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Abstract

When multitudes of features can plausibly be associated with a response, both privacy con-
siderations and model parsimony suggest grouping them to increase the predictive power of a
regression model. Specifically, the identification of groups of predictors significantly associated
with the response variable eases further downstream analysis and decision-making. This paper
proposes a new data analysis methodology that utilizes the high-dimensional predictor space to
construct an implicit network with weighted edges to identify significant associations between
the response and the predictors. Using a population model for groups of predictors defined via
network-wide metrics, a new supervised grouping algorithm is proposed to determine the correct
group, with probability tending to one as the sample size diverges to infinity. For this reason,
we establish several theoretical properties of the estimates of network-wide metrics. A novel
model-assisted bootstrap procedure that substantially decreases computational complexity is
developed, facilitating the assessment of uncertainty in the estimates of network-wide metrics.
The proposed methods account for several challenges that arise in the high-dimensional data
setting, including (i) a large number of predictors, (ii) uncertainty regarding the true statisti-
cal model, and (iii) model selection variability. The performance of the proposed methods is
demonstrated through numerical experiments, data from sports analytics, and breast cancer

data.
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1. INTRODUCTION

High-dimensional data are pervasive in several areas of modern science, and complexities in such
data are increasing over time. While some data, such as those from GWAS (Genome-Wide Associ-
ation Study), are generated from high throughput experiments, newly emerging data may also arise
from integrating several “smaller” data sets. While the defining characteristics of variables in dif-
ferent data sets are usually hard to identify, it is, however, expected that they share few attributes
or traits. As a general motivating example, in the study of emerging antimicrobial resistance, it is
typical that several “atomic level features” are combined to define a macro feature, mainly using
data from dry labs. These macro features from various labs are then related to responses from
biological experiments from wet labs. Since the macro features tend to share few atomic features
and the effect of a macro feature on the responses is unknown, it is an important scientific question
to identify groups of macro features with a “similar” effect on the responses.

To resolve problems of this type in real applications, methods such as incorporating an Lo-
penalty or bridge penalty in a regression model tend to be used. However, these methods do not
take into account the correlation structure explicitly. Additionally, even if the correlation structure
could be integrated into the methodology, what is missing currently is an understanding of the effect
of dependent covariates on the response variable after accounting for the remaining variables. The
problem is more complicated in the setting when the number of covariates p is much larger than n,
the sample size. Thus, again focusing on the widely used regression models, the following question
becomes pertinent: should one first group (cluster) the variables and then perform a regression
using a reasonable representative of the cluster, or use the regression model to cluster and perform
analyses simultaneously?

In this manuscript, we illustrate that the latter approach can be valuable in applications such
as sports and health analytics. Additionally, we show that it is feasible to incorporate a learning
component into the methodology and use learned clusters for additional downstream data analyses.
This, in effect, allows one to account for variable selection uncertainty in the data analyses and
estimation of clusters. Specifically, the proposed approach facilitates a supervised clustering of the
feature set, that is, a grouping of features that accounts for information about the responses. The

grouped feature sets can then be used to perform data analyses to investigate the effect of summary



information from a cluster on the response variable.

The proposed methodology involves the construction of a weighted implicit network and analyz-
ing the network-wide metrics (NWM), which account for the structure of the underlying statistical
model. A sequential hypothesis testing procedure is then employed to identify the cluster. The
proposed clustering algorithm adopts statistical hypothesis testing to compare the NWMs between
two covariates based on their statistical distribution. This generates a statistically associated group
of covariates with respect to the response variable. The end product is a pre-determined number
of groups (clusters) where the members of a specified cluster have “similar” NWM values. The
similarity (based on the NWM values) is evaluated using the association between the response and
the covariates; this association is a metric, so that “similar” NWM values of two covariates indicate
their proximity in the weighted implicit network. Furthermore, the weights of the implicit network
can be chosen to generate other clusters (such as correlation-based, canonical correlation-based, or
information theory-based) investigated in the literature. Section [5| details the proposed clustering
algorithm and its statistical properties.

A key issue in our methodological development is that the statistical model is unknown. One
approach to identification, assuming a linear relationship between the response variable and the
feature set is to invoke data-splitting followed by regularization methods. However, this yields a

random predictor set. Hence, to reduce the effect of such randomness, we perform the splitting

multiple times and refine the recently developed techniques in Khalili and Vidyashankar| (2018])
to estimate a statistical model. We then construct a weighted implicit network using the random
model and investigate the properties of clusters obtained from the proposed supervised algorithm.

Our main contributions in this manuscript are as follows: First, we develop a rigorous approach
to constructing a weighted implicit network that explicitly takes into account the structure of the
statistical model and analyzes the statistical properties of several NWMs. Second, we use the NWM
to describe a new supervised clustering algorithm. The algorithm yields feature sets that can then
be utilized to study the effect of the response variable on the summary information from the cluster.
As a consequence, the clustering of the feature set yields a dimension-reduction mechanism. Third,
under a posited population model, we provide theoretical guarantees for the consistency of the

supervised clustering algorithm. We illustrate our contributions with extensive simulations and



data analyses.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows: Section [2| introduces basic concepts of net-
works, including types of networks and definitions of network-wide metrics. Section [3| describes
our methodology to construct the implicit network. Section [f] presents asymptotic distributions of
sample network-wide metrics that can be computed from our implicit network. Section [5| describes
our method to detect clusters in the network. Section [f]is devoted to Numerical Studies. Section
and Section [§ contain the data analyses on major league baseball (MLB) data and breast cancer
data. Section [D] contains a few concluding remarks. Appendix [B]includes proofs of the theoretical

results, while regularity conditions and technical assumptions are provided in Appendix [A]

2. NETWORK AND NETWORK-WIDE METRICS

This section provides a brief introduction to networks and network-wide metrics. We begin

with the following definition (Cranel 2018):

Definition 1. A network is a graph G with vertices and edges. We denote the vertex set by V

and the edge set by &.

A critical role in the analysis of network topology is played by the adjacency matrix, which

contains information about the edges and vertices of a graph.

Definition 2. An adjacency matrix for a network with p vertices, namely A = ((a;;)), is defined

as follows: for i # j, let

1 if there exists an edge between vertex ¢ and vertex j
CLZ‘j =

0 otherwise.

We do not allow for self-loops (i.e., edges between a vertex and itself), so a;; = 0 for all 1 <14 < p.
We note that a graph with a;; = 1 for all 7 # j is “fully-connected,” and symmetric A corresponds
to an “undirected graph.” Alternatively, one could consider a weighted adjacency matrix (WAM),
where W = ((w;;)) and w;; represents the weight on the edge between vertex ¢ and vertex j.

Evidently, when w;; equals 0 or 1, the weighted adjacency matrix reduces to the adjacency matrix



given in Definition In this manuscript we consider NWMs based on an undirected weighted

fully-connected network with no self-loops.

Network-wide metrics summarize important connectedness properties of a graph. These metrics
can be used to characterize a single node, a subset of nodes, or an entire graph. Metrics pertaining
to a single vertex or a subset of vertices are called local metrics, whereas those pertaining to the
entire graph are called global metrics. We provide the definitions of weighted network-wide metrics,

following |Opsahl et al.| (2010)), Lopez-Fernandez et al. (2004), and |Antoniou and Tsompa; (2008)).

Degree Centrality
Degree centrality of a vertex v € V, denoted by D, is the sum of the weights on the edges of nodes

linked to v; that is,

D, = Z Wy

ueV(v)
where V(v) = {u|wy, > 0}. In the above expression for the sum one could replace V(v) by V,
since the network is fully-connected and there are no self-loops. However, in some applications, it
is common to use the standardized degree centrality defined by |V(v)|~'D,, where |V| denotes the

cardinality of a set V. Note that |V(v)| # |V| in general.

Clustering Coefficient
Clustering coefficient measures the tendency of a vertex being in a cluster. It is based on the
triangle corresponding to a triplet of vertices. The formal definition of a clustering coefficient of

node v € V is as follows:
Definition 3. The clustering coefficient of node v € V in a weighted graph G is defined as
Wy
Com Y e
(u,k)eN (v) T‘v(’l“v N 1)

where N (v) = {(u, k) € V x V|u # k # v} and r, = [V(v)].

For the metrics described above, the value of a NWM in a weighted graph that is not fully-connected

is the same as that in a fully-connected weighted graph, where the weight is set to 0 on the potential



edges between unconnected vertices. Hence, there is no loss of generality in our restriction to fully-
connected networks.
Interpretation of NWM: We now provide an interpretation of the above metrics when the
weights represent correlations between the random variables. Specifically, given p random variables
Xi,..., X, with Var(X;) = 1 for all 1 < ¢ < p, let the correlations between the variables be denoted
by pij, that is,

pij = Corr(X;, Xj), 4,j=1,2,...,pand i # j.

Then if v1,...,v, denote the vertices corresponding to X7,..., X, and w;; = p;;, then
P P
D,, = Corr(X;, Z Xj) = Z Corr(X;, Xj).
J#i=1 i#i=1

Informally, the degree centrality of vertex i measures the sum of all correlations between the it"
vertex and all other vertices in the graph. Next, the clustering coefficient of v; can be expressed in

terms of the degree centrality as follows:

1
Cp = —————
" Ty (1o, — 1)

(Z Puk — 2sz)

u#k

Using any of these centralities for clustering is then analogous to using correlation as a similarity

measure.

3. MODEL BASED WEIGHTS FOR THE IMPLICIT NETWORK
This section describes the essential ingredients of the manuscript’s sparse modeling framework.
Consider a collection of n independent and identically distributed random vectors (Y}, Xity.n, Xip)
(for 1 <7 < n), where the response Y is associated with ¢ of the p (¢ < p) explanatory variables. We
begin by constructing a weighted implicit network with vertices corresponding to these explanatory
variables. Toward that end, we assume that the association between the response variable and the

covariates X1, Xo,..., X, follows a linear model:

Y = XB+e, (1)



where Y is a m x 1 vector of response variables, X is a n X p design matrix, 3 is a p X 1 vector
of regression coefficients, and € is a n x 1 vector of errors. We denote the column vector of X by
C; = (X1, X2i, ..., Xni) for i =1,...,p and the row vector of X by R; = (Xj1, Xjo,...,X}p) for
j=1,...,n. We assume throughout the manuscript that (i) Var(e) = oI, where I is the identity
matrix; (ii) the rows of X are i.i.d random vectors; (iii) Cov(X;,e) =0 for i = 1,...,p; and (iv)
Y x, which denote the covariance matrix of X, is positive definite. In the sequel, we will refer to

the structure of the data set by (Y, R).

3.1 Implicit Weighted Fully-Connected Network

An implicit weighted fully-connected network for a data set (Y, R) is a weighted graph, where
the p covariates X1, Xo,..., X, in R correspond to vertices; accordingly the vertex set will be
{1,2,...,p}, where vertex i represents the covariate X;. The edge set £ is the set of all links
between vertices (recall that the network is fully connected). The edge weights are functions of the

regression coeflicients. These concepts are formally parsed below.

Definition 4. An implicit weighted fully-connected network for a data set (Y,R) is a
weighted graph G with vertex set V composed of the indices of the covariates, and with a given

adjacency matrix W.

In the rest of the manuscript, we will use the terminology implicit network to mean the implicit

weighted fully connected network. To complete the description of the implicit network, we need

to describe the weights on the edges of the network. While there are several choices based on
the model (1)), we focus on (i) weights that are functions of regression coefficients and (ii) partial

correlation weights.

3.2 Regression Weights

Let f: R? — [0,00) be a twice continuously differentiable function (on both the coordinates)
and set w;; = f(B;, Bj). Using the definitions in Section [2] the weighted degree centrality of node

1 €V is given by

Di= Y wi= Y f(BiB), (2)

JjeV(i) JeV(i)



where V(i) = {j|w;; > 0}. The weighted clustering coefficient of node i € V is given by

i(ri — 1 —1)(p—2
Gaene Y s @D —2)

where N (i) = {(j, k) € V x V|j # k # i} and r; = |V(i)|. Notice that since the implicit network is
fully-connected, r; = p—1 for ¢ € V. The graph below represents an example of a weighted implicit

network with three vertices.

