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Improved Graphical Based Estimators for the Proportion of True
Null Hypothesis

CUI Jiarong LIU Jiamin XU Wangli

(School of Statistics, Renmin University of China, Beijing 100872)

Abstract Estimation for proportion or number of true null hypotheses is an essen-
tial task in multiple hypothesis test. One type of estimating methods is based on
the graphic of the sorted p-values first proposed by Schweder and Spj¢tvoll(1982).
But these methods only utilize the information of a specific cutpoint p-value, existing
methods may lose efficiency when the deviation between null hypothesis and alterna-
tive hypothesis is small. In this paper, we improve estimating methods by taking all
information of p-values on the null hypotheses. Improved methods are more accurate
and efficient than corresponding original methods due to more information can be
used. Compared with the existing methods, the accuracy of the proposed methods is
competitive through numerical study.
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Keywords Multiple hypothesis test, the proportion or number of true null hypothe-
ses, sorted p-values.
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,zmi)T’ u= (/*l'lsll&""

,Nm)T =

mx1ERE, p B me MBI, m—moTHER02. T =1 TR mxmBERMER
4 n=>50,m=11, mo =4, FERBH » MNEBREH

HE XNH p EN p =201-

Ho;j : pj =0,

MFXAMBRBBAE KHER 2 = Vo T, ET; B (T, 252,
B(z;)], O() RHEEDT A RBI MR #H17—

j=1’2"“

,m=11.

(2.1)

axjn) E(J#zk
KE

B, B m=11 MEEKHEFE p % 0.0250, 0.0279, 0.0386, 0.0473, 0.1170, 0.1232, 0.1621,
0.4732, 0.9008, 0.9396, 0.9597. & 1 HBR T HEFF MY p 1.

(a) Schematic plot of estimator 7

BH

(b) Schematic plot of estimator 73"
i

o B ol D7
Ay & Wy S
o 087 5 o 08T
= =
El s
T 06 T 06|
oY ] ;
] °
504 S 204 .4
02 0. et ey
ALy oo - oy 0
L ,.1
oL A Y 0 vf i S "
2 4 6 10 12 0 2 4 6 8 10 12
Rank Rank
(c) Schematic plot of estimators 7§ (d) Schematic plot of estimators 7 5'S
o P L vl
oy "7 oy ™
08 f 0.8
0 ©
E S
Z 06 Z 0. 4
R, R,
B i "
5 04 £ 041
© 02 02 by
Sy g7
o ket vy Yy oK st My | : ’
2 4 6 10 12 0 2 4 6 8 10 12
Rank Rank

B 1 4t mo BEI T
(Figure 1 The graphical methods for estimating mq)

EE 19, RITE R 0,0), (ipy), (m+1,1) FFEN O, 4; f1 M. %%”‘Mﬁﬁiﬁj@ﬁ
Bt (mo = m), p; FTLLEE [0,1] R LS4 Ad kAR B o) BN E@y) = 25
B3 E(p;) M j ZF‘J#E%&%%, EETFEERBERIERINN A, NEEER
OM WHiE. B 1 FHFHE (2), (b), (c), (d) MEREFH 4 WS py WHE ET—D
T, RIVEAHNETE 1 7o T B, WRE M RETHE.
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2.1 REGEI mo HERE

Benjamini A1 Hochbergl®l # i #4577 3%, R E T % F B Ho; HEE, B 1 (a)
ERAMGHES! QHE j M RTTHEK T4 RBE Ho; HEM, BR A4,M B#XE
SY &M% j M KTTR/D. YIK poy BXARESY (=1,2,--- ,m) F—WIR/DEX R
p 1 EF py) BE mo MfiiHEN MEY. Hwang & M6 21 Y HR BN BRA, B 1 (b) HE
%KAM EHER ST MER OA; MHE SP MEELSHE j XTI Y4 ERIE N ERN,
BEUHE ETX—85% BIT8E 4B M50, Hwang % U6 B, YFEMBRE Ho, VE
o, B 1 (c) b ZA; EXHBET n. BEET Z4; BLRE T MR M4C. Qlao % 7]
REEL1A) FEAINEROM WEEEE 4 #HT mo MR A0S, LR 4 #Fk
FHRUEpo) WEBSRIT

ik S YR T HS B

DS = 7759, §=1,2,- ,m;

)M i=1F 8k ME S;_1 <S8, j WEHK, EIRAFE-1HIFJ, HH 57 <51

it M0 WY J RSB

1) 4 k=max{j : py) < A}, A = 05

2)1+gsu-m%’;i§$ﬂ80 2@ §=1,2,-- ,k J XN J =max{j: SY-SP,j=
£k}
ﬁiiJr meC MR J RS K

1) i+ﬁ: éAja .7=1a2’ U

O4; + A M — 0M2)
204, AM )
2) N j =1 I8, IR L4; < ZAj, j BREH X, HIRIE—-IHEE J, #F
LA;> LAj_.
it g™ VIR J HES R
DitHEd, =12, m;

