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Abstract

Variable selection is a classic problem in statistics. In this paper, we
consider a Bayes variable selection problem based on spike-and-slab prior
with mixed normal distribution proposed by Rockovd and George (2014).
Motivated by Ormerod and You (2017, 2023), we use the variational in-
ference and collapsed variational inference method to solve the Bayesian
problem instead of MCMC. Like Ormerod and You (2017, 2023), we also
explain how the sparsity estimator is induced, and under certain mild as-
sumptions, we also prove the consistent and asymptotic results.
Keywords: Bayesian variable selection, variational inference, spike-and-
slab prior

1 Introduction

Variable selection is an important part of statistical analysis and inference, the
methods of variable selection mainly include criteria method , penalty
method @ and Bayesian method. Overviews of recent developments in
variable selection are . Bayesian methods have many advantages, the
penalty method has a corresponding Bayesian interpretation, such as Ridge
regression corresponding to the normal prior of the regression coefficient, and
lasso corresponding to the Double Exponential prior of the regression coeffi-
cient.A good choice of prior could induce closed form expressions for a given
model. When extracting information from the posterior to identify promising
subset models, the Markov chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) 4] stochastic search or
SSVS (Stochastic Search Variable Selection)[8] approach is ofen used to iden-
tify high probability models.However, MCMC and SSVS are too slow when p is
large.

A popular scalable alternative is variational Bayesian (VB)[7], which approx-
imates the posterior by solving an optimization problem.It is computationally
efficient for Bayesian inference.The mean—ﬁeld is usually used for the
variational family. This sparse variational family has been employed in various
settings .Furthermorejn recent researches, some theoretical proper-
ties and guarantees are proposed, which shows that VB is useful in Bayesian
analysis [27} 251 25} 52, 0 [0, 5 25,

In this paper, we consider the Bayesian variable selection problem with the
continuous conjugate version of the “spike-and-slab” normal mixture prior pro-
posed by Rockové and George (2014)[21].Motivated by Ormerod et al.(2017,
2023) , we use the variational inference method to solve the Bayesian
problem, and we also get the similar properties and results as Ormerod et
al.(2017, 2023).Our main contributions are as follows:

(i) we show how the sparsity estimator is induced;
(ii) we prove the consistence of the estimator and variable selection in our algo-
rithm.
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Jin Wang(2016)[26] also considers the the same prior proposed by Rockova
and George (2014)[21],and also uses the VB to solve the problem, but this paper
is different from the following points:

(i) Part of the prior is different. The prior of the regression coefficient in this
paper is not related to the variance of the random error term,but [26] is the
opposite. In addition, we treats some parameters as hyperparameters, while
[26] treats them as random variable.

(ii) The algorithm is different. We only use VB to solve the Bayesian problem,
but [26] uses VB and EM algorithm to solve the Bayesian problem.

(iii) The assumptions and some theoretical results are different. We analyze the
changes of parameters in the iterative process of the algorithm and explains the
reasons for the sparsity; but [26] has no corresponding results. In addition, [26]
assumes that the observation value x; € R,(1 < i < n) of each independent
variable is a non-random variable, but some assumptions are required for the
design matrix X, and the consistency result of variable selection is proved under
this assumption; However, we assume that the observed value x; € R,(1 <
i < n) of each independent variable is a random variable and independent
and identically distributed. Under this assumption, we not only proves the
consistency result of variable selection, but also prove consistency results for
the estimation of the regression coefficient and the variance of the random error
term.

2 Linear Regression Model Setup

Suppose there are n independent and identically distributed samples (y;,x;),1 <
i < n, where y; is the response variable, x; € RPis an independent variable, let
y = (y1,v2,,yn)T, the design matrix X € R"*?, the i-th row element is XZT and

y1B,0% ~ N, (XB,0°In) (1)

where 8 = (B1, B2, -+, Bp)T € RP, B is the regression coefficient,a? > 0.
We consider the spike-and-slab prior of 8 in [21]

7 (8 | 07y) = {1;(0’“0)’ o)

(0,v1), ifv =1
where ¥ = (1,72, ,7p)7,7; € {0,1} is the indicator variable,When ~; = 1,
it means that the jth variable should be included in the model (1). And vy >
vo > 0, This prior is different from Ormerod et al.( 2017), in Ormerod et al.(
2017)[15], B’s distribution is not related with «. For -, this paper assumes that
v;(1 < j < p) are independent and all obey the binomial distribution with mean
p. Without any other prior information, we take p = 0.5. For o2, we consider
its conjugate distribution: Inverse gamma distribution, that is, o2 ~ IG(A, B),
same as|8], we take A = B = 0.5. Therefore, the hierarchical model in this
paper can be expressed as

7(y|B,0%) ~ N (XB,0°1,), n(0?) ~IG(A, B)

- s, @
7B, v0,01) ~ Np(0,Cs), - T(9lp) ox I (1= pp i



where C, = diag(ci,ca,...,¢p), ¢; = (1 —v;)vo + vv1,1 < j < pand p €
(0,1), A>0,B > 0,v1 > vg > 0 are all hyperparameters. So the joint distribu-

tion is )
™ (8.0%,7.y)
ocr (y]8,07) - (ﬁl%vo,m m (%) -7 (7]p)
o) oo { - o0z Iy - X017}
p B e 3)
T =35) w0 +y501] 2 'eXP{ 3B Gy }
Jj=1
DR =i (52) AL B
- p j=11J (]__p) Jj= '(O' ) - exp _ﬁ
where || - || is the vector’s 2-norm.Henceforth
2 n 2 1 2
lnn(y, B,0%7) = (=4 -5 —1)lno - — |ly - X
2 202
1 1 or
— 5 Zln[(l — ’}/j)?}o +’Y]"U1] - 5,6 C:,y ,6 (4)

