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Fig. 7: A demonstration of how a subject’s eye-tracking data is being recorded while
the subject determines how long an actor could stay balanced in the displayed posture.

Among other variables, the eye tracker recorded the x and y coordinates of the

subject’s gaze points in 30 Hz video output. Once extracted from the individual video

frames, the gaze points for each of the 22 postures were mapped to master images

using an algorithm and software developed by Li (2017). The subjects also stood on

a force plate which measured postural sway throughout each subject’s recording.

During the data collection process, it was necessary to replace data from several

participants with data from new participants for a variety of reasons. Some of the

reasons were more technological and others were due to confounding factors arising

during the recording of the data. Overall, eight treatment and two control partici-

pants were replaced until a successful recording was achieved. In total, 57 subjects
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View Numbers

V2 V3 V4 V21 V22 V23
Subject

T1 · · ·

C1 · · ·

T2 · · ·

C2 · · ·

...
...

...
...

...
...

T20 · · ·

C20 · · ·

Fig. 8: A visualization of the posture lineups. The rows represent each subject
indicated as either a treatment (T) or a control (C) followed by an index number.
The columns assign a “View Number” (V followed by an index) representing the order
in which subjects viewed the postures. Views one and 24 (V1 and V24) were identical
calibration images (Figures 90 and 113 in Appendix C) for all of the subjects. Notice
that each treatment subject had a corresponding control subject who was shown the
22 postures in the same order. However, the orders were randomized across subject-
pairs within each group.
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participated 17 of which were deemed unfit for subsequent data processing. Most

often, if a participant’s initial or final calibration data was not properly recorded, a

new participant was recruited and provided with the same slide ordering (and Subject

ID) as the previous participant. Two treatment participants did not complete the ex-

periment due to feeling dizzy. Other reasons for replacing participant’s data include

the following: participants unconsciously manipulating the eye-tracking equipment

during the experiment, data corruption during removal of the eye-tracking device,

and miscommunication between participants and the data recorder. In the end, only

participants who followed the experiment instructions, provided congruent initial and

final calibration data, and who’s eye-tracker recordings demonstrated a clean capture

of the participant’s eye movements throughout the experiment were used in subse-

quent analyses. Otherwise, their data was replaced by data from a new participant.

Figure 9 shows a side-by-side comparison of the gaze point scatterplots. The com-

parisons are made between gaze scatterplots for posture IDs 2 (top row), 20 (middle

row), and 19 (bottom row), which are analyzed further in Sections 7.1.2 and 7.1.4.

While the top row compares all of the points between the treatment (left) and control

(right) groups, the middle and bottom rows compare gaze scatterplots between two

individual subjects.
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Fig. 9: Comparisons of the gaze scatterplots for posture IDs 2 (top row), 20 (middle
row), and 19 (bottom row), which are analyzed further in Sections 7.1.2 and 7.1.4.
While the top row compares all of the points between the treatment (left) and control
(right) groups, the middle and bottom rows compare gaze scatterplots between two
individual subjects.
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CHAPTER 5

Modifications to the Syrjala Test

This chapter details several proposed modifications to the Syrjala test, which

is introduced in Section 2.2.1. The modifications not only make the new tests more

generally applicable, but several are also shown to be more powerful and more conser-

vative than alternative methods, including the original Syrjala test. The modifications

include lifting the restriction for identical sampling locations between the two samples

(Section 5.1), exploration of six test statistics (also in Section 5.1), a generalization

to the rotations within the original Syrjala test (Section 5.2), the introduction of

toroidal shifts within the test (Section 5.3), and a combination of both rotational and

toroidal shifts (Section 5.4). Section 5.5 details how these modifications fit within the

context of the test being a permutation test.

5.1 Motivation and Details

The Syrjala (1996) test checks for equality between normalized distributions from

bivariate two-sample data. Furthermore, “The random variable in this case is the

observed density at the sampling location, not the location itself.” (Syrjala, 1996).

Consequently, it requires the two samples both occur at an identical set of predefined

locations. The test also suffers from being overly conservative (Fuller et al., 2006).

While useful in its own right, researchers have attempted to apply the Syrjala

test to other scenarios by use of data aggregation steps (Chetverikov et al., 2018;

McAdam et al., 2012). However, the Syrjala test has been shown to depend on the

data aggregation steps such as binning (McKinney and Symanzik, 2019).

Four modifications are proposed for the Syrjala test: (1) removing the restriction
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of identical sampling locations between the two samples, (2) exploring three different

weights for both the squared and absolute differences in the empirical cumulative

distribution functions (i.e., six total combinations of weights and differences), (3)

extending the rotational component of the original Syrjala test to higher than four

rotations (discussed in Section 5.2), and (4) implementing the use of toroidal shifts of

the data within the test (discussed in Section 5.3). A combination of both the rota-

tional and toroidal shift modifications is detailed in Section 5.4. These modifications

differ from those proposed by McAdam et al. (2012) who extended the Syrjala test

to telemetry data. No other proposed modifications to the Syrjala test were found in

the literature.

Extending the notation introduced in Chapter 2, let (X1,1, Y1,1), (X1,2, Y1,2), . . . ,

(X1,n1 , Y1,n1) and (X2,1, Y2,1), (X2,2, Y2,2), . . . , (X2,n2 , Y2,n2) be two independent ran-

dom samples with unknown distribution functions F1(x, y) and F2(x, y) and bivariate

empirical cumulative distribution functions (ECDFs) Γ∗
1(x, y) and Γ∗

2(x, y), respec-

tively. Then the hypotheses under consideration are as follows:

H0: F1(x, y) = F2(x, y) ∀(x, y)

Ha: F1(x, y) ̸= F2(x, y) for at least one coordinate pair (x, y).

In contrast to the Syrjala test, Γ∗
1(x, y) and Γ∗

2(x, y) in this test are evaluate at

each sampling location within their respective samples instead of at identical sampling

locations from the two samples. Also let, nT = n1 + n2 and Dg,k = Γ∗
1(xg,k, yg,k) −

Γ∗
2(xg,k, yg,k); g = 1, 2 and k be the observation index. From here, a series of six

statistics are proposed as follows:

(2) ξDWS =
n1

nT

n1∑
i=1

[D1,i]
2 +

n2

nT

n2∑
j=1

[D2,j]
2
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(3) ξUWS =

n1∑
i=1

[D1,i]
2 +

n2∑
j=1

[D2,j]
2

(4) ξCWS =
n2

nT

n1∑
i=1

[D1,i]
2 +

n1

nT

n2∑
j=1

[D2,j]
2

(5) ξDWA =
n1

nT

n1∑
i=1

|D1,i|+
n2

nT

n2∑
j=1

|D2,j|

(6) ξUWA =

n1∑
i=1

|D1,i|+
n2∑
j=1

|D2,j|

(7) ξCWA =
n2

nT

n1∑
i=1

|D1,i|+
n1

nT

n2∑
j=1

|D2,j|

These statistics explore the use of three different types of ECDF weightings,

namely, double (DW) (Equations 2 and 5), uniform (UW) (Equations 3 and 6), and

complementary (CW) (Equations 4 and 7) weightings along with squared (S) (Equa-

tions 2–4) vs. absolute (A) (Equations 5–7) differences between the ECDFs. The six

statistics are chosen to further explore the effects of squared vs. absolute ECDF dif-

ferences along with a series of weightings of the respective differences. The respective

statistics (ξDWS, ξUWS, ξCWS, ξDWA, ξUWA, and ξCWA) are referred to generally as ξ∗

statistics. Note that the CWS and CWA statistics were previously called RWS and

RWA in McKinney and Symanzik (2021).

Justification for the names given to each of the weightings can be found in the

context of multi-criteria decision making. If each of the summations across the respec-
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tive sample sizes are considered as separate entities which contribute to the overall

decision of statistical significance, then the summation coefficient weightings in Equa-

tions 2–7 can be considered as a ratio weighting method (Edwards, 1977; Zardari et al.,

2015). Hence, double weightings refers to the scaling ratio n1

nT
being multiplied to the

sum across the first sample index (i), and n2

nT
being multiplied to the sum across the

second sample index (j). Furthermore, these sums are considered “double” weighted

since any difference in the sample sizes, which would result in a differing number of

terms between the sums, would be exaggerated by the ratio of the sample size by

the pooled sample size. Since equal weightings would result in an identical coefficient

which could be factored from both summations resulting in a unnecessary scalar to

the test statistic, the uniform weightings, also called mean weightings (Zardari et al.,

2015), simply omit these scaling ratios. Additionally, complementary weightings ap-

ply the scaling ratios to the opposite sums as the double weightings since n2

nT
is the

compliment of n1

nT
, i.e., n2

nT
= 1− n1

nT
, and vice versa. Complementary weightings have

also been used in other contexts (Rey, 1986; Lai et al., 2005).

Similarities can be seen between Equations 2–7 (especially Equation 3) and the

univariate two-sample Cramer-von Mises test statistic (Chapter 2 Equation 1) from

which the Syrjala test is also an extension of (Syrjala, 1996). However, the assumption

for identical sampling locations found within the Syrjala test has been lifted.

Two additional modifications are studied as well, namely an extension of the

original four rotations (detailed in Section 5.2), and the introduction of a toroidal shift

modification (proposed in Section 5.3). While much more computationally intensive,

a combination of both rotational and toroidal shift modifications is also explored in

Section 5.4.
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5.2 Rotational Modification

Due to the nature of bivariate data, the origin of the bivariate ECDF is defined

as the data value which falls below and furthest to the left of all of the sampled data

in the Cartesian plane. Consequently, the original Syrjala test was rotated four times

as an attempt to remove a dependency of the test on data which lies closer to this

origin. However, the extent to which these four rotations corrected this issue has not

been explored. Therefore, we propose a more generalized statistic which rotates the

sampled data R times (instead of four times). Hence, the test statistic can be written

as

(8) ΨR =
1

R

R∑
r=1

ξ∗r ,

where ξ∗r is a redefined rotational version of one of the six ξ∗ statistics defined by

Equations 2–7, and R is a discrete number of rotations within 360◦. In doing so, a new

ECDF will be generated for each of the r rotations within ξ∗r . Hence, this modification

replaces each Γ∗
1 and Γ∗

2 within Equations 2–7 with Γ∗
1,r and Γ∗

2,r, respectively. When

r = 1 the original orientation of the data is used. Hence, R = 1 is the case when no

rotation is applied to the pooled samples, and R = 4 is the case which the original

Syrjala test employed (four 90◦ rotations).

Our modified test statistic (ΨR) first computes the squared or absolute difference

between the bivariate ECDFs evaluated at all of the data from the first sample. This

sum of squared or absolute differences is weighted depending on the . This process

is repeated for the second sample, and the two weighted sums of squared or absolute

differences are then combined. Next, the data are rotated 360/R degrees, and another

weighted average of the sums of squared or absolute differences of the ECDF values

is computed. This computation is repeated for a total of R rotations (using Γ∗
1,r and
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Γ∗
2,r for each of the r rotations), where each rotation is weighted by 1/R. This is the

computation of the test statistic on the original data.

A visualization of the calculation of our modified Syrjala test can be seen in

Figure 10. The top left graph in Figure 10 highlights three points from the two

samples. The highlighted vertical bars seen between the two ECDFs in the bottom

left graph represent the differences between the ECDFs evaluated at the respective

highlighted points. The remaining two columns in Figure 10 suggest similarly made

calculations (on the same highlighted points), but for rotated versions of the data.

In this case, the data are being rotated every 40◦ for a total of R = 360/40 = 9

rotations. However, only the first two rotations are shown in Figure 10.

It should be noted that the bottom row of graphs in Figure 10 displays only

the marginal ECDFs for each sample (and not the bivariate ECDFs). However,

the difference between overlapping bivariate ECDFs is difficult to represent visually.

Hence, the marginal ECDFs are shown for visualization purposes only. Figure 11

compares the two bivariate ECDFs for the same data used in Figure 10.

Figure 12 outlines the process in which the rotational modification is integrated

into the modified Syrjala tests.
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Fig. 10: A visualization of calculations within the statistics of the modified Syrjala tests. The same three demonstrative
colored points (two from sample one, and one from sample two) are highlighted in the scatter plots (top row) across three
different rotations of the data. The bottom row of graphs highlights three differences (vertical colored bars) between the
ECDFs. Each ECDF difference (below) corresponds to a highlighted scatter plot point (above). While only three points
and differences are highlighted, the calculation involves squared differences between ECDFs across all of the points from
both samples. The bottom row shows differences between the marginal (and not bivariate) ECDFs. This is due to the
difficult nature of visualizing differences in overlapping bivariate ECDFs. Hence, the marginal ECDFs are displayed for
visualization purposes only. A comparison of the bivariate ECDFs is shown in Figure 11.
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Sample 1

xy

Sample 2

xy

Fig. 11: A visualization of the two bivariate ECDFs for the non-rotated samples
shown in Figure 10.

5.3 Toroidal Shift Modification

McAdam et al. (2012) noticed a reduced emphasis that the Syrjala test places on

observed differences located near the center of the bounding region. This is confirmed

in Chapter 6. Hence, in addition to removing the necessity for common sampling

locations, an additional modification is employed which using toroidal shifts. This

modification also addresses the ECDF origin issue (see Section 5.2). Hence, the

toroidal shift modification is first considered here without the rotational modification.

In the next section, a combination of both the rotational and toroidal modifications

is presented.

The toroidal shift is a well established technique in the spatial statistics litera-

ture (Diggle and Milne, 1983; Upton et al., 1985; Berman, 1986; Dı́az et al., 2008;

Dixon, 2014; Moreno-Fernández et al., 2020), and was first suggested by Lotwick and

Silverman (1982). Upton et al. (1985) defined a toroidal shift, along with its use in

non-parametric statistics. A toroidal shift has been used by Dı́az et al. (2008) in

their generalization of the Ripley (1976) K-function to a spatio-temporal dispersion

measure.
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Center the combined 
samples about the 
bivariate median

Set the Seed

Input:
1. Two bivariate samples
2. Number of rotations
3. Number of permutations

Generate a list of all 
rotations of the 
combined data

Given the labels, 
calculate the psi 
statistics on all 

rotations of the data

Calculate average of 
the psi statistics

Permute original 
sample labels Repeat according to 

the number of 
permutations input

Compute p-value

Output:
1. True psi statistic 
(calculated on original data)
2. Permuted psi statistics
3. p-value

Algorithm A
on original 

data

Algorithm A
on permuted 

data

Algorithm A

Fig. 12: A flowchart which displays the process in which the rotational modification is
integrated into the modified Syrjala tests. The psi statistics computed on the original
data and permuted data referred to in the figure are the ΨR and ΨR

l discussed in
Sections 5.2 and 5.5, respectively.
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A toroidal shift is accomplished by first treating the bounding rectangle of the

data as a torus. This is equivalent to forming a bounding rectangle around the data

and wrapping it such that the left and right edges join, and the top and bottom edges

join. This wrapping of the horizontal and vertical axes will form a donut-shaped

torus. Hence, the data on the left edge will now be considered as “close” to the data

on the right edge of the bounding rectangle. This affect is applied similarly to data

near the top or bottom edges of the bounding rectangle.

A common approach (Upton et al., 1985) for achieving the shift is accomplished

by randomly sampling a ∆x ∼ Uniform(0,max(x) − min(x)) and ∆y ∼ Uniform(0,

max(y)−min(y)), and adding ∆x and ∆y to every data value’s x and y coordinate,

respectively. If the shift moves a data value outside of the bounding rectangle, then

the data value will be replaced on the opposite side of the bounding rectangle.

However, in this dissertation the toroidal shift is applied in a slightly different

manner than Upton et al. (1985) in order to ensure that every ECDF of the shifted

data is equally likely. Instead of randomly sampling a ∆x and ∆y, a random data

value is selected as the origin of the toroidal shift. All data values to the left of the

selected data value are shifted horizontally by adding a distance equal to the width

of the bounding rectangle (max(x) − min(x)) to their respective x coordinates. A

similar shift is applied to the data values below the selected data value except the

height of the bounding rectangle (max(y) − min(y)) is added to the y coordinates.

While this results not only in shifted data, but also in a shifted bounded rectangle,

the subsequent ECDF calculations do not depend on the relative position of the data.

Figure 13 shows two subject’s data which undergo the latter described random

toroidal shift. The center plot in Figure 13 shows a random point which is chosen

as the origin of the toroidal transformation. Any point which lies below this toroidal

origin is shifted up equal the height of the bounding rectangle of the data. Similarly,
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Fig. 13: A visualization of two-sample data before (A) and after (D) a toroidal
shift transformation. Plot (B) shows a bounding rectangle around combined samples
along with the randomly selected data value which serves as the origin of the toroidal
shift. Plot (C) shows an intermediate step within the toroidal shift where only the
horizontal shift has occurred. Plot (D) completes the toroidal shift with a subsequent
vertical shift. The data values unaffected by the toroidal shift are indicated by hollow
circles for sample 1 and hollow triangles for sample 2, whereas those affected by the
toroidal transformation are indicated by their respective filled-in shapes.

points which lie to the left of the origin are shifted to the right a distance equal the

width of the bounding rectangle of the data. Consequently, data values which lie

both to the left and below the toroidal origin will experience both of the previously

mentioned shifts.

These new toroidal shifted data provides the basis for an additional modification

to the Syrjala test. After the data are transformed using the toroidal shift, the

test statistic of choice ξ∗t is computed, where ξ∗t is one of the six statistics defined by
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Equations 2–7. As in the rotational modification detailed in Section 5.2, a new ECDF

will be generated for each of the toroidal shifts within ξ∗t . Hence, this modification

replaces each Γ∗
1 and Γ∗

2 within Equations 2–7 with Γ∗
1,t and Γ∗

2,t, respectively.

This calculation can be applied across all possible toroidal shifts, or a large

random subset if all possible shifts are computationally infeasible. This is similar

to the modification shown in Equation 8, except the individual computations are

weighted according to the number of toroidal shifts RT , as seen in the following

equation:

(9) ΨT =
1

RT

RT∑
t=1

ξ∗t .

Figure 14 outlines the process in which a toroidal shift modification is integrated

into the modified Syrjala tests.

A random toroidal shift has been implemented in the spatstat R package (Bad-

deley and Turner, 2005).
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Fig. 14: A flowchart which displays the process in which a toroidal shift modification
is integrated into the modified Syrjala tests. The psi statistics computed on the
original data and permuted data referred to in the figure are the ΨT and ΨT

l discussed
in Sections 5.3 and 5.5, respectively.
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5.4 Combining Modifications

In an effort to remove both the dependency of the Syrjala test on the ECDF’s ori-

gin (see Section 5.2 for more details) while also alleviating the reduced emphasis the

Syrjala test places on the observed differences near the center of the bounding rectan-

gle (McAdam et al., 2012), an additional modification is considered which combines

both the rotational (see Section 5.2) and toroidal shift (see Section 5.3) modifications.

Due to computational efficiency, the rotational modification is applied first within

the test. This also removes the need to recenter the data around the bivariate median

since differences in the bivariate ECDFs computed after the toroidal shift will be

the same regardless of relative position to the origin. Hence, for every rotation of

the combined data, the toroidal modification is applied separately. Consequently,

combining the modifications in Equations 8 and 9 gives us the following equation:

ΨRT =
1

R ·RT

R∑
r=1

RT∑
t=1

ξ∗r,t,

where ξ∗r,t is one of the six statistics defined by Equations 2–7. Similar to Equations 8

and 9, this combined modification redefines Γ∗
1 and Γ∗

2 in Equations 2–7 as Γ∗
1,r,t and

Γ∗
2,r,t, respectively, for each of the r rotations and t toroidal shifts.

Figure 15 outlines the process in which a toroidal shift modification is integrated

into the modified Syrjala tests.

5.5 Permutation Test Computations

Let Ψ∗ be one of the previously discussed test statistics ΨR, ΨT , or ΨRT (see

Sections 5.2–5.4). As a permutation test, the test statistic Ψ∗
l ; l = 1, . . . , Nmax, is

recalculated Nmax = nT !
n1!n2!

times where n1 and n2 are the respective sample sizes,

nT = n1 + n2, and Nmax is the total number of permutations of the sample labeling
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subscripts. However, in practice, computing Ψ∗
l for all l = 1, . . . , Nmax is computa-

tionally infeasible, and a sufficient N ≪ Nmax (e.g., N ≈ 999) are computed instead.

The p-value is calculated as the total proportion of test statistics Ψ∗
l which are

greater than or equal to the statistic Ψ∗ computed from the non-permuted data, i.e.,

p− value =

N∑
l=1

(
IΨ∗

l ≥Ψ∗
)
+ 1

N + 1
.

where IΨ∗
l ≥Ψ∗ is one if Ψ∗

l ≥ Ψ∗ and zero otherwise.
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Fig. 15: A flowchart which displays the process in which a combination of both the
rotational and toroidal shift modifications are integrated into the modified Syrjala
tests. The psi statistics computed on the original data and permuted data referred
to in the figure are the ΨRT and ΨRT

l discussed in Sections 5.4 and 5.5, respectively.
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CHAPTER 6

Simulation Studies

This chapter outlines four simulation studies. The first (in Section 6.2) investi-

gates the effects of two data binning techniques on the outcome of the Syrjala test

(see Section 2.2.1 for more details on the Syrjala test itself), and is an extension of the

research conducted by McKinney and Symanzik (2019). The second (in Section 6.3)

explores the performance of three proposed modifications of the Syrjala test (outlined

in Chapter 5). The third (in Section 6.4) compares the performances of the modified

Syrjala test which employs both the rotational and toroidal shift modifications to four

other multivariate two-sample tests (discussed in Sections 2.2.1–2.2.4) including the

Syrjala test. A fourth simulation (in Section 6.5), which employs multimodal bivari-

ate mixture distributions, demonstrates the appropriateness of applying the modified

Syrjala tests to eye-tracking data. Before each study is discussed in detail, an overview

of the simulation design including generated data structure, reproducibility, and the

use of common random numbers is discussed in Section 6.1.

