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Biological networks often change under different environmental and genetic conditions. Un-
derstanding how these networks change becomes an important problem in biological studies. In
this paper, we model the network change as the difference of two precision matrices and pro-
pose a novel loss function called the D-trace loss. Compared to other methods, this D-trace loss
function allows us to directly estimate the precision matrix difference without attempting to es-
timate precision matrices. Under a new irrepresentability condition, we show that the D-trace
loss function with the lasso penalty can give consistent estimates in high-dimensional setting if
the difference network is sparse. A very efficient algorithm is developed based on the alternating
direction method to minimize the lasso penalized D-trace loss function. Simulation studies and
a real data analysis about colorectal cancer show that the proposed method outperforms other

available methods.

Some key words: D-trace loss; Precision matrix Difference; Differential network; High dimensionality.

1. INTRODUCTION

Network approaches have been widely used to study interactions of molecular entities such as
mRNAs, proteins and microRNAs (Basso et al., 2005; Bonneau et al., 2007; Pereira-Leal et al.,
2004; Zhang et al., 2012; Leiserson et al., 2014). It is known that these interactions can change
under various environmental and genetic conditions (Zhou et al., 1995; Bandyopadhyay et al.,
2010), but most netwwork methods were developed for single static condition (Ideker & Krogan,
2012). Gene regulatory networks are often modelled with Gaussian graphical model (Markowetz
& Spang, 2007), where the gene expressions are assumed to be jointly Gaussian and two genes
have interaction if and only if the corresponding entry of the precision matrix is nonzero. In
this paper, we also model the network as the precision matrix, but we are interested in the dif-

ference between two precision matrices. More specifically, suppose that we have independent
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observations of p genes from two groups of subjects: X; = (X1, . .. ,Xip)T fori=1,...,nx
from group 1 and Y; = (Yj1,...,Y;,)T fori = 1,...,ny from group 2. The two groups can cor-
respond to two different environmental conditions or two different genetic conditions. Assume
that the covariance matrices for group 1 and 2 are X% = (X% ,,), X3 = (X§;;), respectively.
The differential network is defined as the difference between two precision matrices, denoted by
R

There have been active researches on precision matrix estimation in high dimensional setting
in recent years (Yuan & Lin, 2007; Meinshausen & Biihlmann, 2006; Cai et al., 2011; Zhang
& Zou, 2014). A key assumption of these methods is that the precision matrix is sparse and
hence one can recover the precision matrix in high dimensional setting. These sparse precision
matrix estimation methods are generally not directly applicable to differential network analysis.
Firstly, the precision matrices may not be sparse, simply taking difference between two estimated
precision matrices would generate many false positives and negatives. Even if the precision ma-
trices are sparse, these sparse precision matrix estimation methods are most powerful in detecting
strong interactions in a single static condition, and they will have limited power in detecting in-
teractions that are not strong in a static condition but have large changes in different conditions.

Several methods have been proposed to estimate the differential network. One class of methods
(Guo et al., 2011; Chiquet et al., 2011; Danaher et al., 2014) jointly estimate precision matrices
and their differences. However, these methods usually shrinks both precision matrices and the
difference of precision matrices. Their performance is thus limited if precision matrices are not
sparse. One exception is the fused graphical lasso method proposed by Danaher et al. (2014).
The fused graphical lasso method does not shrink precision matrices (if the penalty for the pre-
cision matrix is set as zero), but there was no statistical theory that guarantees its consistency.

More recently, Zhao et al. (2014) extended their /;-minimization method for sparse precision
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matrix estimation (Cai et al., 2011) and developed a new /1 -minimization method for differential
network analysis. The authors proved asymptotic results without assuming sparsity of precision
matrices. However, both of the computational complexity and the memory requirement of the
I1-minimization method are around O(p*). When p is relatively large, it will be computationally
prohibitive to calculate. A few other researchers also considered the differential network analysis
(Li et al., 2007; Mohan et al., 2012; Zhang & Wang, 2012), but there was no theoretical result
developed for these methods.

In this paper, we propose a new smooth and convex loss function to directly estimate the
precision matrix difference, without attempting to estimate the precision matrices individually.
This loss function can be viewed as a generalization of the D-trace loss in Zhang & Zou (2014)
and hence we also call it the D-trace loss. By adding a lasso penalty to this D-trace loss, we can
estimate the precision matrix difference in high-dimensional setting. This D-trace loss function
takes a very simple form and hence allows us derive consistency theory for sub-Gaussian as well
as polynomial-tailed distributions under a new irrepresentability condition. We show that the
irrepresentability condition is less stringent than the mutual incoherence condition used in Zhao
et al. (2014). The simplicity of the D-trace loss function also allows us to develop an efficient
algorithm. Simulation studies and a real data analysis showed that this lasso penalized D-trace
loss estimator outperforms other available methods. The paper is organized as following. We will
introduce the D-trace loss function, present the algorithm for solving the lasso penalized D-trace
loss function in Section 2. Section 3 discusses the consistency results. Simulation Studies and
a real data analysis are presented in Section 4 and Section 5, respectively. Section 6 presents

discussions of extensions and future research directions.
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2. METHODS
2-1. The D-trace Loss Function
Suppose that A = (4; ;) € RP*P is a p x p matrix, we denote ||A|r = (3, ; A%j)lﬂ as its
Frobenius norm and vec(A) as the p?-vector by stacking the columns of X. Let < A, B >=
tr(ABT) and we have < A, A >= || A||%. Our goal is to find a matrix A to estimate ¥y," — X3
To do this, we first construct a new convex loss function L(A, X x, ¥y ) such that its unique
minimizer given X x and Xy is achieved at A = 2;1 — E;(l. In other words, the minimizer
of the loss function L(A, ¥ x, 3y ) should satisfy X x AYy — (Xx — 3y ) =0and ¥y AXx —
(Xx —Xy) =0, and thus (XxAYy + Xy AXx)/2 — (Xx — Xy ) = 0. If we define the loss

function Lp(A, X x, Yy ) as the following D-trace loss function
1
LD(A,Ex,Zy) = Z(< Yx A ANy >+ < Sy A AYx >)— <A Yx — Xy >, (D)

we have

OLp

87A = (ExAEy + EyAE)()/Q - (EX - EY)' 2

It is easy to check that the Hessian matrix with respect to A of the D-trace loss function (1) is
Ex QRLy + 2y QXx)/2, where () is the Kronecker product. Therefore, the loss function
Lp is a convex function about A and has a unique minimizer at A = 2;,1 - E)_(l. Suppose that
fJX and f)y are sample covariance matrices of X; (i =1,--- ,nx)and Y; (j =1,--- ,ny),
respectively. With the loss function Lp, we can estimate A by minimizing the following lasso

penalized loss function,

Lp(A,Sx,Sy) + AA]1, 3)
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where A > 0 is a tuning parameter. We develop an efficient alternating method (AMD) for min-
imizing the objective function (3) in Section 2-2. Theoretical results are developed in Section

3.