.
I
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Next, we consider the variational inference method to solve this problem. The

choices for the factorization of ¢ (8, 0%,7)is q(8)q (0?) H§:1 q(v)-
The density ¢(3) is given by:

1 1 p
q(B) o< exp {E—q(ﬁ) {—%Qlly - Xp|* - QﬂTCJﬁ] }
1 1 11
X exp {ﬁT <TXTX +—I; + < — > W) B+ TﬁTXTy} (5)
2 Vg U1 V0
=N(p, %)
where ¥ = (rX"X + D)™, D = LI+ (& - L) W, = r5XTy,

T=E, [%],w=E;v, W = diag(w).
The density ¢ (02) is given by

n 1 2
q (02) x exp{E_q(Uz) [2 log (02) T 552 lly — X8|

B

2

—(A+1)log (0%) — 02}}
Henceforth ¢ (02) =1G(Ay, By) where A} = A+ 3,
1 2
BlB+Eﬂwa[nyxmﬂ

=B+ [IIy Xpl® +tr(XTX2)}



So 7 =Ey(2) [2] = -
Let expit(z) = exp(z) /(1 +exp(z)),V1 < j < p, The density ¢ (v;) is given by

1 1
) o exp { E[ e 5(_)}}
0 1
Vo 1, 11
Zln— 4+ ln -2 4+ = (2 )= - =
{ [ ’U1+n1p+2('uj+2”)(’t}0 vy

So ¢(v;) = B(1,w;) where w; = expit(n;), and

(7)

X exp

1 11
i 51 12 4 1n 17 +2(u§+zjj)(—).

U1 Vo U1

Combining (5)-(7), using the coordinate descent method, the specific algorithm
of the hierarchical Bayes model (2) can be seen in Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1 linear regression Bayes estimation
input: (X,y,vo,v1, A4, B,p)whereX € R"Py € R" vy > 0,01 > v9, 4 >
0,B>0,pe(0,1)

1: initial parameter value:w® =11, 70 =1
2t=1 ; A= lnlpp
3: while not converge do
£ WO =diag (wi)) 5 DO =L+ (L - L)wo
5 ) — [T(t—l)XTx+D(t)]*1 cp® = - ROXTy
6 Bi=B+3 ||y - Xu®| + o (XTX50)|
7: 7 = (A+n/2)/B,
8: for j=1,2,...,p do
(t) _ v (t) (t)
9: n; A+§ln°+§[(j ) +Ejj}(1}01}1)
10: w§-t) = expit ( (t ))
11: end for

12: t=t+1
13: end while
output: (p,w,7)where p € RP,w € RP, 7 >0

3 Theoretical Results

In this section, we will analyze the limit properties of each parameter estimation
from one iteration to the next in Algorithm 1. The proof is shown in Appendix
1.2.

Proposition 1. Given observations Xy, if p < n,X is full Rank, then in the
iterative process of algorithm 1
lim  lim a0 =0 (=12 ,p)
0

vo—0 w(ffl)
J



Proposition 2. Given observations X,y, if p < n,X is full Rank, and vg
is fized, then Vj = 1,2,--- ,p,if w](-tfl) << 1, then in the iterative process of
algorithm 1

t . 1. v t—1
w§) < expit Mj+§lna+0(w§_ ))
where M; is a constant independent of vi.

Lemma 1. (Proof is in Appendizl.1) if x > 0,we have the quantities expit(—z) =
exp(—z) + O(exp(—2x)) and expit(xz) =1 — exp(—x) + O(exp(—2x)).

Remark: From Proposition 1, we can see that in the iterative process, when
w§t71) is close to 0, by selecting a suitable vy and making vy small enough, the
()
J
known from Proposition 2 and Lemma 1 that when w](
then

estimated value of 8, in the next iteration process p;” ~ 0.Similarly,it can be

=1 takes a small value,

expit | M; + %ln Z—? + O(w§t—1)) ~ exp(M; + %ln %(1))
When vy is fixed and v is large enough, it can be seen that the above formula
is approximately 0, so w§t) ~ 0. This explains how Algorithm 1 induces the
sparsity of the inclusion probability w and regression coeflicient 3.
In order to establish the consistency results of this paper, we consider the

same assumptions in |15} [29} 30]:

Assumption 1. For 1 < i <mn they; | x; = x?ﬂo +¢; where €; and €; are
independent if i # j,E(g;) = 0, Var (g;) = 02 and 0 < 0% < 00,8, are the true
values of B and o2 with B, being element-wise finite;

Assumption 2. for 1 <i < n the random variables x; € RP are independent
and identically distributed.

Assumption 3. the p X p matrix S = E(xixlT) is element-wise finite and
X = [X4,...,X,] where rank(X) = p;

Assumption 4. for 1 < i < n the random variables x; and €; are independent.
The first four assumptions are the same as |29, (15, 30].

Assumption 5. The number of variables p increases as n increases and satisfies
1
p=0,(niz).

