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TESTING CONDITIONAL INDEPENDENCE USING MAXIMAL
NONLINEAR CONDITIONAL CORRELATION':2:3

By TzEE-MING HUANG
National Chengchi University

In this paper, the maximal nonlinear conditional correlation of
two random vectors X and Y given another random vector Z, de-
noted by p1(X,Y|Z), is defined as a measure of conditional associ-
ation, which satisfies certain desirable properties. When Z is con-
tinuous, a test for testing the conditional independence of X and Y
given Z is constructed based on the estimator of a weighted average
of the form S"32Z, fz(21)pi(X,Y|Z = 1), where fz is the probabil-
ity density function of Z and the zx’s are some points in the range
of Z. Under some conditions, it is shown that the test statistic is
asymptotically normal under conditional independence, and the test
is consistent.

1. Introduction. In this paper, the problem of interest is testing the
conditional independence between two random vectors X and Y given a
third random vector Z. The study of the problem of testing conditional
independence has a long history. However, there are relatively few results
on nonparametric tests when the vectors X, Y and Z are continuous. Some
examples of such tests can be found in Su and White [12, 13], where they
also proposed conditional independence tests based on a weighted Hellinger
distance between the conditional densities or the difference between the
conditional characteristic functions.

As mentioned in Daudin [2], X and Y are conditionally independent
given Z means that for every f(X,Z) and ¢(Y,Z) such that Ef%(X,Z2)
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and Eg?(Y, Z) are finite
E(f(X,2)9(Y, 2)|Z2) = E(f(X, 2)|2)E(9(Y, Z)|Z).

Thus, the problem of testing conditional independence, as the problem of
testing unconditional independence, is invariant when one-to-one transforms
are applied to the marginals X and Y, respectively. Various authors have
taken this invariant property into consideration when constructing condi-
tional or unconditional independence tests. For example, Su and White [13]
used Hellinger distance in their test statistic for testing conditional indepen-
dence, so that the test statistic is invariant. Dauxois and Nkiet [3] used mea-
sures of association to construct independence tests, and the measures are
invariant under the above transforms. In this paper, to take invariance into
account, the proposed test is based on the maximal nonlinear conditional
correlation, which can be viewed as a measure of conditional association and
satisfies the above invariance property.

To choose a reasonable measure of conditional association between X and
Y, the following properties are considered.

(P1) The measure can be defined for all types of random vectors, including
both discrete and continuous ones.

(P2) The measure is symmetric, that is, it remains the same when (X,Y)
is replaced by (Y, X).

(P3) The measure is invariant when one-to-one transforms are applied to X
and Y, respectively.

(P4) The measure is between 0 and 1.

(P5) The measure is 0 if and only if conditional independence holds.

The above properties are adapted from some of the conditions for a good
measure of association proposed by Rényi [9]. In [9], the conditional inde-
pendence in (P5) is replaced by the unconditional independence. Note that
the symmetric property (P2) is not always required. For instance, Hsing et
al. [6] proposed to use the coefficient of intrinsic dependence as a measure
of dependence, which does not satisfy (P2). Here, (P2) is considered.
Many measures of conditional association satisfying (P1)-(P5) can be
constructed. Dauxois and Nkiet [4] showed that a class of measures of as-
sociation between two Hilbertian subspaces can be obtained by properly
combining the canonical coefficients of the canonical analysis (CA) between
the spaces. In particular, take the two subspaces to be H ={f(X,2) -
E(f(X,2)|2):Ef*(X,Z) < oo} and Hs = {g(Y,Z) — E(9(Y,2)|Z):
Eg*(Y,Z) < 0o}, then a class of measures of conditional association be-
tween X and Y given Z satisfying properties (P1)—(P5) can be obtained
using the canonical coefficients. Denote the canonical coefficients (arranged
in descending order) by p;(X,Y|Z):i=1,2,.... When X and Y are not
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functions of Z, the largest canonical coefficient p;(X,Y|Z) is the maximal
partial correlation defined by Romanovié¢ [10], which is
supcors(F(X, ) — B(F(X, 2)|2)0(.2) ~ B(o(Y. 2)|2).
7g

Another approach to construct measures of conditional association is to
modify the CA between the spaces H; = {f(X) — Ef(X): Ef*(X) < oo}
and Hy = {g(Y) — Eg(Y): Eg?(Y) < 0o} to obtain a conditional version of
it. That is, to find pairs of functions (f;,g;):4=0,1,..., such that for each
i, (fi,g;) maximizes FE(f(X,Z)g(Y,Z)|Z) subject to

(1.1)  B(fA(X, 2)|Z2)110,00)(E(f*(X, 2)|2)) = Lj0,00)(E(f*(X, Z)|2)),
(1.2)  B($*(Y,2)|2)0,00)(E(¢*(Y, 2)|2)) = L10,00) (E(9*(Y, Z)| Z))
and

E(f(X,2)[;(X,2)|2) =0=E(g(Y,2)g;(Y, Z)|Z)  for 0<j<i.

Here, I4 denotes the indicator function on a set A, that is, I4(x) =1 if
x € A and I4(x) =0, otherwise. If the above (f;,g;)’s exist, then one can
define p;(X,Y|Z) = E(fi(X,2)g;(Y,Z)|Z) for each i and the p;(X,Y|Z)’s
can serve as a conditional version of canonical coefficients. A measure of con-
ditional association satisfying (P1)—(P5) can be obtained by taking a proper
combination of the p;(X,Y|Z)’s, following the approach in [4]. Examples of
such combinations include p(X,Y|Z) and 1 —exp(—>_, p?(X,Y|Z)). The
measure of conditional association used in this paper is p1(X,Y]Z), which
will be called the maximal nonlinear conditional correlation of two random
vectors X and Y given Z from now on.

In the above definition of p;(X,Y|Z)’s, it is assumed that the (f;,¢;)’s
exist. However, it is not clear what conditions can guarantee the existence
of the (f;,g:;)’s. To avoid the problem of finding such conditions, a more
general definition for p;(X,Y|Z) is given in Section 2. To construct a test
based on p1(X,Y|Z), it is assumed that Z has a Lebesgue probability den-
sity function fz. An estimator of >, fz(zx)p}(X,Y|Z = z;) is then used as
the test statistic, where the z;’s are some points in the range of Z. To study
the asymptotic behavior of the test statistic under the hypothesis that X
and Y are conditionally independent given Z, we follow the approach in [3]
for finding the asymptotic distribution of a statistic for testing the inde-
pendence between X and Y, which is based on estimators of the canonical
coefficients from the CA of H; and Hy. To make the approach work for the
conditional case, some strong approximation results for kernel estimators of
certain conditional expectations are also established.

This paper is organized as follows. The new definition of p1(X,Y|Z) is
given in Section 2. Section 3 deals with the estimation of pi(X,Y|Z = 2)
and test construction. An example is in Section 4 and proofs are given in
Section 7.
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2. Maximal nonlinear conditional correlation. In this section, a more
general definition of the maximal nonlinear conditional correlation p; (X, Y|Z)
will be given. Note that in the definition of p;(X,Y|Z)’s in Section 1, one
can take fo(X,Z)=1= go(Y,Z), which gives that po(X,Y|Z) =1, and
then p1(X,Y|Z) can be defined as E(f1(X,Z2)q1(Y,Z)|Z) if there exists
(f1,91) € Sp such that

E(f(X,2)9(Y,2)|Z) < E(f\(X, 2)q1(Y, Z)|Z)  for every (f,g) € So,

where Sy is the collection of pairs of functions (f, g)’s that satisfy (1.1), (1.2)
and E(f(X,Z2)|Z)=0=E(g9(Y,Z)|Z). Without assuming the existence of
(f1,91), it is reasonable to define p;(X,Y|Z) as

(2.1) sup E(f(X,Z)g(Y,Z)|Z),
(f,9)€S0

if the supremum can be defined.

The above approach can be considered as a “pointwise” approach. Indeed,
when Z takes values in a countable set Z, for each z € Z, one may define
p1(X,Y|Z =2) as

(2.2) sup E(f(X,2)9(Y,2)|Z =z),
(f,.9)€So0

then the p;(X,Y|Z) defined using (2.2) is a measurable function and can
serve as the supremum in (2.1). However, if Z is uncountable, then it is not
clear whether the p1(X,Y|Z) defined using (2.2) is measurable. Therefore,
we use the following fact to define the supremum in (2.1) so that it is well
defined and is a measurable function.

Fact 1.  There exists a sequence {(cu, By)} in Sy such that:

(i) The sequence {E(an(X,2)pn(Y,Z)|Z)} is nondecreasing, and
(i) for every (f,9) € So,

E(f(X,2)(Y. 2)|Z) < lim E(an(X, 2)5,(Y, 2)|2).

Furthermore, if (1) and (ii) hold for {(an, Bn)} = {(an,1, Bn,1)} or {(an 2, Bn2)},
where {(on1,0n1)} and {(omn2,Pn2)} are sequences in Sy, then

(23)  lim B(an1(X,2)B,1(Y, 2)|2) = lim B(aps(X, Z2)Baa(Y, 2)|2).

For the sake of brevity, from now on, some functions of (X, %) or (Y, Z2)
may be expressed without the arguments (X, Z) or (Y, Z). For distinguishing
purpose, functions of (X, Z) may have names starting with only «a or f, and
functions of (Y, Z) may have names starting with only 5 or g.
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PROOF FOR FACT 1. We will first establish (2.3) if (i) and (ii) hold for

{(an, Bn)} ={(on1,Bn,1)} or {(an2,Bn2)}. Note that for each n, from (ii),
we have that

E(Ozn72,3n72|Z) S lim E(an,lﬁn,l‘z)
n—00
and
E(an,lﬁn,l\Z) < lim E(an72,3n72‘Z).
n—oo

Take the limits in these two inequalities as n — oo, and we have (2.3).

It remains to find a sequence {(a,, 5,,)} in Sp that satisfies (i) and (ii). Let
{(n,0,Bn,0)} be a sequence in Sy so that the sequence {E(ay, 05n,0)} is non-
decreasing and converges to supy ges, £(fg). We will construct {(om, B,)}
using {(an,0,58n,0)} as follows. For n =1, define (aq, 1) = (a1 ,0,61,0). For
n > 2, define

_ { (an,O(Xa Z)an,O(Y’ Z))v if E(an,Oﬁn,O‘Z) > E(an—lﬁn—ﬂz)?
(an-1(X,Z),Bn-1(Y, 2)), otherwise.

Then {(apn,fBn)} is a sequence in Sy that satisfies (i), and the sequence

{Eayfn} converges to SUP(f,9)S0 E(fg) since E(a,Bn|Z) > E(on08n0|Z).
To see that {(an,B,)} also satisfies (ii), for (o, 5) in Sp, define

(O‘nvﬁn) = { . n—00
(an, Bn)s otherwise.

Then {(o}, 37)} is a sequence in Sy such that

(2.4) lim E(a’f:|2) :max{E(amZ), lim E(anﬁn\Z)}.
n—0o0 n—o0
From the monotone convergence theorem, we have
(2.5) E lim E(a,p5]Z) = lim E(a)B))
n— oo n—oo
and
(2.6) E lim E(anfn|Z) = lim E(ay,Bn),
n—oo n— o0

o0 (2.4) implies that

sup E(fg) > lim E(aj,fp;) > lim E(a,B,) = sup E(fg),
(£.9)€S0 oo oo (f.9)€50

which gives

(2.7) lim E(ag,5) = lim B(a,5,).

n—o0
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If E(aB|Z) > limy,—,o0 E(a,(,|Z) with positive probability, then (2.4), (2.5)
and (2.6) together implies that lim, o E(a5)) > limy, o0 E(an 5y ), which
contradicts (2.7). Thus, (i) holds. The proof of Fact 1 is complete. [

With Fact 1, the maximal nonlinear conditional correlation p;(X,Y|Z)
can be redefined as follows.

DEFINITION 1. p1(X,Y|Z) = supy ges, E(f(X,Z)g(Y, Z)|Z), which is
defined as lim,, o0 E(an (X, Z2) 5, (Y, Z)|Z), where {(an,5n)} is a sequence
in Sy that satisfies (i) and (ii) in Fact 1.