6.1 Simulation Design

The following subsections outline the setup of the simulation studies including

the structure of the generated data both for when the null hypotheses are true and

otherwise. Additional details are provided on the reproducibility of both the gener-

ated data and simulation results, as well as the use of common random numbers in

order to reduce the overall variability in the simulation results.

Additionally, as the power, false positive rate, conservative or anti-conservative

nature of a test are referred to in this chapter, those definitions are provided here:
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� The power of a test is the probability of rejecting the null hypothesis when the

null is indeed false (Rice, 2006).

� The false positive rate (or type-1 error rate) of a test is the probability of

rejecting the null when the null hypothesis is, in fact, true (Rice, 2006).

� A conservative test is one that rejects the null at a lower rate than the sig-

nificance level (Rice, 2006) when the null hypothesis is true. Hence, an anti-

conservative rate rejects the null at a higher rate than the significance level

when the null hypothesis is true.

6.1.1 Generated Data Structure

For the simulations discussed in Sections 6.2 and 6.3, two realizations of inde-

pendent, uniformly distributed, i.e., completely spatially random (CSR), data were

simulated on [0, 1]× [0, 1] square regions to assess the tests when the null hypothesis

is true. A bivariate CSR datum of this form is generated by assigning two univariate

uniform random values (defined on [0, 1]) to their Cartesian coordinates, respectively.

To assess the tests when the null hypothesis is false, four other bivariate distribu-

tions were employed, each of which was compared to CSR. The four departures from

CSR (also simulated on the [0, 1]× [0, 1] square) were constructed using the following

intensity functions for the heterogeneous Poisson process where the values a1, a2, a3,

and a4 are height parameters.

f1(x, y) = a1 · exp
{
− 20 ·

[
(x− 0.5)2 + (y − 0.5)2

]}
(Center)

f2(x, y) = a2 ·
(
1− exp

{
− 80 ·

[
(x− 0.5)4 + (y − 0.5)4

]})
(Repel)

f3(x, y) = a3 · exp
{
− 5 ·

[
(x− 1)2 + (y − 1)2

]}
(Corner)

f4(x, y) = a4 · exp
{
− 5 · (x− 1)2

}
(Right)
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Let µ be the average number of points within the unit square for the heteroge-

neous Poisson process. For reproducibility, Table 2 shows the values for the height

parameters a1, a2, a3, and a4 that achieve a specified intensity µ for each departure

from CSR. The coefficients within the exponents of each of the intensity functions were

chosen to ensure a sufficient departure from CSR was simulated. These coefficients

also guarantee at least 97% of the volume under each bivariate intensity function lie

within the unit square. For each of the five comparisons (CSR compared with CSR,

Center, Repel, Corner, Right), CSR realizations of 50, 100, 250, and 500 points were

compared to each of four different sample sizes (also 50, 100, 250, and 500) for each of

the comparison distributions. Additionally, ten realizations were generated for each

comparison in the simulation data. Visualizations of the CSR and heterogeneous

Poisson process realizations (with µ = 500 points) using each one of the intensity

functions (referred to as CSR, Center, Repel, Corner, and Right, respectively) can be

seen as a column of graphs in the far right of the figures found in Section 6.2 and 6.3.

However, to pattern the distributions more closely to data recorded in eye-

tracking research, a collection of multimodal bivariate mixture distributions were

chosen for the simulations discussed in Section 6.5. See Section 6.5.1 for more details.

Table 2: A table of the height parameter values (a1, a2, a3, and a4) which achieve
a desired average number of points within the unit square (µ) for each respective
intensity function.

µ a1 a2 a3 a4

50 319 79 319 126

100 639 158 639 253

250 1597 395 1597 632

500 3193 790 3193 1264
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6.1.2 Generated Data Reproducibility

In order to ensure reproducibility of the simulation results, the simulation data

is generated up front with predefined random number seeds. The unique random

number seeds allow the computational researcher the freedom to reproduce any of

the individual data realizations or simulation statistics.

The default random number seeds used within the R computational environment

consist of 626 32-bit integers (see the documentation for the .Random.seed object

in R at https://stat.ethz.ch/R-manual/R-devel/library/base/html/Random.

html). Since these can be unwieldy to handle directly, R provides a set.seed()

function which maps individually provided 32-bit integers to well dispersed random

number seeds. Hence, in order to preserve reproducibility, each of the four charac-

teristics in the data generation process were mapped to integer values which were

then concatenated into a single integer provided to the set.seed() function. The

four characteristics are as follows: (1) the sample size of the first sample (n1), (2) the

distribution shape of the second sample (see Section 6.1.1 for more details), (3) the

sample size of the second sample (n2), and (4) a replication index number. However,

the absolute value of the concatenated integers must be less than 232

2
−1 = 2147483647

in order to fit within 32-bits of memory. (The division by two allows for one bit to

represent the sign of the integer, and the subtraction of one allows for zero to be

represented.) Hence, while allowing room for possible extensions of the simulation,

yet staying within memory limits, the following number of digits, or “slots”, were set

aside for each data generation characteristic, respectively: two, two, two, and four

assigned from left to right. Tables 3–6 show the assigned integer values for each level

of the respective generated data characteristics.

For example, the first replication of two-sample data generated where the first

sample has 500 CSR data values, and the second sample has 50 CSR data values had

https://stat.ethz.ch/R-manual/R-devel/library/base/html/Random.html
https://stat.ethz.ch/R-manual/R-devel/library/base/html/Random.html
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Table 3: A table showing the two digit integer values assigned to the first two slots
of a 32-bit integer for each level of n1.

n1 Assigned Integer

500 01
250 02
100 03
50 04

Table 4: A table showing the two digit integer values assigned to the the third and
fourth slots of a 32-bit integer for each level of sample 2 distribution names.

Sample 2 Distribution Name Assigned Integer

CSR 01
Center 02
Repel 03
Corner 04
Right 05

a set.seed() concatenated integer argument equal to “01-01-04-0001” or 101040001.

Thus, a researcher could easily generate the data necessary and extend the sim-

ulations to broader comparisons, e.g., if a single comparison was of interest between

a CSR distribution with n1 = 25 and a Repel distribution with n2 = 750, additional

two-slot integers could be assigned to these new levels of n1 and n2, say 06 and 07

respectively, and the resulting concatenated integer argument for set.seed() would

be “06-03-07-0001” or 603070001. Hence, keeping track of these integer arguments for

set.seed() allows for the research to be extended in a systematic way which avoids

reusing identical random number seeds in generating additional simulated data sce-

narios.

6.1.3 Common Random Numbers

To reduce the overall variability of the statistics on the simulated data, the

method of common random numbers (CRNs) is employed. CRNs (also called corre-
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Table 5: A table showing the two digit integer values assigned to the the fifth and
sixth slots of a 32-bit integer for each level of approximate n2.

Approx. n2 Assigned Integer

500 01
250 02
100 03
50 04

Table 6: A table showing the four digit integer values assigned to the the seventh
through the tenth slots of a 32-bit integer for each replication number.

Replication Number Assigned Integer

1 0001
2 0002
3 0003
4 0004
5 0005
...

...
10 0010

lated sampling, matched sampling, or matched pairs) are a variance reduction tech-

nique commonly employed in Monte Carlo simulations (Glasserman, 2013; Botev and

Ridder, 2017), and are well established within the statistical simulation community

(Kleijnen, 1975, 1976, 1979). In essence, when making comparisons between different

configurations within a Monte Carlo simulation, CRNs ensure that any one realization

of a random variable is used in the same way across all of the configurations. Hence,

the same randomly generated numbers will be used across all of the configurations of

the experiment, which reduces the overall variation in the simulation statistics.

In the context of our simulation, CRNs are used to reduce variation in the sim-

ulated statistics, such as the Syrjala and modified Syrjala statistics. For example,

instead of producing ten realizations of 500 random points to compute the Syrjala

statistic with one binning technique (described in more detail below), and then pro-



58

ducing another ten realizations of 500 random points to compute the Syrjala statistic

with another binning technique, the same ten realizations for the first binning tech-

nique will also be used with the second binning technique. Thus, if an unusual

observation happened to be sampled within the ten realizations, producing a higher

amount of variation due to sampling, that same unusual observation would be used

across the binning techniques reducing the overall variation due to sampling error in

the individual statistics.

Similarly, CRNs also aids in the comparison of the modified Syrjala tests to one

another. In later sections within this chapter, it is clear that some of the simulated

data for the Repel distribution appears to look similar to the CSR distribution just by

chance. However, all of the modified Syrjala tests being compared will have to handle

this unusual sample simultaneously. Hence, unusual results exhibited across all of the

tests in comparison can be attributed more to chance variation in the data generation

process and less to other differences between the tests. Thus, CRNs also provide a

decrease in computational time since fewer realizations of randomly generated data

are necessary in order to obtain similarly stable results.

Specifically, let X1 = X1,1, X1,2, . . . , X1,n be a vector of independent and iden-

tically distributed random variables. Similarly, let X2 = X2,1, X2,2, . . . , X2,m be a

second vector of independent and identically distributed random variables. Say we

are interested in estimating the difference in two population parameters by use of

the sample statistics T1 = 1
n

∑n
i=1 f(X1,i) and T2 = 1

m

∑m
j=1 g(X2,j), respectively. If

common random numbers are not employed, and the samples are independent, then

the covariance between all X1,i and X2,j is zero, and the variance of the difference in

sample statistics is
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V ar(T1 − T2) = V ar

(
1

n

n∑
i=1

f(X1,i)−
1

m

m∑
j=1

g(X2,j)

)

= V ar

(
1

n

n∑
i=1

f(X1,i)

)
+ V ar

(
1

m

m∑
j=1

g(X2,j)

)

=
1

n2
V ar

(
n∑

i=1

f(X1,i)

)
+

1

m2
V ar

(
m∑
j=1

g(X2,j)

)

=
1

n2

n∑
i=1

V ar (f(X1,i)) +
1

m2

m∑
j=1

V ar (g(X2,j))

=
1

n2

n∑
i=1

V ar (f(X1)) +
1

m2

m∑
j=1

V ar (g(X2))

=
1

n2
nV ar (f(X1)) +

1

m2
mV ar (g(X2))

=
1

n
V ar (f(X1)) +

1

m
V ar (g(X2))

However, notice if we employ CRNs by using the same randomly generated data

across all of our configurations, i.e., if we let X1 = X2 (and n = m), then this will tend

to result in a positive correlation between X1 and X2. In such cases, the independence

between the samples will be removed, and Corr(X1, X2) > 0 ⇒ Cov(X1, X2) > 0 ⇒

Cov(f(X1), g(X2)) > 0 ⇒ −Cov(f(X1), g(X2)) < 0.

Therefore, if we let T ∗
1 and T ∗

2 be the statistics while employing CRNs, then
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V ar(T ∗
1 − T ∗

2 ) = V ar

(
1

n

n∑
i=1

f(X1,i)−
1

n

n∑
j=1

g(X2,j)

)

= V ar

(
1

n

n∑
i=1

f(X1,i)

)
+ V ar

(
1

n

n∑
j=1

g(X2,j)

)

− Cov

(
1

n

n∑
i=1

f(X1,i),
1

n

n∑
j=1

g(X2,j)

)

=
1

n2
V ar

(
n∑

i=1

f(X1,i)

)
+

1

n2
V ar

(
n∑

j=1

g(X2,j)

)

− 1

n2
Cov

(
n∑

i=1

f(X1,i),
n∑

j=1

g(X2,j)

)

=
1

n2

n∑
i=1

V ar (f(X1,i)) +
1

n2

n∑
j=1

V ar (g(X2,j))

− 1

n2

n∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

Cov (f(X1,i), g(X2,j))

=
1

n2

n∑
i=1

V ar (f(X1)) +
1

n2

n∑
j=1

V ar (g(X2))

− 1

n2

n∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

Cov (f(X1), g(X2))

=
1

n2
nV ar (f(X1)) +

1

n2
nV ar (g(X2))

− 1

n2
n2Cov (f(X1), g(X2))

=
1

n
V ar (f(X1)) +

1

n
V ar (g(X2))− Cov (f(X1), g(X2))

will ensure that V ar(T ∗
1 − T ∗

2 ) < V ar(T1 − T2).

However, this is not always the case. If instead a removal of the independence

between X1 and X2 results in a negative correlation, the use of common random
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numbers will back-fire resulting in a greater amount of variability in the difference

between test statistics (Botev and Ridder, 2017). Glasserman and Yao (1992) pro-

vided guidelines for avoiding these situations.

6.1.4 Simulated Test Result Reproducibility

Similar to how random number seeds are used in Section 6.1.2 to preserve the

reproducibility of the generated simulation data, random number seeds are also set

before each simulation test to preserve the reproducibility of the stochastic nature

within each test. The test random number seeds are simply an extension of the gen-

erated data random number seeds, except that the third and fourth digits (hundreths

and thousandths place) are changed from two zeros to a two digit number that cor-

responds to what test is being used. Table 7 shows the assigned integers for each of

the simulation test types.

Thus, a researcher could easily reproduce the simulation test results by using

the same random number seed. For example, the first replication of two-sample data

generated where the first sample has 500 CSR data values, and the second sample

has 50 CSR data values had a set.seed() concatenated integer argument equal to

101040001. Thus, if the modified Syrjala tests which employ both rotations and

toroidal shifts with a toroidal shift threshold of 25 (RotToro25Thrshld) is applied to

this case of generated data, 60 would be added to the third and fourth digits, and the

random number seed for the simulation test would be “01-01-04-6001” or 101046001.

Alternatively, if the modified Syrjala tests employ five rotations and 0.3 proportion

of toroidal shifts, the third and forth digits will have an assigned integer of 23 along

with a negative sign prepended to the seed number: −101042301.
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Table 7: A table showing the two digit integer values assigned to the the third and
fourth slots of a 32-bit signed integer (i.e., seed number) for each type of test. The ∗

symbol indicates when a seed number was also negated (i.e., a negative sign prepended
to the integer) to avoid overlap with other seeds. For all possible combined rotational
and toroidal shift modified Syrjala tests (∗∗) the assigned integer is simply a sum of the
corresponding individual assigned integers for the rotational and toroidal shift test
types, respectively. However, the combined rotational and toroidal shift modified
Syrjala test assigned integers are only negated once, similar to the rotational or
toroidal shift tests. For example, a test which uses five rotations and 0.3 proportion of
toroidal shifts will have an assigned integer of 23 along with a negative sign prepended
to the seed number.

Test Type Assigned Integer

Syrjala 08
Rotational (4 rotations) 10∗

Rotational (5 rotations) 20∗

Rotational (6 rotations) 30∗

Rotational (8 rotations) 40∗

Rotational (10 rotations) 50∗

Rotational (36 rotations) 60∗

Rotational (45 rotations) 70∗

Toroidal Shifts (0.1 proportion of shifts) 01∗

Toroidal Shifts (0.2 proportion of shifts) 02∗

Toroidal Shifts (0.3 proportion of shifts) 03∗

Toroidal Shifts (0.5 proportion of shifts) 04∗

Toroidal Shifts (0.75 proportion of shifts) 05∗

Toroidal Shifts (0.9 proportion of shifts) 06∗

Combined Rotational and Toroidal Shifts ∗∗

RotToro25Thrshld 60
Energy 09
FR-KS 90
Kmmd 90∗
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6.2 The Effects of Data Binning on the Syrjala Test

Due to the necessity of identical sampling locations for the Syrjala test (see

Section 2.2.1 for more details), binning of data has been used in the literature

(Chetverikov et al., 2018; McAdam et al., 2012). Hence, two types of data bin-

ning techniques along with a spectrum of binning granularity are discussed in further

detail in the next subsection. These are incorporated into the simulation study of the

Syrjala test in order to further study their respective effects on test results. This sim-

ulation is an extension of the research presented by McKinney and Symanzik (2019,

2021).

6.2.1 Data Binning for Common Sampling Locations

Before applying the Syrjala test, two different types of binning were applied to

the data, namely regular and random binning. Regular binning consists of dividing

the sample region into a grid of equally sized rectangles. The density of all sample

points within each rectangle was reported at the center of the respective rectangles.

Random binning consists of randomly assigning binning points (using a simple sequen-

tial inhibition process) across the sample region, and assigning each sample point to

the closest random binning point (using Euclidean distance). Within each of these

binning approaches, three levels of granularity were used. Regular binning consisted

of dividing the unit square into 5×5, 10×10, and 20×20 rectangular grids. Random

binning involved randomly assigning 25, 100, and 400 random binning points across

the sample region.

Figure 16 outlines the process in which random number seeds were used in gener-

ating the simulation data used in Sections 6.2–6.4. The different simulation scenarios

consist of comparisons among the generated data structures outlined in Section 6.1.1.

The different binning scenarios referred to in the figure (mainly random or regular
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binning) are outlined above.

Specifically, the process for generating the raw data begins with selecting a two-

sample simulation scenario and corresponding random number seed, e.g., a sample

size is selected for the first sample (from Table 3) which will be CSR, along with the

second sample’s distribution (from Table 4) and size (from Table 5). These scenarios

are replicated ten times each, and the process is repeated for every simulation scenario

(i.e., for every combination of possible first sample size, second sample distribution,

and approximate second sample size). This implies there are a total of 80 different

simulation scenarios (four different values for the first sample size times five different

distributions for the second sample times four different values for the second sample

size). Hence, since each simulation scenario is replicated ten times, a total of 800

two-sample raw data comparisons are saved to disk.

Next, Figure 16 shows a fork in the workflow which represents loading the raw

data in preparation for two subsequent processes. The process on the right side of the

fork is for the simulations for modified Syrjala tests (which employ the processes out-

lined in Figures 12, 14, and 15) and the alternative tests (discussed in Sections 2.2.2,

2.2.3, and 2.2.4). The process on the left side of the fork is for the data binning

process necessary for Syrjala test simulations. Each of the 800 two-sample raw data

comparisons are binned twice (using one of the two methods discussed earlier in this

section) for a total of 1600 two-sample binned data comparisons, which are also saved

to disk before being loaded for the Syrjala test simulations.

6.2.2 Simulation Results

Figure 17 displays a grid of line graphs which summarize the results of a simula-

tion comparing the effect of regular or random data binning (detailed in Section 6.2.1)

on the Syrjala test. The horizontal axis displays which type of binning, either regular
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Fig. 16: A flowchart which displays the process in which random number seeds were
used in generating the simulation data used in Sections 6.2–6.4. The different simu-
lation scenarios consist of comparisons among the generated data structures outlined
in Section 6.1.1. Similarly, the different binning scenarios, mainly random or regular
binning, are detailed in Section 6.2.1.
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(Reg) or random (Ran), was applied to the simulation data. The granularity of the

binning is represented after the Reg (5×5, 10×10, or 20×20) or Ran (25, 100, or

400) horizontal axis tick labels, and are detailed in Section 6.2.1. The grid column

name indicates the CSR sample size (n1), and the grid row indicates the shape of the

second sample. The colors of the lines and symbols indicate the second sample size

(approximate n2).

Looking at all of the comparisons of CSR vs CSR (all of the line graphs in the first

row of Figure 17), we see that the Syrjala test rejected 67 out of 960 (ten iterations

times six binning techniques times four n1 sample size comparisons times four n2

sample size comparisons) tests. In other words, the Syrjala test is rejecting around

7% of the tests. Since we are testing at the 5% significance level, we should expect

to see roughly 5% of tests reject the null hypothesis when it is actually true. Hence,

the Syrjala test is exhibiting anti-conservative behavior.

This result seems to contradict the conservative behavior of the Syrjala test

exhibited in McKinney and Symanzik (2019). However, for the case when the null

hypothesis is true, a much larger number of small sample comparisons are being

made here (960 total tests) as compared to McKinney and Symanzik (2019) (240

total tests). The greater number of false positives here suggests that the performance

of the test may behave differently than what has been previously observed in the

literature (Fuller et al., 2006) when comparing two samples with relatively small

samples sizes.

The remaining rows of graphs show comparisons between realizations of a CSR

process with departures from CSR, i.e., when the null hypothesis is false. In the

second row, realizations of CSR (with sample sizes of 50, 100, 250, and 500 points)

were compared to realizations of a heterogeneous Poisson process called Center (with

50, 100, 250, and 500 sample points, respectively). Overall, the Syrjala test produced
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Fig. 17: A grid of line graphs showing the results of a simulation comparing the effect of two types of data binning (lower
horizontal axis), abbreviated as Reg or Ran, on the Syrjala test. The grid column indicates the CSR sample size (n1), and
the grid row indicates the distribution of the second sample. The point shapes and colors indicate the second sample size
(approximate n2). For example, the bottom left graph shows the number of significant (p-values < 0.05) Syrjala tests (out
of ten tests) on CSR realizations of 50 points with Right realizations of approximately 50, 100, 250, and 500 points. The
granularity of the binning is represented after the Reg (5×5, 10×10, or 20×20) or Ran (25, 100, or 400) horizontal axis
tick labels, and are detailed in Section 6.2.1
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multiple non-significant test results depending on the binning technique and sample

size.

Particularly, CSR vs Center (second row of graphs) shows that in all cases of

random binning using only 25 points the Syrjala test fails to detect all of the differ-

ences. This is also exhibited in regular binning with only a 5×5 grid. However, the

effect is overcome for regular binning as soon as both n1 and n2 are greater than 100.

Nonetheless, this comparison (CSR vs Center) suggests a dependence of the Syrjala

test on the data aggregation step, i.e., the binning must be granular enough to reflect

the deviations from CSR.

This is further suggested in the third row of graphs where realizations of CSR

were compared with departures from CSR called Repel. These comparisons provide an

interesting case since the Syrjala test struggled to indicate every significant difference

across the different sample size comparisons. Again, a dependence on the granularity

of the binning is seen by the non-decreasing nature for all line graphs when both

samples are greater than 50.

