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1 Introduction

The priors on the parameter of a normal distribution Markov with respect to a DAG
now have a long history which starts with [8]]. Traditionally these distributions have
been derived from some types of (inverse) Wishart distributions and for this reason, we
shall call them the DAG-Wishart priors. The different steps in this history are marked
by the introduction of more and more flexibility in the shape of the prior. In [8], the
prior is derived from the Wishart distribution which has only one shape parameter.
Dawid and Lauritzen [S]] introduced the hyper inverse Wishart which is the equivalent
of the inverse Wishart but for the incomplete covariance matrix which corresponds to
the free parameters of a Gaussian distribution Markov with respect to a decomposable
graph. Although this is not emphasized in [3], the hyper inverse Wishart is actually
equivalent to the DAG-Wishart defined in [[8] but for the restricted class of so-called
perfect DAGs, those that are Markov equivalent to decomposable graphs. The hyper
inverse Wishart still has only one shape parameter. For decomposable graphs, in [[16],
Letac and Massam introduce a generalization of the hyper inverse Wishart, denoted the
IWp, which has k + 1 multi-shape parameters where k is the number of cliques. This
distribution thus offers greater flexibility than the hyper inverse Wishart. We will see
that, for the particular case of perfect DAGs, the W5, 1s identical to the DAG-Wishart
we introduce in this paper.

Indeed, in this paper, we introduce a DAG-Wishart that is similar to the IWp, but
introduces yet more flexibility in the choice of multi-shape parameters and is valid for
all DAGs and not just the restricted class of perfect DAGs. The hyper inverse Wishart
and the IWp, Wishart were derived from the Wishart. In this paper, we proceed in
the other direction, we start by defining the multi-shape parameter DAG-Wishart on
a convenient space, with one shape parameter for each vertex, and then fold it back
into a Wishart-type distribution for the incomplete covariance matrix corresponding
to the parametrization of the Gaussian distribution Markov with respect to the DAG.
An advantage of the DAG-Wishart distributions proposed in this paper is that, when
we use them as priors, high dimensional posterior analysis is readily amenable mainly
because these distributions possess hyper Markov properties, which in turn result in
closed form solutions for their posterior moments.

The main difficulty in achieving this goal is that when a DAG is no longer perfect
defining distributions on the space of covariance or precision matrices is, in a sense,
an ill-posed problem, as these spaces are curved manifolds, and thus no distribution
defined on them has density with respect to the Lebesgue measure. Consequently,
tools for posterior inference on these spaces are not immediately available. For this
reason, we need to identify these two spaces with other spaces that yield natural iso-
morphisms. The new spaces we define here are projections of covariance and precision
matrices onto Euclidean space. These are termed the space of incomplete covariance



and precision matrices and correspond, respectively, to functionally independent ele-
ments of covariance and precision matrix of Gaussian DAG models. Given an incom-
plete matrix in the space defined by a given DAG, we rely on results and algorithms for
completion given in [2] to obtain the corresponding unique covariance and precision
matrices of the corresponding Gaussian DAG model. Therefore, with our approach
we develop a unified framework for Gaussian DAG models that naturally extends to
general DAGs the recent methodological contributions by Letac and Massam [16] and
others [18] valid only for decomposable Gaussian graphical models, i.e. perfect DAGs.
We also use the DAG-Wishart approach to develop a Bayesian methodology for model
selection and covariance estimation that can scale better than any other Bayesian meth-
ods that we are aware of.

The remainder of the paper is structured as follows. Section[2|gives a short overview
of the basic notation and definitions used in the context of Gaussian DAG models,
and formally introduces the Cholesky, precision and covariance parametrizations of
Gaussian DAG models. Section [3]introduces the class of generalized Wishart distri-
butions for Gaussian DAG models on the Cholesky space ®4 (which we shall name
the DAG-Wishart on ®p). In Sections [] and [5| we develop the DAG-Wishart priors
on the spaces corresponding to, respectively, the precision and covariance parameter-
ization of DAG models. This entails defining the spaces of incomplete precision and
covariance matrices, deriving the densities of the DAG-Wishart distributions on these
spaces and formalizing their hyper Markov properties and closed form expressions for
posterior quantities. In Section [6] we illustrate the applicability of our DAG-Wishart
prior both for covariance/precision matrix estimation and for model selection in the
space of models Markov with respect to DAGs with a given order of the vertices. We
compare the performance of our method using the DAG-Wishart as a prior with the
Lasso-DAG method as in [21]]. We show that our approach gives good model selection
results and scales well to higher dimensions. Section[7|concludes by briefly summariz-
ing the results in the paper. The Supplemental sections give further details on various
results.

2 Preliminaries

A brief summary of graph theory, associated Markov and other properties required for
analyzing DAG models is given in Supplemental section A.

2.1 Gaussian DAG models

Let V be a set with p elements. For any a,b C V [] let R*" denote the real lin-
ear space of functions A = ((i, J) = Al-j) - axb — R. Each element of R is

"Note that under-case alphabets are used to denote subsets of V.
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called an |a| X |b| matrix. In particular, we define the space of symmetric matrices
S.(R) = {A €eR™ A=A, forevery i, je€ a}, and the set of positive definite ma-
trices PD,(R) = {A € S,(R): x"Ax > 0, forevery x € R”\ {0}}. Now let ¥ > 0 de-
note X € PD,(R). For a partition a, b of V, consider the corresponding block partition-

ing of X as follows.
Y = (Za 2ab)

2ha b

where 2., = (Zi))ijea € PDu(R), Zpp = (Zi))ijer € PDp(R), oy = (Zi)icajer € R
and X, = ZZb- The Schur complement of the sub-matrix %,, is defined as X, =
be - Zba(zaa)_lzab

Remark 2.1. Throughout this paper, we shall in general suppress the notation for a
principal submatrix X, and refer to it as X,. We shall also use the convention 251 for
(Zaa) ! and ¢ for (7).

In this paper we focus on multivariate Gaussian distributions which obey the directed
Markov property with respect to a DAG 9. From now on and unless otherwise stated,
we shall always assume without loss of generality that O = (V, E) is a DAG given
in a parent orderingﬂ i.e., the vertices are labeled 1,2,..., p, and i — j implies that
i > j. A Gaussian DAG model (or Gaussian Bayesian network) over D, denoted by
N (D), is the statistical model that consists of all multivariate Gaussian distributions
N,(u, X) obeying the ordered directed Markov property with respect to D. Therefore,

.....

Remark 2.2. Note that Ny(u,X) € A (D) if and only if N,(0,X) € A (D). Therefore,
without loss of generality, we shall only consider centered Gaussian distributions

{N,(0.2): £ePDy} c.H(D).
For convenience, with a slight abuse of notation, we shall still denote
N (D) ={N,(0,%) : T €PDyp).
The Gaussian distributions in .4 (D) are naturally parametrized by the elements of
PDp = {Z>0: Ny(0,Z) € (D)} or Pp = {7 > 0: Ny(0.Z) € A (D)}

These sets are referred to as the space of covariance matrices and the space of pre-
cision matrices. A precision matrix in Py is usually denoted by Q. Similarly, for

2We emphasize here that unlike in the decomposable precision graph setting or the covariance graph
setting (where the existence of an ordering is important either for the perfect order of cliques and sepa-
rators, or to preserve zeros), existence of such an ordering is not necessary in the DAG setting, since a
parent ordering is always available for a DAG.



an undirected graph G = (V, &) we define .4/ (G) as the set of multivariate Gaus-
sian distributions obeying the (undirected) Markov property with respect to G. In this
model the corresponding parameter spaces are the space of covariance matrices PDg =
{Z :Ny(0,X) € A (g)} and the space of precision matrices Pg = {Q Qe PDg}.
Note that, for us, PDy and Py are parameter spaces of primary interest as they arise
naturally in the parameterization of Gaussian densities. However, in order to develop
multi-shape parameters Wishart priors on these spaces, which is the main purpose of
this paper,we begin with the more natural and more convenient Cholesky type param-
eterization of ./ (D) that we discuss in the next subsection.

2.2 Cholesky parametrizations of Gaussian DAG models

Consider a Gaussian DAG distribution N,(0,%) € A4(D). It is a well-known fact
that the structure of the DAG D is reflected in the Cholesky decomposition of the
precision matrix X!, A precise explanation is as follows. Let £y, denote the set of
lower triangular matrices with unit diagonals and L;; = 0 if i ¢ pa(j), and let D}
denote the set of strictly positive diagonal matrices in RP*?. Then X! € Py if and
only if there exist L € Ly and D € D such that ™! = LD™'L". The latter decom-
position of Q = X! is called the modified Cholesky decomposition of Q. We call
Qp = DY x Ly the Cholesky space of D, the pair (D, L) € ®p a Cholesky parameter,
and {NP(O, (LT)_1 DL): (D,L) € @D} = A (D) as the Cholesky parametrization of
N (D).

We can also obtain a variant of this parameterization, in vector form, from the recursive
factorization property of the Gaussian densities in .4 (D) (see Supplemental section A
subsection 1.3 for details). First, let us recall the following notation from [[1]].
Notation. For each i € V let

<i>= pa(i) [i >={i} X pa(i) < i] = pa(i) x i},
Kit={jj>d\pat) [i#=lix£it  <it=<i=x£if
<ix= fa(i)

By applying the directed factorization property (DF) of N,(0,X) € .4'(D) we have

dN,(0,X)(x) = 1_[ AN (Uijpay> Ziilpati)) (XilXpa;)

3%
= l_[ AN(Zs 270 X iy Zii<in ) (X0, (1)

i€V
for each x = (x;);cv € R”. Note that N(Z[i>2;1>x<i>, Zii<i»)(X;) 1s the conditional dis-
tribution of x;|x.;. = x.,. Moreover, Z[i>2;.1> is the regression coeflicient of x; in the
regression of X; on X.;., and X;;- 1s the conditional variance of x;[X.;. = x.;. Fur-
thermore, using the exact functional form of the densities of the Gaussian distributions
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in (I)), we obtain the following equation.

(X xx") = Z tr (Z§|1<,~>(xi — T T X )X — Z[i>22,-1>x<i>)T) (2)
i€V
It is shown in [1I] that ¥ € PDy, if and only if £ > 0 and satisfies (2) for all x € R”.
On the other hand, by the parent ordered Markov property of x ~ N,(0,X) we have
XePDpifi L£&i#|<i>(orequivalentlyi 1L {i+1,...,p}\ pa(i)|pa(i)). Hence
another characterization given by [1] for £ € PDy, is that ¥ > 0 and
Xy = Z[,->2_1 Xy, foreveryie V. 3)

<i>

Using the insights above and defining Zp = X;ey (R+ X R<i]), it can be shown that the
mapping
lp = (2 = XieV(Zii|<i>,Z:il>Z<i])) :PDp — Ep 4)

is a bijection. In order to construct the inverse of this mapping let X;cy(4;, B<;) denote
a typical element in 2y, with the convention that S-;; = 0 whenever < i >= pa(i) = 0.
Using (3), the corresponding X can be recursively constructed starting from the largest
index p, by setting

D Xi=A +ﬁ:i]z<i>,3<i];

i) Xy = 2B (5

i) Ty = L2l Ty

<i>
The reader is referred to [[1] for greater detail, where in addition, it is shown that the
inverse mapping above yields a positive definite matrix in PD,(R), and consequently
in PDyp. The mapping Iy in (@) gives another parametrization of .4 (D) in terms of
the elements X;ey (4;,B<) € Ep. One can show that foreachi € V, L.; = =X Ty
and D;; = ¥;<;, therefore each Xy (1;, B<;1) € Ep is, essentially, a vectorized form of
a(D,L) € 0Bp.

3 The DAG-Wishart distribution on O,

The main goal of this section is to introduce a new family of multi-shape parameter
distributions on the Cholesky space ®4 as a natural generalization of the distribution
of the Cholesky factor of a Wishart random matrix. The distributions we are going to
define now are multi-shape parameter distributions, defined for all DAGs, which are
extensions of the traditional inverse Wishart priors studied in [9], [8]] and the inverse
Type IT Wishart IWp, defined in [16]. We will also explore, in this section, some of
the important properties of these distributions.



3.1 DAG-Wishart densities

Let us start with a natural course that will lead us to the general form of the multi-
shape parameter DAG-Wishart distributions on the Cholesky space ®4 with the de-
sired properties. We begin with the classical Wishart distribution. Let us consider
2! ~ W,(n,U) as a prior for the precision parameter of the full Gaussian model
{Ny(0,%Z) : X > 0}. Note that this model corresponds to the saturated Gaussian DAG
model A4 (D), i.e., when D is a complete DAG with p vertices (see Figure [1). Con-
sider the mapping ™! — (D, L), where (D, L) is the Cholesky factorization of 7!
This mapping transforms the Wishart distribution W,(17, U) to a distribution on Oy
with density proportional to

P ¢

exp{tr((LD'LT)U)} [ | P27 (6)
i=1

with @; = 7+ p — 2i + 3, simply because the Jacobian of the mapping is [}, Dy,
Although in (6] the «;’s appear as multi-shape parameters, they are all function of the
one original shape parameter parameter 7. Thus there is still just one shape parameter.
But we will now work in the other direction and start with a density of the form (6] on
Oy to obtain a muti-shape parameter distribution and then fold back it into PD,(R).
This will yield a multi-shape parameter Wishart.

