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Abstract

Invariant coordinate selection (ICS), introduced by [Tyler et al.|(2009), is a powerful tool to find
potentially interesting projections of multivariate data. In some cases, some of the projections pro-
posed by ICS come close to really interesting ones, but little deviations can result in a blurred view
which does not reveal the feature (e.g. a clustering) which would otherwise be clearly visible. To
remedy this problem, we propose an automated and localized version of projection pursuit (PP), cf.
Huber| (1985)). Precisely, our local search is based on gradient descent applied to estimated differen-
tial entropy as a function of the projection matrix.

*Work supported by Swiss National Science Foundation.

1 Projection pursuit

Suppose our data consists of vectors 1, x2,...,x, € RP, and we view these as independent
copies from a random vector X with unknown distribution P. If p € {1, 2, 3}, there are various
ways to display the data graphically and find interesting structures, e.g. two or more separated
clusters or manifolds close to which the data are concentrated. If we use a particular method to
visualize data sets in dimension d € {1,2,3} but p > d, we want to find a d-dimensional linear
projection of the data which exhibits interesting structure. This task has been coined “projection
pursuit” (PP) by [Friedman & Tukey| (1974). We also refer to the excellent discussion papers of
Huber| (1985)) and Jones & Sibson|(1987) for different aspects and variants of this paradigm.

More formally, if the distribution P has been standardized already in some way, our goal is
to determine a matrix A € RP*? with orthonormal columns such that the distribution P4 of
AT X is “interesting”. In what follows, such a matrix A € R? xd thatis, ATA =1 4, 1s called a
“(d-dimensional) projection matrix”, and the distribution P, is called a “projection of P (via A)”.

An obvious question is how to measure whether a distribution @ on R? is “interesting”. To
answer this, let us summarize some of the considerations of [Huber| (1985). Suppose that () has
density g with respect to d-dimensional Lebesgue measure. Shannon’s (differential) entropy of )
is defined as

HQ) = - / log(g())g () dy.
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It is well-known that among all distributions ) with given mean vector g € R? and nonsingular
covariance matrix X € R?*?, the Gaussian distribution Ny(, ) is the unique maximizer of
H(Q). Coming back to the distribution P, that its projection () = P4 is non-interesting if it is
Gaussian is also supported by the so-called Diaconis—Freedman effect, cf. Diaconis & Freedman
(1984). Under mild assumptions on P, most projections P4 look Gaussian. Precisely, if A is
uniformly distributed on the manifold of all d-dimensional projection matrices, then for fixed d,

Pa —wp Ng(0,I;) asp— oo, p | X|> =p 1, p ' XX —p0,

where X is an independent copy of X; see also Diimbgen & Del Conte-Zerial| (2013).

In view of these considerations, a possible strategy is to find a projection matrix A such that
H(A'z,...,ATx,) is minimal, where H(y,...,y,,) is an estimator of H((Q), based on ob-
servations Y, ...,Y, € RY,

In the present paper, we focus on the entropy H (Q) and the estimated entropy H (y1, . .., y,,).
As discussed by|Huber|(1985)), Jones & Sibson|(1987) and many other authors, there are numerous
proposals of “PP indices” measuring how interesting a distribution ) or the empirical distribution
of yy,...,y, is. As explained at the end of Section ] our local search method can be easily
adapted to different PP indices.

2 Invariant coordinate selection as a starting point

Invariant coordinate selection (ICS), introduced as a generalization of independent component
analysis by [Tyler et al.| (2009), may be described as a two-step procedure. In a first step, the

centered raw observations 7™, ..., x;*" are standardized by means of some scatter estimator
o = Bo(xP,...,x}?") € RETP ., where RE'P , stands for the set of symmetric, positive

definite matrices in RP*P. Having determined 39 = BB, we replace the raw observations
x;*" with the standardized observations x; := B 1:1:?‘”. Strictly speaking, these standardized
observations x; are no longer stochastically independent, but this is not essential for the subsequent

considerations.

