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Abstract

Brain connectivity analysis is now at the foreground of neuroscience research.
A connectivity network is characterized by a graph, where nodes represent neural
elements such as neurons and brain regions, and links represent statistical depen-
dences that are often encoded in terms of partial correlations. Such a graph is in-
ferred from matrix-valued neuroimaging data such as electroencephalography and
functional magnetic resonance imaging. There have been a good number of success-
ful proposals for sparse precision matrix estimation under normal or matrix normal

distribution; however, this family of solutions do not offer a statistical significance



quantification for the estimated links. In this article, we adopt a matrix normal dis-
tribution framework and formulate the brain connectivity analysis as a precision ma-
trix hypothesis testing problem. Based on the separable spatial-temporal dependence
structure, we develop oracle and data-driven procedures to test the global hypothesis
that all spatial locations are conditionally independent, which are shown to be par-
ticularly powerful against the sparse alternatives. In addition, simultaneous tests for
identifying conditional dependent spatial locations with false discovery rate control
are proposed in both oracle and data-driven settings. Theoretical results show that
the data-driven procedures perform asymptotically as well as the oracle procedures
and enjoy certain optimality properties. The empirical finite-sample performance of
the proposed tests is studied via simulations, and the new tests are applied on a real

electroencephalography data analysis.
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1 Introduction

In recent years, matrix-valued data are becoming ubiquitous in a wide range of scientific
and business applications, including bioinformatics (Yin and Li, [2012), brain imaging
analysis (Reiss and Ogden, 2010; Aston and Kirch, 2012; [Zhou and Li, 2014), finance
(Leng and Tang, 2012), among many others. Accordingly, the matrix normal distribu-
tion is becoming increasingly popular in modeling the matrix-variate observations (Zhou,
2014). Our motivating example is an electroencephalography (EEG) data, which mea-
sures voltage value from electrodes placed at various brain locations over a period of
time for a group of alcoholic subjects and normal controls. One scientific goal is to
infer the connectivity patterns among those spatial locations. More generally, accurate
and informative mapping of the human connectivity network is now at the center stage
of neuroscience research. The objective is to infer brain connectivity network, which is

commonly characterized as a graph consisting of nodes and links. Here nodes represent
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neural elements, from micriscopic neurons to macroscopic brain regions, and links repre-
sent statistical dependencies between neural components (Johansen-Berg, [2013). Partial
correlations, reported by a precision matrix, are frequently employed to describe such
statistical dependencies (Fornito et al., [2013). This precision matrix, in turn, is to be de-
rived from imaging modalities, such as EEG, magnetoencephalography, and functional
magnetic resonance imaging. The data of those imaging modalities are in the common
form of a two-dimensional matrix, with one spatial dimension and the other temporal
dimension.

Adopting a matrix normal distribution framework, we formulate the brain connectivity
network analysis as a precision matrix inference problem. Specifically, let X € IRP*4
denote the spatial-temporal matrix data from an image modality, e.g., EEG. It is assumed

to follow a matrix normal distribution with the Kronecker product covariance structure,
cov{vec(X)} =¥, ® X,

where the operator vec(X) stacks the columns of the matrix X to a vector, ® is the
Kronecker product, >;, € IRP*P denotes the covariance matrix of p spatial locations,

Y € IR?*? denotes the covariance matrix for ¢ time points. Correspondingly,
cov H{vec(X)} =S @ 3 = Qp @ Qr,

where 2, € IRP*? is the spatial precision matrix, {2 € IR?*? is the temporal precision
matrix. In brain connectivity analysis, our primary interest is to infer the the connectiv-
ity network characterized by the spatial precision matrix ¢2;. By contrast, the temporal
precision matrix ) is of little interest here and is to be treated as a nuisance parameter
in our analysis. We also make some remarks regarding the assumptions of our adopted
framework. First, the matrix normal assumption has been frequently adopted in various
applications (Yin and Li, 2012; Leng and Tang, [2012), and is scientifically plausible in
neuroimaging analysis. For instance, the majority standard neuroimaging processing soft-
ware, such as SPM (Friston et al., 2007) and FSL (Smith et al., 2004), adopt a framework
that assumes the data are normally distributed per voxel (location) with a noise factor
and an autoregressive structure, which shares a similar spirit as the matrix normal for-

mulation. Second, it is commonly assumed that the precision matrix is sparse, which



we adopt for our inferential procedure as well. Again, this sparsity assumption is sci-
entifically justifiable, as it is known that brain region connections are energy consuming
(Olshausen and Field, 2004), and biological units tend to minimize energy-consuming
activities (Bullmore and Sporns, [2009).

In this article, we aim to address the following two hypothesis testing questions. The
first is to test if all spatial locations are conditionally independent, namely, we test the

null hypothesis
Hy: Qp is diagonal versus H; : {2 is not diagonal. (D)

The second is to identify those conditionally dependent pairs of locations with false dis-

covery rate and false discovery proportion control; i.e., we simultaneously test
HO,'L',j WL = 0 versus Hl,i,j P WL,5 7£ O, for 1 < 7 < j < P, (2)

where wy, ; ; is the (4, j)th element of (2.

In the literature, there have been a good number of methods proposed to estimate
a sparse precision matrix under normal distribution (Meinshausen and Biihlmann, 2006;
Yuan and Lin, [2007; |[Friedman et al., [2008; |Yuan, 2010; Ravikumar et al.,[2011;|Cai et al.|
2011). There are extensions of this line of work from a single precision matrix to multiple
precision matrices (Danaher et al., 2014;|[Zhu et al., 2014)), and from a Gaussian distribu-
tion to a more flexible class of nonparanormal distribution (Liu et al., [2012). Extension
of sparse precision matrix estimation has also emerged for matrix-valued data under ma-
trix normal distribution (Y1in and Li,|[2012; Leng and Tang, 2012} |Zhou, 2014). However,
all those methods tackle the estimation aspect of the problem and induce a connectivity
network from an estimated precision matrix. Only recently, hypothesis testing procedures
have been developed under Gaussian graphical model. In particular, |Liu (2013) proposed
a testing procedure to recover a network in the one-sample case, whereas Xia et al.| (2015))
proposed a method to test the equality of two precision matrices, so to infer the differen-
tial network structures in genomics. Both papers, however, worked with vector normal
data instead of matrix normal data.

We aim at hypothesis testing for the spatial precision matrix, under the matrix normal

framework, to induce the connectivity network of brain regions. We separate the spatial
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and temporal dependence structures, then infer the precision matrix €2; through inverse
regression models by relating its elements to the regression coefficients. Two procedures
are considered. One is to assume the temporal covariance matrix is known, and we term
the resulting method as an oracle procedure. The other is to use a data-driven approach
to estimate and plug in the temporal covariance matrix, and accordingly we term it a
data-driven procedure. We construct test statistics based on the covariances between the
residuals from the inverse regression models. We first develop a global test for (I]), and
show it is particularly powerful against a sparse alternative, then develop a multiple testing
procedure for simultaneously testing the hypotheses (2)) with false discovery rate and
false discovery proportion control. We study the theoretical properties of the two testing
procedures, in both the oracle and data-driven scenarios. We show that the data-driven
procedure performs asymptotically as well as the oracle procedure, and enjoys certain
optimality under the regularity conditions. Our numerical analysis also supports such
findings.