Figure 1: A complete DAG with p vertices.

Before specifying our distribution on @, let us show that the same process is fol-
lowed with the Cholesky decomposition of the IWp, in [16]. Let G be a decomposable
or complete graph. Let D be its perfect Markov equivalent DAG. We consider the
Gaussian model Markov with respect to G with covariance matrix X and let us assume
that X! ~ Wp, (U, @) or equivalently that X ~ IWp,(a, U). We will let (Cy, Ca, ..., Cy)
be a perfect order of G and § j, j=2,... k, be the minimal separators. We use the nota-
tion

Hi=Ciu---UCj, Ri=C;\Hj_1,and S;=H;,;NC;,
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forj=2,....,0k,k, Ry = S,, Ry =C;\C, Sog =0and S = S,. By Theorem 4.4 in
[L6]], under the mapping £ — x’;zo (ZRHSJ., Zg;ZSjRj), the density of X ~ IWp (a, U) is
transformed to a density proportional to

exp{_
X n CXP{ R |S Ug ISI} Zl_ijll.js’/jz @)

A close inspection of ([7) shows that it is the image of (6]) under the mapping (D, L) +—
Xiev (A, B<iy) for a perfect DAG version D of G, where k + 1 shape parameters are
introduced, one for each block C; \ S,, S, Ry, ..., R;. To see this, one can check (or
see Supplemental section B subsection 2.2) that the image of (6) under the mapping
(D, L) » Xey (A;, B<iy) is written as

| =

k T
Z (Zi_?}ls.f(ZE:ZS.fR.f + US_.fl USJ'RJ') Us, (25.}251& + UE} USfRf))}
j=0

eXp {__ Z le|<l> <z>z<l] <1> U<l]) U<l>(2<z>z<l] U;ll> U<i])}

)4
2“!
1—[ exp ll|<l> "|<i>} Ztl|<1> (8)

i=1

Although the number of shape parameters in (7)) is less than that of (@) it is clear that
by splitting the blocks C \ §,,S5,,R,,..., Ry into vertices we can completely liberate
the shape parameters by introducing one for each vertex. Once (8] is folded back to
Py we obtain a multi-shape parameter density on Py, which of course requires using
the Jacobian of the corresponding mapping. We should however emphasize that a
distribution of type (8]) cannot be derived from the Type II Wishart distribution in [16]
when D is an arbitrary DAG because Whp, is derived as the natural exponential family
generated by an appropriate measure on Pg, a machinery which cannot be employed
if DAGs are not perfect. In spite of this, we can see that the transformed density (7))
obtained in [16] can be generalized to the form of multi-shape parameter distribution
(8) on Ep, and therefore @y for all DAGs. In addition, the form of density in (8)
shows that the obtained distribution on ®4 has the strong hyper Markov property,
which reiterates the statement of Theorem 4.4 [16] as

a; 1
D;; = 2ii|<t> IG(_ - p? -1, = 2 ii|<i>), and 9
<l> <l]|Dll Npal (U<1>U<1]7 D11U<1>) (10)

To summarize, in light of (7)), the form of density given by (8) is a natural choice
of the multi-shape parameter Wishart distribution on Ey, for an arbitrary DAG D. For
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this reason, we define (6), the image of (8)), as the DAG-Wishart density n?/” on the

Cholesky space ®4. It remains to compute the normalizing constant of 7rU by multiple
integration of the non-normalized density in (§]) and taking advantage of the strong
hyper Markov property manifested by (9)) and (I0). The calculation yields:

p

1 1 _l,
TD. ) = s exp{—itr«LD-lU)U)}l | D,
’ i=1

for (D, L) € ®4 and

i _ P4

P F a' pa' - )27—1(\/_)1711, det(U<z>)2_7_;

U, = - } 11
20U, @) ﬂ oI (11)

i=

Note that ngfy is a conjugate prior for .4 (D). More precisely, if the prior distribution
on (D, L)is 7123 and Y1, Y5, -+ ,Y, is an independent and identically distributed sam-
ple from Ny (0, (L™)~'DL™), then the posterior distribution of (D, L) is given by 712% ,

where § = %Z?:l Y;Y; denotes the empirical covariance matrix, U = nS + U and
a=Mn+a,n+ay,- - ,n+ap).

Remark 3.1. We note that parameterizing each 7TU by parameter U > 0 is not an
identifiable parameterization, since the mapping U — 71'20 is not one-to-one, unless
D is a perfect DAG. However, if the parameter set is restricted to PDy, then the param-
eterization is identifiable. As a parameterized model, {7rU o . U € PDyp}isin general a
curved exponential family for an arbitrary DAG D, and a natural exponential family
if and only if D is perfect (see Supplemental section B section 2.7 for details).

4 The DAG-Wishart distribution on the space of in-
complete precision matrices

In the previous section we introduced the DAG-Wishart distribution 7rU on the Cholesky
space ®yp. In this section we proceed to define, for general DAGs, an analog of the
type II Wishart defined in [16] for decomposable (or complete) graphs.

4.1 Motivation and notation

To follow in the tradition of the Wishart, the inverse hyper inverse Wishart and the type
IT Wishart mentioned above, we would like to derive a type of Wishart distribution for



the covariance and precision matrices of N(0, X) € Ny, that is, we would like to derive
the image of the ﬂ?f; distribution under the mappings

((D.L) - LDT'LT) : ©0p > Py (12)
((D, L) (LD‘ILT)_]) £ ®p — PDy. (13)

The main issue, as we elaborate in Supplemental section C, is that these image dis-
tributions have no densities with respect to the Lebesgue measure if O is not perfect.
This problem arises because both the space of precision and covariance matrices have
Lebesgue measure zero in their affine supports. From a purely mathematical or theo-
retical point of view, one can derive the densities with respect to Hausdorff measure.
But even for the simplest DAGs, the Hausdorff density is not amenable to posterior
analysis (see Supplemental section C for a more detailed discussion of this approach).

To overcome this problem, we follow what was done for the hyper inverse Wishart
in [15] or for the type I Wishart in [[16] and we work with the projections of Py and
PDy onto the Euclidean space that only retain the functionally independent elements
of the precision and covariance matrices of Gaussian DAG models.

The projected spaces, as we shall see, are subsets of incomplete matrices, which
we call the incomplete precision space Ry and the incomplete covariance space Sy,
respectively. The precise definitions are as follows.

Definition 4.1. Let D = (V,E) be a DA(ﬂ and D" = (V, E") its undirected version.

(a) Let Zyp C RP*P denote the real linear space of p X p symmetric matrices A such
that A;; = A = 0 if (i, j) is not in E. Note that the dimension of Zy, is |E|.

ie.,

(b) Let 1y denote the real linear space of symmetric functions I' = (Fi j)(i er
I'ij = I';i € R for each (i, j) € E. An element I' € lyp is called a’(symmet—
ric) D-incomplete matrix, and can be considered as a matrix in S,(R) where
only the entries corresponding to the edges of D are specified and the rest are

unspecified. The projection mapping from S ,(R) onto 1y is denoted by A — AE
(c) ForT € lyp let (0)° denote the |V| x |V| matrix

I, if(i,j)eE",
ne. =24
@ {0 otherwise.

Note that (D)° fills or completes the unspecified positions with zeros to obtain a full
matrix in Zg. For each clique ¢ of D the restriction of I on ¢, denoted by T, is a full
matrix. Moreover, I is uniquely determined by the blocks of matrices (I, : ¢ € €p),
where €p denotes the set of cliques of D".

3Note an important convention here that the edge set E contains all the loops (see suplemental section
A for details).
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(d) Let Qp C lyp denote the set of D-incomplete matrices I € 1y such that T, is

positive definite for each clique ¢ € 6p. Each element of Qyp is said to be a
partially positive definite matrix over D.

(e) Let A C S,(R). We say that a D-incomplete matrix I € 1y can be completed
in A if there exists a matrix A € A such that A;; = T';; for each (i, j) € E, i.e.,
AE =T. We refer to A as a completion of T in A.

(f) The space of incomplete precision matrices over D, denoted by Ry, is the set of
I' € Ip that can be completed in the space of precision matrices Py.

(g) The space of incomplete covariance matrices over D, denoted by Sy, is the set
of T € lp that can be completed in the space of covariance matrices PDy,.

Remark 4.1. If A is the set of positive definite matrices PD,(R), then the completion in
A reduces to the standard definition of positive definite completion [l10]. We shall con-
sider below the positive definite completion of partially positive precision/covariance
matrices that correspond to DAGs (vs. those that correspond to undirected graphs as
in [10]). Note that an incomplete matrix I € 1y has a positive definite completion only
ifI' € Qp, i.e., it is partially positive definite over D.

4.2 The space of incomplete precision matrices

We first recall the definition of Ry in Definition 4.1 and the following result from [2].
Proposition 4.1. /2] Let T be a D-partial matrix in lgp. If T # 0, then

(a) Almost everywhere (with respect to the Lebesgue measure on lyp), there exist a
unique lower triangular matrix L € Ly and a unique diagonal matrix A € RP*P
such that T = LAL" is a completion of T.

(b) The matrix T is the unique positive definite completion of I in Py, if and only if
the diagonal entries of A are all strictly positive.

Proposition {.1] is of interest to us, because it explicitly shows that without loss
of generality every precision matrix {2 € Py can be represented by a D-incomplete
matrix which only consists of the free parameters of Q, i.e., QF. The rest, entries
corresponding to the missing edges of the DAG, can be discarded, as whenever needed
they can be obtained from QF according to a constructive completion procedure given
by the proof of Proposition #.1] We re-formalize this as follows.

Corollary 1. The projection mapping (Q - QE) : Pp — Ry is a homeomorphism

with the inverse mapping (‘I’ — ‘/Y'\) :Rp — Py

11



4.3 The DAG-Wishart distribution on Ry,

In light of Corollary (1| we identify Py, with Ry through the bijection Q — QF. Note
that Ry, unlike Py, is open in its affine support I, and, as a consequence of Corollary|I]
homeomorphic to @4. Recall that we refer to Ry as the space of incomplete precision
matrices over 9. Now let JTZ% denote the image of ﬂgﬁ under the mapping

v = ((L, D) > (LD‘IL’)E) - @) — Ry (14)

Since Ry is an open subset of the Euclidean space REl, the distribution JTEZ; has a
density with respect to the Lebesgue measure on Rp. Hence, in light of the home-

omorphism Q +— QF, in both a natural and practical sense, we define nl;ffl as the

DAG-Wishart distribution on the space of incomplete precision matrices Rp. To de-
rive the density of 71'};/2 we need to compute the Jacobian of the mapping ¢ in (4.
The Jacobian of ¢ is a variant of similar transformations found in [[19, [14]]. For com-
pleteness we still compute this Jacobian in the following lemma. The proof is given in
Supplemental section B subsection 2.7.

E
Lemma 4.2. [I9 [[4] The Jacobian of the mapping ¥ : (D,L) +— (LD‘ILT) is
P D_(Paj+2)
S

We now proceed to express the density of ﬂgﬁ and some of its properties. The
proofs are immediate results of Lemma(7.8|and the iterative construction of ﬂ?jﬂ .

Theorem 4.3. Let Y be the image of (L, D) ~ ﬂgﬁ under the mapping . Then

a) The density of T ~ ﬂlf]f; with respect to the standard Lebesgue measure on Ry, is
given by

1 = L
z2p(U, a)—l exp {_Etr(TU)} 1;[ Dii2 i*+p ,+2,
where D;; = ("f_l)ii|<i> is explicitly a function of (' and zyp is defined in (11]).

z2p(2K + U, @)

b) The Laplace transform of ny2, at K¥ is given by Lz, (KF) =
’ zp(U, @)

c) B(T) = (Z§:1<a.,- - pa; =2 (VL) - £ (@ - pa; = 3) (U2}>)0)E~

12



e———0

Figure 2: A directed 4-cycle.

Ex 4.1. Let D be the DAG given by Figure @ Then the DAG-Wishart density 71'53 is
given by

1 ,~
75, (1) = 20(U, @) exp {—Etr (TU)} Dy (1) Doy (1)757243 D ()73 Dy (1)7394°2,

where, using Proposition Y and D;; () are computed as follows.

T T T3 0
Y Y
D B T ) % T4
_ 1
T= o T21 73 o v
3Ty 33 43
1
0 T4 Tiz T
1 T T
Dh=—— Dpn="""5, Dun=—""5
Tu L1l — 15 BETN EERl

(TIITZZ - T%1)T§1 - (T%ITZZ - T”T%I)T”
(T%1T33 - Tlngl)Yiz + (T%1T22 - TUT%I)TAZB + ((Tlszz - T%I)Tgl - (T%1T22 - TUT%I)T”)TM

Dy =

5 'The inverse DAG-Wishart distribution on the space
of incomplete covariance matrices

In this section, we shall define the distribution that corresponds to the hyper-inverse
Wishart or more generally the inverse Type IT Wishart IWp,. We therefore call it the
inverse D-Wishart or inverse DAG-Wishart distribution. First we introduce the space
of incomplete covariance matrices. We recall two important propositions from [2]
for completing an incomplete matrix in the space of covariance or inverse covariance
matrices. We use these theorems later for parameter estimation and model selection.