LA; = arccos<

g = = (m+ g
T V1+mr1E
DMNj=1FE MR d;>dj, j RERK, HIARBNE - NEIR I, EHB dy <ds.
X F LR 4 MARFEBRMYAE vy, B mo AT E XA

. . 1 1-p0
- = 2
mo—mm{l-s -| l,m}, Sy -7 (2.2)

2.2 BHNEFEEITEE mo

ERRBH 4 FOTEMAAK (2.2) M mo, BRAAT (L) —TRKEE BN
£ IR poy REBRAEMEBRBEIBHSR, pg) (=7 + 1, ,m) BERKEHREER
RHEW p E, BT RENTULH B AI3 7T LA KA mo.

MRFEBR B Hoy RE, ME p; ~U0,1). AR HEBEFEEREN f(0)=1(0<p<1),
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0, »<0,
Fp)=< p, 0<p<], (2.3)
1, p21l

N FRERBAME A m WEERR NS, 47 FREZ MR8 LM, TR p Ed
RN B ILHY. AN BEHEF p H py),j=m-mo+1,m—-—mo+2,--- ,m BHBEEEFE
¥ filp) T

r3 mg! j—m+mo— m—j
50 = Gom T —Dim i @F T T L = PN £ ()
mo! py—m+mo 1(1 p)m—g
T G—m+me—Dl(m—j)
F(mg + 1)

= FG—mimTm g0’ A=) (2.4)

Bk, 2 m BB R R, MR mo M RBBAK, py) ~ Beta(j—m+mo,m—j+1) (j =
m—mp+1l,m—myg+2,---,m), H_;ﬁ‘

—mtmo _, mtl-j

E(p(;)) = e I e (2.5)
BREAR 25), BRBT 90 = L7 WM
]__
goj = m+1(’)J, j=m-mo+1l,m-mo+2,---,m. (2.6)

&% go WA R Goj gg:mg, El]

Go = 1 f: 1-pG) (2.7)
m+1—J m+1—j' )

MAERAR (2.7) BB E Mo ﬁf]’l@ﬂtz&ﬂ@4ﬁ7’i?§mo , mgP, m§C, mP™S fh filit
4 A 4E miBE, mSP, mgAC, MRS, BRI E XA

Mo = min { [_g%-' - l,m}. (2.8)
XH, [z] RRX < 1 LHUE.

LARBRZ BHEARBLHE, p HEAHEMLERE & TF p BRKFLEIE )
Sty EEgE 2 X BURESH pp) WEXEERRZIHHE Epy). ERMILLYHY
BT, RAITELBBAH G0, ATTBEH 5o SEXME 1y BBE RTHHEEE 2
Mme=m, RSHERERBE 21) P REMFE. hHEERE Z B mxm BEE R
ZRT SHERLMDFEERE 1) ARQ) HXERE IXNARTEN L EHALRTEN
0i; =06l7911<i,j <m. 2) ZXHMEER BIMARTREN L Fli-jl=1, 015 =04,
Fli—jl#1,005 =0 3) EEMNKHEXER MMARTEN L, EHHRTEN 04. 4
m=mo =11, EF KA 10000 K, X 1 H3IHARBHTELEWT go; BWE, BUGERERL
18 o7 = 0.0833 IR HRIE. [ ML, BUHEM mo X b7 BHERERZRER, 3 FREATRH
SRR ARE .
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#1 hrBEE Y TEEBRAT g0 B
(Table 1 Estimation of go; under various dependent patterns X)

ﬂ}ﬁﬁﬁ]ﬂzz j=1 j=2 j=3 j=4 j=5 j=6

AR(1) 4§26  0.0819 0.0821 0.0827 0.0834 0.0844 0.0853

=XHHAEXE 0.0831 0.0834 0.0837 0.0838 0.0841 0.0845
EASERAEE  0.0816 0.0813 0.0817 0.0825 0.0835 0.0849
WHFREEY j=7 j=8 j=9 j=10 j=11

AR(1) #83¢  0.0862 0.0870 0.0883 0.0886 0.0891

=XHAE3E 0.0845 0.0844 0.0845 0.0851 0.0852
EANHRMEE  0.0867 00888 0.0912 0.0935 0.0961

3 HEHR

3.1 WL

X —/N, BRATHF 5 B4 07 B 9T 48 H A6 71 80 A 2. BEBL A o, B0H 84 3T
4 Blie e mBH, ML, mEAC, MIPS, 3 RA M A B F F A A A8E, mP, MEC, mYS.
BARMEEATREREBEREMETNEFTFENMSIT B FiREERE XN RMSE =
(0K, Poamol sy sy m g RMBIKE HEBSATS N 4 B4 BRERR, HEERR,
ESRERRUARBFEERRTRAERHFE.