Below are some remarks for the p;(X,Y|2).

1. If there exists (f1,91) in So such that E(f191|2) > E(fg|Z) for all (f,g) €
So, then p1(X,Y|Z) = E(f191|Z) using Definition 1. To see this, let
{(an,Bn)} be a sequence in Sy that satisfies (i) and (ii) in Fact 1. Then
(X, Y|Z) =limy, 00 E(anBn|Z), s0 E(f191|12) < p1(X,Y|Z) by (ii). Also,
E(f19112) > E(anfpn|Z) for every n, so E(fig1|Z) > p1(X,Y|Z). There-
fore, p1(X,Y|Z) = E(f191]|Z) and Definition 1 can be viewed as a gener-
alized version of the definition of p;(X,Y|Z) given in Section 1.

2. p1(X,Y|Z) satisfies properties (P1)-(P5).

3. When X is a function of Y and Z or Y is a function of X and Z, it is
not necessary that p;(X,Y|Z) = 1. For instance, suppose that X and Z
are independent standard normal random variables and Y = X1 (g (%),
then pl(X,Y‘Z) = 1(0700)(2)

4. Let p1(X,Y) be the largest canonical coefficient from the CA between
Hy = {f(X)— Ef(X): Ef*(X) < oc} and Hy = {g(Y ) — Eg(Y): E@*(Y) <
oo}. Then p1(X,Y|Z) =p1(X,Y) if (X,Y) and Z are independent.

5. Let p1(X,Y) be as defined in item 4. It is stated in [3] that when the
joint distribution of X and Y is bivariate normal

“((0)-(6 1))

p1(X,Y) = |p|. This result implies that, when the joint distribution for

X, Y and Z is multivariate normal and X and Y are both univariate,
E(X - EX|2)Y - E(Y|Z))|Z)

(B(X — E(X|2))*|2)"*(E(Y - E(Y|Z))*|2)"/?
EX - EX|2)(Y - E(Y|Z))

(E(X - E(X|2)))V2(BE(Y - E(Y|2))?)"/?
which also equals the absolute value of the usual partial correlation coef-
ficient.

p(X,Y|Z) =

9
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3. A test of conditional independence. Testing conditional independence
is equivalent to testing Ho:p1(X,Y|Z) =0, which involves testing Ho . :
p(X,Y|Z = z) =0 for different z’s in the range of Z. Let Z be the range of
Z. In this section, an estimator p(z) is proposed for estimating p; (X,Y|Z =
z) for each z € Z, and for distinct points zi,...,2,, in Z, the asymptotic
joint distribution of p(z1), ..., p(z,,) under Hy is derived to construct a test
for testing Hy.

3.1. Estimation of p1(X,Y|Z =z). To estimate

(X, Y|Z) = sup E(fg|Z)
(f.9)€50
for (f,g) € Sy, f and g are approximated using basis functions. Suppose
that there exist Ay, Ay and As: subsets of the set of all positive integers and
three sets of functions {¢);:1 <i<p,pe A1}, {tg;:1<j<q,g€ Ay} and
{0, 1:1 <k <r ke Az} such that for a(X, Z) and (Y, Z) with finite second
moments,

2
(3.1)  lim infE(a(X,Z)— > a(z‘,k)qbp,i(X)er,k(Z)) =0

00 (i
pr=eca(ik) 1<i<p1<k<r

and

2
(3.2)  lim infE(ﬁ(Y,Z)— > b(j,k)%,j(y)er,k(Z)) =0.

—00 b(
) 1<j<q,1<k<r

Also, suppose that for each (p,q), there exist coefficients a,;’s and by ;’s
such that

(3.3) D apoitpi(@) =1= Y bgote;(y)

1<i<p 1<j<q

for every x in the range of X and every y in the range of Y.

Let S7 be the collection of all (f,g)’s with finite second moments and let
Sipq be the collection of all (f,g)’s in S; such that f(X,Z) =
St L api(Z)¢p,i(X) for some ay;(Z)’s, and g(Y,Z) = 4 160,i(Z) g3 (Y)
for some b, ;(Z)’s. Then (3.1) and (3.2) together imply that S; can be ap-
proximated by Si,, for large p and ¢. Since Sy C S1, Sp can be approxi-
mated by S, 4 as well. With the additional condition (3.3), Sy can be easily
approximated using the subspace Sp 4 = So N S1 4. Note that (3.1), (3.2)
and (3.3) hold for certain basis functions, for example, the tensor product
splines in [11].

Assuming (3.1), (3.2) and (3.3), it is reasonable to define

sup  E(fg|Z)
(f,g)GSO,p,q
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and use it to approximate p1(X,Y|Z). To define sup(s ges, , , E(f9|Z), one
may follow the same approach for defining supy s, E(fg|Z), or simply
note that there exists (f1,91) € Sop,q such that

(3.4) E(fi112) > E(f9Z)  for all (f,9) € Sopq

and define sup(s e, . E(f9(Z) = E(f1911Z). The pair (f1,91) can be ob-
tained as follows. Let

Yop(Z) = (E(¢p,i(X)p(X)|Z) = E(bp,i(X)|2)E(p,(X)|Z)) s
Y g(Z) = (E(qi(Y)q,j(Y)|Z) = E(thgi(Y)|Z) E(4q,;(Y)|Z)) g
and
S pa(Z) = (E(dpi(X)he;(Y)|Z) = E(¢p,i(X)|Z)E(q,5(Y)Z)) -
Consider the following two cases:

(i) Xy p(Z) and Xy 4(Z) are not zero matrices, and
(ii) at least one of ¥y ,(Z) and Xy 4(Z) is a zero matrix.

In case (i), let a1 = (a11(2),...,a1,(Z))T and by = (b11(2),...,b14(2))T
be such that (a,b;) is the pair of (a,b) that maximizes

a’ S p.q(Z)b

subject to
T _ 4 _3T
a Ypp(Z)a=1=b" Xy 4(Z)b,
and then take

Zalz ¢pz ) E(¢p,z(X)|Z))
and
Zblj )(Wq,i(Y) = E(¥q,(Y)]2)).

In case (ii), take fl(X,Z) =0=¢1(Y,Z). Then (fi,91) € Sop,q and (3.4)

holds. Denote sup(y, s, , . E(f9|Z) by ppqe(2).
The following fact states that p1(X,Y|Z) can be reasonably approximated
by ppq(Z) if p and ¢ are large.

Fact 2. Suppose that (3.1), (3.2) and (3.3) hold and {p,} and {q,} are
sequences of positive integers that tend to oo as n— oo. Then

Tim E(|p1(X,Y|2) = pp,.q.(2)]) =0.
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Proor. Since p1(X,Y|Z) > pp,.q.(Z) for every n, Fact 2 holds if for
every € > 0, there exists Ny such that for n > Ny,

(3.5) p1(X,Y|Z) < pp,g(Z) + Ao
for some A; such that E|A;| <e. To find such a Ay, we will first look

for a pair (fm,gm) € So such that E(fmgm|Z) =~ p1(X,Y|Z), and then find
(f7:9%) € S0pn.qn such that (f7,g3) & (fm, gm). Take

(36) Ay = E(fmgm|Z) - E(f;QZ\Z) + pl(X,Y‘Z) - E(fmgm‘Z)7

then (3.5) holds and E|A;| can be made small if m and n are large enough.

To find (fym, gm) € So such that E(fimgm|Z) = p1(X,Y|Z), let {(fn,9n)}5°,
be a sequence in Sy such that {E(f,g,|Z)} is an increasing sequence and
limy, o0 E(frngn|Z) = p1(X,Y|Z). Let Ay, = p1(X,Y|Z) — E(fngn|Z), then
lim,, 00 E|Ag | = 0, which implies that for every ¢ > 0, there exists m such
that

(3.7) E|Agm| < 6.

To find (£, 95;) € So.pn.q. Such that (f, g5) = (fm, gm), note that it follows
from (3.1) and (3.2) that for n > Ny, there exists some (fpn.1,9n,1) € S1pn.qn
such that

(3.8) VE(fm — fan)?<d and \/E(gm — gn,1)? <0.

Let fn,Z(Xa Z) = fn,l(Xyz) _E(fn,1|Z)7 gn,Z(Y7Z) :gn,l(}/a Z) _E(gn,l‘Z)u

fix,zy= 225D g m2,2)
B(f2,)2)
and
gi(v,2) = 22028 1o B2 412)),
E(QZ@‘Z)

then it follows from (3.3) that (f,g5) € Sopn.qg.- To see that (fr, g5) ~
(fm,gm), let Ag = fu, — f and Ay = g, — g, then it can be shown that

(3.9) EA2<166% 486
and
(3.10) EA? <166% + 86.

Below we will verify (3.9) only since the verification for (3.10) is similar.
Write Az = fi, — fa2 + fn2 — fi, then by (3.8),

(3.11) E(fm = fn2)® <46°
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since E(fm - fn,2)2 < Q(E(fm - fn,1)2 +E(fn,1 - fn,2)2) and (fn,l - fn,2)2 =
(E((fm = fa,)|2))? < E((fm — fa1)?|Z). Also,

B((f; = 122)%12) = (1= \/E(f2.012)) L0.00) (E(f221 2)
<|1- B(f2,412)]
= |E((fm = f2)12) = 2 (fn(fon = 22)|2)]
< E((fm — F02)212) + 20/ E((fn — fn2)?|2),

SO

(312) E(fus— [22 < E(fm— fu2)+ 2/ Em — fra)? < 46% 146,

Therefore, (3.9) follows from (3.11), (3.12) and the inequality EA3 < 2(E(f, —

fn,2)2 + E(fn,Z - f;)Q)
Finally, the Ay in (3.6) is E(fyAu4|Z) + E(9;,A3]|Z) + E(A3A4|Z) + Ao s
so it follows from (3.9), (3.10), (3.7) and the Cauchy inequality that

E|A1] <3v/1606% + 86 + 6.

For € > 0, one can choose § so that 3v/160% + 80 + 0 < &, then E|A;| <e as
required. The proof of Fact 2 is complete. [

Based on Fact 2, it is reasonable to estimate p; (X, Y| Z) using an estimator
for p,(Z), where p and ¢ are large. To estimate p,,(Z), the following
assumption is made:

(A1) There exists a version of the conditional distribution of (X,Y") given
Z such that for every bounded function ¢(X,Y), E(g(X,Y)|Z) calcu-
lated using that version is a continuous function of Z.

From now on, we will use the version of conditional distribution in (A1) to
obtain E(g(X,Y)|Z = z) for every bounded g and every z in the range of
Z. It for each (p,q), 1<i<p,1<j<q, |¢pi| <1 and |, ;| <1, then each
element in 3y ,(2), ¥y 4(2) and Xy 4, 4(2) is a continuous function of z, and
Pp.q(2) is max, pa’ Xy 4 o(2)b, where the maximum is taken over all vectors
a and b such that

' S p(z)a=1="b"5y 4(2)b.
To estimate pp4(z), we consider the estimator
Pp.a(2) = max 0 Sgp,p.4(2)0,

where the maximum is taken over all vectors a and b such that

aTEAJ(b,p(Z)a =1= bTZA]%q(Z)b,
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and f]¢7p(z), fl(b,d,,p,q(z) and fld,,q(z) are obtained by replacing the conditional
expectations in Xy ,(2), Xg ppqe(2) and Xy 4(z) by their kernel estimators.
Specifically, each element in 3y ,(2), g4 pq(2) and Xy 4(2) is of the form
EUV|Z=2)— (E(U|Z ==z))(E(V|Z==z)), where U and V are functions
of X or Y, so each of E(UV|Z =z), E(U|Z =z) and E(V|Z = z) is of the
form E(g(X,Y)|Z = z), which is estimated by
: oy def 2o 9(X3, Yi)ka(2 — Zs)

313 BXY)|Z = EE S,
where ky,(2) = h~%kq(z/h) and kq is a kernel function on R? satisfying certain
conditions which will be specified later. For each z € Z, to make p, ,(2) a
reasonable estimator for p;(X,Y|Z = z), we will take p = p,,, ¢ =g, and h =
hp, where p, — 00, ¢, = 00 and hy, — 0 as n — co. The estimator py,, 4.(2)
will be abbreviated as p(z) for each z € Z.