Assumption 6. vy satisfies
(i)0 < vp < min (vy exp (—2X), v1); R
(ii)Let S* = {j: Bo; #0,1 <j<p}, S, ={j:w; >051<j<p}, if S* is
not empty set, let lo = min{|Fy ;| : j € S*},6 > 0,0 satisfies

> b 13
0<wvy<l, —+4+Invy>Ilnv +——21+24.
0 U1

Remark:When 0 < vg < 13, f(vo) = % + In vy decreases monotonously with
respect to vy, while vg — 0, f(vg) — +00, as long as vy takes a smaller value, the
condition (ii) of assumption 6 can be satisfied, so assumption 6 The conditions
(i) and (ii) of can be satisfied at the same time and are not contradictory. We
will construct the following consistency results based on the above assumptions.
The proof is shown in Appendix 2.



Theorem 1. (Consistency of Coefficient Estimates) Under assumptions 1 — 4,
p and 1/7 obtained by Algorithm 1 are consistent estimates of the true value of
the regression coefficient B, and the variance of the random error term of.

Theorem 2. (Consistency of Variable Selection) Under assumptions 1 - 5, we
have .
P (Sn = S*) -1 (n— +o00).

4 Collapsed Variational Inference

4.1 Model setup
m(y|B,0%) ~ N\ (XB,0°La), w(0®) ~IG(A, B) -
W(g‘%J?) ~ Np(070207), () pEle (1 - p)p—Z]’;l ¥j

Note: The difference between this model and (2) lies in the prior variance of 3.
Using the collapsed variational inference, we have

wy o [ 7(518.0%) 7 (Bl.0?) 7 (o) 7 () ddo”

)

[N

ocr(y) - [T 1L =) vo + 1]~

Jj=

_ n 1 2
/ (o2)"AFCP2D) [_2 (B+ Iyl )]
o2 (o 2
1 XX Ci! X
/exp (—,@T l —+—5 | B+ Y ﬁ) dﬂ] do?
3 2 o o

0-2
ocr(y) - [T 11 =) vo + 1]~

=

[
—~
=)
=

j=1
/ (XTX 4+ b2 (o2)
0-2
1 Lo Lor T 1\l T 2
OXp |5 B+§||Y|| — 5y X (X X+C’7) X'y||do
p
scn(y) - [T 10— ) 0 + vyl * - |(XTX 4+ €517
j=1
Looe_LoT T 1\l T e
B+ v - TR (XX €5 XY

Take g (v) = [17_, ¢ (7;), also use the coordinate descent method, then

log q (7j) =E_ ¢, [log m(y,¥)] + ¢

. 1. v 1 _
=v; <1og1t(p) + B In U1> — iE_Q(”) log |XTX + C,Yl|

n 1 1 i\ —1
7) E_g(y;) log (B T §||y|\2 B §yTX (XTX + Cwl) XTY) tc

—(A+2



E_ (5 log [ XX + G,

A E_q() {\’Y| log(n) — (p — |7]) log (vo) + log |S,., + O} (n—1/2) ‘}

=y [y
Set k € {0,1}, then when ~; = k, there is

= [ D w7 | log(n) = | p =D wi = log(vo)Jr(Zwar%' Op(1),

1 1 o
E_g(+,) log (B +lyl* - oy X (XTX+ ¢ Xy

1 1 1 1 1 o\
~log | B+ ollyl> - 5y "X (XX + —I+——— ) WUH ) XTy
2 2 o v1 U

Where W) represents the matrix obtained by replacing the jth diagonal ele-
ment of the diagonal matrix W with k. So

k k k
q(y; = k) xexp {k logit(p) + 5 log z—o ~3 log(n) — B log (vg)
1

(10)

kO, (1) — (A + g) log (B + g%)}

xexp [ Bji + ka4 O,(1)]
where By = (A+3)log (B +30%) 6% = +[Iy|? -y Xulb] 0¥ —
o\ 1L .
(XTX + %I + ( ) W(Jk)) Xy, a =logit(p) — 3 logn — 3 logvy, k €
{0,1}. Therefore

1 _ 1
U1 Vo

w; =~ [1 +exp(—Bjo+Bj1 — a)]fl .

Algorithm 2 Collapsed Variational Inference
input: (X,y,vo,v1, A4, B,p)whereX € R"*P\y € R" vy > 0,01 > vg,4 >
0,B>0,p€(0,1)
1: initial value:w®) = 11,
2t=1 ; a=logit(p) — 3logn — 5loguv
3: while The convergence condition is not met do
4
5

W = diag (w*~1)
for j=1,2,...,pdo

7: Tjo=—(A+ 2)log (B + L|ly|? — Ly "Xpl9)
N(jl) _ (XTX + %I + (U% _ %) V\/‘(jl))_1 XTy
: Ty =—(A+2)log (B + i|lyl? — Ly "XpulY) +
10: wi =1/ (1 + exp (Tjo — Th))
11: end for

12: t=t+1
13: end while
output: w € RP




Theorem 3. (Variable selection consistency) Under the assumption of 1 — 5,
vy = O(n%), w obtained by algorithm 2 satisfies

1 -1 .
1— (1 +exp |Op(n?) ) , 7 €70,
Op (n_l) ) .7 ¢ ’YO'

wj =
where v, is all non-zero regression A collection of coefficient subscripts.