3.3 Partial Correlation Weights

Another choice of f that has received attention in the literature is a function of 8 that yields
the partial correlation coefficient. A partial correlation is the strength of relationship between
two variables, while controlling the effect of other variables. Here, the partial correlation network
represents the association between the covariate and the response variable while accounting for
other covariates. Partial correlation networks have been widely used in biology and genetic studies
to construct biological networks on genes and proteins. Reverter and Chan (2008)) introduced a
method to reconstruct the gene co-expression networks using the partial correlation coefficient with
information theory to identify gene associations. |De la Fuente et al.|(2004]) constructed approximate
undirected dependency graphs of large-scale biochemical data based on the hypothesis testing of
partial correlations between two biochemical compounds. In addition, |Altenbuchinger et al.| (2020)
applied Gaussian Graphical models — whose network defines a weight between two nodes as their
partial correlation — to genomics data, in order to study the relationship among genes. Hence, the
use of partial correlation weights on the network is consistent with other network analysis methods

that have been used.



We refer to this network as a weighted partial correlation network. It is well-known that the

partial correlation can be computed using the components of a precision matrix (Muirhead, [2009).
Specifically, let ¥ = (Y, X1,...,X,), and let oy x = (Cov(Y, X;),Cov(Y, X2),...,Cov(Y, X,))
denote a p x 1 vector of covariances between Y and the covariates. Then the covariance matrix of

Y, denoted by X, can be expressed as follows:

2
Oy Oyx, “°° OYX,
oYX,

Z: =

2
O'YXP DY DY O'Xp

Now using , 0% = B'SxB + 02 and oyx, = B'Sx,;, where Xx ; is the i column of X x, and
the elements of I' = X! are function of 3. Let 7;; denote the (i,7)" element of T'. Then, Pil—i»

which denotes the partial correlation coefficient between Y and X;, is given by

Y1,i+1

i V 114/ Vit 1,i+1

Let 9t denote the space of the class of all precision matrices, and h : 9t — [—1, 1]P be such that
h(A) = 0, where 8 = (01,6>,...,6,) and

9, — a1,i+1

VO11Gi41 i+1

We study two functions of p;_;, viz. p; = (1 + pi|,i) /2, which yields a number between 0 and 1,

and f1(pi, pj) where

filz,y) = V21— 22) + /2(1 - ). (4)

It is clear that both p; and fi(p;, p;) are functions of 3, since partial correlation coefficients can be
expressed as functions of the precision matrix.
We notice that the description of the implicit network assumes that the regression model, and

hence the set of covariates and its dimension p, is known. However, in real applications, especially



those involving clustering (grouping), this assumption is not valid. Additionally, if the the model is
unknown a priori, then one needs to “estimate” the network, which is equivalent to identifying the
set of features associated with the response. These issues occur more frequently in high-dimensional

settings, and “regularization” methods are typically used to address these challenges.

3.4 The Case of Categorical Covariates

A data set with categorical variables requires an alternative approach to construct an implicit
network, since partial correlations do not exist for categorical variables. Instead of a multiple
linear regression model, we assume a fixed effect model with p covariates and their interactions.

The model is given by

Yigkl = o+ i+ B+ - + e + afiy + avie + -+ -+ Bk + €ijiiy

where ¢ =1,...,r1,j=1,...,r9, k=1,...,rp, and [ = 1,...,n. Here ry, is the number of levels
in X,,, form =1,...,p. To take account for the effect of covariates X; and X; on Y, we compute
SS;;/TSS, where SS and TSS denote the sum of squares of the interaction between variable i and
7 and the total sum of squares, respectively, from model . We use this quantity as the weight

on the edge between ¢ and j.

Implicit Network Construction Let Y denote the estimated y from model . Then, SS;; and

TSS are given by

rL To
SSij=nY_ > (Yij = Yi. =Y +Y.)?
i=1 j=1
TSS=> (Vi -Y.)%
=1

We will use these measures to define the weight w;; on the edge between X; and Xj:

Y TSS




Since 0 < SS;; < TSS, the weights are bounded by one. A graph below illustrates this construction

of the implicit network.

Interpretation of NWM: We now provide an interpretation of the above metrics when the
weights represent sums of squares of an interaction of two covariates in a fixed effect model. Then

for p vertices X71,..., X, the degree centrality of X; is given by

1 p
J#i=1

Thus, informally, the degree centrality of vertex ¢ can be described as a quantity that measures the
sum of all sums of squares of interaction terms between the i*" vertex and all other vertices in the
graph. Next, the clustering coefficient of v; can be expressed in terms of the degree centrality as

follows:

1 1
PRI R M

In a fixed effects model, the proportion of variation of the response variable explained by each

covariate will work as a similarity measure. Hence, using any of these centralities for clustering

assigns covariates with similar effects on the response variable to the same cluster.

3.5 Model Estimation via Regularization

We assume a sparse modeling framework, i.e., in only ¢ (< p) of the regression coefficients

are non-zero. We denote by

10



the true active predictor set. Let S¢ denote the complement of S, and note that ¢ = |S| (which is

unknown). Simultaneous consistent variable selection and parameter vector estimation is possible
using regularization methods, as discussed in [Fan and Li (2001), Tibshirani (1996), Zhang et al.
(2010), and [Yuan and Lin (2006). Specifically, let 3, denote the solution to the optimization

problem

Qn(B) = (Y - XB) (Y - XB) +pa(I8]), (5)

where p)(+) is a non-concave penalty (Fan and Lvj [2011)). It is known, under appropriate regularity

conditions (see Appendix , that the estimated active predictor set

Sn:{je{172a"'ap}‘3j7é0}

converges to S in probability; this in turn implies that ¢, = \S’n] converges in probability to
q under certain regularity conditions. Let Bs = {Bj|j € S}, Bse = {Blj ¢ S}, and Xs =
{X;,, Xy, Xj,ljs € Sfori=1,...,q}. Let Vs = E[X5Xs] and ¥ = diag{p\(|51]),...,
P2(|B4])}, where diag{...} represents the diagonal matrix. Also, let Bs = {5;|j € S} and Bsc =
{BJ| j ¢ S}. The lemma below describes the properties of regularized estimators, and is due to [Fan

and Li (2001).

Lemma 1. Assume that the assumptions [[AT)(A3)] and [PT)H(P6)| hold. Then,

(i) P(Bsc =0) - 1lasn— oo, and
(i) lim P (Va(Bs - Bs + (Vs +3)7'b) < @) = P (Z < =),
where Z ~ N(0,0%(Vs + X) "' Vs(Vs + X)) and b = (p}(|51])sgn(B1), ... ,p’)\(wq\)sgn(ﬂq))/.

We focus on a fully-connected weighted network on the true active predictor set. Hence, by an

abuse of notation, we will use S (instead of V) to denote the vertex set as well the true active
predictor set. Furthermore, since we are mainly concerned with non-zero weights, we will assume
in the rest of the manuscript that R(f) = range of f(-,-) = (0,00). Our first result is concerned

with the joint asymptotic distribution of the estimated degree centralities derived using regularized

11



estimates of the regression coefficients. To this end, we need additional notations. Following

and using the above assumption on f(-,-), D; and Dm can be expressed as

Di =Y f(Bi,B); Dni=>_ f(BiBj)

jeS jeS

Additionally, set D = (D1, Dy, ..., D,)" and D, = (ﬁn,l,f?n,g, ... ,ﬁn,q)/. Let ¢ = (c1,¢2,+ , ¢q)
= (Vs + X)7'b, where b is as in Lemma [l Let Lp(S,3) be a ¢ x ¢ matrix of gradients whose

(4, k)™ element is given by

Of (55, Br :
o kis.p) = 3 AU s 6
res(i) g Of(B;.) itk

9Bk

And ZD(j,k;S,,é) can be obtained by evaluating @ at 3%, which is between ,é and 8. Let

Hi(D)(S,,B) = ((Hz(?lz(S,B))) and IAITS?)(S,,B) = ((ﬁfflz(S,B))) denote the Hessian matrix (the

matrix of second partials with respect to 3) associated with D;. Here the notation H i(?lg (S,B) in-

dicates the (5, k)" element of Hi(D) (S, B), and the same format is used for the notation PAIS?Z)-) (S, B).

That is,
2 . . .
s LG j=k=i
res(i) ‘
% j=tiand k #1i
H.(D)(S B) = 9*D; = < 0%f(Bi.B;)) P L ) ™)
Wik 98,08, T ) T8 j#iand k=i
82 INcH . .
0 otherwise,

and H l(?k) (S,3) is obtained by evaluating at 3*, which is between 3 and 3. Finally, setting
HP)(S,8) = (H{(S.B),.... H;” (5. 8)) and H(S,8) = (H,)(S.B),.... Hig (S, 8)), let
B = —[c(Lp(S, B)—i—ﬁém (8,B)'c)]. We remark that both H®)(S, 8) and j2i (S, B) are gxqxq

tensors.

12



Proposition 1. Assume that the assumptions [[AT){(A3)| and [[P1)}{(P6)| hold. Then,

Tim P(\/ﬁ(bn—DJrB)gm):P(zgm),

n—oo

where Z ~ N(0,Xp) and
2p = [Lp(S,B) + HP)(S,8)d (Vs + %) 'Ws(Vs + ) Lp(S, 8) + HP)(S,8)c]

is a positive definite matrix.

Our next result is concerned with the joint asymptotic distribution of the estimated clustering
coefficients derived using regularized estimates of the regression coefficients. To this end, we intro-
duce additional notations. First recall that,
£(Bj: Br - 1 (B, By
= ¥ _SGiBY) Y By Be)
(¢—1)(q—2) (Gn — 1)(Gn — 2)

(4,k)EN (4) (4,k)EN ()

where N (i) = {(j,k) € S x S|j # k #i}. Set C = (C1,Cy,...,C,) and Cp, = (Crts .-+, Cra,)-
Let ¢ = (01,02, e ,cq) = (Vs + X)~!b, where b is as in Lemma Let Lo (S, B) is a ¢ X ¢ matrix

of gradients whose (j, k)" element is given by

0 =k
1 5 Of (Bus Bo) _ J ®
~1)(q -2 0 Bu)
(a-Dle-2) <= .
(ku)EN())

lC(],k',S,,@) =

and ic(j, k; S, B) is obtained by evaluating at 3*, which is between 3 and 3. Let HZ-(C) (S,B) =
((Hl(flz(S,,B))) and IA{fl(’;) (8,8) = ((ﬁz(flz(S,ﬁ))) denote the Hessian matrix associated with C;.

Here the notation Hl(g’z (S, B) indicate the (j, k)" element of H;(C)(S,3), and the same format is

13



applied to IA{g’;)(S, B) That is,

.

021 (8;, . )
" Ptk
2
(©) °Ci 1 P2FfBuBu) i _ ’
HC)(S,8) = - PIGebu) G foand k # i 9
#(S:P) B;0Bk (¢ —1)(g—2) (k,u)ze:/\/(i) OB ®)
0 otherwise,

\

and H Z(fk) (S, [3') is obtained by evaluating @) at 3%, which is between B and (. Finally, setting
HO(S,8) = (H(S,8),....H(S,8)) and HY(S,8) = (H)(S,B),..., H\(S.8)), let

B = —[c(Lo(S,B) +H (S,B8)¢)]'. Again, both H(C)(S, 8) and 2 (S, B) are ¢ x ¢ X g tensors.

Proposition 2. Assume that the assumptions [(AT)}{(A3)| and [[PT)}{(P6) hold. Then,

lim P(\/H(C’n—C+B)§a:>:P(Z§a:),

n—oo

where Z ~ N(0,¥¢) and
Yo = 0?[Le(S, B8) + HO'(S,8)c] (Vs + X)WV (Vs + )V [Lo(S, B) + HO'(S,8)c]

is a positive definite matrix.

The proofs of Propositions [I] and 2] are provided in Appendix [Bl We notice that the asymptotic
properties depend on the unknown &, which hinders the routine use of this methodology for infer-
ential and clustering problems. In such situations, it is reasonable to replace S by S However,
the dimension of S, and S can be different. This difference causes technical difficulties in providing
theoretical guarantees concerning the properties of clusters that are derived in Sections and

To address this, we refine the data-splitting and dimension-matching technique described in [Khalili

and Vidyashankar| (2018)); the resulting post-selection estimator of the degree centrality D and the

clustering coefficient C' do not involve the asymptotic bias B as in Proposition

14



4. POST-SELECTION ESTIMATORS OF NETWORK-WIDE METRICS
In this section we provide post-selection estimators of NWMs and describe their asymptotic

properties. We begin with a brief description of the data-splitting and dimension-matching methods.

