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Abstract

Distributed estimation methods have recently been used to compute the maximum
likelihood estimate of the precision matrix for large graphical Gaussian models. Our aim,
in this paper, is to give a Bayesian estimate of the precision matrix for large graphical
Gaussian models with, additionally, symmetry constraints imposed by an underlying
graph which is coloured. We take the sample posterior mean of the precision matrix as
our estimate. We study its asymptotic behaviour under the regular asymptotic regime
when the number of variables p is fixed and under the double asymptotic regime when
both p and n grow to infinity. We show in particular, that when the number of parameters
of the local models is uniformly bounded, the standard convergence rate we obtain for
the asymptotic consistency, in the Frobenius norm, of our estimate of the precision
matrix compares well with the rates in the current literature for the maximum likelihood

estimate.

1 INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we consider graphical Gaussian models with symmetry constraints.
Symmetry restrictions for the multivariate Gaussian distribution have a long history

dating back to and the reader is referred to |Gehrmann & LauringA 2012]

for a complete list of references. Graphical Gaussian models with symmetry restrictions

were first considered by ﬂlﬂﬂ] the symmetry restrictions in that paper

could be described by a group action. Subsequently, |A_ndﬂsgd V[L‘L‘L%W and |M_a,d.sﬂJ L2_O_Od]
also considered such models. More recently, [Hojsgaard & Laurii;ng m considered

graphical Gaussian models with symmetry constraints not necessarily described by a

group action. Rather those symmetries are described by coloured graphs G = (V,€)
with skeleton G = (V| E) where V is the set of vertices, E the set of undirected edges,
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V is the set of colour classes for the vertices and £ the set of colour classes for the
edges. The symmetry is given by the equality of certain entries either in the covari-
ance, the correlation or the precision matrices. Models for the multivariate random
variable X = (X;,i € V) Markov with respect to G and with covariance, precision or
correlation matrix following equality constraints given by G are called coloured graphical
Gaussian models. These models have two main advantages. First they may reflect true
or imposed symmetries. For example, variables could represent characteristics of twins
(see Frets heads data set, @ ﬂEle]) and therefore the variance of the corresponding
variables can be assumed to be equal. Second, since conditional independences imply
that certain entries of the precision matrix are set to zero, these restrictions combined
with the symmetry restrictions reduce the number of free parameters and facilitate in-

ference in high-dimensional models. j i ﬂZ_QOA] developed algorithms

to compute the maximum likelihood estimate of the covariance, correlation or precision
matrix.

In |M@ssamﬁ_al,| ﬂZ_Qlﬂ], the authors considered the coloured graphical Gaussian

model with symmetry restrictions on the precision matrix and they did so from a

Bayesian perspective. In this paper also, we only consider such models which were called

RCON models by Hagjsgaard & Laurii;ng M] A pleasant feature of these models is

that, given a sample X1, ..., X, from the coloured graphical Gaussian model with preci-
sion matrix K, the distribution of the sufficient statistics is a natural exponential family
with canonical parameter K and therefore a convenient prior is the [Diaconis & Ylvisakg;l
] prior distribution (henceforth abbreviated DY conjugate prior), which we call
the coloured G-Wishart since it is similar to the G-Wishart which is the DY conju-

gate prior for graphical Gaussian models Markov with respect to an undirected graph.

Massam 1 l(ﬁh gave a method to sample from this posterior (or prior, of course)
distribution in order to estimate K with the sample mean of the posterior DY conju-
gate distribution. However, as the dimension of the model increases, the computational
times also increase and it is not practically feasible to compute the posterior mean for
high-dimensional models.

In order to be able to give a Bayesian estimate of the posterior mean of the precision
matrix for high-dimensional models, in this paper, we consider distributed estimation,
thus providing a Bayesian alternative to the distributed estimation of K by maximum
likelihood. The idea behind distributed estimation is that the estimation of the parame-

ter K is parsed out to smaller models from which we can estimate part of the parameter



of the initial global model. The estimates of parts of the global parameter are then
combined together to yield an estimate of the global model. More precisely, if we want
to estimate the precision matrix K in a graphical Gaussian model with underlying graph
G = (V, E), for each i € V we consider the set of neighbours ne(i) of i. At this point, for
each i, we could consider either a local conditional or marginal model: the conditional
model of X; given X,,.¢;) or the marginal model of N; = {i} Une(i). None of the pa-
rameters of the local conditional model are equal to part of K while, as we will show in

Section 2, the precision matrix K* of the local N;-marginal model is such that
=Ky, l€N. (1)

As we will see also in Section 2, in order to make the local marginal model as a natural
exponential family while keeping the property (), we will consider a “relaxed” ;-
marginal model. This method was first developed by MM]J dZDJ_AI] for graphical

Gaussian models and we adapt it here to coloured graphical Gaussian models.

Having obtained our Bayesian estimate of K using local marginal models and local
coloured G-Wishart, we will then study its asymptotic properties. We will do so first
under the traditional asymptotic conditions, i.e. when the sample size n goes to infinity
and the number of variables p is fixed and second under the double asymptotic regime
when both n and p go to infinity.

The study of the asymptotic properties, for p fixed, of the Bayesian estimate goes back

to|Bi | who proved the convergence of the normalized posterior density
to the appropriate normal density as well as the consistency and efficiency of the posterior

mean. Since then, a lot of research has been devoted to Bayesian asymptotics for p fixed.

One of the most recent and well-known work in that area is |. For both
p and n going to infinity, M] studied the consistency and asymptotic normality,
under certain conditions, of the posterior distribution of the canonical parameter for an
exponential family when the dimension of the parameter grows with the sample size.

also indicates that under additional conditions, the difference between the
normalized posterior mean of the canonical parameter and the normalized sample mean
tends to 0 in probability.

We will prove in this paper first that, for p fixed, our estimate is consistent and
asymptotically normally distributed, second that, for both p and n going to infinity,
under certain boundedness conditions and for % — 0, our estimate tends, in
Frobenius norm, to the true value of the parameter with probability tending to 1. For p

fixed our arguments are classical arguments adapted to our distributed estimate. Under



the double asymptotic regime, there are three main features to our proofs. For each local
model, we follow an argument similar to that given in . We therefore need

to verify that our DY conjugate prior and our sampling distribution satisfy the conditions

and properties assumed by | | in his arguments. The second feature is that, in
the process of proving that the norm of the difference between our estimate and the true
value of the parameter tends to 0, we need to prove that asymptotically, our sampling

distribution satisfies the so-called cumulant-boundedness condition. To do so, we use an

argument similar to that developed by |Gao & QZaerlI m who, in turn, were inspired
by the sharp deviation bounds given by [Spokoiny & Zhilgyg 2!!1§J for n fixed. Finally,

we have to combine the results obtained for each local model to show our result for the

estimate of the global parameter.

From the condition M — 0 mentioned above, it would appear that for p large,
n would have to be extremely large to achieve asymptotic consistency of distributed
Bayesian estimate with high probability. This condition is given under the assumption
that the number of parameters in each local model is also allowed to grow with p and
n. When doing estimation, we are actually given the model and it is then reasonable to
assume that the number of parameters in the local models is uniformly bounded. Under
that more relaxed assumption, as we shall see in Section 5, we obtain a relative rate of
growth of p and n such that log ploglogp _, () which, as will be shown, compares well
to the rate given by for the distributed estimation of the maximum
likelihood estimate in graphical Gaussian models.

In Section 2, we recall definitions and basic properties of coloured graphical models
and distributed computing. We briefly recall the scheme for sampling from the posterior
coloured G-Wishart. In Section 3, we study the asymptotic properties of our estimate
when p is fixed. In Section 4, we study the asymptotic properties under the double
asymptotic regime. In Section 5, we examine how the results of Section 4 are modified
when we assume that the number of parameters in the local marginal models is uniformly
bounded. In Section 6, we illustrate the efficacy of our method to obtain the posterior
mean of K using several simulated examples. We demonstrate numerically how our

method can scale up to any dimension by looking at coloured graphical Gaussian model

governed by large coloured cycles and also by a coloured 10 x 10 grid.



2 Preliminaries

2.1 Coloured graphical models

Let X1, Xo,..., X, be independent and identically distributed p-dimensional random
variables following a multivariate normal distribution N, (0, ¥) with X; = (X1, X2, ..., Xip)?,
i=1,2,...,n. Let K =%"! be the precision matrix and G = (V, E) be an undirected
graph where V' = {1,2,...,p} and F are the sets of vertices and edges, respectively.

For X = (X;,i € V), we say that the distribution of X is Markov with respect to G
if X; L X;|Xy\i,5) is implied by the absence of an edge between i and j in the graph
G. Such models for X are called graphical Gaussian models. Since, as it is well-known,
conditional independence of the variables X; and X, is equivalent to K;; = 0, if we
denote Py as the cone of positive definite matrices with zero (i, ) entry whenever the
edge (i, j) does not belong to E, then the graphical Gaussian model Markov with respect

to G can be represented as
Ng ={N(0,2)|K € Ps}. (2)

MM_&_L@JJHLZQA ﬂZ_QOjJ] introduced the coloured graphical Gaussian models with

additional symmetry on K as follows. Let V= {V1, V4, ..., Vp} form a partition of V and

E={E1, FEs,...,Es} form a partition of E. If all the vertices belonging to an element
Vi,l=1,...,T, of V have the same colour, we say V is a colouring of V. Similarly if all
the edges belonging to an element E;,t = 1,...,5, of £ have the same colour, we say
that £ is a colouring of E. We call G = (V, &) a coloured graph. Furthermore, if the

model [2)) is imposed with the following additional restrictions
(a) if m is a vertex class in V, then for all ¢ € m, K;; are equal, and
(b) if s is an edge class in &, then for all (¢,7) € s, K;; are equal,

then the model is defined as a coloured graphical Gaussian model RCON (V, &) and

denoted as
Ng ={N(0,%)|K € Pg}

where Pg is the cone of positive symmetric matrix with zero and colour constraints.
We operate within a Bayesian framework. The prior for K will be the coloured

G-Wishart with density

_ 1
7T-(l(|57 D) = |K|(5 /2 exp{_itT(K‘D)}lKEPQa

b
IG(& D)



where 6 > 0 and D, a symmetric positive definite p X p matrix, are the hyper parameters
of the prior distribution, 14 denotes the indicator function of the set A and Ig(d, D) is

the normalizing constant, namely,
1
Ig(é,D):/ |K|(5_2)/2exp{—Etr(KD)}dK.
Pg

In the previous expression, tr(-) represents the trace and |K| represents the determinant
of a matrix K.

|Ma‘s_s_aﬁmj1;_ai] dZQd] proposed a sampling scheme for the coloured G-Wishart distri-

bution. This sampling method is based on Metropolis-Hastings algorithm and Cholesky

decomposition of matrices. To develop this sampling method, the authors make the
change of variable from K to ¥ = ®Q~! where D™' = Q!'Q and K = ®'® are the
Cholesky decomposition of D~' and K respectively with Q and ® upper triangular ma-
trices with real positive diagonal entries. The superscript ¢ denotes the transpose. Then
the zero and colour constraints on the entries of K associated with a coloured graph G
determine the sets of free entries in W. The proposal distribution is a product of normal
distributions and chi-square distributions of the free elements in ¥. Finally, we complete

the non-free elements in ¥ as a function of the free elements and obtain the sampled

K = Q'(V'0)Q.