To the preprocessed observations x; we apply a different estimator of scatter to obtain s =

Sz, ... ,acp) e REZP 1~ Now we compute a spectral decomposition 3 =3P Ny with
eigenvalues A\; > --- > )\, > 0 and an orthonormal basis 1, ..., u, of RP. Then the resulting

invariant coordinates correspond to the mappings
R? > 2™ — 4, Bj'a™ e R, 1<k<p.

The results of [Tyler et al.| (2009) suggest to look at the d + 1 particular projection matrices

Ay =[Gy ... bg],
Al = |:’lA,l,1 ce ’lA,l;d_l ﬁp],
Ag = [Up_ayr ... Up),



that is, the columns of Ay, are the vectors u; with 1 < ¢ < d—korp—k < i < p. One could
also consider all (%) matrices

A = [’&1(1) s i”i(d)] with 1 <i(l) <--- <i(d) <p.

3 Estimation of entropy

For given observations ¥, ..., ¥y, € R% with unknown distribution @ and density g, a standard
estimator of g would be a kernel density estimator with standard Gaussian kernel,

an(y) = n""Y only—y,),
j=1

where ¢, (y) := h~%(h~y) with ¢(y) := (2m)~ % exp(—||y|>/2), and h = h(n) > 0 is some
bandwidth to be specified later. Then a possible estimator of H (@) is given by

n
H(yy,. ., y,) = —n "> loggn(y,)-
=1

Note that H (-) is continuously differentiable with

A~ A~

H(y1+517?yn+6n) :H(y177yn)
4 oplp2 zn: Z?:l(ai - ‘ij)T(yz‘ - yj)¢h(yi - yj)
i—1 Zj:l on(y; — yj)
+ O(161]” + -+ 16a]1%)

as d1,...,0, — 0,because ¢, (y + ) = —h=28 "yéu(y) + O(||6]|?) as § — 0. This expansion
will be useful for local optimization.

The smoothing parameter h has an impact, of course. Suppose that the underlying distribution
@ is the standard Gaussian N/;(0, I4). Then the expected value of §(y) equals ¢y 2)1/2(y), the

density of the convolution of @ and Ny (0, h%I,). Hence, H(yy,...,y,) may be viewed as an
estimator of

_/loggb(th)uz(y)qb(y)dy = (d/2)((1 +h?) " +1log(1 + h?) +log(27)). (1)

4 Local optimization

For our purposes it is convenient to over-parametrize the search problem by writing
A =UIl 2)

with an orthogonal matrix U € RP*P and the standard projection matrix

_ |Ma pxd
n [ e
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which reduces a vector & € RP to its subvector TT' = = (x;)%_,. Instead of looking for a suit-
able projection matrix A directly, we are looking for a suitable orthogonal matrix U such that
ﬁ(HTUTxl, ..., JITU "&,) is particularly small.

For a rigorous description of the local search strategy, we need to introduce some notation and
geometry. Recall first that any matrix space RP*? becomes a Euclidean space by means of the inner
product (B, C) := trace(B'C) = i ; BijCij. and the resulting norm is the Frobenius norm

IBllr = (3=, B? )1/2 In the special case of p = g, it is well-known that RP*? is the sum of the
orthogonal linear spaces REy:#: and Rgnt’f of symmetric and antisymmetric matrices, respectively.
Indeed, any matrix A € RP*P can be written as A = Agym + Aunei With the symmetric matrix
Agym :=2"1(A + AT) and the antisymmetric matrix A, := 2" 1(A — AT).

Searching locally means that a given candidate U in is multiplied from the right with
another orthogonal matrix V' which is close to the identity matrix I,,. Specifically, let V' be equal

to
o0

exp(A) = Y (k) 'AF
k=0
for A € RP*P. It is well-known that exp(-) defines a surjective mapping from RE*2 to the set
of orthogonal matrices in RP*? with determinant 1, where exp(0) = I,,. Moreover, exp(A) ' =
exp(—A), and

exp(A) = I+ A+ O(|All%).