2-2. Algorithm

Directly minimizing the objective function (1) is difficult, we first introduce two auxiliary

matrices A; and Ay and consider the following minimization problem

min Ll(AbzA:XazA:Y)+L2(A272X72Y)+)\HA3”17 (4)
A=A1=Ao

where 4L1(A,EX, Ey) =< ExA,AEY > —2< A, Yx — Xy > and 4L2(A,2x, Ey) =<
SvA,AYx > -2 < A, X x — Xy >. Note that solving (4) is equivalent to minimizing (3)
since Lp(A,Xx,Yy) = L1(A, Xx,Xy) + La(A, Xx, Xy ). With (4), we consider the aug-

mented Lagrangian

L(A1, Mg, Ag, Ay, Ag, Ag) = Li(A1, Bx, 2y) + La(Ag, Sx, By) + A Az
+ <ALA3—A1 >+ <Ay, Ay — Az >+ < Az, A1 — Ag >

+(p/2)[183 = Ailff + (p/2)[182 = As||F + (p/2)[| A1 = Aa 7

In our ADM algorithm, we choose p > 0 to be a fixed number and iteratively update A;,Az,A3,

A1,A2,A3. Specifically, given AF A'§ , Alg, A’f,Aé and A’?‘j at the kth step , we update the estimates
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as the following

AN — argminp, L(Aq, A5, AL, AY, A5, A5) ©)
AST! = argminy, LAY, Ay, A§, AT, A5, AS) ©
AR = argminASL(AlfH, ASTY Ag AF, A5, AB) 9

AP = A (85 - A
AT = A8+ p(85Y - A

A= A+ (AR - AEH)

For (5), if we take partial derivative about A; of the objective function and setting it as zero, we

get
SxASy /24 2001 — p(AE + AR = (Sx —Sy)/2— AF 4 AE =0
Thus, A¥! (and similarly A5T1) satisfies equation of the form
AXB+7X =C, ®)

where A and B are symmetric, nonnegative definite matrices, v > 0 is a constant and C' is a
matrix. Explicit solution to the equation (8) is given in the following Lemma. The proof of this

lemma is given in the Supplementary.

LEMMA 1. Let A = UAEAUZ; and B = UBEBU}; be the eigenvalue decompositions of the
symmetric matrices A and B, respectively. Assume that G(A, B,C, p) is the solution to (8).
Then, G(A, B,C,~) = Ua[D o (U CUL)|Up, where D;; = (ajAalB + )~ and o denotes the

Hadamard product of two matrices.
Given a matrix A and A > 0, let S(A, ) be the solution to the following optimization problem

1
S(AN) = argminA§HA||2F— <AA > HAALL
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It is easy to check that the (7, j)th component of S(A, \) is
Ai7j - A AiJ’ > ),

S(A Ny = § AigtA Aig <A
0 A< A4 <A
The optimization problem (7) is equivalent to

argminp, p|As||F— < Ag, pATTH + pAETT — AF + A5 > +X]| A1,

and thus A’g“ =S ((pA]fJrl + pATY AR L ARY/2p, )\/2,0). We summarize the AMD algo-
rithm in Algorithm 1. In our simulation and real data analysis, we let p = 50 and terminate the
algorithm if | AM! — AK||p < 1073 max(1, | A¥| g, A £) (G = 1,2,3).

Algorithm 1. The AMD algorithm for the lasso penalized D-trace loss estimator.

Initialization: k=0, A%, A, AY = (diag(Xy) + I)~" — (diag(Ex) + I)~1A% A, A9 = 0.
Given AE, Ak A AR AK and A% at the kth step, at the k + 1th step, we update

@ AFT =G (Sx, Sy, 2005 + 2025 + S — Sy + 20% — 245, 4p)

() A5 = G (S, Bx, 2085 + 2008 + Sy — By + 205 — 205, 4p)

() Akt =g (i(pA’f“ 4 pARHL AR 4 AR, 2%)

(d) AFFL = AF 1 p(ARFL _ AR+

() K+ = Ak 4 p(ARH — AR,

(f) ASTE = Ak 4 p(AF+E — Ak,
Repeat steps (a-f) until convergence.

Output Ag“ as the estimate of the difference of the precision matrices A*.

It is easy to see that the computational complexity of each iteration in Algorithm 1 is O(p3).
Since we only need to store a few matrices in the memory, the memory requirement of the

above algorithm is only O(p?). In comparison, the computational complexity and the memory
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requirement of the /;-minimization algorithm (Zhao et al., 2014) are all O(p*). Lastly, we select
the tuning parameter by minimizing the Bayesian Information Criterion (BIC). For our method,

the BIC is defined as
1 . . .. . .
(nX + ny)|’§(ZXAEY + ZyAzx) —Xx + Ey” + log(nX + ny)|A’0,

where the norm || - || can be the L p-norm or the Lo-norm, and |A |y denotes the number of non-
zero elements in A. For other two methods, following Zhao et al. (2014), the BIC is defined as

(nx +ny)|[ExASy — Ex + Sy || +log(nx + ny)|Alo.

3. THEORETICAL PROPERTIES

In this section, we study the theoretical properties of the proposed estimator in ultra-high

dimensional setting.