Bl 1 (BEAEBRHEE) BE X0, X, o BRATEXESHHABME N, 2) K
BEA, XE X, = (21,20, 1 Zma) Ty 1= 1,2, 0, = (1, p2, -+, m) T B mx 1 FEHE,
ZRmxmBEHHTEREE RREFEBEN

HOjZ/LjZO, j:1,2,,m

RFERAE L BE, RR—BH 2 p BRI me WAEN 0, KA m—mo T EN o. th
FEEGERERFHRE 2 =] XRBEEAMIHER, L =D ZRBEFRIHEE X8
ST RAMERE EEDHMNARTERRE L EHARTEN 0 =067 1<4,5<m.

B Em=100,my=75,n=>50, X =IH T, B2BRTEH a fl m¢ REMLITZ
FEXE B8 o B/ RPFREINEFERBEZAZRBD. Y28 o BADWEE CFF
ettt mo WERERE, AEUHEENFETUERMAHTHOERE. NE 2 R UEH, &
HEHAETHEEF R ITERBKSBIELE mo. HE o BEHK, FrA F BRI MM
8 B

£ m = 100, mp = 25,50,75, n = 50,100 T T, MG RN BESE 2 P EHANH
#o R, B, YHERMERERZ ANER o BT KHIHE (0 > 05), AR FERE
mo B — B R B L AE mo. B, RATEE o = 0.15,0.25,0.35, 0.45, BFF 55 A [F 7 i
B mo WM K2 MESBRTHEUFRHER.
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(Figure 2 Estimators for mo under m = 100, n = 50 and mo = 75 with covariance matrix I,
the dashed and solid lines denote the original and proposed estimators respectively)

#£2 BREFRE (m=100,n = 50) F mo Bt

(Table 2 Performance of methods under one sample when m = 100, n = 50)

Emo

a

P

,rfﬁ(I)BH

m(l])ls

’I'?LE)DIS

e

-~

m(I)AC

gD

,;ﬁ{)SD

25

0.15
0.25
0.35
0.45

88(63.06)
61(36.74)
38(14.23)
28(4.97)

74(49.70)
47(23.50)
32(9.12)
26(5.89)

89(63.80)
66(41.98)
45(21.45)
33(9.02)

74(49.77)
49(24.83)
33(9.96)
27(5.17)

98(72.14)
92(65.15)
46(23.90)
30(6.49)

76(51.53)
55(30.49)
34(10.52)
27(5.55)

95(63.03)
43(20.11)
28(6.17)
23(4.34)

75(49.70)
44(21.36)
30(9.66)
26(7.11)

50

0.15
0.25
0.35
0.45

93(42.54)
77(27.52)
61(12.63)
54(5.09)

82(33.56)
65(17.32)
55(8.81)
51(7.42)

93(42.95)
79(29.32)
64(15.37)
56(6.61)

82(33.60)
65(17.35)
55(8.74)
51(7.01)

98(47.41)
96(45.02)
74(26.19)
57(8.78)

83(34.24)
69(20.25)
57(9.74)
51(6.85)

98(45.83)
67(22.98)
54(8.87)
50(6.26)

83(33.99)
64(17.26)
54(10.04)
51(8.37)

75

0.15
0.25
0.35
0.45

97(21.25)
90(15.18)
82(8.15)
77(3.84)

91(16.97)
82(11.54)
77(8.92)
75(8.76)

97(21.30)
90(15.56)
83(8.58)
78(3.98)

91(16.99)
83(11.40)
77(8.75)
75(8.49)

98(22.89)
97(21.98)
93(17.86)
82(8.51)

91(17.20)
83(11.52)
78(8.38)
76(7.98)

98(22.38)
97(20.98)
86(12.41)
79(5.96)

91(17.25)
83(11.49)
78(8.92)
75(8.45)
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gR2 BEARE (m=100,n =50) ¥ mo MMt

(Table 2 Performance of methods under one sample when m = 100,n = 50 (Continued))

b)) mo a 'Fﬁ,g‘H 'l’?léBH ’fﬁ(?ls ﬁl%)DIS ,fﬁgc m(I)AC ,thD ,fﬁ%)SD

25 0.15 89(62.84) 74(50.23) 96(69.28) 86(60.72) 98(72.03) 75(52.08) 92(59.79) 74(49.66)
0.25 60(37.58) 47(24.70) 85(59.73) 68(45.50) 93(63.95) 54(30.75) 42(22.57) 43(22.55)
0.35 37(15.37) 32(10.34) 68(45.07) 50(29.28) 45(27.93) 34(12.32) 28(7.61) 30(10.66)
0.45 28(5.80) 26(6.92) 52(30.26) 38(17.25) 20(7.59) 27(6.57) 23(5.30) 26(7.92)

50 0.15 93(42.43) 82(34.00) 98(45.83) 90(39.69) 98(47.47) 83(34.70) 97(43.15) 83(34.12)