To find a promising new orthogonal matrix U exp(A), we may assume without loss of gener-
ality that U = I, because

I (Uexp(A)Ta; = I exp(A)T (U ;).

Hence, we may replace a; with U ' z; for 1 < i < p and then look for a promising perturbation
exp(A) of I,,. To this end, let

x; = [Yﬂ with y, € RY, z; € RP4, 3)
K3
that is, y; = I1' z;. If we write
_[a; -CT
a- e 5] @

with arbitrary matrices A € Rg:t‘f, As € Rgﬁ;d)x(‘v ) and C € RP-d)*d then
' exp(A) @ = y; + Aly; + C'zi + O(|Al[7).
Consequently, it follows from the general expansion of H (+) in the previous section that

I—A[(H—r exp(A) @y, ..., IIT exp(A)Tmn) —H(yy,...,y,)

- 22 S (A (y; — yj)"'CT(zi_Zj))T(yi_yj)¢j(yi_yj)
Z?:l on(y; — yj)
+ O(HAHF
=(C,C)+0(|A|F) 5)



as A — 0, where

_ on(y; —y;)(zi — z5)(y; —y;) " _
1h 2 ] 1 J J ]R(p q)><d' 6
Z Z] 1 (Y — Y;) © ©

In the last step we used the representations

(A (yi—y) (Wi —y) = (AL —y)wi—y;) '),
(CT(Zz‘ - Zj))T(yi - yj) = <C> (zi — Zj)(yi - yj)T>7

and the fact that A; € R%*¢ is perpendicular to (y; — Y;)(y; — yj) € R4 Since

anti sym *
. : . Jo —&"
(c,C) = 271{AA) with A = | :
c o

expansion (3)) shows that the gradient of the mapping

RPCPS A — H(H exp(A) T xy,... IIT exp(A)Tacn)

anti

at A = Qs given by 2-1A. Consequently, promising candidates for the factor exp(A) are given
by
exp(—tA) = exp(tA)T, t>0.

The explicit computation of exp(tA) is rather convenient when working with a singular value
decomposition of C. With m := min(d, p — d), suppose that

C = W diag(o)V'

with matrices W = [wy - - - wy,,] € RP=D*Xm Y = [y ... v,,] € R¥™ of singular vectors such
that WTW = V'V = I, and a vector & € [0, 00)™ of singular values. If we define

o . |Yi P |0 P
V; = [O]ER and w; := {wi]ER,
then Af)z = o;w; and Aﬁ)l = —o;0; for 1 < ¢ < m, while Az = 0 whenever = |
{01,...,0m, W1, ..., Wy}. From this one can deduce that for 1 <i < m,
exp(tA)d; =  cos(to;)v; + sin(to;)w;,
exp(tA); = —sin(to;)v; + cos(toy)w;,
while exp(tA)a: =xforx L {v1,...,0m,W1,..., Wy} Inother words,
A I, + V diag(cos(to) — 1)V —V diag(sin(te)) W T
exp(tA) = : T : T
W diag(sin(to))V I, 4+ W diag(cos(to) — 1)W
_ [1;— V diag(2sin(ta/2)2)V T —V diag(sin(te)) W T
N W diag(sin(te))V " I, 4 — W diag(2sin(to/2)2)W "

where the functions of to are computed component-wise. Note that the upper left block I; +
V diag(cos(to) — 1)V | equals V diag(cos(to)) V' in case of d = m, and the lower right block
I, 4+ W diag(cos(to) — 1)W ' equals W diag(cos(ta))W ! in case of p — d = m.



For the explicit choice of ¢ > 0, we propose an Armijo—Goldstein procedure, see Nocedal &
Wright (2006)). Specifically, recall that the auxiliary function

~

h(t) := ﬁ(HT exp(tA)zy, ..., TIT exp(tA)ccn)

satisfies 2(0) = H(yy,...,y,) and &'(0) = —||C]|%. Now we choose t = 2~ with the smallest
integer k > 0 such that the improvement A(0) — h(27%) is at least —27%1/(0)/3 = 27%||C||%./3.