Furthermore, the general jump in significant test results becomes more stark as

both sample sizes increase. For example, when n1 = 500 and n2 = 50 the Syrjala

test is only able to detect zero, two, and two significant test results for the regular

binning granularity levels of 5× 5, 10× 10, and 20× 20, respectively, and only one,

one, and two significant test results for the random binning granularity levels of 25,

100, and 400, respectively. However, when n1 = 500 and n2 = 500 the number of

significant Syrjala tests jumps from two to ten and from three to ten when the binning

granularity increases from the smallest to the largest levels of regular (i.e., from 5× 5

to 20× 20) and random (i.e., from 25 to 400) binning, respectively.

Additionally, the Syrjala test is better able to detect differences as the sample

sizes increase. This can be seen in two ways. In general, there is a positive trend in
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the number of significant test results across all values of n1 for a fixed value of n2 and

binning technique. Alternatively, there is a positive trend in the number of significant

test results across all values of n2 for a fixed value of n1 and binning technique. Also

notable are the cases in which either sample size is less than 100. Here, the Syrjala

test is only able to detect at most three out of ten cases across all of the other sample’s

sizes and binning techniques.

Overall, not only does row three in Figure 17 reinforce the observed dependence of

the Syrjala test on the binning technique (also observed by McKinney and Symanzik

(2019)), but it also confirms that the Syrjala test places less emphasis on differences

located near the center of the bounding region which was observed by McAdam et al.

(2012).

In the remaining two rows where realizations of CSR are compared with the

Corner and Right distributions, the Syrjala test was able to detect all significant

differences. This confirms the results established by McKinney and Symanzik (2019).

6.3 Modified Syrjala Tests Simulation Study

Each of the three modifications proposed to the Syrjala test, namely the rota-

tional, toroidal shift, and combination of rotational and toroidal shift modifications

(detailed in Chapter 5), has a parameter (or two in the case of the combined modi-

fications) which is explored within this simulation study. When simulating the mod-

ification which extends the number of rotations of the data, 4, 5, 6, 8, 10, 36, and

45 rotations (within one 360◦ rotation) are employed in this simulation as compared

to the 4, 6, 8, 10, and 36 rotations used in (McKinney and Symanzik, 2019). The

additional rotations of 5 and 45 were included to further ensure stability among the

results. Since the modification which involves only toroidal shifts of the data in-

troduces considerable additional computational load, only subsets of the combined
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two-sample data are randomly selected as origins to the toroidal shifts (instead of

constructing a toroidal shift for each data point). The proportions of randomly se-

lected data values explored in the simulation are 0.1, 0.2, 0.3, 0.5, 0.75, and 0.90.

Naturally, the modification which includes both rotational and toroidal shifts is even

more computationally intensive. While all of the previously employed rotations are

still included, only the proportions 0.1, 0.2, and 0.3 (of randomly selected data val-

ues used as origins of the toroidal shifts) are explored. However, stable results are

exhibited and discussed for these proportions in Section 6.3.3.

Additionally, Section 6.3.4 explores the performance of the combined modified

Syrjala tests when the number of randomly chosen points as origins for the toroidal

shifts are limited to some threshold which is typically much smaller than the pooled

sample size. This restriction eases some of the computational load of the test which

employs both rotational and toroidal shift modifications. It also justifies a default

threshold value for the tests in the R package (see Chapter 8), which guides new users

of the package toward relatively reasonable parameter values.

6.3.1 Rotational Modification Simulation Results

Figure 18 shows the results of the simulation study for the rotational modifi-

cation when using the CWS statistic. The remaining five proposed versions of the

statistic ξ (see Section 5.1 for more details) are also explored. However, since Fig-

ures 18 and 62–66 show almost the same behavior aside from some chance variation,

the latter figures (Figures 62–66) for the DWS, UWS, DWA, UWA, and CWA sim-

ulations (respectively) are provided in Appendix B. Recall from Section 5.1 that the

abbreviations DW, UW, and CW refer to the different types of weightings in the ξ

statistics, i.e., double weighted, uniformly weighted, and complementary weighted,

respectively. The S and A are abbreviations for squared or absolute differences, re-
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spectively, computed between the ECDFs from the two samples. Figures 18 and

62–66 each display a grid of line graphs which depict the number of significant test

results (p-values < 0.05) out of ten tests for each combination of rotational parameter

level (horizontal axes), second sample size (n2, represented by the different colors and

shapes in the line graphs), distribution of the second sample (grid rows), and first

sample size (n1, shown in the grid columns).

In summary, while the squared statistics perform marginally better than the

absolute value statistics (this is shown more explicitly in Section 6.4.2), the choice in

proposed versions of the statistic ξ makes little difference in the overall performance of

the rotational modification test. Additionally, Figure 18 shows little indication that

an increase in the number of rotations within the test has any effect on the number of

significant test results regardless of the version of the statistic ξ. This suggests that a

lower number of rotations will achieve similar results while providing computational

efficiency. This effect is investigated further in Section 6.3.3 when simulating the

behavior of the test which involves a combination of the rotational and toroidal shift

modifications.

For the cases when the null hypothesis is true (both samples were generated from

the same CSR distribution), we can see that all of the rotational tests demonstrated

roughly the same false positive rate (as seen in the first row of graphs across all of

Figures 18 and 62–66). Overall, 67 out of 1120 tests resulted in false positives, the

ratio of which gives a false positive rate of approximately 0.0598. This is also shown

and discussed further in Section 6.4.2.

The cases when the null hypothesis is false are seen in the bottom four rows

of graphs. Here, none of the rotational tests in Figure 18 exhibit any difficulty in

correctly identifying all of the significant differences for both Corner and Right de-

partures from CSR (as seen in the bottom two rows of graphs). When compared
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Fig. 18: A grid of line graphs showing the results of a simulation comparing multiple rotations of the modified Syrjala
test using complementary weightings of the squared differences in the ECDFs (CWS). The grid column name indicates
the CSR sample size (n1), and the grid row indicates the shape of the second sample. The colors of the lines and symbols
indicate the second sample size (approximate n2). For example, the bottom left graph shows the number of significant test
results (out of ten tests) on CSR realizations of 50 points with Right realizations of approximately 50, 100, 250, and 500
points. Note that the spaces between horizontal tick marks are only approximately represented.
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with Figure 17 it is clear that there are cases in which the Syrjala test and the ro-

tational modified Syrjala test still agree. Furthermore, the rotational tests do well

in correctly identifying significance for the Center distribution (as seen in the second

row of graphs) except for the case when the second sample is small (n2 ≈ 50). In

general, about two out of ten tests were labeled as non-significant in this case.

However, similar to the results shown in Section 6.2.2, the Repel case (as seen in

the third row of graphs) proves to be more difficult for the test to correctly identify

significant differences. This confirms that the rotational modification Syrjala tests

also place less emphases on differences located near the center of the bounding region

similar to the Syrjala test (McAdam et al., 2012). However, the rotational modifi-

cation Syrjala tests overcome some of these issues (see Section 6.2.2). In general, as

both of the sample sizes increase so do the number of significant results. At the point

when both sample sizes are greater than 250, the test can identify almost all of the

significant differences (see the n2 ≈ 250 and n2 ≈ 500 line graphs for the n1 = 250

and n1 = 500 columns in the third row of graphs).

Additionally, more detailed comparisons of the power and false positive rate of

each of these tests as compared to the other tests employed in Section 6.3.2 and 6.3.3

are discussed in Section 6.4.2. In comparison, the far right column (n1 = 500) of

Figure 62 match the results found by McKinney and Symanzik (2019).

6.3.2 Toroidal Shift Modification Simulation Results

Similar to the previous section, Figure 19 shows the results of the simulation

study for the rotational modification when using the CWS statistic. The remaining

five proposed versions of the statistic ξ (see Section 5.1 for more details) are also

explored. However, since Figures 19 and 67–71 show almost the same behavior aside

from some chance variation, the latter figures (Figures 67–71) for the DWS, UWS,
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DWA, UWA, and CWA simulations (respectively) are provided in Appendix B. The

layout of these figures is identical to Figure 18 except that the horizontal axes display

the proportions of points used as origins for the toroidal shifts ranging from 0.1, 0.2,

0.3, 0.5, 0.75, and 0.9.

Similar to Section 6.3.1, while the squared statistics perform marginally better

than the absolute value statistics in Figure 19 (this is shown more explicitly in Sec-

tion 6.4.2), the choice in proposed versions of the statistic ξ makes little difference in

the overall performance of the toroidal shift modification test. Additionally, Figure 19

shows little indication that an increase in the proportion of randomly selected points

(used for origins of the toroidal shifts) within the test has any effect on the number

of significant test results regardless of the version of the statistic ξ. This suggests

that a lower number of toroidal shifts will achieve similar results while providing

computationally efficiency. This effect is investigated further in Section 6.3.3 when

simulating the test behavior of the test which involves a combination of the rotational

and toroidal shift modifications.

For the cases when the null hypothesis is true (both samples were generated from

the same CSR distribution), we can see that all of the toroidal shift tests demonstrated

roughly the same false positive rate (as seen in the first row of graphs). Overall, 30

out of 960 tests resulted in false positives, the ratio of which gives a false positive

rate of approximately 0.0313. This is shown more explicitly and discussed further in

Section 6.4.2.

The cases when the null hypothesis is false are seen in the bottom four rows

of graphs. Here, none of the toroidal shift tests in Figure 19 exhibits any difficulty

in correctly identifying all of the significant differences for the Center or Corner de-

partures from CSR (as seen in the second and fourth rows of graphs, respectively).

Similarly, the toroidal shift tests do well in correctly identifying significance for the
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Fig. 19: A grid of line graphs showing the results of a simulation comparing multiple randomly selected proportions of
points for the origins of the toroidal shifts of the modified Syrjala test using complementary weightings of the squared
differences in the ECDFs (CWS). The grid column name indicates the CSR sample size (n1), and the grid row indicates
the shape of the second sample. The colors of the lines and symbols indicate the second sample size (approximate n2).
For example, the bottom left graph shows the number of significant test results (out of ten tests) on CSR realizations of
50 points with Right realizations of approximately 50, 100, 250, and 500 points.
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Right distribution (as seen in the bottom row of graphs) except for a few cases most of

which occur when the second sample is small. In comparison, the rotational modified

Syrjala tests correctly computed significance for all of the Right distribution cases

(as seen in the bottom row of graphs of Figure 18). As a reminder, common random

numbers are being employed across all of the simulations (see Section 6.1.3). Thus,

the same ten replications of CSR vs. Right pairs are being compared between the

previous simulation (Figure 18) and this simulation. Therefore, it is not reasonable

to say that these different results for CSR vs. Right are due to chance variation from

a small sample size n2. The slight decrease in performance can be attributed to the

differences in test modifications (i.e., toroidal shifts vs. rotations).

Similar to the rotational test results (in Section 6.3.1), the Repel case (as seen in

the third row of graphs) proves to be more difficult for the test to correctly identify

significant differences. However, there is a noticeable improvement of the toroidal

shift modification over the rotational modification. In general, as both of the sample

sizes increase so do the number of significant results. At the point when both sample

sizes are greater than 100, the test can identify almost all of the significant differences

(see the n2 ≈ 100, n2 ≈ 250 and n2 ≈ 500 line graphs for the n1 = 100, n1 = 250 and

n1 = 500 columns in the third row of graphs).

When compared with Figure 18, Figure 19 shows that while the toroidal shift

test increased the overall number of correct significant test results, the rotational test

does produce more significant test results in a few cases. Specifically, if we compare

the two tests one row at a time, it is clear that the toroidal shift is a better selection

for the Center distribution as it handles the case when both sample sizes are equal to

50 better than the rotational test. Similarly, the toroidal shift test performs better in

almost all cases of the Repel distribution. Both tests perform perfectly for the Corner

distribution in identifying every test result as significant. However, the rotational
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test outperforms the toroidal shift test for several small sample comparisons from

the Right distribution. This is shown more explicitly in Section 6.4.2, in addition

to more detailed comparisons of the power and false positive rate of each of toroidal

shift modification tests as compared to the other tests employed in Section 6.3.3.

6.3.3 Simulation Results for the Modified Syrjala Tests which Combine

both Rotational and Toroidal Shift Modifications

While little difference is observed in the versions of the ξ statistics across both the

rotational (Figures 18 and 62–66) and toroidal shift (Figures 19 and 67–71) modifica-

tions, squared differences in the statistics perform marginally better than the absolute

differences. Hence, the squared differences are only considered in the simulations of

the test involving both rotational and toroidal shift modifications.

While Figures 20–22 show the results of the simulation study for the combination

of both rotational and toroidal shift modifications using only the ξCWS statistic, the

remaining five proposed versions of the statistic ξ (see Section 5.1 for more details) are

also explored. However, since Figures 20 and 72–77 show almost the same behavior

aside from some chance variation, the latter figures (Figures 72–77) for the DWS, and

UWS simulations are provided for each of the proportions of toroidal shifts (0.1, 0.2,

and 0.3) in Appendix B.

Similar to Figures 18, 19, and 62–71, each one of these figures also displays a grid

of line graphs which depict the number of significant test results (p-values < 0.05) out

of ten tests for each number of rotations (horizontal axes), second sample size (n2,

represented by the different colors and shapes in the line graphs), distribution of the

second sample (grid rows), and first sample size (n1, shown in the grid columns) for

a given proportion of randomly selected points used as origins of the toroidal shifts.

However, Figures 20–22 use the proportions of 0.1, 0.2, and 0.3, respectively. The
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Fig. 20: A grid of line graphs showing the results of a simulation comparing multiple rotations of the modified Syrjala
test using 0.1 proportion of points as origins of toroidal shifts, and complementary weightings of the squared differences
in the ECDFs (CWS). The grid column name indicates the CSR sample size (n1), and the grid row indicates the shape of
the second sample. The colors of the lines and symbols indicate the second sample size (approximate n2). For example,
the bottom left graph shows the number of significant test results (out of ten tests) on CSR realizations of 50 points with
Right realizations of approximately 50, 100, 250, and 500 points. Note that the spaces between horizontal tick marks are
only approximately represented.
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Fig. 21: A grid of line graphs showing the results of a simulation comparing multiple rotations of the modified Syrjala
test using 0.2 proportion of points as origins of toroidal shifts, and complementary weightings of the squared differences
in the ECDFs (CWS). The grid column name indicates the CSR sample size (n1), and the grid row indicates the shape of
the second sample. The colors of the lines and symbols indicate the second sample size (approximate n2). For example,
the bottom left graph shows the number of significant test results (out of ten tests) on CSR realizations of 50 points with
Right realizations of approximately 50, 100, 250, and 500 points. Note that the spaces between horizontal tick marks are
only approximately represented.
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Fig. 22: A grid of line graphs showing the results of a simulation comparing multiple rotations of the modified Syrjala
test using 0.3 proportion of points as origins of toroidal shifts, and complementary weightings of the squared differences
in the ECDFs (CWS). The grid column name indicates the CSR sample size (n1), and the grid row indicates the shape of
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the bottom left graph shows the number of significant test results (out of ten tests) on CSR realizations of 50 points with
Right realizations of approximately 50, 100, 250, and 500 points. Note that the spaces between horizontal tick marks are
only approximately represented.
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remaining proportions explored in the test involving only the toroidal shifts (0.5, 0.75,

and 0.9) are not included here due to the computational load imposed by the large

proportions. However, stable results are shown across Figures 20–22 similar to those

seen in Section 6.3.2.

Overall, Figures 20–22 show almost the same behavior aside from some chance

variation, and the overall number of significant tests are almost identical to the

toroidal shift test as seen in Section 6.3.2. This suggests that a smaller number of ro-

tations as well as a smaller proportion of randomly selected points used as the origins

of the toroidal shifts is sufficient for representative test results while also providing

relief to the computational load.

For the cases when the null hypothesis is true (both samples were generated

from the same CSR distribution), we can see that all of the combined rotational and

toroidal shift tests demonstrated roughly the same false positive rate (as seen in the

first row of graphs of each figure). However, the false positive rate expressed by this

test is closer to the significance level of 0.05 than either the rotational or toroidal

shift tests. Specifically, 50, 50, and 51 out of 1120 tests resulted in false positives, the

ratio of which gives a false positive rate of approximately 0.045, 0.045, and 0.046 for

each of the simulation results in Figures 20–22, respectively. This is compared more

explicitly and discussed further in Section 6.4.2.

The cases when the null hypothesis is false are seen in the bottom four row of

graphs. Here, none of the combined rotational and toroidal shift tests in Figures 20–

22 exhibit any difficulty in correctly identifying all of the significant differences for

the Center or Corner departures from CSR (as seen in the second and fourth rows

of graphs, respectively). This behavior is identical to the toroidal shift test (see

Section 6.3.2). Similarly, the combined rotational and toroidal shift tests do well in

correctly identifying significance for the Right distribution (as seen in the bottom row
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of graphs) except for a few cases when the second sample is small. This behavior is

also similar to the toroidal shift test (see Section 6.3.2), except that the combined

modification test is moderately better. However, the combined modification is still

not as good as the test which employs only rotations for a few cases from the Right

distribution. This may be due to the fact that the rotational test still emphasizes

differences closer to the edge of the sample distributions, which proves to be a strength

when faced with distributions similar to the Right case.

Similar to the toroidal shift test results (in Section 6.3.2), the Repel case (as seen

in the third row of graphs) proves to be more difficult for the combined modification

test to correctly identify significant differences. However, similar to the toroidal shift

test, there is a noticeable improvement of the combined modification test over the

rotational modification. In general, as both of the sample sizes increase so do the

number of significant results. At the point when both sample sizes are greater than

100, the test can identify almost all of the significant differences (see the n2 ≈ 100,

n2 ≈ 250 and n2 ≈ 500 line graphs for the n1 = 100, n1 = 250 and n1 = 500 columns

in the third row of graphs).

6.3.4 Simulation Results for the Combined Rotational and Toroidal Shift

Modified Syrjala Tests which Employ Toroidal Shift Thresholds

While computing a number of toroidal shifts using a proportion of the pooled

sample size has been studied in Sections 6.3.2 and 6.3.3, in this section additional

functionality for computational efficiency has been integrated into the modified Syr-

jala test which employs both rotational and toroidal shifts. This functionality allows a

limiting threshold to be set to the number of randomly selected points used as origins

for toroidal shifts. If the pooled sample size is below the threshold, a toroidal shift

will be computed for every point in both samples (within every rotation). However,
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if the pooled sample size is over the threshold, only a random number of points equal

to the threshold are used as origins for toroidal shifts. (Note that this random sample

of points is redrawn for every rotation.) As a reminder, the same generated data used

for previous modified Syrjala test simulations are being used here. Furthermore, the

test results are reproducible using the random number seeds listed in Table 7.

Figure 23 shows the results of a simulation where a toroidal shift threshold was set

at 25 points. While the combined sample size is always at least 100, and consequently

always greater than a toroidal shift threshold of 25, later simulations (in Sections 6.5)

include cases where the combined sample size is less than the toroidal shift threshold.

Furthermore, while Figure 23 only shows the results for the test which employs

the CWS statistic, tests which employ the DWS and UWS statistics were also con-

sidered. However, the results are similar among these tests except for some chance

variation. Hence, the test results for the latter two are included as Figures 78 and

79 in Appendix B. As a reminder, the tests with statistics which computed abso-

lute differences in the ECDFs (i.e., the tests which used the DWA, UWA, and CWA

statistics) were not considered here since they showed little difference to the squared

statistics (DWS, UWS, and CWS), and the squared statistics achieved a marginally

higher power. This is more clearly seen in Section 6.4.2.

Furthermore, the test results of Figure 23 as compared to Figures 20–22 are also

similar except for some chance variation. Similar to Figures 20–22, Figure 23 also

displays a grid of line graphs which depict the number of significant test results (p-

values < 0.05) out of ten tests for each number of rotations (horizontal axes), second

sample size (n2, represented by the different colors and shapes in the line graphs),

distribution of the second sample (grid rows), and first sample size (n1, shown in the

grid columns) for a limited number of 25 randomly selected points used as origins of

the toroidal shifts.
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Fig. 23: A grid of line graphs showing the results of a simulation comparing toroidal shift thresholds of 25 points of
the modified Syrjala test across a number of rotations using complementary weightings of the squared differences in the
ECDFs (CWS). The grid column name indicates the CSR sample size (n1), and the grid row indicates the shape of the
second sample. The colors of the lines and symbols indicate the second sample size (approximate n2). For example, the
bottom left graph shows the number of significant test results (out of ten tests) on CSR realizations of 50 points with
Right realizations of approximately 50, 100, 250, and 500 points.
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For the cases when the null hypothesis is true (both samples were generated from

the same CSR distribution), we can see that all of the tests demonstrated roughly the

same false positive rate (as seen in the first row of graphs). Overall, 50 out of 1120 tests

resulted in false positives, the ratio of which gives a false positive rate of approximately

0.045. This is shown more explicitly and discussed further in Section 6.4.2.

The cases when the null hypothesis is false are seen in the bottom four rows of

graphs. Here, none of the tests in Figure 23 exhibits any difficulty in correctly identi-

fying all of the significant differences for the Center or Corner departures from CSR

(as seen in the second and fourth rows of graphs, respectively). Similarly, the toroidal

shift tests do well in correctly identifying significance for the Right distribution (as

seen in the bottom row of graphs) except for a few cases most of which occur when

the second sample is small.

Similar to the combined rotational and toroidal shift test results (in Section 6.3.3),

the Repel case (as seen in the third row of graphs) proves to be more difficult for the

combined modification test with a toroidal shift threshold to correctly identify sig-

nificant differences. However, similar to the combined rotational and toroidal shift

tests, there is a noticeable improvement of the combined modification test over the

rotational modification. In general, as both of the sample sizes increase so do the

number of significant results. At the point when both sample sizes are greater than

100, the test can identify almost all of the significant differences (see the n2 ≈ 100,

n2 ≈ 250 and n2 ≈ 500 line graphs for the n1 = 100, n1 = 250 and n1 = 500 columns

in the third row of graphs).

Hence, limiting the number of toroidal shifts to 25 per rotation does not change

the results of the tests under these scenarios considerably. These results provide

motivation to a computationally conscientious default threshold value for the tests in

the R package (see Chapter 8). A more detailed comparison of the power and false
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positive rates of these tests is made in Section 6.4.2.

