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Abstract

Pearson’s correlation p is among the mostly widely reported measures of association.
The strength of the statistical evidence for linear association is determined by the p-
value of a hypothesis test. If the true distribution of a dataset is bivariate normal, then
under specific data transformations a t-statistic returns the exact p-value, otherwise
it is an approximation. Alternatively, the p-value can be estimated by analyzing the
distribution of the sample correlation, r, under permutations of the data. Moment
approximations of this distribution are not as widely used since estimation of the mo-
ments themselves are numerically intensive with greater uncertainties. In this paper
we derive an inductive formula allowing for the analytic expression of the sample mo-
ments of the sample correlation under permutations of the data in terms of the central
moments of the data. These formulas placed in a proper statistical framework could
open up the possibility of new estimation methods for computing the p-value.

1 Introduction

Pearson’s product-moment correlation [1],

COV(X,Y)
p=—"""" (1)
Ox0y
the generalization of Galton’s regression coefficient, [2, 3] is perhaps the most important

measure of data association, orienting scientists in the direction of discovery since its intro-
duction. As an inferred measure of linear association between two variables, it is a primary
tool in statistical analysis and the search for meaningful variable relationships, (see Figure
1). The subject of its interpretation and nuances surrounding its use have been extensively
covered in the literature with still plenty of room for debate today, [4, 5].
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Figure 1: All three synthetic examples clearly exhibit strong functional relationships. Under
a hypothesis test for the presence of a linear relationship under p, the first two examples
strongly reject the null hypothesis, both with p-values < 1 x 10~#, while in the last example
the null hypothesis is accepted. Even though the middle example reports a moderate linear
association, it is clearly non-linear being a cubic polynomial. Pearson’s correlation is perhaps
better interpreted as a measure of the suitability of a linear approximation to the data.

Given a dataset with two variables, in hypothesis testing,

Hy:p=0 (2)
H1 tp 7é 0
the p-value of the test determines the strength of the statistical evidence for whether to
accept or reject Hy [06]. Widely contentious, the use of p-value for determining statistical
significance is under critical debate, a subject that is extensively addressed in the recent lit-
erature [7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12]. Notwithstanding this controversy, p-value is still in widespread

use today, and as such, methods of its computation are relevant to discuss.

Presented is a branching inductive formula for computing the sample moments of the sample
correlation coefficient r,

- >oil@i — pa) (yi — p1y) ,
V@ — ) (g — )

over permutations of the data in terms of the central moments of the data, denoted

k\ __ 1 k
<rn>—ﬁ2m (4)

mell

(3)

for £ € N, where II is the set of all possible permutations on the data and r, denotes the
sample correlation over the permutation 7 € II of the data. These formulas are interesting by
themselves and placed in a proper statistical framework could potentially open the door to
the possibility of computationally efficient methods for computing the p-value of a hypothesis
test of p.



2 Main Result: Inductive Formula for (fr”ﬁ>

2.1 Notation

Given a dataset D, = {(z;,y;)| i = 1,..,n} C R? let II = Perm(n) be the set of all
permutations on {1,...,n}. For 7 = (m,...,m,) € II, defined such that i — m;, define

W(Dn) = {(x%ym”i = 17 ">n}7 (5>

where the permutation 7 acts on the y-coordinate alone. Denote Pearson’s sample correlation
over a permutation 7 of the data as r, = r(m(D,)) and define

ri o [—1,1] = [0, 1], (6)

the distribution of 7 over the permutations of D,,. Lastly, let ; = (x;—p,) and §; = (y;— 1)

2.2 Main Result

Given D,,, fix k. The k' moment of 7y, is given by

k *
1 k
k\ __ E 2 : X—m,k m,k
<TH> a nkn'5]£(3 <n17 oy nm) (nlr~7nm)<n o )!}/(nlw,nm) ' hn’m (7>

Xzzlk o) and Y(T:lk np) L€ branching inductive formulas, such that for 1 < m < k and for

fixed non-zero positive integers ny + ... + n,, = k we have:

(n17--7nm) (77‘17"'7”771*1) (n1+n7n§i]'7"'7nm*1+n7ﬂ5(m71)j)

Xm,k — n(jnm>mel,k7’nm o Z mel,k (8)
J

where 9;; is the standard delta function, and similarly defined

Ym,k — n<z)nm>Ym71,k7’nm _ Zymfl,k‘ (9)

(nlzuvnm,) (nlan-,nmfl) (nl+nm5ij7--~anmfl+nm6(m_1)j)
J

For m =1, we have

Xy =n(@") and Y. = n(g") (10)

The stared multinomial coefficient

k - 1 k
_ 11
(nl,...,nm) dll---dr!(nl,...,nm) (11)

is an adjustment of the usual multinomial coefficient accounting for degeneracy in ny, ..., n,,.
Partitioning ny, ...m,, into subsets, g1, .., g, by the equivalence relation n, = n; <= n; =
n;, then d; = |g;|. This degeneracy leads to an over counting represented by the multinomial
coefficient which is correct by dividing out d;!---d,!.



