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ABSTRACT While algorithmically our approach is similar to the joint

We propose a novel graphical model selection schem@LASSO proposed ir [9], the deployment of a gLASSO type
for high-dimensional stationary time series or discreteeti algorithm for GMS of time series seems to be new.
processes. The method is based on a natural generalizationOur main analytical contribution is a performance analysis
of the graphical LASSO algorithm, introduced originally Which yields an upper bound on the probability that our
for the case of i.i.d. samples, and estimates the conditiongcheme fails to correctly identify the CIG. The effectivesie
independence graph of a time series from a finite lengt®f our GMS method is also verified by means of numerical
observation. The graphical LASSO for time series is define@Xperiments.
as the solution of af;-regularized maximum (approximate)  Notation. Given a natural numbef’, we define[F] :=
likelihood problem. We solve this optimization problem {1,...,"}. For a square matriX € C*?, we denote by
using the alternating direction method of multipliers. OurX, X", tr{X} and |X] its elementwise complex conju-
approach is nonparametric as we do not assume a finite Cg,ate, its Hermitian tranSpOSG, its trace and its determinan
mensional parametric model, but only require the process tegspectively. We also need the matrix noffiX|l« :=
be sufficiently smooth in the spectral domain. For Gaussiataxi,; [Xi ;|- By writing X = Y we mean thafy — X
processes, we characterize the performance of our methd#@ positive-semidefinite (psd) matrix.
theoretically by deriving an upper bound on the probability We denote by#;” the set of all length® sequences
that our algorithm fails. Numerical experiments demortstra X[] := (X[1],...,X[F]) with Hermitian matricesX[f] €
the ability of our method to recover the correct conditionalC?*?. For a sequencX|:| € ”H,,[,F], we define|| X; x[]]|? :=
independence graph from a limited amount of samples.  (1/F)> . | X ;[f]|?, its squared generalized Frobenius

Index Terms— Sparsity, graphical model selection, norm || X[][F = i X []I* and its il—norm 2

graphical LASSO, nonparametric time series, ADMM X[l = > ; [ Xi;[ll. We equip the setl), ) with the
inner product{A[-], B[]) := (1/F) Zfe[F] tr{A[f]B[f]}.

I. INTRODUCTION For a sequencX[] € #}/ and some subs& C [p] x [p],

_ _ _ N we denote byXs[-] the matrix sequence which is obtained
~ We consider the problem of inferring the conditional py, separately for each indee [F], zeroing all entries of
independence graph (CIG) of a stationary high-dimensionahe matrixX[f] except those ir5. The generalized support
discrete time process or time seriggn] from observing  of 5 sequence&X|] € #I is defined aszsupp(X[]) :=
N samplesx(1],...,x[N]. This problem is referred to as ((; ;) ¢ [p] x [p] : (X[f]), . # 0 for somef € [F]}. We
graphical model selection (GMS) and of great practicalq, usea, := max{a,0}. J
interest, e.g., for gene analysis where the proceBs " PROBIiEM FORMULATION
represents measurements of gene expression levels and the-gnsider ép—dimensional real-valued zero-mean station-
CIG gives insight into the dependencies between differenéry time seriesx[n] = (w1[n], ..., z,[n])7, for n € Z.
genes|([1], [[2]. We assume its autocorrelation function (ACR)m] :=

A first nonparametric GMS method for high-dimensionalf {x[m]x"[0]} to be absolutely summable ACF, i.e., where
time series has been proposed receritly [3]. This approz;_lcgo<>_7OO |R[m]|| < oo, such that we can define the spectral

is based on performing neighborhood regression [(¢f. [4]) ifensity matrix (SDM)S(¢) via a Fourier transform:
the frequency domain. o0