The proof is in appendix 3.

5 Quantile Regression Model Setup

In this section, we will consider the Bayes quantile regression, For a given quan-
tile 7, quantile regression is often represented by the following model

Qu(1)=z"B8, i=1,....n (11)

Where the observed data (xj,y;) is independent, x; = (1, .. .,mip)T € RP is
the independent variable, y; is the dependent variable, 8 = (f1,... ,ﬂp)T is
pdimensional parameter. The parameter 3 can be obtained by minimizing the
following objective function:

2_rr (i —=iB) (12)

where p(y) = y(r — I{y < 0}) is the test function, I{-} is the indicative func-
tion.

In the Bayes problem, the model is usually expressed as y; = ;" 3 + €;, where
€; obeys the asymmetric Laplace distribution (asymmetric Laplace distribution
ALD), the ALD distribution is determined by three parameters, and its proba-
bility density function is as follows

w7, 7) o< exp{——prly — )} (13)

Based on this distribution, the probability density function of y; is as follows

wlyilis b 6, ,7) ok exp{— = (s — a7 )} (14

Through simple calculations, it can be found that maximizing the likelihood
function of (y1,...,yn) is equivalent to minimizing the objective function (2).
When y ~ ALD(p, 0, 7), y has the following hierarchical representation

yle, pu, 0,7 ~ N (u+ cre, caoe)

clo ~ B 7 (1)

g

where ¢; = %,CQ = ﬁ.NOW consider the Bayes problem under (12)
based on the spike-and-slab prior, each prior setting is similar to the model (2),



then its Bayes layered model is

2
m(yilei, B, 0,7) ! exp — s —2lB —crei)
Yil€i, 9,0, ,7020—61' p 2620'61' ’

€;

1 .
w(ei|0)o<;exp{——}, 1=1,2,...,n, (16)

g

B
71-(/3‘771)0’”1) ~ Nl)(07 C‘Y)7 7T(O"’U, )‘) X O'iAil exp {_} 9
o

m(3lp) ox pEI T (1= p)P

where C, = diag(ci,co,...,¢p), ¢; = (1 —vj)vo +vjv1,1 < j < pand p €
(0,1), A>0,B > 0,v; > vg > 0 are hyperparameters .Let e = (e1, ea, - - ,en)T
Henceforth

i

SO
& (i — 2B —ce)? o
1 YUy S = - - ! 7 B
n7(8,0,0,7,€,y) . ; Doy +;6 +
3n+ 24+ 2 1<
B D DLICEE AR

j=1

We also consider using the variational inference method to solve the problem,and
the choices for the factorization of ¢ ([‘L o2, '7) is the same as linear regression.
The density ¢(3) is given by:

0(6) x exp {Eyp) |5 (v = X8~ ere)” ding o) (y - X6~ ene) — 367055 |

2620
1 T 1 1 1 TrT
o< exp —5,8 X EX7/eco+—Ip+ | ——— | W |B+8 X yor/c2
Vo U1 Vo
= N(p, %)
(17)



where 3 = (XTEXr/c; + D) ' | E=E, [diag(e)‘l} D= %Ip+<vil - A) W,
H = E)(:,1}’07—/027),0 =E- y - Clln,T = Eq [%] y W = Eq77w = dlag(w)
The density ¢ (o) is given by:

3n+24+2 1 [<
e T e -~ ,+ B
o (S

q (0> X exp{Eq(cr)

2
(18)
1 En: (yi —z{ B — 0161)2
g =1 2co€;
Henceforth g (o) = IG(A1, By), where A; = A + 32,
n n ( . T ) 2
Yi — T, ,8 — 01€Z>
By =B+ E e; +
p 262 ql+ Co 1,2
+LA ) [e,—l]
202 2. 9 ¢
and . ;
Ayi=Eq [y — i B] = yi — 2] (20)

Ny =E, [(yz - x?ﬁ)? = (yi — x?u)z + .Z‘?EJ}Z

So
1}_141

=35,

V1 < i <m, the g(e;) is given by:

2
1 Yi —:ciT,B—clei 1
q(e;) xexp {Eq(ei) [—U <€i + ( Den ) )] - Zlnei}

2
1 c? (yi—x»T,B) 1 1
= E_oyl—— (24X )e+ 2 27 ~ || —Zlne;
eXp{ q(ez)[ 2 (( +62>€z+ Cs e; 2 ne;

:ei%_l exp {_; T22i 1 2T (2e2 5 c1) eil }

Coy €5 C2
1
:GIG(i, AL, Az).

TAz,; Do = M’ GIG (Mg, A1, A2) is the Gener-

where Ag ; is as (17), Ay = =2+ -
lized Inverse Distribution. If X ~ GIG (Ao, A1, A2), then its probability density

function has the form

p(z) oc zM Texp {—; (Mt + )\gx)} ,(x>0)

and the calculation formula of each order moment is

M); Kta(VA1A2)) (21)

Xt = <)\2 Ky, (VA1 A2)

10



where K,(+) is the third kind of modified Bessel function, satisfying

SO

Henceforth

E, 7] = (i;)_é E, [e]] = (2) [1 + (mg)ﬂ (24)

And V1 < j < p, the probability density of g(v;) is given by

L. w p 1 11
e [0 o2 3 (2]

1. v P 1,5 1 1
N-m =24+ 2 (2 == =
ocexp{'y]{znm—&-nl_p—&-z(uj—&- ]j)(vo Ul)]}

So ¢(v;) = B(1,w;), where w; = expit(n;), and
1. v p 1, ., 1 1
i =-In—4+In— 4+ - (p5 +%;;) | —— —
77] 2nv1+n1—p+2(uj+ JJ) (UO 'Ul)

Similarly,using the coordinate descent method, the specific algorithm of the
Bayes quantile model can be seen in Algorithm 2.

