. The
joint distribution of w′′ is in the exponential family with density

fw̃,w̄(w
′′) = h′′(w′′) exp{

3p+T∑
i=1

w′′[i]− κ(λ)}

Hence, w conditioned on w′′ has density

fw|w̃,w̄(w) =
fw,w̃,w̄(w

′)

fw̃,w̄(w′′)
=

h′(w′)

h′′(w′′)
exp{θw}. (A.1)

Since w̃ and w̄ are sufficient statistics for ϕ and τ , respectively, the density displayed
in Eq. (A.1) only depends on the focus parameter θ.

Now, we consider the case that model Mℓ̂ ∈ M has been selected based on the
data. The form of the working density fw|w̃ℓ̂,w̄ℓ̂

(w) does not change when condi-
tioning on w̃M instead of w̃ℓ̂. After conditioning on the selection event, w|(w̃M =
w̃M,obs, w̄ℓ̂ = w̄ℓ̂,obs, ỹ ∈ Aℓ̂) follows a truncated exponential family distribution. The
truncation limits are defined by the selection procedure. Because the selection re-
gions can be expressed in terms of the sufficient statistics corresponding to the models
in M (see Assumption 5), the domain dom(w|(w̃M = w̃M,obs, w̄ = w̄ℓ̂,obs, ỹ ∈ Aℓ̂))
is fixed after conditioning on w̃M. Let a and b denote the truncation limits deter-
mined by the selection procedure. Denote by Fw|w̃M,w̄ℓ̂

the cumulative distribution
function of w|(w̃M = w̃M,obs, w̄ℓ̂ = w̄ℓ̂,obs). The distribution of w conditional on
(w̃M = w̃M,obs, w̄ℓ̂ = w̄ℓ̂,obs, ỹ ∈ Aℓ̂) has the form

fw|w̃M,w̄ℓ̂,ỹ∈Aℓ̂
(w) =

fw|w̃M,w̄ℓ̂
(w) · I(a ≤ w ≤ b)

Fw|w̃M,w̄ℓ̂
(b)− Fw|w̃M,w̄ℓ̂

(a)
,

where I denotes the indicator function.
To stress the dependency of fw|w̃M,w̄ℓ̂,ỹ∈Aℓ̂

(w) on the focus parameter θ ∈ Θ, we use in
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the following fw|w̃M,w̄ℓ̂,ỹ∈Aℓ̂
(w; θ) and Fw|w̃M,w̄ℓ̂,ỹ∈Aℓ̂

(w; θ) instead of fw|w̃M,w̄ℓ̂,ỹ∈Aℓ̂
(w)

and Fw|w̃M,w̄ℓ̂,ỹ∈Aℓ̂
(w), respectively.

The likelihood ratio LR(θ1, θ2) = fw|w̃M,w̄ℓ̂,ỹ∈Aℓ̂
(w; θ2)/fw|w̃M,w̄ℓ̂,ỹ∈Aℓ̂

(w; θ1), with
θ2 > θ1 ∈ Θ, is given by

LR(θ1, θ2) =
Fw|w̃M,w̄ℓ̂,ỹ∈Aℓ̂

(b; θ1)− Fw|w̃M,w̄ℓ̂,ỹ∈Aℓ̂
(a; θ1)

Fw|w̃M,w̄ℓ̂,ỹ∈Aℓ̂
(b; θ2)− Fw|w̃M,w̄ℓ̂,ỹ∈Aℓ̂

(a; θ2)
exp{(θ2 − θ1)w},

which is everywhere increasing in w. Then, by Theorem 5.10 of Schweder and Hjort
(2016), the confidence distribution CT |ℓ̂(θ, ỹ) = 1 − Fw|w̃M,w̄ℓ̂,ỹ∈Aℓ̂

(w; θ) is uniformly
optimal.

Appendix B. Numerical approximations of the within subject variance

Appendix B.1. Pre-specified change point locations

The following procedure describes an numerical approximation approach for the
subject-level variance σ2

γ̂ijk
. The change point locations are considered to be known.

Let γ̂ijk be the estimate of any shape parameter describing the HR.

1. Compute Σ̂β̂ijk
, the estimated variance-covariance matrix of the regression co-

efficients given in Eq. (1).

2. Generate the vector β∗
ijk ∈ RG through random sampling from the multivariate

normal distribution NG(β̂ijk, Σ̂β̂ijk
).