The term h,, ,,, accounts for the inability to compute higher order terms in the sum when
the number of data points is less than the moment order being computed, by setting them
to zero in the formula,

hnm:

| {0 for n—m<0 (12)

1 for n—m>0

Lastly, for notational simplicity, in (7) the following convention is employed,

iy 13)

3 Derivation

Starting from (4) and (1), we have

o) = S (14)

" well

) =) |
_ : (15)
'Z;[ [\/Zk (T — 1a)? D2 (Yny — 1iy)?

= nkn'akakzzx“ xlkyﬂ'zl ymk (16>

TI'GH Liy-52k

Reorganizing the summation over the indices, let 1 < m < k be the number of distinct
indices and the non-zero positive integers n; + -+ + n,, = k their multiplicity, then (16)
becomes

k
n"fn' Z Z Z (m- > Zyml Yrir - (17)
m=1 cdnm=k i17#...Fim ’

The adjustment to the multinomial coefficient is addressed later.

3.1 Summation over the Set of Permutations

Beginning with the summation over the permutations, fix m, iy # - -+ # 1,,,, and ny+...4+n,, =

k,
Dy i (18)
mell
This sum is independent of the choice of indices i; # ... # i,, inherited from the summation
over the z-coordinates in (17). To see this, take any two subsets of indices i; # ... # i, and
J1 # ... # Jm and let o;; € II be any permutation satisfying o;;(4;) = j; for { = 1,..,m, (0,



is not unique). Taking II as a group [13], it follows that II o o;; = IT and consequently,

nni A _
E yﬂ,il yﬂ-zm —

mell
p— Anl DY Anm
- Z y(WOUij)il Yroois)im (19>
moo; €11
_ nnl NMm
o Z y”jl Y,
mell

Thus we can shift the summation to the first m indices, which we denoted as,

m,k N AT,
(n— m)!Y(m’m’nm) = Z (TS T (20)

mell

The necessity of (n —m)! will be come clear in a moment. Next, place the N = n! elements
of II into the rows of a matrix and define the operation of I on the y coordinates as

11071 I (21)

(20) is now interpreted as the sum over the rows of the product of the element in the first m
columns raised to the appropriate power. As the order of the rows does not matter for the
summation, rearrange (21) into the canonical form,

The key observation is that for every distinct sequence of points {y,,, ..., 4, } in the first j—1
columns, associated with it in the j column are the remaining {y1, ..., Yn }\{¥py, ---» Yp, } €ach
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with multiplicity (7 — 1)!, arising from the remaining j — 1 columns ignored. Out of this
observation the branching inductive formula is built.

For the case m = 1, summing along the rows of the canonical form, and a slight abuse of
notation,

"
(-l =gk =3 | %" : (23)
well Colq :
Un"

where each factor §¥ is repeated (n — 1)! times, such that

Zym = ng(n—l)'
= n-(j)(n—1) (24)

We now proceed to the branching inductive step. Let 1 < m < k and take non-zero positive
integers ny + .. + n,, = k. We need the following observation,

S = - -] (25)
1@{i1,...sim—1}

Returning to (20) and reorganizing the sum over distinct sequences of points in the first

m — 1 columns,
(n—m)lYQ" Zy g, (26)

we obtain

m,k N ’\nm ~Tm,
(n—m)yot Z grt gt Z g (n —m)! (27)

115 im—1 ym7éyily-~~7yim,1

which by (25) equals

> gre g gty — g = g J(n = m)! (28)

11,0m—1
From (28) the branching inductive formula is clear,

m,k _ ~ANm m—1,k—nm m—1,k
Y(n1,--7nm) - n<yn >Y(n17---,nm—1) o ZY(m-&-nm&'j7---7nm—1+nm6(m71)j) <29)
J
The rationale for separating out the factor (n — m)! in (20) is now clear, as the induction
step applies only to the sum over indices and not multiplicity arsing from the set of permu-
tations. The multiplicity that arises in the initial sum over permutations is not present in
the induction step once the initial sum is collapsed to a sum over indices alone.