2.2 Local relaxed marginal model

For a given vertex ¢ € V, define the set of immediate neighbors of vertex i as ne(i) =
{jl(i,j) € E}. For each i € V, we consider two types of neighbourhood of 4, the so-called
one-hop and two-hop neighbourhood. The one-hop neighbourhood N; = {i} U ne(i) is
made up of 7 and the vertices directly connected to it. The two-hop neighbourhood N; =
{i}Une(i)U{k | (k,j) € E,j € ne(i)} consists of 7, its neighbours and the neighbours of
the neighbours. Without risk of confusion, we let IN; denote either a one-hop or two-hop
neighbourhood. Consider the local marginal model for Xy, = {X,,v € N;} which is

abbreviated as X*. This is a Gaussian model with precision matrix denoted by K?. Then
K'=(Snnv) 7 = K, — Ky [Bvvenw T K vy - (3)

Based on the collection of vertices N; and its complement set V\N;, we partition N;
further into two subsets. One is the buffer set B; = {j]j € N; and ne(j) N (V\N;) # 0},
which are the vertices having edges connecting to the complement of N; in V. The

other is the protected set P; = N;\ B;, which are the vertices in N; that are not directly



connected to V\N;. Since the distribution of X is Markov with respect to G, then
Xp, L Xy\n,|XpB, and it follows that

sz';V\Nz‘ = 0. (4)
Then equation (B]) becomes
ICZB'LyPi ICZBini
Kp. P, Kp. B. Kp. V\N; 1
- v o - " ! (KV\NZ;V\NZ) ( KV\NI 7)1 KV\N.L Bi )
Kp,p, Kg,,B, Kp, v\n;
B Kp,p, Kp, B, 0 0
Kp,», Kb, B 0 Kp,v\v, (Kv\n, ) Kb

where the 0’s in the matrix above follows from the identity (@l). Therefore, we obtain

the following relationships

i _ i _
ICPZ','P»; - Kpi)'P,“ IC'P»L,BZ' - KP'L7B'L
i _ —1
B,.8. = KB,.B, — K, v\~n,(Kv\n, v\N,) T Kv\n, B, -

This shows that the local parameters of K¢ indexed by (P;, P;) and (P;, B;) are equal to
the corresponding global ones but the same does not hold for those indexed by (B;, B;).
This important observation motivates us to use the N;-marginal local models to estimate
those parameters which are identical in both local and global models.

We denote by G; the coloured graph with vertex set N; and edge set
E;=FEnN {{Pz X ’Pl} @] {’Pl X Bz} U {Bz X ’Pl}} @] {Bl X Bz}

In G;, the colours of the vertices in N; \ B; are the same as the corresponding ones in
G. The colours of the edges in E;\{B;, B;} are the same as the corresponding ones in
G. The colours of the vertices in B; and the edges in B; x B; are arbitrary without
constraints. Let K® denote the precision matrix of this relaxed local marginal model.

We thus keep the important relationships
’Cé’i,Pi = Kp, p,, K%’i,Bi = Kp, B,

and have a local Gaussian model with canonical parameter K on which we can put

a local coloured G-Wishart distribution. In each local model Markov with respect to



Gi, i € {1,2,...,p}, we use the method proposed by |Ma‘s_s_aﬁmﬂ_al.| dZQd] to obtain

the Bayesian estimator K, the sample posterior mean of K with prior distribution the
coloured G-Wishart.

Next, we will show how to construct a distributed Bayesian estimate by combining
local Bayesian estimates. Let 6 = (0v,,0v,,...,0v,,08,,08,,...,05,)" denote the global
parameter, that is the “free” entries of K which represent the vertex class or the edge
class, and let 0y be its true value. In each local model G;, we define the local parameter
as 00 = (0%,05,..., HiSi)t, the vector of free entries of K*, and the corresponding local
estimator as §%. The true value of #" is denoted by #}. Furthermore, we collapse all the

local parameters into one vector

g = ((0YY, (). ... (7))

and its true value is denoted as fy. After obtaining the local estimators, a distributed

estimate of § can be constructed as

évk:ngé |V| 2291191 OV’ k::];,2,...,7ﬂ’7
k i€V =1
and
Or, = 95, (0) 2|E|229191 on k=128
k i€GE j=1

where Gy, = {i|3h € N;, (i,h) € Ei}. Define the global distributed Bayesian estimate

= 9(9) = (ng (9_>agV2 (9_)’ < 9vp (5)79E1 (5)79E2 (9_)7 -++»9Es (0))t

™

3 The Bayesian estimator 6 when p is fixed and n — oo

Let %5 and 2 denote the convergence in distribution and in probability, respec-
tively. In each local model corresponding to the vertex i € {1,2,...,p}, let L*(6") and
1}(6") denote the likelihood and log likelihood, respectively. The Fisher information
is denoted by I*(0°) = Epi[2:1(6"| X *)[52:1*(6"| X")]!]. Define a S;-dimensional vector
Uij = ﬁ[[i(eé)rl% 0i—a; forj=1,....nandi=1,...,p, a i: S;-dimensional
vector U; = (Uf;,Us;, ..., UL and G = nCou(Uy). For each r, r 211,12, ooy Si, let 8L
be the S; x S; indicator matrix with (62); = 1if K}, = 6% and 0 otherwise. The following

theorem shows that the global estimator has the property of asymptotic normality when

the number of variables p is fixed and the sample size n goes to infinity.



Theorem 3.1 Let 0y, 6, 0 and G be defined above. Then
\/ﬁ(é—ﬁo)lgN(O,A) as n— oo

where A = ag(é)@(ag(é))t.

All proofs of theorems and lemmas necessary to their proof are given in the Appendix.
We now establish a result similar to Theorem B but with the MLE replacing the
posterior mean. Based on the same local models, we compute the local MLE 6 of 0

and obtain a distributed MLE, which is denoted by 0.
Theorem 3.2 Let 6 be the distributed MLE. Then

vl —0)) 5 N0,4) as n—0
where A is defined as in Theorem [31] above.

The distributed MLE is computed by the method of [Meng et alJ 2!!14 using the

local relaxed marginal models defined above. We thus see that the distributed Bayesian

estimator # has the same limiting distribution as the distributed MLE 0.

4 The Bayesian estimator under the double asymp-

totic regime p — oo and n — oo

In this section, we study the consistency of the global estimator 0 when both p and
n go to infinity. For a vector z = (x1,22,...,%p), let ||z]| stand for its Euclidean
norm (zp: x2)Y/2. For a square p x p matrix A, let [|A|| be its operator norm de-
fined b}zl:slup{HAxH : |lz|] < 1}, let ||A||F be its Frobenius norm defined by ||A||r =

PP
(> > |ajk|2)%, and let A(A4), Amin(A) and Az (A) be the eigenvalues, the smallest
j=1k=1

eigenvalues and largest eigenvalues of A, respectively. The vector obtained by stacking

columnwise the entries of A is denoted by vec(A). Let I, be the identity matrix with p

dimension. In the local model Markov with respect to G; as defined in Section 2.2 above,

we write the density of X;, i=1,2,...,n, as

|K|% exp { — Str(KXHXD)H)}
(2m) %

where p; = |N;|. The normalized local coloured G-Wishart distribution of K is denoted

by
1

ﬂ,z(szz,Dz) — W
Gi\"

i(8°— 1 iy
[ 2/ exp{—Str(K' D) Mcier,



where [, éz (8%, DY) is the normalizing constant. In order to obtain our results, we will follow
an argument similar to that of which gives the asymptotic distribution of
the posterior mean when both the dimension p of the model and the sample size n go to
0. | considers a random variable X with density belonging to the natural

exponential family
f(@30) oc expla’d — (0)],

where z is the canonical statistic, 6 is the canonical parameter and (f) is the cu-
mulant generating function. To follow the notations of , we define an

S;-dimensional vector
J

Vi = g (8 XX, (B X X)), (85, X X)) (5)

where 8%, 6%, ,5gi are indicator matrices for each colour class, j = 1,2,...,n. The

distribution of Yf is as follows
i, 70 1 iyrif v 1 i izt pi i
POV K ocexp [ = Str(KXG(XG)") + 5 log [K*|] = exp [(Y})"6" — 0 (6")]

where 9(6%) = —% log |K?| is the cumulant generating function. From standard proper-

ties of natural exponential families, we have that
pi=9'(0)  and  F'=9"(6) (6)

are the mean vector and the covariance matrix of in, 7 =1,2,...,n, respectively. Let

J? be a square root of F ie. J/(J')! = F'. Let
Vi = (7Y - Ep(Y))) (7)

be the standardized version of the canonical statistic. Following ], for any

constant ¢, ¢ > 0, we define

i i ; irpi i cSi
Bi,(c) = sup{Ep:|a' V][> : a € R™ [|a|| = 1,||J"(6" — 65)|* < —}
and
i i ; irpi i cSi
Bj,, (¢) = sup{Egi|a"V} 1*:a e RY J|a|| = 1, [|J4(0° — 6))])* < - I3
Define also

ul = J(0" - 0)),

10



then ° = 0} +n~/2(J*)~'u’. Therefore, the likelihood ratio can be written as a function

of u® in the following form

s

FV5:0%) o , Lo :
—— = exp{Vn(Y) (J) "' = nf(0h +nz(J7) " at) = 9(6)]),
ACEHZY

N

<
\_;v

|
. <
s
A

<
Il
—

—_. n .
where Y* = % > Y. Furthermore, we denote
j=1

Ay = V() THY = ). (8)

The following three conditions will be assumed.

(1) The orders of logp and logn are the same, i.e. llggz —(>0asn— 0.

(2) There exists two constants k1 and ko such that 0 < kK1 < Apin(Ko) < Amaz (Ko) <

Ko < OQ.

(3) Forany i€ {1,2,...,p}, the numbers 7* of the entries K7, in the same colour class

is bounded.

(4) As p — 0, the sample size satisfies the rate M — 0.

n2
Remark 4.1 Condition (2) implies 0 < %2 < Amin(Zo) < Amaz(Zo) < Kil < 00.
By the interlacing property of eigenvalues, we have that 0 < %2 < Amin (o) vy vy <
Amaz (Zo) N, N;) < H—ll < oo where N; is defined as in section 2.2. Therefore, 0 < k1 <
Amin(Z0)NiN) ™ < Amaz(Zo)n, N,) ™! < ko < oo. By the definition @), for any
i€ {1,2,...,p}, we have 0 < k1 < Apin (K§) < Apaz (K) < ko < 00.

