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Abstract

Let X1,...,X, € RP be i.i.d. random vectors. We aim to perform simultaneous
inference for the mean vector E(X;) with finite polynomial moments and an ultra
high dimension. Our approach is based on the truncated sample mean vector. A
Gaussian approximation result is derived for the latter under the very mild finite
polynomial ((2+6)-th) moment condition and the dimension p can be allowed to grow
exponentially with the sample size n. Based on this result, we propose an innovative

resampling method to construct simultaneous confidence intervals for mean vectors.

1 Introduction

Let Xy,..., X, be ii.d. random vectors in R? with mean vector EX; = y and covariance
matrix Cov(X;) = X. We are interested in conducting statistical inference for p when
the dimension p can be comparable to or even much larger than n. Estimating u by the
traditional sample mean i = )" | X;/n, Chernozhukov et al. (2013) and Chernozhukov
et al. (2014) stated that under suitable moment conditions, as n — oo and possibly

P = DPn — 00,
pu = sup [P(Vlii = ploe <) = (V] < 1)] = 0. (1)
(S

where Y = (Y1,...,Y,)T € R? is a centered Gaussian vector with Cov(Y) = X and
|Z]0o = max;<, |z;| is the usual £, norm for a vector x = (z1,...,2,)" € RP. Suppose we
only have uniformly finite ¢-th (¢ > 3) moment for each coordinate of X;, i.e., there exists
a constant C' > 0 such that

max E|X;[* < C (2)



for some g > 3. We can show that the condition
p(logp)**7! = o(n?*71) (3)

is nearly optimal for (1); see Proposition 2.2. If (3) is barely violated, then under (2) we
can have p, — 1; see (12) and (13). Hence in general, the allowed dimension p can be at
most a power of n if we use ji for inference of ;. In this paper, we propose a new approach
to perform simultaneous inference for the mean vector with finite polynomial moments and
show that our method applies under ultra high dimensional settings, in which logp = o(n°)
for some ¢ > 0.

In Section 2, we shall study properties of the truncated sample mean with element-wise
truncation. A similar idea was adopted by Fan et al. (2016) in the estimation of covariance
matrices. We shall establish a Gaussian approximation result for the truncated sample
mean vector with uniformly finite (2 + 6)-th (0 < # < 1) moments for X;;, 1 <j <p. As
an important feature, the dimension p can be as large as e°™) for some ¢ > 0.

Equipped with the Gaussian approximation result for the truncated sample mean vec-
tor, we are ready to perform simultaneous statistical inference for u. In particular, we
propose an innovative resampling method called truncated half sampling procedure to
construct simultaneous confidence intervals of p in Section 3. As a main advantage of this
method, we do not need to deal with the problem of estimating the covariance matrices
which is highly nontrivial and computationally intensive in the high dimensional case, and

which may require extra structural assumptions.

2 The truncated sample mean vector and a Gaussian

approximation theory

Given any k > 0, let t, : R — [—k, k| be the truncated function defined by t.(x) =
(x AKk) V (—k). Given the data X, Xy, ..., X,, define the truncated sample mean vector

fin = 5 D7 1a(X0), ()

where t.(X;) = (t(Xn),...,t(Xsp))" € RP. With properly chosen truncated level x,

we establish a Gaussian approximation result for |fi.|o with uniformly finite (2 4 6)-th
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moments for X;;, 1 < j <p.

YR
Theorem 2.1. Let u = EX; = 0. Assume there exist constants b, My > 0 such that
min;<, E|X;;[* > b and My = max;<, E|X;;|*™ < oo for some 0 < 6 < 1. Further assume

(log p)* " M = o(n”). (5)
and we take k< (nMg/log p)"/+9) . Then as n — oo,

s = 5D [Pl fnlow < 8) = BV o0 < O] = 0. 0
€

Proof. For simplicity of notation, write Eq[X] = X —EX. Elementary calculation implies
for g =1, 2,
max E|Xy[11{| X > £} < 577777 M. (7)
i<p

Recall that t.(X;;) = (X;; A k) V (—k). Then for any j =1,...,p, as kK — 0o, we have

|E[Eo[te(Xip)]* — E|X; | E| X3 P1{| Xy > w} + (B X[ 1{] X5 > #})?

<
S K}_eMg + K/_2(1+0)M92 N 0’

which implies min;<, E|Eq[t,.(X;;)][* > b — o(1) > 0. Define L, = max;<, E|Eq[t.(X;;)]|>.

By a similar argument as above, for any j =1,...,p,

Elt (X)) = EIX;PH|Xy;] < s} + "E1{| X5 > &}
< R1_0E|Xij|2+9 < lil_eMg.