Using arbitrary PP indices. Suppose we replace estimated entropy with an arbitrary continu-
ously differentiable function H : (R%)" — R. Then there exist vectors v, = ~;(yy, ..., y,) € R
such that for arbitrary perturbations §; € R,

n

Ay, + 01y, +60) = Hyroy) + > 7 8 +0(D 181])
i=1 i=1

as d1,...,0, — 0. With z; and A as in (3) and (@),
ﬁ(HT exp(A) @y, ..., IIT exp(A)Tazn)

= H(yy,--yn) + )% (Al y; + Clz) +o(|Allp)
=1

as A — 0. If H is orthogonally invariant in the sense that H(Vy,,...,Vy,) = H(y,...,y,)

T

for arbitrary orthogonal matrices V' € R?*?, then S | v Ay, = 0. This can be seen by

i
considering the special case C' = 0 and A, = 0, because then TI " exp(A) Tx; = exp(Aq)Ty;,
and exp(A) is orthogonal. Consequently, the previous expansion of H simplifies to

A~

(T exp(A) @y, T exp(A) @) = Ay, y,) + (C, C) + o(| Allp)

as A — 0, where

n
C = szT e RP=d)xd,
i=1

Hence, our version of local optimization may be applied to any smooth PP index H which is
orthogonally invariant.

S The complete procedure(s)

The complete procedure consists of three different basic procedures.

Basic procedure 1 (Pre-whitening). Given the centered raw data 1™, ..., z;*", we compute
the preliminary scatter estimator ¥ (x}*", ..., x™V) = B,B, . Then we set
pre . p-—1_raw
x, = By z™.



Basic procedure 2 (ICS). Now we compute the second scatter estimator and its spectral decom-
.. & L T R

position: 3 (x}™, ..., L) = U diag(A)U  with an orthogonal matrix U € RP*P and a vector

A € (0,00)P of eigenvectors. Then we set

. ~ T re
i = U .

Basic procedure 3 (Local PP). For given indices j(1) < --- < j(d) in {1,2,...,p}, let £(1) <
- < {(p — d) be the elements of {1,2,...,p} \ {j(1),...,7(d)}. With the standard basis
e1, e, ..., e, of RP, we define the permutation matrix U := [€;(1) - - - €j(a) €(1) * * * €¢(p—a)] and

set
(€1,...,2,) — (U'zl™, ... Uz

Now we start the following iterative algorithm with some small threshold d, > 0:

H« HI @,,... . T x,)
é — C’(ml,...,a:n)
5 1CI12
while § > ¢, do
(V,o,W) « SVD(C)
U+ Exp(V,o,W)
(@™ 2y (Uxy,...,Ux,)
H™  H(IT 2™, ... T xp"™P)
while H — H™P < §/3 do
5+ 48/2
o< 0o/2
U+ Exp(V,o,W)
(@™ .2y« (Uxy,...,Ux,)
H™  H(TT 2™, ... T xp"™P)
end while
(fh,--;,wn) — (",
H « H'™p
C« C(x,...,x,)
5 €2
end while

Here C(xy, ..., x,) € RP~D*d js given by (@), SVD(C) yields the ingredients for the singular
value decomposition C' = W diag(o)V T, and Exp(V, o, W) computes

ex"([w dia§<a>vT _Vdia%(a)WTD'

The inner while-loop is the Armijo—Goldstein step size correction mentioned before.

The iterative algorithm will always converge. In each instance of the outer while-loop, the

data (xy,...,x,) is replaced with (Uxy,...,Ux,) with some orthogonal matrix U such that
H (HTml, e ,HTmn) decreases strictly. Since the set of all orthogonal matrices is a compact,
differentiable manifold, and since C (1, . .., ;) is a continuous function of its input data which



is closely related to the gradient of H (HT Ux,...,.II'U @) as a function of U, the condition
|C||3- < d, has to be satisfied after finitely many steps.