In this paper, we present an alternative nonparametric S(6) == Y R[m]exp(—j2mm6), 6€[0,1). (1)
GMS scheme for time series based on generalizing th L MET00 .
graphical LASSO (gLASSO)[[55[7] to stationary time S\(/)eur:ggg|;es the eigenvalues of the SDM to be uniformly
series. The resulting algorithm is implemented using the L <) (S(0) <U, 2
alternating direction method of multipliers (ADMM)I[8], fo where, without loss of generality, we will assunie= 1
which we derive closed-form update rules. in what follows. The upper bound irl(2) is valid if the
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ACF is summable; the lower bound ensures certain Markot/hat there exists a positive constamtsuch that

properties of the CIG[10]=[12]. ec{X[/ % S[f])vec{X ~Pix<l2 (6
Our approach is based on the assumption that the SDMFfz[;], { ( ] s ])V (Xilr= s IXslly (6)

is a smooth function. This smoothness will be quantified vi Fl

certain ACE moments (fL11) %holds for all X[-] € HIF with [|Xs-||; < 3|/ Xs]|:.

oo The constantp in (@) is essentially a lower bound on
plh = Z IR[m]]|ccht[m]. (3) the eigenvalues of small sub-matrices of the SDM. As such,
m=—o0 the Assumptio II.B is closely related to the concept of the

Here, h[m| denotes a weight function which typically in- restricted isometry property (RIF)_[13].

creases W|th| For a process with sufficiently small mo- It can be verified easily that Assumption11.3 is always
menty{"), thereby enforcing smoothness of the SDM, we arevalid with ¢ = L for a process satisfying(2). However, for
allowed to base our considerations on a discretized versioprocesses having a sparse CIG, we typically expest L.

of the SDM, given byS[f] = 5(6;), with 6, :=(f-1)/F, Ill. GRAPHICAL LASSO FOR TIME SERIES

for f € [F]. The numberl” of sampling points is a design The graphical least absolute shrinkage and selection
parameter which has to be chosen suitably large, compared

3 4 -
i the AGF momenp (cf. . Lemma 2.1]). operator (QLASSO) [5]-[7], [14] is an algorithm for esti

. . . mating the inverse covariance matilik := C~! of a high-
The CIG of a process|n] is a simple undirected graph dimensional Gaussian random vector N(0, C) based on
G = (V,€) with node setV = [p]. Each noder € V ’

inal | An ed i.i.d. samples. In particular, gLASSO is based on optingzin
represents a single sca ar componen_t procepg. An e 9€ 3 ¢1-penalized log-likelihood function and can therefore be
between nodes: and ' is absent, i.e.(r,7") ¢ &, if

. interpreted as regularized maximum likelihood estimation
the component processes|n| andx, [n] are conditionally lI-A. Extending gLASSO to stationary time series
independent given all remaining component processes [125. A.natural extension of gLASSO to the case of stationary

.If the proceSS.([n] |s_Gau35|an, the.CIG can be CONVE- Gaussian time series is to replace the objective function
nleptly charactenzeq via the process inverse SHNY] := . for the i.i.d. case with the corresponding penalized log-
S_ [f]. More (s}gec!ﬁcally, it can be shown that, for suffi- likelihood function for a stationary Gaussian process. How
ciently smallyiz ™ with hm] = |m|, [3], [12] ever, since the exact likelihood lacks a simple closed-form

(i,7) € € < (i, ) € gsupp(K[]). (4)  expression, we yvill use the popqlar “Whittle-appr.oximafio
[15], [16], to arrive at the following gLASSO estimator for
general stationary time series:

K[]:= ar%l]min—A{X} + (SLLXE) + AIX[ - ()

Thus, the edge sef of the CIG is determined by the
generalized support of the inverse SOKI f], for f € [F].
Our goal is to robustly estimate the CIG from a finite
length observation, incurring unavoidable estimatioromesr
Therefore, we have to require that, in addition id (4), the

non-zero off-diagonal entries d&[f] are sufficiently large. C:={X[] e H[F] c0<X([f]<Iforall fe[F]}. (8)
To this end, we define the process (un-normalized) minimum

with A{X} := (1/F) ¢ log|X[f]| and

global partial spectral coherence as The constraint set is reasonable since (i) the funcigiX }
is only finite if X[f] = 0 and (ii) the true inverse SDM
ps = min_ (| KisL]])- (5)  satisfiesk[f] < I, for all f € [F], due to[2) (withL.=1).