D 0.25 77(28.14) 65(18.50) 91(40.26) 78(31.31) 96(44.09) 68(20.72) 66(25.18) 65(19.70)
0.35 61(13.52) 55(10.33) 80(31.52) 66(21.79) 74(28.03) 57(11.09) 53(10.57) 54(11.37)

0.45 53(5.87) 51(8.84) 69(21.77) 58(15.16) 57(9.88) 52(8.17) 50(7.54) 51(9.84)

75 0.15 97(21.12) 91(17.25) 99(22.39) 94(18.94) 98(23.01) 91(17.25) 98(21.72) 91(17.45)
0.25 90(15.54) 82(12.53) 96(20.20) 88(16.78) 97(21.72) 83(12.55) 96(19.67) 83(12.94)
0.35 82(8.91) 77(10.47) 91(16.76) 83(14.77) 93(17.68) 78(9.69) 85(13.62) 78(10.81)
045 T77(4.71) 75(10.17) 85(12.65) 79(13.52) 82(9.75) 75(9.35) 78(7.64) 76(10.31)

H: MES BER R 07 R 3% (RMSE), /ME-S SN0 b £ 7 19 AL 3

#3 MEEEARR (m=100,n = 100) F mo B9+

(Table 3 Performance of methods under one sample when m = 100, n = 100)

r mo a ’ffloBH ,fﬁgBH ’fﬁgls 73\,1‘{)DIS fhoAC 'ff],{)AC 7:,\L(S)D ,ﬁ:,'%)SD

25 0.15 73(48.05) 57(32.87) 76(51.11) 58(33.63) 97(70.64) 63(38.31) 52(31.43) 53(30.24)
0.25 37(13.70) 31(8.77) 45(21.04) 33(9.75) 45(23.00) 33(10.28) 28(5.95) 30(9.44)
0.35 27(3.42) 26(5.76) 30(5.69) 26(4.80) 27(3.87) 26(5.28) 23(4.45) 26(6.79)
0.45 25(2.08) 25(5.58) 25(1.46) 25(4.92) 25(1.85) 25(5.30) 22(4.60) 25(6.12)

50 0.15 84(34.17) 71(23.02) 85(35.42) 72(23.40) 97(46.70) T74(25.19) 86(35.17) 72(23.65)

I 0.25 61(12.36) 55(8.93) 64(15.09) 55(8.74) 74(25.80) 57(9.58) 53(8.65) 54(9.96)
0.35 52(3.57) 51(7.41) 53(4.33) 50(6.89) 54(5.26) 51(6.83) 49(5.81) 51(8.09)

0.45 50(2.06) 50(7.26) 50(1.61) 50(7.09) 50(1.66) 50(7.07) 49(5.15) 50(7.67)

75 0.15 93(18.22) 86(13.48) 93(18.35) 86(13.55) 98(22.40) 86(13.79) 98(22.13) 86(13.83)
0.25 82(8.09) 77(8.99) 83(8.60) 77(8.80) 93(17.92) 78(8.36) 86(12.40) 78(8.98)
0.35 76(292) 75(8.62) 77(2.92) 75(8.52) 79(5.37) 75(8.12) T7(4.42) 75(8.45)
045 75(2.04) 75(8.77) 7T5(L.79) 75(8.59) 75(1.44) 75(8.47) 75(2.64) 75(8.48)
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SR 3 BREERE (m = 100,n = 100) F mo Mt

(Table 3 Performance of methods under one sample when m = 100,n = 100 (Continued))

X mo a T?LOBH 'fﬁ{)BH T?L(I)DIS m%)DIS ,fhoAC 'fﬁ,éAC ’fﬁgD 'I’?l(l)SD

25 0.15 72(48.27) 56(33.75) 91(64.48) 75(52.10) 97(69.66) 62(38.62) 52(35.08) 53(31.59)
0.25 37(14.81) 31(10.04) 68(44.88) 50(28.96) 44(26.84) 34(11.96) 28(7.54) 30(10.67)
0.35 27(4.18) 26(6.64) 46(24.42) 34(13.71) 27(4.68) 26(6.38) 23(5.23) 26(7.49)
045 25(2.77) 25(6.42) 33(11.23) 27(8.41) 25(2.54) 25(6.30) 22(5.29) 25(7.10)

50 0.15 84(34.55) 71(24.10) 95(43.24) 83(35.21) 97(46.26) 74(25.90) 82(33.74) 72(24.50)

D 0.25 61(13.30) 54(10.24) 80(31.53) 66(21.71) 74(27.70) 57(11.04) 53(10.55) 54(11.28)
0.35 52(4.38) 51(8.79) 65(18.06) 56(13.65) 54(6.01) 51(8.13) 49(7.31) 50(9.64)

045 50(2.86) 50(8.67) 56(8.75) 51(11.50) 50(2.20) 50(8.36) 49(6.37) 50(9.10)