3.2 Summation over the 7 terms

Moving to the summation over the x-coordinates,

k *
D Eidn =) Y, > (m k nm) amanm, (30)

Tiyeeylk m=1n1+..4nm=k i1#£...%im

and focusing on
>, (31)
i1 Fim
this is the same exact sum as for the collapsed sum of permutations to a sum over indices.
Hence, starting with the last factor, for i; # - -+ # 4,,_1 the sum equals,

S = (3

_ An1 ATme1 ST
= Z x“ .l’im71 Z SL’zm
11# . Flim—1 T AL eyl —1
_ an1 o 5 mg AMm ANm AMm
= Z I [n(ﬂc ) — T — L — xiwl]
il#-“?éimfl

Proceeding in this manner gives us the inductive formula for the x terms,

X(Tzf--,nm) - n<‘%nm>X(n;17L{€m:—W;) o Z X(Zlifmaz’j:---7nm71+’nm5(m71)j) (33>
J
The adjusted multinomial coefficient represents the number of ways to place k distinct object
into m distinct groups, of respective size nq,--- ,n,,, with the caveat that groups of the
same size are indistinguishable. Thus, partition the exponents (nq,...,n,,) into subgroups,
g1, - ., gr, via the equivalence relation n; = n; <= n; = n;, and let d; = |g;|. The over
count that arises, permuting each group, is equal to dy!---d,!, so that

k * 1 1 k
- . 4
(nl,...,nm) dy! d,! (nl,...,nm) (34)

To understand why this adjustment is needed, we proceed with an example. Let k = 4,
m = 2, and ny = ny = 2 and look at the ways the terms in

> &t (35)

arise from the original product of sums on the left side of (30). For fixed i # j, We have to
pull two z; and two Z; from the product of the four distinct sums

2w [ ][] [ 30)

T S



for which there are 6 = (242) ways to do this

Ii‘li'zjfjffj [i]f]fﬂz‘z
TiTjT,T5 T80 (37)
LT3 T80,

However, in (37) to form a complete sum each row collapses into a single complete sum, for

a total of 3 = % (2‘712) distinct sums.

Putting everything together gives the desired induction formula for the moments of Pear-
son’s distribution over TI(D,,).
O

For k = 1, we have

n*(n — DN#)(9)
n-nloye,

(rm) =

where by definition () = (§) = 0 , so that (ry;) = 0 and consequently (rk) are also central
moments.

(38)

See Appendix A for the analytic expansions for the first five moments of r; and numerical
validation. Additionally, see Appendix B for a method organizing the analytic expression
for each moment.

4 Conclusion

Even without placing these formulas into a statistical framework, it is clear that a permuta-
tion test can not be distribution-free, as some methods for computing p-value assume. The
permutation test depends on the central moments of the data, as previously investigated
in [14]. The exact dependency of the permutation distribution on data and implications
for asymptotic approximations as sample size increases, can potentially now be investigated
[15, 16, 17]. The problem of approximating a distribution function given a fixed set of
moments has been explored fairly thoroughly[16, 17]. Given a sufficient number of sam-
ple moments for the sample correlation over permutations of the data, one can estimate
the distribution of the sample correlation over the set of permutations. Such an analysis
could potentially be more efficient with the right implementation, certainly more efficient
than computing permutations of data and their correlation coefficient. We posit that such
a method exists for determining a direct p-value estimate.
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A Exact Formulas for £ =1,..,5

From the induction formula every sample moment can be analytically determined. Below
are the exact formulas for the first five sample moments in terms of the easily computed
moments of the data. As in the main body of the paper, ¢, and 6, are defined by (13).
Additionally, we employ the following notation for simplicity sake with x = (%), v = (%),

and py,; = (2F)(y?), all central moments. The first five sample moments of the sample
correlation are as follows:
(rm) = 0
2 1
(rip) = (n—1)
3\ _ 33 | 1 3 4
(rir) = %;5 {mhn,l + mhn,z + mhn;’,]
v 3 n2&§—n n264—nv,
= g [t + g + S

6[2nxa—n262][2nvy—n252 9[2nxa—n262][2nvy—n262
+ [ X4 z][ 4 y} hn73+ [ X4 z][ 4 ) y]hn74

n®(n—1)(n—2) n®(n—1)(n—2)(n—3

n2 —n n2l/l/77LI/
()= a5 + St + oyl sl

+lokme=gpaffinealh, g

+60 [nxs—n2x3x2][nvs—n?

v3v3]
nb(n—1)(n—2) h

n,3

[6nx5—5n2x3x2][6nrs—5n2vsrse]
+10 n%(n—1)(n—2)(n—3) hin.a

16[6nx5—5n2x3X2][6nvs—5n2r319]
+ n%(n—1)(n—2)(n—3)(n—4) hn 5

A.1 Validation

In order to demonstrate the validity of these formulas, we randomly generated datasets of
sizes n = {3,...,8} over 100 trials at each n. We compared the derived moments to the
empirical moments computed directly from II(D,,), which can be done in the case of small
datasets, however for larger datasets (n > 8) this becomes computationally impractical.