The estimator p(z) can be expressed in a different form that is easier to
analyze. Let X, and Y, be random vectors of length p,, and ¢, respectively,
such that given the data (X1,Y1,21),...,(Xn, Yn, Zn),

(XiY*T) = ((bpn,l(Xé)v e 'v(bpn,pn(Xé)ﬂ/’qn,l(YB)7 s 7¢qn7Qn(}/€))

with probability ky,(z — Z¢)/ S0, kn(2— Z;) for 1 <€ <n. Then Sy, 4(2) =
EX.Y! -EX.EY] %y (2) = EX.XI ~EX.EX! and £, ,(2) = EY.Y, —
EY,EY[! where the expectations are conditional expectations given the
data. Therefore, the estimator p(z) is the largest canonical coefficient from

the centered canonical analysis between X, and Y. Note that it follows from
(3.3) that

T T
(3.14) U Xe=1=10y, Vs,
where
T T
Apx = (apn70717 S 7apn70,pn) and by s = (quO,lv Tt bqn,o,qn) )

so p(z) can also be obtained from the noncentered canonical analysis between
X, and Y. Let

Vi1(2) = (E(p,,i(X)bp, j(X)Z =2)),, wpns
V1,2(Z) = (E(Cbpn,i(X)qu,j(Y”Z = Z))pHanv
Va2(2) = (BE(Yq,,i(Y )¥g,,;(Y)|Z =2))y, v, and Vai(z) = Via(2)"

for 1<4,j <2, let V;;(2) be the estimator of V; (z) obtained by replacing
the conditional expectations in V; ;(2) by their kernel estimators as in (3.13).
Then Vi 1(2) = EX. XL, Via(2) = EX.Y.L, Van(2) = EY.Y.!, s0 p(2) is the
square root of the largest eigenvalue of the matrix

Via(2)Vss (Va1 (2)Vi1(2) " = Via(2)an«ay, ..
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Also, pp, 4. (%) is the square root of the largest eigenvalue of the matrix
Via(2)Vag (2)Van(2)V11(2) " = Via(2)an «ay, .

To simplify the above matrix expressions, some notation is introduced as
follows. For a (pn + ¢n) X (pn + qn) matrix U, express U as

Uix Ui
U1 U2 )’
where the dimension of Uy 1 is p, X py,. For 1 <14,5 <2, let g; ; be the mapping

that maps U to U; ;. For a p,, x 1 vector a and a (p, + ¢n) X (pn + ¢n) matrix
U, define

9(U,a) = g12(U)g22(U) g21(U)g1.1(U) ™ = g1.1(U)aa’,
if g22(U) and g¢1,1(U) are invertible. Let

_(Viai(2) Via(z)
vio= (1) 1)

and

~ o Vl,l(z) VLQ(Z)
V)= (Vz,l(z) V2,2(Z)> ’

then p(z) is the square root of the largest eigenvalue of g(V(2),ay ) and
Ppn.gn (2) is the square root of the largest eigenvalue of g(V'(2), an ).

The matrix g(V(z),an«) can be replaced by a different matrix if basis
change is performed. That is, suppose that

¢:(¢pn,l7"')¢pn,pn)T and w:(qu,lv'“qun,qn)T

are replaced by ¢* = Pi¢ and ¥* = Q1v, respectively, and V(z) becomes
V*(2) after such a change is made. Then j(z) is also the square root of
the largest eigenvalue of the matrix g(V*(z),a*), where o* = (P77
is a vector such that (a*)T¢* = 1. To make the expression for g(V*(z),a*)

simple, the matrices P; and )1 are chosen so that

(3.15) ¢ =1=191,

91,1(V*(2)) and g22(V*(2)) are identity matrices, and for 1 <+i <p, and
1<j<dn,

(3.16) E(¢}(X)e;(V)|Z = 2) = bi57/ N,

where ¢ and ¢; denote the ith element in ¢* and the jth element in 7,
respectively, d; ; denotes the Kronecker symbol and the A;’s are the eigen-
values of g(V*(z),a*). Note that (a*)” = (1,0,...,0) with the above choice
of P1 and Ql-

Q%
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3.2. Asymptotic properties and a test of conditional independence. In
this section, we will give asymptotic properties of the estimators p(z):1 <
k < ngz, where the z;’s are distinct points in Z. First, we will establish the
consistency of the estimators, which relies on the fact that for each &, the two
matrices g(V*(zx),a*) and g(V*(z;),a*) are close, and their largest eigen-
values are p?(z;) and pgmqn(zk.). The difference between g(V*(z),o*) and

g(V*(2),*) depends on the difference of V*(z;,) and V*(z), and the differ-
ence between some conditional expectation F(g(X,Y,Z)|Z = z) and its ker-
nel estimator E(g(X,Y,Z)|Z = z) = S0 woi(2)9(Xi, i, 2)/ S0, woi(2),
where w ;(2) = ko(h;, 1 (2 — Z;)). To make it easier to derive the asymptotic
properties of E (9(X,Y,Z)|Z = z), some regularity conditions on the distri-
bution of (X,Y,Z) are imposed as follows.

(R1) There exists a o-finite measure p such that for every z € Z, the condi-
tional distribution of (X,Y") given Z = z has a p.d.f. f(-|z) with respect
to p. Also, Z has a Lebesgue p.d.f. fz, and f(z,y|z) and fz(z) are
twice differentiable with respect to z.

(R2) There exists a function h on X x ) such that

2

8ZZ' 82]'

f(z,ylz)

supma( 1o, 12)|, s | .12
2

, Mmax
ez 1<i<d 1<i,j<d
< h(z,y)
and [ h(z,y)dp(z,y) < co.
(R3) There exist constants ¢y and ¢; such that
0
&zi

62
<
&zi aZj fZ(Z) ‘) =

fz(2)

Sup maX<|fz(Z)\, [max,

and 1/f7(z) <c¢; for z€ Z.

Note that (R2) implies condition (A1) in Section 3.1. For the kernel function
ko, conditions (K1) and (K2) are assumed. The notation | - || denotes the
Euclidean norm for a vector or the Frobenius norm for a matrix.

(K1) ko > 0, sup, ko(u) < oo, [ko(u)du =1, [uko(u)du =0 and o3 =
[ ulPko(u) du < oc.

(K2) There exists positive constants v and ~3 that does not depend on d
such that

, max
1<i,j<d

ko(a) < (72)%773”‘1”2 for every a € RY.

REMARK. If kg is a product kernel of the form ko(z1,...,2q4) = koo(21) - - -
koo(zd), and

koo(z) < ’)/26773962 for every x € R,
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then condition (K2) holds.
Assume the above conditions, then it is possible to control the difference
between V*(z;) and V*(z;) using the following result.

LEMMA 1. Suppose that conditions (R1)-(R3) and (K1)-(K2) hold. Sup-
pose that fn1,..., fok, are functions defined on X x Y x Z, where X, Y
and Z are the ranges of X, Y and Z, respectively. Let f be the p.d.f. of Z,

fz(z) = (nhd)1 S ko(hyt(z— 2;)) for z € Z and cx =1/ [ k§(s)ds. For
2z € Z, let wi(z) =n"th; %wo (2 )/f2(2) for 1<i<n and

Wn,j( ) \/ nhchfZ ((Zwl fn,j qu}/h'z)> _E(fn,j(X7Y, Z)‘Z :Z))

or j uppose tha and {ep }o2, are sequences of positive
1<j<k,. S that {hn}52, and - f 11
numbers such that

cz3in” < hp, <cgon™ @

for some positive constants c31 and c32 and 1/(d +4) < a <1/d, and
hn/en =O(n=P) for some > 0. Let

(3.17) Z(en)={2€Z:{/ cR: |7 —z| <en} C 2}
and suppose that z1,. .., 2, are points in Z(ey,) such that
(3.18) |2k — zi=|| > hn for 1 <k,k* <ngz and k # k*

for large n and

(3.19) max sup | fnj(z,y,21)| <Oy for some Cy, > 1.
1<k<ny (z,y)EXXY

Suppose that k,nzCy, = O((In n)l/lﬁ). Then there exist Wy, 1 jx and Wy 2 55:1 <
J <kn, 1 <k<mng such that the joint distribution of Wy 11+ Wpojr’s

is the same as the joint distribution of W, j(zr)’s, Z?zl ) Wg,lj,k =
Op(exp(—(Inn)/?)), and W1 x’s are jointly normal with EW,, 1 j5 =0
and for 1 <jl <k, and 1 <k, k* <ng

Cov(Wi 15k, Wa1,05%)
_ { Cov(fni(X,Y, 21), fro(X, Y, 20)|Z = 21.),  if k=k*;

0, otherwise.

The proof of Lemma 1 is given in Section 7.1.

The differences between V*(z)’s and V*(z;)’s can be controlled by apply-
ing Lemma 1 and taking the f,, ;(X,Y,2)’s to be the functions ¢ (X)¢}, (X),
Gi (X)), (Y) and ¢y, (Y)ibr: ,(Y), where 1 < £ < /' <p, and 1 <m <m' <gq,.
In such case, (3.19) holds under the following conditions.
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(B1) For each (p,q), |¢pr| <1 and |thge| <1for 1<k <pand 1<0<gq.

(B2) There exists {d,}: a sequence of positive numbers such that for 1 <
k <ngz, the smallest eigenvalues of the matrices V; 1(2x) and V2 2(2y)
are greater than or equal to 9,.

Under the above conditions, the j(zx)’s are consistent, as stated in Theorem
3.1.

THEOREM 3.1. Suppose that (3.1), (3.2), (3.3), conditions (R1)-(R3),
(K1)~(K2) and (B1)-(B2) hold. Suppose that {h,}5>; and {e,}°° | are se-
quences of positive numbers such that

czin” ¥ <hy, <cgon @

for some positive constants c31 and c32 and 1/(d +4) < a < 1/d, and
hn/en = O(n=P) for some 3> 0. Suppose that 21, ..., z,, are points in Z(e,)
[defined in (3.17)] such that (3.18) holds and

(3.20) nz (P + qn)? max{1,8; " (pp + qn)} = O((Inn)/19).
Then
(3.21) S (P 2k) = P (21)) = Op((nh) ~H (Inm) /)
k=1
and
nz nz 2 nn 5/16
(322) ( Fale)? ) - Zfz<2k>p§n,qn<2k>> —op ().
k=1 k=1 n

The proof of Theorem 3.1 is given in Section 7.2. R
The next result deals with the asymptotic distribution of >°12, fz(zx)p*(2x)
when X and Y are conditionally independent given Z.

THEOREM 3.2. Suppose that the conditions in Theorem 3.1 hold and
X and Y are conditionally independent given Z. Then there erist random
variables fr, p*(zk) and Ap:1 <k <ng such that ;2 frp*(zx) has the

same distribution as y ;2 fz(z1)p%(z1) and

ny ny

nhick > fup®(zx) = Y Ae = Op(exp(—0.5(Inn)"/?)(Inn)*3?),
k=1 k=1

where the A\ ’s are independent and each A\ has the same distribution as the

largest eigenvalue of a matriv CCT, where C is a (pp, — 1) x (g, — 1) matriz

whose elements are i.i.d. N(0,1).
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The proof of Theorem 3.2 is given in Section 7.3. The result in Theorem 3.2
is similar to that in Lemma 7.2 in [3]. The difference is that the asymptotic
result here is derived as the sample size n, p, and ¢, all tend to oo, while
in [3], the result is derived as n tends to co, but p,, and ¢, are held fixed.

Theorem 3.2 suggests the test that rejects the conditional independence
hypothesis at approximate level a if

(3.23) nh(rizCK ZfZ(zk)ﬁ k) > Fnzlp q( —a),
k=1

where F,, ;4 is the cumulative distribution function of >7;'Z; Aj.

