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Abstract

We in this paper consider Fréchet sufficient dimension reduction with responses being
complex random objects in a metric space and high dimension Euclidean predictors. We
propose a novel approach called weighted inverse regression ensemble method for linear
Fréchet sufficient dimension reduction. The method is further generalized as a new opera-
tor defined on reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces for nonlinear Fréchet sufficient dimension
reduction. We provide theoretical guarantees for the new method via asymptotic analysis.
Intensive simulation studies verify the performance of our proposals. And we apply our
methods to analyze the handwritten digits data to demonstrate its use in real applications.
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1 Introduction

Sufficient Dimension Reduction 1991);

Coo

1998

), as a powerful tool to extract

the core information hidden in the high-dimensional data, has become an important and rapidly

developing research field. For regression with multiple responses Y € R? and multiple predictors

X € RP, classical linear sufficient dimension reduction seeks a p x d matrix 3 such that

YILX|BTX,

)
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where |l stands for independence. The smallest subspace (Yin et al! (2008)) spanned by 3 with

(3 satisfying the above relation (D)) is called the central subspace, which is denoted as Sy |x.

Classical methods for identifying the central subspace with one dimensional response in-

clude sliced inverse regression 1991))), sliced average variance estimation (Cook & Weisber

1991)), the central kth moment method (Yin & Cook (2002)), the inverse third moment approach

Yin (2003)), contour regression (Li et all (2005)), directional regression (Li & Wang (2007)), the

constructive approach (Xia (2007)), the semiparametric estimation (Ma & Zhu (2012, 2013)),
and many others. [Li et all (2003), Zhu et al. (2010), [Li et al/ (2008) and [Zhu et al/ (2010) made

important extensions for sufficient dimension reduction with multivariate response.

1etal (2011), Lee etal! (2013) and |;| 2018) further articulated the general formulation

of nonlinear sufficient dimension reduction as
Y ILX | f(X), (2)

where f : R? — R?is an unknown vector-valued function of X . Nonlinear sufficient dimension

reduction actually replaces the linear sufficient predictor 57 X by a nonlinear predictor f(X) .

The smallest subspace spanned by the functions satﬁing the relation (@) is called the central

class and denoted as Gy |x. SeelLee et all (2013) and 2018) for more details.

Due to the rapid development of data collection technologies, statisticians nowadays are

more frequently encountering complex data that are non-Euclidean and specially do not lie in

a vector space. Images (Peyré (2009); [Gonzalez-Briones et al. (2018)), shapes (Small (1996);

Simeoni & Panaretos (2013)), graphs (Tsochantaridis et al) (2004); Ferretti et al. (2018)), tensors
hu et al. (2009); ILi & Zhang (2017)), random densities (Petersen & Miiller (2016); [Liu et al

2019)) are examples of complex data types that appear naturally as responses in image com-

pletion, computer vision, biomedical analysis, signal processing and other application areas. In

particular, in image completion for handwritten digits (I'sagkrasoulis & Montana (2018)), the up-

per part of each image was taken as the predictors X, and the bottom half was set as the responses
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Y. Figure 1 in the following illustrates the idea of such image analysis for digits {0,8,9}. To
predict the bottom half of handwritten digits from their upper half is not an easy task, as the upper
parts of image digits {0, 8,9} are quite similar to each other. In image analysis, it is common to
assume that the images lie on an unknown manifold equipped with a meaningful distance metric.
Then it is of great interest to develop general Fréchet sufficient dimension reduction method with
metric space valued responses. Fréchet sufficient dimension reduction for such X and Y is then
an immediate need that can facilitate graphical understanding of the regression structure, and is

certainly helpful for further image clustering or classification and outlier diagnostics.
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Figure 1: The first row consists of the predictors X which are the upper halves of the image

digits {0, 8,9}; The second row consists of the responses Y which are the bottom halves of the

image digits {0, 8, 9}; The third row consists of the whole image digits {0, 8, 9}.

Dubey & Miiller (2019) and [Petersen & Miiller (2019b) provided some fundamental tools
for Fréchet analysis of such random objects. [Petersen & Miiller (2019a) further proposed a gen-
eral global and local Fréchet regression paradigm for responses being complex random objects in
a metric space with Euclidean predictors. Along their pioneering work in Fréchet analysis, it is
then of great interest to consider linear and nonlinear sufficient dimension reduction for response

objects in a metric space when the dimension of Euclidean predictors is relatively high.



As an illustration of Fréchet sufficient dimension reduction, we consider two models:

(1). Y =(sin(BT X +¢&1)sin(B2 X + £3),sin(BT X + 1) cos(B2 X + £3), cos(f1 X + 1)),
(i). Y =(sin(fi(X) +1)"? cos(f1(X) +&1)"/?),

where (e1,e2)" ~ N(0a, 15), X = (21,...,2,)" ~ N(0,,1,) with p = 30, f1(X) = 23 + 22,
B, = (0.5,0.5,0,...,0)%, and B, = (0,...,0,0.5,0.5)T. For models (i) and (ii), the responses
lie on unit spheres. Linear Fréchet sufficient dimension reduction for model (i) aims at finding
the central subspace Sy|x with d = 2, which is the column space spanned by (3, 3,). And
the purpose of nonlinear Fréchet sufficient dimension reduction for model (ii) is to identify the
central class Gy |x with d = 1, which is comprised of all measurable functions of f; (X).

To address this issue, we in this paper propose a novel linear Fréchet sufficient dimension
reduction method to recover the central subspace Sy|x defined based on (1)) with metric space
valued response Y. We also provide a consistent estimator of the structural dimension d, which
is the dimension of the central subspace. The new method is further generalized to nonlinear
Fréchet sufficient dimension reduction (@) via the reproducing kernel Hilbert space. The pro-
posed linear and nonlinear Fréchet sufficient dimension reduction estimators are shown to be
unbiased for the central subspace Sy x and the central class Gy x respectively. Moreover, by tak-
ing advantage of the distance metric of the random objects, both estimators require no numerical
optimization or nonparametric smoothing because they can be easily implemented by spectral
decomposition of linear operators. The asymptotic convergence results of our proposal are de-
rived for theoretical justifications. We also examine our method via comprehensive simulation
studies including responses that consist of probability distributions or lie on the sphere. And the

application to the handwritten digits data demonstrates the practical value of our proposal.



2 Linear Fréchet Sufficient Dimension Reduction

2.1 Weighted Inverse Regression Ensemble

Let (€2, d) be a metric space. The linear Fréchet sufficient dimension consider the regression

with response variable Y € 2 and predictors X € RP. Let I’ be the joint distribution of (X, Y)

defined on R? x ). And we assume that the conditional distributions Fy|x and Fx|y exist.
With the linearity condition that F(X | 47 X) is linear in X, 1991)) discovered the

fundamental property of sliced inverse regression
STHEX|Y) - B(X)} € Syix, 3)

where ¥ = var(X ). However, the inverse regression mean F/(X |Y") is difficult for us to estimate,

as only distances between response objects can be computable for responses in metric space.
Our goal for linear Fréchet sufficient dimension is then to borrow the strength of sliced

inverse regression without the estimation of the inverse regression function £ (X|Y’). To intro-

duce our new method, we first recall the martingale difference divergence (MDD) proposed by

Shao & Zhang (2014) for Y € R? and X € RP, which is developed to measure the conditional

mean (in)dependence of Y on X, i.e.
E(Y|X)=E(), almostsurely.
To be specific, MDD(Y'| X ) is defined as a nonnegative number that satisfies
MDD*(Y'|X) = —E [{Y — E(Y)}'{Y' = E(Y")}|X - X'|],

where (X', Y”) is an independent copy of (X, Y), and || - || stands for the Euclidean distance.
To inherit the spirit of sliced inverse regression, we switch the roles of X and Y in martingale

difference divergence, and define the following p X p matrix

A=—E [{X - ECOHX' - B(X)}d(Y,Y")]



for (X,Y) € RP x €. By the property of conditional expectation, we have
A=—-F [E{X - EX)|Y}E{X'— E(X")|Y'}'d(Y,Y")] . (4)
Invoking the appealing property (3) of sliced inverse regression, we see that
SN = -Y7'E [E{X - E(X)|Y}E{X' — E(X")|Y'}"d(Y,Y")] € Syx.
We summarize this property in the following proposition.

Proposition 1. A is positive semidefinite. Assume the linearity condition holds true, then
Span {X7'A} C Sy x.

From (@), A can be viewed as the weighted average ensemble of the inverse regression mean
E(X|Y), where the weight function is the distance d(Y,Y”). We thus call our new method as
weighted inverse regression ensemble. The weighted inverse regression ensemble can also be
applied for classical linear sufficient dimension reduction with Y € R? and d(Y,Y’) = ||Y —
Y’|| being the Euclidean distance. Moreover, choosing the number of slices for sliced inverse
regression is a longstanding issue in the literature. Compared to sliced inverse regression, our
proposal is completely slicing free and is readily applicable to multivariate response data.

Let M = ¥~ 'Aand (B34, ..., [3,) be the left singular vectors of M corresponding to the d
largest singular values. Then Proposition [6 suggests that (5, ..., 3,) provides a basis of Sy x.
Given a random sample {(X;,Y;),i =1,...,n} from (X,Y), then 4 = F(X) and ¥ = var(X)
can be estimated as 1 = E,(X) and ¥ = E,{(X — 2)(X — )T}, where E,(-) indicates the

sample average n~* Y " (-). Moreover, we can adopt U-statistics to estimate A as

A= 3 (X=X - 7Y, Y)/{nln — 1)},

1<i#j<n



Conduct singular value decomposition on M = $'A. We then adopt the top d left singular

vectors (31, B 4) of M to recover Sy|x in the sample level. And we introduce the following

notations to present the central limit theory for the estimation of the central subspace.