5.1 The space of incomplete covariance matrices

Recall that PDy, is the space of covariance matrices for the Gaussian DAG model

N (D), the elements of which, according to (3), can be characterized as:
TePDp = >0 & iy = X2 2.y, foreachie V. (15)

<i>
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The above characterization allows us to identify PDy, with the functionally indepen-
dent elements of . The following proposition is a key ingredient in this identification.

Proposition 5.1. [2] Let T € Qgp, then

1. There exists a completion process of polynomial complexity that can determine
whether 1" can be completed in PDy;

2. If a completion exists, this completion is unique and can be determined con-
structively using the following process:

i) SetX;j =Ty; foreach(i,j) € E and set j = p.

ity If j > 1, then set j = j — 1 and proceed to the next step, otherwise X is
successfully completed.

i) If X<j» > 0, then proceeaﬂ to the next step, otherwise the completion in
PDy does not exist.

iv) If X, is non-empty, then set X5 = X4 j>22}>2< b 2y = Z’m and return to
step (2).

Remark 5.1. Note once more that the procedure in Proposition itself determines
if I can be completed in PDy,. It is clear from Step (iii) above that the necessary and
sufficient condition for the existence of a positive definite completion is that, for each
J €V, the covariance sub-matrix X.j> > 0 and not just X_j. > 0. Furthermore, the
completion procedure in Proposition can terminate midway.

From Definition 4.1|recall that Sy denotes the set of I' € I that can be completed
in PDy. We call this set the space of incomplete covariance matrices over . The next
corollary formalizes the fact that Sy can be identified with PDy,. Its proof is immediate
from Proposition [5.1] above.

Corollary 2. The mapping (£ — YE) : PDy — S is a bijection with inverse mapping
I' = X where ¥ = T is the completion matrix constructed according to Proposition

5.1

Remark 5.2. Suppose D is perfect. Then PDy, is identical to PDgu and, therefore,
by the completion result in Grone et al. [10], every incomplete matrix in Qg can be
completed in PDg,. Hence for D perfect, Sp and Qg are identical.

“Note that for each j, the submatrix X, is fully determined by step (ii)
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5.2 The inverse DAG-Wishart distribution on S,

Let ﬂ?ffa denote the image of ”?ny under the mapping (D, L) — (L'DL")f : ®p — Sy,
where L™ = (LT)™". In parallel to our notation 7153 , we will denote the inverse DAG-

Wishart distribution on the space of incomplete covariance matrices Sy as ﬂ?ﬁl. Next
we shall derive the density of this distribution with respect to the Lebesgue measure.
First we compute the Jacobian of the mapping (£f — 7£) : Sy — Ry, where T°F =

(Z‘I)E and X is the completion of X£ in PDy.

Lemma 5.2. Let D = (V, E) be an arbitrary DAG, then the Jacobian of the mapping

i . o , det 2’;?;2
(™" > X)) : Rp — Sp is given by []1_, — il
detX’,”
Proof: First note that the mapping % +— X can be written as the composition of
the two mappings

- szl(zii|<i>,z;-l>z<i]) :Rp = Ep;

(X2, Biiwirs 22 Z<ip) P £F) 1 Ep — So.
It is easy to check that the Jacobian of the first mapping is the same as the Jacobian
of the inverse of the mapping ¢ : (L, D) = (LD™'L')* in Lemma [7.8]and is therefore
equal to []7_| Zﬁl‘:f :

We shall proceed by mathematical induction to compute the Jacobian of the second

mapping. Let us assume that the Jacobian of the mapping

(%P (Zii<isr o Z<i) > ZF) 1 Ep > Sp
is equal to ]I det(=.;.) for any DAG D with |V| < p. We will show that the result
will also hold true for |V| = p. The case p = 1 is trivial. So assume that p > 2. Let Dy,
be the induced subgraph of O with the vertex set V;; = V' \ {1} and the corresponding
edge set, denoted by Ep. Since Vjy; is an ancestral subset of V, if £ belongs to Sy,
then X1, the projection of X on I, , is an element of Sy,,,. Furthermore the positive
definite completion of in PDy,, is indeed the principal sub-matrix Xy, . The above
two observations simply follow from the recursive nature of the completion process
in Proposition [5.1] Now consider the following composition of the inverse mapping
2F s X R 25 2ap)

<i>
Sp — Ry xR xSy, - Ry xRYUxEp, =Ep
E s ks 202, 2E) - (211|<1>,22L2<1], XfZZ(zii|<i>,Z:,-l>2<i]))

By the inductive hypothesis the Jacobian of the second mapping,

Chij<iss 2215 Z<qp, ZF0) (211|<1>,2_1 g XE Ci<ins 22 2<i])),

<1> <1> <i>
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is equal to []7, det(X.;)~". Hence it suffices to prove that the Jacobian of the first
mapping, ZE = (211,2<1], ZE“]) = (211|<1>, Z;%>Z<1],2E[l]) 18 det(2<1>)_l. This follows
by noting that the Jacobian matrix of this mapping is lower triangular and is given as

follows:
I 0 O
* X 0
x« ox 1
The results now follows by induction.
We now proceed to state the functional form of the density of ﬂ?,”a with respect to

Lebesgue measure.
Corollary 3. Let X ~ 711;/%’) and letT = XE, i.e., X is the completion of T in PDy,. Then

the density of I’ ~ n?fa with respect to Lebesgue measure is given by

1
1 PeodetX ]
zo(U, @) " exp {—Etr(Z‘l U)} [[—=. (16)
i=1 detX "

N

Figure 3: DAG studied in example

;

Ex 5.1. Consider the DAG D given in Figure 3| Then the inverse DAG-Wishart on D
is given by

| e ey
72 () = zp(U, @) exp {_Etr@_lU)} D" D, D" det(T4) 7,

where X, the completion of T, is simply computed as

I'i Ty I'p
=y I, O
I35 0 I3

Remark 5.3. We remind the reader that for a decomposable graph G the inverse Type
Il Wishart in [16] is a variant of ﬂ?fa for a perfect DAG version of G. Furthermore,
in the setting of Gaussian covariance graph models, the inverse Wishart distribution
introduced by Khare and Rajaratnam [14] for a homogeneous graph G is an equivalent
form of ﬂ?ffa for a transitive and perfect DAG version D of G. The proof of this result
is rather technical and is given in Supplemental section B subsection 2.9.
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5.3 Properties of the inverse DAG-Wishart distributions

One of the main useful properties of the inverse DAG-Wishart nUD for an arbitrary
DAG is their strong hyper Markov properties. As discussed in section [3.1] this follows
directly from Theorem 4.4 in [16]] but is generalized to arbitrary DAGs. The precise
statement of the strong hyper Markov property for ﬂ?f)a is as follows.

Theorem 5.3. If £ ~ nUa, then

i) {(Zul<z>’z<1>2<z] i€ V} are mutually independent and therefore ﬂ?/ is strongly
directed Markov.
ii) The distribution of X;<;> and Z;}>Z<,~]|Zﬁ|<i> are, respectively, given by

; 1
Zira ~ 1G(5 = 5% = 1, SUip), and (17)
2<l>2<l]|2ii|<l> Npa (U<1>U<1], Z11|<1>U<1>) (18)

We can also evaluate the expected value under 7TU The process for computing
this quantity, given in the following proposition, is the exact equivalent of Theorem
3.1 in [18]] but now generalized so it is applicable to any DAGs.

Proposition 5.4. Suppose X ~ ﬂi, , with @ > pa; + 4. Then the expected value of X¥
can be recursively computed by the following steps:

U
D) E(Z,)) = T‘L

()E(Ew) =-ECw) UL Uy,
Uu <i>
() EEy) = B - +1tr (E (Z<i>) (
a; — 4

-1
Uii|<i> U<,‘>

- @; — pa;—4

i i

fori=p-1,p-2,...,1.

+U_LUU; U Z»))

6 Simulation study and Applications to real data

We will now illustrate the use of our DAG-Wishart distributions by applying them to
two problems in modern high dimensional statistical inference. These are Bayesian
model selection in the space of Gaussian DAG models with a given order of the ver-
tices, and parameter estimation using the flexible DAG-Wishart priors respectively.
Our Bayesian model selection method based on the DAG-Wishart prior admits a closed
form marginal likelihood, and to our knowledge it thus is more scalable than previous
Bayesian approaches (in our examples, we illustrate the model selection of graphs
with as high as p = 2000). The second problem is the estimation of the covariance and
precision matrices corresponding to Gaussian DAG models. We illustrate the proper-
ties of our DAG-Wishart approach, such as closed form solutions for the estimates of

17



the precision matrix, ease of implementation and scalability for model selection, us-
ing simulated data. In addition, we further illustrate its effectiveness by applying it to
molecular network data.

6.1 Bayesian model selection via DAG-Wishart prior

In many applications, the graph structure is unknown beforehand and estimating an
underlying graph is an important contemporary problem. In this section, we illustrate
how to apply the DAG-Wishart priors to model selection problems. In a Bayesian
search, to select a graph 9, we want to evaluate the posterior likelihood:

p(DIX) < pX|D)p(D).

Assuming a uniform prior on the space of all graphs on p vertices, this is equivalent to
computing the marginal likelihood

pX|D) = f FX|Z, D)n(Z|D)dE.

The marginal likelihood can be computed in closed form for our flexible DAG Wishart
priors. For a model search strategy, we propose an improved stochastic short-gun
search (SSS) of [12] coupled with the LassoDAG method in [21]. Our model selection
algorithm, DAG-W, is specified below:

Algorithm 4 (DAG-W). Assume the following are given: the standardized data matrix
X, the hyper-parameters a, U and the maximum iteration number M. Estimate N
models corresponding to different points on the LassoDAG regularization path, labeled
as DX k=1,---,N. Then for eachk = 1,2,--- ,N, do the following.

1. Let Dy = DV, Until the maximum iteration number M is achieved:

(a) Select N\ graphs that are one edge away from D,. Evaluate the log pos-

terior scores sy,--- , Sy, for each of these graphs, according to the DAG-
Wishart priorjposterior. Record all of these graphs and scores as a list
L,

(b) Sample the next graph from the current graph list with probability p;
exp (s;)", where vy is an annealing parameter. Take the sampled graph D,,,,
as D().

(c) Return to Step 1-(a).
2. Collect/Assemble all the L®,k =1,--- ,N.

3. Return the graph with the largest score as the selected model.
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As indicated in the algorithm above, we take the various models corresponding to
different penalty parameter values on the LassoDAG regularization path as our baseline
models. In [21], the penalty parameter 7; for the Lasso problem of node i is set to

YA

T =12 Ly 19

N7 (19)

where in general Z; denotes the (1 — g)th quantile of standard normal distribution and

k = 0.1 is the recommended value in [21]. Here we use the same setup as in [21] to

evaluate and compare the performance of the LassoDAG to our DAG-W algorithm.
More details are as follows.

The scale parameter U of the DAG-Wishart is taken to be the identity matrix. As
in the covariance estimation section below, we constrain the shape parameters to be
c - pa; + b such that ¢ - pa; + b > pa; + 2. In particular, we take b = 3,¢c = 1
in model selection as this seems to give reasonably good model selection results in
all of our evaluation tasks (with different p,n and sparsity). We set N = 16 in Al-
gorithm [4] for our Bayesian model selection: 15 initial states were chosen by taking
k = (k/15)*p,k = 1---15 in (T9) and the sixteenth state was selected using the Las-
soDAG recommendatiorﬂ k = 0.1. Furthermore, we take M = 100, N; = 30 and
v =0.5.

The data is generated by the random DAG generator in the R-package pcalg ([13]],
[L1]]). In our evaluation, we specify the edge proportion (sparsity) to be 0.01 in gener-
ating the DAG and the edge regression weights are uniformly sampled between 0.2 and
0.8. The reader is referred to pcalg documentation for details about the DAG model
generating procedure. Fixing n = 100, we check the model selection performance
when the edge proportion is 0.01 and p = 50, 100, 200, 500, 1000, 1500 and ZOO(ﬂ
The performance is measured by two competing measurements: sensitivity and speci-
ficity, which are frequently used in model selection tasks (see [?]). Sensitivity is used
to measure the proportion of true edges discovered while specificity is used to measure
the proportion of the null edges that are correctly excluded.

Table [I] shows the performance comparison between the Lasso-DAG and DAG-W.
Both methods are able to retain very good specificity. The DAG-W gives much better
sensitivity with only slightly lower specificity. When p is large, the improvement in

3In [21]], x can be used to measure false positive control thus it should be less or equal to 1. Here we
do not respect this constraint as our choice turns out to search the model space much better according
to our evaluation.

To make it computationally feasible for model selection in such high dimensions, we decrease N
from 16 to 9 for problems with p > 500. And for each initialization points, we only search at most 50
steps (M = 50).
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sensitivity is more stark. In the case of p = 2000, the sensitivity given by the DAG-
W is more than twice of that given by the LassoDAG. One of the main advantage
of the DAG-W is in the area of high dimensional biological applications. In such
applications gene discoveries which are reliable are important, especially since the
gain in sensitivity comes at negligible loss in specificity.