Our contributions are multi-fold. First, brain connectivity analysis is now becoming
a central goal of neuroscience research (Fornito et al., 2013)), and it constantly calls for
statistical significance quantification of the inferred connection between neural elements.
However, there is a paucity of systematic hypothesis testing solutions developed for this
type of problems in the literature, and our proposal offers a timely response. Second,
although various network sparse estimation methods have been successfully applied in
neural connectivity analyses, network hypothesis testing is an utterly different problem
than estimation. The key of estimation is to seek a bias-variance tradeoff, and many
common sparse estimation solutions such as graphical lasso (Friedman et al., 2008) and
constrained /;-minimization for inverse matrix estimation (Cai et al., 2011} clime) are
biased estimators. Such estimation methods do not produce a direct quantification of
statistical significance for the network edges. By contrast, hypothesis testing starts with
an nearly unbiased estimator, and produces an explicit significance quantification. Third,
among the few network hypothesis testing solutions, |Liu| (2013)) and Xia et al.| (2015

focused on a vector-valued X following a normal distribution rather than a matrix-valued



data. Directly applying their methods to test the spatial conditional dependence, with no
regard for the separable structure of (2, and )7, is equivalent to assuming the columns
of the matrix X are independent. This is clearly not true as the measurements at different
time points can be highly correlated. Thus it is important to separate the spatial-temporal
dependence structure before testing.

The following notations are used throughout this article. For any matrix normal
data {X;}}_,, with X}, € IRP*?, X, ,, denotes the i-th spatial location at the [-th time
point for the k-th sample, and Xi,l = %2221 Xpiis Xg—i; denotes the column spa-
tial vector with the i-th entry removed, and X. ;; = =37 X, € RI*(P=1),

For a p x 1 vector a, a_; denotes the (p — 1) x 1 vector by removing the ith en-

try a; from a. For an ng x p data matrix A = (A;,...,A,,)" , A _; denotes an
ng x (p — 1) matrix (A7 _,,..., A%, )", A, = n—lq S Api € R, Ap =

(Al,i7 . ,An%i)T € IR,anI, A(z) = (Aza . ,Ai)T - IanXI, where Al = niq ZZil Akﬂ',
and A, = (AT_,,...,A"_)" € R"*(@=1)_ Furthermore, for any A € R4, A; _;

denotes the ith row of A with its jth entry removed, and A_; ; denotes the jth column of

vy
A with its ith entry removed. A_; _; denotes the submatrix of A with its ith row and jth
column removed. If A is symmetric, then A< (A) and A\pin(A) denote the largest and
smallest eigenvalues of A. We also use the following norms. For a vector a € IRP*,
define its £, norm as |a|, = (D7, |ai\s)l/s for 1 < s < oo. For a matrix A € IRP*?, the
matrix 1-norm is the maximum absolute column sum, ||A|;, = maxj<j<, Y+, |ai; |-
The matrix element-wise infinity norm is || A||« = maxi<; j<p |a; ;| and the element-wise
6y norm s [[Ally = 377, D77, |a; 4| Finally, for two sequences of real numbers {a,, }
and {b,}, a, = O(b,) if there exists a constant ¢ such that |a,| < ¢|b,| holds for all n,
a, = o(b,) if lim,, . a, /b, = 0, and a,, < b, if there are positive constants ¢y and ¢;

such that ¢y < a,, /b, < ¢; for all n.



2 Methodology

In this section, we derive test statistics and testing procedures for the global hypothesis

(T), and the entry-wise hypothesis (2)) with false discovery rate control.

2.1 Separation of spatial-temporal dependency

Let { X1, ..., X, }, each with dimension p x ¢, denote n i.i.d. random samples from a ma-
trix normal distribution. The mean, without loss of generality, is assumed to be zero, and
the covariance is of the form ¥ = ¥; ® Y,. Our interest is to infer about 2, = 71,
while treating Q0 = E;l as a nuisance. To separate the spatial and temporal depen-
dence structures, we build hypothesis testing procedures for and (2) based upon the
linear transformation of the original samples {X kZ;l/ 2, k =1,...,n}. Specifically, we
consider two scenarios. We first treat > as known, and term the resulting testing proce-
dure an oracle procedure. In practice, however, > is rarely known, and as such we plug
in an estimator of ;. When trace(X;) = p holds true, the sample covariance matrix
S o= an > o, X Xy is an unbiased estimator of Y. However, when trace(X,) # p,
7 is biased and we have E(37) = {trace(X.)/p}Sr. As we will show in Remark
in the next section, trace(X;) does not affect our proposed test statistics, and thus we
can assume without loss of generality that trace(>;) = p to simplify the notations. Sub-
sequently, we plug in the sample covariance matrix S, develop the hypothesis testing
based on the transformed samples, {in];l/ 2, k =1,...,n}, and term it a data-driven

procedure. One may also use other estimators of 1 or {27, and we will briefly discuss

those alternatives in Section [6l

2.2 Test statistics

We first develop test statistics for the two hypotheses in the oracle case. The development
of the data-driven statistics is very similar, so we omit the details and will remark clearly
the difference between the oracle and data-driven cases. For simplicity, we also use the

same set of notations for the two scenarios, and will only differentiate them when we



study their respective asymptotic properties in Section
It is well established that, under the normal distribution, the precision matrix can be
described in terms of regression models (Anderson, 2003, Sec 2.5). Specifically, letting

Y. = XkZ;l/Q, k =1,...,n,denote the transformed samples, we have,

Yk,i,l - qu:—@lﬁi + €kl 1 S ) S D, 1 S l S q, (3)

1

where €, ;; ~ N(0,0p;;,—Xr; X, , ;21 —i;)isindependent of Y, _;;. The regression

coefficient vector 3; and the error term ¢y, ; satisfy that

_ —1 _ _ 50,]
Bi=—wp,; Qi and 1; = cov(epi, ryi) = ———.
WL,iiWL,j,j

As such, the elements wy, ; ; of €7, can be represented in terms of ; ;. Next, we construct
an estimator of r; ; and its bias-corrected version. We then build on this estimator to
obtain an estimator of wy, ; ;, upon which we further develop our test statistics.
A natural estimator of 7; ; is the sample covariance between the residuals €;,; =
Yeir = Yis — (Y iy — Y,—i,l)TBi»
1 n q
Tij = e SO eniiérji
k=1 1=1
where Bi, 1 =1,...,p, are estimators of 3; that satisfy Condition (C1) in the oracle case
and satisfies Condition (C1’) in the data-driven case, and these estimators can be obtained
via standard estimation methods such as the Lasso and Dantzig selector, as will be dis-
cussed in Section When i # j, however, 7; ; tends to be biased due to the correlation
induced by the estimated parameters. We thus consider a bias-corrected estimator of 7; ;,

Fij = —(Fij + Tiibij +7558-14), for 1 <i < j <p.

Fori = j, we let 7; ; = 7;;, which is a nearly unbiased estimator of ; ;. An estimator of

the entry wy, ; ; of the spatial precision matrix {2, can then be constructed as,

To further estimate the variance of 7; ;, note that

0;; = var{epen;/(riirj )}/ (ng) = (L + p7,)/ (nqriir;;), “4)
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where p7; = (7;7,/7;;. Then 6; ; can be estimated by
. 9 a1 o
Oi; = (1+ B 70/ F5)/ (nafiify ;).
Given {7;;,1 <i < j < p} are heteroscedastic and can possibly have a wide variability,
we standardize 7; ; by its standard error, which leads to the standardized statistics,
Ti;

Wij; = , 1<i<g<p.
917]

In the next section, we test hypotheses (1) and (2)) based on {W; ;}*

=1

Remark 1 Construction of the test statistics for the data-driven procedure is almost
the same as that for the oracle procedure, except that the oracle procedure starts with
transformed sample Y, = X kZ;l/ % in (@), whereas the data-driven one replaces it with
Yi = Xkﬁ;l/ ®. Furthermore, the regression coefficients slightly vary at different time
points in the data-driven scenario, and we shall replace (3) by Yy.;1 = Y,'_; ,Bii + €xit,
for1<i<pl1<i<gq.