NX)= (X =p)(X —p)" =%, ADX, Y, XY) = =(X — ) (X" = p)"d(Y,Y"),

AV YY) = BE{AD(X,Y, X, Y)X, Y'Y, 9= E{(X —p)dY,Y"},

OX,Y)=AYX,Y) = A+ (X — )" +9(X — ),
C(X,Y) = 2—1{@()(, YA +AO(X,Y) — T(X)S'AAT — AATZ‘lF(X)}Z‘l,

P Bre (XY
TUX.Y) = Z @Bf;(_ Ag )BQ

=1t

(=1,...

d.

Theorem 1. Assume the linearity condition and the singular values \,’s are distinct for { =

1,...,d. In addition, assume that Ed*(Y,Y") < oo and X has finite fourth moment, then

D

n2(B, — By) — N (0,, %),

as n — oo, where 3, = cov{T,(X,Y)}.

2.2 Determination of Structural Dimension d

&)

The estimation of structural dimension d is another focus in sufficient dimension reduc-

tion. We adopt the ladle estimator proposed by

uo & Li

2016

) for order determination, which

extracts the information contained in both the singular values and the left singular vectors of M.

Let By = ( 3 T B ) be the p x k matrix consisting of the principal d left singular vectors

of M. We randomly draw n bootstrap samples of size n and denote the realization of B, based

on the ith bootstrap sample as B;, ;. The following function is proposed to evaluate the difference



between By, and its bootstrap counterpart

0 0, k=0,
fu(k) =
n! Dt — |det(BgBZ7i)|}> k=1,...,p.
And f2(k) is further normalized as f,,(k) = fO(k)/{1+> %, f°(i)}, where 1, = p—1if p < 10,
r, = |p/logp] if p > 10 and |a| stands for the largest integer no greater than a. The effect of
the singular values are measured as g, (k) = 5\;1/(1 + 3% 5\?+1), k=0,1,...,7,. And the

ladle estimator for structural dimension d is constructed as
d= argming—o,....,{ fn(k) + gn(k)}.
To obtain the desired estimation consistency of the structural dimension, we assume that
Assumption 1. The bootstrap version kernel matrix M* satisfies
n'/2{vech(M*(M*)") — vech(M(M)T)} — N(0, var[vech{H (X, Y)}]) (6)

where vech(-) is the vectorization of the upper triangular part of a matrix and H(X,Y') =

I T(X) =D T+ 2N ADX,Y) = A) = 27X = )9t — 27X — )T

Assumption 2. For any sequence of nonnegative random variables {Z, - n = 1,2, ...} involved
in this paper, if Z,, = O,(c,,) for some sequence {c,, : n € N} with ¢, > 0, then E(c,'Z,,) exist

foreachn and E(c;' Z,) = O(1).

From the proof of Theorem Il we know that n'/2{vech(MMT) — vech(MM™)} also con-
verges in distribution to the right-hand side of (6)). Assumption[Ilamounts to asserting that asymp-

totic behaviour of n'/2(M*(M*)T — MM™) mimics that of n*/2(MM?* — MM7). The validity

of this self-similarity was discussed in[Bickel & Freedman (1981), Luo & Li (2016). Assumption




has also been adopted and verified by [Luo & Li (2016). The following theorem confirms that

the number of useful sufficient predictors for linear Fréchet sufficient dimension reduction can

be consistently estimated.

Theorem 2. Assume Ed?(Y,Y') < oo and X has finite fourth moment. And suppose Assump-
tions (1)—(2) hold, then

P{lim P.(d=dD)=1} =1,
n— o0

where D = {(X1,Y1), (X2,Y3), ...} is a sequence of independent copies of (X,Y).

3 Nonlinear Fréchet Sufficient Dimension Reduction

As the descendant of sliced inverse regression, the weighted inverse regression ensemble

method will share the similar limitation with sliced inverse regression when dealing with regres-

sion functions that are symmetric about the origin (Cook & Weisberg (1991))). To remedy this
problem and to further extend the scope of our method, we in the next will consider nonlinear
Fréchet sufficient dimension reduction defined in (@) using the reproducing kernel Hilbert space.
Let H x be a reproducing kernel Hilbert space of functions of X generated by a positive definite
kernel xx. To extend the idea of weighted inverse regression ensemble for nonlinear Fréceht

sufficient dimension reduction, we introduce a new type of operator in the following.

Definition 1. Let iy (-) = Exx (-, X). For (X,Y) and its independent copy (X', Y"), we define

the weighted inverse regression ensemble operator Ax x: : Hx: — Hx such that

Axxr = —E{(rx (- X) = i () ® (ex (- X') = i ())d(Y, V).

We assume the following regularity assumptions for theoretical investigations into A x x-.
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Assumption 3. Frx (X, X) < .

Assumption 4. The operator A xx: has a representation as A x x» = X x xS, where S is a unique
bounded linear operator such that S : Hx — Hx, S = QxSQx with () x being the projection
operator mapping Hx on to Tan(YX xx ), and Tan(Xx x ) stands for the closure of the range of the

covariance operator Y x x.

Assumption 5. Gy x is dense in Ly(Px| My |x), where Ly( Px| My x) denotes the collection of
My x-measurable functions in Ly(Px) and My |x = o[f(X)].

Assumption 6. The eigenfunctions 1,’s are included in R(Xxx), where R(Xxx) = {Exxf:
feHHx}

Assumption 7. Let (£,,)72 | be a sequence of positive numbers such that

lim g, =0, lim n='/2/e¥? =0.
n—o0 n—o0

Assumption 3] 5] and [6] are commonly used conditions for reproduce kernel Hilbert spaces

in the literature (Lee et al. (2013); 2018)). Assumption[is similar to the result of Theorem

1 of Baker (1973) that defines the correlation operator, which will guarantee that our proposed

operator is compact. Assumption[7lis adopted by [Fukumizu et al! (2007) for asymptotic analysis
of kernel type methods, which is helpful to establish the estimation consistency of nonlinear

weighted inverse regression ensemble method.

Proposition 2. A x x: is a bounded linear and self-adjoint operator. For any f, g € Hx,
(f, Axxg) = —E{(f(X) = Ef(X))(9(X') = Eg(X"))d(Y,Y")}.
Moreover, there exists a separable R-Hilbert space H and a mapping ¢ : Q0 — H such that
(f, Axx f) = 21{B[(f(X) = Ef(X))(6(Y) — E¢(Y))]}* = 2(cov[f(X), 6(Y)])*.

10



Proposition 2 implies that our proposed new operator enjoys a similar fashion as the com-
monly used covariance operator. The new operator also has the potential to measure the depen-

dence between Euclidean X and random objects Y due to its similarity to the popular Hilbert-

Schmidt Independence Criterion (Gretton et al. | (2005)). Denote the covariance operator of X as

Yxx = E{rx(, X)® rx (-, X)} — Erx(-, X) ® Erx(-, X).. The next proposition reveals the

relationship between A x xs and the central class Gy |x.

Proposition 3. Suppose assumptions (3)—(5) hold, then
ran { Sk Axx } € Gyix.

Proposition 4. Suppose assumptions (3)—(5) hold and Gy \x is complete. Then,
ran {2)_(1)(AXX’} = Gy|x-

Proposition [§] suggests that the range of ¥ A xx+ is always contained in the central class
Gy |x. Proposition [0l further extends the scope in the following aspects. First, it confirms that the
nonlinear weighted inverse regression ensemble method is exhaustive in recovering the central
class. The exhaustiveness of our nonlinear proposal is an appealing property which may not ex-
ist in the linear setting. The second is that the nonlinear weighted inverse regression ensemble
method leads to the minimal sufficient predictor satisfying (2)), as sufficiency and completeness
together imply minimal sufficiency in classical statistical inference. Last but not least, the non-
linear weighted inverse regression ensemble method does not rely on the linear conditional mean
assumption requiring that /(X |57 X) be linear in X. By relaxing such a stringent condition, the
nonlinear method will have a wide range of applications.

Let A% v, be the adjoint operator of Ay x-. Proposition@lindicates that
ran {EQ&AXX'A}X/E}ZLX} = Gy|x, (7
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The space (7)) can be recovered by performing the following generalized eigenvalue problem:

max <.fa AXX’AE(X’f>'Hxa s.t. <.fa ZXX.f)'HX - ]-> fJ—‘Ck—la (8)

where L, = Span(fi,..., fr_1) and f1, ..., fr_1 are the solutions to this constrained maximiza-

tion problem in the previous steps. Define the following sample level estimators

fix () = Ealrx (X)) Sxx = Ba{(mx (4 X0) = fix (-)) @ (kx (- X3) — i ()}
Axx == Y (ax(-X0) = fix () ® (wx (-, X;) = fux ())d(Y;, Y5)/(n(n = 1)).

1<i#j<n

The sample version of (8] then becomes

max (fJAXXXr/AX}X,f)HX, s.t. (f, @XX +euD) fay = 1. )

Let Vxx: = Z)_(I)PA xx Ny X,E)_(lf. Then we can verify that f; = E;(lf 1» where

Yy =arg  max (g, Vxx/g)nux-
geHX7||gHHX:1

Let Vix = (Oxx + anI)_l/szXXer\}X,(ixx + £,1)7"/2. Then we have

~

fl(X) = (EXX + €nl)_1/2?2)1, ?2)1 = arg max <9, VXX/Q)HX-

9EH X lglln =1
We in the next establish the estimation consistency of our nonlinear Frécechet sufficient
dimension reduction approach. Although we only focus on the first eigenfunction in the following

theorem, similar asymptotic results can be derived for the entire central .

Theorem 3. Suppose assumptions (3)—(7) hold. In addition, assume that Ed*(Y,Y") < oo, then

asn — oo

IVix: — Viexrllas = 0p(1), (@, 1 )a0x | — 1,
I{A(X) = EA(X)} = {A(X) = EA(X)}]—0,
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where || - || in this theorem is the standard Lo norm to measure the distance of functions and || - || us
denotes the Hilbert-Schmidt norm.

Let 1, = rx (-, Xi) — fix(-),i = 1,...,n. The estimated eigenfunctions f,’s solved from
@) can be further characterized as a linear combination of 7, such that fg = >, azn;. Denote
ap = (ag1,. .-, a&n)T. The next proposition indicates that o, can be obtained through solving an

eigen-decomposition problem.