Our aim in this section is to prove that under the Conditions (1)-(4) when both p
and n go to infinity, the distributed estimator 6 tends to 6y in Frobenius norm with
probability tending to 1. M] considered the consistency of the posterior mean
for the exponential family. The rate of the convergence depends on three expressions
which added together yield an upper bound of the overall error ||§ — 6o||. In each
expression, the only random component is ||A% || and ||A%|| = O,(p). However, we have
an infinite number of local models. In order to use Bonferroni inequality to bound the
overall error probability, we need to know the exact tail probability of P(||A%|] > cp),
where ¢ is a constant. This leads us to establish a new large deviation result for ||A? ||

in Lemma We now state the asymptotic consistency of our proposed estimator in
Theorem (.11

11



Theorem 4.1 Under Conditions (1)-(4), there exists a constant ¢* such that

3
~ pi
0— 6ol < cF—=

|| 0||—C \/ﬁ

with probability greater than 1 — 10.4 exp{—4p*logp + log p}.

5 The Bayesian estimator under the double asymp-
totic regime when the dimension of the local models

bounded

We saw in Section 4 what the asymptotic behaviour of # is when S; is unbounded
under the double asymptotic regime. In this Section, we assume that S; is bounded and
we will see that for 6 to be close to 0o, n must grow as a power of log p rather than as a
power of p. Indeed, we assume the following conditions:

(4*) As p — oo, the sample size satisfies the rate logm% — 0.

(5) The number of parameters in each local model is bounded by a constant S*, i.e.
S; < S*ie{l,2,...,p}.

The main result is Theorem [5.1] below.

Theorem 5.1 Under Conditions (1), (2), (4*) and (5), there exists a constant ¢; such

that

1
5 «p2?logp
|10 — 6o|| < c] NG

with probability greater than 1 — 10.4 exp{—% log® p + log p}.

For the convenience of the reader, we now point out the main difference between the
proofs of Theorems [£.1] and B.11

(a) Under Conditions (1), (2) and (5), for any i € {1,2,...,p}, the quantities log |F*|
in Proposition[@.3 B:,(c) and B, (c), i =1,2,...,p, in Proposition[@.6 are all uniformly
bounded because the number of parameters in each local model is uniformly bounded
and the eigenvalues of K* are uniformly bounded from above and below.

(b) The equivalent of Lemma under our new boundedness condition is Lemma
where ||7¢|| < p is replaced by the condition ||v’|| < logp.

(¢) The equivalent of Lemma[R3lis Lemmal[80] the large deviation result is established
for [|A%L]|? > 3a®(logp)? rather than ||A?||* > 3a?p?.

12



(d) When S; is unbounded, in Theorem 2.1 oflﬁ M], the fact that ||A%]* >
3a2p? with probability 1 — ¢ implies n||§? — 03]|2> > bp? with the same probability 1 — &,
where ¢ is the MLE and b is a constant. For S; bounded, using the new large deviation
result || A% [|2 > 3a2(logp)? in (c) above, we have the new result of n||§"—6|[> > ¥/ (log p)?
with probability greater than 1—10.4 exp{—3 (log p)?}, where b’ is a constant (See Lemma
BI0).

(e) As a consequence of our choice ||y!|| < logp in (b) above, the threshold M (p) =
p?logp in the proof of Theorem E1] can be replaced by M (p) = (log p)?(loglog p).

1
Remark 5.1 We note that the error bound pﬂ% in Theorem [51] is smaller than that
3
\/—% in Theorem[{1l Also the rate of growth for the sample size is in terms of powers of

log p rather than p as in Section 4.

Remark 5.2 As in|Meng et QLJ J’Z_OLJ/, we assume that the graph structure is known.

2
When S; < 8*, the error bound in our case is of the order plo# which compares well

4
with the order pk’% inlMeng et alJ JZQZJ/. The sample size requirement % =0

is slightly more demanding than Meng’s condition of n > log p.

6 Simulations

In order to evaluate the performance of our proposed distributed Bayesian estimate
of K, we conduct a number of experiments using simulated data. For each experiment,
we compute the distributed estimator using relaxed local marginal models built on the
“one- hop” and on the “two-hop” neighbourhoods of each i € {1,2,...,p}. We choose
the coloured G-Wishart distribution as the prior with hyperparameters D' = I, and
dt = 3 for all i € {1,2,...,p}. The corresponding estimators are called the MBE-
lhop and MBE-2hop estimates of K respectively. We consider seven different coloured
graphical Gaussian models. The underlying graph of three of those models are cycles of
length p = 20 with alternate vertex and edge colours as indicated in Figure [l (a), (b)
and (c). Three other models have the same type of underlying coloured graphs but the
cycles are of length p = 30. The underlying graph of the seventh model is a 10 x 10 grid
with colours as shown in Figure[] (d). For both the cycles and the 10 x 10 grid, black
edges or vertices indicate that there is no colour constraint. For the sake of comparison,

for models with underlying graphs the cycles of order 20 or 30, we also compute the

global Bayesian estimate of K, denoted GBE, using the method given in

13



M] Since asymptotically, the posterior mean is expected to be close to the maximum
likelihood estimate of K, for all models, we also compute the global MLE of K, denoted
GMLE.

The values of (K;;)1<i,j<p used for the simulation for models with underlying graphs
as given in Figure [ (a), (b) and (c) are given in Table [l For the 10 x 10 coloured
grid-graph of Figure [l (d), we chose K io(j—1),i+1+10(-1) = 1 for i = 1,2,...,9 and
J=1,2,...,10, K;{10(j-1),i+10; = 1 +0.01i4+0.15 for i = 1,2,...,10 and j = 1,2,...,9
and K;; = 10+ 0.017 for ¢ = 1,2,...,100. The posterior mean estimates are based on
5000 iterations after the first 1000 burn-in iterations.

The posterior mean estimates are based on 5000 iterations after the first 1000 burn-in
iterations. Table 2] shows the normalized mean square error NMSE(K, K ) = ”ﬁ;ﬂ‘2

for the six models with the coloured cycles as underlying graphs. Values are averaged

over 100 data sets from the normal N (0, K1) distribution. Standard deviations are
shown in parentheses. From these results, we see that our MBE-1hop and MBE-2hop
estimates perform very well compared to the global estimate GBE. In Figure 2l we give
the graphs of NMSFE (K , K) in function of sample size, for different sample sizes ranging
from 50 to 100 for the four models with underlying graphs the coloured cycles of length
p = 20 and the 10 x 10 grid. We see that the MLE and the GBE consistently yields the
smallest and largest NMSE respectively with the MBE-1hop and MBE-2hop in between
with the NMSE of the MBE-2hop estimate always smaller than that of the MBE-1hop.
As expected, as n increases, all NMSE tend to the same value.

Computations are performed on a 2 core 4 thread processor with 15-4200U, 2.3 GHZ
chips and 8 GB of RAM, running on Windows 8. The average computing times for the
estimates of K are given in minutes for the six models with cycles as underlying graphs.
We can see that the computation times for the MBE-1hop and MBE 2-hop are much
smaller than for the GBE.

7 Conclusion

In this paper, we have given a distributed method to compute the posterior mean of
the precision matrix of a coloured graphical Gaussian model, using the DY conjugate
prior. To our knowledge, this is the first time that a distributed method has been used
in a Bayesian framework. It is also the first time, we believe, that a Bayesian estimate

of K for a high-dimensional coloured graphical Gaussian model, has been given.
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Figure 1: Cycles of length 6 with the three different patterns of colouring that we use for
the cycles of length p = 20 and p = 30. Black vertices or edges indicate different arbitrary

colours.
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Figure 22 NMSE in K for different colored graphical models. (a) NMSE for the colored
graph in Figure [l (a) when p = 20. (b) NMSE for the colored graph in Figure [l (b) when
p = 20. (c) NMSE for the colored graph in Figure [l (c) when p = 20. (d) NMSE for the
colored lattice graph in Figure [l (d) when p = 100.
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Table 1: The parameters chosen for the matrix K for producing Figure [l

parameters Figure [ (a) Figure[ (b) Figure[d (c)
Ky (i=1,3,....2p—1) 0.1 0.1 0.140.1i
Ky (i=2,4,....p) 0.03 0.3 0.03-+0.01
Kison = Kip1i (i=1,3,....2p—1) 0.01 0.0140.001i 0.01
Kisp1 = Kiz1q (i=2,4,...,p—2) 0.02 0.014+0.002i 0.02
Kip = Ky 0.02 0.01 0.02

Table 2: NMSE(K, K) for the three coloured models when p = 20 and p = 30.

NMSE
p G MBE_1hop MBE_2hop GBE
(a) 0.0162 (0.0155) 0.0032 (0.0027) 0.0110 (0.0102)
20 (b) 0.0256 (0.0153) 0.0148 (0.0058) 0.0237 (0.0189)
(¢) 0.0375 (0.0283) 0.0305 (0.0142) 0.0308 (0.0241)
(a) 0.0098 (0.0070) 0.0017(0.0014) 0.0317 (0.0571)
30 (b) 0.0234 (0.00838) 0.0151(0.0054) 0.0482 (0.0533)
(c) 0.0379 (0.0127) 0.0308 (0.0086) 0.0823 (0.0257)

Table 3: Timing for the three coloured models when p = 20 and p = 30.

Timing
p G MBE_lhop MBE_2hop GBE
(a) 0.365 3.410 21.875
20 (b) 1.047 3.353 16.249
(c) 0.944 3.054 15.513
(a) 1.442 4.952 83.965
30 (b) 1.538 4.557 80.255
(c) 1.504 4.509 79.918
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We have first shown that, for our distributed method, the local models should be
marginal, rather than conditional, because from these local marginal models, we can
directly extract all the components of the precision matrix. Second, we have studied the
asymptotic properties of our Bayesian estimate 6 both when the number p of variables
is fixed and when it is allowed to grow to infinity. When p is fixed, in our first main
result, Theorem B.I] we prove the asymptotic normality of \/ﬁ(é — 6p) where 0y is the
true value of the parameter, using classical methods of asymptotic theory. When both

and n tend to infinity, part of our methodology is to extend the method of

m] to our distributed method but we also developed novel methods to prove that the
Frobenius norm of 6 — 6y becomes arbitrarily small with probability tending to 1, as n
and p tend to infinity. Indeed, in Lemma B2 parallel to Lemma 1 of m

|, we show that if the third derivatives of the cumulant generating functions of
Al = /n(JH"HY? — ), i = 1,...,p, are uniformly bounded, then the subnormality
condition ([I7) given in Lemma holds. This, in turn allows us to prove the large
deviation result given in Lemma R3] which, after being combined for all local models,
yields our second main result, Theorem Il Though the convergence rate given in
Theorem Tl seems to indicate that for this distributed estimate to achieve convergence
to By, n has to be very large, in fact, we show in Theorem 5.1} our third main result, that
when we assume that the number of parameters in the local models is uniformly bounded,
then the relative growth rate for p and n compares well with that given by
] under similar conditions. The examples in Section 6, show, through computations,
that our method is efficient with sample sizes actually smaller than suggested by our

asymptotic results.
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8 Appendix

In the following, we provide the proofs to all theorems.
Proof of Theorem [B1] For any i € {1,2,...,p}, we have that /n(6’ — 6) =
VAl =T + /(T — 6}) where T' = 63 + L[1(3)] 1 2500

It then follows from

0i=03"
Theorem 8.3 in ] that \/n(" —T%) £ 0. Furthermore, we have
i _ i 1 ning—1 01 (0%) -
7j=1
with E[U;] = 0 for j = 1,2,--- ,n. Next, we compute the covariance matrix Cov(Un)

with (4, k) entry

o' (0"| X1)
00°

oI (0" |XY)