4.1 Data-splitting and dimension-matching methods

We first divide the data set into two parts of approximately equal size (|n/2]|), viz. Dj, and
Doy, respectively. Using Dy, we estimate the active predictor set as follows: first, estimate the true
active predictor set S using a consistent regularization method and then perform a hypothesis test

to check if the selected regression coeflicients are zero, using the same data Dy,. Let 37(11) denote

the estimated active predictor set obtained minimizing , and let 37(12) denote the estimated active

predictor set obtained from the hypothesis test using D1, i.e.,

Here t,, ; is the t-statistic for testing H : 3; =0 vs. K : 3; # 0, i.e.,

tnj = J for j € 37(11),
se(B;

where §; is the least square estimate of 8; and se(f;) is its standard error. Let S, (D1,) = SHnsP
denote the estimate of S that results after the two-step procedure. We write Sn for S’n (D1p) and
Gn, for G, (D1,). As a next step, use S,, and Do, for inference and clustering the covariates. We note
here that, conditioned on Sn, the model is well-specified. However, the suggested model from the
first stage is a random model. Its variability appears in the inferential and clustering part in the
form of a random index set.

Dimension-Matching Technique: Since S, is a random set, it’s dimension ¢, may not equal
q, the dimension of §. However, to establish theoretical guarantees, one needs to compare S, and
S. To handle this issue we use the dimension-matching technique: supposing that j € S, NS¢, we
set 3; = 0; on the other hand, if j € Sn (S, then the true value is §;. Hence, for every j € S, the
true value of 3; is defined and this yields a new vector B¢ = (B1, B2, - - Bq,) s which is referred

to as the dimension-adjusted vector of regression coefficients. In general, for any x € R?, we will

15



denote by x, the dimension-adjusted version of x. In the theoretical results presented below we

compare B¢ with BS , which is obtained by minimizing

Qn(Bs) =Y (vi— i) (10)

iGDQn

Since the post-selection estimator of NWMs are based on Bén’ theoretical investigation in the
following sections require their asymptotic behavior. Our first theorem addresses this issue, and is

similar in spirit to Theorem 1 in Khalili and Vidyashankar| (2018]).

Theorem 1. Assume that the assumptions [[AT)}{(A3)| and [[P1)}{(P6)| hold. Then,

[1] S, is a weakly consistent estimator of S; that is,

lim P(S,=S8) =1

n—oo

[2] Let € R? and «,, denote the dimension-adjusted version of . Then,

n—o00 2

where Z ~ N(0,0%Vg!) and Vs = E[X5Xs).

The proof of the Theorem is in Appendix [B] Notice that the key difference between Theorem
and Lemma is the bias term (Vs + %)~ b. The bias term in Theorem [1|is removed, since we split
the data into two independent data sets, use one set to select significant variables in , and use
the other to estimate them. In addition, the weak consistency of S, facilitates the theoretical result
without the bias. Theoretical results regarding the limit distributions of NWMs and consistency of

clustering will be based on Theorem [I}

4.2 Post-selection estimators of NWM and their asymptotic properties

In this section, we describe post-selection estimators of the NWM described in Section [2| We
begin with weighted degree centrality.
Weighted degree centrality: We recall from Section |3| that for i € S, the weighted degree

centrality D; is given by , where V(i) = {jlw;; > 0} C S,. By the properties of f, it follows
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that f (BZ, BJ) > 0 for each (i,j) € Sn % S, Furthermore, since the network is fully-connected
and f(B;,58;) = 0 for i = j, we can estimate V(i) by S,. We notice here that the estimate of
V(i) is independent of ¢ due to the use of the post-selection approach. This choice reduces the
computational burden in high-dimensional problems by G2 computations, which is the required
number of computations to compute V(i). Hence, the post-selection estimator of the weighted

degree centrality is given by

Dn,i = Z wz’j = Z f(ﬁhﬁj)v
jESn JESK
where 3; and Bj are the minimizers of . Let D,, = (Dn,l, lA?nyg, ... ,lA?n@n) denote the estimated
vector of degree centralities of the vertices in Sn, derived using data from Ds,. Also, let D,, =

(Dn,la Dmg, e ,qun), Where
Dpi= Y wij= Y [(BiB))
jESA jeSn
Our next result is concerned with the joint limiting distribution of the vector of weighted degree

centralities.

Theorem 2. Assume that the assumptions [[AT)}{(A3)] and [[PT){(P6)| hold. For any = € RY, let x,,

denote its dimension-adjusted version. Then,

MHP<¢an—Dw§xO:J%Z§w%
n—00 2

where Z ~ N(0,3¥p) and ¥p = JQLID(S,B)VS_ILD(S,B) is a positive-definite matrix, and

Lp(S,B) is a ¢ x ¢ matrix whose (j, k)" element is given by

Z 8f(r8j»5r) ] — k;

lD(j,k;S,ﬂ)zzaf(aﬁé’ﬁr) _ s
k ; .
res UGB o

Partial Correlation Weights: When the weights on the edges of the network are taken as

partial correlations, f depends not just on 8; and ; but on the entire vector 3. Analyses of these
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post-selection estimates of partial correlation coefficients then require investigation of their limiting
distribution, which is of independent interest. Our next theorem is concerned with this matter.
Let p = (p1,p2,03,---,pq)" denote the vector of population transformed (i.e., p; = (1 + p;—;)/2)
partial correlation coefficients, and let pg. be the corresponding dimension-adjusted vector. Let
pg, denote the post-selection estimated vector of partial correlation coefficients. Recall that h(-)
yields a vector of partial correlation coefficients and is defined on the space 9, of all precision
matrices with dimension (G, + 1) X (¢, + 1). Our goal is to work with the vectorized version
of the precision matrix; however, since the precision matrix is symmetric, vectorization will lead
to duplicates in the vector, leading to additional collinearity challenges in downstream analyses.

For this reason, following Neudecker and Wesselman, (1990), we introduce the elimination matrix

denoted by K,,. To define K, let E;; be a (G, +1) X (¢, + 1) matrix with one in its (i, j)** position
and zeros elsewhere. Also let u;; be the unit vector of length (¢, + 1)(g, + 2)/2 with unity in its
[(j — D(Gn +1) +i—j(j — 1)/2]"" element. Then, the (g, + 1)(Gn + 2)/2 x (Gn + 1)? elimination
matrix is defined to be

Kn = Zuij (VeCEij)/,

1>]
where vec(E;;) is (¢n + 1)? x 1 vector obtained by vectorizing FE;;. Then, for a matrix M, € M,

we define

v(M,) = K, vec(M,,),

and hence v(M,,) is a vector of dimension (¢, +1)(gn+2)/2x 1 representing the lower triangular sub-
matrix of M. Hence, by an abuse of notation, the mapping h(-) that yields the partial correlation
coefficients can be modified to be a mapping from v(9,) = {v(M) : M € M, }. With such a
modification the vector of partial derivatives of h(-) with respect to the elements of the vector is
well-defined and is denoted by Vh,, which is a ¢, X (Gn + 1)(¢n + 2)/2 matrix. We first describe
the joint limiting distribution of pg , which is a key step required in the proof of our second main

result.

Theorem 3. Assume that the assumptions |(A1)H(A3) and |[(P1){(P6)[ hold. For any « € RY, let x,,
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denote its dimension-adjusted version. Then the following holds:

. n./ .
5P (\fz(%n “ps) < ‘B) =Plzse).

where Z ~ N(0, As(p)) and As(p) = VR(v(T's)) KLsAsLsK'Vh(v(I's))'. Here Ls = —TI's®T's,
As = E[(V5Ys) @ (V5YVs)] — vec(X)vec(X)’, K is the elimination matrix, and Vh(v(I's)) is the
partial derivatives of h(v(I's)) with respect to the elements of v(I's) defined on the space 9 of

precision matrices of dimension (¢ + 1) x (¢ + 1).

Our next main result concerns the joint limiting distribution of degree centralities when the
weights are a function of the partial correlation coefficients. Specifically, let ﬁn(p) denote the
vector of degree centralities obtained using partial correlation weights, and let D, (p) denote the

corresponding dimension-adjusted population vector of degree centralities.

Theorem 4. Assume that the assumptions [(A1)H(A3)[and |[(P1)H(P6)| hold. For any € RY, let @,

denote its dimension-adjusted version. Then,

lmf« ”@mm—am0§%>=Pw§@,

n—o00 2

where Z ~ N(0,Xp(p)), Xp(p) = Lp(S,p)As(p)Lp(S,p), As(p) is the limiting covariance

matrix in Theorem |3} and Lp(S, p) is a ¢ x ¢ matrix whose (j, k)™ element is given by

| S Alpen)
lD(.]ak,S;p) = Z af(pjaipr) = reS Pi

s o o) g
Pk ’

We now investigate the properties of the clustering coefficient. As described previously, the

post-selection estimator of the weighted clustering coefficient of ¢ € S, is given by

Cn,i: ~ ~ Z f(B]w@k)a
(Gn — 1)(gn — 2) Gk N (i)
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where N, (i) = {(j, k) € S, x Splj # k # i} and G, = |S,|. The population version is given by
> F(B5Br):

(3,k)EN (4)

Let C,, = (CA'n,l, Omg, e én,tin)/ denote the vector of estimated clustering coefficients, and let C,, =
(Cna,Crya, ..., Cryg,) denote the dimension-adjusted vector of population-clustering coefficients.

Our next result is concerned with the joint asymptotic behavior of a vector of clustering coefficients.

Theorem 5. Assume that the assumptions [[AT)}{(A3)] and [[PT){(P6)| hold. For any x € RY, let x,,

denote its dimension-adjusted version. Then,

. n, -
lim P <\/;(Cn—cn) < mn> = P(Z<x),

where Z ~ N(0,X¢), X¢c = U2LC(S,B)’VS_1LC(S,[3) is a positive definite matrix, and L¢ is a

q x ¢ matrix whose (4, k)" element is given by

0 i=k

1 5 UGub) 1

—1)(g—2 0 —1)(g—2 Bu)

(a-De-2) s (@=Da=2) | s 2UGb oy,
(k) EN ()

lC(jak;SwB) =

where N'(i) = {(j, k) € S x S|j # k # i}.

Our next main result concerns the joint limiting distribution of clustering coefficients when the
weights are a function of the transformed partial correlation coeflicients p;. Specifically, let én(p)
denote the vector of clustering coefficients obtained using partial correlation weights, and let C,(p)

denote the corresponding dimension-adjusted population vector of clustering coefficients.

Theorem 6. Assume that the assumptions [[AT)}{(A3)] and [PT){(P6)| hold. For any x € RY, let x,,

denote its dimension-adjusted version. Then,

P <\/§ (€t~ Culo) < w) —P(Z<x)

where Z ~ N(0,Xc(p)), Xc(p) = Lo(S, p)As(p)Lc(S, p), with As(p) being the limiting co-
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variance matrix in Theorem [3, and Lo(p) is a ¢ x ¢ matrix whose (4, k)" element is given by

0 i=k
1 Of(pu, pv) 1
> =

(G—1(g—2) B —1)(q -2 O (prpn)
(@-Dle=2) Sy 9P (¢—1)(g-2) > Ulpee) oy,
(ha)EN ()

lC(j7kvsap) =

where N (i) = {(j, k) € S x S|j #k # i}.

4.3 Examples

In this section, we consider two functions f and describe the asymptotic results of the pre-
vious subsection. Specifically, working with the transformed partial correlation, consider f; :
[0,1] x [0,1] — R* defined by (). A simple calculation shows that fi(-,-) is a semi-metric.
For this choice of fi(+,-), the limiting covariance matrix of the degree centrality is given by

Lp(S,p)As(p)Lp(S, p), where the (i, )" element of Lp(S, p), denoted by Ip(j, k; p), is given

by
\/Epj f . .
. oD; 12 itz g
lD(Jvk787p): 86 = ! €
J _\/i(fI*l)Pi ifi=1
Vie? g

The limiting covariance matrix of the cluster coefficient is given by Lo (S, p)’'As(p)Lc(S, p), where

the (i,7)"" element of Lo(S, p), denoted by (4, ; S, p), is given by

L CTE. Y

le(i,5;8,p) = ggf _J @102
J

if i = j.

