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Graphical model estimation from modern multi-omics data re-
quires a balance between statistical estimation performance and com-
putational scalability. We introduce a novel pseudolikelihood-based
graphical model framework that reparameterizes the target precision
matrix while preserving sparsity pattern and estimates it by minimiz-
ing an ℓ1-penalized empirical risk based on a new loss function. The
proposed estimator maintains estimation and selection consistency in
various metrics under high-dimensional assumptions. The associated
optimization problem allows for a provably fast computation algo-
rithm using a novel operator-splitting approach and communication-
avoiding distributed matrix multiplication. A high-performance com-
puting implementation of our framework was tested in simulated data
with up to one million variables demonstrating complex dependency
structures akin to biological networks. Leveraging this scalability, we
estimated partial correlation network from a dual-omic liver cancer
data set. The co-expression network estimated from the ultrahigh-
dimensional data showed superior specificity in prioritizing key tran-
scription factors and co-activators by excluding the impact of epige-
nomic regulation, demonstrating the value of computational scalabil-
ity in multi-omic data analysis.

1. Introduction. Omics technologies are essential discovery tools for the analysis
of complex biological samples such as tissues and biofluids. Individual omics modali-
ties can generate high-dimensional data (large p) for characterizing complex biological
samples in a high-throughput manner (large n ! p), and recently for deconvoluting
molecular profiles of isolated single cells or spatially connected micrometer-sized regions
over tissue sections (Vandereyken et al., 2023). Given the unprecedented opportunity
to assemble multi-omic data as fine-resolution descriptors of gene expression regulation,
cellular metabolism and signal transduction in a biological system, clinical and basic
research studies routinely employ a combination of omics platforms to characterize joint
variation in the genome, epigenome, transcriptome, proteome and metabolome (Hasin,
Seldin and Lusis, 2017; Huang, Chaudhary and Garmire, 2017).

In biomedical applications, the method of choice for multi-omic data interpretation
is to map experimental data over well-characterized biological networks, where the
data features are linked by a directed graph representing gene expression regulatory
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network, metabolic pathways or signaling cascades, or an undirected graph such as
protein-6protein interaction network or gene co-expression network. Different networks
facilitate human interpretation of molecular interactions in their respective biological
context. However, a downside of this approach is that the network information biolog-
ically relevant to a given study may be unavailable in the literature, or the network
information can be incomplete and thus fail to cover the molecules measured in a study.
In other cases, the biological network of interest may be adaptive, and it is therefore
susceptible to rewiring in specific conditions, rendering the available static network in-
formation inapplicable. For these reasons, it is often necessary to complement existing
networks by estimating new ones directly from data so that a realistic snapshot of
the relational structure among the variables is reflected in the downstream analysis or
interpretation of the results.

In omics-scale analysis, biological network is typically represented as an adjacency
matrix of data features based on marginal pairwise correlations. In the popular weighted
gene co-expression network analysis (WGCNA, Zhang and Horvath, 2005), for example,
Pearson correlation-based network modules are captured first and the initial network
is refined by topological analysis. Despite the success of WGCNA and other extensions
in identifying gene communities from omics data, the adjacency of two molecular fea-
tures as determined by marginal correlations can be a byproduct of shared regulatory
factors rather than direct biological interaction. Hence it is natural to estimate the
co-expression network underlying a gene expression dataset with a graph representing
the conditional dependencies, e.g., partial correlations. The same logic extends to the
inference of other types of biological networks from multi-omic data such as metabolic
pathways and signaling cascades.

It is well known that the precision matrix, or inverse covariance matrix, of a mul-
tivariate distribution encodes partial correlations. The most popular high-dimensional
precision matrix estimation approach is the graphical lasso (Yuan and Lin, 2007; Fried-
man, Hastie and Tibshirani, 2008), which maximizes a multivariate Gaussian likelihood
with an ℓ1-penalty. However, at the scale of modern multi-omics datasets, it is com-
putationally infeasible to estimate desired networks using this strategy mainly due to
the computational bottleneck, which is not easily resolved by using a more powerful
computer. As we demonstrate later, our application data features close to 300,000 vari-
ables. On two high-performance computing (HPC) environments, the most scalable
implementation of graphical lasso, BigQUIC (Hsieh et al., 2013), could complete the
computation only for the trivial cases in which the computed precision matrix esti-
mates were diagonal. Similarly, a fast implementation (Pang, Liu and Vanderbei, 2014)
of CLIME (Cai, Liu and Luo, 2011), another popular methodology, was also not appli-
cable on a HPC machine with 192GB of memory when the dataset dimension exceeded
30,000. In the next section, we discuss in detail that the inherent nature of the opti-
mization problems from these popular methods makes it difficult to scale up to modern
omics-scale problems.

