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ABSTRACT

The nonparametric problem of detecting existence of an
anomalous interval over a one-dimensional line network is
studied. Nodes corresponding to an anomalous interval (if
one exists) receive samples generated by a distribution q,
which is different from the distribution p that generates sam-
ples for other nodes. If an anomalous interval does not exist,
then all nodes receive samples generated by p. It is assumed
that the distributions p and q are arbitrary, and are unknown.
In order to detect whether an anomalous interval exists, a
test is built based on mean embeddings of distributions into
a reproducing kernel Hilbert space (RKHS) and the metric
of maximum mean discrepancy (MMD). It is shown that as
the network size n goes to infinity, if the minimum length
of candidate anomalous intervals is larger than a threshold
which has the order O(log n), the proposed test is asymp-
totically successful. An efficient algorithm to perform the
test with substantial computational complexity reduction is
proposed, and is shown to be asymptotically successful if the
condition on the minimum length of candidate anomalous
interval is satisfied. Numerical results are provided, which
are consistent with the theoretical results.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we are interested in a type of problem, the goal
of which is to detect existence of an anomalous object over a
network. Each node in the network is associated with a ran-
dom variable. An anomalous object, if it exists, corresponds
to a cluster of nodes in the network that take samples gener-
ated by a distribution q. All other nodes in the network take
samples generated by the distribution p that is different from
q. If an anomalous interval does not exist, then all nodes re-
ceive samples generated by p. Detection of no anomalous ob-
ject (i.e., the null hypothesisH0) against the anomalous event
(i.e., hypothesis H1) is a compound hypothesis testing prob-
lem due to the fact that the anomalous object may correspond
to one of a number of candidate clusters in the network.

Such a problem models a variety of applications. For ex-

ample, in sensor networks, sensors are deployed over a large
range of space. These sensors take measurements from the
environment in order to determine whether or not there is in-
trusion of an anomalous object. Such intrusion typically acti-
vates only a few sensors that cover a certain geometric area.
An alarm is then triggered if the network detects an occur-
rence of intrusion based on sensors’ measurements. Other
applications can arise in detecting an anomalous segment of
DNA sequences, detecting virus infection of computer net-
works, and detecting anomalous spot in images.

Detecting the existence of geometric objects in large net-
works has been extensively studied in the literature. A num-
ber of studies have focused on networks with nodes embedded
in a lattice such as one dimensional line or square, e.g., [1,2].
Further generalization of the problem has also been studied,
when network nodes are associated with a graph structure,
and existence of an anomalous cluster or an anomalous sub-
graph of nodes needs to be detected, e.g., [3–5].

The majority of previous studies on this topic have taken
parametric or semiparametric models on probability distribu-
tions, i.e., random variables are generated by known distribu-
tions such as Gaussian or Bernoulli distributions, or the two
distributions are known to have mean shift relationship. How-
ever, parametric models may not always be available in appli-
cations. In many cases, distributions can be arbitrary, and
may not be Gaussian or Bernoulli. They may not differ in
mean either. Furthermore, distributions may not be known in
advance. Hence, it is desirable to develop nonparametric tests
that are distribution free.

In contrast to previous studies, in this paper, we study
a nonparametric model for anomalous interval detection, in
which distributions can be arbitrary and unknown a priori. We
focus on the problem of detecting existence of an anomalous
interval over a one-dimensional line network. Although this is
a simple network, it already captures the essence of the prob-
lem, and the same approach can be extended to studying more
general network models.

In order to deal with nonparametric models, we apply
mean embedding of distributions into a reproducing kernel
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Hilbert space (RKHS) [6, 7] (see [8] for an introduction to
RKHS). The idea is to map probability distributions into an
RKHS associated with an appropriate kernel such that dis-
tinguishing between two probabilities can be carried out by
evaluating the distance between the corresponding mean em-
beddings in the RKHS. This is valid because the mapping is
shown to be injective for certain kernels [9] such as Gaussian
and Laplacian kernels. The main advantage of such an ap-
proach is that the mean embedding of a distribution can be
easily estimated based on samples. This approach has been
applied to solving the two sample problem in [10], in which
the quantity of maximum mean discrepancy (MMD) was used
as a metric of distance between mean embeddings of two dis-
tributions.