Proposition 5. Let K, be the n x n kernel matrix whose (i, j)th element is . x(X;, X;). Denote
Jy, as the n X n matrix whose elements are all one. Define Gx = (I, — J,,/n)K, (I, — J,/n)
and let Dy be the n x n matrix whose (i, j)th element is d(Y;,Y;). Then we have Gxoy = 7,

where vy, is the (th eigenvector of the following matrix
(GX + €n[n)_lGXDnyDny(GX + €nIn)_1.

Let &y = (Gx + e,1,)"1,. Inspired by Proposition 4, the /th estimated sufficient predictor

can then be represented as fg = Z?:l ayg,q1n;, where ag; is the ith element of the n x 1 vector a;.

4 Numerical Studies

We consider the following models with responses being complex random objects.

Model L. Let 3, = (1,1,0,...,0)T and 3, = (0,...,0,1,1)T. X ~ UJ[0,1]? and Y is the
distribution function with its quantile function being Qy (1) = py + oy ®~'(7), where ®(-) is
the cumulative distribution function of standard normal, iy | X ~ N(exp(5T X),0.5%). And we
consider oy = 1 as case (i) and oy = |32 X| as case (ii). As Y and its independent copy Y” are
random distribution functions, then we adopt the Wasserstein distance as the metric d(Y, Y”). For

case (i), Sy|x = Span(/3,) and d = 1. For case (ii), Sy|x = Span(f3;, §5) and d = 2.
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Model II. Consider the following Fréchet regression function
m(X) = (cos(f1(X)),sin(f1(X))).
Generate ¢ from N(0,0.1?) on the tangent line of m(x). And the response Y is generated as
Y = cos(e)m(x) @ sin(e)e/|e|,

where @ stands for vector addition. We can verify that Y € (2 where () is the unit circle in
R2 Then d(Y,Y”) is naturally chosen as the geodesic distance arccos(Y7Y”). Moreover, we
consider case (i) f1(X) = 7 X with X ~ U[0,1]? and cased (ii) where f,(X) = (22 + 23)'/?

with X ~ N(0,, I,,) for both linear and nonlinear Fréchet sufficient dimension reduction.

Model III. Generate ¢; from N(0,0.1%) for i = 1,2. We consider two cases in this study.
The model structure of case (i) is exactly the same as our motivating example (i) illustrated in

Section 1 with X ~ U0, 1]*. For case (ii), the response Y is generated as
Y = (sin(f1(X)+e1)"? sin(fo(X)+e2)'"?, sin(f1(X)+e1) "/ cos(fo(X)+e2) "%, cos(f1(X)+e1)'?),

where f1(X) = 27 4+ 23 and fo(X) = 22_, + 22, and X ~ N(0,, I,). We see that Y € Q2 where
(1 is the unit sphere in R?. Again d(Y,Y") = arccos(YTY") is the geodesic distance.

Model I and case (i) of and Model II and III are adopted for linear Fréchet sufficient dimen-
sion reduction, while the two rest cases are examples for nonlinear Fréchet sufficient dimension
reduction. Let B and f (X)) be our proposed linear and nonlinear weighted inverse regression
estimators. To evaluate our proposal for linear Fréchet sufficient dimension reduction, we adopt

the trace correlation (Ferré (1998)) defined as r* = tr(PsP;)/d , where Py = f3 (B7B)~ 15", To

assess the performance of nonlinear Fréchet sufficient dimension reduction, we utilize the square

distance correlation p2(f(X), f(X)) proposed by Székely et al. (2007). The square distance cor-

AT
relation can also be adapted to linear Fréchet sufficient dimension reduction as p?(57 X, 3" X).

And larger values of 72 or p? indicate better estimation.
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We consider n = 100, 200, 300, 400 and p = 10, 20, 30. Treating d as known, Table 1 and 2
summarize the mean values of 72 and p? based on 100 repetitions with different combinations of
n and p. We can see from Table 1 that the original weighted inverse regression ensemble works
well except for case (ii) of Model II and III with U-shape structure, which is consistent with
our theoretical anticipation. As an effective remedy, the nonlinear weighted inverse regression
produces a satisfying result as seen from Table 2, in which the tuning parameter is simply set
as £, = 0.001 and Gaussian kernel rx (X, X’) = exp{—||X — X'||?/(202)} is adopted with
0, = 0.1. The results for order determination are presented in Table 3, where the entries are the
number of correct estimation of d out of 100 repetitions. Table 3 shows that the ladle estimator in
combination with weighted inverse regression ensemble works well, with percentage of correct
estimation reaching as high as 100% for most cases.

To better illustrate the performance of our nonlinear Fréchet sufficient dimension reduction
method, we in Figure 2 present the 2-D scatter plots for the nonlinear sufficient predictors from
case (ii) of Model III versus their sample estimates obtained by the nonlinear weighted inverse
regression ensemble method with n = 100 and p = 10. The left panel is the 2-D scatter plots
for the first nonlinear sufficient predictor fy(X) = 22 + 22 versus its estimate f;(X); the right
panel is the 2-D scatter plots for the second nonlinear sufficient predictor fo(X) = xf,_l + :cz
versus its estimate fg (X). Figure 2 shows a strong relationship between f; and ﬁ forv =1, 2. fl
behaves like a measurable function of f;, which is consistent with our theoretical development as
our focus on nonlinear Fréchet sufficient dimension reduction is the o-field generated by f; and
fo rather than f; and f, themselves. As fil/ ? is a measurable function of fi, then fil/ % can also
be regarded as the nonlinear sufficient predictor. We in Figure 3 present the 2-D scatter plots for
the nonlinear sufficient predictors fll /3 and f; /3 versus fl and fg. We can observe a strong linear
pattern between fil/ % and ﬁ-, which again verify that our proposed nonlinear weighted inverse

regression ensemble method is effect in recovering the central class Gy x with responses Y being

15



metric space valued random objects.
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Figure 2: Scatter plots of nonlinear sufficient predictors f;’s versus their estimates fi’s.

S Handwritten Digits Data

To further investigate the performance of our proposals and demonstrate its use in real ap-
plications, we now extract 1670 gray-scale images of three handwritten digit classes {0, 8,9},
from the UCI Machine Learning Repository. This dataset contains a training group of size 1138
and a testing group of size 532. Each digit was represented by an 8 x 8 pixel image. The 4 x 8
upper part of each image was taken as the predictors X, and the 4 x 8 bottom half was set as the
responses Y .

We focus on sufficient dimension reduction of the 32-dimensional feature vectors X for the

training set, which serves as a preparatory step for further clustering or classification. Because

the response Y is also 32-dimensional, we include the projective resampling approach (Li et al
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f

Figure 3: Scatter plots of nonlinear sufficient predictors fil/ %5 versus their estimates fis.

2008

)) for comparisons, as it is the state of the art sufficient dimension reduction paradigm for

multivariate response data. To be specific, we consider projective resampling approach in combi-

nation with three classical methods; sliced inverse regression, sliced average variance estimation

and directional regression. And we adopt three different distance metrics for our proposals: the

Euclidean distance, the distance metric learned by the Local Linear Embeddin

2000

)), the distance metric learned by the Isomap approach

Roweis & Sau

Tenenbaum et al

2009)).

For the training data, Figure 4 presents the scatter plots of the first two sufficient predictors

estimated by projective resampling based three classical methods, as well as our proposed linear

and nonlinear weighted inverse regression ensemble methods, with the cases for digits 0, 8 and

9 represented by red, green and blue dots respectively. Figure 4 shows that the linear weighted

inverse regression ensemble method performs much better than the classical methods. We also

observe that our nonlinear weighted inverse regression ensemble method based on the distance

metric induced by the Isomap approach provides better separation both in location and variation,
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which should be useful for further classification.

Figure 5 presents the perspective plots for the testing data. Similar to our previous findings,

our linear and nonlinear weighted inverse regression ensemble approaches again do a much better

job in separating the three digit classes compared to the classical methods. The upper parts of

digits 8 and 9 are generally difficult to distinguish. However, our proposals provide valid and

useful information for classification as seen from the scatter plots.

6 Discussion

When the predictor dimension is excessively large, we may consider sparse Fréchet dimen-

sion reduction with response as random objects and ultrahigh dimensional predictor. The pro-

posed weighted inverse regression ensemble method can be further extended for model free vari-

able selection and screening (Yin & Hilaf

Sy|x

Tan et al

2019

2015

)

Yu et al

2016

)) and minimax estimation of

)). The full potential of sparse Fréchet dimension reduction will be further

explored in future research.
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Table 1: The Averages of r* and p? for the estimation of Sy|x based on 100 simulation runs.

Model I Model II Model III
(p,n) 100 200 300 400 100 200 300 400 100 200 300  40(
10 0979 0.988 0.993 0.995 0.988 0.996 0.997 0.998 0.987 0.995 0.996 0.99
0.973 0.984 0.990 0.993 0.988 0.994 0.996 0.967 0.987 0.994 0.995 0.9¢
‘ 20 0947 0976 0.976 0.989 0.971 0.991 0.994 0.995 0.966 0.986 0.991 0.9
Casel 0.943 0.970 0.970 0.985 0.970 0.989 0.992 0.993 0.873 0.986 0.990 0.99
30 0908 0.960 0976 0.982 0.961 0.987 0.990 0.992 0.945 0977 0.986 0.98
0.917 0.955 0.970 0.976 0.964 0.985 0.988 0.990 0.959 0.978 0.985 0.98
10 0990 0.995 0.997 0.998 0.255 0.253 0.234 0.278 0.379 0.369 0.382 0.37
0.989 0.994 0.996 0.997 0.122 0.092 0.078 0.085 0.231 0.178 0.166 0.15
20 0976 0988 0.993 0.995 0.136 0.125 0.123 0.134 0.177 0.188 0.188 0.19
Case 0.978 0.989 0.992 0.994 0.092 0.053 0.038 0.039 0.163 0.097 0.078 0.0€
30 0.956 0982 0.988 0.991 0.094 0.085 0.084 0.094 0.118 0.122 0.126 0.13
0.967 0.982 0.987 0.991 0.085 0.048 0.032 0.028 0.147 0.081 0.060 0.04

Table 2: *

The average 72 and p? are listed in the first and second rows for each p.