Another interesting choice of f(-,-) is given by fo(z,y) = /2% + y2. Simple algebra shows that

fil@y) =4 (1 + \/1 — f3(z,y) — %(f%(ﬂﬂ, y?) — fé*(w,y))> —2fa(z,y).

However, this expression does not help in deriving the covariance matrix of NWM from that given
by the function fi(z,y). It can be seen that the limiting covariance of the degree centrality is

Lp(S,p)As(p)Lp(S, p), where the (i, 7)!" element of Lp(S, p), denoted by Ip(j, k; S, p), is given
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2 if 4 # 5
X 8DZ \/P?-H?z
lD(]7k7Sap): 8,3 = ’
J Pi

if i = j.
25t Vi
The limiting covariance matrix of the cluster coefficient is given by Lo (p)'As(p)Lc(p), where the

(i, )" element of Lo (p), denoted by o (7, 7; p), is given by

S o i
o, p) = aC; 1 u€S(i) VP3P
TP g T a—Dg—2) | 7

0 if i = j.

4.4 Estimating the Limiting Covariance Matrix of NWM
We now turn to estimating the limiting covariance matrix in Theorems [2| through [5| Below, we
show consistency of As(p), which is obtained by replacing the parameter values in the formula for

As(p) by the post-selection estimators.

Theorem 7. Assume that the assumptions |[(A1)H{(A3)| and |(P1){(P6)| hold. Then the following

hold:
[1] As(p) converges to Ag(p) in probability as n — co.

[2] Let Ag (p) denote the dimension-adjusted matrix of As(p). Then, Agz (p) converges to

A (p) in probability as n — oo.

5. DETECTION OF THE CLUSTERS

In this section, we introduce a new method to detect clusters of covariates that have similar
association (to be made precise below) with the response variable. The proposed method uses the

estimates of NWMs of the graph and their joint asymptotic behavior.

5.1 Shortcomings of Unsupervised grouping Methods

Before introducing our grouping algorithm, we discuss the limitations of unsupervised clus-
tering methods. Recall that our objective is to detect clusters of covariates with respect to the

response variable. Hence, it is important to account for the response variable when grouping vari-
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ables. However, it is well-known that the difference between supervised learning and unsupervised
learning (as in supervised and unsupervised clustering) is the availability of the output, which is
a response variable in a regression setting. Unsupervised clustering methods — such as K-mean
clustering or spectral clustering, adapted to our context — use distances and/or similarity measures
between covariates, and detects clusters of covariates based on them. However, unlike clustering
observations, clustering covariates raises two issues: (i) how the distance between two covariates
is defined, and (ii) how this distance measure incorporates the response variable. Even if we can
find a metric to define the distance between two covariates, it is still difficult to account for the
response variable. Hence, an unsupervised clustering method cannot give clusters that take into
account the association between the response variable and covariates. On the other hand, the
weighted implicit network uses the regression coefficient to define the weights; that is, the net-
work already incorporates the association between each covariate and the response variable into
the weight between two covariates. Hence, if an appropriate clustering algorithm is established, the
weighted implicit network can address this challenge. The next subsection introduces our clustering

(grouping) algorithm, which detects the clusters of covariates with respect to the response variable.

5.2 Definitions of Clusters

We begin by introducing the definition of clusters of covariates in § in terms of degree centrality.
Clusters based on the clustering coefficients can be defined in a similar manner. Let K denote the
number of clusters and 7 denote the tuning parameter that determines the size of clusters. There
is no statistically rigorous method to choose an appropriate number of clusters, but one common
way is to use Intra-Cluster Correlation Coefficient (ICC), which measures the similarity of clustered
data by accounting for the within-cluster and between-cluster variances. In Section [6.2], we provide
a numerical study to identify the number of groups using the intra-cluster correlation coefficient.
Additionally, let D} = max D;. Let v} denote an index for which the maximum is achieved. Then,

1€S
the first cluster, which is denoted by cﬁl), is given by

eV = {j||Df — D;| < 7 for j € S}.
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Now let D3 = max(l) D;, and let vy denote an index for which the maximum is achieved. The
1€S—Cy
(2

second cluster, which is denoted by C;™, is given by
C? = {j||D; — D;| < 7 for j € S — IV}

In the same manner, the remaining K — 2 clusters can be defined with the corresponding maxima
D} and maximizers v;. However, the underlying issue is that we do not know S, the true active
predictor set. Hence, as described in Section [4.1) we split the data randomly into two parts and
obtain &, from the first part of the data by using a consistent regularization method. We estimate
the network-wide metrics for all covariates in Sn from Ds,,. Based on S‘n, we now define the clusters
in the population. Now we let D} ; = max D;; also let vy, ; denote an index where this maximum

ies’ﬂ
is achieved. Then, the first cluster in the population, which is denoted by Cgl, is given by

C) = {j||Diy — D;| < 7 for j € S}.

)

Now let D}, 5 = max D;. The second cluster, which is denoted by Cr(f;, is given by
ieS,—cSt)

CP = {jl|D; . — Dj| < 7 for j €S, — )}

In the same manner, the rest of K — 2 clusters based on S, can be defined. We denote the

corresponding maxima by D} ; and the corresponding maximizers by vy, ;.

5.3 Sequential testing-based clustering

The basic idea of the method is as follows. First we set the number of clusters in the feature
set by thresholding the NWM. As an example based on weighted degree centrality, given a vertex
i and 7 > 0 we set all covariates j whose degree centralities satisfy |D; — D;| < 7 to belong to
the same cluster. This defines a cluster in the population. Thus, the number of clusters in the
population is determined by the thresholding parameter 7. Now, to identify the clusters in the

data, we perform several hypothesis tests H;; : |D; — D;j| < 7 for 1 < j < ¢ using a student-type
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statistic. Specifically, set
_|Di=Dj[ -7
tz‘j,n = T~
op
where 6p is an estimate of the standard deviation obtained from Theorem Hence, it follows
from Theorem [2 that as n — oo, t;;,, converges in distribution to a standard normal random
variable. Based on the asymptotic distribution, if we reject H;; we assign ¢ and j to different
clusters; otherwise, under non-rejection, we assign them to the same cluster.
Operationally, we start with a vertex with the largest (smallest) network-wide metric. We seek
to find all those vertices that are within 7 units of the maximum (minimum). It is a calibrator, and
it controls the number of vertices in the cluster. Instead of 7, we can alternatively use a desired

type I error of the hypothesis test, which is denoted by «, to control the size of the cluster. The

sequential testing based clustering algorithm can be described as follows:

Algorithm 1 Sequential testing-based clustering using degree centrality

Step 1: Choose the desired number of clusters K, and set k = 0, ST(LO) = 0.

Step 2: Set i), =8, — 3.

Step 3: Let v* = ArgMax, () D;.

Step 4: Test the hypothesis Hy+; : |Dy= — Dj| < 7 at level a using the statistic ¢+, for
. k

je Cé,;,a.

Step 5: Increment k by 1, i.e., k — k + 1. Define the kth cluster as follows:

}(ijcll) ={je Agfl,a\Hv*j is not rejected at level a}.

Step 6: If k < K then set S’fbk) = (?,(ijé) and go to Step 2. Else stop.

In the above algorithm, one can replace degree centrality by clustering coefficient. Our next
result establishes that for all these choices of NWM, the sequential testing method consistently
estimates all the true clusters. Before we state the main result, we introduce one more notation.
Let CAT(lkla denote the k" cluster estimated from the above algorithm using the estimated active
predictor set S'n We also denote by (fﬁ’il the kKt cluster estimated using the above algorithm by the

oracle; that is, éﬁ’“& is estimated using the above algorithm, replacing S by S. Note that Clko)é is a
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random set, and consists of those estimated regression coefficients whose NWM are “close” based

on the threshold 7. Finally, let Cﬁk) denote the k" true cluster in the population.

Theorem 8. (Consistency of clustering under the sequential testing method) Assume

that the assumptions [(AT)[(A3)] and [[PD)}(P6)| hold. Let 7 > 0 be fixed. Let K = K () be the
(k) 5(k)

number of clusters and C;” and Cy, 7, denote the k" true cluster and k" estimated cluster, where

k=1,...,K. Assume that «,, — 0. Then,
PCK —c®y 51 asn— oo,

for k=1,..., K. That is, the probability of detecting all the K clusters converges to one.

6. NUMERICAL STUDIES

In this section, we describe our simulations and provide the results. We show how our sequential
clustering algorithm outperforms unsupervised clustering algorithms; we also show how well our
proposed clustering algorithm can identify clusters in high-dimensional settings. Besides these
numerical studies, we present additional simulations studies of computational time to estimate
As(p) in Theorem [3] and regarding the asymptotic behavior of NWMs. Before we present the
numerical study results, we begin with a discussion about the computational complexity in the
covariance formula in Theorem [3|
Computational Complexity: Using the formula in Theorem (3| the above estimate of Ag(p)
involves the computation of precision matrices and Kronecker products along with derivatives of
these functions. Each Kronecker product involves at least ¢ computations; estimation of Ags(p)
requires a product of two Kronecker products of matrices, as well as a couple of products of ¢, X ¢y,
matrices. The process involves at least ¢l computations. For large g,, this can be computa-

tionally expensive. To facilitate computation we propose to use the following Model-Estimated

Post-Selection Resampling (MEPSRS) to estimate the limiting covariance matrices of the central-

ities. MEPSRS first splits the data into two parts, Dy, and Ds,. We use Dj, to estimate the

active predictor set, viz. S, and resample ) (Ds,) m times. Using the resampled data, we fit

the model to the feature set S, and compute the weighted degree centralities based on bootstrap
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) denote an estimated vector

estimates of the transformed partial correlation coefficients. Let p 3

of transformed partial correlation coefficients of dimension ¢, using the resampled data, and let

Dy, ](pg:) denote the corresponding vector of degree centralities. Then the bootstrap estimate of

the covariance matrix of the vector of degree centralities, denoted by 2%, is given by

B
5 1 L .y
25 = = > (D0 — uB) (D} (pY)) — B,

n

1 7)

B
where p,g =5 21 Dy ; (p«(Sn> The above algorithm is described succinctly as follows:
]:

Algorithm 2 Bootstrap procedure

Step 1: With g, selected covariates from variable selection, let (y;, :L'f”) denote the row vector
of the response variable and selected covariates for i = 1,...,n/2.

Step 2: Resample (y;, :c‘f") of size n/2 with replacement.

Step 3: Using these resampled samples, compute the NWM for each covariate.

Step 4: Repeat Steps 1-3 B times.

6.1 Multiple splits of the data

In real data analysis, when the number of covariates p is too large, the variable selection method
and data-splitting method may select more variables than the true model. In this case, different
data splits may yield different sets of active covariates, which will distort our clustering results.
Hence, instead of doing one split we perform multiple splits of the data. This is an extension of
the idea of Meinshausen and Bithlmann| (2010) to post-selection clustering problems. Then, we
combine results from multiple splits to obtain a cluster. One possible way to combine multiple
results is to count the number of appearances of each covariate in multiple splits and assign each
covariate to a cluster based on a pre-defined threshold. For example, if the number of multiple
splits is 20 and the threshold is 60%, we assign each covariate to a cluster where it appears more
than 12 times out of 20 splits. If X; appears 14 times in cluster 1 and 6 times in cluster 2, then
it is assigned to cluster 1. On the other hand, if X appears 11 times in cluster 2 and 9 times in

cluster 3, it cannot be assigned to any cluster because of the threshold. Using multiple splits and

27



thresholding, we can reduce the probability of selecting wrong variables in our model and clusters.

We adopt this idea in the simulation study and data analysis discussed below.

Algorithm 3 Multiple-splitting algorithm

Step 1: Choose the number of multiple splits. Let M denote the desired number of clusters.
Step 2: Split the data into two part. Let Dg':) and Dg?) denote the two parts of data set in
mt* split for m =1,..., M.

Step 3: Obtain K™ predefined number of clusters by using Algorithm . Let k(™) denote
the k" cluster from m! split for k=1,..., K™,

Step 4: Repeat Steps 2-3 M times.