3-1. The irrepresentability condition

We assume that the true network difference A* is sparse, S = {(i, j) : A} ; # 0} is the support
of A* and s =| S |. Given a vector v € R", we use ||v||; and ||v||o as its Li-norm and L-
norm, respectively. Given a matrix A, we denote || A||; = ||[vec(A)]1, || Al|cc = |IVec(A)|loo- In
addition, we define [|Al[1,0c = max; >, | Ai; | as the Ly o norm of matrix A. Suppose that
I'=A® B, where A= (A;;) and B = (B, ) are two p x p matrices. For any two subsets
Ty and Ty of {1,...,p} x {1,...,p}, we denote by I'r, 1, the submatrix of I" with rows and
columns indexed by T} and T%, i.e., we have I'ry 1, = (A; B KT, (Lm)eTs
The theoretical properties discussed in this section will be based on a new irrepresentability

condition. Denote I'(X x, Xy ) = (Xx ® Xy 4+ Xy ® Xx)/2. For notation simplicity, we write

" =T(2%,X5) = (I7;) and I = I(Sx, Sy ). We assume the following irrepresentability con-
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dition
max [|[T* o(T% o) 7! 1. 9
66%0 | e,s( s,s) Hl < )

Suppose that @ = 1 — maxeege ||F275(F§75)_1H1 and Kp = ||F’§751H1Oo Then, we have o > 0.
The irrepresentability condition (9) takes a very similar form as the ones used in Raviku-
mar et al. (2011) and Zhang & Zou (2014). For any (j, k), let Z(; ;) = X;Y;. We have
(Xx @ By)),(km) = E(Z(j k) Z1,m))- Thus, roughly speaking, the irrepresentability condi-
tion (9) enforces that the edge variable Z(j,k) not in the difference network ((j, k) € S¢) and the
edge variable Z(; ,,,) in the difference network ((I,m) € S) cannot be highly correlated.

It is interesting to compare the condition (9) with Condition 2 in Zhao et al. (2014). Define
Siax = max; E?(,jj’ Shax = max; Eikf,jj’ HX = MaX;£; ‘Eﬁuﬂ and p1y = maxi; |E*Yz]’
Condition 2 implies that g = max(uyXy, , ux2r ) < min; . (3% jz;,kk)@s)*l,
which in turn implies that max;y; |I;] < minM(Z}’ij;kk)(23)*1. Since min; I'}, =
min; (X% ;;534;), we can prove the irrepresentability condition (9) using the similar tech-
nique as in the proof of Corollary 2 of Zhao & Yu (2006). Therefore, Condition 2 in Zhao et al.
(2014) is a stronger condition than the irrepresentability condition (9).

We give an example that satisfies the irrepresentability condition but not Condition 2 in Zhao
etal. (2014). Suppose that 3% = diag{ A, Bx } and X}, = diag{ A, By }, where A is a symmetric
positive definite p; X p; matrix and Bx and By are symmetric positive definite po X p2 matrix
matrices (p1 + p2 = p, p2 > 1). We can take A, By, By such that the maximum diagonal term of
Y% and X3 is 1 and the maximum absolute off-diagonal termis 1 > p > 1/2. Take s = pg <p
and the matrices Bx and By such that the corresponding elements of B)_(1 and B;l are all
different. Thus, we have 1 > 1/2 and minjyk(E}JjZ’{,?kk)@s)*l < 1/2. Therefore, Condition

2 in Zhao et al. 2014 does not hold. On the other hand, with this choice of ¥% and 35, we have

S ={(i,7)| p1 <i,j < n}anditcan be easily verified that max,ege HFZ,S(FE,S)_I‘M =0<1
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and thus the irrepresentability condition holds. In addition, Condition 1 in Zhao et al. (2014)
requires | A*|; is bounded. This is a relatively strong condition, because if we assume the nonzero

elements of A* is bounded away from zero, boundedness of | A*|; would imply that s is bounded.

3-2.  Convergence Rates

We introduce some notations before giving the theoretical results. Recall that a mean-zero
random vector Z € RP with covariance matrix X is called sub-Gaussian if there exists a con-
stant o € (0, 00) such that E[exp{tZ;(2s)~'/?}] < exp(c?t?/2) forallt € Randi=1,--- ,p,
where Y;; is the (4, 7)th element of 3. It is called having a polynomial tail if there exists a posi-
tive integer m and scalar K,, € R such that E[exp{tZ;(X;;)~'/?}]*" < K,, (Ravikumar et al.,
2011). Given random vectors X; and Y;, we assume that they are independent and Xs (Y's)
have the same distribution (X and Y generally have different distributions). We always assume
s < pand max{||2X%||cc; | X} ||cc} < M for some constant M independent of p. If they are sub-
Gaussian distributions, we assume their associated constants are o x and oy, respectively. If they
are of polynomial-tail, we assume their associated constants are K x,, and Ky,,. To state the

theorems, we define the following notations,

M = 24sM (2sM?*k% + k1) /a,

bz = max(S7) (1 +405)%, Spz = max ¥y (1 + Kzm) /O™ 7 € (X,V,

o B L RERE e dm e in
nx/2 | nyl/2’ nx /2 nyl/2’ nx2 " nyl/20 BT g 172

We first establish the theoretical properties for the sub-Gaussian distributions.

THEOREM 1. Assume that X;, Y; are sub-Gaussian with parameter o x and oy, respectively.

Under the irrepresentability condition (9), if

Ap = max [2(4 — )Ga /o, {128(nlog p + log 4) /2 MGy + MG oM | {128(nlog p + log 4)}*/2
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for some n > 2 and min(nx,ny) > Cgd2(nlogp + log 4), then, with probability larger than

1 —2/p"~2, we have that the support of A is in the support of A* and that

I3 - & < Mo B2 1°g4}1/2 1A - e < g { 082+ 1°g4}1/281/2

min (ny,ny) min (nx,ny)
where 6, Cq, M¢ are constants depending on M, s, kr, o, ox and oy (See Appendix for their

definitions).

Let (j, k)th entry of A be Aj,k’ and sgn(t) be the sign function. Denote M (A) = {sgn(Aj,k) :
j=1,...,p,k=1,...,p} and M(A*) = {sgn(A;k) :j=1,...,p,k=1,...,p}. We can

have the following sign consistency result from Theorem 1.
THEOREM 2. Under the same conditions and notations in Theorem 1, if

nlogp + log4}1/2
min — =
Gk A% A0

min (nx,ny)

for some 1 > 2 and, then M(A) = M(A*) with probability 1 — 2/p"~2.

For random vectors with polynomial tails, we also have the following results about the rates

of convergence and the model selection consistency.