6.4 Comparative Simulation Study

In this section, a simulation study is conducted which makes a comparison of the

performance (both power and false positive rate) of five methods: (1) the Energy test

(Rizzo and Székely, 2016), (2) the kernel maximum mean discrepancy test (Gretton

et al., 2012), (3) the extension of the Kolmogorov (1933) test within the Friedman and

Rafsky (1979) test (see Sections 2.2.1–2.2.4 for more details), and the combined rota-

tional and toroidal shift modified Syrjala tests which use (4) proportions of points for

toroidal shifts and (5) thresholds for the number of toroidal shifts. The simulations

discussed in Section 6.3 involved exploring the rotational and toroidal shift modifi-

cations across multiple levels of number of rotations, proportion of randomly chosen

points as origins of the toroidal shifts, and a threshold of 25 toroidal shifts, respec-

tively. However, in this section the two versions of the test that are considered use

8 rotations and either 0.1 proportions of toroidal shifts or a threshold of 25 toroidal

shifts. Additionally, these tests employ only the CWS test statistic. While arguments

could be made for the other test statistics and modification parameters, it has been

shown that the results will not change drastically from one choice to another (see

Section 6.3).

6.4.1 Simulation Results

Figure 24 shows a grid of line graphs which depict the number of significant

tests (p-values < 0.05) out of ten tests for each of the methods under consideration.

The five methods, abbreviated on the horizontal axes, are (1) the Energy test, (2)

the kernel maximum mean discrepancy test (Kmmd), (3) Friedman and Rafsky’s

extension of the Kolmogorov test (FR-KS), (4) the combined rotational and toroidal
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shift modified Syrjala test using the CWS statistic, 8 rotations, and 0.1 proportion of

points as origins of the toroidal shifts (Rot8Toro0.1), and (5) the combined rotational

and toroidal shift modified Syrjala test using the CWS statistic, 8 rotations, and a

toroidal shift threshold of 25 points (Rot8Toro25). Figure 24 also shows the second

sample size (n2, represented by the different colors and shapes in the line graphs),

the distribution shape of the second sample (grid rows), and the first sample size (n1,

shown in the grid columns). Note that the Rot8Toro0.1 and Rot8Toro25 test results

are identical to those previously presented in Figures 20 and 23, respectively, for the

cases in which the number of rotations equals eight.

When the null hypothesis is true, and the two samples are being generated by

the same CSR process (as seen in the top row of graphs in Figure 17), the methods

should reject about one in twenty times since the significance level is 0.05. None of

the methods appears to be obviously conservative (like the Syrjala test in Figure 17)

or anti-conservative. However, a more detailed analysis of the false positive rate of

each test is discussed in Section 6.4.2.

When the null hypothesis is false, and the second sample exhibits some departure

from CSR, it is interesting to note that all of the tests were able to correctly identify

all significant cases for the Corner distribution (see the second row from the bottom

in Figure 24). This case shows that there is an amount of agreement between the

bivariate two-sample tests.

Some additional amount of agreement between the tests is also seen in the Right

and Center distributions. However, the FR-KS test failed to identify all of the cases,

particularly when the sample sizes were smaller. As both sample sizes increased, the

FR-KS test was better able to identify significant differences in the Right distribution

(bottom row) than in the Center distribution (second row from the top).

In contrast, the Energy, Kmmd, Rot8Toro0.1 and Rot8Toro25 tests were able
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Fig. 24: A grid of line graphs showing the results of a simulation comparing alternative multivariate two-sample tests to
the modified Syrjala test using the CWS statistic, eight rotations, and either 0.1 proportion of points as origins of toroidal
shifts (Rot8Toro0.1), or a toroidal shift threshold of 25 points (Rot8Toro25). The grid column name indicates the CSR
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Rot8Toro0.1 and Rot8Toro25 test results are identical to those previously presented in Figures 20 and 23, respectively.
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to identify all of the differences in the Right and Center distributions except for a

few cases. The Energy test misclassified two cases for when n1 = 50 and n2 ≈ 50

in the Center distribution. The Kmmd test misclassified one case for when n1 = 50

and n2 ≈ 500 in the Right distribution. The Rot8Toro0.1 modified Syrjala test

misclassified two cases for when n1 = 50 and n2 ≈ 50, and one case for when n1 = 100

and n2 ≈ 50 in the Right distribution. In addition to the cases that the Rot8Mod0.1

test misclassified in the Right distribution, the Rot8Toro25 modified Syrjala test

misclassified two additional cases when n1 = 50 and n2 ≈ 500, and when n1 = 50 and

n2 ≈ 250. Otherwise, the two versions of the modified Syrjala test perform similarly.

The Repel departure from CSR provides an interesting case where all of the

tests exhibited difficulty in correctly identifying all of the significant cases. While

not always the case, in general, all of the tests performed better as either sample

size increased. For the case when n1 = 50 (first column in the third row), the

Rot8Toro0.1 and Rot8Toro25 modified Syrjala tests are able to correctly identify

more significant differences than all three of the other tests except for when n2 ≈ 100

where Rot8Toro0.1 performs better than the FR-KS test by only one more significant

result and Rot8Toro25 performs the same as the FR-KS test. In all other cases, the

Rot8Toro0.1 and Rot8Toro25 tests outperform the others by at least three significant

tests or more.

A similar superiority is exhibited by Rot8Toro0.1 and Rot8Toro25 over the other

three tests when n1 = 100. However, as soon as n1 = 250 or n1 = 500 (third and

fourth columns from the left of the third row) and n2 ≈ 250 or n2 ≈ 500, the Energy

and Kmmd tests begin to perform comparatively to the Rot8Toro0.1 and Rot8Toro25

tests. While the FR-KS test is beginning to improve when n1 = 250 and n1 = 500, it

under-performs all other tests, achieving significance in at most only five out of the

ten tests in a few cases. Most notably, the Rot8Toro0.1 and Rot8Toro25 tests again
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outperform all other tests when n1 = 250 or n1 = 500 and n2 ≈ 50 or n2 ≈ 100 by at

least three significant test results or more.

6.4.2 Comparison of Power and False Positive Rates

This section summarizes the results of the simulations discussed in Sections 6.2–

6.4. The power (see Figure 25 and Table 8) and false positive rate (see Figure 26

and Table 9) are computed and graphed for the rotational, toroidal shift, and com-

bined modified Syrjala tests, as well as the Syrjala (across the different binning types

and granularities), Energy, Kmmd, and FR-KS tests. For the combined rotational

and toroidal shift modified Syrjala tests, both tests using proportions of points and

thresholds are considered when limiting the number of toroidal shifts. Within each

of the modified Syrjala tests shown in Figures 25 and 26, six different statistics were

computed using double weighted (DW), uniformly weighted (UW), or complementary

weighted (CW) differences in the sample ECDFs, which were either squared (S) or

absolute valued (A). See Chapter 5 for more details. However, while the power and

false positive rate of the rotational and toroidal shift modification tests are shown for

all six of the proposed statistics (i.e., all combinations of weights with both types of

differences [DWS, UWS, CWS, DWA, UWA, and CWA]), the combined modification

tests only employ the squared differences in the test statistics (i.e., DWS, UWS, and

CWS). As a reminder, the tests with statistics which computed absolute differences in

the ECDFs (i.e., the tests which used the DWA, UWA, and CWA statistics) were not

considered since they showed little difference to the squared statistics (DWS, UWS,

and CWS), and the squared statistics each achieved a marginally higher power (as

shown in Figure 25).

Specifically, the false positive rate is computed by dividing the number of sig-

nificant test results by the total number of tests computed when both samples come
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Fig. 25: A comparison of the power achieved by the tests discussed in Sections 6.3 and
6.4 via a Cleveland dot plot. The dot colors and shapes separate the results into three
categories: (1) modifications to the Syrjala test (blue circles), (2) the Syrjala test (red
triangles), and (3) alternative tests (purple squares). The tabs on the right further
separate the modifications to the Syrjala test into rotations (Rot Mod), toroidal shifts
(Toro Mod), and both rotations and toroidal shifts (RotToro Mod). The Syrjala test
is also separated by regular (Syr Reg) and random binning (Syr Ran) tabs. The
remaining alternative tests (Alt Tests) are also grouped together. DWS, UWS, CWS,
DWA, UWA, and CWA refer to the six different proposed statistics (Section 5.1) for
measuring the differences in the ECDFs.
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Table 8: A table listing the test description, number of significant tests, total number
of tests, and power (first four columns from the left) for all of the tests considered
in Figure 25. DWS, UWS, CWS, DWA, UWA, and CWA refer to the six different
proposed statistics (Section 5.1) for measuring the differences in the ECDFs.

Test Sig. Total Syrjala Test
Description Tests Tests Power Modification

DWS Rot 3891 4480 ≈ 0.869 Rot Mod
UWS Rot 3894 4480 ≈ 0.869 Rot Mod
CWS Rot 3896 4480 ≈ 0.870 Rot Mod
DWA Rot 3877 4480 ≈ 0.865 Rot Mod
UWA Rot 3874 4480 ≈ 0.865 Rot Mod
CWA Rot 3878 4480 ≈ 0.866 Rot Mod

DWS Toro 3658 3840 ≈ 0.953 Toro Mod
UWS Toro 3663 3840 ≈ 0.954 Toro Mod
CWS Toro 3662 3840 ≈ 0.954 Toro Mod
DWA Toro 3653 3840 ≈ 0.951 Toro Mod
UWA Toro 3654 3840 ≈ 0.952 Toro Mod
CWA Toro 3655 3840 ≈ 0.952 Toro Mod

DWS RotToro0.1 4261 4480 ≈ 0.951 RotToro Mod
UWS RotToro0.1 4262 4480 ≈ 0.951 RotToro Mod
CWS RotToro0.1 4267 4480 ≈ 0.952 RotToro Mod
DWS RotToro0.2 4279 4480 ≈ 0.965 RotToro Mod
UWS RotToro0.2 4280 4480 ≈ 0.965 RotToro Mod
CWS RotToro0.2 4283 4480 ≈ 0.966 RotToro Mod
DWS RotToro0.3 4271 4480 ≈ 0.953 RotToro Mod
UWS RotToro0.3 4275 4480 ≈ 0.954 RotToro Mod
CWS RotToro0.3 4276 4480 ≈ 0.954 RotToro Mod

DWS RotToro25Thrshld 4269 4480 ≈ 0.953 RotToro Mod
UWS RotToro25Thrshld 4270 4480 ≈ 0.953 RotToro Mod
CWS RotToro25Thrshld 4273 4480 ≈ 0.954 RotToro Mod

Syr Reg 5×5 Bins 477 640 ≈ 0.745 NA
Syr Reg 10×10 Bins 553 640 ≈ 0.864 NA
Syr Reg 20×20 Bins 560 640 ≈ 0.875 NA

Syr Ran 25 Bins 433 640 ≈ 0.677 NA
Syr Ran 100 Bins 545 640 ≈ 0.852 NA
Syr Ran 400 Bins 562 640 ≈ 0.878 NA

Energy 542 640 ≈ 0.847 NA
Kmmd 550 640 ≈ 0.859 NA
FR-KS 465 640 ≈ 0.727 NA
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Fig. 26: A comparison of the false positive rates achieved by the tests discussed in
Sections 6.3 and 6.4 via a Cleveland dot plot. The dot colors and shapes separate the
results into three categories: (1) modifications to the Syrjala test (blue circles), (2) the
Syrjala test (red triangles), and (3) alternative tests (purple squares). The tabs on the
right further separate the modifications to the Syrjala test into rotations (Rot Mod),
toroidal shifts (Toro Mod), and both rotations and toroidal shifts (RotToro Mod).
The Syrjala test is also separated by regular (Syr Reg) and random binning (Syr Ran)
tabs. The remaining alternative tests (Alt Tests) are also grouped together. DWS,
UWS, CWS, DWA, UWA, and CWA refer to the six different proposed statistics
(Section 5.1) for measuring the differences in the ECDFs. The vertical red line at
0.05 indicates the significance level of the tests.
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Table 9: A table listing the test description, number of significant tests, total number
of tests, and false positive rate (first four columns from the left) for all of the tests
considered in Figure 26. DWS, UWS, CWS, DWA, UWA, and CWA refer to the six
different proposed statistics (Section 5.1) for measuring the differences in the ECDFs.

Test Sig. Total False Positive Syrjala Test
Description Tests Tests Rate Modification

DWS Rot 69 1120 ≈ 0.062 Rot Mod
UWS Rot 71 1120 ≈ 0.063 Rot Mod
CWS Rot 67 1120 ≈ 0.060 Rot Mod
AbsV Rot 71 1120 ≈ 0.063 Rot Mod
AbsV Rot 69 1120 ≈ 0.062 Rot Mod
AbsV Rot 70 1120 ≈ 0.062 Rot Mod

DWS Toro 30 960 ≈ 0.031 Toro Mod
UWS Toro 28 960 ≈ 0.029 Toro Mod
CWS Toro 30 960 ≈ 0.031 Toro Mod
AbsV Toro 30 960 ≈ 0.031 Toro Mod
AbsV Toro 29 960 ≈ 0.030 Toro Mod
AbsV Toro 31 960 ≈ 0.032 Toro Mod

DWS RotToro0.1 52 1120 ≈ 0.046 RotToro Mod
UWS RotToro0.1 52 1120 ≈ 0.046 RotToro Mod
CWS RotToro0.1 50 1120 ≈ 0.045 RotToro Mod
DWS RotToro0.2 49 1120 ≈ 0.044 RotToro Mod
UWS RotToro0.2 49 1120 ≈ 0.044 RotToro Mod
CWS RotToro0.2 50 1120 ≈ 0.045 RotToro Mod
DWS RotToro0.3 51 1120 ≈ 0.046 RotToro Mod
UWS RotToro0.3 52 1120 ≈ 0.046 RotToro Mod
CWS RotToro0.3 51 1120 ≈ 0.046 RotToro Mod

DWS RotToro25Thrshld 48 1120 ≈ 0.043 RotToro Mod
UWS RotToro25Thrshld 48 1120 ≈ 0.043 RotToro Mod
CWS RotToro25Thrshld 50 1120 ≈ 0.045 RotToro Mod

Syr Reg 5×5 Bins 12 160 = 0.075 NA
Syr Reg 10×10 Bins 13 160 ≈ 0.081 NA
Syr Reg 20×20 Bins 10 160 ≈ 0.062 NA

Syr Ran 25 Bins 16 160 ≈ 0.100 NA
Syr Ran 100 Bins 9 160 ≈ 0.056 NA
Syr Ran 400 Bins 9 160 ≈ 0.056 NA

Energy 10 160 ≈ 0.062 NA
Kmmd 12 160 = 0.075 NA
FR-KS 9 160 ≈ 0.056 NA
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from the same CSR distribution (first row of graphs in Figures 17–23 and 62–79).

For example, the Syrjala test (see Figure 17) which employed 5 × 5 regular binning

resulted in 12 out of 160 tests being false positives, i.e., a false positive rate of 0.075.

For the modified Syrjala tests, this computation was applied to the aggregation of

tests across all rotations or toroidal shifts values. For example, the rotational modi-

fied Syrjala test which used the CWS statistic resulted in 67 out of 1120 tests being

false positives, i.e., a false positive rate of 0.05982.

For false positive rates in Figure 26, test results should be as close as possible to

0.05 (i.e., 5%, indicated by the horizontal line) when testing at the 5% significance

level. Test results which fall below 0.05 are indications of a conservative nature in

the test (i.e., a test which is less likely to reject the null when it is actually true). In

Figure 25, the higher the power of a test the more likely the test is to reject the null

when it is indeed false. Theoretically, the maximum power a test can achieve is one.

In Figure 25, the power was computed by dividing the number of significant tests

by the total number of tests in which the null hypothesis was false. For the Energy,

Kmmd, and FR-KS tests, the total number of tests was 640 (ten replications times

four n1 sample sizes times four n2 sample sizes times four departures from CSR). Since

the rotational, toroidal shift, combined modifications tests were simulated across a

variety of number of rotations and proportions of randomly selected points used for

the origins of the toroidal shifts, or both, respectively, the total number of tests

for these cases were as follows: 4,480 (ten replications times seven rotational levels

times four n1 sample sizes times four n2 sample sizes times four departures from

CSR) rotational tests, 3,840 (ten replications times six proportion levels times four

n1 sample sizes times four n2 sample sizes times four departures from CSR) toroidal

tests, and 4,480 combined modification tests. The number of significant tests for all

of the tests (given that the null hypothesis is false) are reported in Table 8.
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The superiority of the toroidal shift and combined modifications over the ro-

tational modification and other alternative methods (Energy, Kmmd, FR-KS, and

binned Syrjala) is clearly seen in Figure 25. Additionally, while Figures 25 and 26

show a considerable difference between the toroidal shift and rotational modifications,

little difference is seen across the different test statistics (DWS, UWS, CWS, DWA,

UWA, and CWA). Specifically, the power of the tests which employ toroidal shift

modifications is approximately 0.08 higher than the rotational modification tests on

average. However, the power of tests which involve squared differences in the ECDF

values is only approximately 0.003 higher than tests which use absolute differences

in ECDF values on average. Additionally, the relative stability in results suggest less

computationally intensive tests may be employed without a sacrifice in performance.

Additionally, while the toroidal shift modification clearly outperforms the rota-

tional modification, the combination of both modifications did not achieve a consid-

erably higher power than the toroidal shift modification alone. Specifically, the mean

power across all of the rotational tests is 0.867, while the mean power for the toroidal

shift and combined modification tests are 0.952 and 0.954, respectively. Hence, one

could argue that the toroidal shift modification is sufficient since it will provide almost

identical power as compared to the much more computationally intensive combina-

tion of modifications. However, Figure 26 shows that the combined test provides a

more appropriately conservative (i.e., a false positive rate closer yet still below the

significance level of 0.5) test as compared to the toroidal shift modification alone.

Specifically, the average false positive rate of the toroidal shift modification is 0.03,

which is more conservative than the average 0.045 false positive rate of the combined

modification. Due to the trade-off between the false positive rate and power of a

test, the test with false positive rate closer to the significance level is expected to

be more powerful in the face of all departures from the null hypothesis. Hence, the
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combined rotational and toroidal shift test is recommended as a more powerful, yet

still conservative, choice in the face of all departures from the null.

Keep in mind that the number of total tests with respect to the false positive

rate of each method in Figure 26 differs similar to Figure 25. For the Energy, Kmmd,

and FR-KS tests, the total number of tests was 160 (ten replications times four n1

sample sizes times four n2 sample sizes). Similarly, the rotational, toroidal shift,

and combined modifications tests had a total number of tests as follows: 1,120 (ten

replications times seven rotational levels times four n1 sample sizes times four n2

sample sizes) rotational tests, 960 (ten replications times six proportion levels times

four n1 sample sizes times four n2 sample sizes) toroidal tests, and 1,120 combined

modification tests. The number of significant tests for all of the tests (given that the

null hypothesis is true) are reported in Table 9.

Figure 26 shows that while the Energy, Kmmd, FR-KS and rotational modifica-

tion tests all demonstrated false positive rate levels above the significance level, the

toroidal and combined modification tests achieved conservative false positive rate lev-

els (below the significance level). Furthermore, while the combined modification tests

achieved about the same power as the toroidal shift modification tests (as seen in Fig-

ure 25), the combined modification test proves to be closer to the significance level

than the toroidal modification test while still remaining conservative. The Kmmd

test is the most anti-conservative test, while the FR-KS is the least anti-conservative.

Hence, this figure, similar to Figure 25, demonstrates the superiority of the combined

modification test over other methods as the most powerful yet conservative choice

when applied to data of a similar nature.

Furthermore, there is no linear increase in performance as the proportion of

points used for toroidal shifts increases for the combined rotational and toroidal shift

modified Syrjala tests. Specifically, there is no improvement to the false positive
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rate when increasing the proportion of points from 0.1 to 0.2. Additionally, fixing

the number of toroidal shifts to a threshold of 25 randomly selected points (Rot-

Toro25Thrshld) performs similarly for all of the squared test statistics. Hence, these

results provide motivation to a default threshold value of 25 for the tests in the R

package (see Chapter 8).

6.5 Eye-Tracking Inspired Simulation Study

Another series of simulations were conducted to demonstrate the performance

of the modified Syrjala tests on data which more closely represent cases taken from

eye-tracking research. Due to the relatively stable results demonstrated by the mod-

ified Syrjala test (using both rotational and toroidal shifted modifications) in Sec-

tions 6.2–6.4, only the test which employs the CWS statistic (see Section 5.1) with

eight rotations and uses 0.1 proportion of points as toroidal shift origins was used

across these simulations. This modified Syrjala test has been shown to be one of

the most powerful yet conservative choices among the tests which were previously

compared in Section 6.4.2. The use of this version of the modified Syrjala tests is

also justified by the stability of the results across a wider range of sample sizes within

Sections 6.5.3 and 6.5.9. In Sections 6.5.3 and 6.5.9 the modified Syrjala test is again

explored across rotations (namely, 4, 5, 6, 8, 10, 36, and 45), proportions of points

for toroidal shifts (namely, 0.1, 0.2, 0.3, 0.5, 0.75, and 0.9), and thresholds for the

number of toroidal shifts (namely, 15, 25, and 40).

6.5.1 Generated Data Structure

A variety of data structures were used across these simulations to demonstrate

the performance of the modified Syrjala tests on scenarios which are patterned more

closely to those seen in eye-tracking research. Specifically, gaze point fixations are
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modeled as bivariate normal distributions with sample sizes of 15, 25, 40, 70, 100,

250, and 500 points. These sample sizes were chosen to provide realizations similar

to those seen in the USU Posture Study data (analyzed in Chapter 7). Six of the

following detailed simulations generate a single bivariate normal distribution as a

null hypothesis which represents a subject concentrating their visual attention on

one object. From here, departures from this behavior are compared as alternative

hypotheses which exhibit differences in location, shape, allocation of visual attention

between one and multiple objects, and the introduction of few or many additional

noise gaze points. These are detailed in Sections 6.5.3–6.5.8.