. , The formulation [(¥) involves an estimat&®[f] of the

For the anaIyS|s of our GMS scheme we require SDM valuesS(6;), for f € [F]. While in principle any

Assumption II.1. We havep, > pmin for a knownpmin > 0. reasonable estimator could be used, we will restrict the
Our approach to GMS in the high-dimensional regime exchoice to a multivariate Blackman-Tukey (BT) estimator|[17

ploits a specific problem structure induced by the assumptio R N-1 R

that the true CIG is sparse. S[f] = Z w[m]R[m] exp(—j2mrmb;) 9)

Assumption 11.2. The CIG of the observed proces§:] is m=—N+1 R

sparse such thaf€| < s for some smalk < p(p —1)/2. with the standard biased autocorrelation estimRfe:] =
The performance analysis of the proposed GMS algorithnfl/N) >0 1 X[n]XT[n —m] form = 0,...,N — L

requires to quantify the conditioning of SDM sub-matrices.Enforcing the symmetr;R[ m] = RH [m], we can obtain

In particular, we will use the following assumption whictais the ACF estimate forn = —N + 1,...,—1. The window

natural extension of the (multitask) compatibility comafit,  function w[m] in (@) is a design parameter, which can be
originally introduced in [[6] to analyze LASSO for the chosen freely as long as it yields a psd estim§{e“].
ordinary sparse linear (multitask) model. A sufficient condition such thaﬁ[f] is guaranteed to be
Assumption I1.3. Given a process[n] whose CIG contains psd is non-negativeness of the Fourier transfé#igd) :=

no more thans edges indexed b§ C [p] x [p], we assume > w[m]exp(—j2nfm) [17, Sec. 2.5.2].



The existence of a minimizer ibl(7) is guaranteed for any If we define the block-thresholding operatdV|-] =
choice ofA > 0 as the optimization problerhl(7) is equivalent S,.(Y[:]) via W; ;[f]:= (1—I€/||K7j[']||)+}/;,j [f], the update
to the unconstrained probleminx.j—A{X}+(S[-], X[])+  rule (I3) results in
MNIX[]]l1+1c(X[]), wherel (X[]) is the indicator function ZFH] = Sy (XFHI UML), (16)
of the constraint se€. Existence of a minimizer of this Proof: Since the minimization probleni (I13) is equiva-
equivalent problem is guaranteed by|[18, Theorem 27.2]: Thgant to the ADMM update for a group LASSO problef [8,
objective function is a closed proper convex function and issec. 6.4.2], the explicit forni_{16) follows from the deriat
finite only on the bounded sé€t which trivially implies that  in [8, Sec. 6.4.2].
the objective function has no direction of recession [18]. Note that the optimization probleni{12) splits in®

We will present in Se¢TII-C a specific choice fain (@),  separate subproblems, one for egch[F]. The subproblem
which ensures that the gLASSO estimakdf| is accurate, for a specific frequency birf is (omitting the indexf)

i.e., the estimation erraA[-] := K]| — K[] is small. Based : log | X+ (X. S+ p(U*_7F 2
- - 2)|IX|q (A7
on the gLASSOI{]7), an estimate for the edge set of the CIG 0-%?%1 0 [X[+(X, S+o( N+ e/ 21Xl (47)
may then be obtained by thresholding: Let us denote the non-increasing eigenvalues of the Hermi-
& . > tian matricesX andY :=S+p(U*—Z*) by x; andd;, for
& = : Ki il > . 10 . ’ ‘
Obviously, under AsspE. 1111, if According to [19, Lemma I1.1], we have the trace in-
1AL < pmin/2, (11) equality (X, Y) >3, zidp—i—1 With equality if X is of

. ) ) the form X = Vdiag{d,_;—1 } V¥ with a unitary matrixV
we have€ (pmin/2) = £, i.e., the CIG is recovered perfectly. .,naining eigenvectors af . Based on this trace inequality,
lIl-B. ADMM Implementation a lower bound on the minimum if_(IL7) is givzen by

An efficient numerical method for solving convex opti- 0<it —log i + 2idp—iv1 + (p/2)a7. (18)
mization problems of the typ&l(7) is tlaternating direction o el ) ) .
method of multipliersADMM). Defining the augmented 1he minimum in [(IB) is achieved by the choice =
Lagrangian[[8] of the probleniX7) as h(dp—it1) with h(z):=min{(—2 + /2% + 4p)/2p, 1}. For