Table 3: The Averages of p? for the estimation of Gy|x based on 100 simulation runs.
Model II (case ii) Model III (case ii)

(p,n) 100 200 300 400 (p,n)
10 0948 0952 0952 0952 10
20 0952 0952 0951 0952 20
30 0952 0951 0952 0952 30

100 200 300 400
0.818 0.828 0.827 0.828
0.823 0.834 0.828 0.829
0.827 0.826 0.827 0.827
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Table 4: The number of correctly estimation for d among 100 simulation runs.

Model I (case 1)

100
100
100
100

200
100
100
100

300
100
100
100

400
100
100
100

Model I (case ii)

100
100
100
100

200
100
100
100

300
100
100
100

25

400
100
100
100

Model II (case 1)

100
100
100
100

200
100
100
100

300
100
100
100

400
100
100
100

Model III (case 1)

100 200

100
100
99

100
100
100

300
100
100
100

400
100
100
100
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Figure 4: The first row consists of the scatter plots for the training data via projective resampling
based Slice Inverse Regression(SIR), Slice Average Variance Estimation(SAVE), Directional Re-
gression(DR), respectively. The second row consists of the scatter plots based on our linear pro-
posal with Euclidean distance, Locally Linear Embedding (LLE) and Isomap, respectively. The
third row consists of the scatter plots based on our nonlinear proposal with Euclidean distance,

LLE and Isomap, respectively. (red: 0; green: g;glue: 9.)
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Figure 5: The first row consists of the perspective plots for the first two sufficient predictors for
the testing data by projective resampling based SIR, SAVE and DR, respectively. The second row
consists of the perspective plots for the testing data based on our linear proposal with Euclidean

distance, LLE and Isomap, respectively. The third row consists of the perspective plots for our

Bx

an
BX

% e
.

]
?

Bx

an
BX

Y

.
S
B,

“BRS L
B

R IR ""'} ”,
A 3 POCEINR &
Nob
N R .
GOSN LT
.

(A

nonlinear proposal with Euclidean distance, LLE and Isomap. (red: 0; green: 8;blue: 9.)
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Supplement to “Fréchet Sufficient Dimension Reduction for
Random Objects”

Abstract

This Supplementary Material includes following topics: A. Additional results of simu-
lation examples; B. Additional results for the application to the handwritten digits data; C.

Detailed proofs of the technical results.

A Additional Simulation Studies

In addition to models I-1II adopted in the main paper, we consider a new model here.

Model IV.

Y = (cos(e1) sin(f1 (X)) sin(fo(X)), cos(e1) sin( f1 (X)) cos(f2(X)), cos(e1) cos(f1 (X)), sin(eq)).

For Model 1V, the response is a 4-dimensional vector and the fourth dimension can be viewed
as a noise term which does not contain any valid information. Moreover, Y € () where () is
the unit sphere in R*. And the metric equipped with € is the geodesic distance d(Y,Y’) =
arccos(YTY"). Generate ¢, from N(0,0.12). We consider case (i) where f(X) = 57X and
f2(X) = BIX with 3, = (0.5,0.5,0,...,0)" and 8, = (0,...,0,0.5,0.5)” and cased (ii)
where f1(X) = 0.5(z% + 23)"/? and fi(X) = 0.5(x2_, + x2)"/2 for both linear and nonlinear

Fréchet sufficient dimension reduction.
We design the following scenarios for the predictors for models I-IV.

Scenario 1. X is generated from the multivariate normal distribution N («, I,,), where o ~

U10, 1]P. The results for the four models, including linear Fréchet sufficient dimension reduction,
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nonlinear Fréchet sufficient dimension reduction and order determination, are presented in Table

A.1-A3.

Scenario 2. X is generated from the multivariate normal distribution N («, 3J), where o ~
U0,1]P and 2 = {(04)pxp : ij = 0.211791}. The results of the four models under scenario 2 are

summarized in Table A.4-A.6.

Scenario 3. x; is generated from the poisson distribution P\, with A = 1 fori = 1,... p.
x; and x; are independent of each other. The results of the four models under scenario 3 are

presented in Table A.7 -A.9.

Scenario 4. x; is generated from the exponential distribution distribution Exp(\) with A = 1
fori = 1,...,p. z; and z; are independent of each other. The results of the four models under

scenario 4 are presented in Table A.10-A.12.

We see from these tables our proposal gives quite promising results for Fréhet sufficient
dimension reduction and order determination. When the weighted inverse regression ensemble
method fail to work with symmetric regression function, its nonlinear extension always make a
good remedy. Our proposed methods along with the asymptotic theories are robust to different

model settings, except for order determination with case (ii) of Model I under scenario 2.
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Table 5: The means of r* and p? for estimating Sy|x among repetitions with scenario 1.

20

30

(p,n)
10

20

30

20

30

20

Model I (case 1)

100 200 300 400
0912 0.938 0.955 0.967
0.891 0.917 0.938 0.952
0.790 0.876 0.910 0.927
0.787 0.851 0.884 0.905
0.707 0.817 0.858 0.888
0.731 0.799 0.827 0.861

Model II(case 1)

100 200 300 400
0915 0.963 0.974 0.982
0915 0.953 0.966 0.974
0.827 0918 0.946 0.961
0.866 0.914 0.936 0.951
0.766 0.874 0.912 0.937
0.850 0.886 0.909 0.929

Model III (case 1)

100 200 300 400
0.891 0946 00971 0.976
0.895 0941 0.966 0.973
0.810 0.898 0.924 0.941
0.843 0.901 0.919 0.934
0.735 0.856 0.900 0.922
0.813 0.870 0.902 0.919

Model IV (case 1)

100 200 300 400
0.920 0949 0.966 0.978
0.921 0.945 0.962 0.974
0.803 0.877 0.934 0.944
0.832 0.879 0.930 0.938

20

30

(p,n)
10

20

30

20

Model I (case ii)

100 200 300
0.869 0.923 0.954
0.872 0917 0.947
0.771 0.869 0911
0.798 0.862 0.904
0.688 0.830 0.854
0.752  0.839 0.849

Model II(case ii)

100 200 300
0.471 0.510 0.529
0.375 0.392 0.421
0.387 0.439 0.451
0.372 0.361 0.338
0.314 0.382 0.413
0.328 0.337 0.339

Model III (case ii)

100 200 300
0.538 0.577 0.586
0.476 0.508 0.512
0.401 0.464 0.463
0.453 0.466 0.445

30 30 0.333 0.391 0.427

20

0.424 0.426 0.446

Model IV (case ii)

100 200 300
0.591 0.607 0.622
0.430 0.433 0.451
0.431 0.484 0.501
0.387 0.379 0.373

400
0.961
0.955
0.919
0.909
0.894
0.884

400
0.531
0.392
0.467
0.381
0.424
0.326

400
0.584
0.514
0.493
0.465
0.444
0.438

400
0.627
0.448
0.520
0.388



Table 7: The means of p* for estimating Gy|x among 100 repetitions with scenario 1.

Model II (case ii) Model III (case ii) Model IV (case ii)

(p,n) 100 200 300 400 100 200 300 400 100 200 300 400
10 0986 0.957 0.957 0957 0.843 0.840 0.839 0.844 0.940 0.940 0.942 0.941
20 0954 0958 0.956 0956 0.843 0.835 0.837 0.839 0.941 0.942 0.942 0.943
30 0956 0956 0.955 0955 0.840 0.838 0.834 0.838 0.940 0942 0.943 0.941

Table 8: The number of correctly estimation for d among 100 repetitions with scenario 1.

Model I (case 1) Model I (case ii) Model II (case 1)

(p,n) 100 200 300 400 (p,n) 100 200 300 400 (p,n) 100 200 300 400
10 100 100 100 100 10 41 59 63 70 10 8 96 99 99
20 100 100 100 100 20 22 38 40 53 20 78 96 100 100
30 100 100 100 100 30 18 31 36 43 30 23 70 94 100

Model III (case 1) Model IV (case 1)

(p,n) 100 200 300 400 (p,n) 100 200 300 400
10 38 45 48 60 10 74 90 87 90
20 10 21 29 35 20 49 72 8 83
30 2 16 27 32 30 37 65 70 67
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Table 9: The means of r? and p? for estimating Sy|x among 100 repetitions with scenario 2.

20

30

(p,n)
10

20

30

20

30

20

Model I (case 1)

200
0.913
0.909
0.823
0.830
0.766
0.783

300
0.933
0.929
0.848
0.848
0.795
0.807

0.854
0.862
0.720
0.764
0.617
0.689

0.947
0.943
0.881
0.878
0.837
0.839

Model II (case 1)

100
0.853
0.888
0.707
0.814
0.603
0.778

200
0.920
0.930
0.853
0.881
0.753
0.827

300
0.948
0.947
0.900
0.908
0.842
0.873

400
0.963
0.962
0.921
0.925
0.883
0.897

Model II(case 1)

100
0.864
0.896
0.749
0.819
0.687
0.799

200
0.916
0.930
0.830
0.862
0.794
0.840

300
0.943
0.950
0.898
0.915
0.842
0.873

400
0.957
0.961
0.904
0.918
0.862
0.886

Model IV (case 1)

100
0.844
0.877
0.731
0.808

200
0.915
0.930
0.843
0.873

300
0.946
0.953
0.881
0.901

400
0.959
0.964
0.916
0.927

Model I (case ii)
(p,n) 100 200 300
10  0.840 0.880 0.931
0.872 0.895 0.939
20 0.711 0.781 0.846
0.791 0.820 0.866
30 0.584 0.767 0.794
0.716 0.816 0.826

Model II (case ii)
(p,n) 100 200 300
10 0.249 0.258 0.247
0.131 0.101 0.084
20 0.128 0.141 0.121
0.097 0.059 0.042
30  0.086 0.086 0.085
0.100 0.049 0.032

Model III (case ii)
(p,n) 100 200 300
10 0365 0.383 0.373
0.243 0.192 0.173
20 0.181 0.189 0.184
0.160 0.106 0.078
30320.114 0.123 0.118
0.144 0.086 0.063

20

Model IV (case ii)

100
0.595
0.504
0.424
0.439

200
0.613
0.478
0.472
0.435

300
0.631
0.510
0.505
0.444

400
0.937
0.945
0.881
0.896
0.836
0.856

400
0.250
0.088
0.158
0.051
0.099
0.029

400
0.353
0.154
0.182
0.069
0.122
0.050

400
0.644
0.526
0.523
0.473



Table 10: The means of p? for estimating Gy|x among 100 repetitions with scenario 2.