Feature screening procedures, which reduces the number of variables before the net-
work estimation step, have been proposed as a remedy to address the lack of scalability
of methods mentioned above (Luo, Song and Witten, 2014; Zheng et al., 2020). Al-
though feature screening could be suitable when a moderate dimensionality reduction
is necessary, an order of magnitude reduction (300,000 or more to 30,000 or fewer fea-
tures) precludes functionally important molecules from being considered for network
estimation for computational tractability rather than a biologically motivated rationale.
It is also difficult to discern essential variables and dispensable ones a priori solely based
on numerical criteria chosen by an analyst, hence there is a clear merit in estimating
the model with all possible input variables included from the start.
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Another category of graphical model structure learning approach is based on op-
timizing an ℓ1-penalized pseudolikelihood-based objective function (Peng et al., 2009;
Khare, Oh and Rajaratnam, 2015). Although the structure of pseudolikelihood-based
objectives can be advantageous from an optimization perspective (Koanantakool et al.,
2018), existing estimators do not possess the statistical properties desirable for multi-
omics analyses, as we also discuss in the next section.

In summary, a statistical framework for partial correlation graph estimation scal-
able to contemporary multi-omics studies is currently lacking. To address this gap, we
propose a new estimation framework called ACCORD that aims to strike a balance
between computational scalability and statistical performance. In ACCORD, target
precision matrix is reparameterized and estimated by minimizing the ℓ1-penalized em-
pirical risk based on a new loss function. The associated optimization problem allows
for a provably fast computation algorithm that is massively scalable, which is realized
by a novel operator splitting algorithm and communication-avoiding distributed ma-
trix multiplication. We then show that the ACCORD estimator possesses estimation
consistency in ℓ1 and ℓ2 norms under standard high-dimensional assumptions and selec-
tion consistency under an irrepresentability condition. In this way, we balance between
statistical performance and scalability of computation in massively large-scale settings.

We demonstrate that the HPC implementation of ACCORD, termed HP-ACCORD,
scales well to handle dimensions up to one million. Leveraging on the scalability, we
estimate a partial correlation network in the multi-omic liver cancer dataset from The
Cancer Genome Atlas (TCGA). Using a combination of epigenomic and transcriptomic
data sets with 285,358 variables in total, we successfully recapitulated local and global
correlation structures of the variables within the same omics platform and identified
a network of co-transcribed genes and DNA methylation events in upstream regula-
tory regions. More importantly, we show that the graph estimated from the ultrahigh-
dimensional dual-omic data enabled us to identify bona fide transcription factors driving
the co-expression network with greater specificity than and equivalent sensitivity to the
alternative graph estimated from the transcriptomic data with 15,598 variables only.
The analysis clearly highlights the merit of performing graph estimation in the whole
feature space.

The organization of this paper is as follows. Section 2 explains the challenges that
existing methods face when the scale of the problem becomes massively large. Section 3
introduces the ACCORD framework. In Section 4 we study the statistical properties of
the ACCORD estimator. Section 5 is devoted to numerical experiments demonstrating
the performance of the estimator and scalability of the algorithm. In Section 6, we
showcase HP-ACCORD through graph estimation in a liver cancer data set with 285,358
multi-omic variables. The paper is concluded in Section 7.

2. Challenges. In this section we first describe the computational hurdles that
current techniques for high-dimensional precision matrix estimation grapple with when
dealing with extremely large scales.