N the choiceX =V diag{Z;}V# (which is [15)), the objective
Ly(X[],Z[], U[]) == —A{X} + (S[-|, X[]) + M Z]|x function in [I7) achieves the lower bourld(18), certifying
+ (p/2)IX[] = Z[] + U3, opfialifnmarize our GMS method in u
Algorithm 1. Given samplex([1],...,x[N], parametersT’,
F, n, A and window functionv[m| perform the steps:

Step 1: For each f € [F], compute the SDM estimate

S[f] according to(9).

the (scaled) ADMM method iterates, starting with an arbi-
trary initial guess forX°[-], Z°[-] and U°[-], the following
update rules

XFH] = argmin L, (X[, ZF[], Uk ) (12) Step 2: Compute gLASS(IAX[-] (cf. @) by iterating (I5),
X[]ec (16) and (14) for a fixed numbefl".

ZF ] = argmin L,(X¥1[], Z[), U*[) (13) Step 3: Estimate the edge set via(n) (cf. (10).
ARSI

b1 , k1 k1 l-C. Performance Analysis _
U [ = U]+ (X[ = 2" []). (14) Let us for simplicity assume that the ADMM iterati | |
converged perfectly to the gLASSO estim&@-] given by
.It can bekshown (cf.L]8, Sec. 3'_2]) that for apy> 0, _the (@. Under Asspt[ILIt, a sufficient condition for our GMS
iteratesX”[-] converge to a solution ofX7). Thus, while the .

. hoice fon h il th method to succeed i§([11).
precise choice fop has some INfUence on the CoNVErgence vy yi now derive an upper bound on the probability that

speed of ADMM [8, Sec. 3.4.1], it is not very crucial. We () fails to hold. This will be accompl . .
= . - : . . plished by (i) showing
usedp=100 in all of our experiments (cf. SectidnIV). that the norm||A||; can be bounded in terms of the SDM

CIos¢_a<_j-forms for update5{12) a@lS) are stated in _estimation erroi&[f] := S[f]—S[f] and (ii) controlling the
Proposition Ill.1._Let us denote the eigenvalue deCOmpOSIprobability that the erroE[f] is sufficiently small.
tion of the matrixS| f|+p(U*[f]-Z*[f]) by VDV with Upper bounding| A ||;. By definition of K[-] (cf. (7)),
the diagonal matriXD; composed of the eigenvaluég;, A 1 ar S0 _
sorted non-increasingly. Then, the ADMM update r{I&) A{_K_}+<A_Hvs[]>.+/\(||KH1 1K) <-A{K}. (19)
is accomplished by setting, separately for egch [F], Combining withargminy.jec —A{X}+(X[], S[]) =K[],

X" = VDV (15) MK < MKy + (AL E[]). (20)

with the diagonal matrixﬁf whoseith diagonal element is Let us, for the moment, assume validity of the condition

given bydy; = min {(1/(2p))[—dyi+,/d2 ;+4p],1}. E = max IE[f]]le < N/2, (21)



implying [{A[-], E[-)] <(A\/2)]|A]|; and, in turn via[(2D),
AR < MK [1+(/2)l1 AL (22)
Applying the (reverse) triangle inequality on both sides,
|Asl @ Rl < 3As], (23)

where(a) is due toS = gsupp(K]-]). Thus, the estimation
error A[-] tends to be sparse.
As a next step, we rewrit¢ (IL9) as

— (A{K}-A{K})+(A[],S[]) < BA/2)[[Ally (24)
where we used (21). Let us denote the eigenvalues of
psd matrixT'[f] := SY2[f]A[f]SY?[f] by 7;:. We can
then reformulate the LHS of (24) as

— (A{R} - A[K))+ (AL, 81) = Y~ log(1+77:) +77.