One can estimate F}, ), (1 —a) in (3.23) using simulated data, but it
is also possible to use a normal approximation. Since the \.’s are i.i.d.,
the central limit theorem suggests the asymptotic normality of > /7, Ay
and > 7 fZ(zk) 2(2). The following corollary gives the conditions that

guarantee the asymptotic normality of ) %, Fz(z1)P2 (z1).
COROLLARY 1. Suppose that the conditions in Theorem 3.1 hold

Jo
3.24 li n-n =0
( ) ngrolo nZ(maX(pny Qn))1/3

and (i) or (ii) holds:

(i) gn = h(pn), where h is an increasing function such that limy,_,o h(p)/p
exists and is greater than or equal to 1.

(i) pn = h(gn), where h is an increasing function such that limg_,oc h(q)/q
exists and s greater than or equal to 1.

Let pp, g, and op be the mean and variance of the largest eigenvalue

dn
of the matriz CCT in Theorem 3.2, respectively, and let the \;’s be as in

Theorem 3.2, then

1/6
(3.25) (max(pn, an)) 7 _ 1y
Opnyan
and
ny )\ _
(3.26) 2y e~ N2 M Lt N(0,1) as n— oo.

\/ nzo Pn,‘]n

If X and Y are conditionally independent given Z, then

nhicx Y0720 f2(21) 0% (2k) — nzbipyqn

/ 2
NZ%pn an

(3.27) gN(O,l) as n— oo.



TESTING CONDITIONAL INDEPENDENCE 17

The proof of Corollary 1 is given in Section 7.4. Corollary 1 gives the test
that rejects the conditional independence hypothesis if

nhiex S02 0 f2(21) 0% (21) — 2ty an

(3.28) > o 1(1—a),

2
NZ0py.an

where @ is the cumulative distribution function for the standard normal
distribution. Here, u,, 4, and Ugmqn can be approximated by the sample
mean and variance of a random sample from the distribution of the largest
eigenvalue of the matrix CC”.

To distinguish the two tests mentioned above, we will refer to the test
with rejection region in (3.28) as test 1N and the test with rejection region
in (3.23) as test 1. Note that under the conditions in Corollary 1, test 1
does not differ from test 1N much since the rejection region for test 1 can
be written as

nhler S07, f2(21) 0% (2x)

/ 2
nZo—Pn,Qn

ngl,p,q(l —a) = Nzflp,,q.

/ 2
nZO-Pn,Qn

by (3.26). Therefore, both tests 1 and 1N are of asymptotic significance level
a. Below we will discuss the consistency and asymptotic power of test 1N
only since the same properties of test 1 can be established similarly using
(3.29).

Suppose all the conditions in Theorem 3.1 hold, then test that 1N is also
consistent if the z;’s are chosen in a way such that there exist a constant c3 >
0 and a sequence {n ,}>2; such that n; , > 0 for every n, lim, o071, =0
and

_nZ/’l’pn7Qn ZI+‘I)_1(1—G),

where

(3.29) I= — o1 —-a)=0(1)

1 &
(3.30) o > f2(21)P5, 40 (2k) = sEPL . (Z) = o0p(mn).
k=1

To see that test IN is consistent, note that 0 < u,, .. < Etr(CCT) and

o2 o < E(tr(CCT))?, where CCT is as in Theorem 3.2. Therefore, 11y, 4, =

O(pngn) and o2 = O(paqz). Then it follows from (3.22), (3.30) and Fact

2 that ny' Y52, f2(21)p%(2) — s Bp3(X, Y1 Z) = Op((Inn)*/%2 /g /) +
0p () + e Ep2, 4. (Z) = csEp(X, Y| Z) = op(1), s0

nhlcy D onlq fZ(Zk)ﬁQ(Zk) —NZpnan

/ 2
NZ%h.qn




18 T.-M. HUANG

> Viz(nhiex (s Ep(X,Y]Z) +op(1)) + O(ann))’

C2,1Pndn

where ¢z 1 > 0 is a constant. Thus, the left-hand side in (3.28) tends to co
as n — oo when Ep?(X,Y|Z) > 0, which implies that the probability that
(3.28) holds tends to 1 if X and Y are not conditionally independent given
Z.

Test 1IN can also reject an alternative where Ep%n,qn(Z ) is small under
the conditions in Theorem 3.1. Indeed, for {n; ,}>>, such that n;, >0 for
every n, lim, o m1, =0 and (3.30) holds, if

max (11, (Inn)*32/(ng/nhd))

then the probability that (3.28) holds tends to 1 since

(3.31) =o(1),

nhicx Y02 f2 ()02 (2k) — nztip,, g,
V nZO_%ann

> (w/nz <nhch <03Ep120mqn (2)

+Op (%) + OP(m,n)> + O(pnqn)>)

X (62,1pn(Jn)717

where puga/(nhE2, . (7)) = O((nm) /1% /(nymhl B2, (7)) = o(1) by
(3.20) and (3.31), and pngn/(y/nznhiEp? . (Z))=o(1). In summary, test
1IN can reject an alternative where Epgmqn(Z ) tends to zero at a rate that
is slower than max(n; ., (Inn)%32/(nz+/nhd)), where 1, ,, is determined by
(3.30). An example that satisfies (3.30) and the conditions in Corollary 1

will be given in Section 4. In that example, 7y, :p,llln;/d.

4. An example. In this section, an example is given to illustrate the
verification of the conditions in Corollary 1, assuming (R1)-(R3) and the
condition that there exists a positive constant c; 1 such that

Ixiz(@]z) Zcn and  fyz(ylz) > 1

for all (z,y,2) e X x Y x Z,

(4.1)

where fx|z(:|z) and fy|z(-|2) are conditional probability densities of X and
Y, respectively, given Z = z, with respect to Lebesgue measures.
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ExamMprLE 1. Suppose that X, Y and Z are random wvectors that take
values in [0,1]%, [0,1]% and [0,1]¢, respectively. Suppose that (R1)-(R3),
and (4.1) hold. Choose the basis functions as follows. Let A be the set of
all positive integers and A(k) = {m*:m € A} for k€ A. For k, iy,...,ip € A
and hg >0, let

Pk hosi iy, (T15 - @ H Aiyng () Jor (@1, @) €10,1]F,

where

a = (ho(ig=1)hoig),if iy > 15
ij:ho [ho(ij — 1), hoij], Zf ij =1.

Forp, q, reA, let
{¢p,i 1< < p} = {hdz,p’l/dl‘,il,...,idz 1<, ’de < pl/dx}

{0y 1 << a} = {hy, g v,

. . . 1/d
Zdy.lgzl,...,zdygq/y}

and

{Orp:1<k<r}={hg,-1/a,

Ulyeensid

1 Sil,...,idﬁrl/d}.
Take kg to be the product kernel function such that
ko(21, ..., 24) = koo(21) - - - koo(za),
where kog is the probability density function for the standard normal distri-
bution. Let h, =n~%, where 1/(d+4) <a <1/d. Let n}, to be the largest
number in A(d) such that n} < (Inn)Y/32, and let
i1

{zkzlgkgnz}z{(mE)l/d,...,(n;l/d):191,.. Jig < (n} )1/d}

so nz = ((ng)"? —1)9. Suppose that {p,} is a sequence in A(d,) N A(d,)
such that lim,_ . p, =00 and q, = py. If

(42) p717,2 < nz,
then all the conditions in Corollary 1 hold. If
(4.3) p2 <nl?

then (3.30) holds with my p, :prllln;/d.

Proor. We will first show that all the conditions in Corollary 1 hold
assuming (4.2). It is clear that (3.1), (3.2) and (3.3), and conditions (B1),
(K1) and (K2) hold.
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To find the §,, in condition (B2), note that for z € Z, the smallest eigen-
value of Vi 1(z) is the minimum of {E(¢p, i(X)|Z =2):1 <i<p,}, which

. .. . 1/dy
is the minimum of {E(hdm’pgl/d:z’il’...’idm (X)NZ =2):1<i1,...,0q, < pn / }.
Under (4.1), for me A and 1 <iy,...,ig, <m,

fz(hdm,l/mzl7 i ( )|Z—Z)

i1/m i, /m C1,1
:/ / fX|Z(m17“‘?xda:‘Z)dxdz"'dmlZ—Zi'
( ( "

i1—1)/m g, —1)/m

Take m = pl/ *, and we have that the smallest eigenvalue of V; 1(z) is at least
c1.1/Pn- Slmllarly, c1,1/pn is also a lower bound for the smallest eigenvalue
of V5 2(z) and (B2) holds with §,, = ¢1,1/py. Furthermore, (3.20) holds since

nz(pn + Qn)2 max{1, 5171(1711 +qn)} = O(anilz) = O(nQZ)

Finally, the z;’s are in Z(g,,) with &, = (n%) ™"/ and h, /e, = O(n~?) for
0< B <a. For 1 <k,k*<ng, and k#k*, ||z — 21+ > (nfy) /9 >n"% so
(3.18) holds. Also, (3.24) holds since

p?zqg :p71/3 Zﬁ — 0(1)
Viz(max(py,q,)) /3 " nz '

Therefore, all the conditions in Corollary 1 hold for this example.
The verification of (3.30) is based on the fact that there exist positive
constants c41 and 79 such that

(44) 10p,.0.(2) = P g (| canpp'lz =2l if pillz =2/l <.

Below we will first check (3.30) assuming that (4.4) holds and then prove
(4.4). Suppose that (4.3) holds. Let g,(z) = fZ(z)pI%mqn(z). Since fz is Lip-
schitz continuous, (4.4) implies that there exists a constant c42 > 0 such
that

|9n(2) = gn(2)| < caopp' |z =2l if pillz = 2" <7o.
Let {z14ny,--,2n3 } be the set

i iq ) . . x\1/d . c
* e T 1<y, ,ig < (n%) }ﬂ{zk.1<k;<nz},
{<<nz>w o

then
(21 ( l/d)d—/ L (2)dz

1/d
<2C42p7111\/_< *) ,
Z
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if p3(ny)~1/? < no. Since |gn(2)| < co by (R3) and there exists a positive

constant ¢4 3 depending on d such that

B <egz(ny)te, it d>2;
"z ”Z{_L ifd—1,

we have

n;' > fz(z)p2, g (2n) —

fz fz(2 ppn,qn(z) dz
ledz

nz<nzggn 2= [ ol )d)

Zk 1+nzg"(zk)+<ﬁ_ >/Zgn(z)dz

Zgn 21 /Zgn(z) dz

nZ nZ k=1
C4,4pn
S
ng
for some constant cq4 >0 if p3(n%)~ 1/d < . Since pi2 < nlz/d7 Pnnzl/d =
o(1), so
Lz [z f2(2)p5, 4. (2) dz Pyt
nglsz(Zk)P;%n,qn(Z ) Z Pnsdn :OP< 1n/d>
- Jz1dz n
k=1 Z

~1/d

and piln, " =o(1). Take n, = p}lln;/d and c3 = ([;1dz)"t =1, then

(3.30) holds.