THEOREM 3. Assume that X;, Y; are of polynomial tail with parameters (m, K x,,) and

(m, Ky ), respectively. Under the irrepresentability condition (9), take

An = max{2(4 — a) Py /o, M(2p" ™) Pg + M Py)}2p" 3m)

for somen > 2 and min(nx,ny) > Cpd—2p"/™  then with probability larger than 1 — 2/p"2,
we have that the support of A is in the support of A* and that

Mp p"/(2m)
172’

Mp p'/(2m) g1/2
1/2°

1A — A%l < 1A — A*||p <

min (nx,ny) min (ny,ny)

where 5, C'p, Mp are constants depending on M, s, kr, o, Kp, ., Ky, and m (see Appendix).
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THEOREM 4. Under the same conditions and notations in Theroem 3, if

; k.rilin?éo\ A;k | >2Mp P 2m) min (nx, ny)_1/2
R N

for some 1) > 2, then M(A) = M(A*) with probability 1 — 2 /p"—2

The techniques for proving Theorems 1-4 are similar to the proofs used in Zhang & Zou
(2014), although the proofs here are more complicated because there are two covariance matrices
involved. The error bounds we obtained are exactly in parallel to those in Zhang & Zou (2014)
and Ravikumar et al. (2011). For example, similar to Theorem 1, Zhang & Zou (2014) showed
that the error bound of their precision matrix estimation for Gaussian data under L,-norm is
Mcg {(nlogp + log4)/ n}l/ ?, where M depends on constants similar to £ and a and n is the
number of observations. Zhao et al. (2014) showed that their estimator of the precision matrix
difference A satisfies ||A — A*||oo < M {log p/min (nx,ny)}l/z, where M depends on a
number of characteristics of X% and X5,. It is difficult to directly compare this error bound with
the error bound in Theorem 1. However, if s, 3% and X3, are bounded, aiin as defined in Zhao
et al. (2014) is bounded away from zero and all conditions in Zhao et al. (2014) holds, we can

easily show that A and A converges at the same rate of O(log p/ min(nx,ny)) for Gaussian

data under L .,-norm.

4. SIMULATION STUDIES

In this section, we perform simulations to compare the performance of our D-trace loss es-
timator with the fused graphical lasso method (Danaher et al., 2014) and the /;-minimization
method (Zhao et al., 2014). Across all simulation setups, we set p = 100, 200, 500 and 1000 and
nx = ny = 100, 200, 500. Each simulation was repeated 100 times. We generated X;s and Y;s

from normal distributions. The covariance matrices Xy and Yy were generated differently in
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different simulation setups. For the /;-minimization method, we only performed the simulation

for p = 100 because it is computationally too expensive for p = 200, 500 and 1000.

p= 1000
Q] =
[ee} [ee]
o | o
© ©
0| 0|
Fa Fa
S | =3
[aV) [aV]
o | o
o o
o o L3 . .
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
1-TN
(b)
pP= 1000
Q Q |
«© ©
o o
5@ 5e|
2 2
o o |
ac ac
8V} o
o | o
o o
o ol

00 0.2 0.8 1.0

04 0.6
Recall
(d)

Fig. 1. The ROC curve (a,b) and the Precision-Recall curve
(c-d) for support recovery of A* with p = 100 and 1000
for Simulation 1 when n=100. In the figure, DTL stands for
the D-trace loss, FGL for the fused graphical lasso and L1-

M for the [ -minimization method in Zhao et al. (2014).

e Simulation 1.In this simulation, (¢, j) element in the precision matrix E}l was defined as
0.5/"71, and the precision matrix E;l was similar except that elements which satisfy |i — j| =
|p/4| were defined as 0.9, where | x| means taking integer part of .

e Simulation 2. The precision matrices had block structures. Each block was a 50 x 50 matrix,
and there were two blocks when p=100, four blocks when p=200, ten blocks when p=500 and

twenty blocks when p=1000. In each block, the precision matrices Z)_(l and E;,l were gener-
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ated in the same way as in Zhao et al. (2014). Briefly, the support of E)}l was first generated ac-
cording to a network with 50 x (50 — 1)/10 edges and a power law degree distribution with an
expected power parameter of 2. A uniform distribution with support [—0.5, —0.2] U [0.2, 0.5]
was used to generate the nonzero entry of 2}1. Each row of 2)_(1 was divided by 3, to ensure
the positive-definiteness of 2)_(1. We then set the diagonals of 2)_{1 as 1 and symmetrized it by
averaging it with its transpose. The precision matrix E{,l was the same as E;{l except that the
connections of the top two hub nodes of E;(l are multiplied by -1.

e Simulation 3. In this simulation, we also considered data with block structures. Each block
was a 100 x 100 matrix and we generated each block of Z)_(l and A randomly. Specifically,
60% elements of each block of E;(l were randomly chosen to be non-zero, and the non-zero
elements were randomly sampled from U(—0.1,0.1). We randomly selected 100 elements
of the matrix A from U(—0.5,0.5) (making sure A is symmetric). Then, E;,l was set as
E;(l + A. Lastly, we added a constant to their diagonal elements to make sure that E;(l and

E{,l are positive definite.

Figure 1 illustrates the receiver operating characteristic curves (ROC) and the precision-recall
curve of the three estimation methods for Simulation 1 with p = 100 and 1000 and n = 100.
Please see Supplementary for results of Simulation 2,3, and results of Simulation 1 with other
choices of p and n. Each point in the plots represent one value of the tuning parameter. If b jk 18
the (4, k)th entry of a estimator A and 5]0. is the (7, k)th entry of the true A, the true positive

(TP) and true negative (TN) rates are defined as

Lk # 0 and 8 # 0) N ik I(0jx = 0 and 89, = 0)

o > 1(0% #0) ’ a > 1(0%, = 0) ’

respectively. These simulations show that our D-trace loss estimator always had the highest AUC

(Figure 1 a,b and Supplementary Figure S1-S9 and Table S1-S6). Consistent with Zhao et al.
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(2014), the I;-minimization method performed better than the fused graphical lasso in Simulation
2, but it performed similar to the fused graphical lasso in Simulation 1 and 3. Precision-Recall
curve also shows that, at the same level of TP rate, our D-trace estimator generally had a higher
true discovery rate (TD) than the other two estimators (Figure 1 c,d and Supplementary Figure
S1-S9).