Since the distributions can be arbitrary, it is in general dif-
ficult to exploit properties of the distributions such as mean
shift to detect existence of an anomalous interval. Further-
more, as the network size becomes large (i.e., the number n
of nodes goes to infinity), in contrast to parametric models in
which the mean shift can scale with n, here it is necessary that
the length of anomalous intervals (i.e., the number of samples
over the anomalous distribution) is large enough to allow ac-
curately identifying such an interval (see Remark 1 in Section
2). This implies that the scale of the anomalous object should
enlarge as the detection range becomes larger in order for suc-
cessful detection. Such a behavior also sets a clear difference
of our nonparametric problem from previous studies of para-
metric models. Our goal is to characterize how the minimum
length of candidate anomalous intervals should scale as the
number of nodes goes to infinity in order to successfully de-
tect existence of an anomalous interval.

We summarize our main contributions as follows.
(1) We address the nonparametric model of detecting ex-

istence of an anomalous interval over a line network. We
identify the length of the anomalous interval as an essential
characteristic that must enlarge with n to guarantee success-
ful detection in asymptotically large networks (see Remark 1
in Section 2). Hence, requiring the length of the anomalous
interval to scale with n is necessary, not an artificial assump-
tion.

(2) We build a distribution-free test using MMD based on
kernel embeddings of distributions into an RKHS. We ana-
lyze the performance guarantee of the proposed test, and show
that as the network size n goes to infinity, if the minimum
length of candidate anomalous intervals scales on the order
O(log n)1 or larger, the proposed test can successfully detect
whether there exists an anomalous interval. Furthermore, we
show that the test and the minimum length depends on prior
knowledge of the MMD of the two distributions.

(3) We adopt the multi-scale method in [1] and propose an
efficient algorithm to perform the nonparametric test, which
reduces the number of intervals for which MMD needs to be

1In this paper, f(n) = O(g(n)) denotes that f(n)/g(n) converges to a
constant as n → ∞.

Fig. 1. A line sensor network for intrusion detection

computed from the order O(n2) to O(n1+ρ), for any ρ > 0.
We further prove a performance guarantee for the proposed
algorithm.

(4) We provide numerical results that are consistent with
our theoretical assertions and demonstrate that the proposed
test indeed provides guaranteed performance.

2. PROBLEM STATEMENT

We consider a line network, which consists of nodes 1, . . . , n,
as shown in Figure 1. We use I to denote a subset of con-
secutive indices of nodes, which is referred to as an interval.
Here, the length of an interval I refers to the cardinality of I ,
and is denoted by |I|. We assume that each node, say node
i, is associated with a random variable, denoted by Yi, for
i = 1, . . . , n. We use In to denote a set that contains all
intervals over the network. We further denote the set of all
candidate anomalous intervals as

I(a)
n = {I ∈ In : |I| ≥ Imin} (1)

where Imin denotes the minimum length of candidate anoma-
lous intervals. The reason for imposing such a minimum
length requirement is explained in Remark 1.

We consider two hypotheses about the distributions of the
line network. For the null hypothesis H0, Yi for i = 1, . . . , n
are identical and independently distributed (i.i.d.) random
variables, and are generated from a distribution p. For the
alternative hypothesis H1, there exists an interval I ∈ I(a)

n

over which Yi are i.i.d. and are generated from a distribution
q �= p for all i ∈ I , and otherwise, Yi are i.i.d. and generated
from the distribution p. We further assume that under both
hypotheses, each node generates only one sample.

In contrast to previous work, we assume that the distribu-
tions p and q are arbitrary and are unknown a priori. Instead,
one sample Xi is independently generated from the distribu-
tion p for each node as a reference sample for the null hy-
pothesis. This is reasonable because in practical scenarios,
systems typically start under H0 and it is not difficult to col-
lect samples at this stage. The distributions p and q can be
either continuous or discrete. Therefore, it is hard to esti-
mate the probability distribution functions directly from the
samples with guaranteed convergence rate, and measure the
difference between the probability distribution functions.