Two additional simulations (in Sections 6.5.9 and 6.5.10) use mixture distribu-

tions to model a specific case taken from the USU Posture Study (Symanzik et al.,

2017, 2018; Studenka et al., 2020; Coltrin et al., 2020; McKinney and Symanzik,

2019, 2021). Here, the collections of gaze points from treatment and control groups

are modeled as clusters of bivariate normal distributions. Simulated data similar to

posture ID 17 (see Appendix C.1) is compared with departures in fixation location,

shape, and the introduction of few or many additional noise gaze points for the initial

simulation, and differences in allocation of visual attention across the posture image

for the latter simulation. The generated data for each simulation was produced on

the [0, 1]× [0, 1] square. Additionally, common random numbers and random number

seeds were employed similarly to previous simulations (see Section 6.1).

6.5.2 General Structure of Results

Many of the results in the following Sections 6.5.3–6.5.10 are of a similar format,

except for the simulation where an equal amount of noise is generated for both samples

in Section 6.5.8, and where the modified Syrjala tests are explored across a variety

of parameters in Sections 6.5.3 and 6.5.9. These exceptions are explained in detail
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in their respective sections. Otherwise, the figures which display the results have a

similar layout. Each figure displays a grid of line graphs showing the performance of

the modified Syrjala test (using 0.1 proportion of points as origins of toroidal shifts, 8

rotations, and the CWS statistic). The vertical axes display the number of significant

tests out of ten tests (each conducted at the 0.05 significance level), the grid column

name indicates the first sample size (n1), and horizontal axes indicate the second

sample size (n2). The grid row indicates the shape of the second sample. However,

the shape of the first sample follows the distribution exhibited in the first row in all

cases (except for the figure in Section 6.5.8 where both samples shapes are indicated

in the grid row).

Hence, the first row demonstrates the performance of the test when the null hy-

pothesis is true, and the two samples originate from the same distribution. Whereas,

the remaining four rows display the performance of the test for departures from the

first sample’s distribution (i.e., when the null hypothesis is false). In the first row,

each significant test is a false positive since both samples are being drawn from the

same distribution. Thus, it is expected to see roughly 5% of the 490 tests (ten tests

times seven sample sizes for n1 times seven sample sizes for n2) as significant by

chance variation. This is about 24.5 tests on average.

As an example, the bottom left subgraph shows the number of significant tests

(out of ten tests) between the first samples with 15 points and second samples with

15, 25, 40, 70, 100, 250, and 500 points within the respective simulation. Additionally,

each figure includes a column of scatterplots in the far right side of the figure which

depict realizations of the second sample when the sample size is 500.

6.5.3 Simulating Differences in Fixation Location

The null hypothesis for this initial simulation assumes a subject is concentrating
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their visual attention on a single object near the bottom left corner of the [0, 1]× [0, 1]

square. This is modeled as a bivariate normal distribution with mean coordinates of

(0.25, 0.25) and variance-covariance matrix of
[
0.005 0
0 0.005

]
.

Departures from the null hypothesis are modeled as identical distributions that

are shifted up and to the right by increments of 0.025 in the vertical and horizontal

directions (i.e., shifted diagonally toward the upper right corner by increments of√
(0.025)2 + (0.025)2 =

√
2

40
≈ 0.04). Hence, four departures from the null hypothesis

are modeled as bivariate normal distributions with variance-covariance matrices of[
0.005 0
0 0.005

]
and bivariate mean coordinates of (0.275, 0.275), (0.3, 0.3), (0.325, 0.325),

(0.35, 0.35), respectively.

Results Across All Modified Syrjala Tests

In Sections 6.3–6.4.2 the modified Syrjala tests were shown to exhibit stable

results across an array of rotations, toroidal shifts, and both rotations and toroidal

shifts in simulations which involved departures from CSR data. It was also shown

that little difference in the test results are observed across six different statistics

within the modified Syrjala tests. As the tests are being applied to eye-tracking

inspired data throughout the subsections of Section 6.5, the six statistics together

with the modifications (rotations, toroidal shifts, or both combined) are employed

again to establish stable results across smaller sample sizes using eye-tracking inspired

data, and to reaffirm the sensible default parameter values (initially proposed from

the simulations with larger samples in Section 6.4.2) for the distdiffR R package

functions (described in more detail in Chapter 8). The default parameters are the

CWS statistic, eight rotations, and a threshold of 25 toroidal shifts or 0.1 for a

proportion of points to be used as toroidal shifts. Similar results are also provided

in Section 6.5.9 where the simulated data is patterned more closely to eye-tracking
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data. These results also support the recommended default parameter values for the

combined rotational and toroidal shift tests.

Consequently, the format of Figures 27–34 differs slightly from the others within

Sections 6.3–6.4.2. While these figures still display grids of line graphs making com-

parisons between simulated differences in fixation location (detailed in Section 6.5.3)

for the same sample sizes (15, 25, 40, 70, 100, 250, and 500), the horizontal axes

differs from that described in Section 6.5.2. The horizontal axes show the number of

rotations or proportions of toroidal shifts (similar to the simulation Figures 18–22 in

Section 6.3). The abbreviation “cenbl” in the far right of the top row indicates that a

bivariate normal distribution was used to generate the data in the bottom-left corner

of the unit square. The number following cenbl in the far right of the remaining

rows indicates the coordinates of the alternative distribution’s bivariate mean, e.g.,

cenbl 0.325 indicates that the second sample was generated using a bivariate normal

distribution centered at (0.325, 0.325).

While, Figure 27 shows the test results of the rotational modification for only the

CWS statistic, the other five statistics were also explored (DWS, UWS, DWA, UWA,

and CWA). However, similar to what has been seen in Section 6.3.1, the results of

the tests displayed little difference regardless of the test statistic. Hence, the figures

displaying those test results (Figures 80–84) are provided in Appendix B. Similarly,

this is also true of the toroidal shift (Figure 28) in this section. Consequently, the per-

formance of the other five statistics when used within the toroidal shift modification

are also provided in Appendix B (as Figures 85–89). Due to the stability in results

exhibited across the six statistics for the rotational and toroidal shift tests, only the

CWS statistic was used when applying the combined rotational and toroidal shift

modified Syrjala tests. These tests are explored using 0.1, 0.2, and 0.3 proportions of

points for toroidal shift origins in Figures 29–31, respectively, and 15, 25, and 40 as
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Fig. 27: A grid of line graphs showing the results of a simulation comparing multiple rotations of the modified Syrjala
test (using the CWS statistic) on simulated eye-tracking data where subjects concentrate on a single object at differing
locations. The grid column name indicates the first sample size (n1), and the grid row indicates the shape of the second
sample. The shape of the first sample follows the same distribution exhibited in the first row. The horizontal axis indicates
the second sample size (n2). For example, the bottom left graph shows the number of significant test results (out of ten
tests) between the first samples with 15 points and second samples with 15, 25, 40, 70, 100, 250, and 500 points. Note
that the spaces between horizontal tick marks are only approximately represented.
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Fig. 28: A grid of line graphs showing the results of a simulation comparing multiple proportions of toroidal shifts of
the modified Syrjala test (using the CWS statistic) on simulated eye-tracking data where subjects concentrate on a single
object at differing locations. The grid column name indicates the first sample size (n1), and the grid row indicates the
shape of the second sample. The shape of the first sample follows the same distribution exhibited in the first row. The
horizontal axis indicates the second sample size (n2). For example, the bottom left graph shows the number of significant
test results (out of ten tests) between the first samples with 15 points and second samples with 15, 25, 40, 70, 100, 250,
and 500 points.
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Fig. 29: A grid of line graphs showing the performance across a variety of rotations of the modified Syrjala test (using 0.1
proportion of points as origins of toroidal shifts, and the CWS statistic) on simulated eye-tracking data where subjects
concentrate on a single object at differing locations. The grid column name indicates the first sample size (n1), and the
grid row indicates the shape of the second sample. The shape of the first sample follows the same distribution exhibited
in the first row. The horizontal axis indicates the second sample size (n2). For example, the bottom left graph shows the
number of significant test results (out of ten tests) between the first samples with 15 points and second samples with 15, 25,
40, 70, 100, 250, and 500 points. Note that the spaces between horizontal tick marks are only approximately represented.
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Fig. 30: A grid of line graphs showing the performance across a variety of rotations of the modified Syrjala test (using 0.2
proportion of points as origins of toroidal shifts, and the CWS statistic) on simulated eye-tracking data where subjects
concentrate on a single object at differing locations. The grid column name indicates the first sample size (n1), and the
grid row indicates the shape of the second sample. The shape of the first sample follows the same distribution exhibited
in the first row. The horizontal axis indicates the second sample size (n2). For example, the bottom left graph shows the
number of significant test results (out of ten tests) between the first samples with 15 points and second samples with 15, 25,
40, 70, 100, 250, and 500 points. Note that the spaces between horizontal tick marks are only approximately represented.
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Fig. 31: A grid of line graphs showing the performance across a variety of rotations of the modified Syrjala test (using 0.3
proportion of points as origins of toroidal shifts, and the CWS statistic) on simulated eye-tracking data where subjects
concentrate on a single object at differing locations. The grid column name indicates the first sample size (n1), and the
grid row indicates the shape of the second sample. The shape of the first sample follows the same distribution exhibited
in the first row. The horizontal axis indicates the second sample size (n2). For example, the bottom left graph shows the
number of significant test results (out of ten tests) between the first samples with 15 points and second samples with 15, 25,
40, 70, 100, 250, and 500 points. Note that the spaces between horizontal tick marks are only approximately represented.
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Fig. 32: A grid of line graphs showing the performance across a variety of rotations of the modified Syrjala test (using
a threshold of 15 toroidal shifts, and the CWS statistic) on simulated eye-tracking data where subjects concentrate on a
single object at differing locations. The grid column name indicates the first sample size (n1), and the grid row indicates
the shape of the second sample. The shape of the first sample follows the same distribution exhibited in the first row. The
horizontal axis indicates the second sample size (n2). For example, the bottom left graph shows the number of significant
test results (out of ten tests) between the first samples with 15 points and second samples with 15, 25, 40, 70, 100, 250,
and 500 points. Note that the spaces between horizontal tick marks are only approximately represented.
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Fig. 33: A grid of line graphs showing the performance across a variety of rotations of the modified Syrjala test (using
a threshold of 25 toroidal shifts, and the CWS statistic) on simulated eye-tracking data where subjects concentrate on a
single object at differing locations. The grid column name indicates the first sample size (n1), and the grid row indicates
the shape of the second sample. The shape of the first sample follows the same distribution exhibited in the first row. The
horizontal axis indicates the second sample size (n2). For example, the bottom left graph shows the number of significant
test results (out of ten tests) between the first samples with 15 points and second samples with 15, 25, 40, 70, 100, 250,
and 500 points. Note that the spaces between horizontal tick marks are only approximately represented.
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Fig. 34: A grid of line graphs showing the performance across a variety of rotations of the modified Syrjala test (using
a threshold of 40 toroidal shifts, and the CWS statistic) on simulated eye-tracking data where subjects concentrate on a
single object at differing locations. The grid column name indicates the first sample size (n1), and the grid row indicates
the shape of the second sample. The shape of the first sample follows the same distribution exhibited in the first row. The
horizontal axis indicates the second sample size (n2). For example, the bottom left graph shows the number of significant
test results (out of ten tests) between the first samples with 15 points and second samples with 15, 25, 40, 70, 100, 250,
and 500 points. Note that the spaces between horizontal tick marks are only approximately represented.
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thresholds for the number of toroidal shifts employed in Figures 32–34, respectively.

Hence, as in Sections 6.3.1–6.3.4, only the results of tests using the CWS statistic are

shown in this section for consistency.

Specifically, Figure 27 shows that across all of the significant tests out of the ten

replications of the tests (vertical axes) across all of the number of rotations (horizontal

axes) the rotational modification test returns stable results except for some chance

variation. The test is capable of detecting almost all of the significant differences in

the bottom two rows, and captures a majority of differences in the third row for all

cases except for when n1 = 15 and n2 ≈ 40. In the first row, 178 out of the 3430 tests

are significant. This is roughly a 0.052 (or 5.2%) false positive rate. This result is on

target given that the significance level of the test is 5%.

In Section 6.3.2, the toroidal shift was shown to be more powerful in general

than the rotational test by simulation. However, Figure 28 shows the toroidal shift

modification results in an overall decrease in the numbers of significant tests for the

cases when the null hypothesis is false (bottom four rows) particularly for small sample

sizes. Still, the test is capable of detecting almost all of the significant differences in

the bottom row when the bivariate mean has shifted to the right and up by 0.35,

respectively. In the first row, 137 out of the 2940 are significant. This is roughly a

0.045 (or 4.5%) false positive rate. This result is slightly conservative given that the

significance level of the test is 5%.

Figures 29–31 show the test results for the combined rotational and toroidal shift

modified Syrjala tests, where the horizontal axes shows the number of rotations and

the proportions of toroidal shifts are 0.1, 0.2, and 0.3 in Figures 29–31, respectively.

Although some increase in power is observed over using toroidal shifts alone, the test

is still not as powerful as the rotational test for these simulated data. Again, the test

results also confirm relatively stable performance across the number of rotations and



112

the proportions of points used as origins for the toroidal shifts. The false positive

rates given by the proportion of significant tests to the total number of tests in the

first row of subplots in Figures 29–31 is discussed more explicitly later in this section.

Instead of proportions of points for the toroidal shifts, the test results for the

combined rotational and toroidal shift modified Syrjala tests, where the horizontal

axes is the number of rotations and thresholds for the number of toroidal shifts are 15,

25, and 40 are shown in Figures 32–34, respectively. Again, some increase in power is

observed over using toroidal shifts alone. However, the test is still not as powerful as

the rotational test for these simulated data. Although these tests limit the number

of toroidal shifts to the lower of the combined sample sizes or the shift threshold, the

results are almost identical to that of the combined rotational and toroidal shift test

where proportions of points are used for toroidal shifts. Also, the test results confirm

relatively stable performance across the number of rotations and the thresholds of

points used as origins for the toroidal shifts.

As a reminder, common random numbers are being employed across all of the

simulations (see Section 6.1.3). Thus, the same ten replications of each simulation

scenario (e.g., cenbl vs. cenbl 0.3) pairs are being compared across these simulations

(Figures 27–34). Therefore, it is not reasonable to say that the unusually low number

of significant tests for the case when n1 = 250 and n2 ≈ 15 for combined modifications

are due to the differences in test parameters (i.e., proportion of toroidal shifts or

toroidal shift threshold size). The decrease in performance can be attributed to

chance variation within the small second sample. However, the rotational test was

notably able to detect all of the significant differences for these unusual cases.

An overview of the power and false positive rates of the tests employed in this

section are provided in Figures 35 and 36 and Tables 10 and 11. While the rotational

and toroidal shift modification tests are employed using all six of the test statistics
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(top two subplots in Figures 35 and 36), due to the stability of the test results regard-

less of the test statistic used only the CWS statistic was used within the combined

modification test (bottom subplot in Figures 35 and 36). As a reminder, the power

was computed by dividing the number of significant tests by the total number of tests

in which the null hypothesis was false (bottom four rows of graphs in Figures 27–34).

In Figure 35, the higher the power of a test the more likely the test is to reject the

null when it is indeed false. Theoretically, the maximum power a test can achieve is

one.

The higher power of the rotational tests above the toroidal tests is clearly seen

in Figure 35. Furthermore, if only the CWS statistic is compared across the tests,

while some power is gained from using the combined test over the toroidal test,

the rotational test is also shown to be more powerful than the combined rotational

and toroidal tests. This is contrary to the results shown in Section 6.4.2 where

the combined rotational and toroidal modifications test was shown to be the most

powerful and appropriately conservative test. However, the results in Figure 35 make

sense given the context of the simulations.

Recall that Section 6.4.2 provided the power and false positive rate summaries

for simulations which involved departures from completely spatially random data.

However, in this section the simulation involves shifts in circular bivariate normal

distributions which model eye-tracking fixation distributions. Also recall that the

Syrjala test has been shown to place a greater emphasis on data located close to the

four corners of the bounding rectangle (see Section 6.2.2 and McAdam et al. (2012)).

The rotational modified Syrjala tests have also been shown to place a greater emphasis

on data near the outer edge of the pooled bivariate distributions (see Section 6.3.1).

Hence, the high power of the rotational test in Figure 35 makes sense since the

largest differences in the bivariate empirical cumulative density functions lie around
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Fig. 35: A comparison of the power achieved by the tests discussed in this section
via a Cleveland dot plot. The tabs on the right separate the modifications into
rotations (Rot Mod), toroidal shifts (Toro Mod), and both rotations and toroidal
shifts (RotToro Mod). DWS, UWS, CWS, DWA, UWA, and CWA refer to the six
different proposed statistics (Section 5.1) for measuring the differences in the ECDFs.
While the rotational and toroidal shift modification tests are employed using all six
of the test statistics (top two subplots), only the CWS statistic was used within the
combined modification test (bottom subplot).
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Fig. 36: A comparison of the false positive rates achieved by the tests discussed in
this section via a Cleveland dot plot. The tabs on the right separate the modifications
into rotations (Rot Mod), toroidal shifts (Toro Mod), and both rotations and toroidal
shifts (RotToro Mod). DWS, UWS, CWS, DWA, UWA, and CWA refer to the six
different proposed statistics (Section 5.1) for measuring the differences in the ECDFs.
While the rotational and toroidal shift modification tests are employed using all six
of the test statistics (top two subplots), only the CWS statistic was used within the
combined modification test (bottom subplot). The vertical red line at 0.05 indicates
the significance level of the tests.
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Table 10: A table listing the test description, number of significant tests, total number
of tests, and power (rounded to the third decimal place) for all of the tests considered
in Figure 35.

Test Sig. Total
Description Tests Tests Power

DWS Rot 11 974 13 720 ≈ 0.873
UWS Rot 11 974 13 720 ≈ 0.873
CWS Rot 11 967 13 720 ≈ 0.872
DWA Rot 12 016 13 720 ≈ 0.876
UWA Rot 12 011 13 720 ≈ 0.875
CWA Rot 12 003 13 720 ≈ 0.875

DWS Toro 8700 11 760 ≈ 0.740
UWS Toro 8699 11 760 ≈ 0.740
CWS Toro 8671 11 760 ≈ 0.737
DWA Toro 8672 11 760 ≈ 0.737
UWA Toro 8674 11 760 ≈ 0.738
CWA Toro 8649 11 760 ≈ 0.735

CWS RotToro0.1 10 557 13 720 ≈ 0.769
CWS RotToro0.2 10 592 13 720 ≈ 0.772
CWS RotToro0.3 10 604 13 720 ≈ 0.773

CWS RotToro15Thrshld 10 584 13 720 ≈ 0.771
CWS RotToro25Thrshld 10 598 13 720 ≈ 0.772
CWS RotToro40Thrshld 10 606 13 720 ≈ 0.773
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Table 11: A table listing the test description, number of significant tests, total number
of tests, and false positive rates (rounded to the third decimal place) for all of the
tests considered in Figure 36.

Test Sig. Total False Positive
Description Tests Tests Rate

DWS Rot 170 3430 ≈ 0.050
UWS Rot 170 3430 ≈ 0.050
CWS Rot 178 3430 ≈ 0.052
DWA Rot 176 3430 ≈ 0.051
UWA Rot 177 3430 ≈ 0.052
CWA Rot 181 3430 ≈ 0.053

DWS Toro 135 2940 ≈ 0.046
UWS Toro 138 2940 ≈ 0.047
CWS Toro 137 2940 ≈ 0.047
DWA Toro 136 2940 ≈ 0.046
UWA Toro 142 2940 ≈ 0.048
CWA Toro 131 2940 ≈ 0.045

CWS RotToro0.1 173 3430 ≈ 0.050
CWS RotToro0.2 190 3430 ≈ 0.055
CWS RotToro0.3 179 3430 ≈ 0.052

CWS RotToro15Thrshld 182 3430 ≈ 0.053
CWS RotToro25Thrshld 177 3430 ≈ 0.052
CWS RotToro40Thrshld 184 3430 ≈ 0.054
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the outside edge of the two samples. However, since the true distributions are not

known in practice, it is still recommended to use the combined rotational and toroidal

modifications test as it is more generally suited to other types of data.

In Figure 36, the false positive rate is computed by dividing the number of

significant test results by the total number of tests computed when the null hypothesis

is true and both samples come from the same distribution (first row of graphs in

Figures 27–34). For false positive rates in Figure 36, test results should be as close

as possible to 0.05 (i.e., 5%, indicated by the horizontal line) when testing at the 5%

significance level. Test results which fall below 0.05 are indications of a conservative

nature in the test (i.e., a test which is less likely to reject the null when it is actually

true).

While the rotational test false positive rates seem to be relatively on target with

the significance level of 0.05 across all of the six test statistics, the toroidal test false

positive rates seem to be a little more conservative (i.e., all are slightly below the

significance level). If only the CWS statistic is compared across the tests, the false

positive rates of the combined rotational and toroidal tests seem to be closer to the

rotational false positive rate (which is slightly above the significance level) than the

toroidal false positive rate (which is slightly below the significance level). Overall,

the false positive rates do not differ considerably across the six test statistics within

either the rotational or toroidal tests.

Additionally, little trend is seen in the false positive rates of the combined rota-

tional and toroidal tests regardless of the proportions of points used for the origins

of toroidal shifts or the thresholds used for the number of toroidal shifts. In fact,

the 0.1 proportion of points gives a false positive rate closest to the significance level

(0.05) among the tests which use proportions of points. Similarly, the threshold of 25

toroidal shifts gives a false positive rates closest to the significance level among tests
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which use toroidal shift thresholds. These results provide additional evidence that a

0.1 proportion of points and a 25 toroidal shift threshold are sufficient.