LassoDAG DAG-W
p Sensitivity  Specificity | Sensitivity Specificity
50 0.6156 1.0000 0.7828 0.9980

100 0.4826 ~1 0.7524 0.9977
200 0.3969 ~1 0.7405 0.9975
500 0.2497 ~1 0.6517 0.9982

1000 | 0.1748 0.9991 0.4248 0.9971
1500 | 0.1226 0.9981 0.2672 0.9962
2000 | 0.0989 0.9967 0.1944 0.9944

Table 1: Average performance measurements for different p, when n = 100 and edge
proportion being 0.01.

6.2 Covariance Estimation Performance

We now consider the problem of estimating covariance and precision matrices for data
generated from a Gaussian DAG model .4 (D). As in [18], we measure the accuracy
of our estimation using two losses: the modified squared error loss and Stein’s loss.
The modified squared error loss, restricted to the functionally independent elements of
covariance or precision matrix, is defined by

Ly(M, M) = Z (Mz'j - Mij)za

(i—j)eE

where M is the true covariance or inverse covariance matrix and M is its estimator.
Stein’s loss is a commonly used loss function and is given by

Li(M, M) = t(MM™") — log(det( MM ")) — p.

For both the covariance matrix X and the precision matrix 2, we evaluate four esti-
mators, three of which are Bayes estimators with the DAG-Wishart as a prior and the
fourth one is the graph-constrained MLE. The ML estimator of the covariance and pre-
cision matrices are denoted ZML and QML respectlvely For the covariance matrix, the
Bayes estimators are 1) the posterior mean X,,,, 2) the inverse of the posterior mean
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ﬁmEs of Q, and 3) the MAP (maximum a posteriori) estimate denoted EMAR Simi-
larly, for the precision matrix, the Bayes estimators are the 1) posterior mean Q,yes, 2)
the inverse of the Egsterior mean X, of X, and 3) the MAP (maximum a posteriori)
estimate, denoted Q,,,,. _

The expreggions used to calculate X,,,;s can be found in Proposition and the
algorithm for €, can be derived from Theorem with the additional completion
process described in [2]]. The specific algorithms for computing the MLE and MAP
estimators are described in Supplemental section D subsection 4.1. In addition, note
that (Quues) ™' and (Zyues)”! can be shown to be the Bayes estimates under Stein’s loss
as in [18]].

We use the same data generating procedures as in the previous section. For the
DAG-Wishart prior, we need a; > pa; + 2. Here we choose the shape parameter as
a; = ¢ - pa; + 3, where ¢ = 2.5,3,3.5. In addition, the scale parameter is chosen
as U = I(u) := u-1foru = 2.5,3,3.5. For conciseness, we only show the perfor-
mance of the estimators of the precision matrix €. The results for the estimation of
X are included in Supplemental section D subsection 4.2. Table [2| shows the estima-
tion performance as the relative improvement over the ML estimate given by the three
Bayesian estimates for p = 500 and different sample sizes. The best improvement
settings under each performance measure and sample size are shown by bold charac-
ters. As expected, the advantage of the Bayes estimators is more significant when the
sample size n is small. We see, in particular, that when n = 30, the Bayes estimator
can achieve up to more than 80% reduction for L, loss and also close to 50% reduction
for L; loss. Moreover, it can be seen that different estimators are preferable under the
two loss functions.

Using different hyperparameters can result in very different performances. The
choice of hyperparameters for the prior is context-specific. Here ¢ = 3 and u = 3
seem to be a good pair of hyperparameters for estimating both Q and X for our specific
p = 500 and edge proportion 0.01. However, this might be not a good choice for
other cases. In Supplemental section D subsection 4.3, we provide the results of our
investigation when the sparsity of the graph is changed as well as the case when outliers
are added in the data. It turns out that another advantage for our Bayes estimators is
the robustness to outliers.

6.3 Real data application: molecular network estimation

In this section, we test our model selection method on the data set of [20]] which con-
tains p = 11 proteins and phospholipids measurements on n = 7466 cells. This data
set was also used in [21]] and [7]. A DAG was established in [20] and will be assumed

to be the true graph for our purposes. Furthermore, we shall use the established parent
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n=30 n=50 n=100

(c,U) Estimator L, L, L L, L, L,
Ques | 41.8% 77.9% | 26.8% 56.5% | 142% 29.8%
(2.5,13) | Coue)™ | 45.8% 60.2% | 29.8% 30.7% | 15.9%  3.6%
Qe 38.7% 82.0% | 23.9% 63.0% | 123% 37.9%
soss | 392%  80.5% | 24.7% 60.5% | 12.9% 34.6%
(B I3) | (Cpue)™! | 47.4% 65.9% | 31.1% 39.9% | 16.7% 13.8%
Q. 344% 815% | 20.1% 623% | 97% 37.7%
Quoes | 359% 81.9% | 219% 62.8% | 11.1% 37.4%
(B35I3) | Coue)™ | 479% 70.1% | 31.6% 47.6% | 171% 22.3%
Quur 29.5% 799% | 157% 59.7% | 6.7%  35.5%
Quows | 345% 81.9% | 20.1% 63.0% | 103% 38.6%
(3, 1(2.5) | (Tpe)™' | 47.8% 724% | 313% 51.0% | 16.8% 27.1%
Qe 26.6% 112% | 13.2% 559% | 51% 32.7%
Quues | 429% 77.0% | 27.0% 542% | 14.4% 25.8%
(B, 1(3.35) | o)™ | 45.6% 59.0% | 29.6% 27.3% | 15.7% -2.6%

—

(@I 39.6% 81.9% | 24.9% 62.6% | 13.0% 36.5%

®)

®)

Table 2: The relative improvement given by Bayes estimators over the MLE when
estimating € using L; and L, losses with dimension p = 500 and sample sizes n =
30, 50, 100.
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order in the following model selection investigation.

The estimated graphs are shown in Figure @ The blue edges are the correctly
discovered ones and the red edges are false discoveries. Again, we set k = 0.1 for
the LassoDAG and b = 3,c¢ = 1 for the DAG-W. LassoDAG gives 78.95% sensi-
tivity with 52.78% specificity, while DAG-W gives 94.74% sensitivity with 47.22%
specificity. So DAG-W gains a 15% increase in sensitivity by sacrificing 5% of speci-
ficity. Both of the estimations are denser than the one reported in [20]. Comparing
the discoveries of the two models: all of the 15 true discoveries from LassoDAG are
also included in the discoveries of DAG-W. The three additional true positive edges
from DAG-W are edges PKA — MEK, PKA — P38 and PKC — MEK. So if the
goal is to discover potential associations for future laboratory research, DAG-W is a
better choice, since it includes all the discoveries of LassoDAG as a subset, and also
finds three other true edges, at the price of two more false discoveries. According
to [20], the mechanism of edge PKA — MEK is possibly due to the true molecu-
lar influence path PKA — Rafe;y — MEK. Edge PKA — P38 is possibly due
to the true molecular influence path PKA — MKKs — P38. Molecules Raf;
and MKKs however are not measured in the data. Thus the success in detecting in-
direct influences demonstrates the better sensitivity of DAG-W. On the other hand,
there are two distinct influence paths from PKC to MEK, that is, PKC — MEK and
PKC — RAF — MEK. LassoDAG only detects the latter, which is possibly because
the edge effect of PKC — RAF — MEK masked that of PKC — MEK. In DAG-W,
we are able to discover both of the edges due to better detection sensitivity.

True DAG LassoDAG Estimation DAG Wishart Estimation

Figure 4: The estimated graphs compared with the human established graph. The blue
edges are the correctly discovered ones and the red edges are false discoveries.
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We also evaluate our model selection and covariance estimation procedures on the
call center data used in [3] and [18]. The DAG Wishart model has better performance
on that task as well. More details about this example can be found in the Supplemental
section D subsection 4.4.

7 Closing Remarks

In this paper we undertake an in-depth analysis of the class of DAG-Wishart priors
for Gaussian DAG models, with a view to developing a unified framework and tools
for high dimensional Bayesian inference of these models. This work naturally extends
the methodological results of Letac and Massam in [[16] for decomposable graphs, and
others in [14] for homogeneous graphs.

DAG uG COVG
ALL| P | H/ND| D| H/ND| D| H
Conjugacy
property v (v V|V |V VI X |V YV
Normalizing constant
in closed form v (Vv V| X |V VX | XV
Posterior moments
in closed from vV |V V| X | VIV X XV
Posterior mode
in closed from vV (v vV | X | VIV X XV
Hyper Markov
properties v (Vv V| X |V VX | XV
Tractable sampling from
the distribution v (Vv V| X |V VI X|V YV

Table 3: Properties of Wishart distributions for the three classes of Gaussian graphi-
cal models. Abbreviations. ND: Non-decomposable, D/P: Decomposable/Perfect, H:
Homogeneous.

Table [3|summarizes the properties of the various multi-parameter Wishart distribu-
tions that have been recently introduced to the statistics literature for use in Gaussian
graphical models. One can see on this table that the DAG-Wishart distributions in-
troduced in this paper are applicable in all generality - and not just when the graph
is perfect, or equivalently, decomposable. The ability to specify the induced Wishart
distributions and posterior moments for arbitrary graphs is especially useful.
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Suplimental section A: Graph theory, Markov proper-
ties and Gaussian DAGs

Graph theoretic notation and terminology

A graph G is a pair of objects (V, E), where V and E are two disjoint finite sets rep-
resenting, respectively, the vertices and the edges of G. Each edge in E is either an
ordered pair (i, j) or an unordered pair {i, j}, for some i, j € V. An edge (i, j) € E is
called directed where i is said to be a parent of j, and j is said to be a child of i, when
i # j. We write this as i — j. The set of parents of i is denoted by pa(i), and the set
of children of i is denoted by ch(i). The family of i is fa(i) = pa(i) U {i}. An edge
{i, j} € E is called undirected where i is said to be a neighbor of j, or j a neighbor of i,
when i # j. We write this i ~g j. The set of all neighbors of i is denoted by ne(i). We
say i and j are adjacent if there exists either a directed or an undirected edge between
them. A loop in G is an ordered pair (i, i), or an unordered pair {i, i} in E. For ease
of notation, in this paper we always shall assume that the edge set E contains all the
loops, although we shall draw the respective graphs without the loops.

We say that the graph G" = (V’, E”) is asubgraph of G = (V, E), denoted by G’ C G,
if V¢ Vand E' C E. In addition, if ' C Gand E' = V' X V' N E, we say that G’ is
an induced subgraph of G. We shall consider only induced subgraphs in what follows.
For a subset A C V, the induced subgraph G4 = (A,A X A N E) is said to be the graph
induced by A. A graph G is called complete if every pair of vertices are adjacent. A
clique of G is an induced complete subgraph of G that is not a subset of any other
induced complete subgraphs of G. More simply, a subset A C V is called a clique if
the induced subgraph G4 is a clique of G. The set of the cliques of G is denoted by é.

A path in G of length n > 1 from a vertex i to a vertex j is a finite sequence of
distinct vertices iy = i,...,i, = jin V such that (i,_, i,) or {i,_, v;} are in E for each
v = 1,...,n. We say that the path is directed if at least one of the edges is directed.
We say i leads to j, denoted by i — j, if there is a directed path from i to j. A
graph G = (V, E) is called connected if for any pair of distinct vertices i, j € V there
exists a path between them. An n-cycle in G is a path of length n with the additional
requirement that the end points are identical. A directed n-cycle is defined accordingly.

An undirected graph, which we denote by G = (V, &), is a graph with all of its
edges undirected. The undirected graph G is said to be decomposable if it has no in-
duced cycle of length greater than or equal to four, excluding the loops. A constructive
definition in terms of the cliques and the separators of the graph G can also be speci-
fied (The reader is referred to Lauritzen [15] for details.) A directed graph, denoted by
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D = (V,E), 1s now a graph with all of its edges directed. The directed graph D is said
to be acyclic if it has no cycles, exlcuding the loops. The undirected version of a DAG
D = (V,E), denoted by D" = (V, E*), is the undirected graph obtained by replacing
all the directed edges of D by undirected ones. An immorality in a directed graph
P is an induced subgraph of the from i — k « j. Moralizing an immorality entails
adding an undirected edge between the pair of parents that have the same children.
Then the moral graph of D, denoted by D7 = (V, E?), is the undirected graph obtained
by first moralizing each immorality of 9 and then making the undirected version of
the resulting graph. A DAG D is said to be perfect if it has no immoralities; i.e., the
parents of all vertices are adjacent, or equivalently if the set of parents of each vertex
induces a complete subgraph of . Decomposable (undirected) graphs and (directed)
perfect graphs have a deep connection. In particular, it can be shown [15] that if G is
decomposable, then there exists a DAG version of G, i.e., a DAG D such that D" = G,
where D is a perfect DAG.

Given a DAG, the set of ancestors of a vertex j, denoted by an(}), is the set of those
vertices i such that i — j. Similarly, the set of descendants of a vertex i, denoted by
de(i), is the set of those vertices j such that i — j. The set of non-descendants of i is
nd(i) = V' \ (de(@) U {i}). A set A C V is called ancestral when A contains the parents
of its members. The smallest ancestral set containing the subset B of V is denoted by
An(B).