For this problem, we are interested in the asymptotic sce-
nario, in which the number of nodes goes to infinity, i.e.,
n → ∞. The performance of a test for such a system is cap-
tured by the two types of errors. The type I error refers to the
event in which samples are generated from the null hypoth-
esis, but the detector determines an anomalous event occurs.
We denote the probability of such an event as P (H1|H0), or
PH0(error). The type II error refers to the case in which an
anomalous event occurs but the detector claims that the sam-
ples are generated from the null hypothesis. We denote the
probability of such an event as P (H0|H1), or PH1(error).

Definition 1. A test is said to be asymptotically successful if

lim
n→∞P (H1|H0) + P (H0|H1) → 0. (2)

Although we are interested in the asymptotic scenario, we
also have the results for finite n in the intermediate steps of
our proof.

This hypothesis testing problem has a compound nature
in that H1 includes events corresponding to all candidate in-
tervals where an anomalous object can be located, i.e., for
all I ∈ I(a)

n . In general, an anomalous interval with shorter
length is more difficult to detect due to the smaller number
of samples from the anomalous distribution q. As n → ∞,
the total number of intervals goes to infinity in the order of
O(n2). In this case, to achieve successful detection, each can-
didate anomalous interval should provide more accurate in-
formation about the corresponding distribution. This requires
that the length of candidate anomalous intervals grow with n.
This suggests that as the network becomes larger, it can detect
only a sufficiently large anomalous object.

Remark 1. We argue that it is necessary for the minimum
length Imin of candidate anomalous intervals to grow to infin-
ity as n → ∞ in order to guarantee asymptotically success-
ful detection in a nonparametric model. This is because in
the nonparametric model, the distributions p and q are fixed
as n changes. Now suppose p and q are both Gaussian but
with different mean values. Since mean values do not scale
with n in our model, following [1] Theorem 2.3, no test can
be asymptotically successful if Imin is bounded. Therefore,
no distribution-free test exists if the minimum length Imin is
bounded as n → ∞.

Therefore, our goal in this problem is to characterize how
the minimum length Imin of candidate anomalous intervals
should scale with the network size (i.e., the number of nodes)
in order for a detector to successfully distinguish between the
two hypotheses.

3. MAIN RESULTS

3.1. Introduction to MMD

We provide a brief introduction to the idea of mean embed-
ding of distributions into an RKHS [6, 7] and the MMD met-

ric. Suppose P includes a class of probability distributions,
and suppose H is the RKHS with an associated kernel k(·, ·).
We define a mapping from P to H such that each distribution
p ∈ P is mapped into an element in H as follows:

μp(·) = Ep[k(·, x)] =
∫

k(·, x)dp(x).

Here, μp(·) is referred to as the mean embedding of the dis-
tribution p into the Hilbert space H.

It is desirable that the embedding is injective such that
each p ∈ P is mapped to a unique element μp ∈ H. It has
been shown in [9] that for many RKHSs such as those associ-
ated with Gaussian and Laplacian kernels, the mean embed-
ding is injective. In order to distinguish between two distri-
butions p and q, [10] introduced the MMD based on the mean
embeddings μp and μq of p and q in RKHS:

MMD[p, q] := ‖μp − μq‖H. (3)

Due to the reproducing property of the kernel, it can be
easily shown that

MMD2[p, q] =Ex,x′ [k(x, x′)]− 2Ex,y[k(x, y)]

+ Ey,y′ [k(y, y′)], (4)

where x and x′ are independent with the same distribution p,
and y and y′ are independent with the same distribution q. An
unbiased estimate of MMD2[p, q] based on n samples of x
and m samples of y is given by

MMD2
u[X,Y ] =

1

n(n− 1)

n∑
i=1

n∑
j �=i

k(xi, xj)

+
1

m(m− 1)

m∑
i=1

m∑
j �=i

k(yi, yj)− 2

nm

n∑
i=1

m∑
j=1

k(xi, yj).

(5)

The properties of MMD and the estimator of MMD are ana-
lyzed in detail in [10].