Overall, while these simulations show that there are special cases in which the

rotational modification alone is the most powerful test among the modified Syrjala

tests, the combined rotational and toroidal test is still recommended, and the test

results confirm that there is little difference across the six statistics. Furthermore, the

tests are shown to be stable across an array of number of rotations, toroidal shifts,

or both (using either proportions of points or thresholds for the number of toroidal

shifts) in the case of the combined modified Syrjala tests, even for sample sizes as little

as 15 in each sample (which is more commonly seen in some eye-tracking applications

such as the USU Posture Study (see Chapters 4 and 7]).

6.5.4 Simulating Differences in Fixation Shape

The null hypothesis for this simulation is similar to Section 6.5.3. However,

here it is assumed that the subject is concentrating their visual attention on a single

object in the center of the [0, 1]× [0, 1] square. This is modeled as a bivariate normal

distribution with a mean coordinates of (0.5, 0.5) and variance-covariance matrix of[
0.005 0
0 0.005

]
.

Departures from the null hypothesis are modeled as distributions centered at

the same bivariate mean as the null distribution, but exhibiting departures from

the null covariance structure. Specifically, four departures from the null hypothesis

are modeled as bivariate normal distributions with mean coordinates as (0.5, 0.5)

and variance-covariance matrices as
[

0.005 0.000625
0.000625 0.005

]
,
[

0.005 0.00125
0.00125 0.005

]
,
[

0.005 0.001875
0.001875 0.005

]
,

and
[

0.005 0.0025
0.0025 0.005

]
, respectively. These variance-covariance matrices were chosen in

order to induce an approximate positive linear correlation between the horizontal

and vertical variables equal to 0.125, 0.25, 0.375, and 0.5, respectively.
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Results

Figure 37 also follows the general structure of result visualizations described in

Section 6.5.2. The abbreviation “cen” in the far right row labels indicates that a

bivariate normal distribution was used to generate the data in the center of the unit

square. The label “cov” and number following cov indicates the approximate posi-

tive linear correlation introduced between the horizontal and vertical variables, e.g.,

cov 0.125 indicates that the second sample was generated using a bivariate normal

distribution with a variance-covariance matrix of
[

0.005 0.000625
0.000625 0.005

]
(since a correlation

of 0.125 produces a covariance of 0.125 ×
√
0.005× 0.005 = 0.000625). In the first

row, 24 out of the 490 are significant. This is roughly 0.049 or 4.9%. This result also

agrees with the conservative nature of the test as seen in previous simulations (see

Sections 6.4.1 and 6.4.2).

The remaining four rows (when the null hypothesis is false) demonstrate an

increasing relationship between the number of significant tests and both the sample

size and magnitude of the change in covariance structure in the second sample’s

distribution. In one extreme, the far left line graph in the second row demonstrates

that for a small departure in the null distribution (specifically, an increase in the

off diagonal entries of the variance-covariance matrix by 0.125) and a small sample

size for the first sample, there are only three significant tests across all of the second

sample sizes. This is not much different from the subgraphs in the first row. This

is also evident when observing all of the cases in which the second sample size is 15

within the second row. However, for sufficiently large sample sizes, i.e. when both

sample sizes are larger than 250, the number of significant tests begins to depart from

the behavior exhibited in the first two rows.

The third row of line graphs demonstrates that for larger departures from the

null distribution (specifically, an increase in the off diagonal entries of the variance-
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Fig. 37: A grid of line graphs showing the performance of the modified Syrjala test (using 0.1 proportion of points as
origins of toroidal shifts, 8 rotations, and the CWS statistic) on simulated eye-tracking data where subjects concentrate
on a single object with differing fixation shapes. The grid column name indicates the first sample size (n1), and the grid
row indicates the shape of the second sample. The shape of the first sample follows the same distribution exhibited in the
first row. The horizontal axis indicates the second sample size (n2). For example, the bottom left graph shows the number
of significant tests (out of ten tests) between the first samples with 15 points and second samples with 15, 25, 40, 70, 100,
250, and 500 points. Note that the spaces between horizontal tick marks are only approximately represented.
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covariance matrix by 0.375), a majority of tests are significant for sample sizes larger

than 250. In the fourth row, this effect is also seen but for samples sizes greater than

100 (except for the case when both sample sizes are 100).

6.5.5 Simulating Differences in Fixation Allocation

While the null hypothesis is modeled as a bivariate normal distribution with a

mean coordinates of (0.25, 0.5) and a variance-covariance matrix of
[
0.005 0
0 0.005

]
, this

simulation focuses on a case where a subject gradually splits their attention between

two objects. Hence, the alternative distribution is modeled as a mixture of two bi-

variate normal distributions with identical variance-covariance matrices
[
0.005 0
0 0.005

]
,

and with one centered at (0.25, 0.5) (similar to the null hypothesis) while the second

is centered at (0.75, 0.5). Consequently, the second sample (for the alternative hy-

pothesis) is split between the two bivariate normal distributions in the second sample

using a binomial distribution. Four departures from the null are modeled this way

such that each exhibits an increased amount of attention being given to the right

object (while still maintaining most attention on the left object).

Specifically, let n2 be the sample size of the second sample with n2a and n2b being

the integer subsample sizes belonging to the left and right individual distributions,

respectively, that make up the bimodal mixture distribution for the second sample.

Then the subsample of data which belongs to the right distribution is modeled as

n2b ∼ binom(n2, pi), such that pi = i ∗ 0.05 for ith departure from the null hypothesis

where i = 1, 2, 3, 4. Hence, the subsample of data which belongs to the left distribution

can simply be computed as n2a = n2 − n2b.

Results

Here, Figure 38 also displays a grid of line graphs as described in Section 6.5.2.
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The abbreviation “cen l” in the far right row labels indicates that a bivariate normal

distribution was used to generate the data on the left side of the unit square. The

label “cen spt ” and subsequent number indicate the proportion of points in the

second sample being allocated to the bivariate normal distribution on the right side

of the unit square, e.g., cen spt 0.20 indicates that approximately 20% of the second

sample size is being allocated to the right bivariate normal distribution while the

remaining 80% will be allocated to the left distribution. The first row shows 24 out

of the 490 test results are significant. This is roughly 0.049 or 4.9%. This result also

agrees with the conservative nature of the test as seen in previous simulations (see

Sections 6.4.1 and 6.4.2).

The remaining four rows (when the null hypothesis is false) demonstrate an

increasing relationship between the number of significant tests and both the sample

size and proportion of points which move from the left object to the right object in

the second sample’s distribution. In one extreme, the far left line graph in the second

row (from the top) demonstrates that for a small departure in the null distribution

(specifically, assigning a binomial probability of 0.05 to the right distribution) and

a small sample size for the first sample, there is only one significant tests across all

of the second sample sizes. This is not much different from the subgraphs in the

first row. Similarly, the remaining subgraphs in the second row for larger sample n1

sample sizes show that there is not enough of a difference between the two samples

for the test to label many of the tests as significant. However, the third row of tests

which employ a binomial probability of 0.10, when both sample sizes are greater than

250 a majority of the test results are labeled as significant. In the third row, this

effect is also seen but for samples sizes greater than 100, and for only sample sizes of

greater than 70 in the forth row.
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Fig. 38: A grid of line graphs showing the performance of the modified Syrjala test (using 0.1 proportion of points as
origins of toroidal shifts, 8 rotations, and the CWS statistic) on simulated eye-tracking data where subjects concentrate on
a single object at differing locations. The grid column name indicates the first sample size (n1), and the grid row indicates
the shape of the second sample. The shape of the first sample follows the same distribution exhibited in the first row. The
horizontal axis indicates the second sample size (n2). For example, the bottom left graph shows the number of significant
tests (out of ten tests) between the first samples with 15 points and second samples with 15, 25, 40, 70, 100, 250, and 500
points. Note that the spaces between horizontal tick marks are only approximately represented.
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6.5.6 Simulating the Introduction of a Single Outlier

The null hypothesis for this simulation is identical to Section 6.5.5 (i.e., it is

modeled as a bivariate normal distribution with a mean coordinates as (0.25, 0.5) and

variance-covariance matrix of
[
0.005 0
0 0.005

]
).

Four alternative hypothesis are modeled using the same distribution except that

a single outlier gaze point is introduced at increasing distances to the right of the

distribution. The coordinates of the outliers for the four departures are (0.375, 0.5),

(0.5, 0.5), (0.625, 0.5), and (0.75, 0.5), respectively.

Results

Figure 39 follows the general structure of result visualizations described in Sec-

tion 6.5.2. The abbreviation “mvnorm” in the far right row labels indicates that a

bivariate normal distribution was used to generate the data on the left side of the

unit square. The label “pnt ” and subsequent number indicate the horizontal coordi-

nates of the single outlier being generated, e.g., pnt 0.75 that a single outlier is being

included in the second sample with coordinates (0.5, 0.75). The first row shows 24

out of the 490 test results are significant. This is roughly 0.049 or 4.9%. This result

also agrees with the conservative nature of the test as seen in previous simulations

(see Sections 6.4.1 and 6.4.2).

However, while the four bottom rows in Figure 39 compare the effect of a single

outlier which strays further from the null distribution, the results are the same re-

gardless of the distance of the outlier from the null distribution. Namely, the number

of significant tests remains around the significance level (of 0.05) regardless of sample

sizes or magnitude of the departure of the outlier from the null distribution.

This result makes sense. Since the modified Syrjala tests compare differences

between the empirical cumulative distribution functions, the magnitude of space be-
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Fig. 39: A grid of line graphs showing the performance of the modified Syrjala test (using 0.1 proportion of points as
origins of toroidal shifts, 8 rotations, and the CWS statistic) on simulated eye-tracking data where subjects concentrate
on a single object across cases where a single straying outlier is also observed. The grid column name indicates the first
sample size (n1), and the grid row indicates the shape of the second sample. The shape of the first sample follows the
same distribution exhibited in the first row. The horizontal axis indicates the second sample size (n2). For example, the
bottom left graph shows the number of significant tests (out of ten tests) between the first samples with 15 points and
second samples with 15, 25, 40, 70, 100, 250, and 500 points. Note that the spaces between horizontal tick marks are only
approximately represented.
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tween points is not so important as the bivariate ordering of the points between the

two samples. Hence, since moving the outlier further from the null distribution does

not change the ranking of the outlier there is not enough departure from the null

distribution for the modified Syrjala test to label a proportion of the tests as signifi-

cant much more than the significance level, i.e., the number of significant tests in the

bottom four rows is similar that that described in the first row on average.

6.5.7 Simulating the Introductions of Many Outliers in a Single Sample

This simulation is related to the previous simulation discussed in Section 6.5.6,

except that instead of introducing only one fixed outlier into the second sample many

random outliers are introduced. The null distribution is identical (i.e., it is mod-

eled as a bivariate normal distribution with a mean coordinates as (0.25, 0.5) and

variance-covariance matrix of
[
0.005 0
0 0.005

]
). However, the four alternative hypothesis

are modeled using mixture distributions which contain both the null distribution and

a distribution for the random outliers. Specifically, the random outliers are modeled

using a inhomogeneous Poisson point process with an intensity function, fo, of

fo(x, y) = 790 ·
(
1− exp

{
− 80 ·

[
(x− 0.5)4 + (y − 0.5)4

]})
.

This is similar to the intensity function used to generate the Repel distribution de-

scribed in Section 6.1.1. This distribution was chosen to simulate the creation of

outliers by undesirable subject interactions with the eye-tracking device, e.g., blink-

ing. The four departures from the null distribution exhibit an increasing number of

outliers, specifically, 2, 4, 8, and 16 outlier points, respectively.
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Results

Figure 40 also displays a grid of line graphs as described in Section 6.5.2. How-

ever, the sample sizes listed in the figure do not include the added outliers included

in the departures from the initial distribution. As an example, the bottom left graph

shows the number of significant tests (out of ten tests) between the first samples with

15 points and second samples (including outliers) with 31, 41, 56, 86, 116, 366, and

516 points (or n2 = 15, 25, 40, 70, 100, 250, and 500 points when outliers are not

counted). The abbreviation “mvnorm” in the far right row labels indicates that a

bivariate normal distribution was used to generate the data in the center of the unit

square. The label “nse ” and subsequent number indicate the number of additional

outliers being generated, e.g., nse 16 indicates that 16 outliers are being generated in

addition to a bivariate normal distribution.

In the first row, 24 out of the 490 test results are significant. This is roughly

0.049 or 4.9%. This result also agrees with the conservative nature of the test as seen

in previous simulations (see Sections 6.4.1 and 6.4.2).

The remaining four rows (when the null hypothesis is false) demonstrate a pos-

itive association between the number of significant tests and the number of outliers

in addition to a negative association between the number of significant tests and

the sample sizes. When only two outliers are present (as seen in the second row of

subgraphs from the top), the performance of the test is similar to the null case (in

the first row). This makes sense given the results of the simulation of discussed in

Section 6.5.6. Little effect is also seen (in the third row) by four introduced outliers

except for a few cases, e.g., the four significant tests when n1 = 250 and n2 = 15.

The combined effect of sample size with number of outliers begins to be evident

in the forth row of line graphs. Note that for smaller samples sizes in the second

sample eight outliers can represent a large proportion of the overall distribution, i.e.,
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Fig. 40: A grid of line graphs showing the performance of the modified Syrjala test (using 0.1 proportion of points as
origins of toroidal shifts, 8 rotations, and the CWS statistic) on simulated eye-tracking data where subjects concentrate
on a single object while the second subject also exhibits increasing amounts of noise. The grid column name indicates the
first sample size (n1), and the grid row indicates the shape of the second sample. The shape of the first sample follows
the same distribution exhibited in the first row. The horizontal axis indicates the second sample size (n2). For example,
the bottom left graph shows the number of significant tests (out of ten tests) between the first samples with 15 points and
second samples with 15, 25, 40, 70, 100, 250, and 500 points. Note that the spaces between horizontal tick marks are only
approximately represented.
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when n2 = 15 the total sample size including the 16 outliers is 31, and the proportion

of outliers in the sample is approximately 0.52. Hence, when the first sample size

is greater than 100, a majority of tests are significant for n2 ≤ 25. In other words,

when a relatively large n1 provides a clear picture of what the null distribution is,

eight outliers make up a large enough component of the second sample for small n2

to trigger many significant results among the tests.

However, this effect is less pronounced as n2 grows. When n2 ≥ 40 eight outliers

represent less than 17% of the mixture distribution resulting in less than half of the

tests being significant in most cases (a few are exactly half of the tests). This overall

relationship between significant tests, sample sizes, and the number of outliers is only

emphasized further in the bottom row of graphs.

6.5.8 Simulating the Introductions of Many Outliers in Both Samples

This simulation is closely related to the previous simulation discussed in Sec-

tion 6.5.7, except that instead of introducing many outliers into the second sample

alone many random outliers are introduced within both samples. The initial distri-

bution remains the same (i.e., it is modeled as a bivariate normal distribution with a

mean coordinates as (0.25, 0.5) and variance-covariance matrix of
[
0.005 0
0 0.005

]
). How-

ever, the four mixture distributions which introduce outliers are drawn from when

creating the two independent samples (instead of the first sample always being drawn

from the initial distribution). Hence, all comparisons within this simulation only con-

sider cases for which the null hypothesis is true, and five null hypotheses are being

tested:
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The random outliers are still modeled using a inhomogeneous Poisson point pro-

cess with an intensity function, fo, of

fo(x, y) = 790 ·
(
1− exp

{
− 80 ·

[
(x− 0.5)4 + (y − 0.5)4

]})
,

similar to the intensity function used to generate the Repel distribution described in

Section 6.1.1. This simulation compares the performance of the modified Syrjala test

when assuming two subjects are focusing on a single object while also exhibiting a

similar number of outliers during data collection. The four numbers of outliers are 2,

4, 8, and 16 outlier points, respectively.

Results

Figure 41 shows the results of the simulation. Similar to the previous figures,

this figure displays a grid of line graphs showing the performance of the modified

Syrjala test (using 0.1 proportion of points as origins of toroidal shifts, 8 rotations,

and the CWS statistic) for this simulation. The grid column name indicates the first

sample size (n1), horizontal axes indicate the second sample size (n2). Note that

neither n1 nor n2 include the introduced outliers, but only represent the number of

points used to generate the bivariate normal distributions depicted in the center of

the unit square. Additionally, unlike the figures in Sections 6.5.3–6.5.7, the grid row

indicates the shape of both the first and second samples. The abbreviation “mvnorm”

in the far right row labels indicates that a bivariate normal distribution was used to

generate the data in the center of the unit square. The label “nse ” and subsequent

number indicate the number of additional outliers being generated in both samples,

e.g., nse 16 indicates that 16 outliers are being generated in addition to a bivariate

normal distribution for both samples. Hence, while the sample sizes vary across the
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columns and horizontal axes, each row demonstrates the performance of the test when

the null hypothesis is true. As an example, the bottom left graph shows the number

of significant tests (out of ten tests) between the first samples with 15 points (and 16

outliers) and second samples (including outliers) with 31, 41, 56, 86, 116, 366, and

516 points (or n2 = 15, 25, 40, 70, 100, 250, and 500 points when outliers are not

counted).

Overall, this simulation shows that when the proportion of outliers is about the

same between samples, the majority of tests indicate non-significance. Additionally,

when the proportion of outliers is relatively small (i.e., when the number of outliers

is less than four), the effect of outliers is negligible across all sample sizes, and a

majority of all tests are non-significant. This latter result can be seen in the top

three rows of subgraphs in Figure 41.

The former result is most noticeable in the bottom two rows of subgraphs. Notice

that for sample sizes relatively close to each other, the proportion of outliers within the

samples are relatively similar. Consequently, a majority of tests are non-significant.

In the other extreme, when the sample sizes are quite different, then the proportion

of outliers within the samples differ considerably. This results in a majority of tests

being significant. For example, in the bottom row of subgraphs where both samples

have 16 outliers, when n1 = 70 most of the tests are non-significant for 25 ≤ n2 ≤ 250.

However, for n2 = 15 or n2 = 500, the proportion of outliers to the sample sizes are

approximately 0.52 and 0.03, respectively. This results in a majority of the tests

being significant.

6.5.9 Simulating Differences in Fixation Location, Shape, and Outliers

within the USU Posture Study Data

While the simulations discussed in Sections 6.5.3–6.5.8 show the performance of
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Fig. 41: A grid of line graphs showing the performance of the modified Syrjala test (using 0.1 proportion of points as
origins of toroidal shifts, 8 rotations, and the CWS statistic) on simulated eye-tracking data where subjects concentrate
on a single object while both subjects also exhibit increasing amounts of noise. The grid column name indicates the first
sample size (n1), and the grid row indicates the shape of the second sample. The shape of the first sample follows the
same distribution exhibited in the first row. The horizontal axis indicates the second sample size (n2). For example, the
bottom left graph shows the number of significant tests (out of ten tests) between the first samples with 15 points and
second samples with 15, 25, 40, 70, 100, 250, and 500 points. Note that the spaces between horizontal tick marks are only
approximately represented.
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the modified Syrjala tests on generated data which are more closely representative of

eye-tracking realizations, the scenarios modeled are simple and only meant to show

the performance of the test for isolated incremental changes between the samples. The

simulation in this section, however, generates data which models more complicated

real-life data taken from the USU Posture Study (see Chapter 4 for more details).

However, this simulation builds upon those discussed in Sections 6.5.3–6.5.8 by

demonstrating how changes in fixation location, fixation shape, and the introduction

of outliers (simulated individually in Sections 6.5.3, 6.5.4, and 6.5.7, respectively) have

upon the performance of the test. The impact of changes to all three simultaneously

is also considered. For a closer look at the affect of changes in proportions of points

allocated between the various gaze point clusters (simulated on a simpler lever in

Section 6.5.5), see Section 6.5.10.

Consequently, the comparison between the aggregated gaze points from the treat-

ment and control groups for posture ID 17 within the USU Posture Study was selected

as a basis from which to construct the generated data for this simulation. Figure 42

compares the scatterplots of the gaze points from these two groups side-by-side. This

data was selected to show how a collective change in fixation location, fixation shape,

and introduction of additional outliers contribute to the significant differences in gaze

point distributions between these two groups.

To generate data similar to that of the treatment and control groups, eleven com-

ponents were identified as contributors to the mixture distributions, namely, compo-

nent distributions which model the clusters located at the crown of the head, center

of the neck, surrounding neck region, right shoulder, surrounding right shoulder re-

gion, between the knees and thighs, right foot, surrounding right foot region, left

foot, between the feet, as well as a distribution modeling the outliers caused by the

eye-tracking equipment occasionally incorrectly assigning gaze point locations. These
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Fig. 42: Scatterplots of the aggregated gaze points for the treatment (left) and control
(right) groups for posture ID 17 taken from the USU Posture Study (Symanzik et al.,
2017, 2018; Studenka et al., 2020; Coltrin et al., 2020; McKinney and Symanzik, 2019,
2021).

clusters are referred to using the following abbreviations (and are listed in the same

order as the brief cluster descriptions given above in the same paragraph): head, neck,

sur. neck, shoulder, sur. shoulder, legs, r. foot, sur. r. foot, l. foot, b. feet, and noise.

From here, a null distribution was constructed in addition to four alternative

distributions which depict departures from the null distribution similar to the dif-

ferences seen between the two scatterplots in Figure 42. The individual component

distributions were modeled using bivariate normal distributions except for the noise

distribution which was a bivariate uniform distribution (that spans the unit square).

The bivariate normal distributions were constructed using the bivariate means of the

clusters as well as the two largest directions of variability within the clusters.

For example, after the data was rescaled to fit within the unit square, the center
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of the legs cluster of the control group (left scatterplot in Figure 42) was identified as

the coordinates µc = (0.54, 0.29). The two largest directions of variability are vectors

which start from the center and point to the approximate 95th bivariate percentile of

the cluster located at p1 = (0.80, 0.20) and p2 = (0.63, 0.39), respectively. Hence the

vectors are computed as vi = pi − µc (for i = 1, 2). The variance-covariance matrix

can then be computed as follows: Let vi be the largest two eigenvectors belonging to

the eigen-decomposition of the variance-covariance matrix of the cluster (Σ). Then

the the corresponding eigenvalues can be computed as the Euclidean norm of the

components of the eigenvectors: λi = ||vi||2. Then let Λ =
[
λ1 0
0 λ2

]
, and E = [vT1 , v

T
2 ]

such that T is the transpose operator. Using the eigen-decomposition of Σ, Σ can be

factorized as Σ = EΛE−1, where E−1 is the inverse of E. Hence, for this example,

Σ ≈
[

0.0196 −0.0052
−0.0052 0.0035

]
.