Markov properties for DAG models

Let V be a finite set of indices and (X));cy a collection of random variables, where
each X; is a random variable on the probability space X;. Let the probability space
X be defined as the product space X = X;yX;. Now let D = (V,E) be a DAG.
For simplicity, and without loss of generality, we always assume that the given DAG
P is connected and the edge set E contains all the loops (i,i),i € V. We say that
a probability distribution P on X has the recursive factorization property w.r.t. D,
denoted by DF (the directed factorization property), if there are o-finite measures y;
on X; and non-negative functions k’(x;, Xpa(i)), Teferred to as kernels, defined on Xy,
such that

fki(yi’xpa(i))dlli()’i) =1, VieV,

and P has a density p, w.r.t. the product measure u = ®;cyu;, given by

p() = | | K e, xpa0).

i€V

In this case, each kernel k'(x;, Xpaiy) 18 in fact a version of p(x;|x,q:)), the conditional
distribution of X; given X,,;. An immediate consequence of this definition is the
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following lemma.

Lemma 7.1. [l15] If P admits a recursive factorization w.r.t. the directed graph D,
then it also admits a factorization w.r.t. the undirected graph D", and, consequently,
obeys the global Markov propert)ﬂ w.rt. D",

Proof. Note that for each vertex i € V the set fa(i) is a complete subset of D™. Thus if
we define ¢ fa(i)(x fa(i)) = k'(x;, -xpa(i))a then p(x) = [y p(-xil-xpa(i)) = [Tiev k' (xi, -xpa(i)) =
[Ticv ¥ rai(Xfaiiy)- Therefore, P admits a factorization w.r.t. D™ and by proposition 3.8
in [[15] it also obeys the global Markov property w.r.t. D™. O

Another direct implication of the DF property is that if P admits a recursive fac-
torization w.r.t. 9, then, for each ancestral set A, the marginal distribution P, admits
a recursive factorization w.r.t. the induced graph 9,. Combining this result with
Lemma we obtain the following: P admits a recursive factorization w.r.t. O then
A 1L BIS [P], whenever A and B are separated by S in (Da,ausus))™. We call this prop-
erty the directed global Markov property, DG, and any distribution that satisfies this
property is said to be a directed Markov field over O. For DAGs the directed Markov
property plays the same role as the global Markov property does for undirected graphs,
in the sense that it provides an optimal rule for recovering the conditional independence
relations encoded by the directed graph.

We now introduce below another Markov property for DAGs. A distribution P on
X is said to obey the directed local Markov property (DL) w.r.t. D if for eachi € V

i 1L nd(i)|pa(i).

Now for a given DAG D consider the so-called “parent graph” defined as follows:
The parent graph D, of O is a DAG isomorphic to D and obtained by relabeling the
vertex set V as 1,2,...,|V|, in such a way that pa(i) C {i + 1,...,|V|} for each vertex
i € V. It is easily shown that for any given DAG it is possible to relabel the vertices so
that parents always have a higher numbering that their respective children though such
an ordering is not unique in general. For a given parent ordering we say that P obeys
the parent ordered Markov property (PO) w.r.t. D if for every vertex i we have

iAW {i+1,...,VI}\ pa(d)|pa(i).

It can be shown that if P has a density w.r.t. u, then P obeys one of the directed
Markov properties DF, DG, DL, PO iff it obeys all of them, i.e., the four Markov
properties for DAGs are equivalent under mild conditions [15].

7see [13] for definition.
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Linear recursive properties of Gaussian DAGs

T . . . . . . .
Let x = (xl, .. ,xp) be a random vector in R?” with the multivariate distribution
Np(0, X). Consider the system of linear recursive regression equations:

X1 +Ppx, +Bizxz + - +P1,x, = € orequivalently x; = —Bpx; —Bi3xz— - —BipX, + €
XN+Bunxst+-+PBox, = & Xy = —Puxz—-—PByx,te
X, = € X, = €,

where —p;; 1s the partial regression coefficient of x; (j > i) in the regression of x; on
its predecessors Xy, ..., Xj, ..., X,. Now S;;iszeroiff i 1L {i + 1,...,[V|}\ pa(i) | pa(i)
. Hence the partial regression coeflicient §;; is zero if there does not exist an arrow
from jto i, i.e., j ¢ pa(i), j > i. In addition, the residuals ¢; are normally distributed
and mutually independent with mean zero and variance Ufilpa(i). We can rewrite the
first system of equations in the form of a linear system Bx = €, where B is the upper
triangular matrix

1 ﬁ]g e ,8]1, X1 €

o 1 ... X €
B = 'B,ZP , X= _2 and €= ?

0 . .

0 0 1 Xp €

From this we obtain:

Var[Bx] = Var|e€]

. 2 2 2 .

=BEB" = diag(T,u1y - > T tjpap-1y» Top) =2 D

=¥ =B'D(B")!

=Y'=B"D!B. (20)

Thus, if we define L = BT, then £™! = LD'LT is the modified Cholesky decompo-
sition of 7!, in terms of the lower triangular matrix L and the diagonal matrix D',
Now consider a DAG denoted by D = (V, E). In [23] it has been shown that N, (0, X)
obeys the directed Markov property w.r.t. O iff L;; = 0 whenever there is no arrow
from i to j, i.e., i ¢ pa(j). (20) above therefore gives a very convenient description of
the Gaussian DAG model ./ (D). We explore this model in more detail below.
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Supplemental Section B: Properties of the class of DAG-
Wishart distributions

7.1 Deriving the closed form expression for the DAG-Wishart ﬂg’%

Theorem 7.2. Let dL := [] jcg >, dLij and dD := T]}_, dD;; denote, respectively, the
canonical Lebesgue measures on Ly and RY and let pa; := |pa(i)|. Then,

1 P g
f exp{—itr(LD_lLtU)}l |Dl.,.2 ‘dLdD < oo
Op i=1

if and only if
a;>pa;+2 Yi=1,...,p.

Furthermore, in this case

a;  pa;

poT(% - 2% _ 1) 27 (i det(Us ) ? =772
2 2 <>

wWU o) =] | ( ) — . 1)

det(Ugz)2 "7~

. 2 2
i=1
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Proof. Let us first simplify the expression by integrating out the terms involving D;;’s.

f exp {—%tr (Lp'L7) U)} ﬁ D,*"dLdD

i=1
P 1
f exp {—ltr (D7 @" UL))} 1_[ D,*"dLdD
i=1
)4 P |
Z D' (LT UL)ii} [ | pi"apdL
i=1 i=1
P
1_[ f exp {——D LT UL),,} "'dD,,] dL

i=

P Ir(%—1)2z-!
= f &dl‘ (iffq;, >2Vi=1,2,---,p)

[\

a
>
o
/"-/\‘\
NI*—‘

L (LTUL),) 7!
L% -1)2%!
L (L)TUL)?™!

r(%-1)2%!

dL

|~

—dL
Ui U 1\\*
T ii [i>
((1 L<l]) (U<i] U<i>) (L<i]))

)4 r @ 2&_1
1;1 Lpai (; ()le : %l._ldL<i]- eqn(A)
((1 L) (U a U iIz:) (L<i]))

We now show how in general one can evaluate an integral of the form

ST

where the block partitioned matrices, formed by a € R, b € R? and the (d — 1) x (d — 1)
matrix A, is positive definite. In order to simplify the above integral we proceed in two
steps.

1) We first note that by the formula provided on [6, page 16] that,

VAl (y-3 1
f b sl v
r (1 +x2) o0 otherwise.
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By repeated application, we can generalize the above formula to

(VO'T(y-4 d
f ;dx = () UL
re (XTX 4+ 1)Y 00 otherwise.

2) Let us now consider the general integral

SR

Making the linear transformation y = A?x + A7 it follows that for y >4,

1

f dx 1 f p
’ ((1 XT)(a bT)(l))7 det(A)z Jre (YTy +a—bTAb)” Y

(VoI (y-4)
= _. (22)
I'(y)det(A)? (a — bTA-1b)""?

Applying the result from (22)) to the desired integral in (A) we obtain

@

- r(2-1)2%
liz—ll \[Rmi . UiiU[i> | %_1 dL<i]
((1 L<i]) ( U<i] U<i>) (L<i]))

% _ P4 3

2 T(g =5 - 1238 (VA det(Un) 33
=1 det(U<») 32!

ZD(U9 a)

1

where det(U.;.) = 1 whenever pa(i) = 0. It is easily seen that z»(U, @) is finite iff
a; > pa;+?2foreachi=1,...,p. O

The Hyper Morkov properties of the DAG-Wishart
Theorem 7.3. Let D be an arbitrary DAG and (D, L) ~ n°.Then {(Dy, L) : i =

1,..., p} are mutually independent. Moreover,
; a; 1
Di ~ 1G(5 = 5L =1, SUi ), and (23)
L<i] |Dii ~ Npa,’(_U;iL U<i]9 Dii U;j1>)' (24)
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Proof. First consider the bijective mapping from the Cholesky parametrization to the
D-parametrization:

¢ = ((D, L) = Xiev(Dji, L)) : Op — Eop, (25)

with the inverse mapping (X;ey (4, 8<iy) — (D, L)) : Ep — Op, where D = diag(4, ..., 4,)
and

1 i=j
Lij=4Lijj=Bi i€ pa())
0 otherwise

Since B<j; = (Bij : i € pa())) belongs to R*/), the mapping ﬂgﬁ naturally induces a prior
on Z5 which we shall denote by "zE/i)z- Note that the D and Cholesky parametrizations
of a Gaussian DAG model .4 (D) are essentially the same, since they both encode
the partial regression coefficients and partial variances in the corresponding system
of recursive regression equations (as described in Supplemental Section A). Hence the
Jacobian of ¢ is equal to 1. To derive the density of ﬂlE]Z; it suffices to find an expression
for tr((LD™'L™)U) in terms of [,y (Dyi, L<;p). To this end, we proceed as follows.

u(LD'LTU) = (D' LYUL) = Y D' (LTUL);

eV
= Z D;l(z Li;UyLy)

iev kIeV
-3 ) (e )LL)
P <i] <1 U< J\L<j
= > Di' (Ui + LUy + Up L + Ly Ui Loy)
iev
= Z (D,;l (Lay + UL U) " Ui (L + UZL Uy + D! Uii\<i>) :
iev

Therefore, the density of ﬂiﬂ’l w.r.t. the Lebesgue measure [[;cy dA;dB<iy on Xy (R, R=1)
is given by

1
zp(a, U) ' exp - Z (/l,-_l(ﬁ<i] + UL U ) Ui (Bayy + UL Uy) + A7 Uii|<i>) n /Ljai.
2 P i€V
(26)
The above clearly shows that {(4;,8<;) : i = 1,..., p} are mutually independent. To
complete the proof we first integrate out S-; to obtain the marginal density of 4;. Notice

that the expression involving SB-; in is an unrealized multivariate normal integral
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and thus (26]) can be expressed as follows:

Ly,
f ]eXP -= Z /l (,B<z] + U<,>U<z]) U<z>(ﬁ<l] <,> <z]) + A Uu|<z> l_[ /l[ : d(ﬂ«'])
R< o ieV
27
1 —Lai+ipa;
o eXp {_5/11 U”|<i>} r[ /ll 3®it5 P
i€V

The above shows that A ~ IG(a /2 = pa;/2 — 1, Uiy« /2). Tt is evident from (27) that
B<itldi ~ Npa, (= -u-! UL, A UZ!). Itis also immediately clear that the same result holds

<i> <i>
for elements of the Cholesky-parametrization (D;;, L.;y), i = 1,2,..., p as specified in
the statement of the theorem. |

The converse part of Theorem is obvious and left to the reader.

Corollary 5. Let D be an arbitrary DAG and suppose (L, D) ~ 7r ~. Then the density
of Lw.rt. dL =[]}, dL.; is given by

)4
(Zl'/2+1
l_[ Ci 1/2Uu|<z> + (L<z] + U<l> U<,]) U<z>(L<z] + U<,> U<z])] 5
i=1

where each c; is given by

det(Ui)"*(Ujji ) /> P42 (/2 = 1)

28
2027 gpail 2T (/2 — pa;i/2 — 1) (28)

Proof. Using Theorem [7.3] we compute:

1
(2mypail? det(D; UZ! )/
(12U ) 2P a2
Iai/2 - pa;/2-1) "
de'[(U<i>)]/2(Uii|<i>)ai/z_pai/z_1
202 a2 ()2 — paif2 — 1)
_ det(U)" 2 (Ui )21 y I'(a;/2-1)
22 gpail2T (/2 — pai/2 — 1) Wit

exp {(Lay + UZL U)) (D' Ui Ly + UL Uy}

exp {—1/2Uii|<i>D5l } dD;;

D @2 exp{ uiDgl}dD,-,-

where u; = 1/2Uj<i> + (Ley + U2} U) " Ui (L + U2 Uy)). Therefore the density
of L.; is given by

) a/,-/2+1

¢i(1/2Ui<i» + (Laiy + UZL U)TU e (L + UL Uy) (29)

<i> <i>
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By Theorem L_; are mutually independent, hence the form of the density in
the statement of the corollary is immediate from the above calculations. The parame-
ters corresponding to the t-distribution follow by comparing the density in (29) to the
functional form of the density of the multivariate t-distribution. O

The Posterior distribution of the DAG-Wishart

Proposition 7.4. Let D be an arbitrary DAG and let Y, Y, -+ ,Y, be ani.i.d. sample
from N,(0, (L™")"DL™), where (D, L) € Op. Let S = 1 3 Y,Y[ denote the empirical
covariance matrix. If the prior distribution on (D, L) is ﬂg , then the posterior distri-

bution of (D, L) is given by 7r~ where U = nS +U and @ = (n+ai,n+ay, - ,n+a,).