Cou(Un,U) = (6]~ B oo (T ) O] 49)

Based on the definition of the indicator matrix §¢,
i 1 iy L i i 1 AN
00 = (7tr(61K¢), —tr(05K4), - -+ 5t (ds, Kg))",
e |73 |TS¢|
where 7 is the numbers of elements belonging to the 7-th colour class in K. Since X*

has a multivariate normal distribution N (0, (K¢)~1), we have

o (6"|X1)
a0

1 i iy — 1 i vy
i=0; — §t7°(5j(Ko) 1) - §tr(6jX1(X1)t).
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Therefore, the (g, m) entry of E[%

k(| X ¥ . .
gizgé(%‘gk:‘gé@)t] m (H) 18

o1 (6'| 1)
07

oI+(6*|X})
T -

|

1 1
= Ztr(agzg) x tr(0% Bk — Ztr((sleB) x tr(6k BIXk (X))

Lo sty tr(6, BIX1(X1)") +

; Bl (6 XX x (6, XE (b))

4

where ¥ = (K&)' and Sf = (K})~!. According to Isserlis’ Theorem, we have that

EX1aX16X1cX14) = (X0)ab(Z0)ed + (X0)ac(X0)pa + (X0)aa(X0)be

Therefore, each entry of nCouv(U;) is well-defined. By Multivariate Central Limit The-
orem, we have /n(f — 6) =N N(0,G) as n — oo, where G = nCov(U;). As 6 = g(f),
based on Delta method, we have that /7(6 — ) N N(0, A) where A = 2249 G290y

Proof of Theorem For any i € {1,2,...,p}, we use the well known result for
MLE as follows

" 9l 91|X1

N 11 (03]~ Z o + R (10)

0i=03

where R* 2 0 as n — co. Comparing identity (I0) with @) in Theorem B the result
of Theorem [B.2] follows. m

Proof of Theorem @] In this theorem, we study the consistency of 8 in the context

of Frobenius norm. In order to do this, first, we evaluate the norm [|#* — 63||? in each

local model. Since ||y/mJ* (i —02)|]2 = n(6i — 08 ) (T )T (6 —01) > ndman (F?)||67 — 03],

we obtain

16 = < S VAT @~ 6P
= m|mf1+/ui[ﬂi(ui)—¢(Ui;Awasi)]dui||2 by Lemma B.7]
< o (IR 11 [ ) = o' T ) ()

where ¢(+;v,3) stands for the multivariate normal density of N (v, ) and 7% (u?) stands

for the posterior distribution of u’. Next, for every element of the vector [u[r?(u’) —
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P(u's Al Is,)]du’ in (), we will find out its upper bound. Denote v’ = (uf, ub, - - ,uf,)".
Then for the j-th element of [ w![7%(u’) — ¢p(u’; AL, Ig,)]du’, we have that

/ W[ () — plu’s A, I dui - < / o[ ) — (s Al Ts . (12)

Let Z! (u') = exp 1uZ EtAi — 4|u?[|?] and M (p) = p?log p. According to the argument of
, the integral [ [|u’]|[7?(u®) — ¢(u'; AL, Is,)]du’ in [IZ) can

be bounded by a sum of three integrals as follows.

Theorem 2.3 in

[l ) = s A3, 1

Sy <enspy 11011 - 177 (65 + n=2 (J) i) ZE (uf) — 7 (00) ZE (uf)|du’
J i (05) Zi (ui)du

+[ / ' (04) 2, (u')du'] ! / | - Zi (u)m (B0 + n 2 (J7) " ul)da(14)

[luw?[|?>cM (p)

(13)

4 / (s AL, I, ), (15)
[|ut||?>cM (p)

where ¢ is defined in Lemma By Lemmas B4 and B8, [ |Juf]| x |7i(u’) —
od(ut; Al I, )|du’ can be bounded by
13
p~logp 2 2 4a’y4 2 44’43
A(p,n,c) = c5(c)——== + exp|[—cgy(c)p” logp] + — +V3a2——
(p,m,€) = c5(c) Tn p[—co(c)p” log p] Nord Va2 e=p
with probability greater than 1 — 10.4 exp{—%p2}. Consequently,

[t — ot A It < Alpon.e)

with probability greater than 1 — 10.4 exp{—gp®}. Since the dimension of [ w![rl(u’) —
d(uty Al Ig,)]du® is S;, from the inequality () and Lemma B3] we get

16° = 6oll* <

1 30?8
(5

Amin(F)\ 7 ZA(p’”’C))

with probability greater than 1—10.4 exp{— % p?}. Finally, we will estimate the Frobenius

norm ||6 — || for the distributed estimator 6 in terms of ||§% — || from the local model.
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By Proposition @] for any i € {1,2,...,p}, Anin(F?) > é Therefore, we have
2

(S

16— 6ol

IN

P
110 — Bol| < (Z |16° — 03 [|%) by triangle inequality
i=1
P 1 3a%p® S;
< { ; |:7)\min(Fi) ( - + EA(p,n, C))} }

a2 3 2 %
{ﬁg[iﬁ PP (p+1)A(p,njc)]}

n 2n

[N

IN

with probability greater than 1 — 10.4p exp{—%pQ} by the Bonferroni inequality. Fur-
thermore, Condition (4) implies A(p,n,c) — 0. Therefore, there exists a constant c¢*

such that

16— 6ol

+ p2(p + 1)0(1)} }%

n 2n

A
—
=N
(V]
vlw
w
IS}
no
i)

< c

with probability greater than 1 — 10.4exp{—3p? + logp} — 1. m

Proof of Theorem [5.1] The proof follows the same line as that of Theorem 11
Our aim is to find the upper bound for the three terms ([I3)), (I4]) and ([I3).

1. A bound for ([I3)): Under the Condition (5), the Lipschitz continuity in Proposition
EHbecomes |log 7 (67)—log 7 (6f)| < M1S*(|0"—05|| when [|6°—65]| < \/[I(F7) = [|cM (p)/n.
We choose M (p) = log? p(loglog p), then ¢ (c) = O(M) and fi(||]AL]],c) =

n

1
O(log%(lo%pp) in Lemma [84] Therefore, following the same proof of Lemma [84] we

have that there exists a constant c4(c) such that Ry(||A% ], c) < ck (c)logm% with

probability greater than 1 — 10.4 exp{—2 log? p}.

2. A bound for : According to Lemma and following the same proof of
Lemma 2.2 of@ ], on |[ul|[? > ¢M (p), we have Z} (u') < exp[—21clog® p(loglog p)]

with probability greater than 1 — 10.4 exp{—% log? p}. Following the same proof as that

of Lemma [85] there exists a constant ¢ and a constant ¢f(c) such that
R(||AL]], ¢) < expl—co(c) M (p)]

with probability greater than 1 — 10.4 exp{—% log? p}.
3. A bound for ([I5): According to Lemma B8] for M (p) = log® p(loglog p), we have

e i

252 _ a2 M(p) n 2v/3a2S? logpe,%ﬂ;f(m
V2T V2T

/ lullotu's A4 s ' <
[[ui][?>cM (p)
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with probability greater than 1 — 10.4 exp{—3 log? p}.

Combining the above results, we have

4 2 . Ja2qi o
log” ploglogp | —cyeymp) . 290 -2epn | 2V3a’Sllogp iepw)

k3

Vn Vo Vo

with probability greater than 1 — 10.4 exp{—% log? p}. It follows

3a’log’p | S 3
Gl TS
n n

\/plogp
vn

with probability greater than 1—10.4p exp{—% log? p} by the Bonferroni inequality. This

A(p,n, c) = cs(c)

16— 6ol

IN

IN

*
1

completes the proof. m
Here we provide the lemmas and their proofs. Additional technical lemmas and

propositions are provided in a supplementary file. We let
U = () (v - i) (16)

fort=1,2,...,p,and j = 1,2,....,n. We now want to show the large deviation result
for A!. To do so, we need to show that the cumulant boundedness condition is satisfied
by U ; (Lemma RT]). This will allow us to show that Af satisfy the exponential moment
condition (Lemma [R2). In Lemma B3, we obtain the large deviation result for A?.

Lemma 8.1 For any i € {1,2,...,p}, there exist constants nn and Cy such that under
Condition (2) and (3), for ||¥!|| < n and for all 1 < k,1,m < S;, the absolute value of
all the third derivatives of the cumulant generating function G%, (") of [7; satisfy

PGl (1)
VLo O,

<Cy j=1,2...n
Proof Let Y/ be defined in (@) of Section 4 and G, (y") = log E(e(vi)tyji) be the
J
cumulant_generating function of Y. Let 4" be a Sj-dimensional vector, by Theorem
3.2.3 in @], the moment generating function of Y} is
i(ad ity AN
M'(y") = E{exp|(v")'Y]} = [Ip, + T"(v')Z5] 2

where T*(y") is a p; x p; matrix with T}, = v} if K5 = ;. Therefore, the cumulant
generating function G%,, (7%) of YJZ is given by
j

Gyri (1) = log M'(y) = =3 log I, +T"()|.
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It is easy to obtain the first, second and third derivative of the cumulant generating

function G, (7*), which can be expressed as
J

9Gy.(7")

= = -2 TN A RIS A
—5 = gt (U TOOBIT ).
Gy, (+) ., S
Ta% = §t7”(5;926[];01 +TZ(,_Y1)26]*1(5Z26)[IM+Tz(71)26]71) and
83G1.(i) . N - n o -
o = (S TGS LS, + T0E) GEE)

XLy, + T' (V)] ™ + 630 L, + T (v) 0]~ (6150) Uy, + T () )~
X (08 S0y, + T (T4 ™),
respectively. First, Condition (2) implies A\yaz(35) < n% By Proposition @.2] the ab-
solute value of each element of X is bounded by Kil Next, by f:l 1A (A)] < ||A4]lF
j=

and ||AB|| < ||AB||r < ||4]|Fr||B]| for any two p x p symmetric matrix, we have that
TS| < T IPIZE] < 7k Tt implies 1 —nk < Aj(Iy, + T'()5h) <
1+, Moreover, according to Lemma[@3] I, +T*(v")} is a positive definite. There-
fore, by Proposition 0.2 again, the absolute value of each element of [I,, +T"(v*)$§]~*

bounded. Finally, combining the above results and Condition (3), for any i € {1,2,...,p},

3G’L ; i
there exists a constant C such that |8Y7| < (1 for any k, m,[. Since the cumulant
107 OV},
generating function of U; is
Gi(7) = log B DT 0T0 = G () 1) — () (1)
J J

o°aL (v
It follows that there exists a constant Cy such that |8'yi8UW <
k 1 m

for ||| <n. =

Lemma 8.2 Let A!, and U; be as defined in &) of Section 4 and ([IQ), respectively. Let

Cy be as in Lemma 81l Then, under Condition (2)-(4), for any arbitrary constant a
C2P

such that a®> > 1, we have that if 33= <a—1, then as n — oo,

ar () = log (E{exp[(v") AL]}) < a®[V'[1?/2 for |I'|l <p. (17)