3.2. Test and Performance Analysis

We construct our test using the unbiased estimate MMD2
u[X,Y ]

of MMD2[p, q] given in (5). In particular, for each interval

I ∈ I(a)
n , we compute MMD2

u,I [X,Y ] using (5) based on
samples (yj , j ∈ I) and the reference sequence (x1, . . . , xn)
generated by p.

If there exists an anomalous interval I , we expect the cor-
responding MMD2

u,I [X,Y ] to be large, because the sequence
of the anomalous interval is generated by a distribution q dif-
ferently from the reference sequence. Otherwise, under the
null hypothesis MMD2

u,I [X,Y ] should be small for all candi-
date I . Hence, we build our test as follows:

max
I:I∈I(a)

n

MMD2
u,I(X,Y )

{
≥ t, determine H1

< t, determine H0

(6)



where t is a threshold parameter, which is determined in
Corollaries 1 and 2 below.

The following theorem provides the performance of the
above test.

Theorem 1. Suppose the test (6) is applied to the nonpara-
metric problem given in Section 2. Further assume that the
kernel in the test satisfies 0 ≤ k(x, y) ≤ K for all (x, y).
Then the test (6) is asymptotically successful if

Imin ≥ 16K2(1 + η)

t2
logn (7)

where η is any positive constant, and t is the threshold of the
test that satisfies t < MMD2[p, q].

We note that the boundedness assumption on k(x, y) is
satisfied for many kernels such as Gaussian and Laplacian
kernels. This boundedness property is exploited to analyze
the probability of error when using concentration inequality
in the proof. We further note that the above theorem implies
that the minimum length Imin can be in the order O(log n).
This implies that the number of candidate anomalous inter-
vals in the set I(a)

n is on the order O(n2), which is the same
as the number of all intervals. Thus, in the order sense, not
many intervals are excluded from being candidate anomalous
intervals.

Theorem 1 requires that the threshold t in the test (6) be
less than MMD2[p, q]. Knowledge of MMD2[p, q] may or
may not be available depending on specific applications. If
MMD2[p, q] is known, the threshold t can be set as a constant
smaller than MMD2[p, q]. If MMD2[p, q] is not known, then
the threshold t needs to scale to zero as n gets large in order to
be asymptotically smaller than MMD2[p, q]. We summarize
these two cases in the following corollaries, which follows
directly from Theorem 1.

Corollary 1. If MMD2[p, q] is known a priori, then set the
threshold t = (1 − δ)MMD2[p, q] for any 0 < δ < 1. In this
case, the test (6) is asymptotically successful if

Imin ≥ 16K2(1 + η′)
MMD4[p, q]

logn (8)

where η′ is any positive constant.

Corollary 2. If MMD2[p, q] is unknown a priori, then set the
threshold t to scale with n such that limn→∞ tn = 0. In this
case, the test (6) is asymptotically successful if

Imin ≥ 16K2(1 + η)

t2n
logn. (9)

It is clear from Corollary 2 that for the case when
MMD2[p, q] is unknown, the growth rate of the minimum
length Imin is strictly larger than the order O(log n). This
demonstrates that the prior knowledge about MMD2[p, q] is

very important for network capability in identifying anoma-
lous events. If MMD2[p, q] is known, then the network can
resolve an anomalous object with the length on the order
O(log n). However, if such knowledge is unknown, the net-
work can resolve only bigger anomalous objects with the
lengths larger than O(log n).

3.3. Outline of Proof of Theorem 1

We first introduce the definition of dyadic intervals and their
properties [1], which are useful for the proof of Theorem 1
and for understanding Algorithm 1 in Section 3.4. For conve-
nience, assume that n = 2J , where J is an integer, and define
the dyadic intervals as

Ij,k = {k2j , . . . , (k + 1)2j − 1}, 0 ≤ j ≤ log2 n, 0 ≤ k ≤ n

2j
.

We let I(d)
n denote the set that consists of all dyadic intervals.