_J

Proof. The likelihood of the data is given as follows:

1 |
f(y1,¥2,- -+ ,¥u | L,D) = exp {——tr (LD L™ (nS ))} det(D)™2".

1
(V2ry

When using ﬂgz as the prior for (D, L), the posterior distribution of (D, L) given the
data (Y, Y2,- -, Y,) 1s given by

1 1+¢r,
ﬂgfl(L,D |Y1,Y2, -+ ,Y,) ccexp {—Etr (LD 'LTmS + U) } l_l D.?>, (D,L) € Oyp.
(30)
Hence the functional form of the posterior density is the same as that of the prior
density, i.e.,

ﬂUa,( | YI’YZ’ n) = ﬂ'f]’a('),
whereﬁan+Uanda/:(a/1+n,...,a/p+n). O

Remark 7.1. The case when the observations do not have mean zero (i.e., when
Y,Yo, .-, Y, areiid Ny(u,X), withu € RP, ¥ € PDyp) can be handled in a similar
manner by noting that the sample covariance matrix S is a sufficient statistic for X and
the fact that nS ~ Wy(n — 1,%).

The Laplace transform of the DAG-Wishart

We start with computing the Laplace transform of 7r » by exploiting the results es-
tablished in Theorem [7.3] First a preliminary result on the Laplace transform of a
Gaussian inverse Gamma distribution is required.
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Lemma 7.5. Suppose (A,X) is a random variable with Gaussian-inverse gamma dis-
tribution:

XA ~N,(u,A¥), peR’,¥YePD,R);
A ~1G(v, n).

Then the Laplace transform of (1,Xx) at (¢,u) € R, X RY is

% explu” }(n(f - %u%))z K, [2 - %u%)],

where K, (-) is the modified Bessel function of the second type and & — %uT‘Pu is assumed
to be positive.

Proof. By definition, the Laplace transform of (4, x) at (£,u) € R X R” is
f exp{—(A¢ + u" x)}dN (1, A¥)(x)dIG(v, n)()

f exp{— ( f exp{—u"x)}dN (L, /I‘P)(x)) dIG(v,n)(1)

1
f A8} expl—uTpu + 2 T PuldIG(r. ()
f A&} expf uT,u+l/luT‘I’u} s exp{-npA~ "} A da
2 ()

1
r( ) (-u'p) f exp{—(¢ - EuT‘Pu)ﬂ—nA‘l}ﬁ—lda
2y - (& %MT‘PIA 2 \/1—T
T t-u “}(T) K, (2 n¢ - U Yu)
_2 Ly %VK , \/1—T\P
_mexp{ M} ﬂ(f—iu w| K, U(s‘—iu 0.

Note that in computing the integral above we have used the fact that the Laplace trans-
form of N,(u, A'¥) at u is equal to exp{—u'u + %/luT‘Pu}. For computing the integral
w.r.t. d4 we use the Equation (9.42) in [22, page 235].

O

Proposition 7.6. The Laplace transform of JTEUZ()Z at a typical point X!_ (&;,z<)) € Ep is
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given by

p 1.
1 2
LE@(szl(‘fia Z<i])) = l_[ Z<l],u<z]} (U;(& - Z<l]\P<z>Z<z])) (31)
=1
XKV: ( \/771(51 <l] <z>Z<i])} , (32)
where rp = % - % - L n= lUn|<z>, M) = U_i]>U<i]’ Y. = U;:), and

& — 2Z <z]‘P<1>Z<z] are assumed to be positive for each i.

Proof. Let x!_ (4, B<iy) ~ ﬂi% . Theoremimplies that the finite sequence of random
variables (4;, B<;)) are independent and each has a Gaussian-inverse gamma distribution
as given by Equation (23) and Equation (24). It therefore suffices to compute the
Laplace transform of each random vector (4;, B;;) individually. The Laplace transform
of JTIEJ% now follows immediately from Lemma O

. )
We now proceed to give the Laplace transform of 7 .

Corollary 6. The Laplace transform of ng’a at (N, Z) € Oy is given by

2 p P 1 %Vi
(z) H(l"( 1) exp{z<l]ﬂ<l]}(nl(§l Z<l] <1>Z<l])) K”,[ \/nt(fl <1] <l>Z<i])J]

Proof. By definition, the Laplace transform of 71 © at (A,Z) € Op is given by

Lo, (A, Z) = f exp{—tr(AD") — tI‘(ZLT)}JT °(D, L)ydDdL.
Now under the change of variable ¢ : @p :— =y, defined in Equation (23)) and the fact
that
Za)

<i]

p p
tr(ADT) +tr(ZLT) = > Dyl + »_ (1 + LT

we have

p
Lo,(0.2) = [ expi- ZD,ZA”— (1+ LT Za 2, (<L, (D L) | | dDid Ly

i=1 i=1
=e P Lz, (XL, (Niis Zap)).
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7.2 TThe expected value of the DAG-Wishart

We now proceed to compute the expected values of our priors. First some necessary
notation is introduced: Suppose a,b C V and A € R a matrix of size |a| x |b|. Then

define (A)° € R by
A;; i€a,jeb
AN =" ’
(A {0 otherwise.

Furthermore, if L.; 1s a vector in R~ then we consider

)

Now recall from E] that L_;; has a multivariate t-distribution. This result readily
allows us to compute the mean and covariance of the random elements of L. They are
given as follows:

as a vector in R*! with 1 in ii position.

2

V.

E (L<,']) = —U;L U<l’] and VCH"(L<,']) = 21/—1_4 Uii|<i> U;L
Consequently, if A = {1,1,,...,i,} C V is the set of vertices i such that pa(i) # 0, then
E (XieaL<) = = Xiea UZ. U<;. This can be expressed in matrix form as follows:

p 0 p 1 0 p 1 0
E(L)=E JZ::‘ (L'f) - JZ::A (E (L<i])) - JZ::‘ (_U;‘LU«]) .
The expression for Var(X,e4L<;) 1s given by the block diagonal matrix
V2 —
2V1—1_4Un|<1>U<11> i 0 0
0 21,';_2_4 Ui2i2|<i2> U:l']2>
: . .
0 wrma Vini<in- U

The expected value of D can also be easily computed using the result in (23]). Under the
1ieVy|.

Uii|<i>

Cholesky decomposition parametrization we have E (D) = Diag ( )
@; — pa; -
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7.3 The posterior mode of the DAG-Wishart

We now proceed to compute the posterior mode of 7r » as this is often a useful quantity
in Bayesian inference. The computation of the postenor modes under other pararneter—
izations follow from similar calculatlons First let us compute the mode of 7,2 . Recall

that from (26)) the density of 7r > is proportional to

1 _ _ 1 g
eXp {_5 Z /1[ 1(ﬂ<l] + U<i1>U<i])TU<i>(ﬁ<l] + U<l> U<l])} eXp {—5/1[ IU”|<1>} n Al 2 .

i€V 1%

It is clear that for each A; the factor exp {—— B+ UL U) " Usie(B<yy + U2 U<i])}

_lg.
is maximized at B.;; = —UZ! U.;. Note also that exp {—E/li‘lUii|<,~>} [Ticv A, corre-
sponds to the distribution /G(«;/2 — 1, Ujj<i»/2) and thus its mode is equal to lniay

a;

Combining the above two results the mode of n{]% is given by

a;

U
p ii|<i>
Xi:l ( —U<1>U<l]) .

The following result on the posterior mode of 7'(%/% now follows immediately from
the above calculations.

Proposition 7.7. Let Y,,Y,,---,Y, be i.i.d. observations from a centered normal
distribution parameterized by Ep with prior ny>, and let S = Ly, Y. Y] be the

n
empirical covariance matrix. From Lemma the posterior distribution is equal to

Ep . . . X
s+ Uasn With posterior mode given as follows:

((”S + Uiij<is
2o A B —

- (l’lS <i> T U<i>)_1 (I’lS <l T U<i])) :
a;+n

E
The Jacobian of the mapping (L, D) (LD‘IU)
To derive the density of ”5?1 we need to compute the Jacobian of the mapping
Y= ((L D)~ (LD'L) ) @, — Ry,

The Jacobian of ¢ is a variant of similar transformations found in [19, [14)]. For com-
pleteness we still compute this Jacobian in the following lemma.
Lemma 7.8. The Jacobian of the mapping ¥ : (D, L) — (LD‘IL’) is HF D, ~(per2)
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Proof. Let T € Rg, and (D, L) € ®g such that Y = LD'L". Note that for each
(i, j) € E,

Yy = (LD'LT); = ZL,kL,kD,;k = ZLZkLJkak, (33)
k=1 k=1

since L is lower triangular. Now from (33) it follows by noting that L;; = 1,V j,

0 1 T D2
EZ%LD L") =Dj;, (i,))€E, 55l:(LD 'LT)i=-D7, i=12,--,p.
Arrange the entries of (D,L) € Op as Dy, {Ly : (2,k) € E,1 < k <2}, Dy, {Ly :
Gk € E, 1<k <3),...Dpypr {Lp: (p.k) € E,1 <k < p},D,,, and the entries
of T € Ry as NETR {TZk : (2,]() eE, 1<k< 2}, Tso, {T3k : (3,k) €eE,1<k< 3}, ceey
Yyt p-1s {Tpk (p,k)eE, 1 <k< p}, T ,,. From (33) it is easily seen that Y';; depends
on

{Li: G e E1<k<j}, (Lu: (k)€ E,1<k<j) and {Dy, 1 <k < j}.

Hence it is clear that (;; is functionally independent of elements of ®y, that follow it in
the arrangement described above. Hence the gradient matrix of  (with this arrange-
ment) is a lower triangular matrix, and the Jacobian of  is therefore given as

(1125

i=1 \jech(i)

p

Jlita

i=1

It follows from the expression above that the Jacobian of ¢ is

p
n D—(paj+2)

The DAG-Wishart distributions as a curve exponential family

We now proceed to analyze the DAG Wishart distribution nU as a class of distributions
in their own right. Once more let D be an arbitrary DAG and « a given vector in R?
such that a; > pa; + 2, Vi. Now consider the family of DAG Wishart distributions
{ﬂléf’; U e PD@}. Recall that Sy is the image of PDy, under the projection U +—
UE. Since Sy is isomorphic to PDy, it is more natural to parameterize this family
of distributions as { Ro . UE € SD} It is easy to check that this is an identifiable

UE
parametrization, i.e., if ﬂUf,a is a.s. equal to 72 , then UE = U%. The following

UE ’
lemma formalizes these points.
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Lemma 7.9. Let D be DAG and let a be given. If D is perfect, then the Wishart family

{ﬂRD = SD}, or equivalently {JTPD :UF e S@}

UE o UE o

is a general exponential family. If D is not perfect, then {ﬂi@ N

:UE € Sz)} is no longer
a general exponential family but a curved exponential family.

Proof. Lett : Ry — Zgy be the embedding T +— (7)° and let n:Sp — Zp be the
embedding U — (U E)O. Then tr(YU) is equal to the inner product of ()" and (U E)O
in Euclidean space Zy. Note also that under these natural embedding mappings both
Ry and Sy are open subsets of Zy. The result that {ﬂffg’a :UF € S@} , 1s a general
exponential family follows immediately from these observations.

Now if D is not perfect, the expression tr ("fU ) not only depends on the entries in
position ij where i, j are adjacent in D, but also on a position ij where there exists an

— 0
immorality i — k « j. Therefore, tr((U) is not equal to tr ((T)O (UE) ), the inner

0 —
product of (1)° and (U E) in Zp. However, clearly, tr(TU) is the inner product of the

projection of Y and U in Euclidean space Zgpm, which has higher dimension than |E]|.
Hence when D is not perfect {ﬂi@ﬂ :UEeS @} is no longer an exponential family, but
only a curved exponential family.

O

Note that the proof of Lemma[7.9]shows that for an arbitrary non-perfect DAG D,
the family of DAG Wishart distributions {2 : UZ € Sp} ¢ {r;2 : U € PD,(R)}. On

UE o

the other hand, if D is perfect, then {ﬂ];i)l :U e PDP(R)} is identical to {HRD :UF € SD}.

UE .«

The inverse DAG-Wishart for homogeneous DAGs

We now proceed to formally demonstrate that the class of inverse DAG Wisharts ﬂ?fa
naturally contains an important sub-class of inverse Wishart distributions for that was
introduced by Khare and Rajaratnam [14] in the context of Gaussian covariance graph
models. In the process we also demonstrate that for a special class of DAGs, the func-
tional form of the density of the DAG Wisharts Jrff’a can be considerably simplified.
Recall that a Gaussian covariance graph model over an undirected graph G = (V, &),
denoted by 4 (G.ov), is defined as follows.