Model II (case ii) Model III (case ii) Model IV (case ii)

(p,n) 100 200 300 400 100 200 300 400 100 200 300 400
10 0954 0951 0951 00951 0.824 0.820 0.825 0.826 0.933 0.939 0.938 0.941
20 0952 0951 0952 0952 0.817 0.825 0.825 0.823 0.937 0.939 0.941 0.939
30 0950 0950 0.951 0.952 0.836 0.821 0.825 0.821 0.935 0.939 0.940 0.939

Table 11: The number of correctly estimation for d among 100 repetitions with scenario 2.

Model I (case 1) Model I (case ii) Model II (case 1)

(p,n) 100 200 300 400 (p,n) 100 200 300 400 (p,n) 100 200 300 400
10 100 100 100 100 10 38 38 41 45 10 73 97 100 100
20 100 100 100 100 20 12 15 22 35 20 45 93 98 100
30 100 100 100 100 30 10 13 17 18 30 6 53 62 96

Model III (case 1) Model IV (case 1)
(p,n) 100 200 300 400 (p,n) 100 200 300 400
10 73 80 81 84 10 68 81 85 87

20 49 60 66 067 20 46 55 64 68
30 43 53 58 59 30 31 44 62 64
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Table 12: The means of r* and p? for estimating Sy|x among 100 repetitions with scenario 3.

20

30

(p,n)
10

20

30

20

30

20

Model I (case 1)

200
0.903
0.874
0.843
0.802
0.757
0.720

300
0.918
0.889
0.846
0.805
0.805
0.758

0.852
0.821
0.756
0.734
0.659
0.669

0.927
0.899
0.874
0.834
0.832
0.786

Model II (case 1)

100
0.932
0.925
0.852
0.877
0.776
0.853

200
0.965
0.957
0.927
0.922
0.888
0.892

300
0.974
0.966
0.950
0.940
0.926
0.919

400
0.981
0.975
0.967
0.958
0.945
0.936

Model III (case 1)

100
0.981
0.981
0.954
0.962
0.928
0.951

200
0.990
0.989
0.979
0.979
0.969
0.971

300
0.995
0.993
0.986
0.985
0.979
0.978

400
0.996
0.995
0.991
0.989
0.984
0.983

Model IV (case 1)

100
0.984
0.984
0.959
0.966

200 300
0.992 0.995
0.991 0.994
0.982 0.987
0.981 0.986

400
0.996
0.996
0.991
0.990

Model I (case ii)
(p,n) 100 200 300
10 0942 0.952 0.961
0.937 0.942 0.953
20 0.869 0915 0.928
0.877 0.908 0.922
30 0.846 0.880 0.898
0.870 0.882 0.890

Model II (case ii)
(p,n) 100 200 300
10 0562 0.562 0.582
0.584 0.568 0.571
20 0.504 0.523 0.517
0.566 0.572 0.566
30 0447 0.502 0.513
0.565 0.565 0.555

Model III (case ii)
(p,n) 100 200 300
10 0.568 0.577 0.578
0.668 0.653 0.646
20 0.497 0.522 0.520
0.663 0.638 0.637
30340476 0499 0.512
0.657 0.647 0.648

20

Model IV (case ii)

100
0.642
0.619
0.562
0.611

200
0.657
0.605
0.574
0.598

300
0.659
0.605
0.571
0.581

400
0.972
0.965
0.945
0.935
0.910
0.899

400
0.570
0.552
0.528
0.548
0.513
0.553

400
0.581
0.649
0.525
0.653
0.507
0.639

400
0.654
0.594
0.569
0.569



Table 13: The means of p* for estimating Gy|x among 100 repetitions with scenario 3.

Model II (case ii) Model III (case ii) Model IV (case ii)

(p,m) 100 200 300 400 100 200 300 400 100 200 300 400
10 0.886 0.888 0.889 0.8911 0.773 0.780 0.780 0.776 0913 0915 0918 0914
20 0.881 0.885 0.893 0.8848 0.770 0.774 0.777 0.774 0917 0915 0.918 0916
30 0901 0.892 0.886 0.8914 0.777 0.773 0.774 0.777 0915 0918 0918 0.918

Table 14: The number of correctly estimation for d among 100 repetitions with scenario 3.

Model I (case 1) Model I (case ii) Model II (case 1)

(p,n) 100 200 300 400 (p,n) 100 200 300 400 (p,n) 100 200 300 400
10 100 100 100 100 10 100 100 100 100 10 9 99 98 99
20 100 100 100 100 20 100 100 100 100 20 7695 99 100
30 100 100 100 100 30 97 98 100 100 30 28 81 96 100

Model III (case 1) Model IV (case 1)

(p,n) 100 200 300 400 (p,n) 100 200 300 400
10 98 99 100 100 10 100 100 100 100
20 98 97 98 100 20 100 100 100 100
30 96 96 99 99 30 100 100 100 100

35



Table 15: The means of r* and p? for estimating Sy|x among 100 repetitions with scenario 4.

20

30

(p,n)
10

20

30

20

30

20

Model I (case 1)

200
0.830
0.802
0.755
0.713
0.687
0.654

300
0.865
0.835
0.758
0.710
0.706
0.660

0.792
0.775
0.682
0.670
0.608
0.618

0.898
0.869
0.787
0.743
0.739
0.688

Model II (case 1)

100
0.907
0.913
0.808
0.853
0.725
0.825

200
0.947
0.942
0.906
0.904
0.866
0.879

300
0.966
0.957
0.937
0.929
0.908
0.904

400
0.975
0.967
0.955
0.944
0.935
0.925

Model III (case 1)

100
0.970
0.974
0.935
0.952
0.910
0.946

200
0.984
0.984
0.969
0.971
0.954
0.960

300
0.989
0.988
0.981
0.980
0.972
0.973

400
0.992
0.991
0.984
0.983
0.978
0.977

Model IV (case 1)

100 200 300
099 0.982 0.990
0974 0.982 0.989
0.931 0.972 0.981
0.950 0.974 0.981

400
0.992
0.991
0.984
0.983

Model I (case ii)
(p,n) 100 200 300
10 0.908 0.932 0.931
0.909 0.929 0.925
20 0.839 0.878 0.884
0.859 0.876 0.876
30  0.809 0.838 0.845
0.851 0.842 0.836

Model II (case ii)
(p,n) 100 200 300
10 0.580 0.589 0.585
0.640 0.616 0.610
20 0.505 0.531 0.531
0.604 0.613 0.612
30 0459 0.500 0.510
0.581 0.598 0.600

Model III (case ii)
(p,n) 100 200 300
10 0.620 0.634 0.652
0.710 0.713 0.716
20 0.535 0.551 0.561
0.711 0.709 0.694
30 36 0.501 0.528 0.536
0.713 0.707 0.693

(p,n)

20

Model IV (case ii)

100
0.687
0.675
0.587
0.665

200
0.702
0.656
0.606
0.639

300
0.697
0.653
0.599
0.622

400
0.932
0.925
0.890
0.879
0.874
0.863

400
0.585
0.601
0.536
0.598
0.524
0.605

400
0.660
0.713
0.567
0.700
0.532
0.686

400
0.700
0.652
0.612
0.629



Table 16: The means of p* for estimating Gy|x among 100 repetitions with scenario 4.

Model II (case ii) Model III (case ii) Model IV (case ii)

(p,n) 100 200 300 400 100 200 300 400 100 200 300 400
10 0.826 0.835 0.826 0.828 0.775 0.771 0.779 0.774 0.893 0.897 0.899 0.902
20 0.825 0.828 0.826 0.831 0.892 0.897 0.898 0.898 0.777 0.779 0.779 0.777
30 0.829 0.822 0.828 0.822 0.775 0.773 0.781 0.778 0.893 0.897 0.899 0.899

Table 17: The number of correctly estimation for d among 100 repetitions with scenario 4.

Model I (case 1) Model I (case ii) Model II (case 1)

(p,n) 100 200 300 400 (p,n) 100 200 300 400 (p,n) 100 200 300 400
10 100 100 100 100 10 98 99 100 100 10 84 100 99 100
20 100 100 100 100 20 98 98 100 100 20 80 99 100 100
30 100 100 100 100 30 94 99 100 100 30 29 92 99 100

Model III (case 1) Model IV (case 1)

(p,n) 100 200 300 400 (p,n) 100 200 300 400
10 100 99 100 99 10 100 100 100 100
20 96 100 100 100 20 99 100 100 100
30 94 94 95 98 30 97 100 100 100

37



B Additional Results for the Handwritten Digits Data

B.1 Application to Handwritten Digit Classes {1, 4, 7}

To further investigate the performance of our proposals and demonstrate its use in real ap-
plications, we now extract 1705 gray-scale images of three handwritten digit classes {1,4, 7} in
Figure 1, from the UCI Machine Learning Repository. This dataset contains a training group of
size 1163 and a testing group of size 542. Each digit was represented by an 8 x 8 pixel image.
The 4 x 8 bottom part of each image was taken as the predictors X, and the 4 x 8 upper half was

set as the responses Y.

1414110792400 IR0V AN THLL
(AL RYRLISAYRYALIVYRIAVEVA]

PATLST I OA PO O AT

Figure 6: The first row consists of the responses Y which are the upper halves of the image digits

{1,4,7}; The second row consists of the predictors X which are the bottom halves of the image

digits {1, 4, 7}; The third row consists of the whole image digits {1, 4, 7}.