75 0.15 93(18.31) 85(14.22) 98(21.37) 91(17.84) 98(22.39) 86(14.32) 97(20.84) 86(14.60)
0.25 82(8.93) 77(10.45) 91(16.82) 83(14.68) 93(17.72) 79(9.75) 85(13.49) 78(10.89)
0.35 76(3.77) 75(10.11) 83(10.76) 78(13.50) 79(6.50) 75(9.55) 77(6.14) 76(10.16)
045 75(2.79) 75(10.27) 78(6.23) 75(12.97) 75(1.97) 75(9.97) 75(4.47) 75(10.23)
MRS BRI T iR%E (RMSE), /MES SR R 1 160 PRI 3

MER2MBIMNER TUES, EHRAEEERT, HEFERRE mo WA
REHMCAEFEED YHEABZHEA, it BRKBELHE mo WEEER Mt A0S
1 AEPTS B A MBI A TR — & B, A3 mBH, mgC, miD J JAH B ik
it BILEARZE M ZE A&

Bl 2 (FRABRBHEE) 4 X = @1, 20, Tma) 26 =1,2,--+ 11, Yo = Y1k, Y2ko -+
Ymk)T, kB =1,2,- ,ng. BEA X1, X, o, X1 M Y1, Y, -, Yoo BB H ETESS A BHAE
N(p1, Z) I N (p2, ). BE p1 =0, e G 18 pF. A THERDTEER L, 5 Z2E
HHERX mo MM, BIVTTREAW F EZEEHSENAEHAERE, B2 =1, =D
Mo =S=DXBEIMDMEESH | FHFA. BAEESFIH n = 40,n; = 60 F
ny =120,np = 80. R I ATF BRI A

HOj:/J'Ij=/—l'2ja j=1)2s"'1m-
PIEAMEMERERIMRS PR

A4 FREBRE (m = 100,n1 = 40,n2 = 60) F mo K it

(Table 4 Performance of methods for two sample when m = 100,71 = 40, ng = 60)

o mo a 7?1,(1)31{ ,’:ﬁ%)BH m(l))IS ﬁz})DIS ,,fﬁ(/)\C 'I’?L{)AC ﬁl(s)D T/ﬁéSD

1 25 0.15 96(69.88) 86(61.28) 96(70.07) 86(61.38) 98(72.81) 86(61.79) 98(70.32) 86(61.52)
0.25 84(58.41) 68(43.89) 85(59.69) 68(44.01) 97(71.81) 71(46.80) 71(52.37) 67(42.93)
0.35 63(39.29) 49(25.84) 68(44.00) 50(26.78) 95(66.92) 57(32.43) 44(22.73) 45(23.24)
0.45 45(21.66) 36(13.21) 52(28.68) 38(14.50) 62(42.05) 41(17.60) 32(10.07) 34(12.89)
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LR 4 PIRARE (m = 100,n1 = 40,n2 = 60) 7 mo K fh 1t

(Table 4 Performance of methods for two sample when m = 100, n; = 40, nz = 60 (Continued)

xz

mo a T?LOBH ,fﬁ(I)BH ,fﬁODIS ,"_héDIS T?ZQAC ,;;LBAC ng m})SD

&1

50 0.15 97(46.45) 90(40.49) 97(46.58) 90(40.54) 98(48.10) 91(40.72) 98(46.49) 91(40.61)
0.25 90(40.11) 78(20.94) 91(40.51) 78(29.92) 98(47.22) 79(30.92) 97(42.75) 79(30.63)
0.35 78(20.22) 66(18.62) 80(30.98) 67(19.11) 97(45.44) 70(21.40) 70(26.58) 67(19.19)
0.45 67(18.01) 58(11.23) 69(20.57) 58(11.42) 87(36.72) 62(13.71) 56(12.48) 57(12.09)

75 0.15 98(22.86) 95(19.46) 98(22.91) 95(19.40) 98(23.50) 95(19.50) 98(22.22) 95(19.64)
0.25 96(20.43) 89(15.89) 96(20.54) 89(15.93) 98(22.78) 89(16.08) 98(22.13) 89(16.23)
0.35 91(16.13) 83(12.03) 91(16.40) 83(12.21) 98(22.06) 84(12.21) 97(20.98) 84(12.48)
0.45 85(11.03) 79(9.83) 86(11.48) 79(9.78) 96(20.23) 80(9.55) 90(16.42) 80(9.91)

&% 2

25 0.15 96(69.60) 86(61.30) 96(69.92) 86(61.44) 98(72.86) 86(61.86) 98(68.56) 86(61.07)
0.25 84(58.10) 67(44.05) 85(60.01) 68(44.64) 97(71.53) 70(47.09) 69(51.34) 67(42.91)
0.35 63(39.63) 49(26.38) 68(44.37) 50(27.48) 95(65.94) 56(32.42) 44(24.76) 45(24.26)
0.45 44(22.29) 36(14.32) 53(29.17) 38(15.32) 62(43.74) 41(18.63) 32(11.08) 33(13.44)