Proof By a Taylor expansion of G%, (v%) around 0, there exists a vector 4** on the line
J

segment between 0 and ~¢ such that

o s 0G0 ) &L 8 PG ()
Gp:(v') = G%@(O)+Z(T|W =0)Vk +§ZZ 8 |yi=0) Vi
I ’ =1 oo M g

S; S S: 33GL( i)

i A Y
—~ OO o, T )i
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oGy (')
7 1

Since U;f has zero mean and identity covariance matrices, then i—g = 0,
G, (v Gy (v")

——L—|yicg = 1 for k = [ and ——L—+—
orion =0 oo 1

GZUJ (0) = 0, we have

i—g = 0 for k # [. Furthermore, since

S: S; S: 83Gi—i( z)

(mh w*)%ﬂﬂm

By the definition (8] of Section 4, we have A, = ﬁ J; U}. Since the moment generating

function of U; is exp G ; (7%), then the moment generating function of Af is

INTN ('Y)tLiii n Y Nty
E[ew ) An] = Ele V=1 | = HE[e(ﬁ) U]]
j=1
_ |1 Si S S 83G;’7?(\}—%)
= eXP{ )Y+ == iz 77%}
6 v k=1 1=1 m=1 (671687187” T ) .
Since [|[v**|| < |]7*]|, we have || || < ||f|| < n. Moreover, Condition (4) implies
\/_H — 0, and thus ||\/_H|| <nforn large enough. Therefore, by Lemma BT there exists
&Gy (\/—)
a constant Cy such that ‘W <
S, Si S
INTN 1 i i 1 0y = - i q
Ble0V'A) < exp {300y + = TV}
k=1 1=1 m=1
S.
1, ., 10, o
_ S At iNn -2 7 }
eXP{2(7 )1+ 3 nm:17m]
S
Therefore, for any arbitrary constant a such that a? > 1, if %\/—% vl < a?—1, then
m=1

we have
1ogE[e<*>“f'1 < a?|ly|?/2.

Actually, the inequality 02 Z vi < a?—1 holds under Condition (4). Since ||y!|| < p,

we have |7, | < [|7]| < p for any 1 <m < S;. Therefore, according to Condition (4), we

have
sz Z ) = ol

It implies %% > 4 < a?—1 for any constant a with > > 1. m
m=1
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Lemma 8.3 Under Condition (2)-(4), for any i € {1,2,...,p} and n sufficiently large,

there exists a constant a, a® > 1, such that

P{||AL]]* > 3a®p®} < 10.4exp{—%p2}
where A! is defined as in @) of Section 4.
Proof According to Lemma 82 we have

log (E{exp[(7")' ALl}) < a®[Iv'[12/2 for IVl <p

where a is a constant with @ > 1. Let g = ap and t! = a7’, then the subsequent
inequality holds

i

A _ _
10g(E{eXP[(tﬁ)t7”]}) <|[t51[%/2 for 1111 < g.

Next we apply the large deviation result from Corollary 3.2 in|Spokoiny & Zhilgyg 2!!1§J .

Following the notations in [Spokoiny & Zhilgyg 2!!1§J, we introduce w? satisfying the

equation % = 95;1/2. Based on w!, we define 2% = 0.55;[(w?)? —log(1+ (w?)?)].
+(wi)?]2

Since ¢g? = a?p* > pz# > S;, by the arguments in [Spokoiny & Zhilova 2!!1§J , we have

. 2 .
zi > 1g? = 1a?p?. Let a = p?, then 2t < ZEB < 2 < gl By Corollary 3.2 in

i dZD_‘Ij], the following inequality holds

Al 1 ;
P(||=2]]* > S + 6.6 x 6p2) < 2757 4 8.4e ",
a
which implies P(||32 |2 > 3p2) < 10.4e~#". Hence, P(||A%][2 > 3a2p?) < 10.4e~47",
which means ||A%]> = O, (p?). m

The next four lemmas are used to complete the proof of Theorem 1]

Lemma 8.4 Under Conditions (2)-(4), for any given i € {1,2,...,p} and for any given

constant ¢, there exists a constant cs(c) such that
i i(pi — L giy=1,0) 7 ()i G0N T () | Ty
Stz <enry 11 - 17806 + 72 (J7) ') Z) (ut) = (08) 2y, (u') | du - p'3logp

J 7 (0) 2 (uh)du <e—r

(18)

with probability greater than 1 — 10.4 exp{—3p*}.
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Proof Let Q' denote the set {u; ||u’||> < cM(p)}. We get that
[/ ' (05) Zy, (u)du' ] [l |] - |7t (8 + TR T ) Z) (uf) — 7 (6) 2, (u) | du'
Qi

i(niy i (0N g, i1—1 i) (65 +n” 2 (T ) () — 7 () e (00
[ w ezt [ RO G D0 ) — 2l )

i) (T Ootn” 2T ) } i (i) g0
sup{u : v -1 i Zy(u')du i N TN
s I o BN - () = 2o

Ik Zi (u?)du Ik Zi (ut)dui

Since cM(p) > [[ull]2 = VAT — )| > nmin (FO)16° — 65117, then 6% — 63| <
w. By Proposition @] we have 7 < [|(F")~!|| < 3. Based on Condition
(4), lenﬂ — 0. Therefore, ||0° — 6§|] — 0. Using the fact |e* — 1| < 2|z| for sufficiently

small |z| and Proposition 05 we obtain

2cMyko M (p)p
vn

; 7Ti 6” +7’L_1/2 Jz' —lui

e = (0)

uteqQ?

_ 1|} < 2/cM (p)Map||0" — 03] <

where M, is a constant. We also have that

Jo Zn(w)du o Zy (u)du' + [, 25 (w) = Z (u')]du’

1+ (/Zfl(ui)dui)i1 o |Z¢ (u?) — Z% (u®)|du.

IN

According to Lemma 2.3 in M], we can obtain
o N —1 . o . . .
([ i)™ [ 1Zi0) = Ziga i < 18311 (19)

where
i i i 2 i —LiAd (2 i _(éﬂ)
FALILE) = whl@? + (1 - 26h(0) " IALIR (1 - 264(0))
EAGIIALS
xeXp{ 1— 207 (¢) }
and

n(c) = %[n‘% (eM(p)* B, (0) + n_ch(p)Bén(c%ip))]'

Furthermore, since ||u’|| < \/cM (p), by the inequality ([IT), it is easy to see that
o

wll] - 25 (u') = Z§ (u) | du’
| Zi (ut)du?

< VeM(p) (1AL, o).
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Combining the above results, we can show that the LHS in (8] is bounded by
_ 2cMyko M (p)p

Ri(|AL]]¢) = T[l + AL O] + VeM(p) F1 (1AL €)-
According to Proposition[.6] we have Bi, (0) = O(p?) and Bgn(cMS(f’)) = O(p'?). There-
fore, there exist two constants ¢; and co such that

1
) 1 (eM 2o 1 pto0 1 4/
el < ak—%%ﬂﬁ-nlwmmwﬂ_gﬂ%ggw@+@£{%ﬂm)

Since the first term in (20) is the dominating term, then there exists a constant cz(c) such

that ¢f (c) < cﬂc)% voep By Condition (4), we have that ¢f,(c) — 0. Furthermore,

using the fact (1 —2)~! < 2 and —log(1 — x) < 2z for sufficiently small x, we have
p12 i p? i

[1—2¢%(c)] "' <2 and e~ (T8 (1-2¢0) < ez +)4en () Therefore, the following

inequality holds

FUIALL ) < e (@l + 21184 P exp{ (5 + gk (@)} exp {260 (@)1 AL .

According to Lemma B3] we see that P(||A%[[? < 3a?p?) > 1 —10.4exp{—1£p?}. There-

fore,

Viogp p'%Vlogp
n

10
Fae) < eGP 4 6a%p?] exp {es() B Gty + 207 4 4)

with probability greater than 1 — 10.4 exp{—%pQ}. By Condition (4), we have that
pm%(ﬁcﬁpz +2p? 4+ 2) — 0. Therefore, exp {03(c)pm? Vifgp(4a2p2 +2p% + 2)} < 2. Tt
follows
. . 12 1
Fanlle) < 20+ 6a2>c?,(c)pT V:gp

with probability greater than 1 — 10.4exp{—£p®}. Let cs(c) = 2(1 + 6a?)c3(c), then
Fi|1AL]], e) < c;;(c)% Vifgp with probability greater than 1 —10.4 exp{—p?}. Further-
more, we can get

2¢My ko M (p)p

12 12
i _ p~vlogp . P Vlogp
Rl(”Anch) - \/ﬁ [1 +C4(C) \/ﬁ ]+ CM(p)C4(C) \/ﬁ
2¢ M kop® lo 1310 2¢ M kap? lo 2
_ 1\;% L ﬁgp ca(e) =22 ffﬁ 8L 1 Veeu(o)] (21)
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with probability greater than 1 — 10.4 exp{—%pQ}. It is easy to see that the third term
in (2I) is the dominating term. Therefore, there exists a constant cs(c) such that
Ri(||A ], c) < 05(0)”131% with probability greater than 1 — 10.4exp{—2p*}. The

proof is completed. m

Lemma 8.5 Under Condition (2)-(4), there exists a constant c¢ large enough and a

constant cg(c) such that for any given i € {1,2,...,p},

Sz entpy 10117 (0 4072 (J) " 1ud) Z (u)du?
[ 7 (08) Zi () du

< exp[—cy(c)p* log )

with probability greater than 1 — 10.4 exp{—%p2}.

Proof Let

St zenty 1001177 (8 + 0™ 2 (J) ") Z (u ) du?

fallizlo = T O 2w

: . 1 . N
i 00T 2 (I T ) iy g
S en 01—y Zn(u)du

(27T)Si/2 exp[IIA;;LHZ]

According to Lemma 2.2 in @ M], we have that Z} (u’) < exp[—2cp? logp] with
probability greater than 1 — 10.4exp{—g£p®}. Let m}(#") denotes the non-normalized
local coloured G-Wishart distribution. Then we obtain that

Ry([|AL]],¢)
exp[—3cp? log p]
(27T-)Si/2 exp[llﬁ%w]

V' (6" 6p)]]

o) 5072 i) g
m5(65)

Si 1 ) 1 o
< exp[g logn + 5 log |F"| — ZCPQ log p — log 7 (6))

J
(VAT (65 =03)][2>cM (p)
[[v/nJ* (0" — 00)llm5 (6")do] (22)

+10g/
[v/nJ (07 =08)[|>>cM (p)

with probability greater than 1 — 10.4 exp{—%pQ}. By Proposition [0.4] and Lemma [0.5]
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we have that
i

2

» S; 1 L 1
Ra(||ALlle) < exp[g logn + 3 log [F"| — ZCP2 logp + spika —

il
9 Ppi log K1

+Mzp* log p]

with probability greater than 1 —10.4 exp{—%pz}. By Condition (1), logn and logp are
of the same order. Furthermore, Proposition [0.3] implies log |F?| = O(p?). Therefore,
there exists a constant cg such that log | F| < cgp®. It follows the RHS in (22]) is bounded
by the following term

+1 1 1 1 5 — 9
[]L) logp + =cep? — ~cp?logp + =pika — ———p; log k1 + M7p? log p]

Py 2 1 2 2

with probability greater than 1 — 10.4 exp{—%p2}. Furthermore, there exists a constant
cg such that

Ro(|| ALl ¢) < exp[EB M Togp — Lep?log p + Myp? logp + csp? log p)

with probability greater than 1 — 10.4 exp{—%p2}. We can choose a constant ¢ big

enough such that co(c) = 2 — Le+ ¢g + M7 < 0. It immediately implies Ra(||AL]],¢) <
g 9 1 1 8 7 Yy P nilb

exp|—co(c)p? log p|] with probability greater than 1 — 10.4 exp{—%p2}. ]

Lemma 8.6 Under Condition (2)-(4), for any given i € {1,2,...,p} and for any con-

stant ¢ such that ¢ > 11a® and a® > 1, we have

s

) ) ) . 2 2 2 2
[ l[p(u’; A, Is, )du' < —=p~ @+ + V3a2—=p~ 1" *?
‘/ui||2>CM(P) V2 V2T

with probability greater than 1 — 10.4 exp{—$p*}.