For image digits {1, 4, 7}, we also include projective resampling approach in combination
with three classical methods, sliced inverse regression, sliced average variance estimation and
directional regression for comparisons. And we adopt three different distance metrics for our
proposals: the Euclidean distance, the distance metric learned by the Local Linear Embedding
(Roweis & Saul (2000)), the distance metric learned by the Isomap approach (Tenenbaum et al.
(2009)). Similar to the conclusion drawn from the application to image digits {0, 8,9}, we again

find that our proposals provide valid and useful information for classification as seen from Figure
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2 and 3, especially for the nonlinear approach in combination with Isomap.
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Figure 7: The first row consists of the scatter plots for the training data via projective resampling
based SIR, SAVE and DR, respectively. The second row consists of the scatter plots based on our
linear proposal with Euclidean distance, LLE and Isomap, respectively. The third row consists
of the scatter plots based on our nonlinear proposal with Euclidean distance, LLE and Isomap,

respectively. (red: 1; green: 4;blue: 7.)
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Figure 8: The first row consists of the perspective plots for the first two sufficient predictors for
the testing data by SIR, SAVE and DR, respectively. The second row consists of the perspective
plots for the testing data based on our linear proposal with Euclidean distance, LLE and Isomap,
respectively. The third row consists of the perspective plots for our nonlinear proposal with

Euclidean distance, LLE and Isomap, respectively. (red: 1; green: 4;blue: 7.)



B.2 Structural Dimension Determination

Figure 9: The vertical axis in the panel (a) and (b) represents a combination of the measures

about eigenvalues and eigenvectors, g, (k), for digits groups: {0,8,9} and {1,4,7}, respectively.

0.5
1

0.4
0.4
1

(k)
0.3
(k)

0.2
1
0.2
1

0.1
0.1

(a) The ladle plot (b) The ladle plot

For the handwritten digits data, we apply the ladle estimator with the distance metric learned
by the Isomap method. Figure 4 displays the ladle plot for digits {0,8,9} and {1, 4,7} respec-
tively. We find that in both cases the ladle estimator yields d = 3 or 4. And from the scatter plots
accumulated, we know that the first two sufficient predictors already provide useful information

for image digits separation.
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C Proofs of Theoretical Results

C.1 Proof of Proposition 1
Proposition 6. A is positive semidefinite. Assume the linearity condition holds true, then
Span {Z7'A} C Syx.

Proof. To prove the proposition, we introduction a fact that exists a separable R-Hilbert space H
and a mapping ¢ : 2 — H such that VY, Y’ € H, d(Y,Y") = [|¢(Y) — ¢(Y")||3,, as shown by
Schoenberg (1937,11938). Let 5, (1) = E¢(Y'). For Ya € R?,a # (0,...,0)", we have

a’Aa = —FE{{a" X' = EX))d(Y,Y")}
oY) — (Y"1}
(Y) —o(Y"), 0(Y) — oY)}

O(Y) = By(p) + By(p) — oY),

X' —EX

(a( ).a ( )
(a( ).a ( )
= —FB{{a"(X - EX),a" (X' — EX)){
(a” ( ).a (X' — EX))
(V) — By(p) + By(p) — o(Y')) }
= 2B{(a" (X — EX),a" (X' = EX))(¢(Y) = By(n), o(Y") = By())}

= 2{Bla"(X - EX) @ (6(Y) = By(w)]}* 2 0
Therefore, A is a semidefined matrix. By double expectation, we have

~STE((X — EX)(X — EX)Td(Y,Y"))
= Y 'E(B(X - E(X|Y)E(X'— E(X|Y')Td(Y,Y")),

By the property of SIR, we have X' E(X — E(X|Y)) € Sy|x. The proof is completed. O
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C.2 Proof of Theorem 1

Theorem 4. Assume the linearity condition and the singular values \;’s are distinct for { =

1,...,d. In addition, assume that Ed*(Y,Y") < oo and X has finite fourth moment, then

n2(B, — B,) = N (0,, 20,

asn — oo, where 3, = cov{T,(X,Y)}.

(C.10)

The following lemmas are needed before we prove Theorem 1. Let E(X) = p, X =

nP Y X;and 8 = nt 1 (X — X)(X; — X)7. Lemma Tl provides the asymptotic expan-

sion of &. Its proof is obvious and thus omitted.

Lemma 1. Assume X has finite fourth moment. Then
~ 1 <&
Y- =-) I(X; —1/2
2 ST +on(n™),

where I'(X;) = (X; — p)(X; — p)T — 2.

Let A = —E{(X — p)(X' — )Td(Y,Y")} and

1

A=

1<i#j<n

Lemma 2l provides the asymptotic expansion of A.

Lemma 2. Assume X has finite fourth moment. Then
~ 1 <
A=A=-)OX.Y; -1/
n — ( ) ) + OP(n )7

where the exact form of ©(X;,Y;) is provided in the proof.
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(C.13)



Proof. First we decompose A in (CI2) as A = UM + U@ 4+ UG + UW, where

~ 1
(CO— § S o NTAY Y
U - n(n o 1) oy (XZ M)(XJ :U’) d(}/;7}/;>7
~ 1
2) _ § : o .\ Y.
R ) . (C.14)
@G- - E ( )\ — Y.
~ 1
UD = ———— N (- (@—p)rdY;,Y;).
mYp— gﬁj (=) = p)d(Yi,Y))

Let A(l) (Xla Y;'a Xj7 Y}) = _(XZ_M)(XJ_M)TCZ()/Z’ Y;) and denote Agl) (1’, y) = E{A(l) (X7 Y> xZ, y)}

For the first term, we have

. 1
UY —A=—— ) {AD(X,,Y;, X,,Y;) — A}
n(n—1) ; 7

I~ ) 1
= — 5 YG) — — 0 Y
- Ei:l:{Al (X;,Y;) = A} + D) ;#:A(X )

(C.15)

where

AX, Y3 X5, Y5) = {AD(XG, Y3, X, Y5) = A (X0 Y0) )

Jr =)
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By simple calculation,

1
E AXZa}/Z 2
||n(n_l); (X VI
= (X3, Yo, X5, V) ) (————
T S AT T S

_ (n - 1)( )( ) (E(A(X,Y,X/,Y/)A(X//,Y”,XW,Y”/)))

n?(n —1)2
n(n—1)(n—2)

+ tr(E(A(X,Y, X", Y)A(X,Y, X", Y")))

n?(n —1)?
n(n —1)
n?(n —1)32
n(n—1)(n — 2)

tr(E(AX,Y, X", YHA(X,Y, X", Y")))

_ tr(B(BE(AX,Y, X', Y")| X, V)E(A(X,Y, X", Y")|X,Y)))

n?(n —1)2
L r(BAX,Y, X, Y)A(X,Y, X', Y")))

n(n —1)

1

_|_

= tr(BAX,Y, X, Y)A(X,Y, X', Y")) = O(n"?)

n(n —1)

we get ooty 30,5 A(XG, YD) = Oy(nh).
Lety = E{(X — p)d(Y,Y’)}. Note that

LSO - (v Y) s 0.

n(n—1) oy

It follows that

Similarly we have
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Note that U@ = op(n="/2). (CI3), (C16) and (C17) together lead to (CI3), where O(X;, Y;) =
AP (X, Y0) = A (X = d" +9(X; — )T,
By algebra calculations, we have

—

M—-M = STA-S"A=C"=S DA+ A - A) +0,(n )
= YE DS TA+ Y A= A) +0,(n7?)

n

= SR - (X - )T - DS
oy S (= ) = ) Y) = )
i#]

+X 7 (= X)) + 27— X)T + 0,(n71/?)

= YR - (X - )T - DS

1 n
SN2 AW X Y = A
+”,§:1 (A (X5,Y;) — A)

+5 7 (= X9 + 270 — X)T + 0,(n71/?)

1 n
= - > H(X:,Yi) + op(n77?)

i=1

where
HX)Y) = =S7H((X —p)(X —p)" (C.18)

~D)E A+ 5 AP (X,Y) = A)

+5 7 (= X)) + (- X)T

Simple calculations lead to
MMT — MMT = S7HA—A)ATS 4+ (S =2 HAATS !
+Y AN E T =S ) + S TAA — A) TR
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Observe that )\, and /3, satisfy the following singular value decomposition equation:
MM, = \jBy, and £=1,....p,
Hence,
STIAATE T8, = A2B,, and £ =1,...,p,
where 3 3, = 1 and 5} f3 , = 0for £ # ). Similarly, in the sample level, we have
STIAANTS T8, = A28, and L =1,... p;

where 3} 3, = 1 and 3} 3 , = 0 for £ # 5. The singular value decomposition form in the sample

level implies that
NHA = MATS I8, + (57— 2 HAATS 1B, (C.19)
+ STIAATET =28, 4+ S AA = A)TS 8, + STAATS (B, — 8,)
= AZ(XZ — o) B+ (Xé — Xe) Ay + A?(Bg — B,) + o,(n"1?)

for ¢ =1,...,p. Multiply both sides of (C.19) by 37 , we get from the left

BIS Y A= MATS 4+ (S =S HAATS L+ S TAAT (S =5
+ STAA = A)TS Y8, = (e — Ao) 4+ (A — A A + 0,(n/?)

which further suggests that

T
M = M+ f—i[z—l(/\ —MATE T 4 (B -2 HAATE ! (C.20)
¥4

+ STAANTE T =)+ 2TAA = A)TS B, + 0p(n?)

By lemma A.2 of I(Cook & Ni (2005), we know that
ST oy = T (E D)2 4o, (n1?)
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Hence, equation (C.20) becomes

T
A = AN+ 25—;[2—1(/& — MATY T TS - D)xtAATE !
Y4

— STAATETHE - DS+ A — AT, 4 0, (n1?)

1 & _
- A”JFE;(’EWFO;)(TL 1/2)

where
T
Cin, = 25—;[2—1@()(@-, YOATS ™ - S0 (XG) ST AN !
¢
— YTIAATETIN(X)E T + 2TTAO(X, YR B, + 0, (n7 )
Now we return to the expansion of Bg. Since (8y,...,8,) is a basis if RP, there exists c;; for

j=1,...,p, such that 3, — 3, = > ey and cg5 = O, (n~1/2). We will derive the explicit
form of ¢;; in the next step. Note that (C.I9) can be rewritten as

p
(STAANTST = AD)D eB; (C.21)

i=1

A = A8+ v = A)AB, + [E7H (A — AATS !