50 0.15 97(46.22) 90(40.09) 98(46.39) 90(40.35) 98(48.19) 91(40.49) 98(45.51) 90(40.11)
0.25 91(40.03) 78(30.43) 91(40.63) 78(30.55) 98(47.16) 79(31.41) 96(40.45) 79(30.56)
0.35 79(29.67) 66(19.60) 80(31.00) 67(19.78) 96(44.95) 69(21.83) 69(26.88) 66(19.92)
0.45 66(18.52) 58(12.38) 69(20.95) 58(12.45) 87(36.68) 62(14.47) 56(14.24) 57(13.25)

75 0.15 98(22.67) 95(19.33) 99(22.74) 95(19.26) 99(23.57) 95(19.38) 98(21.83) 95(19.29)
0.25 96(20.31) 89(16.30) 96(22.44) 89(16.16) 98(22.85) 89(16.30) 98(21.42) 89(16.31)
0.35 91(16.30) 83(13.09) 91(16.59) 83(13.02) 98(21.95) 84(12.83) 97(20.10) 84(13.50)
0.45 85(11.48) 79(10.95) 85(11.83) 79(11.03) 96(19.98) 80(10.46) 90(16.58) 80(11.25)

BB L 2 =12 =D;%F2 & =2 =D MESHEENEITTHHITRE (RMSE), /b
TS SR A A T A R AL R

75 WS (m = 100,n1 = 120,12 = 80) 1 mo AT

(Table 5 Performance of methods for two sample when m = 100, n; = 120, n2 = 80)

mo a T?L(?H T/’}L(I)BH m(l))IS T’h{)DIS ,r/ﬁgc ﬁl%)AC 'fngD ﬁL{)SD

BiE 1

25 0.15 90(64.12) 75(51.27) 90(64.76) 75(51.35) 98(72.19) 76(52.83) 94(61.91) 76(50.74)
0.25 62(38.73) 48(25.43) 68(43.86) 50(26.67) 95(66.51) 56(31.95) 44(22.76) 45(23.23)
0.35 39(16.16) 32(10.35) 46(22.99) 34(11.19) 48(29.38) 35(12.56) 29(7.21) 30(10.39)
045 29(5.80) 27(6.40) 34(10.11) 28(5.66) 30(7.79) 27(5.95) 24(4.67) 27(7.46)

50 0.15 94(43.29) 83(34.60) 94(43.61) 83(34.67) 98(47.59) 84(35.23) 98(44.48) 84(34.92)
0.25 78(29.11) 66(18.61) 80(30.85) 66(19.04) 97(45.33) 69(21.30) 69(26.38) 66(19.15)
0.35 62(14.19) 55(9.86) 65(16.77) 56(9.75) 77(29.94) 58(11.18) 54(10.27) 55(10.86)
0.45 54(5.92) 51(7.92) 56(7.53) 52(7.45) 58(10.39) 52(7.38) 50(6.82) 52(8.99)
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g% 5 WREEARR (m = 100,71 = 120,71, = 80) & mo M5t

(Table 5 Performance of methods for two sample when m = 100, n; = 120, nz = 80 (Continued))

by mo a mgl-l T’ﬁ(I)BH 7;hoDIS ,Fﬁ{)DIS ,r’ﬁoAC ,ﬁ:"})AC ng ,;ﬁ%)SD

75 0.15 97(21.63) 91(17.48) 97(21.80) 91(17.50) 98(23.15) 92(17.62) 98(21.98) 92(17.72)
0.25 91(16.08) 83(12.28) 91(16.52) 83(12.37) 97(22.01) 84(12.33) 97(20.64) 84(12.64)
0.35 83(9.23) 78(9.77) 83(9.67) 78(9.57) 94(18.56) 79(8.96) 86(13.91) 78(9.66)
0.45 78(4.60) 76(9.20) 78(4.76) 76(9.06) 83(10.14) 76(8.45) 79(7.07) 76(9.10)

25 0.15 90(63.98) 75(51.47) 91(64.74) 75(51.49) 98(72.16) 77(53.12) 92(60.06) 75(50.56)
0.25 62(39.21) 48(25.93) 68(43.94) 50(27.15) 95(65.75) 56(32.12) 43(23.64) 44(23.57)
0.35 38(16.44) 32(10.94) 46(23.28) 34(11.60) 48(31.22) 35(13.36) 28(8.13) 31(11.08)
045 29(6.30) 27(6.97) 33(10.20) 28(6.28) 30(8.23) 27(6.55) 24(5.33) 26(8.03)

50 0.15 94(43.11) 83(34.63) 95(43.58) 83(34.78) 98(47.60) 84(35.23) 97(43.07) 84(34.93)
D) 0.25 78(29.31) 66(19.49) 80(30.88) 66(19.55) 96(44.91) 69(21.77) 68(26.64) 66(19.79)
0.35 62(14.60) 55(10.74) 65(16.92) 56(10.62) 77(30.47) 59(11.89) 54(11.21) 55(11.71)