3. Compute γ∗
ijk based on hr∗ijk = Bβ∗

ijk.

4. Repeat steps. 2.-3. for a large number of iterations.

The empirical variance of the generated shape parameters is an estimate for σ2
γ̂ijk

.

In the simulation study, we have estimated σ2

γ̂
[q]
ijk

with 10.000 iterations.

Appendix B.2. Undefined change point locations

The numerical approximation approach for the post selection variance is based
on the work by Lindqvist and Taraldsen (2005) and has been described in detail
in Garcia-Angulo and Claeskens (2023), Section 5, and Schweder and Hjort (2016),
Chapter 8. The idea is to generate samples under the given constraints.

1. Compute the observed sufficient statistics (wobs, w̃
⊤
M,obs)

⊤ (or (wobs, w̃
⊤
M,obs, w̄

⊤
obs)

⊤

if the variance is unknown).

2. Choose a set E[θ] of possible values for the focus parameter.
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3. For every θe ∈ E[θ]:
(a) Generate samples ỹ∗

d, d = 1, . . . , D, using the density given in Eq. (5).
Note that ỹ∗

d has length T . The design matrix used in this step is Xobs,ℓ̂.
While generating the sample, it needs to be ensured that the constraints
w̃∗

M = w̃M,obs, ỹ
∗
d ∈ Aℓ̂ and, if necessary, w̄

∗ = w̄obs hold. To this end,
optimization algorithms can be used to adapt the values of the nuisance
parameters accordingly. If ỹ∗

d ∈ Aℓ̂ the sufficient statistic for the focus
parameter w∗

d based on ỹ∗
d is computed.

(b) Obtain the post selection confidence distribution at value θe by
ĈT |ℓ̂(θe) =

∑D
d=1 I(w

∗
d > wobs)/D.

4. Denote by θ[1], θ[2], . . . the ordered parameter values θe ∈ E[θ], such that ĈT |ℓ̂(θ[1]) ≤
ĈT |ℓ̂(θ[2]) ≤ . . .. The post selection variance for the focus parameter is approx-
imated by|E[θ]|∑

e=1

θ2[e] · (ĈT |ℓ̂(θ[e])− ĈT |ℓ̂(θ[e−1]))

−

|E[θ]|∑
e=1

θ[e] · (ĈT |ℓ̂(θ[e])− ĈT |ℓ̂(θ[e−1]))

2

,

with ĈT |ℓ̂(θ[0]) = 0.

For some θe, it is infeasible to generate a large number of samples Y ∗
d under which

model Mℓ̂ is selected. This happens when the probability of selecting Mℓ̂ is close to
zero.

Therefore, the set of possible values for the focus parameter should be limited
to reasonable values. Algorithm 1 is a suggestion on how to search for reasonable
bounds for E[θ]. The performance of the algorithm depends on the starting value θ̂[1].
We suggest using θ̂[1] = θ̂[OLS], which worked well in roughly 90% of the simulations.
In the other cases, no reasonable bounds for Eθ could be found and therefore the post
selection confidence distribution could not be computed. Investigations regarding an
algorithm that is robust against different choices of starting values is left for future
research.
In the simulation study, we have approximated the post selection variance using
D = 500 iterations.

We end with a short comment on the computational complexity of approximating
the post selection confidence distribution and thus the post selection variance. The
computational complexity decreases as the effect size η increased. This is due to
conditioning on the model selection in Step 3 (a) above. As η increases, so does
the probability that ỹ∗

d ∈ Aℓ̂. Therefore, generating D samples for which ỹ∗
d ∈ Aℓ̂

requires less iterations when η is large compared to when η is small. For similar
reasons, the computational complexity increases when the SNR decreases.
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Algorithm 1: Algorithm to find reasonable bounds for Eθ

Input : θ̂[1]: starting value for θe;
Nonnegative number a: used to update range of Eθ;
Nonnegative integer D[E]: number of generated samples ỹ∗;
Stopping criterion Stop: stop algorithm if some function g(θ̇, θ̈) = Stop

θ̇0 = θ̂[1] − a, θ̈0 = θ̂[1] + a, E
[θ]
0 = ∅, E[θ]