Proof First we observe that
/ 'l g('s A, I, '
[lu?||2>ecM (p)

< / (Il — AL|D(u's AL, Is,)du' + / AL (s AL, I, )
[[u?||2>cM (p) [|u?]|2>cM (p)
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Let o' = u'—AY, since |[v'|[2+||AL||? > |[v'+ AL ||* = [|[u’||* > ¢M (p), then immediately
[[vt]|? > cM (p)—||AL||%. By LemmalB3] we can see that ||AL||> < 3a?p? with probability
greater than 1 —10.4 exp{—%pQ} with a® > 1. As c is chosen that ¢ > 11a?, we can get
[[v¥]|? > eM(p) — ||AL|]* > eM(p) — 3a®p* > (11a® — 3a?)p?logp = 8a?p? logp with
probability greater than 1 — 10.4 exp{—%pz}. Thus the following inequality holds with
probability greater than 1 — 10.4 exp{—£p?}.

[ - Aot AL I
[[ui][?>cM (p)

Si

fliotetso,2s)av' < 3 [ 03160130, I,
[[v?[|*>8a2 M (p)

~/||vi+AZII2>cM(p)

j=1
where v/ is the j-th element of v*. We also have that

Si
S / [ |6(vf; 0, Is, )du'
=17 l[v*|[*>8a>M(p)

i Si
1 4.2

He(v'0,Ig,)dv' < 2p*——
/]RSi—l /(vi)2>8a2%<f) |v]|¢(v s)dv' < 2p \/ﬂp

with probability greater than 1 — 10.4 exp{—%p2}, and

S .
<
j=1k=1

, o . 2 3
|ALlo(u’s AL, Is,)du’ < V3a2p® —=p~ 1
/ui||2>cM<p> V2r

with probability greater than 1 — 10.4 exp{—%pz}. Hence, the desired result follows. m
Lemma 8.7 For a given i € {1,2,...,p}, we have

VT (§ = ) = i+ [ ) - ofu's A I )Jdu
where 7 (u?) is the posterior distribution of u’.

Lemma 8.8 (Parallel to Lemma[83) Let Al and UJZ be as defined in ) of Section 4
and ([I6l), respectively. Let Cy be defined as in Lemma[8dl Then under Conditions (2),
(4*) and (5), for any arbitrary constant a such that a® > 1, we have that if Cgl—\;)%p <a—1,

for ||7¢]] < logp and n sufficiently large,

i\, (v) = log (E{exp[(v)*AL]}) < a?|ly'[2/2.
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Lemma 8.9 (Parallel to Lemma[83) Under Condition (2), (4*) and (5), for any i €
{1,2,...,p} and n sufficiently large, there exists a constant a, a* > 1, such that

) 1
P||ALI[* > 3a% log” p} < 10.4exp{— ¢ log” p}
where A! is defined as in @) of Section 4.

Lemma 8.10 Let 0' be the MLE of 0° in the i-th local model. Under Condition (2),
(4%) and (5), for any i € {1,2,...,p},

Vall 70" — )|l < ¢ logp

with probability greater than 1 — 10.4 exp{—% log? p}, where ¢ = 1.2v/3a i;’”‘”ﬁ:;

min

9 Supplementary file

In this section we provide the proofs of the propositions and lemmas that we have
used in the Appendix.
Proposition 9.1 Let F* be defined in definition @) of Section 4 for anyi € {1,2,...,p},

then under Condition (2), we have that

S )\mzn(FZ) S )\maz(Fl) S F
1

X
NI R

Proof Let G be the Fisher information matrix for the uncolored graphical models e.g.
G' = ¢/(0") where ¢, (0") = (—5log|K’| + & log(2m))1kiep,, - Let 7 and w be the
numbers of eigenvalues of G* and F*. Since F’ is a linear projection of G* onto the space
of uncolored symmetric matrices, then 7 > w. Under Condition (2) and by Proposition

@7 for any I, 1 <1 < @, we have

1 1 1 1

<min{——— 1< k<7T}<N(F) <max{——— |1 <jk<71}< —.
3 = N SR s S A s medTEn et S s S 0
|

Proposition 9.2 For any i € {1,2,...,p}, let K&g be the (o, B) entry of Ki. Under
Condition (2), we have |K&g| < Ka.

Proof By Condition (2), we have A\yqz(K§) < ko for any i € {1,2,...,p}. Therefore,
ko — N (K{),j =1,2,--,p;, are the eigenvalues of kalp, — K{. Since Apaq(KQ) < Ko,
then ko > \j(K(),j =1,2,---,p;. It follows that kal,, — K} is a positive semidefinite
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matrix. Since the diagonal elements of a positive semidefinite r2l,, — K¢ are all non
negative, then ko — K50 > 0, = 1,2,...,p;. It follows 0 < K20 < ky. Since K is a

positive definite matrix, then each 2 by 2 principal sub matrices

; i,0
Ko Kig
i,0 i,0
Kgo Kgg
of Ké are positiye definite. Therefore, K}ngg,g - (K;g)2 > 0, from which we get
KIS < (KK < o m
The next four propositions provide the properties of log |F|, the colored G-Wishart

prior, the third and fourth moments of the normalized Y;

Proposition 9.3 Under Condition (3), for any i € {1,2,...,p}, we have the trace of
F' satisfies tr(F*) = O(p?) and the determinant |F*| satisfies log |F'| = O(p?).

: *P(0’ iy si g i - i i
Proof Since #éz; = 3tr(65%40, %), then tr(F') = %;:1 tr((07%4)?). Furthermore,
by Condition (3), tr(65%5) is bounded. Therefore, tr((65%)?) is bounded. It follows

Si

i 1 i 2 Lpi(pi +1) ixin2 Lp(p+1) i 2 2

) = 3 20 )) < 3P (@) < 5 R (0 = 067)
Si )

) A - s, ; J;)\j(FZ) Si tr(FH) )

Next, let us consider log [F"|. Since [F*| = [[;Z; A\;(F*) < (T) = (T) ,

then
; i(pit1) iy )2
i tr(F*) _ pi(pi +1) g tr((6;25)°) 9
log| F| < Silog —g— < == —log il = 0(").

2

The proposition is proved. m

Proposition 9.4 Under Condition (2), for any i € {1,2,...,p}, we have

%

. ) 1
log w4 (K() > —§pm2 + Tpi log k1

when D' = 1T,,,.

Proof The non-normalized colored G-Wishart distribution can be rewritten as
i 1 i 5" =2 i
mo(Kp) = exp{ - §t7°(KOIm) + 9 log |K0|}

1 Pi ; 51 —9 Pi ;
= exp{-— 52/\3'([{0) + TlogHAj(Ko)}
j=1

J=1

1 )
exp{ — gPik2 + — P log nl}.

Y
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The last inequality due to Condition (2). =

Proposition 9.5 (Lipschitz continuity) For any i € {1,2,...,p} and any constant c,

there exists a constant My such that

[log 7*(6") — log 7' (6)| < Mipl|6" — 64|

when, ||0° — 05| < /[[(F")~H[eM (p) /n — 0.

Proof Let 7j(0%) be the non-normalized colored G-Wishart distribution for the local

model. By mean value theorem, we have

o o - oo , - . Olog (6
[log = (6) —log 7 (@) = logmh(6) — logmh(88)] = (0" — g5 BT,
o Sl 5 —2 ; 2
= 110" = 0311+ || D [ = 5tr@iDh) + o=@ (K) )]
j=1

where @i is the point on the line segment joining 6 and 6j. Since ||6" — 63|| — 0, then
(K~ — (K{)~'. According to Condition (2) and Proposition[2 each entry of (K3)~!
is uniformly bounded, then using the similar proof of Lemma [} each entry (K%)= is

uniformly bounded. Therefore, there exists a constant M; such that

S»; _ 2 . .
3 [_ %tr((;;;Di) + 9 5 2tr(6§-26)} < \/Ll;pZ)Mf < \/Ll;p)Mf = Mp.

j=1

Proposition 9.6 For anyi € V, let Y; and Vf be defined in [Bl) and () of Section 4,
respectively. Then Bi, (c) = O(p°) and B5, (c) = O(p'?).

Proof Let B, be the («, 8) entry of (J*)~!. Define b = max{|Bag|; o, 8 € {1,2,...,S;}}.

Then for the vectors Y} = (Y}, Y}s,...,Y/s )" and a = (a1, az,...,as,)", the following
property holds for h =1,2,3,4
S;
b3 [Vl
k=1
> IV s,
b i A i : h
iN—1vyri gk i
Egi|a'(J)Yilh < By [(|a1|, las),... las,) | #=1 } = Eyi [(bz Y5> |ak|] :
k=1 k=1
S»; .
b2 [Vl
k=1
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According to Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have that

Si Si Si
R SETINGTE] REOCTEEAD SR S e
k=1 ki=1  kp=1

According to Lemma [0.] each entry of 9i is bounded when [|J%(6" — 6))[|* < <t — 0.
By Lemma [0.2] we have Egl[ Vil 1Y, |} is bounded for h = 1,2,3,4. Therefore,
Egila'(J) 'Y/ = O(p"). Similarly, |a*(J*) ™' E: (Y;)|" = O(p;"). Hence, we have

By

tyi3 ot
a'Vi|° = Egila

(7)Y = a () B ()

S Egi a

I 4 3la (7)) T Egi (Y]) | Egs (a (J7) 1Y)
+3[a’(J") " Egi (Y])]? Egila' (J') 'Y} + |[a* (J*) " Egi (Y})]?[(25)
o®]) = 0.