Remark 2 When Y1 is unknown, E(3r) = {trace(S1)/p}Sr. If trace(S1) = cp, with

¢ # 1, an unbiased estimator of Xr becomes S /c. Accordingly, we shall define the

~

transformed data Y}, = \/cX kZ;l/ 2 for k = 1,... n. Then we have the bias-corrected
estimator 1; ; = cr; ;, which in turn leads to T, ; = T; ;/c, and QA” = éivj/CQ. Thus, the
standardized statistic W, ; remains the same, as the constant c is cancelled. Therefore,
c does not affect our final test statistics, and thus for notational simplicity, we set ¢ = 1

from the beginning, without loss of any generality.

2.3 Global testing procedure

We propose the following test statistic for testing the global null hypothesis Hy : €2, is

diagonal,

Furthermore, we define the global test ¥, by
\I]a = I(an Z Ga + 410gp - loglogp)
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where ¢, 1s the 1 — « quantile of the type I extreme value distribution with the cumulative

distribution function exp{(87)~1/2¢7*/2}, i.e.,

Go = —log(87) — 2loglog(1 — ).

The hypothesis H is rejected whenever ¥, = 1.

The above test is developed based on the asymptotic properties of M,,,, which will
be studied in detail in Section Intuitively, {le}f j—1 are approximately standard
normal variables under the null distribution, and are only weakly dependent under suitable
conditions. Thus M, is the maximum of the squares of p(p—1)/2 such random variables,
and its value should be close to 2log{p(p—1)/2} ~ 4 log p under H,. We will later show
that, under certain regularity conditions, M,, — 4logp — loglog p converges to a type I

extreme value distribution under H,.

2.4 Multiple testing procedure

Next we develop a multiple testing procedure for Hy; ; : wr;; = 0, so to identify spatial
locations that are conditionally dependent. The test statistic IV; ; defined in Section
is employed. Since there are (p*> — p)/2 simultaneous hypotheses to test, it is important
to control the false discovery rate. Let ¢ be the threshold level such that Hy ; ; is rejected
if |Wi;| > t. Let Hy = {(i,7) : Qr;; = 0,1 < i < 5 < p} be the set of true
nulls. Denote by Ro(t) = >_; jyen, L (IWi ;| = t) the total number of false positives, and
by R(t) = > 1cicj<p [(IWijl > 1) the total number of rejections. The false discovery
proportion and false discovery rate are then defined as

Ro(t)

FDP(t) = ROVT

FDR(t) = E{FDP(t)}.

An ideal choice of ¢ would reject as many true positives as possible while controlling the
false discovery rate and false discovery proportion at the pre-specified level a.. That is,
we select

to =inf {0 <t < 2(logp)"/?: FDP(t) < a}.
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We shall estimate }_; ;ycq I{|Wi;| = ¢} by 2{1—®(¢) }[Ho|, where ®(¢) is the standard
normal cumulative distribution function. Note that |H,| can be estimated by (p* — p)/2

due to the sparsity of (2. This leads to the following multiple testing procedure.
Step 1. Calculate the test statistics W; ;.

Step 2. For given 0 < o < 1, calculate

t = inf {O <t < 2(logp)"/?: at —(122)}5?21_}))/2 < a}.

If ¢ does not exist, set £ = 2(log p)*/2.

Step 3. For 1 < i < j < p, reject Hy,; if and only if [W; ;| > £.

3 Theory

In this section, we analyze the theoretical properties of the global and multiple testing
procedures for both the oracle and data-driven scenarios. We show that the data-driven
procedures perform asymptotically as well as the oracle procedures and enjoy certain
optimality under the regularity conditions. For separate treatment of the oracle and data-
driven procedures, we now distinguish the notations of the two, and add the superscript

“0” to denote the statistics and tests of the oracle procedures, e.g., Bf M2 e 0, and

q’

the superscript “d” to denote those of the data-driven procedures, e.g., Bf, Mffq, U, and

~

te,

3.1 Regularity conditions
For the oracle procedure, we require the following set of regularity conditions.

(C1) Assume that max; <<, |32 — f:|1 = op[{log max(p, ¢,n)}~'}], and max; <;<, |3 —

Bila = 0y { (nglogp)~1/*}.

(C2) Assume that logp = o{(ng)"/®}, and there are constants cg,c; > 0 such that,
Cal S Amin(QL) S AmaX(QL) S Co, and C1_1 S )\min(QT) S Amax(QT) S C1.
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(C3) Let Dy, be the diagonal of €2, and let R}, = D;1/2QLDZI/2 with elements 7y, ; ;, 1 <

i,j < p. Assume that maxi<;<j<p |7r:;| < 7 < 1, for some constant 0 < 7, < 1.

For the data-driven procedure, we replace the above condition (C1) with a slightly

different one (C1’), then introduce a new condition (C4).

1= Op[{log max(p, q, n)}_l}]’

and maxi <j<p1<i<e |57 — Buils = 0p { (nglogp) =/}

(Cll) Assume that maxi<i<p,1<i<gq |ﬂld — ﬁi,l

(C4) Define Sp = MaXj<i<qg MaXi<i<p Z?zl max{[(wL,i,j 7& 0), I(wlc{i’j 7é 0)}, where
(@i )pxp = O = cov {(Xi3717%) 1} Assume that | Q|13 1223, =
1/2

o{min(ry ,pq; Tompq) }> Where ry g = [np/{siq?’ log q 10g3 max(p, ¢,n)}]'/*, and

Tompq = (np?/[s2q4"{log qlog max(p, ¢,n)}? log p])'/*.

A few remarks are in order. The estimator Bf satisfying (C1) can be easily obtained
via standard estimation methods such as Lasso and Dantzig selector. For instance, if
one uses the Lasso estimator, then (C1) is satisfied under (C2) and the sparsity condition
maxi<i<p |Bilo = o[(ng)"/?/{log max(p, ¢,n)}*?]. Similarly, 57 satisfying (C1’) can be
obtained by Lasso if (C4) holds and the data-driven regression coefficients 3;; satisfy the
similar sparsity condition. Conditions (C2) and (C3) are regularity conditions that are
commonly used in the high-dimensional hypothesis testing setting (Cai et al., 2013} Liu,
2013; Xia et al., [2015). (C4) is a mild technical condition. If Qp, €); and Qfl satisfy
Max<i<q Z?Zl I(wr;; #0) < sand s, < s, for some constant s > 0, then the condi-

tions on matrix 1-norms can be relaxed to the conditions only related to n, p and ¢, namely,

¢*log qlog® max(p, ¢, n) = o(np) and ¢"{log qlog max(p, ¢, n)}*>log p = o(np?).