It remains to prove (4.4). Recall that for z € Z, pgmqn (z) is the largest
eigenvalue of g(V(2),an), as mentioned in Section 3.1. Thus, |p2 . (z)—
ppn o (Z)] is bounded by [|g(V(2), an,+) —g(V(z ), an *)H For 1 <i,j <2, let
g; ; be as defined in (7.8) and let A; ; = g7 .(V(2')) — g7 ;(V(z)) for 1 <4d,5 <
2, “then from the fact that |AB]| < ||AH||BH for two matrices A and B, we
have

l9(V(2), an *) —9(V(Z'), an )|

2 2
(4.5) <HH gz (VNI + 120500 = TT 1T i 5 (V (=

i=1j=1 i=1j=1

+ 91,1 (V(2) = g1,1(V () lan. 1.
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The bounds for the [|g;;(V(2))[|’s are derived as follows. Since the elements
in V(z) are bounded by 1 and the smallest eigenvalue of g; ;(V(2)) is at least
c1.1/pn for 1 <i <2, we have

max([lg7 o (V () lgz1 (VDI < o,
* 2 p% _ p_n
gt (V)" < CR 2,

and

2
g2 (V ()| < Lo
Cll

To find bounds for ||g1,1(V(2")) — g1,1(V(2))]| and [|A;;]|’s, note that from
(R3), each element in g; j(V(2")) — gi;(V(2)) is bounded by \/_fh (z,y)dp(x,y)||z—
2], so

maxx((|Ar /] 11821 [ g1 (V) — 11 (VD))
< pud / h(z,y) du(z,y)llz - ||
For 1 <i <2, by Fact 4,

< g (VDI Ng:,6(V (2) = gia(V(2))
T s (VEDgi (V) = 96 VDI

if [lg7;(V (2)lgi.i(V () = gi.:(V(2))[| <1, s0

1A

Q\fpn
1Al < / W) du(e, )|l — 2/,
if
Vdp? 1
(4.6) S e, g) )z - ) < 5

To give a bound for [|ay, .||, note that the smallest eigenvalue of g1 1(V(2))
is at least ¢;,1/p, and at most

an g11(V(2)an. 1
ag,*an,* Han,*HZ’
SO
Pn
Han «| < “

011
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From (4.5) and the above bounds for [|ay, .||, the [|g; ;(V(2))[I’s and [[A; ;]|’s,
we have

190V (2), @) = 9(V (), an) | < caapll]lz — /|

for some constant c41 if (4.6) holds. Therefore, (4.4) holds and the proof for
the results in Example 1 is complete. [

5. Simulation studies. In this section, results of several simulation ex-
periments are presented. Those experiments are designed to demonstrate
the performance of test 1 introduced in Section 3.2.

In Section 3.2, test 1N is also introduced, but no simulation studies are
done for it in this section. The reason is as follows. Test 1N is constructed
based on the normal approximation for ZZi 1 A\k- Using the parameter set-
up in Table 2, the selected nz is only 4 or 5 and the normal approximation
for >71%, Ak is not expected to work well.

For simplicity, in all the simulation experiments here, X, Y, Z are one di-
mensional and only the following distributions for (X,Y, Z) are considered.

(M1) (X,Y) = (®(Ze1),P(Ze2)), where €1, €2 and Z are independent, Z
follows the uniform distribution on [0, 1], and ¢; follows the standard
normal distribution for ¢ =1, 2.

(M2) Z follows the standard normal distribution, and the conditional dis-
tribution of (X,Y") given Z = z is bivariate normal with mean p and

covariance matrix ¥, where
_ < 1 p(2)>
p(z) 1

(5.1) b= (8)

and the p(z) in (5.1) is taken to be a(|]1 —2®(z)|) with a € {0,0.1,0.3}.

(M3) (X,Y,Z)=(2(Xp),®(Y0),P(Zp)), where Z follows the ¢-distribution
with degree of freedom 1, and the conditional distribution of (Xy, Yp)
given ®(Zy) = z is bivariate normal with mean p and covariance ma-
trix X, where p and ¥ are as in (5.1) and the p(z) in (5.1) is taken to
be a(|1 —2z|) with a € {0,0.1,0.3}.

Here, (M1) is used for parameter selection and (M2) and (M3) are used for
checking the power of test 1. In (M1), X and Y are conditionally indepen-
dent given Z. In (M2) and (M3), p1(X,Y|Z =z2) =p(z) and Ep1(X,Y|Z) is
proportional to a.

The details of parameter selection are given in Section 5.1 and the exper-
imental results are given in Section 5.2.
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5.1. Parameter selection. 'To apply test 1, certain parameters need to be
chosen, including the kernel function kg, the kernel bandwidth h,,, the basis
functions ¢,, ;’s and 1, ;'s and the evaluation points z;’s, which are chosen
as follows.

(S1) ko and the basis functions ¢, ;’s and v ;’s are chosen as in Exam-
ple 1 in Section 4 with p, = ¢, = 2. Since the basis functions are
supported on [0,1], if X, ¥ and Z do not take values in [0,1] [such
as in (M2)], then the data {(X;,Y;, Z;)}1~,; will be transformed to
{(®(X;),2(Y;), ®(Zi))}}, before applying test 1. The bandwidth h,,
is chosen to be the h that minimizes

1-0.143p0-121 R
(5.2) / E(fs(2) — 1) dz
0.143h0-121

over (0,0.5], where f 7 is the kernel density estimator based on a sample
of size n from the uniform distribution on [0,1] with kernel ky and
bandwidth h. Below are the h,,’s used for different n’s.

The z;’s are points in I, = [0.143R0-121 1 — 0.143h%121] such that
2p = 0.143R0-121 4 (K — 1)ho,n, where hg,, is a given positive number.
Here, the ¢, is taken to be O.l43h2‘121, so the z;’s are chosen so that
they are 0.143h212! away from the boundary and the integral in (5.2)
is over [0.143R%-121 1 —0.143p0-121].

With the parameter set-up in (S1), it remains to choose hg . The hg, is
chosen to be the smallest multiple of 0.01 such that the distribution for
the test 1 statistic nhlcx Y pZ, frp?(z1) based on 1000 samples of size n
from (M1) is similar to the distribution of > 12, A\x (x* with nz degrees of
freedom), as stated in Theorem 3.2. The one-sample Kolmogorov—Smirnov
test is used to determine whether the two distributions are similar. Below
are the hg,,’s used for n = 10,000 and n = 5000.

For the above procedure for selecting hg,, when n = 500 or n = 1000,

it seems that the distribution of nhlck > 1%, fep?(z1) cannot be approx-
imated well by the distribution of Y 7%, A, regardless what hg,, is used.
To overcome this problem, one may use local bootstrap to determine the
rejection region.

The idea of using local bootstrap is to draw samples {(X7,Y;", Z/)};
from the distribution of (X*,Y™*, Z*), where Z*’s distribution is close to
the distribution of Z and the conditional distributions of X* given Z* =z
and Y* given Z* = z are close to the conditional distributions of X given
Z =z and Y given Z =z, yet X* and Y* are conditionally independent
given Z*. Therefore, if X and Y are conditionally independent given Z,
then the local bootstrap resamples {(X/,Y;*, Z")}i"_; should behave like a
random sample from (X,Y,Z). One can then compute the test 1 statistic
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TABLE 1
Selected hy,’s for different n’s

n 10,000 5000 1000 500

hn  0.05935281  0.06525282  0.08533451  0.0983018

nhlcy YRz, fr p%(zp) for the original sample and for each local bootstrap re-
sample. If the statistic computed based on the original sample is larger than
(1 —a)% of the statistics computed based on the local bootstrap resamples,
then the conditional independence hypothesis is rejected at level a.

The local bootstrap procedure used here is the same as the one pro-
posed by Paparoditis and Politis [8] except that here the Z;’s are not lagged
variables. For a given sample {(X;,Y;, Z;)}! |, a local bootstrap resample
{(X}, Y, Z)} | is generated as follows.

e Step 1. Draw a random sample (Z7,..., Z}) from the empirical cumulative
distribution function Fz, where

R 1<
Fz(z)=— D Tcoo,z(2)-
=1

e Step 2. For 1 <i <n, for each Z; from Step 1, draw X and Y;* indepen-
dently from the empirical conditional cumulative distribution functions
Fx|z=z: and Fy|z_z, respectively, where

By () = S k(2 = ZD/D) (o x)@)
x|z=z; (%) = S ko((ZF — Zi)/b)

and

- i ko((ZF = Zi) /)] (—oo,vi) (¥)
R=ai) = == iz = 2o

The parameters for test 1 with local bootstrap are chosen as follows. The
bandwidth b is taken to be hg"l, DPn = qn =2 and hg, = 0.4, where h,, is
as in Table 1.

TABLE 2
ho,n’s for different n’s

n 10,000 5000

hoon 0.16 0.2
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5.2. FExperiments. The objective of the first experiment is to compare
the power of test 1 with that of a Hellinger distance-based test proposed
by Su and White [13]. The critical value for Su and White’s test can be
determined using the asymptotic distribution of the test statistic or using
local bootstrap. To distinguish between the two cases, we use test 2A to
denote the asymptotic distribution-based version of Su and White’s test and
test 2B to denote the local bootstrap version. While test 2B is recommended
by Su and White [13], test 2A is used here to save time for computation.

In this experiment, both tests 1 and 2A are carried out for 1000 random
samples of size n = 10*, where the distribution of (X,Y,Z) is as in (M2)

r (M3). Under (M2), test 1 is applied to transformed data, as mentioned
in Section 5.1. Test 2A is applied to normalized data and the bandwidth
parameter in the kernel estimators in the test statistic is taken to be n=1/8:5,
as in [13]. The power estimates based on data from (M2) and (M3) with
n =10* are given in Table 3. The asymptotic significance level is 0.05. It is
shown in Table 3 that power estimates for test 1 when a =0 and a =0.1 are
larger that those for test 2A.

To explore the power performance of test 2B without actually running
the local bootstrap procedure, approximate critical values for test 2B un-
der (M2) and (M3) are used. To obtain these approximate critical values,
note that under (M2) or (M3), for large n, a local bootstrap resample for
a=0.1 or a =0.3 is approximately distributed as a random sample for the
a =0 case, so the critical value for test 2B can be approximated by the 95%
sample quantile of the 1000 test 2A statistics from the first experiment for
the a =0 case. Then the power estimates for test 2B can be approximated
by the proportions of the 1000 test 2A statistics from the first experiment
under different alternatives that exceed the approximate critical values. The
approximate power estimates are given in Table 4. Note that the approxi-
mate power estimates for test 2B are often larger than the power estimates
for test 2A in Table 3, which suggests that test 2B is more powerful than
test 2A.

To investigate the performance of test 1 when the sample size is smaller,
in the next experiment, power estimates for test 1 are computed based on
1000 random samples of size n = 5000 from (M2) and (M3). The results are

TABLE 3
Power comparison between tests 1 and 2A

a=20 a=0.1 a=0.3

Test 1 Test 2A Test 1 Test 2A Test 1 Test 2A

(M2) 0.049 0.028 0.65 0.076 1 0.95
(M3) 0.041 0.029 0.572 0.119 1 1
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TABLE 4
Approximated power estimates for test 2B

a=0.1 a=0.3
(M2) 0.128 0.971
(M3) 0.241 1

given in Table 5. The results for n = 10* from the first experiment are also
included for comparison. The asymptotic significance level is 0.05 as before.
Table 5 shows that test 1 is more powerful when n is larger.

Finally, for smaller sample size such as n = 500 or n = 1000, since the ap-
proximation in Theorem 3.2 does not work well, the local bootstrap version
of test 1 is considered. Here 1000 samples of size n from (M2) are used, and
for each sample, 1000 local bootstrap resamples are used to determine the
rejection region. The level is 0.05. The power estimates for the test are given
in Table 6.

In the above results, the power estimates for test 1 are larger when a
is larger. This is expected. Under (M2) or (M3), Epz, , (Z) = Ep34(Z) in-
creases as a increases (a € [0, 1]), so test 1 should be more powerful for larger
a, if the approximation in (3.22) and (3.30) work. Table 7 gives the values
of Ep2 . (Z) for a=0.1 and 0.3. For (M2), the calculation of Ep . (Z)
is done for the transformed (X,Y,Z), which is obtained by applying the
function ® to the original (X,Y, 7).

6. Concluding remarks. A test statistic for testing conditional indepen-
dence based on maximal nonlinear conditional correlation is proposed. Two
tests, tests 1 and 1N, are constructed using the test statistic. Both tests are
consistent and have similar asymptotic properties, as discussed in Section
3.2. Some simulation experiments are carried out to check the performance
of test 1. The simulation results show that when the sample size n = 10%,
the power of test 1 is comparable with that of test 2A. The simulation re-
sults also indicate that test 1 has better power when Epgmqn(Z ) is larger,
as expected.

Below are a few remarks.

TABLE 5
Test 1 power estimates for n.= 5000 and n = 10

a=20 a=0.1 a=0.3

(M2) (M3) (M2) (M3) (M2) (M3)

n = 5000 0.052 0.039 0.373 0.321 0.998 1
n=10" 0.049 0.041 0.65 0.572 1 1
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TABLE 6
Power estimates for test 1 with local bootstrap

a=0 a=0.1 a=0.3
n = 500 0.041 0.071 0.309
n = 1000 0.033 0.099 0.531

. Equation (3.20) requires that p,, g, and nz grow slowly comparing to n.