A similar argument deduces Fy:

a'VI|* = O(p'?). By the definition Bj, (c) and Bj,(c),
the desired result follows. m

Proof of Lemma Let ¢t (6%) be the posterior distribution of #°. Therefore, we
have that

g = / 0" - ¢l (07)do"
- / (B +n 2 (1) )b (6 +n = () AT du!
= /(6‘6 + n_%(ﬂ)_lui)wi(ui)dui =0} + n-2 (JHt /uiwi(ui)dui.
It follows /nJ( = [w'm(u’)du’. On the other hand, the following equations

hold
/uigb(ui;Afl,Igi)du = /(uZ — A;)qﬁ(ui;A;,Igi)dui + Afl/(b(ui;A;,Igi)dui = Afl.
We thus have

VT (6~ 6) — Al = / W () — $lu’s AL, T, )] du

Proof of Lemma B8 Since ||7!|| < logp and k’% — 0 by Condition (4%*),
then ||\'}—%|| < 1 where 7 as given in Lemma B1]is the size of the neighborhood for ~*.
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3 i i
PGy ()

vy, 8'yl v,

Therefore, by Lemma [R1] there exists a constant Cy such that ’ < Cy. We

also have

?iH

i B logp)
= f
o(1

According to Condition (4*), O NG ). Therefore, for any arbitrary constant a such

that a? > 1, é\cﬁ Z vl < a? — 1. Following the argument similar to that of Lemma

B2 we obtain

m=1

log B[] < a?||yi[[?/2.

Proof of Lemma According to Lemma [8.8] we have
log (E{exp[(v))' AL]}) < @®[l'[*/2 for 7] < logp

where a is a constant with a®> > 1. Condition (5) implies a®log”p > S;. Let z be
defined as in the proof of Lemma B3l Then ! > %az 1og2p and let x = %1og2 p, then
we have L<x< 2%, Following similar argument as in the proof of Lemma R3] we can
obtain that P(||AL]]2 > 3a21og? p) < 10.4e~ 518" P m

Proof of Lemma Let Bi(0%) = ¢'(6") — Y be the negative of the score

function. Then the MLE 6% satisfy the likelihood equation Bi(') = 0. Let b, =
V3alogp )‘ézam(Fi)
Vi Amin (F7)

1 —10.4exp{—2 log® p}, for any 6 on the ball ||§° — 6}|| = 1.2b,,, we have
(0" — 05)' B (6") > 0. (26)

Because that according to Theorem 6.3.4 of |Ortega & Bhginbgldd 192!1], this will imply

that there exists a root of B'(") = 0 inside the ball ||§" — || < 1.2b, and thus with
probability greater than 1—10.4 exp{—2 log” p}, [T (67 —0})]|| < )\mam(Fi)l.Qb < c’lo%.
To complete the proof it now suﬁices to show the inequality (20 holds. Based on (2.3)

in Proposition 2.1 of , we have
(O~ 0 BE) = (6 6) (' (8) - V)
= (07— 0) i+ (67— ) O) (0 — )
5 Eal(6 — 6) Vi — (6 — 03)1
= 0 OV ] (0 0 (66— 6))
+3 B0~ ) VP

with a? > 1. We are going to show with probability greater than

= terml + term?2 + term3,
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where ' = /(05), V] is defined as in (@) of Section 4 and 6’ is a point on the line

segment between 0% and 6. It is easy to see that
term2 > Apmin (F)[|(6" — 65)]]%.
For term3, under Condition (5), from (24]), (25) and Lemma 1] we see that
sup{| Eg(a'V})?| : [lal| = 1,[|0"—65]| = 1.2b,} < sup{|Eg(a'V})?| : |la]| = 1, |6" ]| < 1.2b,,}

is bounded. Since b,, — 0, then %)\mm (F') = oo. Therefore,

i i i 0.1 i
sup{|Eg(a'V})?| : [al| = 1,1[6" — 65| = 1.2b,} < 5 Amin (F°).

n

It follows

0.05 .
term3 > — . Amin (F).

n

In terml, there is a random term Y — ¢/(63). We will now show that

V3alogp
vn

with probability greater than 1 —10.4 exp{ —% log? p}. According to Lemmal83] we have

terml > Mao (F)||07 = 63|

[|A? [|? < 3a2log? p with probability greater than 1 —10.4 exp{—% log? p}. Furthermore,
since

AL = VAT (7 = )P = (V= ) (F)7H (V= ) 2 5 — ]

Y — %,
then s—"—— Y —pt||? < 3a2log? p with probability greater than 1—10.4 exp{—% log? p}.
It implies ||V —pt[|? < %)\iaz (F*) with probability greater than 1—10.4 exp{—2 log® p}.
1 L
Consequently, term1 > %)\%M(F 160" — 65]|. Combining the above results, on the
ball of [|0¢ — 6%|| = 1.2b,,, we have
(0" —6)' B'(6")

V3alogp 3 iNllpi _ ni i i i 0.05 iNlgi_ pi
—Txmwme — 08| + Amin (F)|[(0° = 05)[1* = =——Amin (F")|[0" — 651>

by
2
= —3a%/ 1°i D 2 ae (FY1.20, + Ain (F7)(1.26,)% — Amin(Fi)¥(1.zbn)3

n

Y%

> Ain(FOP2[—1.2 4 (1.2)* = 0.05(1.2)%] > 0

with probability greater than 1 — 10.4 exp{—% log? p}. Therefore, we proved that ||t§Z —
0| < 1.2b, with probability greater than 1 — 10.4 exp{—% log? p}. Tt follows

176" = 66)I| < Naz (F)|10° = 65| < Miraz (F*)1.2bs

with probability greater than 1 — 10.4 exp{—% log?p}. m
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Lemma 9.1 Let 6‘;- be the j-th element of 6°, i = 1,2,...,p. Under Condition (2), for
16° — 64]| < e1, we have that |05] < e1 + k.

Proof Let 6% be the j-th element of 6, i = 1,2,...,p. Since [|§* — 6p]| < €1, then

..., S;}, we have

It implies |6‘; - 9§70| < &;1. By Proposition [@:2] under Condition (2), we have |9§70| < Ko.
It follows [0%] < &1+ kp. m

Lemma 9.2 Let in be defined in ([B) of Section 4 and denote Yf = (Yj1,Y2, -, Ys,)t,
under Condition (2) and ||0° — 03|| < &1, we have Egi [|Yfk1| e |Y;kh| is bounded for
h=1,2,34.

Proof According to Lemma[@.] each element of 6" is bounded. Since Y}, = —4tr(5;, X1(X})"),
by Isserlis’” Theorem, the moments of every entry of X}(X})t is finite. By Condi-

tion (3), Eg:(Y}}) is bounded and Eyi(Y};,)? is also bounded. By Holder’s inequality,

we have Eyi[| XY || < (Egi[|X|?))7 (Eg:[|Y|7)7. Therefore, when h = 1, Egi(|Y},, |) <

[Ep: (Y7 )?]2 is bounded. When h = 2, we have

Jk1
i i i \21% i \214
Ei (1Y, 1Yk, ) < [Eos (Y, )12 [Ee (Y, )7]2-

It follows Eyi(

V) 1Y}y, ]) is bounded. When h = 3, we have

i Ny ||y iy i i 214
B (1Y, 1o 1Yk ) < (B (1Y, 1Y, )] 2 [Bii (Y, )22
Since Egi (|Y}y, |[Y},,]) is bounded, then Eyi(|Y} |[Y}y,])? is also bounded. Therefore,
Egi (Y3, |V, Y7, ]) is bounded. Consequently, Ep [|ink1|---|1/jikh| is bounded for
h=1,234 m

Proposition 9.7 Let E be a FEuclidean space and let F' C E be a linear subspace. Let
pr denote the orthogonal projection of E onto F. Let g be a linear symmetric operator

g: E — E and consider the linear application f of F into itself defined by

frzeF— f(r)=prog()

Then, we have that if p1 < pe < -+ < pm are the eigenvalues of g and A1 < Ao <
<o < A are the eigenvalues of f, n < m, then for any j = 1,2,--- ,n, the following
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inequalities hold

M1 SAJ S,um

Proof We prove is first for m = dim(F) = dim(E) — 1. Let e = (e1,e2,--- ,e,) be
an orthonormal basis of F' such that basis the matrix representative of f is a diagonal
[fl¢ = diag(A1, A2, -+, Ay) and let eg € FE be such that ¢/ = (ep,e1,e2, -+ ,€,) is an

orthonormal basis of F. Then in that basis, the matrix representative of g is

a bl bn

. by A 0 0
[g]e’ -

0

bn 0 A\

We see here that the matrix representative of f is a submatrix of the matrix represen-

tative of g. By the interlacing property of the eigenvalues, we have
,Ltlg/\jgun+1 j:1,2,...,n.

If dim(E) — dim(F') > 1, we iterate the process by induction on dim(E) — dim(F') and

complete the proof. m

Lemma 9.3 For anyi € {1,2,...,p}, let T*(¥*) be a symmetric matriz with dimension
pi. Then there exists a constant n such that with ||T*(v")||r < n, the matriz I,, +
TH(y")XE is positive definite.

Proof If we want to show I, + T*(7")Si is positive definite, it is equivalent to show
for any non zero vector z with dimension p;, 2%(I,, + T*(y")X{)z is positive. By Cauchy-

Schwarz inequality, we have

< TN > < TGN X IZhl < TG x lal] I3 x el
< RIRIT OOl x o < alllP
Therefore,
Al + TOOZe = 2lpz + 2700 Zhe = a4 < ')z Bhe >
1 1
> [P = llalPr=- = (1= -2l

We can thus choose a constant 7, such that n < r1. It follows 2*(I,, + T (7y")})z >
[|2]]2 > 0 when ||T*(y)||lr <n. =
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Lemma 9.4 Let K = (K;j)1<i j<p be p X p positive semi-definite matriz. Then
1K l[p < tr(K).

Proof Because K is positive semi-definite, we have Kfj < Ky Kjj. Thus

SOKE< Y KuKji=(), Ka)( Y, Ky)=(> Ki)

1<i,j<p 1<i,j<p 1<i<p 1<j<p 1<i<p

In order to prove the following Theorem , we start from a finite dimensional real
linear space E of dimension n (thus isomorphic to R™ but we prefer to avoid the use
of artificial coordinates). We denote by E* its dual space, that means the set of linear
applications 6 : E — R. We denote (f,z) = 6(z). If E is Euclidean, the dual E* is
identified with E and (0, x) is the scalar product.

Consider a non empty open convex cone C' with closure C' such that C is proper,

that is to say such that

TN (-C) = {0}.

The dual cone of C' is

C*={0cE*; (0,z) >0VxecC\{0}}

This is a standard result of convex analysis that C* is not empty (IEa,La,_u_t_&_&;La,mdl

). In general the description of C* is a non trivial matter.

A polynomial P on F is a function P : E — R such that if e = (ey,...,e,) is a basis
of Eand if x = x1e1 4+ - -+ zpe, € F then P(x) is a polynomial with respect to the real
variables (z1,...,,). Needless to say the definition does not depend on the particular
chosen basis e. A polynomial P is homogeneous of degree k if for all A € Rand all x € F
we have

P(\z) = \FP(z).