3.2 Oracle global testing procedure

We next analyze the limiting null distribution of the oracle global test statistic My, and
the power of the corresponding test 9. We are particularly interested in the power of
the test under the alternative when €2, is sparse, and show that the power is minimax rate

optimal.
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The following theorem states the asymptotic null distribution for M7 , and indicates

that, under Hy, My, — 4logp + log log p converges weakly to a Gumbel random variable

with distribution function exp{—(87)~1/2e7%/2},

Theorem 1 Assume (Cl1), (C2) and (C3). Then under Hy, for any t € IR,

pr(M,, — 4logp +loglogp < t) — exp{—(87) "2 exp(—t/2)}, asng,p — co.
Under Hy, the above convergence is uniform for all { Xy }}_, satisfying (C1)-(C3).

We next study the power of the corresponding test 9. We define the following class

of precision matrices for spatial locations:

U(c) = {QL : max |lez/]2| > c(logp)m}. &)

1<i<i<p 6,

This class of matrices include all precision matrices such that there exists one standard-
ized off-diagonal entry having the magnitude exceeding c(log p)'/2. By the definition in
@), 0, is of the order 1/(ng), and thus we only require one of the off-diagonal entries to
have size larger than C{log p/(ngq)}'/? for some constant C' > 0, where C'is fully deter-
mined by ¢y and ¢; in Condition (C2). Then if we choose the constant ¢ = 4, that is, if
there exists one standardized off-diagonal entry having the magnitude larger or equal than
4(log p)*/2, the next theorem shows that the null parameter set in which €2, is diagonal is
asymptotically distinguishable from /(4) by the test W. That is, H, is rejected by the
test W2 with overwhelming probability if 2, € U(4).

Theorem 2 Assume (C1) and (C2). Then,

inf pr(P? =1)—=1, asn — 0.
QLeu(4)p( a=1)—1, q,p

1/2

The next theorem further shows that this lower bound 4(log p)'/* is rate-optimal. Let 7,

be the set of all a-level tests, i.e., pr(T,, = 1) < « under H, for all T, € 7.

Theorem 3 Suppose that log p = o(nq). Let o, f > 0 and a + 3 < 1. Then there exists

a constant co > 0 such that for all sufficiently large nq and p,

inf  sup pr(7,=1)<1-5.
o, ol Sup p ( )<1-p

13



As Theorem [3]indicates, if ¢ is sufficiently small, then any « level test is unable to reject
the null hypothesis correctly uniformly over Q;, € U(c2) with probability tending to one.

1/2

So the order (log p)'/* in the lower bound of rnaxngjgp{\wL,id\6;;/2} in (5) cannot be

further improved.

3.3 Oracle multiple testing procedure

We next investigate the properties of the oracle multiple testing procedure. The following
theorem shows that the oracle procedure controls the false discovery proportion and false

discovery rate at the pre-specified level o asymptotically.

Theorem 4 Assume (C1) and (C2), and let

. e
5 = {(”) A<i<j<p 91/5’ > (logp)l/””}.

1]

8,1 = [1/{(87)"/2a} + ] (log log p)!/2. Suppose lo = [Ho| >

Suppose for some p, o > 0,

cop? for some ¢y > 0, and p < c(nq)” for some c,r > 0. Letting | = (p* — p)/2, then,

(ngp)—oc  aldy/l aly/l

in probability, as (nq,p) — oc.

We comment that the condition |S,| > [1/{(87)"/2a} + d](loglog p)"/? in Theorem [4]is
mild, because we have (p® — p)/2 hypotheses in total and this condition only requires a
few entries of Q; having standardized magnitude exceeding {(log p)'/?**/(ngq)}'/? for

some constant p > (.

3.4 Data-driven procedures

We next turn to data-driven procedures for both the global testing and the multiple testing.

We show that they perform as well as the oracle testing procedures asymptotically.

Theorem 5 Assume (C1’), (C2)-(C4).

14



(i) Under Hy, foranyt € IR,

—-1/2

pr(M;fq — 4logp + loglogp < t) — exp{—(8n) exp(—t/2)}, asng,p — .

Under H,, the above convergence is uniform for all { X}, }7_, satisfying (CI’), (C2)-
(C4).

(ii) Furthermore, infq, cy(s) pr(¥% =1) — 1, asng,p — .

This theorem shows that M has the same limiting null distribution as the oracle test

statistics M?°

1e» and the power of the corresponding test W performs as well as the ora-

cle test and is thus minimax rate optimal. The same observation applies to Theorem [6]
below, which shows that the data-driven multiple procedure also performs as well as the
oracle case, and controls the false discovery proportion and false discovery rate at the

pre-specified level o asymptotically.

Theorem 6 Assume (C1’) and (C4). Then under the same conditions as in Theorem

FDR (¢ fd
- G . FDP(i")
(ng.p)—oo o/l aly/l

in probability, as (nq,p) — oc.

4 Simulations

We study in this section the finite-sample performance of the proposed testing procedures.
For the global testing of (1), we measure the size and power of the oracle test U, and the

data-driven version ¥¢, and for the multiple testing of , we measure the empirical

s
FDR and power. We compare the oracle and data-driven testing procedures, as well as a
simple alternative that was developed by Xia et al.| (2015]) under normal instead of matrix
normal distribution, which ignores the separable spatial-temporal structure. The temporal
covariance matrix X is constructed with elements o7; ; = 0.41-31 1 < 1,7 < p. The

sample size and the number of time points is set at n = 20, ¢ = 20 and n = 50, ¢ = 30,

respectively, whereas the spatial dimension p varies among {50, 200,400, 800}. We have
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chosen this setting, since our primary interest is on inferring about spatial connectivity
networks with different spatial dimensions. We keep the temporal dimension small, since
it is a nuisance in our setup, and choose a relatively small sample size to reflect the fact
that there is usually only a limited sample size in many neuroimaging studies.

For each generated dataset below, we use Lasso to estimate [3; as

A _1 1 _ _ _ 2
B; = D, ? argmin {2— (Y. = Y.—)D; Y2y — (Yo — Y(l))‘ + )\nﬂ-|u|1}, (6)
n nqg 2

where Y is the ng x p data matrix by stacking the transformed samples {(Y;.;, k =
1,...,n,l=1,...,q}, where Y}, = sz;/z for the oracle procedure and V), = in;I/Q
for the data-driven procedure, £ = 1,...,n, D; = diag(ih_i,_i), and iL is the sample

covariance matrix of X7, with ng transformed samples, and \,, ; = {2 Liilogp/(ng)}1/2.

4.1 Global testing simulation

For the global testing, the data { X7, ..., X, } are generated from a matrix normal distri-
bution with mean zero and precision matrix / ® 2 under the null. To evaluate the power,
let U be a matrix with eight random nonzero entries. The locations of four nonzero
entries are selected randomly from the upper triangle of U, each with a magnitude gen-
erated randomly and uniformly from the set [—4{logp/(nq)}'/?, —2{logp/(nq)}'/?] U
[2{logp/(nq)}*/?,4{log p/(nq)}'/?]. The other four nonzero entries in the lower tri-
angle are determined by symmetry. We set Q;, = (I + U + 61)/(1 + 9), with § =
| Amin (£ + U)| + 0.05, and choose the tuning parameter x = 2 in (6).