+ (BT = THAATS T+ STAAT(ET - 2T + BTIAA - A)TE T8,

A = N\e) By + e = M)Ay + [S7HA — A)ATE

— IS oD IAATE T S TIAATE NS - D) S IAA — AR B,

= MG = 2B+ (e = MNB+ 5 D GlX Y

1=1

where

C(X3,Y) = YO(X, V)AL — ST (X)X TAATE !
— YTIAATYTII(X)E T 4+ 2TTAO(XG, V)R
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Multiply both sides of (C.21)) by ﬂf (j # 1), we can get from the left

T . .
s = %Z B; C(Xi, Y3) By

L (€22)
NN

1=1

AT~
In addition, 87 8, = /3, 3, = 1 indicates that
p p
0= ;B B+ B> e
j=1 j=1

which further implies that ¢,y = 0. We define

25 = COV(T@(X, Y)), (C23)
_ p ﬁJBJTCZ(va)ﬁZ
where p x 1 random vector To(X,Y) = >0, ., =57 Then plug (C22) and (C.II)
) 5 ¢
into (C.13)), and we get
~ 1 <&
Br=0B¢+ = Z Yo(X:,Y;) + op(n?) (C.24)
e
The conclusion is then straightforward via the central limit theorem. O

C.3 Proof of Theorem 2

Theorem 5. Assume Ed*(Y,Y') < oo and X has finite fourth moment. And suppose Assump-
tions (1)—(2) hold, then

P{lim P,(d = d|D)=1} =1,
n—o0
where D = {(X1, Y1), (X2,Y3), ...} is a sequence of independent copies of (X,Y).

Proof. The singular value of M are square root of the corresponding eigenvalue of matrix MMT.

Moreover, the left singular vectors are the same as the eigenvectors of MMT. Then we apply

Theorem 2 in[Luo & Li (2016) to get the desired result. (|
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C.4 Proof of Proposition 2

Proposition 7. A x x: is a bounded linear and self-adjoint operator. For any f, g € Hx,

(f: Axxrghax = —E{(f(X) = Ef(X))(g(X) — Eg(X"))d(Y,Y")}.

Moreover, there exists a separable R-Hilbert space H and a mapping ¢ : () — H such that

(f Axx flax = 2{B[(f(X) = Ef(X)(6(Y) = ES(Y))]}* = 2(cov[f(X), 6(Y)])*,

Proof. For arbitrary f, g € Hx, we have

[(fihxxgnxl < Bl ((5x (5 X) = px) @ (5x (4, X) = iy )d(Y, Y"))g)au |
= E{[(f rx (-, X) = px ) [[{Ex (- X7) = pix, 9)aes [d(Y, Y)}
< 1 F gl Bl (- X) = pus kix (-, X) = p ) (B (Y, Y1)/
= || fllsec N9l (Brx (X, X) — p3)(Bd* (Y, Y"))"?
Since
e < (Ellrx (- X) Iy )? = (Brx (X, X)V?)? < Brx (X, X) < oo,

and Ed*(Y,Y") < oo. Therefore, A xx- is a bounded liner and self-adjoint operator.

(fdxx@ny = —E(f ((x(X) — px) @ (5x (1 X') — pux)d(Y,Y"))g)ay
= _E{<fa '%X(UX) - :uX>HX <KJX(" X/) - :uXag>de(Y> Y/)}
= —BE{(f(X) - Ef(X))(9(X") — Eg(X")d(Y,Y")}

For arbitrary f € Hx, we have

(fidxxflauxe = —(f E((5x (1, X) = px) @ (rx (4 X7) = px)d(Y, V7)) fas
= —B{(f, (5x (-, X) = p1x) ® (x (-, X) = px)) P [0(Y) — (V)13
= 2B{(f(X) = Ef(X), f(X) = Ef(X )2 (V) = By (1), oY) = By (1))ne}
= 2{B(/(X) - Ef(X))® (6(Y) = By(m)}* = 0
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Therefore, A xx- is a semidefined operator. [

C.5 Proof of Proposition 3
Proposition 8. Suppose assumptions (3)—(5) hold, then

ﬁ{z)_(lXAXX/} C gY\X-
Proof. Firstly, we show that

ran(Axxr) € Yxx0Gy|x
which is equivalent to

(EXXQY|X)L C ran(Axx)*

Since Tan(Axx: )t = ker(Axx), where ker(Axx/) denotes nuclear space generated by the op-

erator A x y, it suffices to show that
(ExxGyix)" C ker(Axx).
Now we define G4y x, we get
(ExxGooryx) " C ker(Ayx). (C.25)
Let f € (SxxGys(vyx)"- Then, for all g € Gyy) x, we have

<f7 2XXg>7—lX = COU{f(X),g(X)} = 0.

Because g is measurable with respect to My x, we have g(X) = E[g(X )| Mgy x]. And

cov{f(X), Elg(X)[ M) x|}
= E[f(X)E[g(X)[Mypyx]] = ELf(X)]Elg(X)]
= EE[J(X)[Myr)x]g(X)] = E[f(X)]E[g(X)]
= cou{E[f(X)|Mayyx], 9(X)}
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The second equation is based on the property of double expectation. Since Gy(y) x is dense in
Ly(Px| My x) modulo constants, there exists a sequence { f,, € Gy(yyx } such thatvar|f,(X)—
f(X)] — 0. Then

cov{ E[f(X)[ Moy x], [o(X)} = E{E[f(X) My x1fa(X)} = E[f(X)]E[fo(X)] =
(C.26)
On the other hand,

cou{ B[f(X)|[Mpyx], fu(X)} = coo{ E[f(X)[Mypx], F(X)} (C.27)
= cov{ E[f(X)[Mor)x], E[f(X) Mgy x]}

Combining (C.26) and (C.27), we have
var{ E[f(X)|Mypx]} =0

This implies that E[f(X)|Mgy)x] = constant almost surely. Since M vy x is sufficient, we
have E[f(X)Myw)x] = E[f(X)[¢(Y), Mgy x]. So E[f(X)[p(Y), My x] = constant
almost surely. Consequently, £[f(X)|¢(Y)] = constant almost surely.

SxxBllrx (4 X) = px) @ (kx (-, X7) = px)d(Y,Y)]
= DY El(rx (- X) = px) @ (bx (- X') = px)[6(Y) — o(Y")I[3]
= SxxE{E[(rx (- X) — px)lo(Y)] @ El(kx (-, X") — ux)|o(Y)6(Y) — o(Y)|17.]}

We can get
El(rx( X") = ux) oY f = E[f(X)[(Y)] — px (f(X) =0
Therefore, Axx:f = 0. Then we have proved (C.23)).
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By (C.23)), we have
ran(Axx/) € XxxGs(v)x,
which implies Sy ran(Axx/) € G4y x. Note that
Seran(Axx) = {SYf: f=Axxg.9€ Ho) )
= {EXkAxxg: 9 € Hyr)} = ran(ExxAxx)

Then, because G,y x is closed, we have ran(SyAxxr) C Go(v) X -

Finally, we will show Gy vy x € Gy|x. Itis easy to find that
Y 1L XGyix = o(Y) 1L X[Gyv)x

Therefore, we have G4y x € Gy|x. The proof is completed. O

C.6 Proof of Proposition 4

Proposition 9. Suppose assumptions (3)—(5) hold and Gy\x is complete. Then,
man { Yy Axx | = Gyix.

Proof. Form Proposition 8] we know Tan(Axx/) C XxxGy|x. Therefore, we only need to
show Xy yGy|x C Tan(Axy), or equivalently, ker(Axx) C (ZxxGyx)*. Let f € ker(Axix).
Then Ax/xf = 0, which implies that X/, Ax'xf = 0. By the proof of Proposition [§ we
have E(f(X)| Mgy x) = constant. Since Mgy )x C Myx, we have E(f(X)|Myx) =

constant. It follows that, for any g € ¥ x xGy|x, we have

cov(f(X),g9(X)) = cov(f(X), E(9(X)|Myx)) = cov(E(f(X)|My|x), 9(X)) = 0.
Thatis, f € (XxxGy| x)*. The proof is completed. O
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C.7 Proof of Theorem 3

Theorem 6. Suppose assumptions (3)—~(7) hold. In addition, assume that Ed*(Y,Y") < oo, then

asmn — oo
Vixr = Viexorllms = 0p(1), [(@y, % )ms| = 1,
I{A1(X) = A} = {A(X) = EAX)}—0,
where || -|| in this theorem is the standard Ly norm to measure the distance of functions and || - || us

denotes the Hilbert-Schmidt norm.

To prove this theorem, we need the following lemmas.

Lemma 3. The cross-covariance operator A x x is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator, and its Hilbert-

Schmidt norm is given by

Axxrlls = (B{(rx( X) = pyx) ® (rx (. X') — px)d(Y,Y")},
E{(rx(,X) = px) ® (ix(, X') = px)d(Y, Y")})
= Exxyy Exnxoymym[((6x (. X) = px), (5x ( X7) = px))aex
((hx( X) = ), (5ix ( X™) = px) o d(Y, YY", Y™)]
= N Exxovy[(rx (. X) = px) (k5 ( X7) = i) AV Y )] B
where (X,Y),( X", Y"), (X", Y") and (X", Y") are independently and identically with distribu-

tion Pxy.

From the facts Hx C Ly(Px), the law of large numbers implies for each f € H,

nh_{IOlO(f, KXX’f)HX = (f, Axx/ fax

in probability. Moreover, the central limit theorem shows that the above convergence rate is of
order O,(n~'/2). The following lemma shows the tight uniform result that ||/A\ xx — Axx/||lus

converges to zero in the order of O, (n"1/2).
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Lemma 4. Under the Assumption 3 and Ed*(Y,Y") < oo, we have

[Axx: — Axx| s = Op(n™Y?)