It was shown in [1] that for any interval I , |I(d)|
|I| ≥ 1

4 where

I(d) is the largest dyadic interval contained in I .
We next define the l-level extensions of a dyadic interval

Ij,k as follows. Starting from the interval Ij,k or the union of
Ij,k and Ij,k+1 where k is odd, at level q = 1, . . . , l, attach
dyadic intervals of length 2−q|Ij,k| at either, or both ends of
the interval resulting from the previous step, or do nothing.
Let Jn,l(I) denote the set that includes all l-level extensions
of a dyadic interval I . Let Jn,l = ∪

I∈I(d)
n

Jn,l(I). We note
the following useful properties.

Lemma 1. [1] (1) |Jn,l| ≤ n4l+1; (2) For any interval I
and the corresponding maximum dyadic interval I(d) con-
tained in I , there exists one interval J in the l-level extension
Jn,l(I

(d)) of I(d) such that |I| − |J | ≤ 2−(l−1)|I(d)|.
Outline of Proof of Theorem 1: We now provide the main

idea to prove Theorem 1 with the complete proof provided
in [11]. For each set I ∈ I(a)

n , we find the corresponding set
JI ∈ Jn,l(I

(d)) that satisfies Lemma 1 (2). We then collect

all such intervals JI into a set J (a)
n,l . The idea of the proof is

to use max
J∈J (a)

n,l

MMD2
u,J [X,Y ] as a good approximation

of the true test in (6). Since the number of intervals in J (a)
n,l

is much smaller than the number of intervals in I(a)
n , a test

based on this approximation helps to tighten the result. Based
on this idea, under H0, we bound PH0(error) as,

PH0(error) ≤ exp

(
2 logn− ε22lImin

c1 + c2 + c3

)

+ exp

(
logn+ (l + 1) log 4− (t− ε)2(1− 21−l)Imin

16K2

)

where c1, c2, c3 are constants. We further set ε = (1 − β)t,
where 0 < β < 1 is a constant. It can be shown that there
exist β close enough to 1 and l large enough (but a con-
stant) such that PH0 (error) → ∞ as n → ∞ if Imin >
16K2(1+η)

t2 logn.



Under H1, suppose Î is the anomalous interval. Using the
fact that t < MMD2[p, q], we have the following bound:

PH1(error) ≤ exp

(
− (MMD2[p, q]− t)2Imin

16K2

)
(10)

which converges to zero asn → ∞, if Imin > 16K2(1+η)
t2 logn.

3.4. An Efficient Algorithm

We describe an efficient algorithm to perform the proposed
test (6). In general, since the number of intervals with length
larger than Imin has an order O(n2), the test (6) requires
computation of MMD2

u,I [X,Y ] for O(n2) intervals. We next
provide Algorithm 1 that computes MMD2

u,I [X,Y ] for only
O(n1+ρ) intervals for any ρ > 0. This algorithm adapts the
multi-scale method in [1] for parametric models.

The basic idea of the algorithm is to use the set of dyadic
intervals and their extensions (as introduced in Section 3.3)
such that MMD2

u,I [X,Y ] over any interval is well approxi-
mated by an interval in such a set. A key property of such
a set is that its cardinality is on the order O(n1+ρ) for any
ρ > 0, which reduces computation of MMD2

u,I [X,Y ] to only
O(n1+ρ) intervals.

Algorithm 1 Detect Existence of an Anomalous Interval

Input: n; t = tn → 0; t′ < t; η > 0; Imin ≥ 16K2(1+η)

t2
logn, δ > η

2
;

and l = �log2
(

1+η
η

)
+ 2�.

Output:
• Construct the set I(p)

n = {I ∈ I(d)
n : |I| ≥

Imin
4

, and MMD2
u,I [X,Y ] ≥ t′};

• If |I(p)
n | > n

1− t′2
4t2

(1+η)+δ , then determine H1;

• If max
I∈I(p)

n
MMD2

u,I [X, Y ] > 2t√
1+η/2

, then determine H1;

• Construct the set J (p)
n,l that includes level-l extensions of all intervals

in I(p)
n with lengths larger than 16K2(1+η/2)

t2
logn;

• If max
I∈J (p)

n,l

MMD2
u,I [X,Y ] > t, then determine H1;

• Otherwise, determine H0.