The size and power, in percentage, of the global testing are reported in Table |1} based
on 1000 data replications and the significance level a; = 0.05. We see from Table [I] that
the empirical sizes of the proposed oracle and data-driven procedures are well controlled
under the significance level a; = 0.05. However, for the vector normal based procedure
that ignores the spatial-temporal dependence structure, there is a serious size distortion
across all settings. The empirical sizes for the new procedures are slightly below the
nominal level for high dimensions, due to the correlation among the variables. Similar

phenomenon has also been observed and justified in |Cai et al.| (2013} Proposition 1).
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We also see from the table that the new procedures are powerful in all settings, even
though the two spatial precision matrices differ only in eight entries with the magnitude
of difference of the order {logp/(nq)}'/2. For both the empirical sizes and powers, the

data-driven procedure is seen to perform similarly as the oracle procedure.

4.2 Multiple testing simulation

For the multiple testing, the data { X1, . .., X, } are generated from a matrix normal distri-

bution with mean zero and precision matrix {2y ®{27. Three choices of {2, are considered:

Model 15 ) — (wf1,) wherewll, = 161 = )y = 0668700 =l =
0.3 and w(le ; = 0 otherwise.

Model 2: Q1 = (w}'?)) where w}?, = w;®, = 0.5 for i = 10(k — 1) + 1 and 10(k —

1) +2<j <100k —1)+10,1 < k < p/10. w;?, = 0 otherwise. QY =

(0P 4 61) /(14 6) with 6 = |Amm(2?)] + 0.05.
Model 3: ;%) = (wz(f)j) where W) = 1, wz(f’)] = 0.8 x Bernoulli(1,2/p) fori < j

and w; D, = wi® QP = (¥ +61) /(1 + 8) with § = [Ain(2*))] + 0.05.

We select the tuning parameters A, ; in (6) in the Lasso estimation adaptively given

the data, following the general principle of making »_; »y, [(|Wi;| = t) and {2 —

20(t)}(p* — p)/2 close. The steps of parameter tuning are summarized as follows.

Step 1. Let \,,; = b/QO\/XA]LJ,i logp/(ng), forb = 1,---  40. For each b, calculate BZ-(b),

t=1,---,p, and construct the corresponding standardized statistics VVf?

Step 2. Choose b as the minimizer of

3 <z<i,j)ew<|wi,j|<b> > @[ - s{1 - @(VIogp)}/10]) 1)?

2 s{1 — ®(y/logp)}/10 - p(p — 1)

s=1

Step 3. The tuning parameters )\, ; are then set as,

Ani = b/ 20\/ Spiilogp/(ng).
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method p=2>50|p=200|p=400 |p=2800

Size
oracle 3.6 3.5 2.8 2.9
n =30,q =20 | data-driven 3.8 3.8 2.9 2.9

vector normal 36.4 56.7 64.7 75.3

Size
oracle 3.7 3.5 5.2 4.3
n = 50,q =30 | data-driven 3.5 3.5 5.1 4.1

vector normal 39.7 64.8 73.5 88.4

Power

oracle 77.9 85.6 87.7 90.9
n =30,q =20 | data-driven 83.1 88.1 87.8 90.7
vector normal 86.2 94.1 95.0 99.1

oracle 62.4 74.3 68.2 75.2
n = 50,q = 30 | data-driven 66.1 74.7 68.3 75.5
vector normal 76.2 92.1 93.1 90.1

Table 1: Empirical sizes and powers (%) for global testing. Three methods are compared:
the proposed oracle and data-driven procedures based on the matrix normal distribution,
and the simple alternative based on the vector normal distribution that ignores the spatial-

temporal dependency. The results are based on 1000 data replications.
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For comparison, we also carry out the alternative procedure that ignores the Kronecker
product structure by using the stacked original data samples {X;.;,k = 1,...,n,l =
1,...,q}.

The empirical FDR and the empirical power of FDR control, in percentage, are sum-
marized in Tables [2| and |3] based on 100 data replications and the FDR level set at

ag = 0.1 and a3 = 0.01, respectively. In particular, the power is calculated as

1 % Z(m’)eyl I([Wigl > 1)
100 < [ H| ’
where W ;; denotes standardized statistic for the [-th replication and H; denotes the
nonzero locations. We observe from Tables [2|and [3|a similar pattern as that from Table
That is, the empirical FDRs of the proposed oracle and data-driven procedures are both
close to the significance levels across all settings, whereas the vector normal based pro-
cedure ignoring the spatial-temporal dependence structure yields empirical FDRs much
larger than the significance levels. We also see from the table that the new procedures

achieve a high power, and the data-driven procedure again performs similarly as the ora-

cle procedure.

S Real Data Analysis

We illustrate our testing method on an electroencephalography (EEG) data. The data was
collected in a study examining EEG correlates of genetic predisposition to alcoholism and
is available at http://kdd.ics.uci.edu/datasets/eeg/eeg.data.html. It consists of 77 al-
coholic individuals and 45 controls, and each subject was fitted with a 61-lead electrode
cap and was recorded 256 samples per second for one second. There were in addition a
ground and two bipolar deviation electrodes, which are excluded from the analysis. The
electrode positions were located at standard sites (Standard Electrode Position Nomen-
clature, American Electroencephalographic Association 1990), and were organized into
frontal, central, parietal, occipital, left temporal and right temporal regions. Each subject

performed 120 trials under three types of stimuli. More details of data collection can be
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Model 1 Model 2 Model 3

a P 50 | 200 | 400 | 800 | 50 | 200 | 400 | 800 | 50 | 200 | 400 | 800
Empirical FDR (in %)

oracle 74 67 64 60| 89 85 82 78| 89 84 80 78

0.1 | data-driven | 80 69 65 60| 114 99 90 82| 114 93 84 79

vector normal | 18.9 23.1 227 20.7 | 245 34.1 365 36.5| 26.1 32.0 33.5 33.8

oracle 06 05 04 07| 09 08 06 05| 08 07 06 0.7

0.01| gata-driven | 06 05 04 07| 12 09 07 05| 12 09 07 07

vectornormal | 2.5 32 26 56| 46 56 54 22| 44 53 05 53
Empirical Power (in %)

oracle  [100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 |100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 |100.0 99.9 99.9 99.7

0.1 1 data-driven |100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 [100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 [100.0 99.9 99.9 99.7

vector normal [100.0 99.9 99.9 99.9 |100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 |100.0 99.8 99.6 99.2

oracle 99.9 99.9 99.8 100.0 [100.0 100.0 100.0 99.8 {100.0 99.7 99.2 98.5

0.01| gata-driven | 99.9 99.9 99.8 100.0 | 99.9 99.9 100.0 99.8 [100.0 99.6 99.1 98.5

vector normal | 99.8 99.7 99.6 99.7 | 99.9 99.7 99.7 99.4 | 99.9 99.0 97.9 96.7

Table 2: Empirical FDRs and powers (%) for multiple testing with n = 20 and ¢ = 20.
Three methods are compared: the proposed oracle and data-driven procedures based on
the matrix normal distribution, and the simple alternative based on the vector normal

distribution that ignores the spatial-temporal dependency. The results are based on 100

data replications.
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Model 1 Model 2 Model 3

a p 50 | 200 | 400 | 800 | 50 | 200 | 400 | 800 | 50 | 200 | 400 | 800
Empirical FDR (in %)

oracle 81 7.7 80 77| 89 91 88 86| 89 87 84 82

0.1 data-driven | 84 79 81 178|103 100 92 89| 117 93 88 82

vector normal | 23.3 29.8 33.6 36.1| 282 39.8 444 492 29.0 37.5 422 458

oracle 07 06 06 06| 1.1 08 07 08 07 08 08 07

0.01} gata-driven | 0.7 06 06 06| 12 09 08 08| 09 09 08 07

vectornormal| 3.8 48 55 56| 59 7.1 73 0.l 51 65 73 83
Empirical Power (in %)

oracle  |100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 |100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 |100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

0.1 data-driven [100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 [100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 [100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

vector normal [100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 [100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 [100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

oracle  |100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 |100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 [100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

0.1 data-driven [100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 [100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 [100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

vector normal [100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 [100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 [100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

Table 3: Empirical FDRs and powers (%) for multiple testing with n = 50 and ¢ = 30.