Proof. Write for simplicity n = kx (-, X) — puy and F = Hx ® Hx. Thenny,...,n, are i.i.d.

random elements in H x. Lemma [3implies

~ 1
2 _ - -
Rxxlts = ||n(n_1)§j Ejns

i#]

Then we can derive that

<AXX’7 KXX’>HS

— Ep Y], S - L Zns

n(n —1
( ) i#j
From these equations, we have

Axx — Axxr |l s

= |Axx|lfs — 2{Axx, KXX/)HS + ||AXX'||12HS

= Hﬁz ——Zﬂs ——Zﬂs Y;,

i#]
- ||%Z<nmjd<m,m Elpfd(Y,Y")))
n(n—1) oy
—[(%Zﬁs ZUS Zd 2 j
s=1 Z#J
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n(n—1)Z

Z A3, V)|l

__Z/r/s 27 ]

V)] = Elnn'd(Y, Y")]|IF

>+ n)d(YL, i)z



which provides an upper bound

IAxx — Axx|lms
n

< gy S (YY) = Elal (v, YD
i#]
HIC S ml I Zm S oY)
s=1 2#)
—ﬁDmm)dmmuH
i#]
- HﬁZ(mmd(Yqu) Elpld(y Y]
i#]
+H—Zml|al| Z (Y, V) |l

k##]

By simple calculation, we obtain

n

Bll =y S (V2. ;) = Bl (¥ Y] I3
i#]

1

= 3 Blan (% Y5) — Bl d(Y,Y')] (Vi Y:) — Bl

_ 2
(n—1)*, S
C / ! / ! /! 124 / !
= fEOm dY,Y') = Elgn/'d(Y,Y"),nn"d(Y,Y") — Elp/d(Y,Y")]) »

+ﬁEHrm’d(Y, Y') = Elpnd(Y,Y")]||%
= O(n™)

because E||nn'd(Y,Y")||3, < oo by assumption 3 and Fd*(Y,Y”) < oo

1 — 1 B
B> nl = - Elnlls = 0™

s=1
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d(Y,Y")])F

(C.29)



Since End(Y,Y") = En"Ed(Y,Y’) = 0. By the law of large numbers, for any f, g € Hx, we

have

lim (g, (n,d(Y;, ¥5)) faex = (9, (7" d(Y, Y) f)rx (C.30)

n— o0

in probability. Combining (C.28)), (C.29) and (C.30), we have

1Axxr — Axxr|lmrs = Op(n~?)

0

Lemma 5. Let ¢, be a positive number such that €,, — 0 (n — o0). Then, for the i.i.d. sample

(X1, Y7),...,(X,, Yy,), we have

1

||‘7XX’ - (ZXX + 5n[)_1/2AXX’A§(X’(ZXX + E"I)_1/2H - Op(g3/2nl/2)

Proof. The left hand side term can be decomposed as

Vix — (Sxx +end) VP Axx Ny (Sxx + 1) "2
= [Sxx+ed)™? = (Sxx +end) YAy x N oo (Sxx + end) "2
+ (Oxx +ed) P Axx — Axx | A (Exx + )7
+ (Sxx +end) P Axx Ry — Mx) (Sxx + D)7
+ (Oxx + ) PAx o N [(Sxx +end) V2 = (Sxx + 1) (C31)

From the equation

A-Y2 _g12 A—1/2(BS/2 _ A3/2)B—3/2 (A B)B_3/2.
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The first term in the right hand of the equation can be written

[(Sxx +end) ™ = (Sxx + end) YAy x N o (Sxx + end) 2
= {Sxx 4 d) A (Sxy + ) — Sxx +enl)*?)
—F(iXX — Exx)}(ixx + EnI)_3/2KXX’K§(X/(iXX + €n[)_1/2

From (Sxx +e,0)" Y2 < en2 |(Sxx + end) V2 Axx Ny (Sxx + end)~12|| < C and

Lemma 8 in|[Fukumizu et al. (2007). The norm of the above operator is bounded from above by

1P| Sxx + e [P} + 1} Exx — Sxx

= 0y,

For the second term, we have

1

(Xxx + €n[)_1/2[KXX’ - AXX’]K;(X/(EXX + €n])_1/2 = Op(g n1/2)

The third and fourth terms are similar to the second and first terms. Correspondingly, their bounds

are Op( 7z L) and O,( 7 1/2) respectively. O

Lemma 6. Assumption Vxx. is compact. Then for a sequence ¢,, — 0,

||(2x)( -+ En[)_l/zAXX/A}X/(EXX + En])_1/2 — VXX’H = Op(l)

Proof. An upper bound of the left hand side of the assertion is given by

{(Sxx +enl) ™2 = S A x 0 N o (Sxx + enl) 2 (C.32)

+ ISP A N {(Sxx + 2ad) V2 = S
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The first term of (C.32)) is bounded by
I{(Sxx + D)2V — ISP Ax o N o S0 (C.33)

Note that the range ¥} PAxx A\ Y X,ZE(%Z is included in R(X x x ). Let v be an arbitrary element
in R(EXX Ax xr A X,E_1/2)ﬂR(EXX). Then there exists u € Hyx such that v = Yyxu.

Noting that X x x and (Xxx + €,1)'/? are commutative, we have

{(Sxx +2ad) 285 — Dol
= |{(Sxx +ead)28Y% — I} Sxxcullr,
= [|(Sxx + ead) T PEYRASYY — (Sxx + D)8 Rty
< IBY% — Sxx + enDVIE -

Yxx +enl — Yxx in norm means that (Xxx + £,1)"/? — Z%?{ in norm, the convergence
{(Zxx + 5nI)_1/22¥§( —I}v—0 (n— o0)

holds for all v € R(X5 1/2AXX1A X,E_l/z) NR(Xxx). Because ~'A xy is compact, Lemma

9 in [Fukumizu et al! (2007) shows (C.33) converges to zero. The convergence of second term in

(C32) can be proved similarly. O

Lemma 7. Let A be a compact positive operator on a Hilbert space H, and A,(n € N)
be bounded positive operators on H such that A, converges to A in norm. Assume that the
eigenspace of A corresponding to the largest eigenvalue is one-dimensional spanned by a unit

eigenvector ¢, and the maximum of the spectrum of A,, is attained by a unit eigenvector f,. Then

[(fn> @)l = 1 (n = 00).
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Proof. Because A is compact and positive, the eigen-decomposition

A= ZP#@‘@% )
i=1

holds, where p; > p, > p; > --- > 0 are eigenvalues and {1, } is the corresponding eigenvectors
so that {1}, } is the CONS of H.
Let 0, = [(fn, ¥1)%|. We have

(o Afdn = prlfurtb +Zp, far

< ol far )3 + P2( — (fa:¥01)3) = P10y + pa(1 — 62).

On the other hand, the convergence

|<.fn7A.fn> - <?/)17A?/)1>H| < |<fn7A.fn>'H - <fn>An.fn>H| + |<fnaAnfn>H - <wlaA¢1>H|
IA = Anlls + [ Anllz = [|All2] — 0

IN

implies that (f,,, Af,) must converges to p,. These two facts, together with p, > p,, result in
o — 1.

From the norm convergence ), A,Q,, — QAQ, where (), and Q are the orthogonal pro-
jections onto the orthogonal complements of f,, and f, respectively, we have convergence of the
eigenvector corresponding to the first eigenvalue. It is not difficult to obtain convergence of the

eigenspaces corresponding to the mth eigenvalue in a similar way. O

of Theorem 3. The first and second equations are proved by Lemma[3 and[6l Now we prove the
third equation. Without loss of generality, we can assume 12)1 — 1, in H x. The squared Ly (Py)

distance between f, — Ef1(X) and f; — Ef,(X) is given by

ISV (A — I3, = ISR Al — 2000 S f)a + 1013, -
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Thus, it suffices to show E;(/i fl converges to 1, € Hyx in probability. We have

IS8 =il < ISXAExx +eal) ™2 = (Sxx +ead) 231l
+ ISR (Sxx +ead) ™2 (0 = )l
+ IS (Sxx + end) ™20 — [y (C.34)
Using the same argument as in the bound of the first term of (C.31)), the first term in (C34)) is

shown to converge to zero. The second term obviously converges to zero. Similar to Lemma [6]

the third term converge to zero, which completes the proof. ]

C.8 Proof of Proposition 4

Proposition 10. Let K,, be the n x n kernel matrix whose (i, j)th element is kx(X;, X;). Denote
Jy, as the n x n matrix whose elements are all one. Define Gx = (I, — J,/n)K,(I,, — J,/n)
and let Dy be the n x n matrix whose (i, j)th element is d(Y;,Y;). Then we have Gxoy = 7,

where 7y, is the (th eigenvector of the following matrix
(GX + €n]n)_lGnyGnyGx(GX + 5nIn)_1~
Proof. The subspace ra—n(/A\ xx) is spanned by the set

CX = {K'X('aXi)_En/{X('aX):Z‘: 17"'?”}: {771"~~a77n}‘

Define [-|c, as the coordinate representation about the system Cx. Note that the member of
this spanning system are not linearly independent because their summation is the zero function.
We in the next find the coordinate representation of A XX/

[—Axxmlex = (n(n—1)) Z M @ 0, d(Ye, Y))15)ex
ket

n

= (n(n = 1) _Imex n)é, d(Ye, Y)Gx)[njlex
k£t
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Because 7, is simply the ith member of the spanning system Cx, we have [1;]c,, = e;. Moreover,

n n

(s = x (X, X5) =07 T hx (X, Xi) =07t ) ra (X, Xp) 077 Y Y kx(X, X))
=1 k=1 k=1 I=1

Therefore, the Gram matrix of the set Cx is Gx = (I, — J,,/n) K, (I, — J,/n). Then

[—Axxmiley = (n(n = 1) exel d(Yi, Y)))Gxe; = DyGye;

kit
[~Axxdex = (FAxxmlexs - [FAxxmlex) = DxGxl(er, ... en) = Dy G
Similarly, we can get [i xxJey = Gx. The proof is completed. O
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