So we have L, < 4k'=%M, := L. Let ¢, be the quantity defined in (26) with L, replaced
by L.. We are to apply Lemma 4.1 for the i.i.d. vectors Eg[t,.(X;)], 1 < i < n, and evaluate
the quantities therein. Let  satisfy 2k < v/n/(4¢,logp). It can be easily seen that

My ko) (éx) = E|max IEo[tn(Xu)H?’l{ max [Bo[t(X1)]| > v/n/ (49 logp)}]
= 0. -
Let Y, = (Ya1, ... ,Ym,)T € R? be the analogue centered Gaussian vector with the same

covariance matrix as Eg[t,.(X;)]. It follows that
My (65) = B max Vs "1{ max |Ves| > v/ (46 log ) }|
Js<p J<p
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< ENAEH[YVels > 26}
< P(|Ye|oo > 26)K +/ P(|Yi|oo > 2)2dr =: T+ 1L

Y
2K

As has been assumed, E|Y;, ;|2 = E[Eo|t,.(X;;)]|? is upper bounded by M./®*" We have I <

. . . . /(2+0)
p/-i3e_c’“‘2/M92/(2+0>. Also, elementary manipulation implies IT < }JRM@Q/(H@)e‘c"‘Q/Me2 e +

3/(240) 2 /220
pMe/( +0) g—Cr? /M, . Hence,

2 g2/ (2+6) 2/(24-0) _ (2 /g2 (2+40) 3/(240) _ (2 /02 (246)
KPe=Cr /Mg + prM O =2 /M, + pMy ) o= CR M,

MH,YR ((b/{) P

p(nM9)3/(2+0) eXp{—C(TL2M9_(2+6)/ log*t? p)l/(2+0) log(pn) My} < n?,

IZANRZAN

where the second line follows in view of (5). By Lemma 4.1, we have

+—. (8

M2 log*t3? p> 1/(4+20) 1
n

P = 50D [B(VA[Eo[ju]l < 1) = B(¥ilo < 0] S (g
S

With (8), we are to consider the error bound between |fi, | and |Eo[fi]|. Since EX; = 0,

we have

Bl = max ‘E(Xij — r){X;; >k} +E(X;; + k) 1{X;; < —lﬁ}‘
J=p
< maxE[Xy|1{]Xy] > r} < w7 HM,.
J=p

By (7) and Lemma 2.1 in Chernozhukov et al. (2013), for any 6 > 0,

P = SUD P(Vnl i) oo < t) = P(V[Eolfi]| , < 1)l
< B(Vilin ~ Ealio] o > ) + sup P(|VaEoljn]l ~ 1] < )
< P(Vn|Bfiloo > 0) + pr, . + SuﬂlgP(HYnloo —t| <9)
< ph .+ 2V/nMpr 00 \/@f (9)

where the last inequality follows by taking § = \/nMyx~(1F0).
Next we compare |Y;|« and |Y|.. Observe that

max |Cov(Y ;, Yei) — Cov(Y;, V)| = max |Cov(te(Xij), tu(Xu) — Cov(Xij, Xu)l
g, gy
< C/iieMg.

By Lemma 3.1 in Chernozhukov et al. (2013), we obtain

P = 3D [P([Yeloo <) = P([Y | < 1)] S (Mp/w")*(1V log(ps))*?. (10)
teR
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Therefore, by (8), (9) and (10), we have

P < Prwt Prwt Pr
S Phe + VM0 log p + (My/K%) 2 log?? p
. M2 1ogh™3 py1/@a+20) M2 log?+3? py 1/(6+36)
= Punt ( nf ) + ( n? )
1 M2 log*+3% py 1/(6+30)
< Lro(EEETE T o

]

Remark 1. By Propsition 2.2, the Gaussian approximation p, — 0 is valid for the tradi-

tional sample mean vector if each coordinate has finite g-th moment and
p(log p)3¥/2~1 = o(n¥/271), (11)
The above condition is optimal up to a logarithmic factor. In fact, if
n??7! = o(p(log p) %), (12)

and X;; are i.i.d. symmetric random variables with EX;; = 0, E|X;;|* = 1 and the tail
probability P(X;; > x) = 2 4(logx) ™2, > o, then

pn = 1; (13)

see the discussion in Remark 2 of Zhang and Wu (2017). Here using the truncated sample
mean, Theorem 2.1 allows p to grow exponentially with n. For example, with only finite

third moment, i.e., if M; = max;<, E|X;;|> = O(1), p can be as large as e™"").