Step 5: Assign each covariate to a cluster based on the number of appearances out of M splits.

6.2 Numerical Experiments on Supervised Clustering
Comparison of unsupervised and supervised clustering methods:

In this subsection we compare our supervised clustering algorithm with two unsupervised clus-
tering methods, K-means clustering and spectral clustering. Note that in the perspective of de-
tecting groups of variables, the classical unsupervised clustering methods do not exist. Hence, in
this context we modify the classical algorithms of K-means clustering and spectral clustering to
detect clusters of variables. Both unsupervised clustering algorithms require a pre-specified number
of clusters, which is denoted by k. Below is the modified K-means clustering that we will use in

numerical studies:

Algorithm 4 Modified K-means Clustering

Step 1: Given a n X p data matrix, where each row represents an observation of a 1 x p vector,

transpose the data matrix. This p X n matrix contains p observations of a 1 x n vector.
Step 2: Compute the distance, such as Euclidean distance, between all pairs of p observations.

Step 3: Proceed with the classical K-means clustering algorithm.

The modified spectral clustering algorithm is presented below.
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Algorithm 5 Modified Spectral Clustering

Step 1: Given a n x p data matrix, where each row represents an observation of a 1 X p vector,

transpose the data matrix. This p X n matrix contains p observations of a 1 x n vector.

Step 2: Compute the p x p similarity matrix, denoted by M, whose element is the similarity
measure between two covariates.

Step 3: Compute the p x p degree matrix, denoted by G, which is a diagonal matrix whose
elements are degrees of covariates.

Step 4: Derive the Laplacian L, which is defined as M —G, and compute the first k£ eigenvectors
v1,...,v of L.

Step 5: Let V € RP*F be the matrix with columns vy, ..., vs.

Step 6: Apply K-means clustering to V' to identify clusters among p covariates.

The setting for numerical studies is as follows: the vector of covariates X = (X1, Xs,...,X,)’
is generated from a p—dimensional multivariate normal distribution with mean zero and identity
covariance matrix, where p = 9. To add “similarity” amongst the covariates we make three groups
described below. We consider two types of correlations: within-cluster correlation and between-
cluster correlation. In this numerical study the within-cluster correlation, denoted by r,, is set to
.5 for all clusters, and the between-cluster correlation, denoted by 1y, is set to six different values.
Given x;, the response variable Y; is generated from ;3 + ¢; where ¢; ~ N(0,0?) and 0% = 1, and
B =(1,-1,3,1,1,2,—1,2,—1). Based on this setting, there are 9 covariates and 3 true clusters
with respect to Y, which are (X1, X4, X5), (X2, X7, X9), and (X3, X¢, Xg). For convenience of
notation, we denote the group (X3, Xg, Xg) as Cluster 1, group (Xg, X7, X9) as Cluster 2, and
group (X1, X4, X5) as Cluster 3. We compare three clustering algorithms, and Table [1| presents the
results based on 5000 simulations. The numbers in the table represent the percentage of times the

true clusters are detected correctly.
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rp | Modified | Modified | Sequential
K-means | Spectral | Clustering

0 .8624 1 9104

1 .8734 .9984 .9148

2 .9036 .9908 .9082

3 .869 .9086 .897

4 4 4176 .8932

b .0012 .0004 .8574

Table 1: Unsupervised clustering methods vs. Sequential testing method

Both modified unsupervised clustering algorithms perform well when there is very low between-
cluster correlation; the spectral clustering algorithm nearly identifies the correct clusters when
clusters are independent or have very low correlation. However, as the between-cluster correlation
increases, the performance of the modified unsupervised clustering methods suffer correspond-
ingly. Once there is very little difference between within-cluster correlation and between-cluster
correlation, neither the modified K-means algorithm nor the modified spectral clustering algo-
rithm can identify true clusters. On the other hand, the sequential testing method maintains its
good performance, no matter the degree of between-cluster correlation. It performs similarly when
between-cluster correlation is low, and outperforms both modified unsupervised clustering methods

as between-cluster correlation gets larger. Figure [I| illustrates the simulation results.
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Figure 1: Comparisons among clustering algorithms

Note that in the simulation study above, we assumed that the true number of clusters is known.
If the number of clusters is unknown, the modified K-means clustering and spectral clustering will
never identify correct clusters. On the other hand, given that the desired number of clusters is
wrong, the sequential clustering algorithm can identify correct clusters. That is, if the desired
number of clusters is 2, then the sequential testing clustering algorithm will identify the top two
clusters that are associated with the response variable. In our example, it will give us Cluster 1
and Cluster 2. Unsupervised clustering will be unlikely to detect the correct clusters, since that
method attempts to create two clusters using all the covariates. We performed a numerical study
with the same simulation setting, but we set the desired number of clusters to 2 and compared the
performance of three clustering algorithms. The results are provided in Appendix [C]

We also performed an extensive study of the proposed methods with agglomerative clustering
studied in Bihlmann et al.| (2013). Based on the analysis (data not included), we noticed that the
methods proposed here perform better than those based on canonical correlations. Additionally,

the clustering obtained via the use of NWM using implicit network with correlation weights seems
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to improve the identification of correct clusters over the use of correlation weights alone, even in
the context of unsupervised problems.

Choosing the number of clusters based on the Intra-Cluster Correlation Coefficient
(ICC): In this subsection, we demonstrate the performance of the ICC-based algorithm to choose
the number of clusters. The vector of covariates X = (X1, Xa,...,X,) is generated from a
p—dimensional multivariate normal distribution with mean zero and identity covariance matrix.
We consider a multiple linear regression model without an intercept, setting p = 9 and sample
size n = 100. Given x;, the response variable Y; is generated from x;3 + ¢; where ¢; ~ N(0, 1),
and 3 = (1,1,1,—1,—1,—1,2,2,2). Based on this setting, there are 3 true clusters: (X1, Xs, X3),
(X4, X5, Xg), and (X7, Xg, X9). We implement the algorithm described in Section to identify
the number of clusters. Table [2] presents the results based on 5000 simulations. The numbers in

the table record how many times the algorithm identified the corresponding number of clusters.

Number of Clusters 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

Frequency (Percentage %) | 175 (3.5) | 4825 (96.5) | 0 (0) [ 0 (0) | 0 (0) | 0 (0) | 0 (0) | 0 (0)

Table 2: ICC Algorithm choosing the number of clusters

The ICC-based algorithm provides promising results, identifying the correct number of clusters
more than 95% of the time. Table [3| provides the results in the case that 8’ = (.4,.4,4, -.2,-.2,-
2,.8,.8,8).

Number of Clusters 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

Frequency (Percentage %) | 329 4208 456 | 7 (.14) | 0 (0) | 0(0) | 0 (0) | O (0)
(6.58) | (84.16) | (9.12)

Table 3: ICC Algorithm choosing the number of clusters

Clustering based on Supervised Methods: In this subsection, we demonstrate the behavior
of our supervised clustering algorithm when p < n. The vector of covariates X = (X1, Xa,...,X,)’
is generated from a p—dimensional multivariate normal distribution with mean zero and identity
covariance matrix. We consider multiple linear regression model without an intercept, where the

covariate dimension is p = 20 and p = 50, and sample size n = 200. Given x;, the response variable
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Y; is generated from x;3+¢; where ¢; ~ N(0,1), and 8’ = (1,1,1,-1,-1,-1,2,2,2,0,...,0), which
contains ¢ = 9 nonzero regression coefficients. Based on this setting, there are 9 truly non-zero
covariates and 3 true clusters, which are (X1, X2, X3) (Cluster 2), (X4, X5, X6) (Cluster 3), and
(X7, X35, X9g) (Cluster 1). For the variable selection, we use the two-step procedure with SCAD
introduced by |[Fan and Li (2001)) (with tuning parameters chosen by the cross-validation method),
and then perform a hypothesis test. Table [4] represents the results based on 5000 simulations. The
numbers in the table represent the proportion of times the true clusters are detected correctly. In

addition, « in the table represents the significance level of hypothesis tests.

NWM p « | Cluster 1 Cluster 2 Cluster 3 Combined

.05 958 .946 957 .938
20

1 .959 937 939 .929

Degree Centrality

.05 951 939 .950 .932
50

1 .954 935 938 927

.05 944 958 983 .944
20

1 931 953 982 931

Clustering Coefficient

.05 938 953 976 .938
50

1 954 935 938 931

Table 4: Sequential Testing Method

In Tabled] ‘Cluster 1’ indicates the proportion of times that true Cluster 1 is correctly detected.
‘Cluster 2’ and ‘Cluster 3’ are defined similarly. ‘Combined’ indicates that all three true clusters are
correctly detected in the same simulation. From the table, we observe that the proposed clustering
method performs very well for all values of p. In addition, both degree centrality and clustering
coefficient provides similar results, so our clustering algorithm works well regardless of the type of

the NWM used.

7. SPORTS ANALYTICS: MAJOR LEAGUE BASEBALL DATA
The data for the analysis is collected from the official [MLB| (2016) and Baseball-Reference

(2016) websites. It contains the statistics of n = 291 MLB hitters from 30 major league teams
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in the 2016 season. We only choose the hitters who have more than 251 plate appearances. The
logic behind the number ‘251’ is that a hitter has to have plate appearances more than 3.1 x the
number of games played by his team to be officially ranked. Since each team plays 162 games in
one season, the minimum number of plate appearances is 502. Since we consider that any player
with more than half of the required number of plate appearances makes a substantial contribution
to the team’s performance of the season, we select players with more than 251 plate appearances.

In this data set, the variable of interest is Wins Above Replacement (WAR), which measures
a player’s relative performance over replacing players. WAR measures how much better a player
is than players who would be available to replace him. WAR is widely used to evaluate a player’s
performance, and it is often of interest to find the association between WAR and baseball statistics.
Our goal is to detect top clusters that are associated with WAR. The details of the p = 34 covariates
are described in Table [l
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ID  Variable Description ID Variable Description
WAR Wins above replacement 18 Pitch/PA Average number of pitches
of each player per each plate appearance
1 Age A player’s age in 2016 19 GDP Number of ground outs
made into double plays
2 G Number of games played by a player 20 HBP Number of hit-by-pitch
3 AB Number of At-bats of a player 21 SH Number of sacrifice hits
4 R Number of runs made by a player 22 SF Number of sacrifice flies
5 H Number of hits 23 IBB Intentional bases on balls
6 X2B Number of doubles 24 GO_AO Ratio of ground outs vs. Fly outs
7 X3B Number of triples 25 GS Number of games started
8 HR Number of home runs 26 INN Number of innings played in field
9 RBI Number of runs batted in 27 PO Number of putouts
10 SB Number of stolen bases 28 A Number of assists
11 CS Number of times a player 29 E Number of errors
was caught stealing bases
12 BB Number of bases on balls 30 DP Number of double plays
turned by a player
13 SO Number of strikeouts 31 Field % Fielding percentage of a player
14 BA Batting average throughout the season 32 RF.G Range factor per game
Number of outs related to the player
15 OBP On base percentage of a player 33 BA _RISP Batting average with runners
in scoring position
16 SLG Slugging percentage of a player 34 Salary Salary of a player (in million $)
17 OPS+ OPS = OBP + SLG. OPS+ is adjusted
OPS with respect to the ballpark

Table 5: Variables in the data set

Even though WAR already takes into account some of the baseball statistics (especially offense-
type statistics) described in Table [5] it is still worth detecting clusters of them, since it can provide
insight into groups of baseball statistics that are more highly associated with WAR. In addition,
our analysis provides a way to investigate which factor one has to examine to study the details of
WAR. Furthermore, by analyzing both offensive and defensive characteristics of baseball players,
we take into account both offensive and defensive performances of players to study the details of
WAR.

We consider a multiple linear regression model with sparsity. For the variable selection, we

applied the multiple-splitting scheme with the two-stage variable selection procedure (SCAD and
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t-test). The number of splits is 20 and each split contains two sub-samples each of size 156 and
155. Based on 20 splits, we assign each variable to a cluster if it appears at least 50% of the time.
The desired number of cluster is equal to 3. We set 7 = 0 for all 3 clusters. For the hypothesis tests
in the sequential testing method, we set «, the significance level, equal to .1 with the Bonferroni
adjustment.