11



Algorithm 3 quantile regression Bayes estimation
input: (X,y,7,vp,v1,4, B, p) where X € R"*? y € R", 7 € (0,1),v9 > 0,v1 >
vg, A>0,B>0,p€ (0,1)

1: initial param?ter Valule_Q:w(O) = %1;;2,7'(0) = 1,E§0) = lp»E(zo) =1,
2t=1A=In o5 C1 = 7027 ©2 = 7=

3: while not converge do

£ WO —diag (w ) 5 B = diag (B{" ")

5 DO =1L+ (% - L) WO .y =EWy -1,

6 =0 = (XTEOXrED /e, + D) 5 p) = SOXTyor(t-D) /e,
7 fori=1,2,....,n do

8: Ay =y —af plt)

9: Ag)i = (yi — x;u(t))z + xiTE(t)xi

10: end for )
11: By =B+ 211:1 {(1 + 26?12) Eét)l_l) — %AL?? + iAli . Egt):l)}
12: 7 = (A+n/2)/B,

13: fori=1,2,...,n do

(t) . 7 (2¢5+c2
14: )\1 = T 22 c?z"l ] )\2 = — (2522+ 1)
15: B)= (%) 5 BO=(2) 1+ 0]
16: end for
17: for j=1,2,...,p do

2

s =i () ) (5 )
19: w§t) = expit (nﬁt))
20: end for

21: t=t+1
22: end while
output: (p,w,7) where p € RP,w € RP, 7 >0

6 Logistic regression

In this section,we will consider the logistic regression. Consider a logistic re-
gression model, assuming there are n groups of independent observation samples
(xi,9:), @=1,...,n, where x; = (2,1, ... ,xip)T € R? is the independent vari-
able, y; € {0,1} is the dependent variable, 8 = (f4,... ,ﬁp)T is p dimension
parameter, Under the logistic regression model, the likelihood function is

exp (yix{ B)

1+ exp (xI'B) (26)

p(.YIX,ﬂ)CXﬁ

i=1

Also, consider the spike-and-slab of 3 and the prior of the prior hidden variable
7, Under the Bayesian framework, the likelihood function of (23) has no prior
distribution. We consider the data enhancement method[18] in the literature
and introduce hidden variables v to make the full log-likelihood of 3 be a normal

12



distribution.
n
ply,v | X, 8) =] p i | vi.xi,vi, 8) g (vi | mi,0)
i=1
where

g (v; [ my,0) o< exp { (y - ;) (xi B) - % (X?B)z}

and g (v | b,c) is the probability density function of the Pélya-Gamma distri-
bution. According to |1§], the Pdélya-Gamma distribution has the following
properties.

if V.~ PG(b,c), then its probability density function satisfies:

2
sl be)comp {-Su Lot 0.0)

where g(v | b,0) is the probability density function of PG(b,0) distribution; and
its expectation is

E(V) = %tamh (g) .

and

(ew)a = 9 ber? 00677“1’2/2 (v]1,0)dv
i ) g(v |1,

where a € R,v ~ PG(1,0),k =a— % So the complete log-likelihood function of
logistic regression model has the form

py.v 1) o{[xp{(y 3) 678) - 5 (<o)’ fatu 1100 1

Therefore, B has the form of normal distribution, and the spike-and-slab prior
is its conjugate prior. According to the formula(24), the Bayesian hierarchical
model of logistic regression is

p(y | v,B) < f[lexp { (y - ;) (x/B) - % (XiTﬁ)Q}

- (28)
7T(V) O(Hg(vl | 170)7 W(ﬂ |’Y,’U0,’U1) NNP (Ovc’y)
i=1
(v | p) oc pPr=1 - (1 — p)PT =17
The definitions of the coefficients are the same as in the linear regression, so

(B, 0,7, V,Y)

- ) 1 T Vi /1 N2
<ITew{ (- 3) 670 - 5 7))
(T =) vo +7jv1]_% - €exp {—;ﬂTC§1ﬂ}

n
JJg(i 11,0) - p2i=275 (1 — p)P=225=17,
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SO

—_

Inw(8,p,7v,V,y) *Z v 3 XXlTﬂ‘f‘Z

[\

In[(1 = ~;)vo + yjv1] — §5TC;15

Z ng(v;|1,0) —&—Z'yjln( fp)

j=1

|
N =
\|'M~s i
)

Consider solving this problem with variational inference,we can get

q(8) o< N(p, %)

where 3 = (XTEX + D)™, E = E, [diag(v)],D = L1, + (L . L) w,

nw=3XTyoyvo=y — %ln,T =E, [%] ,w = E;v, W = diag(w).
And
q(v;) =PG(l,¢;) V1<i<n

where ¢; = E, [ﬂTxixiT,B} =xI'3x; + plxix;Tp, so Ev;] = 3¢ tanh (7‘)
Similarly,q(y;) = B(1, w;),where w; = expit(n;), and
1 1 1
,1 2 (e )= - —
2 3) (- )

Therefore, the algorithm for solving the logistic model is algorithm 3.