The following theorem provides a performance guarantee
for Algorithm 1. The proof is proved in [11].

Theorem 2. Algorithm 1 is asymptotically successful with
computation of MMD2

u,I [X,Y ] for the order O(n1+ρ) inter-
vals for any ρ > 0.

4. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we provide four numerical experiments to
demonstrate our theoretical results for both cases with known
and unknown MMD[p, q]. In these numerical results, we
average the two types of errors as

Pe =
1

2
(PH1 (error) + PH0(error)) .
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Fig. 2. Performance of de-
tecting an anomalous inter-
val distributed as a mixture
of two Gaussian distribu-
tions out of a Gaussian dis-
tributed line network with
Gaussian kernel and known
MMD
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Fig. 3. Performance of
detecting an anomalous in-
terval with Gaussian dis-
tribution that has a dif-
ferent variance from other
nodes in a line network
with Gaussian kernel and
known MMD

0 5 10 15 20 25 30
0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

I
min

/log n

A
ve

ra
ge

 P
ro

ba
bi

lit
y 

of
 E

rr
or

 P
e

 

 

t=0.1
t=0.2
t=0.3

Fig. 4. Impact of threshold
t in the test on Imin

0 100 200 300 400 500
0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

Size of Network, n

A
ve

ra
ge

 P
ro

ba
bi

lit
y 

of
 E

rr
or

 P
e

 

 

unknown MMD
known MMD

Fig. 5. Impact of knowl-
edge of MMD

The first two experiments study how Imin scales with the
network size n in order to guarantee successful experiments.
For these two experiments, we assume that a good estimate of
MMD[p, q] is available.

In experiment 1, the distribution p is N (0, 1
2 ), and q is a

mixture of two Gaussian distributionsN (−2, 1
2 ) and N (2, 1

2 )
with equal probability. For detection, we use the Gaussian

kernel k(x, x′) = exp
(
− ||x−x′||2

2σ2

)
with σ = 1, and we set

the threshold t = 0.25. We run the experiment for networks
with sizes n = 40, 100, 200, 300, 500, respectively.

In Figure 2, we plot how the average probability of er-
ror changes with the minimum length Imin. For illustration
convenience, we normalize Imin by logn. It can be seen that
when Imin

logn is above a certain threshold, the probability of er-
ror converges to zero, which is consistent with our theoreti-
cal results. Furthermore, for different value of n, all curves
drop to zero almost at the same threshold. Such behavior also
agrees with Theorem 1, which implies that the threshold de-
pends only on the bound of the kernel and the threshold of the
experiment, and these parameters are the same for all curves.

In experiment 2, distributions p and q are respectively
chosen to be N (0, 1) and N (0, 4), i.e., they have the same
mean but different variances. We use the Gaussian kernel
with σ = 1 for the experiment, and set the threshold t =
0.1. We run the experiment for networks with sizes n =
100, 200, 300. Figure 3 plots how the average probability
of error changes with the minimum length Imin, and demon-



strates a behavior similar to experiment 1.
In experiment 3, we study how the threshold t affects

the scaling behavior of Imin with n. We choose the same
distributions p and q as in experiment 1. We also use the
Gaussian kernel with σ = 1 for our experiment. We study
a network with size n = 100. We run the experiment for
t = 0.1, 0.2, 0.3. In Figure 4, we plot the average probabil-
ity of error versus Imin

logn corresponding to different values of
t. Although the curves exhibit behavior similar to that in the
first two experiments, the probabilities of error do not drop at
the same threshold on Imin

log n . It can be seen that as t grows, the

dropping threshold on Imin

logn gets smaller, implying that the
network can detect smaller anomalous object. This is con-
sistent with Theorem 1, which suggests that the threshold on
Imin to guarantee successful experiments is inversely propor-
tional to t2.

In experiment 4, we study the case in which the MMD is
unknown, and compare its performance with the case when
the MMD is known. We choose p to be N (0, 1

2 ), and choose
q to be a mixture of two Laplacian distributions with the same
variance 1

2 and different means of−3 and 3 equally likely. We
use the Gaussian kernel with parameter σ = 0.9. Since the
MMD is unknown, we set the threshold t to change with n

as tn = 4
√

logn
n0.9 , which goes to zero as n goes to infinity.