Basic procedure 3 is executed with d + 1 or (%) different choices of i(1) < --- < i(d). It
is also possible to compute first A (IT"x,,..., I a,) for all these choices and then start local
PP only for the choice with minimal initial value of H. Alternatively, one can inspect a scatter

ics

plot matrix of the data z;* visually and then run a local search, either with d = 1 and the most

promising index j, or with d = 2 and the most promising indices 1 < j(1) < j(2) < p.

The result. Running basic procedures 1,2 and 3 leads to transformed observations x; = B x*"
such that the d-dimensional observations l'ITa:i reveal (hopefully) some interesting feature of the
raw data.

The nonsingular matrix B € RP*P may be recovered quickly via multivariate least squares:
With the data matrices X, = [}V ... 2™¥]T and X = [®; ... z,] in R"*?, the matrix B
satisfies X, B = X, whence B = (X X Ix! X.

raw raw) ==—raw=—

We did not specify how the raw data have been centered. In our numerical experiments we
used the sample mean, but any estimator of location would be possible, provided that the scatter
estimators X0 (¥, ..., ®") and (2P, ..., xh"®) are invariant under translations of the input
data. Note that has thls invariance property as well.

Global PP. In our numerical experiments, we also tried a global version of PP. This consists
of basic procedure 1 (prewhitening) and basic procedure 3 (local PP) applied to the observations
pre

@x:

; instead of the observations x ‘CS Of course, one could extend this by applying basic proce-

dure 3 several times to the observatlons VsT P where V1, V9, Vi3, ... are independent random
orthogonal matrices in RP*?, independent from the data.

6 Numerical examples

The subsequent numerical examples are similar to examples presented by [Iyler et al.| (2009),
but with higher dimensions. We always started with the sample covariance matrix 3, and
3(x1,...,x,) was a one-step symmetrized M -estimator of scatter,

)T
Sr,.a) =C 3 (@ — ;) 0

1<i<j<n y—|— sz —$]H )

with some (irrelevant for us) scaling factor C' = C,, ;, ,, , > 0 and parameters v,y > 0. If v > 0,
v = 1and C = v + p, then Sisa one-step approximation of the symmetrized maximum-
likelihood estimator of a centered multivariate ¢ distribution with v degrees of freedom, see [Kent
& Tyler| (1991). If v = 0 and v = 1, then by corresponds to the symmetrized distribution-free
scatter estimator of [Tyler| (1987). Our numerical experiments indicate that it is worthwhile to try v
close to 0 and various parameters v > 1, although 3 does not correspond to a robust M -estimator
of scatter then.

Another question is the choice of the bandwidth ~ > 0. The larger the bandwidth h, the
smoother is the target function H, whereas small bandwiths h result in many irrelevant local



minima of H. Our numerical experiments indicate that to detect clusters, values h between 0.3
and 0.5 work quite well. However, if the structure to be detected is on a rather small scale, e.g.
data lying on several parallel hyperplanes, then one needs smaller bandwidths h (and probably
exponents v > 1) to detect such features.

For all subsequent examples, we simulated data sets of size n = 500 in different dimensions
p, and we searched for interesting projections in dimension d = 2. The underlying distribution
was chosen such that a scatter plot of the raw or prewhitened data would not reveal the inter-
esting structure. As to basic procedure 3, we considered all p(p — 1)/2 standard projections
T — HTUka:c, where 1 < j < k < pand Uji, = [ej, €, ey1),- - -, €p—2)] With the elements
(1) <+ <l(p—2)of {1,...,p}\ {4, k}. Local PP was run with threshold §, = 10~

Example 1. We simulated data in dimension p = 8. After pre-whitening the data, we first
tried a global PP with h = 0.5, which yields a value of 2.8610 for (I). The initial values
HI'U 2™, .. . I"U j,xh™) ranged from 2.8251 to 2.8423. The minimal value was ob-
tained for (7, k) = (1,5). Running a local PP with this starting point revealed three clusters, and
the final value of H was 2.4735. This is shown in the upper panels of Figure (1} the scatter plots
show the projections before (left) and after (right) local PP.