Proposition 2.2. Assume (2) and there exists some constant b > 0 such that Var(X,;) > b
forall j=1,...,p. Then p, — 0 as n — oo under

p(logp)®/2~ = o(n?/?71). (14)

Proof. We apply Lemma 4.1. Recall the definitions of the quantities ¢, M, x(¢,) and L,
therein. Denote 7 = v/n/(4¢, logp) and substitute ¢, = Ky(L? log* p/n)~'/6 with some
L, > L,. We can obtain

7= (nLy/logp)"?/(4K>) (15)
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Since max;<, E|X;;|9 < oo, by the Bonferroni technique and Markov’s inequality,
My x(pn) = P(| Xi|oo > 7)7° + 3/ P(|Xi|oo > z)2%d2 < pri7. (16)

Choose L, = max;<, E|Xy;[> - (p*(logp)'=3/n3/4=1)1=X(n'/2(log p)~"/2)X, where (1 —
3/q)/(3/2 —3/q) < x < 1 so that L, > L, is ensured. By (15) and (16), elementary
calculation indicates that p, — 0 under (14). O

3 Construction of Simultaneous Confidence Intervals

Based on the Gaussian approximation result for the truncated sample mean (cf. Theorem
2.1), we are able to construct simultaneous confidence intervals (SCIs) of p. Given a

confidence level a € (0,1), the (1 — «) SCIs can be constructed by
Cow = {y =(v1,..., up)T cRP: ‘ Zt,{(Xi — u)‘oo < \/ﬁcl,a} (17)
i=1

where ¢;_, is the cutoff value determined by (19) below. Note that for every j = 1,...,p,
fi(y) == >, t(Xi; — y) is a non-increasing and continuous function of y and it is lower
and upper bounded by —nk and nk respectively. Assume nk > \/nci_q. Let [;, u; be the
solutions to the equation f;(y) = £+v/nc1_o. Then the SC for p; is [1j,u;], 1 < j < p.

Note that | >, t,(X; — V)|« = 0 gives the Huber estimate.

Similarly, the null hypothesis Hy : 11 = po can be rejected at level o if | ). ¢,.(X; —
to)los = v/ne1-a.

Now we shall determine the cutoff value ¢;_, so that the SCIs given by (17) is asymp-
totically valid. If Cov(X;) = ¥ is known, by Theorem 2.1, the result

sup [P(—=| D te(Xi = )| <) = P(V]w < 0)] =0 (18)
1 o0

implies that we can compute ¢;_, by

Clo=f{t ER:P(|Y|e <t) >1—a}. (19)

When ¥ is unknown, one natural approach is to use a consistent estimator. Estimation of
covariance matrices in high dimensions is highly nontrivial. The restriction mainly lies in

the requirement of extra structural assumptions such as bandedness or sparsity.
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Now we propose an innovative method to estimate the cutoff value ¢;_, which can

avoid the estimation of covariance matrices and is very convenient to implement. For

simplicity, suppose the sample size is even denoted by n = 2m. Let 7 = (7w(1),...,7(n))
be a permutation of [n] = {1,2,...,n} and define Z,; = (X — Xn(msi))/V2 for i =
1,...,m. By such construction, Z,,...,Z;,, are then ii.d. symmetric random vectors

with covariance matrix ¥. By Theorem 2.1 and the fact that Et.(Z,;) = 0, we have
sup [P(v/m|Zz sloo <) = P(|Y |oo < 8)] =0, (20)
teR

where Z,. . = > i" Zr;/m. The result (20) provides theoretical support for the validity of
the procedure estimating ¢;_, by the (1—a) quantile of \/m|Z, .|. Let II,, be the collection
of all permutations of [n] and let 7y, ..., 7, be i.i.d. uniformly sampled from II,,. Assume

that the sampling process (m;);>1 is independent of (X;). Define

Ey(t) = 5 3 Uil Zayaloe < 1 (21)

J

where Zr, . = > 1" Zr, x/m. We can obtain the empirical (1 — a)-th quantile of F,;(¢) by
G1—o = inf{t € R: F;(t) > 1—a} and estimate ¢;_, by §1_o. The simultaneous confidence

interval for x4 can be constructed as

Cl,={veR: | t(X;—v)| < Vndi_a} (22)

4 Appendix

Lemma 4.1 follows from Theorem 2.1 in Chernozhukov et al. (2014) for the i.i.d. case, which

is useful to prove Theorem 2.1. For the i.i.d. random vectors X, define L, = max ]E|Xij|3
i<p

and for ¢ > 1, define

Mx(¢) = B| max| Xy, ['1{ max| Xy,| > v/ (46 1ogp) } . (23)

Let Y be a centered Gaussian vector with Cov(Y') = ¥. We can define M, y(¢) similarly
with X, replaced by Y; in (23). Let

M () := My x(0) + M,y (9). (24)
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Lemma 4.1. Suppose that there exists some constant b > 0 such that min;<, EX2 > b.

Then there exist constants Ky, Ko > 0 depending only on b such that for every constant
Ly > Ly,

L2log" p\1/6  M,(¢y,)
<K <"—> MniPn) 25
Pn < 1{ - + I, } (25)
with
L2 log* py —1/6
o oy (L8 20
n
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