Algorithm 4 logistic regression Bayes estimation

input: (X,y,vo,v1,p) where X € R"*P y € R", vy > 0,v1 > vg, p € (0,1)
1: initial parameter :w(® =11, v(¥ =1,

2t=1 ; A= lnlpp : yO:yféln
3: while not converge do
4 WO =diag (wtD) ; EO® = diag (vt)
_ 1 1 1
5 DO = Li+ (L-L)wo
6 2O = [XTEOX +DO] " ; u® =xOXTy,
7 fori=1,2,...,n do
8: ¢ = xiTE(t)xi + u(t)TxixiTu(t)
9: vi" = 2L tanh (%)
10: end for
11: for j=1,2,...,pdo
12: 7V =A+ilme 4L [(ugt)) +3 )} (UO —i)
13: w§t) = expit (n( ))
14: end for
15: t=t+1

16: end while
output: (p,w,7) where p € RP,w € RP, 7 >0
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7 Conclusion

In this paper, we investigate a scalable and interpretable mean-field variational
approximation of the spike-and-slab with mixture normal distribution in linear
regression, and we promote it to the quantile regression and logistic regression.
We derive some theoretical results in our approach, (1) explaining how to achieve
the sparsity estimator; (2) proving the estimator’s consistency; (3) proving the
variable selection’s consistency.

The method in this paper can be promoted to some more complex models such
as composite model, mixed model, a model with censored data . And also we can
consider some other priors such as horseshoe|l7], negative-exponential-gamma
[24],g priors|11].

In addition, for the rapid selection of hyperparameters vy and vy, most of the
current research is to use empirical methods|12] to give a specific selection for-
mula or use the grid search method, but they have not given some corresponding
theoretical guarantees. How to quickly select a hyperparameter with the theo-
retically guaranteed vy and v; is also a research direction in the future.

Appendix 1

Appendix 1.1
Lemma 1 proof. See |15]Appendix B. O

Appendix 1.2

Before proving the proposition 1,2, some lemmas are given first. First, some
basic conclusions of matrices.

Lemma 2. If A, B are positive definite matrices of order p, then tr(AB) > 0.
A < B <= B — A positive semi-definite, but When A < B, there is B~! <
A™Y; And the diagonal elements satisfy A;; < Bj;, 1<j<p.

Lemma 3.

A B] ' I 0][A o I -BC™!
BT C | -Cc'BT 1 0o Cc! 0 I

A _ABC!
—C'BTA C!+C'BTABC™!

where A = (A - BC_lBT)71 )

Lemma 4. Let X be the definition of (5), and Dy be a diagonal matriz whose
diagonal elements are greater than 0, then we have

0 < tr (XTXE),0 < tr[X"X (X"X +Dy) | <p.

Proof. By definition 7 > 0 and 3, Dy is positive definite, and n > p and X is
full rank, so also XTX is positive definite, then by Lemma 2 tr (XTXE) > 0.
Similarly,

tr [X7X (X"X + Do) '] > 0,tr [Do (X"X + D) '] > 0.

15



Therefore
tr [XTX (X7X + Do) | = tr [T, - Dy (X"X + Dy) |
—p—tr {DO (XTX + DO)*}
<p
0

Next, we will give the conclusion of the parameter changes in the itera-
tive process, because the least squares estimation is needed properties, so the
following lemmas assume that the observation matrix X is full rank, and n > p.

Lemma 5. Take p1 as (5), then | Xp|? < y7X (XTX)_1 XTy.

Proof. Because p = 7¥XTy = (XX + D/T)il XTy. from lemma 2 ,

-1

(XTX +D/7)" XTX (X"X +D/7) "
= (X"X+D/7) " [I, - (D/r) (X"X +D/r) |
—(X"X+D/7) - (X"X+D/7) (D/7) (X"X +D/7)"
<(X"X+D/7)""
<(X"x)"

So
IXp|? =y™X (X"X +D/7) " XTX (X"X +D/7) " X"y

<y™X (XTX) "' XTy.
m

Lemma 6. There is constant Tp > 1, > 0, that in the iterative process of the
algorithm 1, ¥Vt > 1,7, <7 < 7. where

= 2A4+n—p
2B +2||y||? + 257X (XTX) ' XTy + pFiti=hs
2A+n (29)

TR — p)
2B + Hy ~ X (XTX)"! XTyH

Proof. From algorithm 1,

T(t) _ 2A +n
2B + [y - Xu®|* + tr (X7X50)

From the properties of least squares estimation

ol T\ 7o ||
Jy = xu = fly - x (x7x) 7 X7y

16



Jrom lemma 2,we have tr (XTXE(t)) > 0, therefore

A0 < 2A+n —
2B + Hy ~ X (XTX) XTyH
From lemma 5,
2 _
then the rest proof is the same as [15] Appendix B result 3’s proof. O

To simplify the proof, some notations are given first, let the index vector
~ € {0,1}?, the related symbol’s definition is the same as [15]. Now given the
indicator vector =, consider the matrix »® is rewritten as

—1
IR > ] B [ XX + DY TOX, X, ] (30)
t t - t
0 =0 X7 X, X7 X, +D"

Because D is a diagonal matrix whose diagonal elements are greater than 0,
and 0 < 7, < 7" < 75, Therefore, by the lemma 2,

. _
0 < [ 7'LXZ;X7:7 + Dg) XIX } def (1) (31)
’7'[/)(7,7)(,y TLX7,7X,7

Lemma 7. Take £ as (14), let
—1
s; =1 XX, - XFX; (XT,X5) 7 XTX;

, then s; > 0 and

-1
1 1 1 _
pefie )

Vo (%1 Vo

Proof. From the formula (15) and the lemma 2, it is only necessary to prove
that Qgt; is less than or equal to the right side of (16).