There are in total 23 covariates that are selected more than 50% of the time. The set of

estimated active predictors, denoted by S, is given by

S, = {R, H, X2B, X3B, HR, RBI, AB, CS, OBP, Age, SO, SF,

IBB,SB, BB, OPS+, HBP, A, SLG, GDP, GS, E, DP }.

From Table [6] we observe that only 16 out of 23 covariates are in the clusters using sequential
testing. Variables that are selected more than 50% of the time from the variable selection procedure
— but are not assigned more than 50% of the time in any cluster — are labeled as ‘Not in a cluster’.
In addition, the initial number of clusters is 3, but we detect 2 clusters. The role of 7 and a make
a difference in the results. One possible interpretation of the analysis is as follows: those baseball
statistics in the same cluster share a similar level of association with the WAR. Summarizing the
information in these clusters, one may reduce the number of variables that are relevant to WAR
and provide a simpler model with few predictors. Or one can choose one variable from each cluster

and use them to fit a model with other predictors that do not belong to any cluster.

NWM Cluster 1 Cluster 2 Not in a cluster

Degree Centrality R, H, X2B, X3B, HR, RBI, AB, CS, OBP, Age, SO, SF, IBB,
SB, BB, OPS+, HBP, A SLG, GDP GS, E, DP
Clustering Coefficient | R, H, X2B, X3B, HR, RBI, AB, CS, OBP, Age, SO, SF, IBB,

SB, BB, OPS+ ,HBP, A SLG, GDP GS, E, DP

Table 6: Clusters based on Network-wide Metrics
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8. BREAST CANCER DATA

We next apply our methods to a regression problem involving gene expression data. The data
set originates from breast cancer tissue samples from The Cancer Genome Atlas (TCGA) project.
It contains the gene expression levels of 17,814 genes from 536 patients. The response variable in
this data set is the gene expression level of the BRCA1 gene that is identified to increase the risk
of early onset of breast cancer. Since the BRCAI gene is likely to interact with other genes, our
goal is to identify groups of genes that have similar association with BRCAI.

As done by Kim et al.| (2008)), we first select 3000 genes with the largest variance in their gene
expression level. Then, we use the top 500 genes that have the largest absolute correlation with
BRCA1 amongst the 3000 genes. Among 536 observations, we randomly select half of the observa-
tions for variable selection performed using SCAD and t-test. SCAD has two tuning parameters,
which are usually denoted by A and a. We fix a at 3.7 and choose A\ by using cross-validation. Using
the remaining half, we identify clusters. The number of splits is 20 and the threshold percentage
of appearances out of 20 splits is 50%. The number of bootstrap samples is 500 and the desired
number of clusters is 3. We use .05 as a significance level for each hypothesis test in the proposed
sequential testing method, and apply Bonferroni’s correction to adjust the significance level of each
test in multiple hypothesis tests. We also choose 7, the tuning parameter that controls the size of
clusters, to be equal to 0 so that we assign genes to the same cluster only if their network-wide

metrics are not significantly different. The set of estimated active predictors S’n, is given by

S, = {ABCAB, ABHD2, ACTO4, ACTR10, ACTR3B, ADCKI,

ADHIC, ADORA2A, AGA, AKR1CL2, ALG5}.

Table |7 shows the clusters detected by using our methods (the gene expressions are reported as

their indices).
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Cluster 1 Not in cluster

Degree ADCK1, AKR1CL2, ALG5 | ABCAB, ABHD2, ACTO4, ACTR10, ACTR3B
Centrality ADHI1C, ADORA2A, AGA
Clustering | ADCK1, AKR1CL2, ALG5 | ABCAB, ABHD2, ACTO4, ACTR10, ACTR3B

Coefficient ADH1C, ADORA2A, AGA

Table 7: Sequential testing based Clustering
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Appendices:

Grouping predictors via network-wide metrics

A. REGULARITY CONDITIONS AND ASSUMPTIONS

In this section, we describe the assumptions that facilitate the theoretical results. The first set
of assumptions concerns the function f(-,-), which provides the weight on the edge of an implicit
network.

Assumptions on f(-,-)
(A1) f(z,y) =0 if and only if x = y.
(A2) Lp(S,B) and Lc(S,3) are non-zero matrices.

(A3) f(-,-) is twice continuously differentiable.

Now, we describe the assumptions on the penalty function and tuning parameters in (11). Let
P\ (6) denote the first derivative of py(6). We consider a class of penalties that satisfies the following

conditions (Kim and Kwon| 2012):
(P1) p)(-) is nonnegative, nonincreasing, and continous over (0, 00).

(P2) There exists a > 0 such that limy_,o4 p)(6) = A, p\(0) > A —6/a (0 < 0 < a)), and p\ () =0
(0 > al).

This class contains the SCAD penalty (Fan and Li, 2001)) and the MCP (Zhang et al., 2010). Notice

that for the MCP penalty (Zhang et al.l 2010), the derivative is given by

(aX —0)+

a
for @ > 1 while, for the SCAD penalty the derivative is given by

»h(10]) = A{I(G <)+ HI(H > )\)}
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for some a > 2 and # > 0. In case of using SCAD, the tuning parameter A must be chosen such

that the following additional assumptions hold:

(P3) pa(#) has a second order continuous derivative at nonzero components of € and is nonnegative

with px(0) = 0.
(P4) liminf, o liminfy o4 py (0)/An > 0.
(P5) A\, = 0 and y/n\, — 00 as n — 0o .
(P6) Let b, = max{|p{(|5;])| : B # 0}. Then, b, — 0 as n — oo.
B. PROOFS

In this section, we provide detailed proofs of results presented in the previous sections. We

begin with the proof of Proposition

Proof of Proposition
Using multivariate Taylor expansion (Apostol, |1969)), one can express the vector of degree

centralities as follows:

Vn(Dy, — D) = v/n(Bs — Bs) Lp(S, B) + Vn(Bs — Bs) HP)(S, B)(Bs — Bs) (A1)

=Jo(1)+Jn(2)+ B

where

Jn(1) = Via(Bs = Bs + ¢ [LD<8 B) - H'(S.B)e] (A2)
Jn(2) = Vn(Bs — Bs + ¢) HP)(S, B)(Bs — Bs) (A.3)
—vnd [Lp(S,8) - H)(S,B)e| . (A.4)

We will first show that J,(1) converges to a multivariate normal distribution with mean 0 and
covariance matrix X p, and J,,(2) converges to 0 in probability. To this end, observe that HP (8 B)
converges in probability to H(P)(S, 8) by the continuity of f(-,-) and using the continuous mapping

theorem. Also, by Lemma l!, \/ﬁ(ﬁg —Bs+c) converges to a multivariate normal distribution with
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mean vector 0 and covariance matrix 02(Vs 4+ %) ' Vs(Vs + %)L In addition, Lp(S, 3) converges
to Lp(S,3) by the continuity of f(-,-) and using the continuous mapping theorem. Hence, by
multivariate Slutsky’s Theorem (Van der Vaart, |[2000) it follows that as n — oo J,,(1) 4 N(0,Xp),
where £p = 02[Lp(S,B8)+HP) (S, 8)c] (Vs+%) Vs (Vs+3) HLp(S, B)+HP) (S, B)c]. Next
turning to J,(2): by (ii) in Lemma 1 and the continuous mapping theorem using the continuity
of f(-,), consistency of Bs and convergence of lﬁIq(lD) (S, B) to H(P)(S, B3) in probability, it follows

that J,(2) converges to 0 in probability. B

Proof of Proposition
The proof of this proposition proceeds in the same manner as that of Proposition We only
provide it here to make the paper self-contained. By multivariate Taylor expansion (Apostol, 1969),

one can express the vector of clustering coefficients as follows:

V(€ — C) = Vn(Bs — Bs)' Lc (S, B) +vn(Bs — Bs) H (S, B)(Bs — Bs) (A.5)

= J,(1) + Jn(2) + B

where

Jn(1) = Vi(Bs — Bs + ) [Les(B) - HI'(S,B)e] (A.6)
Jn(2) = V/n(Bs — Bs + ¢) HE) (S, B)(Bs — Bs) (A.7)
B =—vac [Lo(S,8) - H'(S. B)e]. (A.8)

We will first show that J,(1) converges to a multivariate normal distribution with mean 0 and
covariance matrix X, and J,(2) converges to 0 in probability. To this end, observe that IAJT(LC) (S, B)
converges in probability to H(©) (S, B) by the continuity of f(-,-) and using the continuous mapping
theorem. Also, by Lemma \/ﬁ(BS — Bs + ¢) converges to a multivariate normal distribution
with mean vector 0 and covariance matrix 02(Vs + £)"'Vs(Vs + £)~!. In addition, L¢(S,B)
converges to Lc (S, B) by the continuous mapping theorem using the continuity of f(-,-). Hence, by
multivariate Slutsky’s Theorem (Van der Vaart, 2000) it follows that as n — oo Jp(1) 4N (0,%¢),

where ¢ = 0?[Lo(S, 8) + HO' (S, B)c) (Vs + %) Vs (Vs +X) [ Lo(S, 8) + HE)' (S, B)c]. Next
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turning to J,(2): by (ii) in Lemma 1[I]and by the continuous mapping theorem using the continuity
of f(-,-), consistency of Bs and convergence of HY (S B) to H(©)(8, B) in probability, it follows

that J,(2) converges to 0 in probability. B

Proof of Theorem [I]

Proof of [1] : Recall that we use a two-step procedure for the variable selection; one is the
regularization method and the other is the t-statistic for testing H : 8; = 0 vs. K : 3; # 0 for
Je 37(11), where 37(11) denotes the estimated active predictor set obtained using regularization. Also,
lim,, oo P(‘SA}(LI) =S8)=1. And let 57(?) denote the estimated active predictor set obtained from the

hypothesis test using Di,; that is

= {.7 € 8 ||tn,j > Can}

where t,, ; is the t-statistic for testing H : 3; = 0 vs. K : 3; # 0. Also if o, — 0 as n — o0,

limy, 0 P(S’ff) = §) = 1. To see this, note that
PSP #8) < PSP ¢S +PSc sV
We first notice that

PSP ¢ 8) < PSM C8)+P(SY =51 [8D £ 8)).

By the consistency of the regularization method, the first term on the RHS of the above equation

converges to 0. As for the second term, notice that
PSVNSR £8) < Pty > ca, for some jeS),
and the RHS converges to 0 as n — oo by the consistency of the t—test. Finally,

P(S,=8) =PV (8P =

=P8 =S and S’,(LQ) =3S)
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=1-PSW £Sor 8P £8)

>1- PS8 #8) - PSP #8)

—1 asn— oo.