The parameter selection result in Table 2 in Section 5 seems to agree with
such a requirement. With n = 10%, nz is only 5 and p, = ¢, = 2. When
Pn = ¢n =3, even with hg,, = 0.4 (this corresponds to the smallest ny for
n = 10%), the distribution of the test statistic cannot be approximated
well by the distribution of Y )%, Ay.

. The parameter selection criteria given in Section 5 needs to be studied

to see whether the asymptotic properties of test 1 still hold using such a
criteria.

. When the distribution of the test statistic cannot be approximated well by

the distribution of ;7 Ay, it is possible to use local bootstrap version of
test 1. However, it takes a lot of time to obtain the bootstrap resamples,
so this approach is recommended when the sample size n is small.

. In all theorems proved in this paper, it is assumed that the (X;,Y;, Z;)’s

are i.i.d. It is also expected that test 1 works for some stationary weakly
dependent data such as the vector ARMA processes, where the central
limit theorem for the i.i.d. case still applies. However, to carry out the
details in the proofs, one needs the strong approximation result in Lemma
2, which is a stronger result than the central limit theorem and requires
a version of Lemma 5 that works for dependent data.

. Test 1 can be modified to work for discrete Z. Modification is necessary

since the rate of convergence for each p(zy) is faster in the discrete case.

. In Lemma 1 and Theorems 3.1 and 3.2, the z;’s are chosen in Z(g,,) so

that they are e,-away from the boundary, and it is assumed that h,, /e,, =
O(n=?) to ensure that certain error terms in the bias/variance calcula-
tion are negligible. For implementation, the condition h, /e, = O(n=")
still leaves some room for choosing €,. This problem can be eliminated

TABLE 7
Ep?, 4. (Z) under (M2) and (M3)

a=20.1 a=0.3

(M2) 0.001345575 0.01908246
(M3) 0.002044604 0.01765322




TESTING CONDITIONAL INDEPENDENCE 29

by using a kernel function with compact support, as pointed out by a
reviewer. In particular, if the kernel function kg is supported on [—1,1]¢,
then one can simply take €, = h,,. In such case, even though the condition
hn/en = O(n~?) does not hold, the results in Lemma 1 and Theorems 3.1

and 3.2 remain valid.

7. Proofs.

7.1. Proof of Lemma 1. Recall that for 1 <j <k,,

Wn,j( ) \/ nthKfZ ((sz fn,] Xza}/;az)> _E(fn,](X¢Y>Z)‘Z:Z)>

To prove the asymptotic normality of W, j(z)’s, we will approximate Wn i(2)
using sums of i.i.d. random variables. For 1 <1i <n, let wo;(2) = ko(h,, (z -

Z;))and let fz(z) :nflhgd Yo woi(2). Then w;(z) :nflhn wo (2 )/fZ( ).
For 1 <j <k, let

Wn,j(z) = (nhsz( )) 1/2 1/22 sz fn](XwEaz)

=1
— Fwo i (2) fn,; (X4, Y5, 2))

and Wi, 1, 11(2) = /nhick (f2(2))"V?(fz(2) — Efz(2)), then

.Z:fZ—(Z)N-Z o N7 — fz(2)
Wos(2) = ZE0 ) 4 \foen ) B (Y. 912 =) (F47) 1)
_|_M(h;dE(wo,l(Z)fn,j(Xla}/ivz))
fz(z)

- E(fn,j(X>Y>Z)‘Z :Z)fz(z))

4
z +2Rf,n,j('z)
(=1
where an( ) an( )_ Wn knJrl(Z)E(fn,J(Xv}/vz”ZZZ)>
Rung(e) = (2220 < 1) Wiy (o),

fz(2)

nhick fz(z)
f2(2)

Ronj(z) = (hy " E(w0,1(2) fn,j(X1,Y1,2))

E(fn(X,Y,2)|2 = 2)f2(2)),

(X,
Vhdeg E(fn(X,Y,2)|Z = 2)(f2(2) — f2(2))?
f2(2)V/T2(2)

R3, i(2) =
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and

Vnhicg (

E(fn;(X,Y,2)|Z = 2)(Efz(2) — f2(2)).
fz(2)

We will complete the proof by showing that the following results hold for
T,, = exp(—(Inn)'/?).

(C1) X5y SoRZ, (i Remj(2))? = Op(To).

(C2) There exist random variables Ny ;5 and €1 j5:1<j <k, 1 <k<ngy
such that the joint distribution of (Ni ;i + €1,%)jk is the same as
that of (Wn](zk))]k, N1 ji’s are jointly normal with EN1 ] k =0 and
Cov (N1, Nigpr) = Cov(Wh j(21), Wh e(21+)) and Z W€ k=
O,(Ty).

(C3) There exist random variables Ny ;i and €9 ;5:1<j <kp, 1 <k<ny
such that the joint distribution of (Ng ; ; +€2;k); % is the same as that
of (N1,.k)ik, Noji's are jointly normal with ENy ;=0 and

Cov (N j ks, Nog i+)

— COV(fn,j(X7Y7Zk)afn,é(XaYaZk)‘Z:Zk)y lfk:k*a
00, otherwise,

Rypnj(z) =~

andz i 1527”: Op(T).

Note that Lemma 1 follows from (C1)-(C3) since one can construct ran-
dom variables No j 1, €2k, €15k and Rsp, jx:1 <7 <k,, 1 <k<nz on the
same probability space such that the joint distribution of (NQJ,k,égJ,k) jk 18
the same as that of (Najx, €2 %)k, the joint distribution of (517]'7]6,]{72’]'7]{ +
€2.k)jk is the same as that of (e1x, N1 jk)jk, and the joint distribution
of (Rs k,NQ’J k+ €2k +E1 J k)i k is the same as that of (Ze 1 R j(21),
I/an(zk))J i Take Wy, 151 = NQJ gand Wy o p =62, k+E1jk+ Rs 0k, then
we have Lemma 1.

To establish (C1)-(C3), we need certain expectations and covariances,
which are computed below. Under (R1)-(R3) and the conditions that
[ uko(u)du=0 and o} = [ |lul|?ko(u) du < oo, for z € Z(e,,), we have

()~ E(wo,1(2) fn,j(X1,Y1, 2))

(7.1)
= E(fnJ(X, K Z)|Z = Z)fZ(Z) + Tn,j,l(z)cnh?w

where
rmja(2) = co / W, y) dp(z,y)

X (2d0§0n,j1 + On johy 2 (2 + hn )V exp(—y5e2hy, %)),
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10nj1l, [0n,j2] <1, and v4 and 75 are positive constants that depend on 7,
and 73 only. Also, for k # k*, 2y, 2, € Z(e,), we have

(hp) ™2 Cov(wo,1 (2k) f i (X1, Y1, 21)s wo,1 (20 ) fn e( X1, Y, 24+))
= 0;.0k ke (M) 72 (72) " exp(—0.573 0, % |25 — 24+ [|*) o,
— fz(z1) fz (21 ) E(fr i (X, Y, 20)|Z = 20) E(fr (X, Y, 206 )| Z = 230)
— f2(2k) E(fn (XY, 26)| Z = 21) 701 (202 ) Oy,
— f2(2k ) E(fn g (X, Y, 20| Z = 2 ) g1 (20) Ol
— 70,31 (%) 01 (24 ) Ol

< 1. Finally, for z € Z(g,),

where |0} ¢ 1, 1+

()™t Cov(wo 1(2) fj (X1, Y1, 2), w0 1(2) fre(X1, Y1, 2))

() E (s (X, Y, 2) fus(X,Y,2)|Z = 2) / K2 () du + 1 j.9(2) 2

) — 1 [2(2) E(fnj (X, Y, 2)|Z = 2) E(fno(X,Y,2)|Z = 2)
— W2 Cury 1 (2) f2(2)E(fro(X,Y,2)|Z = 2)
— W2 Corn01(2) f2(2) E(fnj (XY, 2)|Z = 2)
— hEAC2r 1 (2T (2)
and
(7.4) B Bl (2) g (61, Y1,2)° < Cheo [ By s
where

|7”n,j,£,2(2’)‘ <2Co/h($ y)du(z,y (\/_/Hunko Ydu -+ h,, ’yd —vyre2 /h2 >

for some positive constants v and -7 that depend on 9 and 3 only. Below
we will prove (C1)—(C3).

PrOOF OF (C1). Let S, =377, (fz(z) — fz(2))? and A, = {V/S, <
min{1, (2¢;)"'}}. From (7.1) and (7.3), ES, = O(nz(h} + (nhd)™1)) =
O(nz(n x hd)=1) and 1/fz(z1) < e for all k, P(AS) — 0 as n — oo. From
(7.1), on A,,

S8 ()

j=1k=1 \r=1
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kn nz
<0(1) (sn (Z > Wg,j(zk)> + kynzC2(nh&T) + kno,%nhgsg> ,

Jj=1k=1

and it follows from (7.3) that

kn nz
E(ZZW%A%)) = O(knnzC?).

j=1k=1
Take

knn%C?
T = 2220 4 oy ConhidH,
’ nhd
then (C1) holds with T}, = exp(—(Inn)*/?) since Ty, = O(T,). O

The proof of (C2) is based on the following lemma, which deals with the
normal approximation of sum of i.i.d. random vectors.

LEMMA 2. Suppose that Xi,...,X, are i.i.d. random wvectors in R™
with mean 0 and variance . Suppose that there exist positive constants
C, as and a3 such that 1 <ay < a3z <C, || X1|| <C and E||X1|F <af for
k=2, 3. Then for T > 1, there exist random wvectors S and Y on the same
probability space such that S is distributed as (X1 + -+ X,,)/v/n, Y is
multivariate normal with mean 0 and variance ¥ and for n > (25/(16a3) +
25d1/12)C?T* exp (312 /16),

PSS =Y[[>a)<a,

33.75a3
o> ——=

> =7 (12)d1 (D+DT/8 | (4g)d1 =372/ (32a3)
n

~ The proof of Lemma 2 is given in Section 7.1.1. To prove (C2), note that
Wi j(2k) = 221 (9, k(Xi, Yi, Zi) — Egn i x(Xi,Yi, Zi)) /v/n, where
In,jk(Xi, Yi, Z;)
ek . (zk - ZZ->
= 0
\/ fz(Zk)hg hn

X (fnj(Xi, Y5, 21) — E(fn (X, Y, 21)| Z = 21)).
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From (7.1)—(7.4), we have

kn nz 1/2
O(1)CyVknn
(Z > (gngn(Xi, Vi, Zi) — Egn,j,k(Xz‘,Yi,Zz‘))Z> < M,

d
7j=1k=1 hn

kn nz 1/2
(ZZE(gn,j,AXi,Yi,Zi) - Egn,j,k<Xi,Yi,Zi))2> < O0(1)Cnv/knnz

j=1k=1

and

- 3/2\ 1/3
(E(ZZ(gn,j,k(XnYi,Zi)—Egn,j,k(XnYi,Zi))2> >

j=1k=1

< Cuknnzh;7°0(1).

Note that for every constant M > 0, the condition

2
n> 25 n 25knnz \ ( MCnvVknny T T3,/10
16 12 nd ,

n

holds for large n with T3, = (In n)'/®, so Lemma 2 is applicable. From Lem-
ma 2, (C2) holds with any 7;, such that T, = O(T},,), where

kn T2 /4
T2 . (Cn /—knnZ)6122anZ6( nz+3) 3,n/ n (48)2]“"”26_7%‘2»”/(0" Tennz)?
’ nhd

)

v >0 is a constant. Since Ty, = O(exp(—71(Inn)/®)) for some constant
71 >0, (C2) holds with T}, = exp(—(Inn)'/?).
The proof of (C3) is based on the following result.

Facr 3. Suppose that A and B are di x di nonnegative definite matrices.
Then

IVA-VB| <d/*\/JA-B].