As a mixture distribution, the sample must be randomly split into eleven subsam-

ples. Using the control groups aggregated data as a baseline, subsample proportions

were identified for each of the component clusters. Using these subsample propor-

tions, realizations from a multinomial distribution were drawn to allocate the sample

sizes randomly to the different component distributions. The sample size was as-

signed as the number of trials for the multinomial distribution, while the subsample

proportions were assigned as the probabilities of success for each of the multinomial

events. The probabilities are listed in Table 12.

While the null distribution is patterned closely to the aggregated gaze points of

the control group, the three departures from the null are expressed as (1) changes

in the center of the legs distribution from (0.54, 0.29) to (0.41, 0.34), (2) changes

in the covariance structure for the head, neck, sur. shoulder, and sur. r. foot dis-

tributions (see Table 13), (3) an increase in the multinomial probability of success

for the event associated with the noise distribution from 0.004 to 0.0178. When
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Table 12: A table of multinomial event success probabilities for the mixture distri-
bution subsample allocation.

Cluster Name Multinomial Probability
head 0.0118
neck 0.0811
sur. neck 0.0295
shoulder 0.0959
sur. shoulder 0.1032
legs 0.2065
r. foot 0.1032
sur. r. foot 0.2065
l. foot 0.1180
b. feet 0.0265
noise 0.0040

increasing the probability of success for the event associated with the noise distri-

bution, the remaining probabilities in the multinomial distribution are decreased by

(0.0178 − 0.004)/10 = 0.00138 in order to maintain a proper sum to 1 in the multi-

nomial event probabilities. A combination of all three departures from the null dis-

tribution is also considered, and is patterned after the distribution of the aggregated

gaze points for the treatment group.

Results Across All Modified Syrjala Tests

In Section 6.5.3 the modified Syrjala tests were shown to exhibit stable results

across an array of rotations, toroidal shifts, and both rotations and toroidal shifts

in eye-tracking inspired simulations which involved departures from bivariate normal

data. It was also shown that little difference in the test results are observed across

six different statistics within the modified Syrjala tests. Consequently, the combined

rotational and toroidal shift modifications with the CWS statistic are employed again

to establish stable results across the smaller sample sizes using more complex eye-

tracking inspired data, and to reaffirm the sensible default parameter values (initially
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Table 13: A table of approximate null and alternative variance-covariance matrices
(rounded to the second decimal place) for bivariate normal distributions used to gen-
erate synthetic gaze point clusters. Note that while the noise cluster (not listed in this
table) used the same random bivariate uniform distribution for both the null and al-
ternative hypotheses, the multinomial probability assigned to the outliers subsample
is 0.004 and 0.0178 for the null and alternative distributions, respectively. Addition-
ally, while changes where exhibited in the covariance structures for the head, neck,
sur. shoulder, and sur. r. foot clusters, the remaining variance-covariance matrices are
the same between the null and alternative distributions.

Cluster Name Null Covariance Alternative Covariance

head
[
0.11 0
0 0.06

] [
0.11 0
0 0.15

]
neck

[
0.06 0
0 0.05

] [
0.08 0
0 0.12

]
sur. neck

[
0.12 −0.04
−0.02 0.05

] [
0.12 −0.04
−0.02 0.05

]
shoulder

[
0.07 0
0 0.07

] [
0.07 0
0 0.07

]
sur. shoulder

[
0.12 0
0 0.12

] [
0.13 0.03
0.02 0.11

]
legs

[
0.24 −0.04
−0.1 0.17

] [
0.24 −0.04
−0.1 0.17

]
r. foot

[
0.1 0.01
0.03 0.07

] [
0.1 0.01
0.03 0.07

]
sur. r. foot

[
0.19 0.03
0.03 0.13

] [
0.2 0.01
0.01 0.18

]
l. foot

[
0.14 −0.03
−0.04 0.13

] [
0.14 −0.03
−0.04 0.13

]
b. feet

[
0.11 0
−0.01 0.1

] [
0.11 0
−0.01 0.1

]
proposed from the simulations with larger samples in Section 6.4.2) for the distdiffR

R package functions (described in more detail in Chapter 8). Only the results of tests

using the CWS statistic are shown in this section for consistency.

Consequently, the format of Figures 43–48 differ slightly from the others within

Sections 6.3–6.4.2. While these figures still display grids of line graphs making com-

parisons between simulated differences in aggregated gaze point distributions from

the treatment and control groups for posture ID 17 within the USU Posture Study

(detailed in Section 6.5.9) for the same sample sizes (15, 25, 40, 70, 100, 250, and

500), the horizontal axes differs from that described in Section 6.5.2. The horizontal

axes show the number of rotations (similar to the simulation Figure 18 in Section 6.3).
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Fig. 43: A grid of line graphs showing the performance of the modified Syrjala test (using 0.1 proportion of points as origins
of toroidal shifts, 8 rotations, and the CWS statistic) on simulated eye-tracking data which is similar to the aggregated
subject contributions to Posture ID 17 (see Appendix C). The grid column name indicates the first sample size (n1), and
the grid row indicates the shape of the second sample. The shape of the first sample follows the same distribution exhibited
in the first row. The horizontal axis indicates the second sample size (n2). For example, the bottom left graph shows the
number of significant tests (out of ten tests) between the first samples with 15 points and second samples with 15, 25, 40,
70, 100, 250, and 500 points. Note that the spaces between horizontal tick marks are only approximately represented.
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Fig. 44: A grid of line graphs showing the performance of the modified Syrjala test (using 0.2 proportion of points as origins
of toroidal shifts, 8 rotations, and the CWS statistic) on simulated eye-tracking data which is similar to the aggregated
subject contributions to Posture ID 17 (see Appendix C). The grid column name indicates the first sample size (n1), and
the grid row indicates the shape of the second sample. The shape of the first sample follows the same distribution exhibited
in the first row. The horizontal axis indicates the second sample size (n2). For example, the bottom left graph shows the
number of significant tests (out of ten tests) between the first samples with 15 points and second samples with 15, 25, 40,
70, 100, 250, and 500 points. Note that the spaces between horizontal tick marks are only approximately represented.
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Fig. 45: A grid of line graphs showing the performance of the modified Syrjala test (using 0.3 proportion of points as origins
of toroidal shifts, 8 rotations, and the CWS statistic) on simulated eye-tracking data which is similar to the aggregated
subject contributions to Posture ID 17 (see Appendix C). The grid column name indicates the first sample size (n1), and
the grid row indicates the shape of the second sample. The shape of the first sample follows the same distribution exhibited
in the first row. The horizontal axis indicates the second sample size (n2). For example, the bottom left graph shows the
number of significant tests (out of ten tests) between the first samples with 15 points and second samples with 15, 25, 40,
70, 100, 250, and 500 points. Note that the spaces between horizontal tick marks are only approximately represented.
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Fig. 46: A grid of line graphs showing the performance of the modified Syrjala test (using a threshold of 15 points as origins
of toroidal shifts, 8 rotations, and the CWS statistic) on simulated eye-tracking data which is similar to the aggregated
subject contributions to Posture ID 17 (see Appendix C). The grid column name indicates the first sample size (n1), and
the grid row indicates the shape of the second sample. The shape of the first sample follows the same distribution exhibited
in the first row. The horizontal axis indicates the second sample size (n2). For example, the bottom left graph shows the
number of significant tests (out of ten tests) between the first samples with 15 points and second samples with 15, 25, 40,
70, 100, 250, and 500 points. Note that the spaces between horizontal tick marks are only approximately represented.
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Fig. 47: A grid of line graphs showing the performance of the modified Syrjala test (using a threshold of 25 points as origins
of toroidal shifts, 8 rotations, and the CWS statistic) on simulated eye-tracking data which is similar to the aggregated
subject contributions to Posture ID 17 (see Appendix C). The grid column name indicates the first sample size (n1), and
the grid row indicates the shape of the second sample. The shape of the first sample follows the same distribution exhibited
in the first row. The horizontal axis indicates the second sample size (n2). For example, the bottom left graph shows the
number of significant tests (out of ten tests) between the first samples with 15 points and second samples with 15, 25, 40,
70, 100, 250, and 500 points. Note that the spaces between horizontal tick marks are only approximately represented.
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Fig. 48: A grid of line graphs showing the performance of the modified Syrjala test (using a threshold of 40 points as origins
of toroidal shifts, 8 rotations, and the CWS statistic) on simulated eye-tracking data which is similar to the aggregated
subject contributions to Posture ID 17 (see Appendix C). The grid column name indicates the first sample size (n1), and
the grid row indicates the shape of the second sample. The shape of the first sample follows the same distribution exhibited
in the first row. The horizontal axis indicates the second sample size (n2). For example, the bottom left graph shows the
number of significant tests (out of ten tests) between the first samples with 15 points and second samples with 15, 25, 40,
70, 100, 250, and 500 points. Note that the spaces between horizontal tick marks are only approximately represented.
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Furthermore, the abbreviation “postID17” on the far right of the top row of

Figures 43–48 (for the null distribution) indicates that a bivariate normal mixture

distribution (similar to posture ID 17 from the USU Posture Study control group)

was used to generate the data (see Section 6.5.9 for more details). The three de-

partures from the null (shown on the far right of the second through fourth rows)

are expressed as (1) changes in the center of the legs distribution from (0.54, 0.29)

to (0.41, 0.34) abbreviated as “postID17 cen”, (2) changes in the covariance struc-

ture for the head, neck, sur. shoulder, and sur. r. foot distributions (see Table 13)

abbreviated as “postID17 cov”, and (3) an increase in the multinomial probability

of success for the event associated with the noise distribution from 0.004 to 0.0178

abbreviated as “postID17 nse”. The remaining departure from the null distribution

in the fifth row is a combination of all three of the other departures (“postID17 cen”,

“postID17 cov”, and “postID17 nse”) and is abbreviated as “postID17 all”.

Overall, regardless of the number of rotations, proportions of points used for

toroidal shifts, or toroidal shift thresholds in each test, Figures 43–48 exhibit almost

the same test results aside from chance variation. For the postID17 cen case, all of the

tests exhibit difficulty in detecting at least a majority (greater than or equal to five

out of ten) of significant differences until both sample sizes are at least 250 (except for

a few exceptions). A similar majority is not achieved in the postID17 cov case until

both sample sizes are 500. However, the postID17 nse case never achieves consistently

above six out of ten tests across all of the test modifications. Additionally, while all of

the departures from the null distribution are combined in the postID17 all case, only

a few additional cases achieve above five out of ten tests as statistically significant as

compared to the postID17 cen case. Hence, the postID17 cen departures within the

postID17 all case seem to be contributing the most to the total number of significant

differences being detected.
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As a reminder, common random numbers are being employed across all of the

simulations (see Section 6.1.3). Thus, the same ten replications of each simulation

scenario (e.g., postID17 vs. postID17 cen) pairs are being compared across these

simulations (Figures 27–34). Therefore, it is not reasonable to say that the increases

in the number of significant tests for the case when n1 = 25 and n2 ≈ 250 for the

postID17 all case are due to the test modifications. The increase in performance can

be attributed to chance variation in the samples.

An overview of the power and false positive rates of the tests employed in this

section are provided in Figures 49 and 50 and Tables 14 and 15. Due to the stability of

the test results regardless of the test statistic used shown in Sections 6.4.2 and 6.5.3,

only the CWS statistic was used within the combined modification test in Figures 35

and 36. As a reminder, the power was computed by dividing the number of significant

tests by the total number of tests in which the null hypothesis was false (bottom four

rows of graphs in Figures 43–48). In Figure 49, the higher the power of a test the

more likely the test is to reject the null when it is indeed false. Theoretically, the

maximum power a test can achieve is one.

Table 14: A table listing the test abbreviation, number of significant tests, total
number of tests, and power (rounded to the third decimal place) for all of the tests
considered in Figure 49.

Test Sig. Total
(Abbreviation) Tests Tests Power

CWS RotToro0.1 1897 13 720 ≈ 0.138
CWS RotToro0.2 1869 13 720 ≈ 0.136
CWS RotToro0.3 1902 13 720 ≈ 0.139

CWS RotToro15Thrshld 1862 13 720 ≈ 0.136
CWS RotToro25Thrshld 1877 13 720 ≈ 0.137
CWS RotToro40Thrshld 1902 13 720 ≈ 0.139

Overall, the power of the tests in Figure 49 are all much lower than the power

shown in Section 6.4.2. However, the results in Figure 49 make sense given the context
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Fig. 49: A comparison of the power achieved by the tests discussed in this section via
a horizontal dot plot. The tab on the right indicates that both rotations and toroidal
shifts (RotToro Mod) are being used within the tests.
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Fig. 50: A comparison of the false positive rates achieved by the tests discussed in this
section via a horizontal dot plot. The tab on the right indicates that both rotations
and toroidal shifts (RotToro Mod) are being used within the tests. The vertical red
line at 0.05 indicates the significance level of the tests.
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Table 15: A table listing the test abbreviation, number of significant tests, total
number of tests, and false positive rates (rounded to the third decimal place) for all
of the tests considered in Figure 50.

Test Sig. Total False Positive
(Abbreviation) Tests Tests Rate

CWS RotToro0.1 161 3430 ≈ 0.047
CWS RotToro0.2 148 3430 ≈ 0.043
CWS RotToro0.3 152 3430 ≈ 0.044

CWS RotToro15Thrshld 157 3430 ≈ 0.046
CWS RotToro25Thrshld 149 3430 ≈ 0.043
CWS RotToro40Thrshld 162 3430 ≈ 0.047

of the simulations. The simulations analyzed in Section 6.4.2 involve strong depar-

tures from completely spatially random bivariate distributions, whereas the simula-

tions in this section are comparing small changes to the postID17 mixture distribution.

Additionally, these simulations explore a larger number of cases with smaller sample

sizes. Similar to a standard power analysis (in the field of experimental design) where

small differences will not be seen as statistically significant until a sufficient sample

size is obtained, so are many of the test results in this section. Hence, it is little

surprise that the tests resulted in such the low power. Nonetheless, stable results are

seen in the relatively similar values for power across the tests in Figure 49.

In Figure 36, the false positive rate is computed by dividing the number of

significant test results by the total number of tests computed when the null hypothesis

is true and both samples come from the same distribution (first row of graphs in

Figures 43–48). For false positive rates in Figure 50, test results should be as close

as possible to 0.05 (i.e., 5%, indicated by the horizontal line) when testing at the 5%

significance level. Test results which fall below 0.05 are indications of a conservative

nature in the test (i.e., a test which is less likely to reject the null when it is actually

true).
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Additionally, little trend is seen in the false positive rates of the combined rota-

tional and toroidal tests regardless of the proportions of points used for the origins

of toroidal shifts or the thresholds used for the number of toroidal shifts. This case

shows that all of the tests achieve a conservative false positive rate (below the signif-

icance level of 0.05). While the false positive rate of the 0.1 proportion test is closest

to the significance level among the proportion tests with a false positive rate of 0.047,

the 25 threshold is the most conservative with a false positive rate of approximately

0.043. Still, these results combined with the results of Sections 6.4.2 and 6.5.3 provide

evidence that a 0.1 proportion of points and a 25 toroidal shift threshold are sensible

default parameters for the distdiffR R package functions (described in more detail

in Chapter 8).

Results for the Rot8Toro0.1 Version of the Modified Syrjala Test

Figure 51 also displays a grid of line graphs as described in Section 6.5.2. The

first row shows 21 out of the 490 test results are significant. This is roughly 0.043 or

4.3%. This result agrees with the conservative nature of the test as seen in previous

simulations (see Sections 6.4.1 and 6.4.2).

In the second row, a single departure from the null distribution is analyzed.

Particularly, a shift of the legs distribution from a center coordinates of (0.54, 0.29) to

(0.41, 0.34), i.e. a shift of
√

(0.54− 0.41)2 + (0.29− 0.34)2 ≈ 0.14 in magnitude. This

is approximately the same magnitude of shift exhibited in the most extreme departure

from in null of for the previous simulation in Section 6.5.3. However, while a shift of

this magnitude resulted in almost all of the tests being significant in the bottom rows

of the figures in Section 6.5.3, the legs distribution only makes up approximately 20%

of the mixture distribution. Hence, a strong indication of significance (a majority

of the tests being significant) does not occur until n1 ≥ 100 and n2 ≈ 500. Hence,
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Fig. 51: A grid of line graphs showing the performance of the modified Syrjala test (using 0.1 proportion of points as origins
of toroidal shifts, 8 rotations, and the CWS statistic) on simulated eye-tracking data which is similar to the aggregated
subject contributions to Posture ID 17 (see Appendix C). The grid column name indicates the first sample size (n1), and
the grid row indicates the shape of the second sample. The shape of the first sample follows the same distribution exhibited
in the first row. The horizontal axis indicates the second sample size (n2). For example, the bottom left graph shows the
number of significant tests (out of ten tests) between the first samples with 15 points and second samples with 15, 25, 40,
70, 100, 250, and 500 points. Note that the spaces between horizontal tick marks are only approximately represented.
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larger sample sizes or larger shifts in gaze point component distributions must occur

in order to detect significance for these more complex mixture distributions which

more closely pattern real-life data.

The third row analyzes a departure from the initial distribution through changes

in the covariance structures for the head, neck, sur. shoulder, and sur. r. foot distri-

butions. This is similar to the simulation studied in Section 6.5.4. However, here four

of the component distributions have changing covariance structures (which make up

roughly 40% of the overall mixture distribution) instead of only one main distribu-

tion. Hence, greater changes in the covariance structure or larger sample sizes are

needed in order to make a majority of the tests significant. Indeed, this only occurs

when n1 = 500 and n2 = 500.

The fourth row from the top compares the initial mixture distribution to a similar

one except with a larger proportion of noise. The increase of the proportion of noise

from approximately 0.004 to 0.0178 was chosen to reflect the differences in proportions

of outliers exhibited between the treatment and control groups of the USU Posture

Study. However, we see here that none of the combinations of sample sizes resulted

in a majority of tests being significant. This result contributes to the foundation of

evidence which suggests that the test is relatively robust in the presence of a small

number of outliers (see also Sections 6.5.6, 6.5.7, and 6.5.8).

The bottom row combines all of the departures from previous three rows. The

results are quite similar to the second row, which suggests that while there is some

amount of contribution to significance from changes in the covariance structures and

additional outliers, a majority of the significance is being contributed by the change

in the center of gaze point clusters. This result is consistent with the previous results

found in the simulations in Sections 6.5.3–6.5.8.
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6.5.10 Simulating Differences in Fixation Allocation within the USU Pos-

ture Study Data

Similar to the simulation in Section 6.5.9, the simulation in this section also

employs generated data which models more complicated real-life data such as data

taken from the USU Posture Study (see Chapter 4 for more details).

However, while the simulation in Section 6.5.9 builds upon those discussed in

Sections 6.5.3, 6.5.4, 6.5.7, and 6.5.8, this simulation aims at building upon the sim-

ulation carried out in Section 6.5.5 where the second subject’s visual attention was

split between two objects. This simulation takes a closer look at the affect of changes

in proportions of points allocated between the various gaze point clusters.

The first sample is still modeled exactly as described in Section 6.5.9. However,

instead of the four departures from the initial distribution exhibiting changes the

cluster centers, cluster shape, or an increased presence of outliers, the four departures

differ only in the multinomial probabilities assigned to the clusters.

Specifically, Figure 52 displays five bar charts of the multinomial event success

probabilities (vertical axes) for each mixture distribution cluster (horizontal axes)

for the original distribution (top-center) as well as each of the four departures from

the initial distribution (lower four bar charts displayed in order of top-left, top-right,

bottom-left, and bottom-right). The departures gradually change the multinomial

probabilities from those approximated by the original data to a uniform probability

across all of the clusters except for the between feet (abbreviated as b. feet) and noise

distributions.

The multinomial probabilities of these latter two distributions were held constant

in this simulation for several reasons. First, the b. feet distribution is unique in that

it was likely created by subjects looking from the posture in the projected image

down to a time bar and back up at the posture. Some form of the data can be
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Fig. 52: A side-by-side bar chart displaying the multinomial event success proba-
bilities (vertical axes) for each mixture distribution cluster (horizontal axes) for the
initial distribution (left-most bar in each group) as well as each of the four departures
from the initial distribution (four right-most bars in each group, respectively).

seen throughout several other aggregated collections of the gaze points between the

treatment and control groups. Hence, since this cluster of gaze points is more related

to the learning curve of the experiment and less related to what subjects are looking

for when trying to assess the postural stability of a depicted actor, it is omitted from

the uniform flattening of the multinomial probabilities.

Similarly, the amount of noise in the data is much more likely related to inter-

ference with the ability of the eye-tracking device accurately assigning coordinates to

gaze points (due to a variety of unknown circumstances, e.g., the frequency of subject

blinking during the experiment), and less likely to be related to what subjects are

looking for when trying to assess the postural stability of a depicted actor. Hence,

the multinomial event success probability associated with noise is held constant for
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this simulation.

Thus, for the first sample, the cluster probabilities are assigned as labeled in

Table 12. When assuming that the null hypothesis is true, the second sample is also

generated using the same multinomial probabilities. However, when assuming the null

hypothesis is false, and some departure from the initial distribution has occurred, the

probabilities for the second sample are taken from one of the four lower bar charts in

Figure 52.

These individual probabilities were computed in the following way. First, com-

pute the average probability (µc) while omitting the b. feet and noise probabilities

(0.0265 and 0.004, respectively).

µc =
1− 0.0265− 0.004

11

Then, fi(pc) the new probability for the ith departure from the original distribution

can be computed.

fi(pc) =


pc − i · |pc−µc|

11
, if pc ≥ µc

pc + i · |pc−µc|
11

, if pc < µc

,

where pc is the original multinomial event success probability for the given cluster.