1 -1
00, = [ XIXy + DY - 1 XIX oy (X7 X ) XX,
1 11
— T t—1
= |:TLX,7X7 + %L, + ('Ul - Uo) w1
~n XX (XD X)X X, |

When the index vector v only has the jth element non-zero, we get




Therefore .
(t) 1 LTy e,
Similarly, from Lemma 3, we can see that s; is the diagonal element of the matrix

(7. XTX) ! according to (14), and s; > 0 can be known from the properties of
positive definite matrix O

Lemma 8. For u*) in the algorithm 1, V1 < j < p, there is a constant c; >0
such that

t t
W0 <5

Proof. From (14), using the formula of Lemma 3, we can know
O _ 5 xT T ® )"
Xy = B XXy (Xf'vX*‘Y +D2 /7t ))

and
OxT
() — t) (t) T Yy
Ky _[ E'(‘/,v 2'7,*'7 } [ T(t)XT_:Y’yy ]
-1
—rOx®. [Xzy - XIX_y (XT, X + DY /7)) XTA,y}
Similarly, when the index vector « only has the jth element non-zero
-1
) = 7050 [X]T y = XJX; (X7, X5+ DY /r0) ijy]
By the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality

~1
t
XTX 5 (XX + DY /r0) XLy

N

-1
: [X? X_; (XI,X; +D)/70) XTI X, }

N|=

—1
- [YTX—J' (xZ,x; + D" /71) ijy}

1
-1 2 def
[y X (XX ) XDy ] e,

Nl=

< [XTx o, (XT,x ) X7 X

So let ¢; = 7r (XT'y + ¢o), then Ng‘t) S CJ'E;? : -

The following will prove the proposition 1,2 based on the above lemma.

1
Proposition 1 Proof. By (17), (1311151 Qﬁ) = (% + Sj) ,then

3 —0
: : (t) _
lim lim ij =0

vo—0 w50
J

Therefore
lim  lim 2 =0

vo—0 , (t=1)_
J

18



By Lemma 8 we get

. . t
lim  lim ,u(- ) =o.
vo—0,,(t=1) g J
J

O
§t_1) << 1, because vg is fixed and v1 > vg > 0,
% < 0, and by Lemma 8, s; > 0, so By Taylor expansion, we get

Proposition 2 Proof. When w
1
vy

-1 -1
or N oo | (L1, (t-1)
L Dyupia] =(E4s) vow )

-1
Let h; = (% + sj) , Then by Lemma 7 and Lemma 8 we get

1
SO %<

2 < hy+0@l™), @Y < hje; + Ol Y)

So
2
—1
=0+ (uf)) < h2 4y + 0wl V).

Let M; = X+ ﬁ(hicf + h;), From the definition of h;, ¢;, it can be seen that
M; is not related to vy,

O _ it e T L (0N o) (L1
w; "’ = expit _)\+21nvl+2(<'uj> +ij)<vo_vl

d e tm% L L (,0) 40 L
< expit _>\+21nv1+2(('uj) +ij %

[ 1. wg (t—1)

< expit

Appendix 2

In this section, we will consider the proof of theorem 1,2 under the assumption
1—5, Because it is assumed that X,y are all random variables, first define some
random sequences

A, =n"'XTX, b,=n"'XTy

eo = tr [An (An +0777D) ] Brs = (XTX) T XTy
From lemma 4-6 in [30] , we can get
A, DS, A DS
nlel* S of ' XTe S0, (34)

b, =n X" (X8, + €) > SB,.

In order to get the consistency estimate of u, First prove that ¥t > 1, 7 is
bounded by probability.
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Lemma 9. Under the condition of assumption 1 — 4,
7 =0,(1), 1/7 =0,(1) (vt>0)
The proof is in [15] Appendix B result 5.
Theorem 1 proof. We will first prove the consistency of u(*), because
p® = [F-DXTX 4 D(t)} X7y

= lXTXJr _ 1 po b « 1xT
T n nr(t=1) n Y

from (31) ,1XTX 5Sb, > SBg,but the lemma 10,1/7¢~1) = O, (1), there-
fore o
5 87188, = g,

we will next prove the consistency of 1/ 7,

2B+ ly = Xu®|* + 1 (XTX2)

1 /70 —
/ 2A+n
2B/n+n"t Hy — Xp,(t)”2 +n"ltr (XTXE(t))
- 2A/n + 1

From lemma 6, tr (XTXE(t)) < p/T(t’l),from lemma 9
e (XTX50) Bo.
Andy = X8, + €,50
2 T
—n Vel +2 ()~ u®) " (n'XTe)

+ (50 - H(t))T (nT'XTX) (50 - H(t))

- xa

From (31),n ! e]?2 & 02,n"'XTe 5 0,n1XTX 5 S. And S has finite
elements, andp® 5 8, So 1/7®0 5 2. O
)
J
and covariance matrix ® is related, so before proving theorem 2, we will give
Asymptotic properties of =®,