We further studied the TP rates and TD rates of the three algorithms (Table 1 and Supplemen-
tary Table S7,S8). We see that in most cases, our D-trace estimator had the highest TP rates with
relatively high TD rates. With the parameters tuned by BIC, the TD rates remain to be high in
most case, but TP rates are relatively low when n is small (say n = 100). This is probably due to
the fact that the simulations are difficult for n = 100. There are p(p + 1)/2 parameters to esti-
mate in the simulations. Even when p = 100, the number of parameters are 5050, far larger than
the number of observations. When we increased the number of observations, the TP rate could be
significantly increased (Table 1 and Supplementary Table). We also compared the computation
time of each method (Supplementary Table S9-S11). As expected, we see that our algorithm took
only a fraction of computation time of the /;-minimization when p is just 100. Our algorithm is

computationally less efficient but comparable to the fused graphical lasso.

5. REAL DATA

In this section, we apply the D-trace loss estimation method and the other 2 methods to a
gene expression data in colorectal cancer patients (The Cancer Genome Atlas Research Network,
2012). We are interested in study the gene regulatory network difference between the microsatel-
lite instability (MSI) colorectal cancers and microsatellite stable (MSS) colorectal cancers. MSI
cancer has a hypermutation phenotype resulted from impaired DNA mismatch repair (MMR).

The MMR pathway includes genes such as MLHI, MSH2 and MSH3 (Boland & Goel, 2010).



Table 1. Comparison of the 3 algorithms in terms of TP and TD rate in Simulation 1, n=100,
200, 500, respectively. The numbers in parentheses are the estimated standard deviations of TP
and TD. The tuning parameters are either tuned with L p-based BIC (L columns) or Lo.-based

BIC (L columns). DTL for the D-trace loss, FGL for the fused graphical lasso and L1-M for
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the l1-minimization method in Zhao et al. (2014).

DTL

FGL

L1-M

DTL

FGL

DTL

FGL

DTL

FGL

TP

TD

TP

TD

TP

TD

TP

TD

TP

TD

TP

TD

TP

TD

TP

TD

TP

TD

n=100
L Loo
5.7(3.0) 5.7(3.0)
78.0(15.9)  78.0(15.9)
0.0(0.0) 0.0(0.0)
100.0(0.00)  99.0(10.0)
1.2(0.5) 1.2(0.6)
763(34.8)  75.5(34.5)
2.7(1.6) 2.7(1.6)
73.8(19.6)  73.8(19.6)
0.0(0.0) 0.0(0.0)
100.00.0)  100.0(0.0)
1.10.7) 1.1(0.7)
763(158)  76.3(15.8)
0.0(0.0) 0.0(0.0)
100.0(0.0)  100.0(0.0)
0.6(0.3) 0.6(0.3)
71.9(159)  71.9(15.9)
0.0(0.0) 0.0(0.0)
100.00.0)  100.0(0.0)

=200
Lp Loo
p=100
8.7(3.8) 8.7(3.8)
89.5(12.6)  89.5(12.6)
0.0(0.0) 0.3(0.5)
100.00(0.0)  94.7(22.1)
1.3(0.4) 1.6(0.7)
88.3(23.0) 87.5(232)
p=200
43(2.1) 43(2.1)
89.9(8.0)  89.9(8.0)
0.0(0.0) 0.2(0.3)
100.000.0)  92.0(27.3)
p=500
2.0(1.0) 2.0(1.0)
87.3(9.4)  87.3(9.4)
0.0(0.0) 0.1(0.1)
100.000.0)  89.0(31.5)
p=1000
1.0(0.5) 1.0(0.5)
88.3(9.8)  88.3(9.8)
0.0(0.0) 0.0(0.0)
100.000.0)  90.0(30.2)

n=500
Lp Loo
154(48)  154(4.8)
97.6(3.9)  97.60(3.9)
945(21.8)  0.7(1.0)
89.0(4.8)  97.3(14.7)
972(13.7)  2.00(1.5)
87.14.8)  97.9(112)
8532  85(3.2)
97.92.8)  97.9(2.8)
0.0(0.0)  0.3(0.5)
100.0(0.0)  100.0(0.0)
38(13)  3.8(1.3)
97.6(2.8)  97.6(2.8)
0.00.0)  0.10(0.2)
100.00.0)  99.3(4.7)
2008  2.0(0.8)
97.929)  97.9(2.9)
0.00(0.00)  0.1(0.1)
100.0(0.0)  97.3(14.8)
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The dyfunction of MMR pathway can be caused by mutations in the MMR genes or by the hy-

permethylation of MMR genes (Boland & Goel, 2010). In contrast to the MSI cancer genomes,
MSS cancer genomes typically have more copy number variations but relatively less mutations.
We therefore decide to see if there is any difference in gene regulatory network between the
MSI and the MSS. The gene set we used is the colorectal cancer pathway as available in the
KEGG pathway database (Ogata et al., 1999; Kanehisa et al., 2012). The genes in this pathway
are known to play important roles in carcinogenesis of colorectal caners and there are 62 genes
in this pathway. The gene expression data was downloaded from The Cancer Genome Atlas
(TCGA) and we only used the patients with available MSI status information. This gave us 77

MSI patients and 122 MSS patients.

PIK3CG APC AKT3
" L]
\ PIK3CB
| TGFB3 MLH1 N2 ?
PIK3CB o . |
° \ |
|
Xxmz T‘GéBZ APC
L[]
CYCS
BIRCS APC2
° PIK3CG PIK3CB
.
MLH1 ®~~___AXIN2  BIRCS MLHI
° e—— ——® °

() (b) (©

Fig. 2. Gene regulatory network difference between the
MSS and MSI colorectal cancers (Colorectal cancer path-
way genes). (a) The D-trace loss, (b) the fused graphical

lasso and (c) the /;-minimization method.