Graphical lasso solves the convex optimization problem minΘPSpt´ log detΘ `
trpSΘq ` λ}Θ}1u, λ ą 0, in order to estimate the precision matrix Θ˚ of a p-
variate zero-mean distribution. Here Sp is the space of p ˆ p symmetric matrices,
S “ p1{nqXT X is the sample covariance matrix, where X “ rX1,X2, ¨ ¨ ¨ ,XnsT with
Xi P Rp is the centered data matrix, and } ¨ }1 is the vector ℓ1 norm. The estimate is
fully characterized by the Karush-Kuhn-Tucker (KKT) optimality condition

(2.1) ´Θ´1 ` S ` λZ “ 0, Z P B}Θ}1,
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where B}Θ}1 denotes the subdifferential of the convex function X ÞÑ }X}1 at Θ. The
vast literature on the algorithms for graphical lasso, e.g., d’Aspremont, Banerjee and
El Ghaoui (2008); Friedman, Hastie and Tibshirani (2008); Li et al. (2010); Hsieh et al.
(2011, 2014), essentially reduces to how to solve the KKT equation (2.1) iteratively.

The computational culprit in (2.1) is the inverse of the pˆp matrix variable Θ, which
has to be computed every iteration. Inverting a p ˆ p matrix using direct methods
(e.g., Cholesky decomposition) costs Opp3q arithmetic operations in general, which
becomes prohibitive if p is at the omics scale of a few hundreds of thousands. Storage
requirements worsen the situation. The inverse Θ´1 is in general not sparse, requiring
Opp2q memory space. For example if p “ 300,000, then roughly 700GB of memory is
needed, which calls for distributed computation. Being inherently sequential, however,
matrix inversion is difficult to parallelize or distribute, meaning that direct methods
are not so much scalable even with high-performance computing (HPC) systems with
distributed memory.

Consequently, most existing algorithms resort to employing an (inner) iterative
method to compute Θ´1. For instance, Friedman, Hastie and Tibshirani (2008) in-
voke a p-dimensional lasso regression solver p times every (outer) iteration to compute
one column of Θ´1 at a time, which becomes prohibitively expensive in omics-scale
problems. BigQUIC (Hsieh et al., 2013) updates Θ by block coordinate descent and
then computes Θ´1 column by column, by storing only a small fraction of the p columns
of Θ´1 in a cache and recomputing the missing columns on demand; the recomputa-
tion solves a fraction of the p linear equations defining the inverse (ΘX “ Ip) by using
conjugate gradient. Since this strategy is only successful if the cache miss rate is low,
BigQUIC partitions Θ into a block matrix and permutes blocks to minimize the num-
ber of the off-block-diagonal elements. Therefore, the scalability of BigQUIC is limited
by the maximum degree of the underlying graph. For more complex graph structures
of interest, e.g., those that arise in multi-omics studies, computable dimensions are
practically less than 100,000; see §5.

CLIME minimizes }Θ}1 subject to the constraint }SΘ ´ Ip}8 ď λ over Rpˆp, where
} ¨ }8 is the vector ℓ8 norm. The optimization problem of CLIME can be decomposed
into p independent, p-dimensional linear programming (LP) problems, each solving a
column of Θ. While LP is the most extensively studied convex optimization prob-
lem, commercial LP solvers like Gurobi or Cplex, which utilize interior-point or sim-
plex methods, struggle with scalability when handling hundreds of thousands of vari-
ables (Mazumder, Wright and Zheng, 2019). Exacerbating the situation, for omics-scale
CLIME we are required to solve hundreds of thousands of large-scale LP problems. This
remains an almost unattainable task despite the independence. As a result, fastclime
(Pang, Liu and Vanderbei, 2014; Pang et al., 2017), which could not handle more than
30,000 variables in our problem instance, remains one of the most scalable implemen-
tations publicly available.

As the most scalable pseudolikelihood-based method up to date, CONCORD (Khare,
Oh and Rajaratnam, 2015) solves the ℓ1-penalized minimization problem

(2.2) min
ΘPSp

t´ log detΘD ` p1{2q trpΘ2Sq ` λ}ΘX}1u,

where ΘD denotes the diagonal and ΘX denotes the off-diagonal parts of Θ. It is
a convex amendment of a non-convex pseudolikelihood-based method SPACE (Peng
et al., 2009), which in turn extends the node-wise regression approach by Meinshausen
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and Bühlmann (2006) to estimate Θ˚.1 The associated KKT condition is

(2.3) ´Θ´1
D ` p1{2qpΘS ` SΘq ` λZ “ 0, Z P B}ΘX}1.