Because in the iterative process of algorithm 1, it contains probability w

Lemma 10. Under the condition of assumption 1 —4, Vt > 1,

=® 5o (n — 400)
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proof. From the definition
-1

D®

»® — |FE-UXTY 4 D(t)] - — 1 lXTX +
nn nrt=1)

From(31), 1XTX L Sby the lemma 9,1/7(t~1) = O,(1),while the matrix
S, D®’s element is finite, so B 5 0. (n = +00) O
Next, we will prove theorem 2.
Theorem 2 proof. From the definition,we only need to prove n — 400,
(i)Vj € S*, P (w§.t) > 0.5) 1
(i9)Vj ¢ S*,P (w§t> < 0.5) 1.

We will first prove (i7).Vj ¢ S*, then B, ; = 0,by the theorem 1, u( ) 5o,

) is defined in algorithm 1, then by assumption 5 and theorem 1,

1 UO 1 (t) 2 () 1 1
R COREAICEE
2 U1 + 2 |: 'u] + 33 Vo (%}
1. wviexp ( 2)\) 1 ) 2 (t) 1 1
In = (.) »it i
2 2 uj + 93 () V1

+

1 1
[ —&-Z(t)}( —)50 (n — +00)
2 Vo

U1

Suppose 7;
775“ =\ 4+

<A

Then P (nﬁ-” < 0) 5150
P (w§t) < 0.5) =P (explt( ) <0. 5)
—P (nf) < 0) —1 (n — +00)

Therefore, (i) is proved, and we will consider the proof of ().
2 2
Vj € S*,by the assumption 5, then |8, ;| > lo, i% +lnvy > Inwvy + fj—? — 2\ 429,

S0
P = A4l ( @)2 sof (L_1
+ 2 (% + 2 HJ] + 73 Vo (%)
A -In—+=06; . ———
— A+ ) + 2507] (UO "
1 1 1 1
>)\+1U°+13( )
1 2 vg U1
>0>0
Henceforth
P (w§-t> > 0.5) P (explt( (¢ )) > 0. 5)
P( (”>0) (n — +00)
Therefore

P(S‘n:S*>%1 (n — 400)
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Appendix 3

Lemma 11.

1 11 A\
y' X <XTX +—I+ ( - > WW) X'y
Vo U1 Vo

1 11 S\
-y'X (XTX +—I+ ( - ) W<J0>) Xy
Vo U1 Vo

1 1 0) (51
_ () M
Vo (%1

-1
Proof. Consider the general situation first, let 3 = (XTX + L -1+ (m i) W) ,D =

- 114 (— — 1)—) W, also consider rewriting ¥ as
0 0
-1
|: EjJ Ej,—j :| XTX + = 1)0 + (H - %) wy XJTX_]‘
Yji By X7T.X; XT.X_;+D_;

Let C; = (X:ij,j + D,j)fl, from Lemma 3 we get

-1
1 11
ZjJ = |:Xg XJ + ’Uio + (’Ul 1}0) wj Xj X]C]XjXJ:|
2 = —8,X; X;C; (35)
2= —%,C0XLX;

s

1
S =XLX+Dy)  +35,,CXEXXTX G,

. . -1
Set k € {0,1},let >0k — (XTX + %I + (% — %) W(Jk)) , replace w; with
k, get from (45),

-1
(Jk) _ T 1 T T
Ej,j = [Xj X+ E — Xj XjCijXJ}

Let d; = 277 — £, then d; = (£ - L) mYPY, and

3d vo 33 g
T
061 _ 560 _ d; —d;X; XG4
—-d;C;XT.X;  d;C;XT . X;XTX_;C;
XTy
X Ty —
Empathy rewriteX 'y = [ qujy },so

yTX (2(31) > (0) ) XTy

dj | (

(

_9 (XTy) (XTX_jC xT ,y) + (X?X_jCjXij)2:|

257

1 _ 2
o )z(ﬂ)z“") (XIy = XIX; (X, X;+ D) " X"y
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So
) ) 1 1 . )
y ' X (2(]1) _ 2(]0)) X'y = ( _ ) NE'JO)HE‘JI)-
Vo U1
O

Theorem 3 proof. | Firstly, it is proved by theorem 1 and the formula (44),
because the assumptions are the same, it can be obtained in the same way

o = gy + oY (p?’n*%) ke {0,1} (36)
and

1 (30), (§1)
(% )“J H;

B+ 1y - Iy XulD

. 1 1
— logit(p) + 3 logn + 3 log v1
1 1
(A + ) log (1 + ¢;) — logit(p) + 3 logn + 3 log vq

From y = X3, + € and can get B + 2||yH2 1y TXplY = 0,(n), and
because of vy = O(n?), lfj € Yo, ¢j = Op(n~ z),

Nl=

(A + g) log (14 ¢;) = Op(n?),

at this time Tjo — Tj1 = — ‘Op(n%)

,s0w; =1— (1 —I—exp‘Op(n%)

If j ¢ v, then ¢; = Op(pGn’%), And because p = O(nTIZ), In the same way,

(4+ ) o8 (1 +¢) = O (3n~#) = 0,(1)

So at this time Tjo — Tj1 = Op(logn), So w; = Opy(n~1). O
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