The proof of Fact 3 is given at the end of the proof of (C3). Note that
Fact 3 implies the following: suppose that Xy and Yy are two d; x 1 normal
vectors of mean 0 and covariance matrices A and B, respectively. Let Z
be a d; x 1 normal vector whose elements are i.i.d. N(0,1). Then vAZ is
distributed as Xy and v/BZ is distributed as Yy and

IVAZ —VBZ|? < |VA-VB|*|Z|? < d¥*||A - B||| Z))*
= 0,(d)”|| A - BY).
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Therefore, (C3) holds if Cov(Wy, ;(z), Wy ¢(2+)) is close to

Cov ([ (X, Y, 2k), [, o(X,Y, 21)|Z = 21) O b=
where 0y, ;« is 1 if K =£* and is 0 otherwise. From (7.1)-(7.4), we have

> (Cov(Wi;(2k), Wae(z5+))
5,k K
- Cov(fn,j (X> Ya Zk)a fn,f(Xa Ya Zk) |Z = zk)(sk,k* )2

= h,C2(kanz)?0(1),
so (C3) holds with T, = exp(—(Inn)'/?) since (k,nz)%?\/hnC2(kynz)? =
O(exp(—(Inn)'/9)).

Proor oF FacT 3. Consider first the case where A is diagonal. Let D
be a diagonal matrix such that B = QT DQ for some Q such that QQ” = 1.
Let D =diag(Ai,...,Aq, ), A=diag(aq,...,aq,), Q@ =(¢i;) and E=B—-A=
(e;.;)- Let g; be the ith column of @, then ¢! Dgj = a;; j +e; j, where §; j = 1
for i = j and 0; ; = 0, otherwise. Write Dgqy, = Z;ll:l(quqj)qj, then

di

IVDar = vara|* = > (VA igjk — Varaix)®

Jj=1

dy
2
=S (Y Ailazal = alas ) lasnl
j=1
dy

< Ilagkl — cklgjklll gk

j=1
& 1/2 /4 1/2
< (Z()\ﬂj,k - aij,k)2> (Z Q?,k>
j=1 j=1
dq 1/2
j=1
and
4 dy
IVQTDQ — VA|*=>"> (¢/ VDq; — qf aja;)?
i=1 j=1
4 dy

<> > IVDg; — azg,|?

i=1 j=1
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di [/ da 1/2
<di ), (Z 6?,15)

j=1 \¢=1

di dy 1/2
< (dy)? (ZZ%) :

j=1¢=1

so the result in Fact 3 holds if A (or B) is diagonal. For general A and
B, write A= PTAyP and B = QT DQ, where Ay and D are diagonal and
PTP=QTQ=1. Let By =PQTDQPT”, then we have

VA= VB|| = | PT\/AP - Q"VDQ|
— VAo — PQTVDQPT| < di/*\/[[Ag — By
— &\ [|PT AP — PTBP| = &/t \/TA= B

The proofs of Fact 3 and Lemma 1 are complete. [

7.1.1. Proof of Lemma 2. The proof Lemma 2 is based on several facts,
which are taken directly or adapted from some existing results and are
stated /proved below in Lemmas 3-5.

In the statements of Lemmas 3 and 4, (Sp, dp) is a metric space, B denotes
the collection of Borel sets in (S, dy), and for two measures p1; and po defined
on B, po(u1, p2) denotes the Prohorov distance of p1 and po, which is defined
as

po(p1, p2) =inf{e > 0: 1 (A) < pa(A€) + ¢, for all A € B},
where A€ = {z:d"(z,A) < €} and d*(z,A) = inf{dy(x,y):y € A}. Here are

Lemmas 3-5.

LEMMA 3 (Lemma 2.1 in Berkes and Philipp [1]). Suppose that Py and
P, are two measures defined on B and po(P1,P2) < a. Then there exists a
probability measure @ on the Borel sets of Sy x So with marginals Py and
Py such that

Q{(z,y) :do(z,y) > a} < .

LEMMA 4 (Adapted from Lemma 2.2 in [1]). Suppose that F' and G are

two distributions on R™ with characteristic functions f and g, respectively.
Then for o € (0,1] and T > 0, the Prohorov distance po(F,G) < o, where

dy
o= 0T +3(21)e 9T"/32 4 <Z> [ 10 = g(wle 12
T

+F<{x:\|x||z§}).
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PROOF. Let H be the N(0,0%I) distribution on R%, where I is the
identity matrix and o > 0. Let F; be the convolution of F' and H and G,
be the convolution of G and H. Then

(7.5) po(F,G) < po(F1,G1) + 2max{r, H({z: |zl >r})} for every r > 0.

Let f1, g1 and h be the characteristic functions of Fy, G; and H, respectively,
and let vp and g be the densities of F7 and G, respectively. Then

() - v6()| = (2m) D / ey (u) — g1 () du

<n) ™ [ 17(w) - g(w)lbw)| du
which implies that for every borel set B in R,

Fi(B) = G1(B)
<E Bzl <T}) = GuBN{z: ||z <T}) + Fu({a: ||lz] = T})

< / r (@) — v6(@)| de + F({e:||e]| > T/2})
{z: ||[|<T}
+ H({x:|l2l| > T/2})

( ) [ 150 = gl du+ F (G ol > /20 + H(Ga: ol > 7/2)),

17

Note that IT is an upper bound for the Prohorov distance po(F1,G1), so for
r <T/2, it follows from (7.5) that

po(F,G) <II +2r+2H{z:|x| >r})

< >dl/‘f w)|[h(u)|du + F({z: 2| > T/2}) +2r

+3POR(d) > (r/0)?).
Since h(u) = e~ Iu*/2 and

P(x*(dh) > A) < e MBS W] _y g
0 — ¢ 34/8(9d) for every A > 0.

Lemma 4 holds if r =0T/2 and ¢ € (0,1]. O

LEMMA 5 (Adapted from Theorem 1(a) in pages 204-208 in Gnedenko
and Kolmogorov [5]). Suppose that Xi,...,X, are i.i.d. random wvectors
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with mean 0 and variance . Suppose that C' and a are positive constants
such that | X1|| < C, a <C and E||X1||* < a* for k=2, 3. Let f, be the
characteristic function of (X1 4+ -+ X,,)//n. Then

0.25|ul]?a®
< 0 -

Fulw) —exp(—%uTZuN <2
if [Jul < (0.4y/n)/C.

PrOOF. Consider first the case where X is univariate. Let U = f1(u//n) —

1, then
g HEXE (u 2
2 vn

g BXE (' 0BG ()
2 \V/n 3! vn) o

where 07| <1 and |61] < 1. Suppose that |u| < (0.4y/n)/C, then |U| < 0.1
and

and

log(1+U) =U + 0.620,U2,

where |0 < 1. Let V =log f,(u) + E(X?)u?/2 = E(X?)u?/2+nlog(1+U),
then

nb E| X, Pu’ EX? [ iu\? O0EX.]P/ u \*\
_ PAEIATY L 62)n0 R I
v sz T 062l == o)+ Jn
~ Afufa® Aoatut  Azal|ul® AgaSub
 6yn 4n 6(v/n)3  36n2
3,3 2,2 31,13
_ [ul"a” (A1 4 0.62 Aga|ul n Asza“u n Aga” |ul ’
vn o\ 6 4y/n 6n 36(y/n)3
where [A\g| <1 for k=1, 2, 3, 4. Since alu|/\/n < 0.4,

05(0.25)|ul>a®

+ 0.62<

V =
Voo
where |03| < 1. Since €¥ =1+ 04|V ]elV|, where 64] <1,
E X2 2
futa) =exp(~EEE ) 0 oupvie)

2y, 2 3,3
:eXp<_E(XQ1)U >+95<0-251|/1%\ a )€V|E‘(X12)u2/2’
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where |05] < 1. To find an upper bound for |V| — E(X?)u?/2, note that

o B | o BLX e CEXTul® _ (04w B(XE)
2 6y/1 6y/1 6
n|U| = |05|u?E(X?)/2 <u?E(X?)/2 and
E X2 2
[n(log(1 4 U) — U)| = 0.62n|0:U?| < 0.62(0.1) (%)
since |U| < 0.1. Therefore,
2E X2 E X2 2 2E X2
-2 ; D _| B 21)“ +nU+n(log(1+U)—U)‘—7u ; D
2 2 2\,,2 2 2
- (0.4)u6E(X1) N 0.062E2(X1)u o E;Xl) <0

and Lemma 5 holds for the univariate case. The result for the general case
can be obtained by applying the univariate result with u and X; replaced
by ||u|| and Y; = u? X;/||ul|. O

Now we are ready to prove Lemma 2.

PrROOF OF LEMMA 2. Let f, be the characteristic function of (X; +
-4+ X,)/+/n and g be the characteristic function of G, the N(0,%) distri-
bution. From Lemmas 3-5, there exist random vectors S and Y on the same
probability space such that S is distributed as (X + -+ X,,)/v/n, Y is
multivariate normal with mean 0 and variance ¥ and

P(IS =Y = a1) < eu,

where
3 di/2 dy
_ diy,—372/32 , U-2ba3 (2 T_ 2 3/2
o1 =0T +3(2%)e + 7 \a —ars 0 (d)
2\ “/2pda 0.16n02
+2( = — P x*(d1) > 5— | + P([N(0,2)| >T/2).
T o1 C

From the facts that E(x2(d1))*? < (E(x%(d1))?)** and P(||N(0,%)|| > T/2) <
P(x?(d1) >T?/(4a2)), (7.6) and the condition ay > 1, we have

0.25a3 (2\/? T
o < 0T +4(2h )e77/(3203) Tag <E> a3 (2d1+ di)*/*

+ 2 <g> dl/QT_dl(2d1 )670.0617,0'2/(02)'
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Set o = T_le_?’T2/327 then 0 <o <1, T/o < 12¢7%/8 and /o < 3€T2/8,
which, together with the fact that (2/7)%/2(2d; + d?)3/* < 5, gives that

3
ap < (1+ 4(2d1))6_3T2/(32a§) 4 M(12)d16(d1+3)T2/S
n
+ 2(19'15)d1 ed1T2/8670.06n02/(02)
33.75(1§
NG

if 0.06n0%/(C?) > dT?/8+3T?/(32a3), which corresponds to n > (25/(16 x
a2) +25d1 /12)C?*T* exp(372%/16) and we have Lemma 2. [

S (12)d1 6(d1+3)T2/8 4 (48)d1 673T2/(32a%) S a,

7.2. Proof of Theorem 3.1. To prove Theorem 3.1, we apply Lemma 1

by taking the f, ;(X,Y, 2)’s to be the functions ¢ (X)¢; (X), ¢} (X)), (Y)
and ¥y, (Y)* ,(Y), where 1 < £ < <p, and 1 <m <m’ <g,. In such case,
(3.19) holds under conditions (B1) and (B2). To see this, for each 1 <k <ng
and 1 <7 <py,, let ¢)ij be the jth component of ¢* when z = 2. Then
O i1 (2) = D20 @i kPn,i(2) for some ay ; ;1’s and
1=B((¢);x(X))*|1Z = 1)
P 2
=K ( (Z an,z‘,j,k%,z‘(X)) Z= Zk)
i=1
Pn
> 60 i
i=1
so ¢y i p(@)] < \/Zf; a%7i7j’k\/ i @7 (1) < \/Pn/dp. Similarly, for each
1<k<ng and 1 <j<qy, let @b;jk be the jth component of * when
z =z, then [¢), . (z)] < \/¢n/0n. Thus, (3.19) holds with €}, = max{1, (pn +
qn)/0n} and it follows from Lemma 1 that Y%, |V*(21) — V*(21)||? has the
same distribution as Y 32, (nhdck f2(2)) " H[Wa 1k + Waokl/?, where the
Whpik's and Wy, 9 1’s are random matrices such that each element in W, 1 j
is normal with mean zero and variance bounded by C2? = (max{1, (p, +
an)/0n})?, and 302, Wi kl? = Op(exp(—(Inn)/?)). Therefore,

nz
(77) SV (@) = V@I = Op((nhi) ™ (nn) ).
k=1
To control the difference between g(V*(z;),a*) and g(V*(z),a*) for 1<
k<ng, for a (pp + qn) X (pn + ¢n) matrix U, let
9i;(U),  if (4,5) = (1,2) or (2,
2

) )i
(7.8) gi,j(U)={gm.1(U), if (4,7) = (1,1) or (2,

1
2).
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For 1<k<ng, let A; = (V*(zk.)) 95 ;(V*(zr)) for 1 <i,j <2. Then
from the fact that HAB|| < ||AH | B|| for two ‘matrices A and B, we have

lg(V*(zk), @) = g(V* (1), )|
2 2 2 2
(7.9) <TI110g VGl + 12kl = TTTT I (V* (z0))
i=1j=1 i=1j=1
+ 1911 (V* (1)) — 911 (V* (@) o (@) "]
To control the Aj; , and Ag oy in (7.9), the following result is needed.