Theorem 9.1 Let C' be an open convex and proper cone of E, let P be a homogeneous
polynomial on E of degree k and let o > —n/k. We assume that P(xz) > 0 on C. We

choose a Lebesgue measure dr on E. For 8 € E* consider the integral
L(9) = / e 02 P(2)%dx < oo.
C

If 0 ¢ C* the integral L(6) diverges. If § € C* denote Hy = {x € E ; (0,z) = 1}.
Then C N Hy is compact. In this case € C*, the integral L(0) is finite if and only if
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meHl P(z)*dx is finite. Furthermore
L(8) = T(ak + n) / Pa)*de. (27)
CNHy

Proof (personal communication from G. Letac) Suppose that 6, € C* and

let us show (27)). Consider the affine hyperplanes H; and Hy of E defined by
H, = {.I ek ; <90,{E> = 1}, Hy = {I ek ) <90,I> = 0}

The convex set C N H; is compact. To see this let us choose an arbitrary scalar product
on E. Observe that the function u +— (A, u) defined on the intersection of C' with the
unit sphere of F is continuous and reaches a minimum m > 0 since the set of definition
is compact. Thus for all x € C'N H; we have
1 1
[z < E<90=$> =
and the closed set C'N H; is also bounded, thus compact.

We fix now hy € H; and we write any element x of E' in a unique way as x = zg+x1h1
where z7 is a number and z¢ is in Hy. If E is Euclidean, a natural choice for hy is
6o/]|00|* although other choices would be possible. We also write = (¢, z1) for short.
We denote by K C Hy the set of x¢ such that x¢ + hy = (29,1) is in C' N H;. Note that
K is also compact. We get that = = (z¢,21) is in C'\ {0} if and only if y = x¢/z1 € K

and x1 > 0. To see this denote
C1 = {(zo,21) ; y=z0/71 € K, 71 > 0}.

The inclusion C; C C \ {0} is obvious as well as C' \ Hy C Cy. However if (z¢,0) is in
C N Hy and if 29 # 0 this implies that (Axo,0) is in C N Hy for all A > 0 and thus
Axg € K for all A > 0: this contradicts the compactness of K. As a result (z9,0) in
C' N Hy implies 29 = 0. This implies C'\ {0} = C'\ Hy and thus C'\ {0} = C;

We are now in position to make the change of variable (g, x1) — (y = x¢/x1, 1) in

the integral L(6y) with an easy Jacobian, since dim Hy =n — 1 :
dx = drodx, = a:’ffldyd:rl.
We get

L(GO)—/Cele(xo,xl)o‘dxodxl—/Kl(y)dy

where

I(y) = / e "1 P(yx1, xl)o‘x?fld:vl = P(y,1)*T(ak +n) = P(y+ h1)“T(ak +n)
0
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from the homogeneity of the polynomial P. Thus (21 is proved.

Suppose that 8y ¢ C*. This is saying that there exists xo € C such that {6y, z¢) < 0. Let
us show that L(6p) = oo. Since C' is open we may assume that (6p,z¢) < 0. Choose an
arbitrary scalar product on E. There exists e such that for all z in B = {x; ||x—xo| < €}
we have € C' and (fy, z) < 0. Consider the open subcone C7 = {Xz ; z € B, A > 0}

of C. We can write

L(GO)Z/ e_w”””)P(:v)o‘dacZ/ P(z)*dx.
Cy

Cy

Clearly the last integral diverges for aw > 0. For —n/k < o < 0 we use the same trick: we
parameterize C; with the help of the compact set C; N H; by considering the compact
set K, of y € Hy such that y + hy € C; N H; and we write

/ P(z)%dx :/ / P (x0,x1)dx :/ P(y,1)* (/ :C‘f‘kJr"ldxl) dy = o0.
ol K. Jo K, 0

This proves = . m

Lemma 9.5 For any i € {1,2,...,p}, there exists a constant My such that

log/ v [[VnJ (0° — 03)| 7§ (09)do" < exp[Mqp*logp).
[V (01 =04)[12>cM (p)

Proof Without loss of generality, let 0%,k = 1,...,s;, be the entries of K’ on the
diagonal and 6,k = s;+1,...,S;, be the off-diagonal entries. We assume that D* = I,,,,

which we need later on anyway. Then

tr(K'D") = tr(K'I,,) ZT; L =tr(K

S 5
W6(91;51Jp-)—exp{——z97@ o+ —— 10g|K1(9Z)|} and
_ S . S Si
o> = 2(92)2 + (6;,)* < ZT (01)* = ||[K“(6")||r < ( ZT;CHZ by lemma [0.4]
k=1 k=s;+1 k=1 k=1
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where 77 = |v}| is the number of elements in the colour class vi. We therefore have

) si .
[16"]] < > 7.0;.. Let H* denote the convex cone Pg: for short.
k=1

/H AT O - 63| (6)do?

i(pi i 1< i, 0 =2 ifpi i
| IVRT O =)l exp{—5 3 b + T log K (6") o

k=1

; i i I~y i, 0 =2 irpi i
VIFTA [ (181 851 exp{— 3 B+ 5= o i (8t
‘ k

Si
=1

IN

; i IS i, 0 =2 i(pi i
VIFIVAIG [ expi=5 > birt + S5 log K (09)]}do (25)
‘ k=1

: ‘ 1oL . . 6 —2 o ,
+\/IIFZII\/ﬁ/Hi|I9l||exp{—§z92ﬁi+Tlog|K1(9z)|}d9l- (29)

k=1

By Proposition 12l we have ||0}||> < S;x3. Furthermore, according to Proposition (.1

we have ||[F|| < %ﬁ We therefore need to find upper bounds for the integrals in (28]

and (ZJ). These two integrals are of the type [, f(6))* et (®"P)dg" where f(6") is a

homogeneous function of order k'. If n’ is the dimension of the space in which H’ sits,

we use the result of Theorem Let D? be the s;-dimensional vector with entries %’“
We have

1 S i i 51__2 i(pi i —tr(D9%)

/Hiexp{ 22 LTh + 5 log |[K*(6")|}d0* = /Hie

k=1

st

KH0H)| = db',

Si

i 1 i i o' —2 i(pi i Siiifr’” i(pi
| 1 exp(=5 Y- birt + S og K@ st < [ (3wl o)

k=1 k=1

5%

=

and therefore since K%(6%) is homogeneous of order p;, > 7.6% is homogeneous of order
k=1

. y 7’7
1 and 1 is homogeneous of order 0, we have, for o' = 52—2

7

/ e—tr(Digi)|Ki(9i)|512,2d9i :F(aipi+8i)/ |Ki(0i)|6{2d9i,
Hi

HiNH}

/ (2 e PO 07) 5 o
HY 3
= l"(aipi—l—l-i-Si)/ (ZTge;;)|Ki(9i)|‘5152dei. (30)

HinH] =

si—2

K (0%)| = d#* and

However, we do not know how to compute the integrals | i

iy (2 7O (8)

NH;
5t

T2 df'. The set Hi = {¢' | tr(D'¢") = 1} is HI = {6 |
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Ki(0")|*==d', to compute. But

Si .o
> 740, = 2}. So, we only have one integral, [,
> 1

Zrk = tr(K"(0")I,,) = tr(K'(6")) Z)\

where the \; are the eigenvalues of K*(6%). Following the inequality between the arith-

metic mean and the geometric mean, on H{ N H"*, we have

(gt S )" o
|K*(0")] = H)\ 71 =
p;
and thus
2Pi .
/ K (0] " / d'. (31)
HinHj pi HinH}
We are now going to use Theorem [@.1]in the reverse direction with f(6%) = 1 in order to
evaluate [ A d#*. We have
1
/ e~ P gt = T(0 + Si)/ o' (32)
i HiNH?

and we are going to majorize [, e~ (D0 49 We now use the fact that the matrices in
H? are positive definite, thus we have that, for [ = s; +1,...,5;, (91) < 9;92” whenever
0 = le j # k and 9tl = K!.,0! = Kj,. Since the cone H' is included in the cone P’

Jjr 7w
of positive definite matrices, we have that, for [ = s; +1,...,5;, (6)) < 9;9; whenever
0 = K}, j # k and 0}, = K7;,0;, = K}, and thus we can write
o +o0 +o0 s = /0t
/ e (P gpt - < / / e~ Xt Di"l H / v Ldel Hdel
Hi 0 0 l o1 —\/03,00,
+o0 +o0 i pigi Si
—%i, Dl ;
_ / / e~ Tl D [ I1 2 9;93”} Hd@;.
0 0 l=s;+1 r=1
Since we have assumed that D’ is equal to the identity, D! = % with the 7 being

bounded. Then

+oo +oo DZGZ .
/0 /0 i H{ H 2 9;93”}619;

r=1 l=s;+1
Si +oo ki S
’I" ’V"I 2 ’V‘ k
= 9Si~ H/ (01) % e dol 95~ S%H(TZ) +1r(2 +1)
r=1 T
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where k is the number of #; or u; equal to r in the i-th local model. From the majorization

above, [B2), BI)) and B0) successively, we obtain the following inequalities

, 1 L)) K¢
a9t < 95i—si T+1r +1
Sy s EW PR

o sto2 . QSi—Sri-m Si 2 k
KO a9t < 2 +1F
/HimH;' Sl - pl'T(S:) H(TZ) ( +1),

i o =ini L i . 251751+p1+lr(a1p_ + 1 + S) i 2 ki kl
[07)e (PO K01 det < P i 2 5 1
/;;m DO K60 T apt < Tae 1_11<T;> L)

Rigi R L . 2Si*5i+pir(aip_ + S) Si 9 k
d —tr(D'0") Ki(pt ) 2d01 v i i +1F 1
an /ie | ( )| 2 pfll—‘(sz) H(TZ) (2 + )

r=1
It follows that

/ V/nJ (0 — 63)||75 (6")do?

Si—si+p; S i i
< py L2 (3)%+1F(&
k1 py'T(S;) L4 2

+ 1)](M0pi1—‘(04ipi + Sz) + 2F(Oéipi +1+ Sl))

LS B 2 K

[[(=)5 e

— D] MopiD(a'pi + 1+ S5,
" (s L FUIMapiT(@'pi + 14 5:)

=1

where My and M are constants. Therefore,
tog { [ IWAT(6" — 6|1 (6")do'}

1
— 1ogn —log k1 + (S; — si + pi) log2 — p;log p; — log T'(S;) + log Ma + log p;

IN

k:Z 2 Kt
+logD'(a'p; + 1+ S;) +Z +1)10g—+logI‘( 2T +1)].
r=1

Since logn and logp is the same order and k% < p;, we have that
expliog { [ IVAT(0" = 0§) | (0")d0'

1 ; i
< exp[— logp + (S; — s; +pi)log2 + logp; + logT(a'p; + 1+ S;) +pi(% +1)log2

+p; 1ogI‘( 5 2 1) + Ms],

where M3 is a constant. By Sterling’s approximation, we have logn! = nlogn-+0O(logn).

Therefore, there exist two constant My and Mg such that

logT(a'p; + 1+ 8;) <logT(a'p; +1+

i(pi +1 i
p(pi2>) < log(2a'p; + p?)! < Msp? log p;
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and
logl“(% +1) <logp;! < Mgp; log p;.
Combining all results above, we obtain that
exp (log { [ IV (6" - 6yl (6')d0'} )
pi(pi +1)

D
+Mgp; log p; + Ms) < exp[M7p® log pl,

1 i
< exp (5 logp + [ + pi] log 2 + log p; + Msp? log p; +pi(% + 1) log2

where M7 is a constant. ®
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