Definition 7.1. Let PDg_ denote the set of positive definite matrices X € PD,(R) such
that X;; = 0 whenever i +¢ J, i.e., when i and j are not neighbors. Then the Gaussian

covariance graph model over G is defined by N (Geov) = {N,,(O, 2):X€ PDQCOV}.

A formal comparison between the DAG Wishart priors introduced in this paper and
the covariance Wishart priors introduced in [14] requires a few technical definitions.
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Definition 7.2. a) A DAG D is called a homogeneous DAG of type I if it is tran-
sitive (i.e., i — j — k implies that i — k), and perfect. A DAG D is called a
homogeneous DAG of type Il if it is transitive and does not contain any induced
subgraph of the form j «— i — k.

b) Anundirected graph G = (V, &) is called homogeneous if i ~g j = ne(i)U{i} C
ne(j) U {j} or ne(j) U {j} C ne(i) U {i}, foreveryi,jeV.
Equivalently, a graph G is said to be homogeneous if it is decomposable and does not
contain the A, path as an induced subgraph. The reader is referred to [16] for further
details on homogeneous graphs.

Note that if D is a homogeneous DAG of either types, then " is homogeneous. On
the other hand, if G = (V, &) is homogeneous, then one can construct a homogeneous
DAG of type I or II that is a DAG version of G. This can be achieved by using the
Hasse tree associated with the homogeneous (undirected) graph and using the given
orientation to obtain a DAG of type 1. Reversing the orientation (i.e., redirecting all
the arrows to the root of the tree) will yield a DAG of type II. More precisely we shall
now show an example that constructs a DAG version that is homogeneous of type II.
Let D be a directed version of G obtained by directing each edge i ~¢ j to a directed
edge i — jif ne(i) U {i} € ne(j) U {j}, or j — iif ne(j) U {j} € ne(i) U {i}. If
ne(i) U {i} = ne(j) U {;}, an arbitrary direction is chosen. From Definition [7.2] one can
check that D is a transitive DAG and it does not contain any induced subgraph of the
form j « i — k. In general, it can be shown that if D is a homogeneous DAG of type
IT and a DAG version of G, then 4" (D) is identical to the Gaussian covariance model
N (Geov) in the sense that PDg . = PDy (see [17] for instance for more details.)
It is also evident, from the Markov equivalence of perfect DAGs and decomposable
graphs, that for a homogeneous DAG D of type I which is a DAG version of G, we
have PDQ = PDD

Proposition 7.10. Let D = (V, E) be a homogeneous DAG of either type I or Il and let
G = (V,&) be a homogeneous graph.
a) The density of n?fa is given by
1 1 1 p w3 (@it2chi(D)) .
2p(U, @) exp {-3e(=(D) ' O)| 12, 2, . where ch(D) = |chp(i).

i=1 “ii|<i>

b) If O is of type Il and a DAG version of G, then the open cone PDg,_ can be
identified with Sy, via the bijective mapping

(T @°=2@):Sp - PDg,. (34)

Let nging denote the probability image of the inverse DAG Wishart ﬂ?fa under

the mapping in (34). Then the density of ﬂlz,l?f“‘“ w.r.t. Lebesgue measure is given
by the expression in part(a) above.

43



Proof. a) It suffices to prove that for every X € PDy,

1)

2)

Case 1)

Case 2)

| [detzany = | [Z52. (35)
i€V i€V
Suppose that D is homogeneous of type I. We shall first show that for every
ieV
det(Z<) = | | Zeoeo (36)
tepali)

If pa(i) = 0 for some i, then by our convention det(X.;.) = 1 and Zyy< = 1
for any ¢ € pa(i) and therefore holds. Now let £, be the smallest integer in
pa(i). One then can easily check that since D is both transitive and perfect we
have pa(i) = {{o} U pa({y). From this we write det(Z.;.) = Z¢ ¢ <6,> det(Z<g,>)-
Now by repeating this procedure we obtain the result in (36). Finally we write

l_[ det(X.;) = 1—[ l_[ o< = l_[ Z;}Ii(f)'

i€V i€V tepa(i) i€V

Suppose D is homogeneous of type II. We shall proceed by induction. It is clear
that holds when p = |V| = 1. Now by the inductive hypothesis assume that
holds for every homogeneous DAG of type II, connected or disconnected,
with fewer vertices than p = |V|. Using the inductive hypothesis we shall show
that (35) will also hold for D with p vertices. Now let £ € PDy, be given.

Suppose that D is connected. Let Dy;; be the induced DAG on V' \ {1}. Itis
clear that Dy is a homogeneous DAG of type II and therefore by the induction

hypothesis []7_, det(¥<;) = T1., ‘P;T;(f“]) , where ¥ = Xy\(). Note that Dy is
an ancestral subgraph of O and hence fap (i) = fap(i) foreachi = 2,...,p
and consequently W, = X_;. and W<, = Zj<i-. All together these imply that
[17, det(E.) = [17, 2;."1(1.23[”). Now we claim that fay(1) = V. Assume to the
contrary that V \ fap(1) # 0. Since D is connected, this implies that there exist
vertices i € fap(l) and j € V \ fap(1) such that i, j are adjacent in P. But this
implies j — i — 1 or j <~ i — 1. By definition these induced subgraphs cannot
occur in 9. Thus < 1 >= V and therefore we have det(Z.;.) = 21‘1‘|<1> det(X) =

Hfzz Yjj<i-- Also the fact that fap(1) = V implies that for each i € V' \ {1} we
have ch;(Dyy)) = ch;(D) — 1. Therefore

p p p
l—[ det(2<i>) = det(2<l>) 1—[ det(2<i>) = l_[ z:ii|<i> n Z;Ti(li)m) = l_[ 2;?;(113)
2 i=2 i=2

i€V i= i€V

Suppose D is disconnected. Let D; and D, denote respectively the induced
subgraphs of D on fap(1) and V \ fap(1). It is clear that O, and D, are both
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homogeneous of type II. In addition it is also easily verified that they are ances-
tral. Now let¥ = X.;, € PDyp, and ¥’ = Zy\,,1) € PDp,. Now applying the
induction hypothesis and the fact that 9; and O, are disjoint we have:

[[detar= [] dewze) || derze)
i€V iefap(l) ieV\fap(l)
= det(P) || detcl,
iefap(1) ieV\fap(l)
= ] det®i)™® [ ] det(®) )"
iefap(1) ieV\fap(l)
= ] det@ia)™® || det )™
icfap(1) ieV\fap(1)
= l_[ det(zii|<i>)Chi(D)-
i€V

b) Tt is clear that the mapping in (34)) is a diffeomorphism and the Jacobian of this
mapping is 1. Thus the functional form of the density n};lig“”v w.r.t. Lebesgue measure

1s same as n?f”d given by Proposition m O

Iy PD .
Remark 7.2. We note that for a homogeneous graph G the distribution 7t *" with
the associated density derived in Proposition (7.10) coincides with the inverse Wishart
distribution (or covariance Wishart priors) introduced by Khare and Rajaratnam [14].

Supplemental Section C: The DAG-Wishart on Py and
its density w.r.t. Hausdorff measure

Introduction

In this section we consider a general approach for defining the DAG-Wishart distri-
bution directly on the space of precision matrices Py, for an arbitrary DAG 9. Note
that at the level of cumulative distribution function we can simply consider ﬂPUf)a, the
image of the DAG Wishart ngi under the mapping ((D, L)y LD‘ILT) 1 0p > Pp
as the DAG-Wishart distribution on Py,. Note that when D is a perfect DAG the space
of precision matrices Py can be naturally identified with Ry, and therefore JTIZ?Q can

be identified with 777,

is due to the fact that in this case the space Py is an open subset of Z, = RIFl. How-
ever,when D is not a perfect DAG several complications arise, mainly because the
space Py, is a curved manifold that has Lebesgue measure zero in any Euclidean vec-
tor space containing it. This implies that ﬂlz,?a does not have a density w.r.t. Lebesgue

and hence has a density w.r.t. Lebesgue measure on R, This
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mathrmPgq)

measure. In theory a solution to this problem requires deriving the density of 7, ,

w.r.t. Hausdorff measure. This section elaborates on this topic in much detail.

Lebesgue measure of Py

In this section we undertake a measure theoretic analysis of the space Py, when D is
not a perfect DAG. First note that Lemma//.1|implies the following: Py C Ppm C Zpm.
Now let © = (V, E) be a non-perfect DAG, then Py, has Lebesgue measure zero in any
Euclidean vector space containing it. The next lemma gives a formal proof of this
assertion.

Lemma 7.11. Suppose D = (V,E) is a non-perfect DAG and E a Euclidean space
containing Pyp. Then E contains Zypm. Moreover, Py has Lebesgue measure zero in E.

Proof. For each (i, j) € E™ with j < i let us define the elementary symmetric matrix
E') € S,(R) as follows:
‘E"(ij) _ I if {u, v} = {i, ]},
w 0 otherwise.
Note that the set of E@ forms a basis of Zgn. It is clear that E contains Zg D (EGWD)
(i, j) € E}. Hence it suffices to prove that E contains the rest of E/. Now let (i, j) be

in E™ \ E with i > j. This implies that there exists k < j < i such thati — k « j. We
define the lower triangular matrix L € £y, as follows:

L if (u,v) = (i, k),
1) = 1 if(u,v) = (s k),
" 1 ifu=v,
0 otherwise.

Then one can easily check that Py 3 L)LY = T + 2EW, for some T € Zg. This
shows that E@ € E. Hence Pp C V = Zgpm C E, thus Pp C Zpm C E.

Now note that Py, is a manifold of dimension |E| diffeomorphic to ®y, which in
turn is an open subset of Euclidean space of dimension |E|. Furthermore, recall that the
dimension of Zpm = |E™| and is therefore strictly larger than the |E|. So any Euclidean
space that contains Py has dimension strictly larger than |E|. Hence Py has Lebesgue
measure zero in any Euclidean vector space containing it. O

Consequently, Lemma implies that if O 1s non-perfect then n];f’a has no density
w.r.t. Lebesgue measure.
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The density of ﬂffa w.r.t. Hausdorff measure

We now proceed to derive the density of ﬂif)a w.r.t. Hausdorff measur Let Ay denote
the set of (D, L) such that D € RP*? is a diagonal matrix and L € Lyp. It is immediate
that Ay is a real linear space of dimension |E| with the following scalar product and
sum operation, respectively.

1. AD,L) := (AD, AL), VA€ R;

2. (D, L)+ D", L") = (D,L), where D = (D’ + D”), and L is a lower triangular
matrix with L;; = L;j + L;; ifi # jand L; = 1.

One can easily check that ®y is an open subset of Ap. Now since Py is a subset of
Euclidian space ZyHm we have i : O :— Zgpn satisfies the conditions of Theorem 19.3
in [4]. Hence we can proceed to obtain the density of ﬂ];ﬁl w.r.t. the |E|-dimensional

Hausdorff measure on Zyn. To obtain an explicit expression for J(W(D, L)) we first
0 0
need to compute the matrix of partial derivatives % and % We order the coor-
ii ij
dinates of Ag as follows: Dy, Ly if (2,1) € E, Dy, L3 if (3,1) € E, L3, if (3,2) €
E,....,Du-vyp-1, Lpiy L = 1,...(p — 1) if (p,l) € E,D,,. Likewise, we order the
coordinates of Zgpm = R x Rl where .# := E™ \ E, by ordering first the posi-
tions (k, ) € E as above, in their entirety, and then we order the positions (k,[) € .
according to their lexicographical order. Note that the latter positions correspond to

immoralities. These partial derivatives can be computed as follows:
0(LD_1Lt)kl 5

———— = -D;"L,L; 37
oy Ll (37)

8(LD_1Lt)kl

where §,, is the Kronecker delta function. Using (37) and (38)) we partition the Jaco-
bian matrix Dy(D, L), considered as a mapping from R¥! to R/ x R“I, into two blocks
of matrices Ay := DyY(L, D)gg of size |E|X|E| and C,, := DY(D, L) s of size || X|E],
respectively. The matrix Ay is the same as the Jacobian matrix from Lemma and

C, is the last |.#|-th rows of the Jacobian matrix Dy(D, L), with each row of C,, being
the partial derivatives obtained by (37) and (38) for (k,]) € .# and (i, j) € E. Finally,

= 6uD;} Lij + 6;D7} Ly, (38)

8The reader is referred to [4, Section 19] for more details on this topic.
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N

Figure 5: Wishart density w.r.t. a Hausdorff measure

we can calculate the Jacobian of ¢ as follows:

Ay
sz(D,L):det[(A;/ : C;){]]

Cy
= Jdet(A}A, +C,C,)

= | det(A,)| \/det(l +A7CLCyA7)

)4
—(pa+2 _ _
= [ o \/det(l +AFICICAT).
j=1

Therefore we have proved the following.