The mean squared error was computed as:

1

MSE = Z (<Tk>H(Dn) - <Tk>exact)2 (39>

trials

10



This validation procedure was performed using MATLAB with double-precision floating
point computations. The errors tabulated in Table 1 are within machine epsilon error indi-
cating that the formulas are indeed exact.

MSE of k™" Moment
Sample Size 2 3 4 )

n=3 1.20e—32 | 2.57e—32 | 3.99¢—32 | 4.82¢—32
n=4 6.81e—33 | 2.46e—33 | 1.11e—32 | 3.18e—33
n=>:5 6.06e—33 | 1.23e—33 | 5.75e—32 | 1.55e—33
n =06 2.42e—32 | 8.99e—34 | 6.00e—33 | 4.37e—34
n=71 1.31e—31 | 3.50e—33 | 1.78¢—32 | 1.29e—33
n=2~8 7.38¢—31 | 1.05e—32 | 5.37e—32 | 3.17e—33

Table 1: Validation Error

B Organizing the computation of (1)

Assuming the number of data points n > 5 and so ignoring the h,, ,, factor, from (7) and for
kE = 5 we have:

(ry) =

5 5 *
_ m,5 m,5
s X () Wl

m=1 ni+..4nm=>

The sum is organized as follows:

(nl,.l.(,nm)* Z(m ]i___,nm) IT-multiplicity
1 Z(Bf,sl,l,l,l) (n - 5)!
|
10 Zé’?l,l,l) (n—4)!
7N
15/10 Z(3252 1) Z(g?;,51,1) (n—3)!
| |
10/5 ZE5) Z (n—2)!
1 b Zi g (n—1)!

11



For Z = X or Y we have,

755 o NP
(1,1,1,1,1) — Ri1 Rig RigRig Ris

4,5
= _42(2,1,1,1)

41 _ 25 5 2
Z(271’171) = E Zi Ry %ig iy
_ E 32 5 2 2 2 2
- Zip Rig iy (n<z> — Ziy T Rip T Zis)
3,5 3,5
= —Z —27

(3,1,1) (2,2,1)
3,5 o 52 22 5
Z(2,2,1) = E :zhzizzls
. A2 A A ~ A
- Z Zil Zi22i3 (n<Z> - Z’il - ZiQ)

2,5
= —2Z(372)

3’5 — 23 5.5,
Z(37171) = g 25 Ziy 2y
_ 235 2 s 3
- Z 211212213(n<z> — Zip — Ziz)

2,5 2.5
= —Ziuy ~ 232

25 23 22
Z(3,2) = Z Zi1 %y
= ) # ") - 2)

2/ 2\ 1,3 1,5
= n(z >Z(3) — Z(5)

25 A
Ziny = )5
= Z 2 (n(2) — 2;,)

B 1,5
= 2

78 = Y4

= n{z”°), where in general Z(l;nn)l =n(z")

Combining the terms we have,

1
5y 1,5y,1,5
() = nknlgkak [(n N 1)!X(S) Y5)
2,5 2,5 2,5 2,5
+5(n — 2)!X(471)Y(471) +10(n — 2)!X(372)Y(372)

3,5 3,5 3,5 3,5
‘HO(” - 3>!X(3,1,1)Y(3,1,1) + 15(” B 3)!X(272,1)Y(2,2,1)

45 45 55 55
+10(n — 4)!X(2,1,1,1)Y(2,1,1,1) +(n — 5)!X(1,1,1,1,1)Y(1,1,1,1,1)

12



From which it follows, as seen in Appendix A, that:

5\ _ 1 |#ss 15,5 [n®x3x2—nxs][n?v3r2—nvs]
() 6365 | nt +5n4(n71) +10 nS(n—1)

3 _n2 nv: —7'L21/ 1% n —n2 nu —TL2V 1%
+10[2 X5 nﬁ)ﬁ:fl})[?n—z) 3v2] + 60[ X5 n6>$1>i21])[(n5)—2) 312)

[6nx5—5n%x3x2][6nrs —5n2v3Ua]
+10 nb(n—1)(n—2)(n—3)

+ 16[6nx5—5n2x3x2][6nvs —5n2v319]
n%(n—1)(n—2)(n—3)(n—4)

13
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