Figure 2 shows the estimates given by the 3 methods with the tuning parameters tuned under
Lp-norm. Here, we only show results of these methods under L p-norm, since their estimates of
A* under Ly-norm and L p-norm are the same. The three methods detected three common genes

including MLH1, AXIN2 and PIK3CB. The gene MLH1 is a member of MMR gene family and its
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role in MSI colorectal cancer is well-established (Boland & Goel, 2010). The AXIN2 gene plays

an important role in the regulation of the stability of beta-catenin in the Wnt signaling pathway.
AXIN?2 is frequently mutated in colorectal cancer genomes as well as many other types of cancers
(Kandoth et al., 2013). It was shown that mutations in AXIN2 are associated with colorectal
cancer with defective MMR (Liu et al., 2000). Our analysis of somatic mutation in 199 patients
also showed that mutations in AXIN2 are more enriched in MSI patients (pvalue = 0.005944;
Fisher’s test; 7 MSI patients and 1 MSS patient harbored AXIN2 mutations). Consistent with the
previous result, patients with AXIN2 mutations also tend to have more somatic mutations than
patients without a AXIN2 mutation (Supplementary Figure 10 a; Pvalue=1.6 x 10~!!). These
imply that the acquired somatic mutations on AXI/N2 might cause the alteration of the interactions
of AXIN2 with other genes.

The D-trace loss and the fused graphical lasso also identified two more common genes,
PIK3CG and BIRCS. The gene PIK3CG is significantly mutated in multiple cancers (Kandoth
etal., 2013). The mutations on PIK3CG are more enriched in MSI patients (pvalue= 0.005905; 10
MSI patients and 3 MSS patients harbored PIK3CG mutations). Interestingly, based on data from
3134 cancer patients (Kandoth et al., 2013), we found that patients with mutations on PIK3CG
have significantly more somatic mutations than patients without a PIK3CG mutation (Supple-
mentary Figure S10 a; Pvalue=8 x 10~7; the Mann-Whitney U test). Although we did not find
any report about the role of PIK3CG in MMR, these data showed that PIK3CG might play a role
in MMR or it might be associated with hypermutation of cancer genomes. Interestingly, the mean
expression of PIK3CG was not significantly changed between MSS and MSI patients (pvalue =
0.07; t-test), but the correlation between PIK3CG and AXINZ significantly changed between two

classes of patients (Supplementary Figure S10 b).
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6. DISCUSSION

This D-trace loss function can be generalized to compare multiple precision matrices. For
example, if there are K classes and the covariance matrix of the kth class is X, the multiple-

call D-trace loss function may be defined as »_._, L p(Aji, X, X), where Ay, represents the

j<k
precision matrix difference between class j and k. If the precision matrix depends on continu-
ous variables, the current technique cannot be used for detecting whether and how the precision
matrix depends on the continuous variable. To handle such situations, we need make more as-
sumptions on the precision matrices. The Markov random field model as used in Hou et al. (2014)

could be a promising model for such situations, where one can explicitly model the dependency

of the interactions on the covariates.
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APPENDIX: TECHNICAL PROOFS
Tail Conditions

According to Ravikumar et al. (2011), if a mean-zero random vector X has a sub-Gaussian
tail or a polynomial tail, then X satisfies the tail condition 7 (f, vy), i.e., there exist a constant

vs > 0 and a function f : IN x (0,00) — (0, 00) such that

pr(| 87 =55, 1= 6) < 1/f(n,0), 1<i,j<p, 0<3<1/v,
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where ©* is the covariance matrix of X and 3" is the sample covariance matrix given n samples.
The function f(n,¢) is often monotonically increasing in n and § and continuous in § (e.g. for
distributions of sub-Gaussian tail or polynomial tail). Then, for each fixed § > 0 and n, we can

define the inverse functions for r > 1
ng(6,7) = argmax{n : f(n,0) <r}, d7(n,r) =argmax{d: f(n,d) <r}.

Remark 1. For any 0 < < 1/v, and r > 1, if n > ng(d,r), we have f(n,d) > r and

hence 0f(n,r) < d since f(n,d) is monotonically increasing in ¢. Thus, pr{] f)fj -7 >
5;(n,r)} <1/f{n,8;(n,r)} = because f(n,d) is continuous in & and pr{||S% —
Silloo < dp(n,r)} >1—p?r— L.
If X is sub-Gaussian with parameter o, we have (Ravikumar et al., 2011)
ve = {max j;8(1 + 40%)} 7,
f(n,8) = exp(cind?) /4 with c, = {128(1 + 402)? mlax(EZif}_l,
65(n,p") = {128(1 + 40%)® max(; ;) (nlog p + log 4) /n} /2, (10)
) b

np(6,p") = 128(1 + 40?)? mzaX(Z;i)Q(n log p + log4) /6.

If X has a polynomial tail with parameters m and K,,,, we have (Ravikumar et al., 2011, Section
2.3.2)
v, =0, f(n,0) =cn™6*™ with ¢, = 272m(mzax E;i)%m(Km +1)71,
8p(np) = p G M =12 (5, ) = p/ e T2
For any subset T of {1,...,p} x {1,...,p}, we denote by vec(I")r the sub-vector of vec(I")

made up of elements of I'7. We further define

€= ”le - 2§(HOOHEY - z:gk/Hoo + HEF(HOOHZA:Y - 2?’”00 =+ HE;”oouiX - 23(”007

N

Ar=T-T" Ag=3x -3y -k +35}, é=|As]c.
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We first present two lemmas for proving the main theorems. The proofs of the lemmas are

given in Supplementary.

LEMMA 2. Define A by

A = argminaLp(A, Sx, Sy) + M| AllL (11)
(a) Then vec(A)ge=0 if
max ||Te s(Css) i <1 —a/2, [[TesTsk — T oTsd i < @ oo ()
eege | 97 - P IeSTSS Test S SM’ = 2(4—aq)
(b) vec(A)se=0 if
13
Gsrr (13)
3se(kr + 28 M?K%) < 0.5amin(1,0.25\, M 1), (14)
al,
£ < 1
‘=24 —a) (1>
(c) Assuming the conditions in part (b), then we also have
JA — A%[|loo < (€ + Ap)kr + 3(E+ 2M + \p)serd (16)
LEMMA 3. Assuming (13), we have
IR(Ar) |00 < 6s%€*k7, | R(AT)]|o0 < 65k, (17)

where R(Ar) = {I'§ ¢ + (Ar)ss} ' —Thg +Thg (Ar)ssTs 4. Moreover, we also have

||1A“§}9 — ngslnl,oo < 65262/4%’ + 236/{%, (18)

D% — Tig lloo < 6s€?kd + 2er?. (19)
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Proof of Theorem 1 and Theorem 3

Proof. Since X has a sub-Gaussian tail or a polynomial tail, we have X satisfies the tail
condition 7 (fx,vx«), Where fx and vy, as defined in (10) or (11) with ¥* replaced by X%.
Similarly, Y also satisfies the tail condition 7 ( fy, vy ). If we take v, = max(vx«, Uy«), then

X and Y also satisfy the tail condition 7 (fx,vs) and T (fy, v.), respectively. Let

- o aM
= M M?+ (6 ,—M 2M? 1 .
min { v (Gsrer)™* * \/ + 245(2sM?k2 + kr) 4 — o /U*}

For sub-Gaussian-tailed distribution, we have

) :min{ M + /M2 + (6skr)~L, —M + \/M2 + a/ {24s5(2sM?k3 + k1) },

(aM)/(4 — ), I)r(li}r/l{mlax Y81+ 40%), max ¥y,.8(1+ 4032/)}}.