Results

Figure 53 displays a grid of line graphs as described in Section 6.5.2. Here,

the first row shows 39 out of the 490 test results are significant. This is roughly

0.08 or 8%. This result is greater than the 5% significance level, which does not

agree with the conservative nature of the test as seen in previous simulations (see

Sections 6.4.1 and 6.4.2). However, this is likely due to chance error as a repetition of

the simulation using different random number seeds resulted in a false positive rate
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below the significance level.

In the remaining four rows, the departures from the null distribution are exhibited

by reassigning the multinomial probabilities for the various clusters according to the

method discussed in the previous section. A few of these differences in proportion of

gaze points being allocated to another object of interest are similar to those exhibited

in the previous simulation in Section 6.5.5. Indeed, the results of this simulation are

close to those displayed in Figure 38. Hence, similar larger sample sizes or larger

differences in proportions of gaze points in component distributions (or both) must

occur in order to detect significance for a majority of these more complex mixture

distributions which more closely pattern real-life data.



156

n1 = 15 n1 = 25 n1 = 40 n1 = 70 n1 = 100 n1 = 250 n1 = 500

postID
17

flatten1
flatten2

flatten3
flatten4

15 25 40 7010
0

25
0

50
0 15 25 40 7010
0

25
0

50
0 15 25 40 7010
0

25
0

50
0 15 25 40 7010
0

25
0

50
0 15 25 40 7010
0

25
0

50
0 15 25 40 7010
0

25
0

50
0 15 25 40 7010
0

25
0

50
0

0

5

10

0

5

10

0

5

10

0

5

10

0

5

10

Second sample size (n2)

S
ig

ni
fic

an
t T

es
ts

Fig. 53: A grid of line graphs showing the performance of the modified Syrjala test (using 0.1 proportion of points as origins
of toroidal shifts, 8 rotations, and the CWS statistic) on simulated eye-tracking data which is similar to the aggregated
subject contributions to Posture ID 17 (see Appendix C). The grid column name indicates the first sample size (n1), and
the grid row indicates the shape of the second sample. The shape of the first sample follows the same distribution exhibited
in the first row. The horizontal axis indicates the second sample size (n2). For example, the bottom left graph shows the
number of significant tests (out of ten tests) between the first samples with 15 points and second samples with 15, 25, 40,
70, 100, 250, and 500 points. Note that the spaces between horizontal tick marks are only approximately represented.
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6.5.11 Eye-Tracking Inspired Simulation Results

Overall, the simulations carried out in Sections 6.5.3–6.5.10 provide a more accu-

rate view of the performance of the modified Syrjala test (when using 0.1 proportion

of points as toroidal shift origins, eight rotations, and the CWS statistic) when applied

to data which more closely represent that taken from eye-tracking analysis.

Specifically, although outliers are commonly found in eye-tracking data (as men-

tioned in Chapter 3), the test has been shown to be robust against a small number of

outliers (see Sections 6.5.6, 6.5.7, 6.5.8, and 6.5.9). Furthermore, the test can detect a

variety of differences between samples, including differences in gaze point cluster cen-

ters (Sections 6.5.3 and 6.5.9), cluster shapes (Sections 6.5.4 and 6.5.9), proportions

allocated to different objects being viewed by subjects (Sections 6.5.5 and 6.5.10),

and proportions of noise (Sections 6.5.7, 6.5.8 and 6.5.9).

However, for some of the simulated the differences which are subtle and/or when

the sample sizes are relatively small, the test is unable to label a majority of the

comparisons as significant. Still, the overall performance of the test on simulated eye-

tracking data is sufficient to say that the test is well suited for eye-tracking analysis.

The test is applied to the USU Posture Study data in Chapter 7.

6.6 Conclusions from the Simulation Results

From the series of simulations that have been discussed throughout Sections 6.2–

6.5, the following conclusions can be made:

� The Syrjala (1996) test has been shown to depend upon data aggregation tech-

niques such as regular and random binning. It is recommended to use another

bivariate two sample test of distributional equality which does not assume iden-

tical sampling locations. Such tests include the Energy test by Székely and

Rizzo (2004), the kernel maximum mean discrepancy by Gretton et al. (2012),
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the Friedman and Rafsky (1979) generalization to the Kolmogorov (1933) test,

or one of the modified Syrjala tests proposed in this dissertation.

� The modified Syrjala tests have been shown to be insensitive to differences in

the weightings of the tests statistics, and only a marginal gain in power was

found when using squared differences in the ECDFs as compared to absolute

differences. Additionally, all of the tests were shown to produce relatively stable

results regardless of the number of rotations or toroidal shifts explored within

the simulations.

� While the modified Syrjala tests which employ toroidal shifts achieve roughly

the same power as the tests which employ both rotational and toroidal shifts, the

latter tests achieve an average false positive rate (0.03 vs. 0.045, respectively)

closer to the significance level (0.05). Thus, the combined modifications produce

conservative tests which are more powerful in the face of all departures from the

null than the tests which employ toroidal shifts alone. However, this balance

comes at the cost of increased computational complexity.

� The modified Syrjala test which uses eight rotations, 0.1 proportion of points as

origins for toroidal shifts, and the CWS statistic has been shown by simulation

to achieve a higher number of significant tests (when the null is false) than

several other competing methods including the Energy test by Székely and Rizzo

(2004), the kernel maximum mean discrepancy by Gretton et al. (2012), the

Friedman and Rafsky (1979) generalization to the Kolmogorov (1933) test, and

the original Syrjala (1996) test (when preliminary data binning is employed).

� The modified Syrjala test which uses a threshold of 25 randomly chosen points

from the pooled sample as origins for toroidal shifts (see Section 6.3.4) achieves

comparable results as the tests which employ proportions of points as origins
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for toroidal shifts (see Section 6.3.3). This provides motivation to use a default

threshold value for the tests in the R package (see Chapter 8), which guides new

users of the package toward relatively reasonable parameter values.

� The modified Syrjala tests which employ the CWS statistic, eight rotations, and

0.1 proportions of points as toroidal shifts, or thresholds of 25 toroidal shifts

have been shown to be well suited to certain types of eye-tracking data by simu-

lation. Specifically, the tests are robust to a reasonable number of outliers, and

can detect a variety of differences in distributional structure. Consequently,

these tests are used when analyzing data from the USU Posture Study in Chap-

ter 7.

6.7 Simulation Computational Performances

While the modified Syrjala tests have been shown to be more powerful than al-

ternative tests in the literature (Section 6.4), the modified Syrjala tests are more com-

putationally expensive, especially when employing both the rotational and toroidal

shift modifications. Consequently, Section 6.7.1 provides a benchmarking study

to assess the computational expense of the modified Syrjala test (which employs

0.1 proportion of points as toroidal shift origins, eight rotations, and the CWS

statistic). Section 6.7.2 details the specifications of computational resources used

at the University of Utah’s Center for High Performance Computing (CHPC, https:

//www.chpc.utah.edu/).

6.7.1 A Benchmarking Study of the Modified Syrjala Test

To provide a relative understanding of how computationally expensive the modi-

fied Syrjala test (using 0.1 proportion of points as toroidal shift origins, eight rotations,

and the CWS statistic) is on different machines, the test was applied to iterations of

https://www.chpc.utah.edu/
https://www.chpc.utah.edu/
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the null distribution of the eye-tracking inspired simulation data (see Section 6.5.9

across a series of sample sizes. Figure 54 shows the mean computational time in

minutes for ten replications (vertical axis) for the modified Syrjala test across the

following sample sizes (horizontal axis): 25, 50, 75, 100, 125, 150, 175, 200, 250, 300,

350, 400, 500, and 600. Each of these sample sizes were used for both the first and

second samples. Hence, the total number of data values used is simply two times the

horizontal axis values. Additionally, the test was applied ten times for each of the

sample sizes, except for the sample sizes 500 and 600 for Intel i5 where the test was

only applied once due to the computational cost.

While side-by-side boxplots were considered for this figure, it turned out that

the maximum standard deviation of computational times between the machines and

groups of replications was 0.117 minutes (7.02 seconds). Hence, the small variability

compared to the large range in the vertical axis made plotting boxplots less meaningful

than a simple mean for each replication group.

To prevent overplotting, the computational times from the various machines

were slightly offset horizontally. The specifications of each of the computational

environments for each of the machines displayed in Figure 54 are listed in Table 16.

Many factors are at play when timing the clock speed of the modified Syrjala test

on these different machines. Specifically, while the AMD Server consisted of nodes

with many more cores and available RAM than the Intel i7 Desktop, the computation

of the tests were run in serial (using only a single CPU core at a time). The AMD

CPUs on the (Linux) Server are also throttled down to 2.7GHz when many users

are running jobs simultaneously on the remaining cores, which is often the case.

Consequently, with a higher maximum turbo frequency of 3.90, and more available

cache memory than the Intel i5 Laptop (8MB versus 3MB, respectively), the Intel i7

Desktop demonstrated the fastest times among the three machines.
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Fig. 54: A graph of mean computational times (in minutes) for the modified Syrjala
test (using 0.1 proportion of points as toroidal shift origins, eight rotations, and the
CWS statistic) when applied to eye-tracking inspired generated data (see Section 6.5.9
on various machines.

6.7.2 Computational Resource Specifications

All of the simulation studies carried out in this dissertation (see Sections 6.2–

6.5) were computed using the University of Utah’s CHPC (https://www.chpc.utah.

edu/) resources. Table 17 provides the CHPC cluster used, the total number of

cores, the total RAM, and computational times (in minutes) for each test of in-

terest within that simulation. The section number of the simulation is also pro-

vided for direction to further details on each simulation. “OnDemand” in the clus-

ter column indicates that the Open OnDemand (https://openondemand.org/) in-

terface was used to queue jobs on the Notchpeak-shared-short nodes. The CHPC

documentation provides more details into the specifications of the computational re-

https://www.chpc.utah.edu/
https://www.chpc.utah.edu/
https://openondemand.org/
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sources (see https://www.chpc.utah.edu/documentation/guides/notchpeak.php

and https://www.chpc.utah.edu/documentation/guides/kingspeak.php).

Notice that while individual tests run faster on other machines (see Section 6.7.1),

many more tests were able to be computed simultaneously using the CHPC resources

than would have been feasible on a common personal machine.

https://www.chpc.utah.edu/documentation/guides/notchpeak.php
https://www.chpc.utah.edu/documentation/guides/kingspeak.php
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Table 16: A table of each of the computational environment specifications for each of the machines displayed in Figure 54.

Machine Label Processor Base Frequency Max Turbo Frequency Total RAM Operating System
Intel i5 Intel(R) Core(TM)

i5-7200U
2.50GHz 3.10GHz 8GB Windows 10 Enterprise

AMD AMD EPYC 7601 2.20GHz 3.20GHz 32GB CentOS Linux 3.10.0
Intel i7 Intel(R) Core(TM)

i7-1065G7
1.30GHz 3.90GHz 16GB Windows 10 Home
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Table 17: A table of each of the environment specifications and computational times
for each of the simulation studies carried out in Sections 6.2–6.5.

Section Comp. Time
Number Test Cluster Cores Total RAM (in mins)

6.2.2 Syrjala OnDemand 4 128GB 0.6
6.3.2 Rot. DWS Notchpeak 64 512GB 10.3
6.3.2 Rot. UWS Notchpeak 64 512GB 9.8
6.3.2 Rot. CWS Notchpeak 64 512GB 9.8
6.3.2 Rot. DWA Notchpeak 64 512GB 9.8
6.3.2 Rot. CWA Notchpeak 64 512GB 9.5
6.3.2 Rot. UWA Notchpeak 64 512GB 10.0
6.3.2 Toro. DWS Notchpeak 64 512GB 121.9
6.3.2 Toro. CWS Notchpeak 64 512GB 124.2
6.3.2 Toro. UWS Notchpeak 64 512GB 111.3
6.3.2 Toro. DWA Notchpeak 64 512GB 118.3
6.3.2 Toro. CWA Notchpeak 64 512GB 115.6
6.3.2 Toro. UWA Notchpeak 64 512GB 115.2
6.3.3 0.1 Toro. Rot. DWS Lonepeak 80 1TB 511.0
6.3.3 0.1 Toro. Rot. UWS Lonepeak 80 1TB 505.6
6.3.3 0.1 Toro. Rot. CWS Kingspeak 48 192GB 1002.9
6.3.3 0.2 Toro. Rot. DWS Lonepeak 80 1TB 999.3
6.3.3 0.2 Toro. Rot. UWS Lonepeak 80 1TB 994.1
6.3.3 0.2 Toro. Rot. CWS Kingspeak 48 192GB 2059.3
6.3.3 0.3 Toro. Rot. DWS Lonepeak 80 1TB 1480.9
6.3.3 0.3 Toro. Rot. UWS Lonepeak 80 1TB 1489.5
6.3.3 0.3 Toro. Rot. CWS Kingspeak 48 192GB 3087.5
6.3.4 25 Toro. Thrshld. DWS Lonepeak 80 1TB 190.0
6.3.4 25 Toro. Thrshld. UWS Lonepeak 80 1TB 187.2
6.3.4 25 Toro. Thrshld. CWS Lonepeak 80 1TB 188.6
6.4.1 Energy OnDemand 4 128GB 0.2
6.4.1 Kmmd OnDemand 4 128GB 2.2
6.4.1 FR-KS OnDemand 4 128GB 11.7
6.4.1 0.1 Toro. 8 Rot. OnDemand 4 128GB 466.8
6.5.3 0.1 Toro. 8 Rot. OnDemand 8 128GB 244.2
6.5.4 0.1 Toro. 8 Rot. OnDemand 8 128GB 243.6
6.5.5 0.1 Toro. 8 Rot. OnDemand 16 128GB 87.0
6.5.6 0.1 Toro. 8 Rot. OnDemand 8 128GB 262.8
6.5.7 0.1 Toro. 8 Rot. OnDemand 8 128GB 244.2
6.5.8 0.1 Toro. 8 Rot. OnDemand 8 128GB 247.2
6.5.9 0.1 Toro. 8 Rot. OnDemand 16 128GB 67.8
6.5.10 0.1 Toro. 8 Rot. OnDemand 16 128GB 87.6
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CHAPTER 7

Applications to the Utah State University Posture Study

An application of one of the modified Syrjala tests to the USU Posture Study

is provided within this chapter. After a brief overview in Section 7.1, Section 7.1.1

provides the analyses of group-wise comparisons within the study followed by an

example in Section 7.1.2. Section 7.1.3 details within-group comparisons, and Sec-

tion 7.1.4 provides some within-group comparison examples. Concluding remarks are

also provided in Section 7.1.5.

7.1 USU Posture Study Analyses

In answering the question, “Does judging the action capabilities of another per-

son depend on one’s own experiences?” two-sample tests of distributional difference

were applied to the USU Posture Study data (described in greater detail in Chap-

ter 4) in order to make group-wise comparisons (Section 7.1.1) as well as within-group

comparisons (Section 7.1.3).

Due to the stability of results exhibited in the simulations in Chapter 6, the

modified Syrjala test with the following test statistic properties has been applied:

(1) eight rotations of the data, (2) 0.1 proportion of the gaze points as origins of

toroidal shifts, (3) the CWS statistic. The number of permutations of the data is

99 for both the group-wise test and the pair-wise tests when conducting the within-

group comparisons. While more permutations are typically used in this scenario

in order to achieve significance in the most extreme cases even after a correction

for multiple comparisons is made, only 99 are used here due to the rich number

of significant tests discovered in some preliminary analyses of the data. Hence, the
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smallest possible p-value is 0.01 for a permutation test where the original test statistic

is more extreme than the 99 test statistics computed on permutated versions of the

data. See Section 7.1.3 for further details.

7.1.1 Group-wise Comparisons

Group-wise comparisons were made between the treatment (yoga) and control

(non-yoga) groups for all 22 postures. In other words, all of the treatment subject’s

data were aggregated and compared to all of the control subject’s data for the same

posture. However, since each subject typically spent a different amount of time view-

ing a particular posture, differing amounts of gaze points are contributed by each

subject when combining all subject data together. To resolve this issue, each sub-

ject’s contribution is given the same weight in the group-wise comparisons, rather

than allowing subjects with more contributions to go unweighted and thus have a

greater impact on the test statistic than subjects who contributed less. The hypothe-

ses for this test are as follows:

H0: The grouped distributions of the treatment and control populations which

weight each subject’s contributions equally are the same across the viewing region.

Ha: There is some unspecified difference between the treatment and control

group population distributions (which weight each subject’s contributions equally).

This weighting is accomplished by modifying the test statistic in the following

manner. Each subject’s bivariate ECDF is computed separately. The ECDFs are

grouped by treatment and control, and differences in mean ECDF values are compared

between the two groups of ECDFs. This new statistic is referred to as ξCWS
g (the
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subscript g refers to “grouped”), and can be computed as

ξCWS
g =

n2

(n1 + n2)

n1∑
i=1

[
1

K

K∑
k=1

Γ∗
1,k(x1,i, y1,i)−

1

K

K∑
k=1

Γ∗
2,k(x1,i, y1,i)

]2

+
n1

(n1 + n2)

n2∑
j=1

[
1

K

K∑
k=1

Γ∗
1,k(x2,j, y2,j)−

1

K

K∑
k=1

Γ∗
2,k(x2,j, y2,j)

]2

where there areK = 20 subjects within each group, and n1 and n2 are the total sample

sizes within each group (treatment and control, respectively). This is equivalent to

(10)

ξCWS
g =

1

20(n1 + n2)

(
n2

n1∑
i=1

[
20∑
k=1

Γ∗
1,k(x1,i, y1,i)−

20∑
k=1

Γ∗
2,k(x1,i, y1,i)

]2

+ n1

n2∑
j=1

[
20∑
k=1

Γ∗
1,k(x2,j, y2,j)−

20∑
k=1

Γ∗
2,k(x2,j, y2,j)

]2)

where k is the subject number within group i (i = 1 for the treatment group, and

i = 2 for the control group).

Alternatively, an equivalent way exists to treating each subject’s contributions

equally. This method involves computing the lowest common multiple (LCM) between

all of the gaze point contributions across all of the subjects within each group. Then

by duplicating each subject’s gaze points by the product of the missing factors the

subject’s gaze point number lacks to be equal to the LCM, each subject’s contribution

will be treated equally. However, this method is more computationally intensive than

the former. A more detailed description of this method as well as a mathematical proof

demonstrating the equivalence between the two methods is provided in Appendix A.

Hence, by using Equation 10, group-wise comparisons were made between the

treatment and control groups for each of the 22 postures. The results of the tests as

well as the computational time (wall time in hours) are displayed in Table 18. As

seen in the table, all of the 22 tests resulted in statistically significant p-values equal
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to 0.01. Hence, all the null hypotheses are rejected in favor of the alternative. The

associated conclusion is that there is some unspecified difference in the distributions

of gaze points between the treatment and control groups for every posture observed.

This implies that there is a difference between what subjects look at when assessing

postural stability between the two groups in at least one part of an actors posture.

However, this does not indicate how much similarity there is between subjects within

each group. Hence, an additional analysis was carried out in Section 7.1.3 to assess

whether there is any similarity between individual subject’s gaze point distributions

within each group.

Typically, a correction is made to account for the multiple comparisons. However,

this is omitted here due to the abundance of significant results. This is further

discussed and justified in Section 7.1.3.

Table 18 also shows the computational times (in hours) of the modified Syrjala

tests which use a threshold of 25 toroidal shifts (along with the CWS statistic, and

eight rotations) applied to the all of the posture comparisons where each groups data

was aggregated. The p-values for both of the tests in Table 18 were 0.01 except

for posture ID 6 where the threshold test achieved a p-value of 0.02 as indicated

by the asterisk. These results are included here to not only show the agreement

in the test results, but to also demonstrate the computational speed of using the

toroidal shift thresholds. When assessing the ratios of computational times between

the proportional test and the threshold test, the proportional test took on average

approximately 8.3 times longer than the threshold test. The associated standard

deviation of these ratios of computational times was approximately 1.3.

7.1.2 Group-wise Comparison Example

An example of a group-wise comparison of the aggregated gaze point distributions
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Table 18: A table of results and computational times (in hours) from applying
the modified Syrjala tests (using the CWS statistic, eight rotations, and either 0.1
proportion of toroidal shifts or a threshold of 25 toroidal shifts) to all of the postures
where each groups data was aggregated. The p-values for both of the tests were
0.01 except for posture ID 6 where the threshold test achieved a p-value of 0.02 as
indicated by the asterisk ∗. All of the computations were carried out on the University
of Utah’s Center for High Performance Computing (https://chpc.utah.edu/) on
the Notchpeak cluster using 4 cores (see AMD in Table 17) and 128GB of RAM.

Comp. Time (in hours) Comp. Time (in hours)
Posture ID n1 n2 p-values of Proportional Test of Threshold Test

1 1091 1297 0.01 2.10 0.31
2 1289 1281 0.01 2.49 0.37
3 1356 1346 0.01 2.87 0.39
4 1452 1479 0.01 3.46 0.42
5 1900 1523 0.01 5.00 0.52
6 1716 1360 0.01∗ 3.89 0.45
7 1359 1246 0.01 2.63 0.34
8 1089 1186 0.01 1.87 0.32
9 1313 1242 0.01 2.54 0.35

10 1624 1215 0.01 3.26 0.41
11 1184 1443 0.01 2.66 0.35
12 1436 1337 0.01 3.64 0.38
13 1869 1768 0.01 6.45 0.63
14 1421 1202 0.01 3.08 0.48
15 1396 1343 0.01 3.64 0.46
16 1541 1352 0.01 3.97 0.42
17 1661 1508 0.01 4.80 0.59
18 1746 1367 0.01 4.88 0.46
19 1126 1108 0.01 2.34 0.32
20 1348 1374 0.01 3.53 0.37
21 1476 1597 0.01 4.33 0.44
22 1501 1517 0.01 4.04 0.43

https://chpc.utah.edu/