Now we applied the procedure we advocate in this manuscript. We performed ICS with v = 0
and v = 1. Then the values fI(HTU;C:BifS, . ,HTUJTkw}fS) ranged from 2.7112 to 2.8395.
The minimal value was obtained for (j, k) = (1,2), and the corresponding scatter plot indicates
already some clustering, see the lower left panel of Figure[I] Running local PP revealed essentially
the same structure as the global PP, see the lower right panel.

In this example, global PP without ICS seems to be just as good as our three-stage procedure.
But note that local PP starting from components 1 and 5 of the data ! resulted in 24 iterations,

ics

whereas local PP starting from components 1 and 2 of the data ;*® resulted in 10 iterations only.

Example 2. We simulated data in dimension p = 16. Again, we tried first a global PP without
ICS, that means, we started local PP from some standard projections of the data }"°. With the
same bandwidth h = 0.5 as in Example 1, the initial values

Hy == HO'U ™, ... TITU Jal™)

ranged from 2.8133 to 2.8472. The minimal value was obtained for (j, k) = (3, 15). The upper left
panel of Figure shows that projection of the data "™, and starting local PP from this projection
led to the scatter plot in the upper right panel with a value 2.6599 of H. The number of iterations
was 112.

Next, we tried other index pairs (7, k), ordered by the initial values H jk- The detected struc-
tures were similar for the next 12 pairs, but starting local PP from (j, k) = (3, 6) revealed the true
underlying structure, a uniform distribution on a two-dimensional circle with a value 2.3871 of H,
see the lower panels of Figure 2] The number of iterations was 29.

Finally, we applied the procedure advocated in this manuscript. After running ICS with v = 0
and v = 1, the initial values fI(HTUJTkmiICS, . ,HTUJ-Tk:L'iCS) ranged from 2.7651 to 2.8476.

n
The minimal value was obtained with (7, k) = (1, 2), and the corresponding scatter plot is shown
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Figure 1: PP for Example 1: Two-dimensional projections of the prewhitened data a; before and
after local PP (upper left and right panel), and of the preprocessed data m%cs before and after local
PP (lower left and right panel).
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Figure 2: PP for Example 2: Two-dimensional projections of the data x
after (right panels) local PP. The upper row corresponds to components (7, k) = (3, 15), the lower

row to components (7, k) = (3,6).
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before (left panels) and



in the upper left panel of Figure[3] Running local PP with this starting point revealed quickly the
underlying structure. The total number of iterations was 13, but already 4 iterations gave away the
uniform distribution on the circle, see the lower right panel of Figure [3]

This example illustrates nicely the benefit of using ICS as a means to find promising starting
points for local PP.

Example 3. Our final example concerns a structure which is suprisingly difficult do detect even
in moderate dimension. Here the dimension is p = 6. Starting local PP starting from all p(p —
1)/2 = 15 pairs of two components of the prewhitened data 1™ did not reveal anything, neither
for o = 0.5 nor for h = 0.2. Also our three-stage procedure with v = 0 and v = 1 led nowhere.
But with v = 4, an interesting structure became visible for components (j, k) = (1,5) of the
observations azi-cs, see the upper left panel of Figure 4| The inital value of H was 2.6202. After

85 iterations of local PP, we ended up with the projection shown in the lower right panel, and the
estimated entropy was 2.5797.
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Figure 3: PP for Example 2: Two-dimensional projections of the data azics, starting from compo-
nents (7,k) = (1,2) (upper left panel) and after 1 (upper right panel), 2 (lower left panel) and 4
(lower right panel) iterations of local PP.
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Figure 4: PP for Example 3: Two-dimensional projections of the data azics, starting from compo-
nents (j,k) = (1,5) (upper left panel) and after 1 (upper right panel), 4 (lower left panel) and 85

(lower right panel) iterations of local PP.
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