~ fi
Since K[f],K[f] < T and S[f] < UI (CJ. @), @), we
have~;; < 2U. Usinglog(l+z)==x with some
e € [0, 1], we further obtain
— (A{K} - A{K}) +(A[],S[]) > [T/ (42U +1)%).
Applying [20, Lemma 4.3.1 (b)] to the RHS,
— (A{R} - A{K})+(A[].S[) (25)
1 H/&
> .
= F@Uﬂyf%ecm[f]} (S[f] @ SIf)) vee{ A[f]}
Combining [25) with[24) and Assfdf_11.3, we arrive at
AL < 96(2U+1)%(s/d) . (26)
Controlling the SDM estimation errolt remains to con-
trol the probability that conditiori (21) is valid, i.e., DM
estimation errofE[f] incurred by the BT estimatof](9) is
sufficiently small. According to [21], for any € [0,1/2),
_ (1/32)Nv?
P{E>v + p{M} < 2¢ IwHIF0? (27)
where 1" is the ACF moment[{3) withhy [m] := |1 —
wlm](1—|m|/N)| for |[m|<N andhy[m|:=1 else.
__The main result.Recall that a sufficient condition for

—_r
2(Ttex)?

+2log(2pN)

1
091
0.8
0.7 |

0.3
0.2
0.1}

0 ! ! ! ! ! !
0 0.1 0.2

Fig. 1. ROC curves of gLASSO based GMS method.

sufficient condition[(30) scales inversely with the squafre o
the minimum partial spectral coherenpgin which agrees
with the scaling of the sufficient condition obtained for the
neighborhood regression approachlin [3].

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

We generated a Gaussian time sergs] of dimension
p=64 by applying a finite impulse response (FIR) filign]
of length2 to a zero-mean, stationary, white, Gaussian noise
processe[n] ~ N (0, Cy). We choose the covariance matrix
Cy such that the resulting CIG, = ([p], £) is a star graph
containing a hub node with| = 4 neighbors. The corre-
sponding precision matrik, = Cgl has main diagonal en-
tries equal tol /2 and off diagonal entries equal #g/(10s).
The filter coefficientsy[n] are such that the magnitude of
the associated transfer function is uniformly bounded from
above and below by positive constants, thereby ensuririg tha
conditions [[2) and[{4) are satisfied wifh=1, U =10 and

&E(pmin/2), given by [10), to coincide with the true edge setF — 4. Thus, the generated time series satisfies A§spi. I1.1

is (I1). Under the conditio (21), implying validity df (26)
the inequality [(TI1) will be satisfied ik is chosen as

A = Gpmin/ (1925(2U +1)?). (28)

Using [27) to bound the probability fof (R1) to hold yields

Proposition 111.2. Consider a stationary Gaussian zero-

mean time seriex[n| satisfying (@) and AssptILIHTL3]

Then, using the choic@8) in (7)) and if the conditions
) < Gpmin/ (384s(2U+1)°) (29)
N > 10%(2U+1)°s*¢ 2 ppip[|w[] [T log(4Np? /8) (30)

- L3 with pmin=0.1,/>", 5 r2[k], s=4 and¢ = 1. Here,
rqlm] = >,.cz9ln + m]g[n] denotes the autocorrelation
sequence ofj[n].

Based onV € {128,256} observed samples, we estimated
the edge set of the CIG using AlgoritHm 1 with number of
ADMM iterations L = 10, number of frequency pointg =
4 and the window functiom|m] =exp(—m?). The gLASSO
parameten\ (cf. (7)) was varied in the rangg.25, 7.5].

In Fig.[d, we show receiver operating characteristic (ROC)
curves with the average fraction of false alarg, :=

- =~ 1 |E\E] i
are satisfied, we havB{&(pmin/2) # £} < 4. M S P-1)/2—]¢] and the average fraction of correct
In order to satisfy the conditiof (9), the window function decisions P; := Ly \é‘igls\ averaged overM = 100
w[-] in @) has to be chosen as the indicator function for ie[M]

the effective support of the ACRR[m]. Thus, the factor

independent simulation runs. Heré, denotes the estimate

lw[]||? in @B0) corresponds to a scaling of the sample sizI0) in thei-th simulation run. Each point in the curves
with the square of the effective ACF width. Moreover, thecorrespond to a specific value of the gLASSO paramgter
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