Three methods are compared: the proposed oracle and data-driven procedures based on

the matrix normal distribution, and the simple alternative based on the vector normal

distribution that ignores the spatial-temporal dependency. The results are based on 100

data replications.

21




found in|Zhang et al.| (1995). We preprocessed the data in the following ways. Similarly
as L1 et al.| (2010), we focused only on the average of all trials under a single stimulus
condition for each subject. We then performed an « band filtering on the signals follow-
ing [Hayden et al.| (2006). Finally, we downsized the temporal dimension by averaging
signals at eight consecutive times points. This is to facilitate estimation of the temporal
covariance in our testing procedure since it is treated as a nuisance. More discussion of
temporal covariance estimation is given in Section [0l The resulting data is a 61 x 32
matrix for each subject, and our goal is to infer the 61 x 61 connectivity network of the
brain spatial locations.

We applied our testing procedures for the alcoholic and control groups separately.
We first applied the global test and obtained the p-value O for the alcoholic group, and
1.89¢~15 for the control, clearly indicating that some brain regions are connected in the
two groups. We then applied the data-driven multiple testing procedure, with a pre-
specified FDR significance level & = 0.01. There were totally 61 x 60/2 = 1, 830 pairs of
spatial locations, among which we identified 208 significant pairs for the alcoholic group,
and 155 pairs for the control group. For graphical illustration, we report the top 30 most
significant pairs of spatial locations, ordered by their p-values, in Figure [I, Examining
the connection patterns among those electrodes in the frontal region (denoted by symbols
FP, AF, and F), we noted a slight decrease in connections and some asymmetry between
the left and right frontal regions in the alcoholic group compared to the control. A similar
phenomenon has been observed in Hayden et al.| (2006)). We observed similar connection
decrease in the central region (FC and C) for the alcoholic group, but connection increase
for the parietal region (CP and P). Such findings require additional scientific validation.
We also repeated the multiple testing procedure for the downsized EEG data with tempo-
ral dimension equal to 16, and observed similar but less clear patterns. For the sake of
space, we omit the plots here. In summary, our testing procedure produces a useful list of

connections warranted for further examination.
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Alcoholic group Control group

Figure 1: Connectivity network inferred by the multiple testing procedure for the EEG
data. The left panel is for the alcoholic group, and the right panel for the control. Top 30

significant links are shown in this graph.

6 Discussion

We have proposed in this article global and multiple testing procedures under the matrix
normal distribution for detecting the conditional dependence between spatial locations. It
has been shown that the procedures perform well both theoretically and numerically. In
this section, we discuss the strength and some potential limitations of our methods. We
also explore some alternatives and point out possible future extension of our work.

Our work is one of the few to tackle hypothesis testing aspect of connectivity analysis,
and is a useful complement to the general literature of statistical estimation and inference
regarding high-dimensional precision matrix. The tests and associated theory have been
built upon some of the early works on precision matrix inference such as Liu|(2013)) and
Xia et al. (2015). However, our work is the first that explicitly exploits the special co-
variance (precision) structure of a matrix-variate normal distribution, and our simulations

suggest using such information would improve the test. A strength of our method is that
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it works for an adequately large network; in our simulations, the number of nodes var-
ied from 50 to 800, which encompasses the typical region/location-based connectivity
analysis in neuroscience. A potential limitation is that our method treats the temporal
component as nuisance, and the developed tests hinge on the accuracy of the temporal
covariance estimation. In this article, we have simply used the usual sample covariance
matrix 37 to estimate X7. As such the method usually prefers a relatively small temporal
dimension.

Then a potential extension of our proposal is to employ some alternative estimators
of 2. We note that, many such estimators can be used in conjunction with our proposed

testing procedures, as long as the estimator S satisfies the condition,

157 — eXrlloo = Opl{log a/ (np)}/7],

for arbitrary constant ¢ > (0. As an example, if the temporal covariance matrix is sparse,
in the sense that max;<;<, 25:1 I(or,;; # 0) < ¢ for some constant ¢ > 0, then the
adaptive thresholding estimator proposed in|Cai and Liu| (201 1) satisfies the above condi-
tion and can be used in our testing procedures. Another alternative is that one can directly
estimate the precision matrix )7, and base the testing procedures on {X kfllT/ 2}}3:1, as

long as the estimator ) satisfies that,

12 = el = Oy 12012, {log a/ (np)} 2.

for any constant ¢ > 0. For instance, if the precision matrix {27 belongs to the following
uniformity class of matrices
q
U= {QT . Imax Z |wT,m~|l S 80(Q)},

1<i<
AN =1

for 0 <[ < 1, then the clime estimator of (Cai et al.| (2011) can be employed.

In this article, we have primarily focused on the one-sample inference scenario, where
we assume the matrix-valued observations came from a single population. In the EEG
data analysis, we simply carried out the tests for the two populations separately. Prac-

tically, it is of equal interest to study the two-sample scenario, where the aim is to
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identify changes of the conditional dependence structures for spatial locations across
two or more populations. Specifically, let X,Y € IR?*? follow two matrix normal
distributions with the Kronecker product covariance structures, X{vec(X)} = X ®

Y1, and S{vec(Y)} = X5 ® Yy, respectively. The goal becomes the global testing of
Hy: Qp1 = Qo versus Hy @ Qpq # Qpo,
and simultaneous testing of
Ho,j:wriij; = wrai; versus Hy;jtwri,j # Wrej, 1 <1<j<p,

where wyq ; ; is the (7, j)th element of Y= Q= (wr1,,j), and wro; ; is the (7, 7)th
element of 2521 = Qp9 = (wr2,;)- In the one-sample scenario, we have used the sample
covariance matrix f]T to estimate temporal covariance matrix, because it can be turned
into an unbiased estimator without affecting the test statistics, as shown in Remark
However, in the two-sample scenario, Remark [2] can no longer apply, and thus trace(X ;)
and trace(X12) need to be carefully estimated in order to get good estimators for temporal
covariance matrices. Consequently, the two-sample comparison is technically much more

challenging, and we leave it as our future research.

7 Appendix: Proofs

7.1 Technical Lemmas

We prove the main results in this section. We begin by collecting some technical lemmas.

Lemma 1 (Bonferroni inequality) Ler B = U}_, B,. For any k < [p/2], we have

2k 2k—1

Y ()R <pr(B) < Y (-1)'7'F,

t=1 t=1

Where Ft — Zl§i1<"'<it§p pr(BZ-I N---N B’H)

Define U@j = nLq ZZ:1 Zzlzl{ek,i,lek,j,l/(ri,irj,j) - Eek,i,lek,j,l/(rz‘,irj,j)}- The follow

lemma states the results in the oracle case.
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Lemma 2 Suppose that (C1) and (C2) hold. Then we have

max |#;; — ;] = op[{log p/(ng)}'?],

1<i<p
and
Fij = Rij—7i4(Bij — Bij) — 755(Bj—ri — Bi—14) + op{(nqlog p)~"/*},
orl <i < j <p, where fN{Z . s the empirical covariance between {¢; 1,k =1,...,n,l =
J =P J i,

1,....q} and {ex 1.k = 1,....n,1 = 1,...,q}. Consequently, uniformly in 1 < i <

J<p
Fig = WriiGiie + WLi0i4e = Drig = =Uij + op{(nglogp) ™%},

where (@,j,e) = nLq 2221 Z?:l(ek,,l — El)(elc,,l — g[)’, €k, 1 = (Ek,l,la Ce ,6k7p71) and Ez =

) D

This lemma is essentially proved in Xia et al.| (2015) with ng inverse regression models

instead.