Proof of [2] : Notice that S’n is estimated from Dy,, and Bén is estimated from Ds,,. We will use

the independence of Dy, and Ds, in the proof. First notice that,

We will show that J,(1) — P(N(0,0%V5!') < @) and J,(2) — 0 as n — oo. To this end, note
that

where the penultimate line follows from the independence of D;,, and Ds,,, and the last convergence

comes from the standard theory of ordinary least squares estimator (Amemiyal 1985)). Next turning

Jn(2) =P <\/§(ﬁ5ﬂ - /Bgn) <z,

SP(S}L#S>—>O,

to Jn(2),

Sn;«é8>P<$n7é8)
by estimation consistency. This completes the proof. B
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Proof of Theorem [2]

By multivariate Taylor expansion (Apostol,|1969), one can express the vector of degree central-

ities as follows:

~ A ~

50— D) =[5 E0(80 B)Bs, ~ 85+ [ B, — s VHP (S0 8) B, ~ Bs) (A9)

= Jn(1) + Jn(2)
where Lp(S,, 3) is a Gn X §, matrix whose (4, k)™ element is given by

E 8f(/8j76r) ] — k

. A oA 3:. B . T 0B;
(4, k5 Sn, B) = ) 015, ) _ ]G3, : (A.10)
« OB -
reS, f(B,Pk) ] ?é k

0Bk

where

of(Bi, B;)  0f(Bi, B))

0p; 0B,

By €(min(B;,85),max(B;,5;))

Let IISD) (Sn,,é) is & Gn X Gn X Gn Hessian matrix associated with D defined by 8 in S,. And
HWP)(S, B) is a g x ¢ x ¢ Hessian matrix associated with D defined by 3 in S. The (4, jk)"" element
of HPP)(S,B) is given by

,

82f(ﬂi7ﬁr) . .
> j=k=i
res 6612
02 £(Bi,Bk) o%f(Bi.B;) . . . . . .
D 36,9 or 55 j=tiand k#i,orj#iand k=1
(s, p) = { T |
0 P 0 D . .
fégfﬁj) or f(ggzﬁk) ikt
0 otherwise
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D)

Similarly, The (i, jk)™ element of H ( (Sn, B) is given by

i,jk
)
02 f (3. r . .
Sl j=k=i
res, ‘
A 92 f(5:.B 82 F(B;,B; . . . . . .
AP, ) = *Dui _ ) Tgaon or Tgggns d=iandk#iorj#iand k=i (A.11)
ijk \Ons ) = =5 - o o ' ’
098k | a244.,) or BIBBY i g2
952 0B? J =
0 otherwise

And J,(1) = /ELp(Sn. B)(Bs, — Bs,) and Jn(2) = \/F(Bs, —Bs, ) Hy (Sn, B)(Bs, —Bs,). We
will first show that J,(1) converges to a multivariate normal distribution with mean 0 and covari-
ance matrix Xp, and J,(2) converges to 0 in probability. To this end, observe that ﬂ,gD) (S’n, B)
converges in probability to HP)(S, 3) by the continuous mapping theorem using the continuity of
f(-,-) and S, & S by [1] in Theorem 1. Also, by (i) in Theorem \/g(ﬁsn —Bg,) converges to
a multivariate normal distribution with mean vector 0 and covariance matrix 02VS_1. In addition,
L D(Sn, B) converges to Lp(S, 3) in probability by the continuous mapping theorem using the con-
tinuity of f(-,-). Hence, by multivariate Slutsky’s Theorem (Van der Vaart| [2000) it follows that
as n — 00 Ju(1) 4 N(0,Xp), where ¥p = UQLD(S,,B>/V5_1LD(S,B). Next turning to J,(2),
recall that J,(2) = \/g(Bsn — Bgn)’H,sD) (Sn,é)(ﬁsn — Bg, )- By Theorem 1il| and the continuous
(D)

mapping theorem using the continuity of f(-,-), consistency of B s and convergence of Hy, (Sn, ﬁ)

to H(P)(S, B) in probability, it follows that .J,(2) converges to 0 in probability. B

Proof of Theorem [3]

The proof of the Theorem involves several steps. The first step is to verify that the limiting
distribution of sample covariance of ) is Gaussian with mean vector 0 and covariance matrix
KAsK'. This is achieved in Lemma [2| below. The second step is concerned with the limiting
distribution of the post-selection estimate of the precision matrix. This is dealt with in Lemma
Finally, we use these results to derive the joint limit distribution of the sample partial correlation
coefficients.

We begin with the limiting distribution of S, which is the limiting covariance of the sample
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covariance of ), denoted by s, as follows (Neudecker and Wesselman, [1990):

n—o0

lim P <\/Zv(f]5 — %) < :c) = P(N(0,KAsK') < z), (A.12)

where As = E[V5YVs ® VsYVs] — vec(Es)vec(Es)" and K is defined in the statement of Theorem

3. Then, we can establish the following Lemma.

Lemma 2. For any € RY, let «,, denote its dimension adjusted version. Then,
n -
P <\/;U(E$n —Xg) < wn> = P(N(0,KAsK') <x) asn— oo. (A.13)

Proof. Notice that Sn is estimated from Dy, and /és is estimated from Ds,,. We use the indepen-

dence of Dy, and D,,, for the proof.

We will show that J,(1) - P(N(0, KAsK') < x,) and J,(2) — 0 as n — oo. J,(1) can be

represented as follows:

v(X Yo )< x,

S’ﬂ_ n

= P( g’u(ig—zg) < a:)

— P(N(0,KAsK') <x) asn— oco.

where the last convergence follows from (A.12). We will next show .J,,(2) converges to 0. To this

Jn(2) =P <\/Zv(i‘$n —¥g ) <@y,
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§P(3n7é8>—>0.

O]

Before we prove Theorem we first establish some properties of functions defined on the
space of positive definite symmetric matrices A endowed with Frobenius norm. The following

lemma describes the derivative of an inverse of a invertible matrix (Petersen et al., [2008).

Lemma 3. Let z: A — A such that z(A) = A~!. Then z(-) is continuous. Furthermore,
—————= = —(2(4) ® z(A)) = L(A). (A.14)

We now state an extended version of the delta method which plays a critical role in several proofs.

Proposition 3. Let {A, : n > 1} be a collection of matrices in A such that \/n(v(A4,) —v(A)) 4

N(0,9) as n — oo. Then
P (VA(o(2(4,)) — v(2(A))) < z) = P (N(0,?) < z) (A.15)

where D% = L(A)DL(A).
We are now ready to prove Lemma [4] concerning the limit distribution of the post-selection

estimator of the precision matrix.

Lemma 4. For any x € RY, let x,, denote its dimension adjusted version. Then, the following will

hold:
[1]

SE

Tim P ( (v(f‘g) - v(rs)) < m) = P(N(0,A%) < ), (A.16)

where Ag = KL(ZS)/AsL(Es)K/ and L(Es) = ,(FS & FS).
2]

lim P ( n (v(fgn) - U(an)> < mn> — P(N(0,A%) < ). (A.17)



Proof. Let z : A — A such that z(4) = A~'. Then by continuity of z(-), it follows that z(2g)

converges in probability to z(3g). Now, we apply Proposition [3[to (A.12]) we get, as n — oo, that

g <v(z(2s)) - U(Z(ES))> 4 N(0,A%). (A.18)

Now by another application of Lemma [3| and (A.12)), it follows that A% = KL'(Xs)AsL(Zs)K'.

The proof for [2] follows by the conditioning argument as before. O

Now we introduce the limiting distribution of ps. The (i, ) element of Vh(v(I's)), denoted

by hi;j(v(Ls)), is given by

—%73/3”’”1 i=1,...,qand j =1
’Y'u,l Yv,k
Oh(v(l's))
hiy(u(0s)) = S0 =
U7J

i=1,...,qand j=1+1

NI

1
VYv,i4+14/ Vv, 1/ Vv, k
1

— M-Elm i:l’,,,,qandj:ka

2 VY0, 1%,k

i

where 7, ; is the i'" element of v(I's) and k = 3. (q — 1) + 1. Then, by applying the multivariate

=0
delta method, we have the following result:
. n, .
Jlim P (\/;(Ps —ps) < w) = P(N(0,As(p)) < =), (A.19)

where Ag(p) = Vh(v(I's))KL(Xs) AsL(Xs)K'Vh(v(l's))'. By using the conditioning argument

as before, the proof of Theorem 33|is completed. B

Proof of Theorem [4]

By multivariate Taylor expansion (Apostol, |1969), one can express the vector of clustering

coefficients as follows:

48



where Lp(S,, p) is a Gn X ¢, matrix whose (j, k)" element is given by

8f(ﬁjiﬁr) ] — k

w 2. %
Ip(j, ks Sn,p) = > 8f(§”pr) —{resn : (A.21)
red, 01 (p5:0%) it

py

where

Ip; Ip;

p; €(min(p;,p;),max(p;,05))

Let IEI,(ID)(S’”, p) is a ¢n X Gn X §n Hessian matrix associated with D defined by p in S,. And
H(PP)(S, p) is a ¢ x ¢ x ¢ Hessian matrix associated with D defined by p in S. The (i, jk)*" element
of HPP)(S, p) is given by

3% f(ps pr) | =k=1
82 f(pi, 02 f(pi,p; ; ; ] ' ) .
HP)(S, p) = 92Di(p) | Trre) or S buti) G —iand k# i, or j#iand k=i
ijk ) - 7 - |
9p;Opk, 21 pipi) o PFpior) #i
ap3 o0 T
0 otherwise

Similarly, The (i, jk)™ element of H Z(/ij) (S, p) is given by

82 AivAr . .
$ fézzp ) j=k=i
reSn '
27 . % f (pispr) f(pishi) . . .
I:Ii(]pk)(sﬂv 5) = 0°Dyi(p) _ dpidpr OF apjapij j=tand k#i,or j#iand k=1 (A22)

dp;Opr

82 Ai7A_ 82 A'L:A . 3
fa(;;zpj) or féZ%Pk) j=k#i
J

0 otherwise

We will first show that .J,(1) converges to a multivariate normal distribution with mean 0 and

covariance matrix Xp(p), and J,(2) converges to 0 in probability. To this end, observe that
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j2 15 (S,, p) converges in probability to H(P)(S, p) by the continuous mapping theorem, using the
continuity of f(-,-). Also, by Theorem \/g (ﬁSn - pgn) converges to a multivariate normal
distribution with mean vector 0 and covariance matrix Ag(p). In addition, Lp(S,, p) converges
to Lp(S, p) by the continuous mapping theorem, using the continuity of f(-,-). Hence, by multi-
variate Slutsky’s Theorem (Van der Vaart, 2000) it follows that as n — oo Jy,(1) 4 N(0,Xp(p)),
where 3p(p) = Lp(S, p)As(p)Lp(S, p). Next turning to J,(2), recall that J,,(2) = /5 (g —
p Sn)/ H7(1D) (Sn, p)(p s, —P Sn)' By Theorem 33|and the continuous mapping theorem, using the con-
tinuity of f(-,-), consistency of p &, and convergence of ﬁ,sD) (S‘n, p) to HP)(S, p) in probability,

it follows that J,(2) converges to 0 in probability. B

Proof of Theorem [5]
The proof of this theorem proceeds in the same manner as that of Theorem We only provide
it here to make the paper self-contained. By multivariate Taylor expansion (Apostol, (1969), one

can express the vector of clustering coefficients as follows:

(Co=C) = \[5(Bs, = Bs, ) Le(Sn B) + /5 (Bs

= Jn(l) + Jn(2)

—Bs )V H (S0, B)(Bs, — Bs,) (A.23)

n n

where i}C(Sn, ,E:}) and IAfy(lC) (5’”, ,é') are obtained by replacing the function of degree centrality in
(A.10) and (A.11)) with the function of clustering coefficient. Let H(©)(S,, 8) is a g x ¢ x ¢ Hessian
matrix associated with C defined by B8 in S. The (i, jk)" element of H(®)(S, 3) is given by

82 B ] ;A ]
% Al
2 =
79 (s 3 0°C; 1 )y f(B:Bu) # i
s —rkhtnl j=kand k #1,
Jk( ) 9808k (¢—1)(q—2) (ku)eN (i) -
0 otherwise

We will first show that J,, (1) converges to a multivariate normal distribution with mean 0 and co-
variance matrix 3¢, and J,(2) converges to 0 in probability. To this end, observe that O (S0, B)

converges in probability to H(©) (S,8) by the continuous mapping theorem, using the continu-
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ity of f(-,-). Also, by Theorem VvV (Bsn — Bg ) converges to a multivariate normal distri-

bution with mean vector 0 and covariance matrix 0'2VS_1. In addition f/c(Sn,B) converges to

L (S,8) by the continuous mapping theorem, using the continuity of f(-,-). Hence, by multi-

variate Slutsky’s Theorem (Van der Vaart, [2000)) it follows that as n — oo J,(1) 4 N(0,3¢),

where 3¢ = U2Lc(8,ﬁ)/VS_1Lc(5,,3). Next turning to J,(2), recall that J,(2) = \/ﬁ(,ésn -

BSn)/ IAITSC) (S‘n, B)(Bsn — BSn)' By Theorem and the continuous mapping theorem, using the
()

continuity of f(-,-), consistency of Bsn and convergence of Hy ' (S,,8) to H©)(S, 3) in probabil-

ity, it follows that .J,,(2) converges to 0 in probability. H

Proof of Theorem
The proof of this theorem proceeds in the same manner as that of Theorem 44 We only provide
it here to make the paper self-contained. By multivariate Taylor expansion (Apostol, (1969), one

can express the vector of clustering coefficients as follows:

~

V3 (Clo) ~ Clo) =[5 LS00, — ps)+ 365, — ps VHIO S0P bs, ~ ps)
(A.24)

|3

= Jn(l) + Jn(2)

where Lo(S,, p) and j2 il (S,, p) are obtained by replacing the function of degree centrality in
(A.21)) and (A.22)) with the function of clustering coefficient. Let H(©)(S, p) is a ¢ x ¢ x ¢ Hessian

matrix associated with C' defined by p in S. The (i, jk)** element of H(©)(S, p) is given by

82 f(p;, . .
o JEk#
2
(D) 9”Ci(p) 1 Pf(orpu) 5 _ :
H (S, p) = = > =R j—=Fkand k#1i,
#(5:P) Opiope  (a—1)(q—2) | wufecviy 2%
0 otherwise

\

We will first show that J,(1) converges to a multivariate normal distribution with mean 0 and

covariance matrix Xc(3), and J,(2) converges to 0 in probability. To this end, observe that
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H,(LC) (S’n, p) converges in probability to H ©) (S, p) by the continuous mapping theorem, using the
continuity of f(-,-). Also, by Theorem \/g (ﬁSn - pgn) converges to a multivariate normal
distribution with mean vector 0 and covariance matrix Ag(p). In addition, Lo(S,, p) converges
to Lo(S, p) in probability by the continuous mapping theorem, using the continuity of f(-,).
Hence, by multivariate Slutsky’s Theorem (Van der Vaart, 2000) it follows that as n — oo Jy,(1) 4
N(0,2¢c(p)), where Ze(p) = Lo (S, p) As(p)Leo(S, p). Next turning to J,(2), recall that J,(2) =
V5 (Pg, — pén)/ HY (S, p)(ps, — pg, ). By Theorem 33| and the continuous mapping theorem,
using the continuity of f(-,-), consistency of ps, and convergence of IEIT(LC) (S‘n, p) to HC)(S, p) in

probability, it follows that J,(2) converges to 0 in probability. B
Proof of Theorem [7]
Proof of [1]. We can represent As(p) as a product of matrices as follows:

As(p) = Vh(v(Ts)) L(Xs) AsL(Xs)Vh(v(Ts)).

where Ag is the covariance matrix of vec(Xs), L(Xs) = —(Fs ®T's), and Vhi(v(I's)) is the partial

derivatives of h(v(I's)). Let the estimate of Ag(p), denoted by As(p), be represented as follows:
As(p) = Vin(v(Ts))L(Xs) AsL(3s)Vhn(v(Ts))'.

We will show that the estimate of each term in Ag converges to the true value and then it will
complete the proof by applying the property of convergence in probability (Gut} |2013). Recall that
Vs = (Y, Xs) and let Vs ; = (Yi, Rs;). Then,

As = E[Vs,;Vsi® Vs Vsi] — vec(Ls)vee(Ls)'
Since

. 1 &
s = - Zlyfg’iyg,i L »s and
1=
n
D (V5 Vsi® Vs Vsi) & EVs Vi ® Vs, Vs.i]

i=1

1
n
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as n — 0o, s B B as n — oo. Let z denote a function that is defined in Lemma Then, by
continuous mapping theorem and Lemma I's= z(ﬁ)g) LN 2(¥s) = T's. Then, by the continuous
mapping theorem and the property of convergence in probability, the estimate of L(Xg), which is

denoted by L(3s), also converges to L(Xs); that is
L(%s) = Ts®lsH Ts@Ts= L(Xs) as n — oc.

By Assumption and the continuous mapping theorem, Vh,(v(I's)) & Vh(v(Ts)) as n — .

Then, using the property of convergence in probability gives

As(p) = Vh,(v(I's))L(Es) AsL(Es)Vh(v(Ls))

% Vh(v(Ts))' L(Ss) AsL(Ss)Vh(v(Ls)) = As(p)

as n — oo by the convergence of each element and the continuity of the product of random variables.
The proof is completed. B
Proof of [2]. Notice that S, is estimated from Dy, and B g 18 estimated from Ds,,. We use the

independence of Dq,, and Ds,, for the proof. For ¢ > 0,

P <||A$n ~Ag > e) P (||A3n ~Ag | >e8,= 5) +P (||A$n ~Ag || > 68 # 5)

In(1) + Jn(2).
We will show that J,,(1) — 0 and J,(2) — 0 as n — oo. J,(1) can be represented as follows:

J,(1) =P (HA& —Ag || > €

S‘n:S>P($n:S>

$n=5>

=P (||A3n —Ag | >e

P (HAS ~ Agl > e>

— 0,

where the penultimate line comes from the independence of Dy,, and Ds,,. Now we will show J,,(2)
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converges to 0.

Ju(2) =P (||A3n —Ag | >e

Sn;és)P(Sn;AS)

gP(Snyés)—m.

Proof is completed. B

Proof of Theorem

We begin by recalling the notations needed for studying the properties of estimated clusters of
covariates in S and Sn Let Clkczn denote the k' cluster of covariates in S , and it can be obtained
by replacing S, with S in Algorithm 1. Then, the proof consists of two parts: we will show that
(i) éﬁ’iln converges to Cﬁk) as n — 0o in probability and (ii) for each k = 1,2, .-+ K, the symmetric
difference between é&’?an and CA%" converges to ), an empty set, as n — oo in probability. For (i),
we will show that the symmetric difference between the true cluster and estimated cluster converges

to () with probability tending to 1. We recall that the symmetric difference between a set A and a

set B is given by
ANB=(A-B)U(B-A).
Now, notice that for any k =1,2,--- K

PCH) A ck =0)=PC%) —c® =0)+PCH —CF =0). (A.25)

T,0n

We will show that the above quantity converges to one as n — oo. The proof relies on the
consistency of the hypothesis test used in the clustering algorithm. That is, since the type 1 error,
Qi is converging to 0 as n — oo, it follows that the power 3, of the hypothesis test converges to 1
as n — 0o. Observe that

Clka —c® = {jeS:je Cgfan and j ¢ Cﬁ’“)}

;On T

= {j€S:tj <t,, and |Dj — Dy| > 7}
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By the consistency of the t-test, P( Agco)én — c&’“) =) — 1 as n — oo. Next, we note that
(08, = (jes:jec andj¢ Y )

= {jESZt]’,vz>t*

Qn

and |D;j — Dy| < 71}

Hence, once again by the consistency of the t-test, P(Cgk) - CAS-{CO)W =0) — 0 as n — oo. This
completes the proof that the LHS of (A.25|) converges to 1 as n — oo and hence the proof of (i) is
complete.

Now we turn to the proof of (ii). To this end, observe that

P(C0,, ACH, =0)=P(CH,, ACE =0,8,=8)+P(CH, ACH =05, #5)

where the last convergence follows from the consistency of variable selection. Now we will show

Jn(2) is equal to 0.

This completes the proof of (ii) and that of the Theorem. W

C. ADDITIONAL NUMERICAL STUDIES

In this section, we provide the additional numerical studies described in Section [6]
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Numerical Experiments on Computational Time

We provide a small simulation study to compare the bias and the running time of the bootstrap
algorithm and the plug-in estimates of the covariance matrix of the estimated precision matrix,
which is denoted by A*. We perform this study with 10 variables without the regularization. We
generate 100 i.i.d observations from a multivariate normal with mean 0 and covariance matrix I,
which is an identity matrix. Because of the computational feasibility, we perform 1000 simulation
studies. The average computational time of 1000 simulations of using the exact formula is 6.239
minutes and that of using bootstrap is .116 minutes. And the mean of |[Ar — A|r, where Ag
is A obtained by using the exact formula and || - || is the Frobenius norm of a matrix, is 14.450
and the mean of ||Ag — A|r, where Ap is A obtained by using bootstrap, is 14.688. In addition,
the mean of ||A% — A*|r is 19.067 while the mean of |A% — A*||p is 14.540. According to these
numerical experiments, the exact formula is 50 times more expensive than the bootstrap approach.
In terms of their accuracy in estimating A, the exact formula and bootstrap based estimate are
not very different in estimating A and A*. Hence we will use the bootstrap approach to estimate
the limiting covariance matrix in Theorem [2] through Theorem

Numerical Experiments on Centralities

We now demonstrate the behavior of network-wide metrics of our implicit network. The vec-
tor of covariates X = (Xi,Xs,...,X,) is generated from a multivariate normal distribution
(p—dimensional) with mean vector zero and covariance matrix is a p—dimensional identity matrix.
We consider multiple linear regression model without an intercept with the covariate dimension
p = 10, and sample size 100 and 300. Given x;, the response variable Y; is generated from x;3 + ¢;
where ¢, ~ N(0,02) and 02 = 1, and B’ = (1,1,1,1,1,1,1,2,2,2). The implicit network was
constructed based on the function (ii) in Section The true value of the degree centrality and
the clustering coefficient of our implicit network is 9.748 and .545, respectively. Based on the 1000
simulations, the bias of degree centrality at n = 100 and n = 300 are -.008 (.323) and -.014 (.001),
respectively. Numbers in parentheses are the standard errors. The bias of clustering coefficient at
n = 100 and n = 300 are -.014 (.180) and -.001 (.003), respectively. The following histograms rep-
resent the distribution of the degree centrality and clustering coefficient. Among the 10 covariates,

we choose X; to provide histograms.
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Figure 2: Network-wide metrics with n = 100
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Figure 3: Network-wide metrics with n = 300

The histograms above shows that the degree centrality and clustering coefficient both follow a
normal distribution, which corresponds with the Theorem [2] and Theorem [5] in Section

Numerical Experiments with a wrong number of clusters

We repeat the same numerical study described in Section but here we set the desired number
of clusters to 2 and 4 instead of 3. In this numerical study, we will compare the performance of

three clustering algorithms, which are the modified K-means clustering, the spectral clustering, and
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the sequential testing clustering algorithm, when we give a wrong number of clusters to detect. The
simulation setting is same as that in Section but the number of simulations is now set to 1000.
If the desired number of cluster is 2, then a clustering algorithm must identify the top two clusters
that are associated with the response variable. In case of 4, a clustering algorithm must detect all
three true clusters and the fourth clusters must be empty. The table in the below represents the

proportion of times that each clustering algorithm identifies the correct clusters.

rp | Number of | Modified | Modified | Sequential
Clusters | K-means | Spectral | Clustering
0 2 0 0 901
1 0 0 .894
2 0 0 .894
3 0 0 .872
4 0 0 .875
0 0 .867
0 4 0 0 91
1 0 0 9
2 0 0 9
3 0 0 .878
4 0 0 .887
5 0 0 .858

From the table above, we observe that unsupervised clustering methods cannot identify correct
clusters when the true number of clusters is unknown. On the other hand, the sequential testing
clustering algorithm identifies the true clusters even though the number of clusters is not known in
advance. When the pre-specified number of clusters is larger than the true number of clusters, it can
identify all correct clusters. If the pre-specified number of clusters (let’s say it is k) is smaller than
the truth, it can identify first k clusters. Hence, the proposed clustering algorithm outperforms
unsupervised clustering algorithms when the true number of clusters is unknown.

While eleven genes were selected in the estimated active predictor set, the sequential testing
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method detected one cluster with 3 variables, using both degree centrality and clustering coefficient.
One may now summarize the information contained in the detected cluster and use it to provide a

model with other genes that are not in the cluster.

D. CONCLUDING REMARKS

We propose a new method to group predictors that have a similar association with the response
variable of interest. Our method uses the properties of the network-wide metrics on the implicit
network, and a sequential hypothesis testing procedure to define clusters. Under a population model
for groups, conditions are provided that guarantee detection of clusters with probability tending to
one as the sample size diverges to infinity. Additionally, the proposed method takes into account
model-selection uncertainty in the detection of clusters of predictors, which seems to be first such
result in the literature. A model-assisted bootstrap approach — with reduced computational burden
— to assess uncertainty in the estimates of network-wide metrics is also provided and illustrated
numerically. The numerical experiments also show that adoption of NWM for clustering even
in the context of unsupervised problems may yield improved results. The proposed methods are
illustrated with examples from sports analytics and the study of breast cancer.

While detailed computations are provided for partial correlation weights, other weight functions
such as Pearson’s correlation, distance correlation, and mutual information can also be used as

weights. Asymptotic theory related to these weights is left for future research.

Disclaimer: This report is released to inform interested parties of research and to encourage dis-
cussion. The views expressed on statistical issues are those of the authors and not necessarily those

of the U.S. Census Bureau.
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