Compared with that for graphical lasso (2.1), KKT condition (2.3) only involves the
inverse of the diagonal matrix ΘD, which is trivial to compute. While the second term
in (2.3) costs two p ˆ p matrix-matrix multiplications with Opp3q operations, they are
much easier to distribute and parallelize than matrix inversion. The sparsity of the
optimization variable Θ imposed by the ℓ1 penalty further reduces the complexity of
the multiplication. Koanantakool et al. (2018) leverage these features to achieve massive
scalability in distributed memory HPC systems. This HP-CONCORD implementation
can handle 320,000 dimensional data drawn from a random graph structure resembling
multi-omic networks.

Despite its computational success, a major drawback of CONCORD is its lack of
statistical consistency in estimating Θ˚, which is important in downstream tasks in
multi-omic analyses as it carries information on the strength of network edges. The
objective function in (2.2) defines a loss function LpΘ, xq “ ´ log detΘD ` 1

2 trpxT Θ2xq
for a sample x P Rp. The population risk RpΘq “ ELpΘ,Xq is minimized by a Θ
satisfying the equation Θ´1

D ´ 1
2pΘΣ˚ ` Σ˚Θq “ 0, where Σ˚ “ Θ˚´1 is the covariance

matrix of random vector X . Unfortunately, the true precision matrix Θ˚ does not
minimize the risk unless ΘD equals the identity. This is a very restrictive assumption
indeed, and likely does not hold in many applications. Consequently, the currently
available result on the consistency of the CONCORD estimator (Theorem 2, Khare,
Oh and Rajaratnam, 2015) requires an accurate estimator yΘD of ΘD̊ with a rate
maxi“1,...,p |yΘD,ii ´ ΘD̊,ii| “ OP palog n{nq. Similarly, SPACE also requires a separate
estimator of ΘD̊ with the same rate. Such a separate estimator is difficult to find in
practice.

There is also an issue with the optimization method employed by HP-CONCORD.
This CONCORD-ISTA algorithm (Oh et al., 2014) possesses an Op1{tq rate of conver-
gence, where t is the number of iterations, and the convergence is measured in terms
of the objective function value. In addition to the slow, sublinear convergence of the
objective function, the variable iterate tΘptqu may converge to the minimizer Θ̂ of
(2.2) in an arbitrarily slow rate (Bauschke and Combettes, 2011). Since the algorithm
has to be terminated within a finite number of iterations, statistical error of Θptq (say
}Θptq ´ Θ˚}) may remain quite large compared to that of Θ̂ (say }Θ̂ ´ Θ˚}q even after
a large number of iterations.

3. The ACCORD Estimator and HP-ACCORD.

3.1. ACCORD loss and estimator. For a matrix Ω P Rpˆp, consider the following
loss function

(3.1) LpΩ, xq “ ´ log detΩD ` p1{2q trpxT ΩT Ωxq.
The associated risk RpΩq “ ELpΩ,Xq “ ´ log detΩD ` 1

2 trpΩT ΩΣ˚q is minimized by
Ω˚ “ ΘD̊

´1{2Θ˚ since it is the unique solution to the equation ∇RpΩq “ 0 and R is
convex. The essential domain of R on which R is finite is dom R “ tpmijq P Rpˆp :
mii ą 0, i “ 1, . . . , pu X Rpˆp. Then transformation T : Θ ÞÑ Θ´1{2

D Θ from dom R to

1CLIME can be understood as an extension of the latter in a different direction, with the afore-
mentioned scalability bottleneck.
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itself is bijective with inverse T ´1 : Ω ÞÑ ΩDΩ. Obviously Ω˚ “ T pΘ˚q. In other words,
the population risk is uniquely minimized by a one-to-one transformation T of the true
precision matrix Θ˚. If Ω̂ minimizes the sample average of (3.1), then it consistently
estimates Ω˚. Hence T ´1pΩ̂q consistently estimates Θ˚ “ T ´1pΩ˚q, as long as the
dimension p is fixed.

In a high-dimensional setting, we can expect minimizing an ℓ1-penalized sample
average of (3.1) estimates Ω˚ “ T pΘ˚q consistently under the usual sparsity assumption
on Θ˚:
(3.2) Ω̂ “ arg minΩPRpˆp

␣´ log detΩD ` p1{2qtrpΩT ΩSq ` λ}Ω}1
(

;
recall that S is the sample covariance matrix. An important point here is that the
transformation pair pT,T ´1q preserves the sparsity pattern of their respective argu-
ments: if ωij “ rT pΘqsij with Θ “ pθijq, then ωij “ θij{?