7.2 Proof of Theorem [

Without loss of generality, throughout this section, we assume that wy,;; = 1 for i =

1,...,p. Let
Vij = —Ui;/{var(ex;i€x ;1) /ng}".
By Lemma 2] we have
. 1
max |7;; — ;| = Op[{logp/(nq)}z], (7
1<i<p
and
SR - Y -1/2
fg?;; ‘Tw Rw| Op{(nq Ing) }
Note that
52 4 /A 2\ _
(tmax (B 570/Ti5 — piz) = 0p(1/ logp), ®)
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Then by Lemma 2] it is easy to see that, under conditions (C1) and (C2), we have under
Hy
max [[Wi;| Vil = 0p{(logp)"/*}.

1<i<j<p

Thus it suffices to prove that

pr( max V7 —4logp+loglogp < t) — exp{—(87) Y2 exp(—t/2)}.

1<i<j<p
We arrange the indices {1 < i < j < p} in any ordering and set them as {(i,,, jm) :
m = 1,...,s} with s = p(p — 1)/2. Let 6,,, = var(e;,, i€k j,..1), and define Zj ,,; =
himi€hjmi for 1 < k < mand1 <1 < q, Voo = (ng0,) V230 0 Zkomss
and V,, = (nq0n) 20 S0 Zimis Whete Zimi = Zimid (| Zemal < 7o) —
E{ Zmad (| Zkmil < 7)}, and 7, = 32log(p 4+ ng). Note that max;<;<;j<p, V7% =

maxij<m<s Vn%u and that

n q
max (nq) *> Y " El| Zemal I{| Zima| > 3210g(p + nq)}]

1<m<s
- k=1 I=1
< C(ng)"? max max max Ef| Zm | 1{| Zema| 2 3210g(p +nq)}]
< 1/2 —4
< C(ng)“(p+nq)™" max max max B|Z.| exp{|Zsm.|/8}]
< C(nq)"*(p +nq)~".
This yields to
— V.l > *1} < ( > ) =0(p).
pr{ max Vi = Vin| > (logp)™ p < pr( max max max |Zym| 2 1) =O(p~)
Note that
max V2 — max V2| <2 max |V,,| max |V,, — V| + max |V,, — Vi |%,
1<m<s 1<m<s 1<m<s 1<m<s 1<m<s

it suffices to prove that for any ¢ € R, as ng,p — oo,

pr( max ‘A/qfl —4logp + loglogp < t) — exp {—(87?)’1/2 exp(—t/2)} .9

1<m<s

By Lemmal(l] for any integer [ with 0 < h < s/2,

2h 4
Z<—1)d71 Z PF( ﬂ Fm].> < pr( max Vnzl > yp>
d=1 1<m1<--<mq<gq j=1 1<m<s

[\
[N~}
>
AN
|
—_
=
N
o)
=
VR
=
&

3
N~
~~
f—

(@)
N



where y, = 4logp — loglogp +t and F,,,, = (\7,,21] > y,). Let Zy i = Zk,m,l/(Qm)l/2
form=1,...,sand Wy, = (Zk,mhl, e Zk,md7l), forl1 <k <mand1l <[ <gq. Define

| =)

Zy;”) < pr{|Nuluin 2 /2 = ex(l05p) 2}

1/2¢
d (ng) 1
+e1d? eXp{ o (logp)1/2 (11)

|@|min = Ming<;<g4 |a;| for any vector a € R?%. Then we have

() ol S

k=1 =1
Then it follows from Theorem 1 in Zaitsev (1987) that

S(ZED»

k=1 =1
where ¢; > 0 and ¢, > 0 are constants, ¢, — 0 which will be specified later and

ol

N4 = (Npy, ..., Np,) is a normal random vector with E(N,) = 0 and cov(Ny) =
cov(Wy1). Recall that d is a fixed integer which does not depend on 7, p, q. Because

log p = o((nq)*/?), we can let ¢, — 0 sufficiently slowly that, for any large M > 0

/
s { e - op 1

Ccod?7, (log p)1/2

Combining (10), and we have

2h—1
r( s 722 ) < S0 D0 pr{ Nl 2 4 o) ™ o),
- d=1 1<my<--<my<s

(13)
Similarly, using Theorem 1 in Zaitsev| (1987) again, we can get
2h
_1yd-1 ‘ 1/2 —1/21 _
pr(lrglnz%i(sv > yp> > Z( 1) Z pr{\Nd\mm >y, “+en(log p) } o(1).
d=1 1<mi<---<mg<s
(14)
We recall the following lemma, which is shown in the supplementary material of |Cai

et al. (2013)).

Lemma 3 For any fixed integer d > 1 and real numbert € R,

S oIV > e (logp) 2} = 2 {(8m) 7 exp(~/2)} (1+o(1)}

1<my<---<my<q

(15)
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Then Lemma 3] and yield that

2h
. 1
. 2 _\d—1 & —1/2 o d
Egitgpr(lrgggstZyp) < Eﬁ( DT S (8m) " exp(~t/2)}
2h—1 1
. ~9 yd-1 1 ~1/2 _ d
iminfor( e 922 ,) > 3017 g (8m) 7 exp(-/2)

for any positive integer h. By letting h — oo, we obtain (9) and Theorem I]is proved. 1

7.3 Proof of Theorem

By Lemma 2] we have
Ti; —{1+o(1)}ET;,

V.= -1/2
1513};) é,l/? Vi op{(logp) }
2¥)
Let
MY, = max T, —{1 ‘J'102(1)}ET;,]"
1<i<j<p 0/

0,

Then the proof of Theorem |I]yields
pr(Miq < 4logp — 2 'loglogp) — 1,
as ng, p — oo. By (7)), (8) and the fact that

max w};/0i; = max [{1+o(1)}ET;;]?/0;; < 2M}, + 2M,,,

1<i<j<p 1<i<j<p
and the fact that
1/2
max_|wy;1/6;; > 4(log p)'/?,

1<i<j<p
we have

pr(M,y > qo +4logp —loglogp) — 1

asng,p — oo. 1

7.4 Proof of Theorem 3

This theorem is essentially proved in Xia et al.| (2015), we skip the proof here.
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7.5 Proof of Theorem 4

By separation of spatial-temporal dependence structure, we have the following ng inverse

regression models
(XpXrp 1/2 )ig = iy + (XpXp 1/2) iabBitepin, 1<k<n1<I[<q.