Theorem 7.12. Let A,,C, be defined as the block matrices in partitioning of the
(Hausdorff) Jacobian matrix of  above. Then the density of ﬂl;fa w.rt. Hausdorff
measure H'E' on Zpn is given by

1 P Lo vpa 1
2p(U, )" exp{—5r(QU)) [ [0 dett + A ClCuAN 2 (39)

i=1

Ex 7.1. Consider DAG D given in Figure |5 The Jacobian matrix corresponding to
and (38) are given as follows:

—Dl‘f 0 0 0 0
—L1yD?, Dy} 0 0 0
2 -2 - -2
M, = _L21D11 2L21D111 _Dzz 0 0
v —L31D1_12 0 0 Dl_ll 0
2 -2 -1
—-L3,D7; ) 0 1 0 2L31D111 0 )
=L L3 Dy Ly Dy 0 L, D}y =Dy

By computing det(Mf/,Mw) we obtain
A2 =2 (14 2 172
Ju(D,L) = Di{D;; D3} (LY, +4L3, +1) .
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Thus the density of n};i w.r.t. H> on R® is given by

1 o 2 2
20(Us ) expl=5(@U)ID; Dy, D] S vard 1)

where D;; and L;; are considered as functions of .

Supplemental Section D: Computational algorithms and
more related results

Completion algorithms for computing the DAG-constrained MLE
and MAP of DAG-Wishart

Algorithm 7 (Maximum Likelihood). Let S denote the sample covariance matrix for
n i.i.d. observations and assume the sample size n > max{pa; +1 : i € V}. For

each i set
A = Sii|<i> eR, and ﬁ S S<l] e R4,

Note that A; = S ;; whenever pa(i) = 0. Fori=p,p—1,---1:

<i>

1. Initialize E,-,- = A; for each i such that pa(i) = 0 (in particular for i = p);
2. set T = T B, if pa(i) # 0;

3. set Ty = A + Bl T if pati) # 0

4. set /i,gi] = i«»Z Z<l] if pa(i) # 0, otherwise set Z,ﬁl] 0.

<i>

For the precision matrix Q, the MLE € is just the inverse of 3.

Now we evaluate the performance of the posterior mode of the the DAG-Wishart
prior, i.e., the maximum a posteriori (MAP). Since the DAG-Wishart prior is a conju-
gate prior for Gaussian DAG model, by slightly modifying Algorithm [/| we can com-
pute the MAP for X, denoted by X, as follows:

Algorithm 8 (Posterior Mode). Let S denote the sample covariance matrix obtained

fromn i.1i.d. observations and assume the sample size n > max{pa; +1: i € V}.

Initialization: Fori=1,---,p, set A; = B+ D> ,Bi = —((nS +U)) ' (nS +U)<-

a;j+n

_ S+U)ii _
By default, A; = o Bi=0 whenever pa(i) =

Compute: Fori=p,p—1,---,1, do step 1-4 in Algorithm[7]
Note that €,,,,, the MAP for Q, is easily computed as the inverse of X,,;.
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Covariation Estimation using DAG-Wishart Estimators

The performance of the estimators of X is shown in Table ] A before, p = 500 and the
random graph edge proportion is 0.01. The hyperparameter setting (3.5, 1(3)) gives the
best among esitmatos among the hyperparameter choices. The differences however
are not very large. Using the Bayes estimator X, is preferable under L, loss and
(Quas) ! s the best under L; loss. As expected when the sample size is small, the
risk reductions given by the Bayes estimators is more significant than in larger sample
sizes.

n=30 n=50 n=100
(c,U) Estimator L L, L, L, L, L,
2 paves -9.8% 4.6% -8.0% 1.4% S5.1%  02%

(25.13) | Q)™ | 27.9% -113.2% | 17.4% -100.2% | 8.8% -68.7%
hIN 274%  -32.0% | 17.4% -27.0% | 9.1% -16.4%

T paves 1.0% 10.5% | -12% 54% | -14% 2.6%
(B 13) | Quues)™! | 30.1%  -130.6% | 192% -115.6% | 10.0% -79.4%
Tiar 27.1% -452% | 17.0% -382% | 88% -23.6%
T ves 76% 123% | 40%  6.8% 1.6%  3.4%

(3.5.13) | Q)™ | 31.0% -148.1% | 19.9% -131.7% | 10.5% -90.8%
Ziap 260% -58.8% | 15.9% -50.1% | 8.0% -31.7%

2 avEs 7.9% 11.8% | 4.5% 6.2% 20%  2.9%
(B.1(2.5)) | (Quas)™" | 30.8% -141.6% | 19.7% -1243% | 10.4% -84.7%
Ziar 24.6% -492% | 148% -42.1% | 73%  -26.6
2 paves -9.8% 8.2% -8.7% 4.0% 5.9%  1.8%

(3,1(3.5)) (ﬁBAYES)‘l 274% -1203% | 16.9% -107.6% | 8.4% -74.5%
Ziap 274% -41.6% | 17.4% -34.6% | 9.1% -21.0%

Table 4: The relative improvements over MLE on L, and L, losses brought by Bayes
estimators when estimating . Here we fix p = 500.

Role of sparsity and robustness to outliers

The previous results correspond to an underlying true graph with degree of sparsity
(or edge proportion) equal to 0.01. We also investigate if the same hyperparameters
work similarly well for graphs with different sparsity levels. Table [5] shows the rela-
tive improvement under different loss functions on graphs with edge proportion 0.005,
0.01, 0.015 and 0.02. All of the results use the configuration ¢ = 3,u = 3. It can be
seen that the sparsity of the graph is related to the performance of the estimators. In
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particular, even though ¢ = 3,u = 3 constitute a good hyperparameters in the case of
edge proportion 0.01, the same configuration does not work as well when the graph
generating sparsity is increased to 0.015 or 0.02. In such denser situations, the Bayes
estimators give better estimation only when the sample size is small (say, n = 30).
To achieve better performance, one has to use other hyperparameter configurations.
One pattern that is seemingly odd is that as the sample size increases, the difference
between the performance of the Bayes estimator and that of the MLE increases. This
is unexpected, as when 7 is larger enough, the performance of the MLE and the Bayes
estimator should be essentially the same. The reason could be size that size n = 100
is far from being “large enough”. All estimators have better estimation as we increase
n but in this small range n, the performance of MLE improves more quickly with the
increasing sample size. Figure [6] shows the L, loss of estimators for Q for various
values of n and when the edge proportion is 0.015.

60000 =

40000 -
Model

MAP
MLE

log(L2)

—— Wishart.Cov.inverse

WishartExpect

20000 -

’ log(n)

Figure 6: The L, loss for the estimators when n increases. Here the sample proportion
15 0.015.

We now proceed to test the robustness of the estimators to outliers. Instead of using
purely Gaussian N(0, 1) in the simulation, we add outliers of N(0, 100) with probability
0.01 in the simulation. For the sake of comparison, we still use the same hyperparam-
eter configurations as in the previous section, but focus on the improvements under
such contaminated data.

The following Table [6] includes the relative improvement of the Bayes estimators

over the MLE when outliers are included. Comparing with the previous pure Gaussian
cases, it is clear that the improvements brought by the Bayes estimators become even
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n=30 n=50 n=100
Edge proportion | Estimator L, L, L, L, L, L,
ﬁsms 337% 72.7% | 21.4%  53.7% 11.3%  32.5%
0.005 Coes) 1 389% 683% | 25.6%  51.0% 13.9%  31.8%
Quar 220% 622% | 11.8% 41.5% 5.1% 22.3%
ﬁsms 39.2% 80.5% | 24.7%  60.5% 12.9%  34.6%
0.01 Cones) ! | 474% 659% | 31.1%  39.9% 16.7% 13.8%
Quar 344% 81.5% | 20.1%  62.3% 9.7% 37.7%
ﬁmgs 451% 579% | 23.2% -34.5% 8.6% -244.4%
0.015 (’Z\B,WES)‘1 491% 45.8% | 284%  -67.0% 8.3% -307.8%
Quiar 48.6% 64.3% | 269% -143% | 124% -198.2%
ﬁmgs 38.1% 60.0% | -7.0% -118.1% | -59.1% -812.6%
0.02 Cones) ! 1 36.3% 58.7% | -13.3% -124.7% | -68.4% -834.4%
Quar 479% 608% | 6.4% -113.4% | -44.7% -795.0%

Table 5: The relative improvement over MLE on L; and L, losses brought by Bayes
estimators when estimating €2 in cases of different edge proportions. In small sample
problems, the Bayes estimators is still preferable. But the performance of the MLE
improves more quickly when the sample size increases. This indicates that the good
hyperparameters for one particular sparsity might not be good if the sparsity changes.

52




more significant except on the L, loss on X, in which case the difference is very small.
For instance, when n = 30, p = 500, the improvement on L, loss for the precision ma-
trix is about 95% when outliers are included, compared with the improvement around
80% in the pure Gaussian case. This shows that the Bayes estimators are more robust
to outliers (or in some sense, misspecification of distributions).

n=30 n=50 n=100
Target | Estimator L, L, L, L, L, L,

—

Qpves 65.1% 95.0% | 509% 87.3% | 322% 69.7%
Q Cones) ™ | 72.1%  95.2% | 58.0% 89.7% | 37.8% 75.0%

—

(@I 59.7% 93.3% | 44.9% 83.3% | 27.0% 63.4%

—

2 aves 266% 92% | 23.1% 4.6% | 159% 1.6%
)2 (Qoaes) ™" | 45.1% -67.5% | 343% -40.2% | 21.5% -16.4%
DI 17.7% -13.8% | 28.6% -54% | 17.7% -1.0%

Table 6: The relative improvement over MLE on L; and L, losses brought by Bayes
estimators under N(0, 100) outlier with probability 0.01. Here p = 500 and (¢, U) =

(3,1(3)).

Call Center Data

The call center data comes from a major financial institute in 2002. It contains all
the calls to the center in that year. The center was staffed from 7 a.m. each day un-
til midnight. The weekends, holidays and misfunctioning days are excluded, so we
have 239 days in total. In each day from 7 a.m. to midnight, we divided the time
into 10-min intervals, and the number of calls are denoted by N;; where i = 1,---239
and j = 1,---,102. A transformation x;; = /N;; + 1/4 was applied to make the data
closer to normal. Taking the 102 counts of time intervals as a vector, the data naturally
contains a valid parent ordering, which is the time order. This is because it is not likely
future counts could influence past.

The evaluation task here is the same as in [3] and [18] and so we follow their

description of the problem for this example. The goal is to predict the call counts
in the intervals of the second half of the day conditional on the first half day call
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counts. We used the conditional distribution as the predictor. Let x; = (xgl),xgz))

be the ith observation, where D= (xi1,+ -+ ,X;51) be the first half covariates and

i
xl(.z) = (X;s2,° " , X;102) be the second half. Then we partition the mean and covariance

matrix in this way and obtain

u X Zp
o= [/1(2)] 2= [221 222]‘

The conditional expectation predictor is £ = u® + 2, Z71(xM — uV). We use the first
10 months as the training data (205 observations in total )and the last 2 months (34
observations in total) as the test data. Then we estimate the mean and covariance from
the training data. One baseline method is to use the naive MLE (denoted Naive-MLE),
that is, the sample covariance matrix ignoring the potential underlying graphical struc-
ture. We can also use the constrained MLE after having estimated the graph structure
using either the LassoDAG or the DAG-W method: these estimates are denoted by
LassoDAG-MLE and DAG-W-MLE respectively. In addition, we include the Bayes
estimator Q) given the model selection results from the DAG-W: we denote it
as the DAG-W-Precision. [

The prediction goal is a supervised task and one way to choose the hyperparameters
can be cross-validation. However, to emphasize the effectiveness of our recommended
hyper-parameter settings, here we use the recommended configurations x = 0.1 in
LassoDAG and ¢ = 1,b = 3 in DAG-W. In Figure [/, the average absolute errors for
the 51 time intervals are shown, where we define the average absolute error as

34
1 s i
E;= 3_4;|xij_xij|’] =1,2,---51

It can be seen (see Fig|[/) that the DAG-W-MLE is nearly uniformly better than the
LassoDAG-MLE and Naive-MLE, while the DAG-W-Precision is even better than the
other three. Since the covariance estimation method is the same for LassoDAG-MLE
and DAG-W-MLE, the difference indicates the advantage of model selection by DAG-
W. DAG-W-Precision also involves Bayes shrinkage in addition to the model selection,
resulting in additional benefits. LassoDAG is also better than MLE in most of the time
intervals, thus we see that any model selection is better than no model selection at all.

Another way to measure performance is to treat each sample x; € R3! as one indi-
vidual and take the L, errors for each day in test set

SSE; =|lx; - JACi||2-

9Here we mainly want to compare the the various model selection procedures in the context of sparse
covariance estimation. We acknowledge that better prediction can be achieved by other methods.
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The MSE for each method is then estimated by the average of S S E; over all i in test
set. Table[7]shows the MSE from the three different methods of covariance estimation.
It can be seen that DAG-W is much better than LLassoDAG and naive MLE.

Average Absolute Estimation Error

- = LassoDAG-MLE

b —— DAG-W-MLE

- =+ DAG-W-Precision
Naive-MLE

25

2.0

Error
15

0.5

50 60 70 80 90 100

Time point

Figure 7: The average absolute errors for all 51 time intervals of second half of the
day, from different predictions.

Naive-MLE | LassoDAG-MLE | DAG-W-MLE | DAG-W-Precision
MSE 172.976 166.138 142.730 123.438

Table 7: Mean squared errors of predictions for the call center data given by different
methods.
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