)

For polynomial-tailed distribution, we have

) M
5_m{ M + /M2 + (6skp)~1 —M+\/MQ+a/{24s(2sM2m%+ﬁF)},f_a}'

In the following, for ) > 2, we assume nx > ny, (8,p"), ny > ng, (5,p") and

An = max{2(4 — )0y + 64, )/, 24sM (2sM?KE + k) (64 64y + M3, + M6fX)/a},

where 5fX = 5fx (nx, ) and 5fy = 5fy(ny,p )
(a) We first prove the first inequalities of Theorem 1 and 3 using Lemma 2. From Fact 1, for

nx > ngy (0, p"), with probability at least 1 — 1/p"~2, we have

IZ5 — Zlloo <87y (nx,0") < 6.

Similar result also holds for Y with ny > ny, (8, p"). Now we show that the 3 conditions in

Lemma 2 (b) are satisfied. Since Hﬁ}x — Y%l <9, H‘Z?’;,Y — Yoo <dand d < (—2M +

\/ AM? +2/(3skr) ) /2, the condition (13) can be easily verified by using some algebra.

Since 07, = 6fy (nx,p") <6 < aM /(4 — «) (similar for V), we have 2(4 — a)(dsy +

d¢, )/ < 4M.  From 5fX<5§—M—|—\/M2+a/{24s(25]\/[2/<a%+lip)}, we  get
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S Ofy + Mbp, + Méy, <af{24s(2sM?k} + kr)}. Then, by the definition of

An, we have 0.25M 1)\, < 1. Furthermore, we have e < O 0py + Moy, + Mby, <

o/ {24s(2sM?k? + k) } , which implies that 3se(kp + 2sM?k%) < a/6 < 0.5c and

3se(kr + 2sM?K2) < 3s(kp + 2sM?KE) (6 64y + Mg, + Méy,)

1248 M (Kp + 28M?K3) (8 65 + M0y, + Méygy)
«

=8 taM~

<8 taM~th,.
Combining the above two results, we can obtain (14). For the condition (15), we have

] ) . . i} aA
< IS5~ Silo + IS5 — By oo < 87y + 8y < 57,

Then, by Lemma 2 (c),
IA — A¥||oo <(€+ Ap)&r + 3(€ + 2M + \,)ser
<(0py +0fy + Ap)kr
+3sK2(8fy + 05y + A+ 2M) (64, 64y + Mg, + Méy,)  (20)
<{kr + 3sKp (85 O py + M&py + MSp )0y + 05 + An)
+ 6sMKE(O 5y 8py + Mdg, + Méyy).

Let A=alM /(4 — «), then oy, < Aanddy, < A.

Suppose that X and Y are sub-Gaussian. We have (similar inequality also holds for 6, )
Oy < {128(1 +40%)° M} 2 {(nlogp + log4) /nx }!/?
< Cé/2{(nlogp—I—log4)/min(nx,ny)}1/2, O
where C; = 128{1 + 4 max (0%, 02 ) }2M?. By the definition of \,, and (20)

nlogp+log4}1/2

1A = A% < (Cen +0G2>{ .
min(nx,ny)
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where
Can ={rr + 3sKE(A? + 2M A)} [20°
+ max{24sM (2s M2k + rp) (2MCY? + ACY?) o, 4CH* (4 — o) Ja}|, @D
Can =65Mr2(2MCY* + ACH?).

Suppose that X and Y are of polynomial tails. Let Cp = 4M?{max(K xm, Kym) + 1}1/™.

Thus, 67, < C;/Qpn/@m) min (ny, ny)—l/Q and

|A = A*||oo < (Cp1 4 Cp2)p” ™ min (nX,nY)*l/{

with C'p; and C'ps as defined in (21) with C replaced by Cp.

Define Mg = Cq1 + Cg2 and Mp = Cpy + Cps and we have proved the first inequalities in
Theorem 1 and 3.

(b) We now prove the second inequalities of Theorem 1 and 3. The above proof showed that
the 3 conditions in Lemma 2 (b) are satisfied and thus the nonzero elements of A is a subset of

the nonzero elements of A*. Thus,

R R 1/2
JA = A*Jlp <sY2|A — A%l < (%w%»{“?gp“‘)g‘l} $1/2,
min (ny,ny)

Proof of Theorem 2 and Theorem 4

Proof. We only prove the sub-Gaussian case since the proof of the polynomial case is similar.

From Theorem 1, we have

nlogp + log4 1/2
min (ny,ny) ’

| Aij = AL < (Car + CG2){
By the proof of Theorem 1, we know that the nonzero elements of A is a subset of the nonzero

elements of A*. Given the conditions in Theorem 2, these implies that sgn(Am):sgn(AZ j) for

all 4, j with probability at least 1 — 2/p"~2. The conclusion of Theorem 2 is thus followed. [



26 HUILI YUAN, RUIBIN XI AND MINGHUA DENG

REFERENCES

BANDYOPADHYAY, S., MEHTA, M., Kuo, D., SUNG, M., CHUANG, R., JAEHNIG, E. J., BODENMILLER, B.,
LicoN, K., COPELAND, W., SHALES, M. et al. (2010). Rewiring of genetic networks in response to DNA
damage. Science 330, 1385-1389.

BAsso, K., MARGOLIN, A. A., STOLOVITZKY, G., KLEIN, U., DALLA-FAVERA, R. & CALIFANO, A. (2005).
Reverse engineering of regulatory networks in human B cells. Nature genetics 37, 382-390.