Then Theorem 4{is proved by applying Theorem 3.1 in Liu (2013)) in ng regression mod-
els. 1

7.6 Proof of Theorems 3 and

We use the superscript “d” to denote the corresponding statistics we derived from the the

data-driven inverse regression models
d d d .
V=) Bl e, 1<i<pl1<i<g,

where Y = X, 53,12, for k = 1,.
By the proofs of Theorem [I] and Theorem [] it suffices to prove that uniformly in

l<i<j<p,

P — (WL + w05 — Driy = —Usj + op((nglogp)~'/?), (16)

where fgj = ( 4+ rdz 34 4 r 4 12) with fffj = 1/(ng) > p i DL, éiiylég’jyl and

i =Y - (kafﬂ-’l)T . Let €31 = €pi1 — €. Then we have

éizléiﬂ = &iserii — kit(Yeju— Y )" (/3 —B;) = éju(Yeia — Y_i)" (67 = By)
(B = BT (Yemig = Yoia) Yy — Yoi)" (B — 5))

+ [{Ylgu - Y;dl - (Ysz_i,z —zl) 5d}{kagz _j, - (chf—j,l —]l) 5d}_

Yeir =Yg — Y — Yoin)" i}{Yk,j,l — Y = Ye—ju— Y ;)" ﬁf} :

Note that

1 — 1 —
== X'X,=—> Z'S.Z,
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where 7, = 2;1/ 2Xk. Let >, = UTAU, to be the eigen-decomposition of ¥, then we
have

. 1 < .
Sr= o Z:(UZk) ANUZy),
where rows of U Zj, are independent. Thus it is easy to show that
[£2 = Srllo = Oy |{loga/(np)}2].

Thus, we have

157 = 7 oo = Op [0 12, {l0g o/ (np)} /2.

This yields that

A—12 —12 —1/2 —1/2\— 2 _
17 Pl = 1(E7 2422 )1 SR =20 lo = Opl{alog ¢/ (np) 2101|121,
which implies, uniformly forl =1,...,¢,k=1,...,n

(X372 = (X 27%) s = Opl{¢* 10g qlog max(p, ¢, n)/ (np) } /2|12 ).

We shall focus on the event {||S7 — S7||o = O[{log ¢/(np)}'/?]} in the following anal-
ysis. We have, uniformly forl =1,...,¢,k=1,...,n,

leov™ " [(Xi27"7%).1] = Qo = O’ log glog max(p, ¢, n)/ (np)}' Q17,112 17,

Thus, by (C4), it is easy to show that

— -1 d _ o — —1/4
Lo max 18—l = of{logmax(p.¢.n)} '}, and | _max [6]—Gl> = o {(nqlogp)”""}.

Thus we have

max | 31— i1 = op[{log max(p, ¢, n)}'}], and max |5/=Bil> = o, { (nglogp) ™"}

1<i<p

Hence, by the proof of Lemma[2] we have

—ZZ{%zlEkgl—Ekzz(Yk —jl lgl) (5 5;)—€kgl(yk zl_7 ) (ﬁd 51')

k=1 I=1

(B = B) Viis = YVoi)) Vet — Yo ja)" (Bd 5j)}
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1 n q R 1 n q .
- Z Z(€Z,i,l)2 zda o Z Z(éﬁ,j,f }i—u—

n n
q k=1 =1 q k=1 1=1

(WL,ii0ic + Wr550 556 — iy + Uss + 0p((nglogp)~1/?),

uniformly in 1 <7 < 5 < p. Note that

I G _ _ . _ _ .
e DD [0 = Vi = O = VB = Vi = (G = V403
k=1 I=1

Yiig = Yig — Vemia = Yoi)) "B Yigu — Yy — (Ye—ju — Y—jvl)TB}i}}

1 _ _ . _ _
= n_q Z Z ({Yéﬂ,z - Y;dl - (Yk’f_i,z - Y—di,l)T/Bzd} [{Yéfj,z - Y]dl - (Yk,j,l - Yyl)}
k=1 I=1

=YY = (Ve — Y—j,l)}TBﬂ + {Yk,j,l — Y = (Yaju — Yoj0)"BY }
RETE AR IR NI S G ATE T e el )

It suffices to show that, uniformly in 1 < < j < p,

R _ _ X _ _
Sag = o D0 0 Yk = Vil = Oy = V4B [ (Vi = V3 = (i = Vi)
k=1 1=1
V=V = g = Vo)) B = ol (nglogp) 2. a7

Vi — (Y, — Y2 )32, then we have

1

Recall that & ;| = Y}/

385l i,

I O~ /. _ _ _ .
Slij = n_q Z Z (eﬁ,i,z [{Yk%j,l - del - (Yk,j,l - le)} - Z{th,z - Yhd,l - (Yk,h,l - Yh,l)}ﬂg,j} )
k=1 I=1 h#j

Note that &, | = ef ,, + (Y, — Y

—1,l

)T(B5, = B7). Letevent A = (maxi<icp1<i<q |6f —

B4 = o[{log max(p, g¢,n)}~*]). Then we have

max |E(&;,[A)] < max [Bel [+ max |E{(Yil, — Y% ) (6] - 5)A}

1<i<p,1<i<q T 1<i<pI<i<q 1<i<p,1<i<q
= o[{logmax(p,q,n)} 7.

It is easy to check that, for arbitrarily small v > 0,
max [{(Yeir = Yia — (Vo = Y3

1<i<p,1<1<q,1<k<n
X, -1 X)Z*“Q} —{(X 1 X)E*W} ’
(s, (S,

32

= max
1<i<p,1<1<q,1<k<n

I Sy SRl Bl SRt Pt




=0, [{qg’ log ¢ log max(p, ¢, n) log” p/(np)}l/2 |27 H%l] )

Let event
= d _ vyd
B = { 1§z§p,1r£l§%q,1§k§n |{Yk il Y (Yk,i,l K,l)}’
=0 [{q log qlog max(p, ¢,n)log” p/(np)}'/* ||QT||%1} }
Thus, by the fact that max;<;<p 1<i<q.1<k<n | €%, il — ex.11] = 0p[{log max(p, q, n) =12, it

can be shown that, for arbitrarily small v > 0,

ol fyd Yin — Y ‘
nqzzﬁku{ kil — ( kbl — h,z)}

pr( max max
1<i<p 1<h<p

k=1 [=1
¢ log qlog max(p, ¢,n)log' " p
> c\/ 2 I, )
np
3 A .
_Pr<fgf<§lf§3§p nq E E Ekzl{Ykhl th (Yk,h,l Yh,l)}‘

k=1 =1

2 I+
ZC\/C] log g log max(p, ¢, n) log" ™" p

" IIQTllil,AﬂB> + pr(A7) + pr(B)

(Ve =Y = (Yiny — Yaa)}
< b b
<o s o | 2> ik — T
<i<p 1<h<p k /i \/q log qlog max(p, ¢,n) log” p/np||Qr||7,

> C/logp, AN B) +o(1) = o(1).
This, together with (C4), implies that

Z Zzglml{ykhl Vi — (Yot — Yau)}Br
hj

klll

max
1<i<j<p

1+'y

_0 ( \/cﬂ log glog max(p, ¢,n) log
- 1%

o E) 103, 1921, = op{(nqlogp) ™2},

Thus is proved. Thus we have

ZZ |:{Yk:zl Y;fll - (ka,—i,l —zl) 6d}{Y;<:jl jl (Yk —5l —]l) Bd}_

1= =0

WYeir —Yii— YVeig — Y—i,l)TBg}{Yk,j,l — Y — (Yju — Y—j,l)TB;l}} '
= op{(nglogp)™"*}

uniformly in 1 < ¢ < j < p. Hence equation (I6) is proved and Theorems [5] and [6] thus

follow. 1
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