θii and θij “ ωiiωij . Therefore,
ωij “ 0 if and only if θij “ 0, and Ω˚ shares the sparsity pattern with Θ˚. The ℓ1
penalization on Ω in (3.2) is thus justified. Since the downstream task is to analyze
the partial correlations (ρi̊jq, using the relation ρi̊j “ ´θi̊j{aθi̊iθj̊j and θi̊j “ ωi̊iωi̊j , we
can consistently estimate ρi̊j by the formula ρ̂ij “ ´p1{2qpω̂ij{ω̂jj ` ω̂ji{ω̂iiq, in which
Ω̂ “ pω̂ijq.

The loss (3.1) and estimator (3.2) resemble those of CONCORD in §2. The critical
difference is that the argument Ω is allowed to be asymmetric in our proposal. This
simple change makes the estimator consistent (at least in the low-dimensional regime;
high-dimensional results are presented in §4), a feature absent in CONCORD. For an
obvious reason, we name the loss function (3.1) the ACCORD loss, and estimator (3.2)
the ACCORD estimator, after Asymmetric ConCORD.

The KKT condition for the convex optimization problem for ACCORD (3.2) is
(3.3) ´Ω´1

D ` ΩS ` λZ “ 0, Z P B }Ω}1 ,

which conserves the computational attraction of CONCORD; cf. (2.3). Furthermore,
there is only one matrix multiplication in (3.3), suggesting simpler computation.

For the ACCORD estimator (3.2) to be well-defined, a solution to (3.3) needs to be
unique. A matrix X P Rnˆp pp ě nq is said to have columns in general position if the
affine span of any n points ts1Xi1 , ¨ ¨ ¨ , snXinu, for arbitrary signs s1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , sn P t´1,1u,
does not contain any element of t˘Xi : i ‰ i1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , inu. General position occurs almost
surely if X is drawn from a continuous distribution (Tibshirani, 2013).

Theorem 3.1. Suppose that the data matrix X P Rnˆp has columns in general
position. Then, the ACCORD estimator (3.2) with S “ p1{nqXT X is unique.

3.2. ACCORD-FBS algorithm. For the computation of the ACCORD estimator,
we use forward-backward splitting (FBS), also known as the proximal gradient method
(Combettes and Pesquet, 2007, 2011). Let us split the ACCORD objective function f
into f “ g ` h where
(3.4) gpΩq “ p1{2q trpΩT ΩSq, hpΩq “ ´ log detΩD ` λ}Ω}1.

and apply a forward step for g: Ωpt`1{2q “ Ωptq ´ τt∇gpΩptqq, and a backward (proxi-
mal) step for h: Ωptq “ arg minΩPRpˆpthpΩq ` 1

2τt
}Ω ´ Ωpt`1{2q}2

F u to obtain a sequence
of optimization variables tΩptq “ pωptq

ij qu. At the element level, we have the following
closed-form iteration:

ω
pt`1q
ii “ py ´ τtλ ` apy ´ τtλq2 ` 4τtq{2, y “ ω

ptq
ii ´ τtrΩptqSsii

ω
pt`1q
ij “ Sτtλpωptq

ij ´ τtrΩptqSsijq, i ‰ j,
(3.5)
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Algorithm 1 ACCORD-FBS
Input: sample covariance S P Rpˆp, minimum step size 1{L, initial step size τ0, line search param-
eter 0 ă β ă 1, initial Ωp0q
for t in 0, 1, 2, ¨ ¨ ¨ do

for τt in τ0, βτ0, β2τ0, ¨ ¨ ¨ do
∇gpΩptqq Ð ΩptqS Ź Use Algorithm 2 for HP-ACCORD
Update Ωptq according to (3.5)
∆ Ð Ωpt`1q ´ Ωptq

end for if gpΩpt`1qq ď gpΩptqq ` x∆, gpΩptqqy ` 1
2τt

}∆}2
F or τt ď 1{L

end for until converge
Output: estimate Ω̂ Ð Ωpt`1q

where Sapxq “ p|x| ´ aq` signpxq is the soft-thresholding operator.
Theory of FBS ensures that with the choice of the step size τt P p0,2{Lq, where