As the network size n changes, we set the minimum length of
anomalous intervals as Imin = 
n0.9� suggested by Theorem
1. We also run a comparison experiment with MMD known
in advance, for which we set the threshold t = 0.1. For a fair
comparison, we also set Imin = 
n0.9�.

In Figure 5, we plot how the average probability of er-
ror changes as a function of n with unknown MMD. It can
be seen that as n becomes large, the probability of error goes
to zero demonstrating that our experiment is asymptotically
successful. This also agrees with Theorem 1 because we
have chosen the minimum length to satisfy (7). It can also
be seen that the probability of error for the case with known
MMD converges much faster than the case with unknown
MMD, demonstrating the importance of prior knowledge of
the MMD.

5. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have investigated the nonparametric prob-
lem of detecting existence of an anomalous interval over a
line network. We have developed a distribution free test us-
ing the MMD, and have analyzed the performance of such a
test. Furthermore, we have proposed an efficient algorithm
to perform the test with reduced complexity, and have shown
that the algorithm is asymptotically successful. Our results
demonstrate that the MMD is a powerful metric that can be
applied to a variety of detection problems involving distin-
guishing among distributions.

Acknowledgment

The work of S. Zou and Y. Liang was supported by an NSF
CAREER Award under Grant CCF-10-26565 and by the NSF
under Grant CNS-11-16932. The work of H. V. Poor was sup-
ported by the ARO under MURI Grant W911NF-11-1-0036
and by the NSF under Grants DMS-11-18605 and EECS-13-
43210.

6. REFERENCES

[1] E. Arias-Castro, D. L. Donoho, and X. Huo, “Near-
optimal detection of geometric objects by fast multiscale
methods,” IEEE Trans. Inform. Theory, vol. 51, no. 7,
pp. 2402–2425, July 2005.

[2] G. Walther, “Optimal and fast detection of spatial clus-
ters with scan statistics,” Ann. Statist., vol. 38, no. 2, pp.
1010–1033, 2010.

[3] L. Addario-Berry, N. Broutin, L. Devroye, and G. Lu-
gosi, “On combinatorial testing problems,” Ann. Statist.,
vol. 38, no. 5, pp. 3063–3092, 2010.

[4] E. Arias-Castro, E. J. Candes, and A. Durand, “Detec-
tion of an anomalous cluster in a network,” Ann. Statist.,
vol. 39, no. 1, pp. 278–304, 2011.

[5] J. Sharpnack, A. Rinaldo, and A. Singh, “Changepoint
detection over graphs with the spectral scan statistic,” in
Proc. International Conference on Artifical Intelligence
and Statistics (AISTATS), Scottsdale, AZ, May 2013.

[6] A. Berlinet and C. Thomas-Agnan, Reproducing Kernel
Hilbert Spaces in Probability and Statistics, Kluwer,
2004.

[7] B. Sriperumbudur, A. Gretton, K. Fukumizu, G. Lanck-
riet, and B. Scholkopf, “Hilbert space embeddings and
metrics on probability measures,” J. Mach. Learn. Res.,
vol. 11, pp. 1517–1561, 2010.

[8] B. Scholkopf and A. Smola, Learning with Kernels,
MA: MIT press, 2002.

[9] K. Fukumizu, A. Gretton, X. Sun, and B. Schölkopf,
“Kernel measures of conditional dependence,” in Proc.
Advances in Neural Information Processing Systems
(NIPS), 2008.

[10] A. Gretton, K. Borgwardt, M. Rasch, B. Schökopf, and
A. Smola, “A kernel two-sample test,” J. Mach. Learn.
Res., vol. 13, pp. 723–773, 2012.

[11] S. Zou, Y. Liang, and H. V. Poor, “A kernel-
based nonparametric test for anomaly detection over
line networks,” Technical report, 2013, available at
http://szou02.mysite.syr.edu/admin.html.



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