BoLAND, C. R. & GOEL, A. (2010). Microsatellite instability in colorectal cancer. Gastroenterology 138, 2073—
2087.

BONNEAU, R., FAcc1O0TTI, M. T., REISS, D. J., SCHMID, A. K., PAN, M., KAUR, A., THORSSON, V., SHANNON,
P., JOHNSON, M. H., BARE, J. C. et al. (2007). A predictive model for transcriptional control of physiology in a
free living cell. Cell 131, 1354-1365.

Cal, T, L1iu, W. & Luo, X. (2011). A constrained /; minimization approach to sparse precision matrix estimation.
Journal of the American Statistical Association 106, 594—607.

CHIQUET, J., GRANDVALET, Y. & AMBROISE, C. (2011). Inferring multiple graphical structures. Statistics and
Computing 21, 537-553.

DANAHER, P., WANG, P. & WITTEN, D. M. (2014). The joint graphical lasso for inverse covariance estimation
across multiple classes. Journal of the Royal Statistical Society: Series B (Statistical Methodology) 76, 373-397.

Guo, J.,LEVINA, E., MICHAILIDIS, G. & ZHU, J. (2011). Joint estimation of multiple graphical models. Biometrika
98, 1-15.

Hou, L., CHEN, M., ZHANG, C. K., CHO, J. & ZHAO, H. (2014). Guilt by rewiring: gene prioritization through
network rewiring in Genome Wide Association Studies. Human molecular genetics 23, 2780-2790.

IDEKER, T. & KROGAN, N. J. (2012). Differential network biology. Molecular systems biology 8.

KANDOTH, C., MCLELLAN, M. D., VANDIN, F., YE, K., N1U, B., LU, C., XIE, M., ZHANG, Q., MCMICHAEL,
J. F., WYCZALKOWSKI, M. A. et al. (2013). Mutational landscape and significance across 12 major cancer types.
Nature 502, 333-339.

KANEHISA, M., GOTO, S., SATO, Y., FURUMICHI, M. & TANABE, M. (2012). KEGG for integration and interpre-
tation of large-scale molecular data sets. Nucleic Acids Research 40, D109.

LEISERSON, M. D., VANDIN, F., Wu, H.-T., DOBSON, J. R., ELDRIDGE, J. V., THOMAS, J. L., PAPOUTSAKI,
A., KiM, Y., N1u, B., MCLELLAN, M. et al. (2014). Pan-cancer network analysis identifies combinations of rare

somatic mutations across pathways and protein complexes. Nature genetics .



Differential Network Analysis via Lasso Penalized D-Trace Loss 27

L1, K., PALOTIE, A., YUAN, S., BRONNIKOV, D., CHEN, D., WEI, X., CHOI, O., SAARELA, J., PELTONEN, L.
et al. (2007). Finding disease candidate genes by liquid association. Genome Biol 8, R205.

Liu, W., DONG, X., MAL, M., SEELAN, R. S., TANIGUCHI, K., KRISHNADATH, K. K., HALLING, K. C., CUN-
NINGHAM, J. M., QIAN, C., CHRISTENSEN, E. et al. (2000). Mutations in AXIN?2 cause colorectal cancer with
defective mismatch repair by activating S-catenin/TCF signalling. Nature genetics 26, 146-147.

MARKOWETZ, F. & SPANG, R. (2007). Inferring cellular networks—a review. BMC bioinformatics 8, S5.

MEINSHAUSEN, N. & BUHLMANN, P. (2006). High-dimensional graphs and variable selection with the lasso. The
Annals of Statistics , 1436-1462.

MOHAN, K., CHUNG, M., HAN, S., WITTEN, D., LEE, S.-1. & FAZEL, M. (2012). Structured learning of Gaussian
graphical models. In Advances in neural information processing systems.

OGATA, H., GorTo, S., SATO, K., FUIIBUCHI, W., BONO, H. & KANEHISA, M. (1999). KEGG: Kyoto Encyclo-
pedia of Genes and Genomes. Nucleic acids research 27, 29-34.

PEREIRA-LEAL, J. B., ENRIGHT, A. J. & OUZOUNIS, C. A. (2004). Detection of functional modules from protein
interaction networks. PROTEINS: Structure, Function, and Bioinformatics 54, 49-57.

RAVIKUMAR, P., WAINWRIGHT, M. J., RASKUTTI, G. & YU, B. (2011). High-dimensional covariance estimation
by minimizing ¢, -penalized log-determinant divergence. Electronic Journal of Statistics 5, 935-980.

THE CANCER GENOME ATLAS RESEARCH NETWORK (2012). Comprehensive molecular characterization of human
colon and rectal cancer. Nature 487, 330-337.

YUAN, M. & LIN, Y. (2007). Model selection and estimation in the Gaussian graphical model. Biometrika 94,
19-35.

ZHANG, B. & WANG, Y. (2012). Learning structural changes of Gaussian graphical models in controlled experi-
ments. arXiv preprint arXiv:1203.3532 .

ZHANG, T. & Z0U, H. (2014). Sparse precision matrix estimation via lasso penalized D-trace loss. Biometrika 101,
103-120.

ZHANG, X.,ZHAO, X.-M., HE, K., LU, L., CA0, Y., LIu, J., HAO, J.-K., L1U, Z.-P. & CHEN, L. (2012). Inferring
gene regulatory networks from gene expression data by path consistency algorithm based on conditional mutual
information. Bioinformatics 28, 98—104.

ZHAO, P. & YU, B. (2006). On model selection consistency of lasso. Journal of Machine Learning Research 7,
2541-2563.

ZHAO, S., CAIL, T. & L1, H. (2014). Direct estimation of differential networks. Biometrika 101, 253-268.



28 HUILI YUAN, RUIBIN XI AND MINGHUA DENG
ZHOoU, S., CARRAWAY, K. L., ECK, M. J., HARRISON, S. C., FELDMAN, R. A., MOHAMMADI, M., SCH-
LESSINGER, J., HUBBARD, S. R., SMITH, D. P., ENG, C. et al. (1995). Catalytic specificity of protein-tyrosine

kinases is critical for selective signalling. Nature 373, 536-539.

[Received April 2012. Revised September 2012]