1 = {θ̇0, . . . , θ̈0};
i = 1;

while g(θ̇, θ̈) ̸= Stop do

θ̇full = min(θe|θe ∈ E
[θ]
i ), θ̈full = max(θe|θe ∈ E

[θ]
i );

for θe ∈ E
[θ]
i \ E[θ]

i−1 do
counter = 0;

for d = 1, . . . , D[E] do
Compute ỹ∗

d;
if ỹ∗

d ∈ Aℓ̂ then counter = counter + 1;

if counter = 0 then E
[θ]
i = E

[θ]
i \ θe;

if E
[θ]
i = E

[θ]
i−1 then break ;

θ̇i = min(θe|θe ∈ E
[θ]
i ), θ̈i = max(θe|θe ∈ E

[θ]
i );

if θ̇i = θ̇full then θ̇i = θ̇i − a ;

if θ̈i = θ̈full then θ̈i = θ̈i + a ;

E
[θ]
i+1 = {θ̇i, . . . , θ̈i};

θ̇ = θi, θ̈ = θ̈i ;

if E
[θ]
i+1 = E

[θ]
i then break;

i = i+ 1;

return θ̇, θ̈
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Appendix C. Application: Additional results

The locations of the regions of interest considered in the case study are displayed
in Figure C.1.

Figure C.1: Location of the regions of interestes within the brain. The region in light blue corre-
sponds to the dorsal posterior cingulate cortex, purple to the posterior medial prefrontal cortex,
orange to the dorsomedial thalamus, yellow to the caudate nucleus, green to the orbitofrontal cor-
tex and red to the anterior insula. The green lines indicate which cross-sections of the brain are
displayed.

In our analysis, we have found evidence for changes in the DPCC, but could not
allocate this change to the HR to either negative or positive feedback. The HRs to
negative and positive feedback in each of the stationary segments in the DPCC are
displayed in Figure C.2.

Table C.1 and C.2 display the p-values corresponding to the null hypotheses of no
change in the HR at the change point level and at shape parameter level, respectively.
Only hypotheses whose parent hypotheses have been rejected are displayed.
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Figure C.2: Location of the dorsal posterior cingulate cortex (upper) and the average estimated
hemodynamic response (HR) across all subjects to negative and positive feedback in the region and
in the stationary segments (lower).
The HRs at every TR = 2 seconds are illustrated. The boxplots display the variation across the
subjects.
For negative feedback, the HRs in the initial learning (IL, solid blue line) and relearning (RL,
dashed green line) phase are displayed. For positive feedback, the stationary segments correspond
to the IL before rule discovery (IL 1, solid dark blue line), IL after rule discovery (IL 2, dotted light
blue line), RL before rule discovery (RL 1, dashed dark green line) and RL after rule discovery (RL
2, dot-dashed light green line). Results are based on the data from n = 27 subjects.
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Null hypothesis

ROI Condition Change point p-value

DT R Neg FB HDT R,1 0.00029
DPCC HDPCC,1 0.00127
OC R HOC R,1 0.00421
AI L HAI L,1 0.00271
AI R HAI R,1 0.00166
PMPC HPMPC,1 0.18534
OC R Pos FB IL HOC R,2,1 0.67445
AI L HAI L,2,1 0.00469
AI R HAI R,2,1 0.32265
PMPC HPMPC,2,1 0.02683
OC R IL-RL HOC R,2,2 0.00010
AI L HAI L,2,2 0.00070
AI R HAI R,2,2 0.00000
PMPC HPMPC,2,2 0.00004
OC R RL HOC R,2,3 0.00022
AI L HAI L,2,3 0.00002
AI R HAI R,2,3 0.00000
PMPC HPMPC,2,3 0.00001

Table C.1: The p-values corresponding to the null hypotheses no change in the hemodynamic
response at the change point level. P-values corresponding to rejected null hypotheses are displayed
in bold. The critical value at the change point level is α/(14 · 4), with α = 0.05. The regions of
interes (ROI) are specified in Table 2. The conditions correspond to negative feedback (Neg FB)
and positive feedback (Pos FB). The change point ”IL- RL” indicates the differences between
the learning phases and ”RL” indicates the change within the relearning phase. The p-values
corresponding to the displayed hypotheses are computed based on the p-values of the respective
children hypotheses, following Dickhaus (2014), Chapter 11.2.2. Results are based on the data from
n = 27 subjects.
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