0.45 54(6.49) 51(8.84) 56(7.79) 52(8.31) 58(11.07) 52(8.25) 50(7.70) 51(9.99)

75 0.15 97(21.59) 91(17.56) 98(21.70) 91(17.54) 98(23.21) 92(17.73) 98(21.49) 92(17.81)
0.25 91(16.35) 83(13.02) 91(16.55) 83(12.88) 97(21.93) 84(12.81) 96(20.05) 84(13.42)
0.35 83(9.56) 78(10.57) 83(9.84) 78(10.47) 94(18.46) 79(9.76) 86(14.30) 78(10.95)
0.45 78(5.03) 76(10.27) 78(5.09) 75(10.15) 83(10.62) 76(9.46) 79(8.05) 76(10.20)

B WMEL D=1 =D 2 2 = =D. MESHER BMETHHITRE (RMSE),
&5 S8 Al vt A L3

MR 4 MK 5, RAOTT AR, Ut/ w T KN B BN TR REER 48
A EZH K, G BEUSRBIEEEm WEEER FELRRT, FAEHMET B
TEEERFRMBEE. L o LB, AREFHMETEIER BEESEREZHTHR
BR&, FrEfT R EREMARRRETTRR.
@J 3 (E{Eﬂiﬁﬁ%mﬁ%) &ﬁ XI,X2" " ’Xn E‘Jﬁg X’i. = (xlia$2iv"' ’mmi)Ts 1=
L2, ,n HEMY. RIOFBFHHRBWEESYEE —4ABRARBAEE
HOj : {(L’jl,(ﬂjz,"' )xjn} ~ F(20120)7 .7 =12, » M,
H]_j : {le,mjz,n- ,.’l)jn} ~ F(20,20) -01, 57=12,---,m.
A—H BRI
H()j : {leazj%" . ’mjn} ~ X2(1)7 .7 = 1727' M,
Hyj: {zj1, %52, ,xn} ~x2(1) - 0.3, j=1,2,---,m.
A ERFABRRREE, KELAERREZ AHERAMAL 4 m =100, mp =
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#6 FETHFRE (m = 100) F mo Kyfhit

(Table 6 Performance of methods for non-normal data when m = 100)

Ho n mo fﬁOBH m{)BH ,;;LODIS ﬁl{)DIS T?LOAC ,Fh{)AC ng :fﬁ{)SD

50 25 76(50.62) 64(39.61) 77(52.64) 64(39.93) 92(66.46) 67(42.64) 65(43.71) 63(38.55)
50 85(34.58) 75(26.87) 85(35.31) 75(26.96) 96(44.84) 77(28.30) 90(38.47) 76(27.41)
75 92(17.20) 87(14.38) 92(17.34) 87(14.34) 97(21.86) 87(14.48) 98(21.76) 87(14.39)

F(20,20)
100 25 58(34.03) 47(22.90) 63(38.96) 48(23.88) 78(53.34) 51(27.22) 42(19.71) 43(21.02)

50 75(25.10) 64(16.56) 76(26.85) 65(16.81) 90(39.70) 67(18.71) 69(21.62) 64(16.85)
75 88(13.62) 82(11.05) 89(13.93) 82(10.98) 96(20.72) 83(11.06) 95(19.19) 82(11.22)

)
50 25 48(24.20) 39(16.12) 70(45.12) 57(33.62) 80(54.98) 60(35.57) 56(34.03) 56(32.37)
50 63(14.11) 54(9.24) 79(29.64) 71(22.55) 88(38.10) 72(23.43) 80(29.72) 71(22.79)

2(1) 75 76(5.75) 69(10.38) 88(13.56) 84(12.34) 94(19.05) 84(12.28) 93(17.89) 84(12.54)

100 25 28(7.33) 23(5.91) 56(31.72) 42(18.34) 62(38.48) 44(19.97) 37(14.11) 38(16.36)
50 48(6.55) 42(10.86) 71(21.47) 60(13.05) 80(30.38) 63(14.42) 63(15.89) 60(13.50)
75 67(10.08) 59(17.62) 85(10.66) 79(9.64) 92(17.17) 80(9.59) 89(14.91) 80(9.90)

B MES BRI A iR 2 (RMSE), /MES SR Y 89 AL 3

REFE 6, TURBH LHEEE n M mo MEAR, BUEFHMTHHEF N EERR, IR
ZE/D MTEESHEE MERBRAIEERZZEANERNK, BUkE KT BRI
ERERMA T mo. ERABHEK, TR RERN T RG-S, HTRER/D.