Fact 4.  Suppose that A is a p x p invertible matriz and A = A — Ip,.
Then [ A=L = I, + A|| < |4~ — L[| A and

) N
A =) < iFIA] < 1.
o< TyAT |

PrROOF. Let B=A"!—1, Then B=—-A—BA,so|B+A|=|BA| <
IBIIA]. Also,
(7.10) 1B < [[A[T+1[BI)-
Apply (7.10) and we have
1B < 1Al
LA
Since ||a*||=1 and for 1 <k <ngz, g11(V*(2x)) = Ip,, 922(V*(2)) = 1,

and [|g1.2(V*(z))1? = lg2.1 (V*(26)) |2 < (pn + qn), from (7.9) and Fact 4, we
have

if |A] < 1.

Z lg(V —g(V* (), ")

= OP((nhz)il( )1/8n22(pn + Qn)3)
= Op((nh®) = (Inn)'/*),

which gives (3.21) since | 5% (zx) = p3, . (2)] < lg(V*(28), ) = g(V*(zx), 0" )||
for 1 <k <nyz. (3.22) follows from (3.21) and the fact that Y %, (fz(z
fz(z1))? is Op(nz(nhd)~1). The proof of Theorem 3.1 is complete O

_ 7.3. Proof of Theorem 3.2. From Lemma 1, the joint distribution of
V*(21,):1 < k < ny is the same as that of V*(2;) + (nhlex fz(21)) Y2 (Wh 1+
Whok):1<k<ngz, where

ny
(7.11) > W akl? = Op(exp(—(nn) /)

k=1
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and W, 11’s are independent symmetric normal matrices of mean zero. To
describe the covariance structure of each W, 1, let ¢* = (¢7,..., ¢} 7
bl n

* = (YF, ... ,w;n)T and let Vj be the (p, +qn) X (pn + @) Symmetric matrix

such that g11 (Vo) = ¢*(X)¢*(X)T, g1.2(Vo) = ¢*(X)y* (V)T and g22(Vo) =
DY) (V). For 1 <k <nz and 1 <m,{<p, + gn, let Ugme and Vg
be the (m,£)th elements of W), ; , and Vp, respectively, then

Cov(Uk,m b Ug,mr o) = Cov(Vom,e, Vomr e | Z = 2k)

for (m,0), (m',0') € {(i,§):1 <i<j < (pn+qn)}. For 1 <k <ngy, let V}, =
V*(Zk) + (nh%chz(Zk))_l/Q(Wn,Lk + Wn,?,k) and

Ai(z1) = 9(Vie, @) g1,1 (Vi)
= 912(Vi)(92.2(Vi)) "L 92,1 (Vi)

— 911 (Vi) () g1,1(Va),

and let p2(2) be the largest eigenvalue of Aj(2)(g1.1(Vi))™", then the joint
distribution of p?(z;):1 <k <ngy is the same as t that of po(zk) 1<k<ng.
For1<i,j<2and 1<k<ng, let A;;r=0i;(Vi)—9i;(V*(2x)), then from
(7.7),

ny 2 2

(7.12) 3OS TS TIA IR = Op((nhd) T (Inn)' /)
k=1i=1 j=1

and

A1 (z1) = 912V (21)) (92.2(Va) " 921 (V* (21))
— g1 (Vi)e (@) g11 (Vi) + g1.2(V* (21)) Ao
(7.13) + A12k92,1 (V" (21)) + A1z D21k
—912(V*(2k)) D22 kA2 1k
— A1 2k8225921(V*(21)) + Rin ks
where
Ripg=210k(922(Ve) ™ — 1) A0 1k
+ g1,2(V*(21)) (92,2 (Vi) ™" = I + Doo i) Ao g
+ A2k (922(Vi) ™ = Iy, + Do21)g2.1(V*(21)).

To simplify the expression for A;(z) in (7.13), we will make use of the
following properties.

(C4) The elements of the matrix g; 2(V*(z)) are zeros except that the
(1,1)th element is 1.
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(C5) For (i,7) € {(1,2),(2,1)}, ¢i;(V*(z))’s first row (or first column) is
either the first row or the first column of gy j/(V*(zy)) for (¢,5") #
(1,5

(C6) The (1,1)th element in goo(V*(z;)) is 1.

Here (C4) follows from the conditional independence assumption and (3.16),
and (C5) and (C6) follow from (3.15). From (C6), g2 2(V%) can be expressed

as
- 1 Bl
Vi) = "
92,2( k) (Bk Dk)
for some matrices By and Dy, so the (1,1)th element of go2(V3,) ™" is (1 +

BI(Dy — BBF)™'By). Let J = a*(a*)T, then by (C4) and (C5), we have

g12(V*(2)) (922 (Vie)) ™ 92,1 (V* (1)) = (1 + Bj (Dy — BrBi) ™' By)J,

912(V*(2k)) D21k = JA1 1 and B BiJ = g12(V*(2k))(A2,2.6)*g2.1(V*(21)),
so the expression for A;(zy) in (7.13) becomes

B (D — BrBil) ™ = I, 1) BrJ + g1.2(V*(21))(A2,2.4) 92,1 (V" (21))
= A1 1k912(VF(2£)) 92,1 (V7 (20)) A1k + D12, 6821 4
—g12(V*(21)) D22 kAo 1k — A1 268221921 (V™ (28)) + R k-
Let
Aa(z1) = 91.2(V* (21)) (922 (Wi n k) 92,1 (V7 (21))
= 91,1 (Wink)g1,2(V*(26)) 92,1 (V7 (21)) 91,0 (W1 n k)
+ 912(W1 k)92 (Wi
= 912(W1ink)g22(Wink

) =912V (21)) 922 (W1 k) 920 (Wink)
1921 (V™ (2x))
and
Ry = BL(Dy — BiBL) ™' — I, _1)By.J
— (nhiercfz(z)) " Aa(zk) + 912V (21)) (Da2.) 2921 (V* (21))
— A1 1k912(VF(2)) 921 (V7 (20) A1k + A1 2k Do 1k

—g12(V*(2k)) D22 £ D21k — Ao 1 kD22 1921 (V™ (21)),

then
. Az (2)
(7.14) Aq(z) = e 7 (o8) + Rin i+ Rop i,
where
nz _ 1/9 1/8
: g, (Ep(=(nm) /) inn)
(719) (Rl + Rl = 0p (S2EB

k=1
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from Fact 4, (7.11) and (7.12), and a simple expression for As(z;) can be
obtained as stated below in (C7), which follows from (C4) and (C5).

(C7) For 1 <k <ngz, Ay(z) = CrCFE, where Cj, is the p, X g, matrix
obtained by replacing elements in the first row and first column of
9172(W1,n7]€) with zeros.

Note that from (C7), we have that
ngz
S 1 As(z) 1> = Op(nz(pn — 1)* (g0 — 1)?) = Op((lnn) /%),
k=1

which, together with (7.14) and (7.15), implies that

nz
(7.16) D 141GEIP = Op((nhf) " (lnn) /%),
k=1
and then it follows from (7.16), Fact 4 and (7.12) that
nz
(727) Y 1AL () (910 (Vi) ™ = Av(z) P = Op((nhd) 3 (Inn) /).
k=1

For 1 <k <ng, let Ao be the largest eigenvalue of Aa(2;) and recall that
74 (21) is the largest eigenvalue of Ay (2;)(g1.1(Vi))~'. Then by (7.14), (7.15)
and (7.17),

nz

(7.18) > (nhiiex f2(24)P5(2k) — Aok)? = Op(exp(—(Inn) /) (Inn) /).
k=1

Let fy, p(z) and Mg : 1 <k <nyz be random variables such that the joint dis-

tribution of (fg, 5(z)):1 < k < ny is the same as that of (fz(z), p(z)):1<
k <ng, and the joint distribution of (p(zx),A\x):1 <k <ny is the same as
that of (po(2k), Aok):1 <k <nz. Note that from (7.18) and the fact that

D A2(z)IP = Op(nz(pn — 1)*(an — 1)°),
k=1

we have that

Znh cr f72(z1)p° (2k) \/OP (n%(pn — 1)2(gn — 1)2) = Op((Inn)*/16),
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nz 1/2 nz
<nhick (Z(fz(zk) - fZ(Zk:))2> (A(zx))

k=1 k=1
= Op((lnn) /%) (Op(nz(nhi)~)"/?
= Op((nhi) 2 (lnn)*/)

and
ny B nz
nhier Y fu(p(z))” =D A
k=1 k=1

< Op((nh) ™/ (lnn)*/) +

nthKZfZ Zk Z)\k

by (7.18)] < Op((nhy)~"/*(lnn)**?) + x/@(OP(exp(—(ln71)1/9)(11171)1/8))1/2
= Op(exp(—=0.5(Inn)"/?)(Inn)3/32).

The proof of Theorem 3.2 is complete.

7.4. Proof of Corollary 1. To prove Corollary 1, it is sufficient to estab-
lish (3.25) and (3.26). To see this, let fi, p*(zx) and M 1<k <nyzbeasin
Theorem 3.2, then

nhicx S p2) f2(2e) 0% (2k) = n2itp, g0

/ 2
NZ0pn,an

nhdex 020 Feb? () — 12k a0

has the same distribution as

nz0p. g

/ 2 /
nZO-pn,Qn nzo pn Adn

1 I

Suppose that (3.25) holds, then I — 0 almost surely by (3.24) and Theorem
3.2. Also, (3.26) says that II converges to N(0,1) in distribution. Therefore,
(3.27) holds if (3.25) and (3.26) hold.

To establish (3.26), we will verify the Lyapounov condition

E‘)\k lupn Qn‘
(719 i 3 Fe s <o
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and then apply Lindeberg’s central limit theorem. Let A be the largest eigen-
value of CC”. Then A < tr(CCT), where tr(CCT) is the trace of CCT, which
follows the x? distribution with degrees of freedom my ,, = (p, — 1)(gn — 1).
Therefore,

EX} < B(tr(CCT))3 =my n(myn +2)(ma, +4),

which implies that E|\; — gy, ¢.1> = O(p3¢3), so (7.19) follows from (3.25)
and (3.26) holds.

It remains to prove (3.25). Consider first the case where (i) holds. By
Theorem 1.1 in Johnstone [7],

A —
(7.20) A converges in distribution as n — 0o,
On
where
#n:(\/Qn_2+\/pn_1)2
and

Gn—2 pp—1

onzqu—2+¢pn—1)< SR >1/3-

Here the limiting distribution is the Tracy—Widom law of order 1. Let F'
denote its cumulative distribution function. Suppose that €, t; and ¢5 are real
numbers such that ¢; <ty + € <ty — ¢, which implies that F(to) > F(ty — ¢€)
and F(t; +¢€) > F(t1). From (7.20),

P(A1 > i+ (t2 — €)o,) > 1 — F(t2)
and
P\ < pn + (t1 +€)opn) > F(t1),
if n is large enough. For such n, we have

5 min(F(t1),1 — F(t2))(ta — t1 — 2¢)%02
O pnsn = 1 ,

which gives (3.25). The proof of (3.25) for the case where (ii) holds can
be done by reversing the roles of p, and ¢,. The proof of Corollary 1 is
complete.
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