Bl 4 FESRENEE) RO RERRMNSERRREE AR KELESHES
. BRREM&ERRDHRKEMT 2745

d .
Hyj : {zj1, T2, ,Zjn} g x*(1), j=1,2,---,m,

d .
Hlj:{le,.’rjz,"',ilf‘,n})'l\' F(20 20) J=1,2,--',m

4 m =100, mg = 25,50, 75, FEA & n = 50,100. WBULERBRER 74 HULRER, &
BRI R EF N RNMA T ERR M REE/D. MERASEREX, Mt BeH ek
MARERFRE, HHRERD. B, LRERRANEEREKE AR LA, BT EN
REFH

7T EEEHEREEE (m = 100) F mo K

(Table 7 Performance of methods for non-normal data when m = 100)

n mo OBH ,fh{)BH ’ﬁ),(l))ls fﬁ{)DIS fﬁoAC T’Y\L%)AC ﬁLgD 'I’?L})SD

50 25 74(50.10) 56(31.96) 78(53.65) 57(32.86) 97(71.82) 62(37.62) 50(28.84) 51(28.00)

(
50 85(35.13) 70(21.63) 86(36.29) 70(21.78) 98(47.09) 73(23.88) 79(33.35) 70(21.90)
75 92(17.20) 83(12.00) 92(17.41) 83(11.99) 98(22.33) 84(12.17) 98(22.07) 84(12.37)
(
(

100 25 45(22.41) 36(13.32) 54(30.52) 39(15.00) 91(61.01) 47(22.46) 32(9.68) 34(12.51)
50 67(18.79) 58(10.99) 71(21.55) 58(11.12) 96(44.08) 63(14.80) 56(11.54) 57(11.71)
75 85(11.06) 78(9.20) 86(11.49) 78(9.18) 97(21.61) 80(9.01) 91(17.13) 79(9.45)
¥ M ESREEAMTE35 R E (RMSE), /MES MRN8 028
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Bl 5 BEEREKTFHARNER) £ X = (16,220, Tma) T, ¢ = 1,2,-+ ,my,
Yi = (Y1k, Yoks - »Ymk) T B =1,2,- -+ ,na. U X1, Xo, -+, Xd MV, Y2, Yoo SFIKE
ZRIESD S N(p, Z) M Nz, ). gy =0, po B9HT mo FH 0, KR m —mo W
XL ETFHA2HEBER BTFHTNPTFBEEEAKRER RIMNBE 2 =1, OHEZH
FHE I L. 4 m = 5000, mo = 3500, HA B K ny = 30,n; = 15. RBHRBER

Hoj : paj = p2j, j=12,---,m.
RUGERBRERS P BEYLERER, EEE X THRABHNERLT, WHEHMHITHESR
FHEHMATERERELE I HFREE /N

7 8 HHE/IEART mo B (m = 5000, me = 3500, n; = 30,ne = 15)
(Table 8 Performance of methods for high-dimensional data when m = 5000, mo = 3500, n; = 30,n2 = 15)

T?L(])BH ,;ﬁ{)BH T’ﬁODIS T?L%)DIS T?Lgc ’I’?l%)AC ,”th

3858(365.23) 3508(54.56) 3903(414.56) 3529(59.51) 4234(744.81) 3563(78.63) 3812(314.45) 3522(60.73)
I NES W B R EH  R 2 (RMSE), /MES /NS R fhH 89 P A 3

,fh%)SD

3.2 LiLHAR

A7 R 3% B 5008 43 SR i B CE O Bk ) AR R . 4 SR FE R L http://www.broad. mit.
edu/cgi-bin/cancer/datasets.cgi TEBE. ZPHELFT B M AHAMNKBHERE R ILH
A B 27 MREAN A KE AR A MK (ALL: Acute lymphoblastic leukemia), 11 f~ g4
HAEA KA M (AML: Acute myelogenous leukemia). & HEA 4 E 5000 N2 H A &,
RN BBEEN AL ERERE BEXHHRER RS RTEWHER TR XB2—1
P RE AR I () 3, Fp R B i RR B R

Hoj : p1j = poj, j=1,2,---,5000.

BEARAFR ni=2Tn =11 BOE; MEBRBEIE RERES j M EEXN AL
WHARBAEW BERMIRACH FEMBETEETEEWHERYE mo. RIR
ARTATER BXRITUEH, RABGE BB AN T EAMR, A 3600 B, f4
HE ML B&/AH, mEC BRBRM, mC ERFHMATHRBLRMN. BT m5° UM, FE
8 B A A T Al T b A R A B A 3T R

#9 LR F mo WA
(Table 9 Estimators of real data analysis by different methods)

ﬁ}lgH T/ﬁ{)BH ,FﬁODIS m%)DIS 'I’?L([)\c T?L%)AC ﬁng T?I,%)SD

4304 3594 4304 3594 4984 3717 2934 35%4

4 &

FXETETE MZEREREFREEREANBMATHESTTHE SEHTEM
b, BT RS FATRERTRE p HHFEE. 5FEMENEAUENAT ESHE
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FEF YN T IR ESHE W F oA%EE ° oA EES A IERERNEEEEH
2B/, BOE B 7 BT T AR AR A 0T SRR B B oA R BOR R AR
MPEMYFTREFE. FESTERIER T i NEHHRE
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