L “ σmaxpSq is the maximum singular value of S, the iterate sequence tΩptqu converges
to the target Ω̂ (Bauschke and Combettes, 2011). The L coincides with the global
Lipschitz constant of ∇gpΩq “ ΩS in the Euclidean (Frobenius) norm. Backtracking
line search adaptively finds a maximal step size τt for each iteration t in such a way the
convergence is guaranteed (Beck and Teboulle, 2009). Algorithm 1, named ACCORD-
FBS, describes both fixed step size and backtracking FBS algorithms for ACCORD. The
step size satisfies τt ě mintτ0, β{Lu for β P p0,1q and the descent property fpΩpt`1qq ď
fpΩptqq is guaranteed by the majorization-maximization (MM) principle (Lange et al.,
2022).

While the general convergence rate of FBS is Op1{tq in the objective value unless the
objective is strongly convex (which is not the case in ACCORD), we can nevertheless
show that ACCORD-FBS converges linearly in both the objective and variable iterates.

Theorem 3.2. Assume the condition for Theorem 3.1, and that the iterate sequence
tΩptqu is generated by Algorithm 1 with the step size sequence tτtu satisfying either i)
β “ 1, τ0 P rτ , τ̄ s, where 0 ă τ ď τ̄ ă 2{L, or ii) 0 ă β ă 1. Then, the objective value
sequence tfpΩptqqu converges to the minimum f‹ “ fpΩ̂q monotonically. Furthermore,
if the initial iterate Ωp0q is chosen such that fpΩp0qq ď trpSq{2 ` λp, then the following
holds

fpΩptqq ´ f‹ ď
ˆ

1
1 ` 2aσ

˙t

rfpΩp0qq ´ f‹s, t ě 0,

}Ωptq ´ Ω̂}F ď
ˆ

1?
1 ` 2aσ

˙t´1
˜

1 ` 1
aσ

a
1 ` 1{p2aσq

¸b
rfpΩp0qq ´ f‹s{a, t ě 1,

(3.6)

where a “ 1{τ̄ ´ L{2 ą 0, σ “ r4κp1{τ ` Lq2s´1 in case i, and a “ r2τ0s´1, σ “
r4κp1{τmin ` Lq2s´1, τmin “ mintτ0, β{Lu in case ii. The constant κ is explicit and
depends only on S.

Splitting (3.4) is crucial for establishing linear convergence in that the global Lips-
chitz constant L ă 8 of ∇g exists, and 1{L ą 0 serves as the lower bound of the step size
that guarantees the descent property. Following CONCORD-ISTA (Oh et al., 2014),
we may also split f into g̃pΩq “ ´ log detΩD ` p1{2q trpΩT ΩSq and h̃pΩq “ λ}Ω}1 and
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Algorithm 2 One-dimensionally distributed matrix multiplication (1DMM)
Input: Partition Ω “ rΩT

1 , ¨ ¨ ¨ , ΩT
P sT , S “ rS1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , SP s, where node k holds Ωk and Sk

for k “ 1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , P simultaneously do
for j in 1 ¨ ¨ ¨ , P do

send Ωk to node k ´ j and recv Ωk`j from node k ` j
Compute Ωk`jSk

end for
Gk Ð rpΩ1SkqT , ¨ ¨ ¨ , pΩP SkqT sT

end for
Output: G “ rG1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , GP s, where node k holds Gk

call it ACCORD-ISTA. The problem with this splitting is that ∇g̃ is not globally Lip-
schitz. The consequence is that the resulting step sizes satisfying the descent condition
can be arbitrarily small, contributing to slow convergence of the iterates; see §2 and §5.

3.3. HP-ACCORD: HPC implementation of ACCORD. For its simplicity and linear
convergence rate, the ACCORD-FBS algorithm (Algorithm 1) has an advantage in
scaling up to handle massive-scale data. Note that the main computational components
of ACCORD-FBS are: 1) sparse-dense matrix multiplication in computing the gradient
∇gpΩptqq “ ΩptqS and 2) element-wise operations in computing (3.5); note that Ωptq
is sparse by construction. The latter is “embarassingly parallel.” The former can also
be easily parallelized in shared memory systems such as those employing graphical
processing units (GPUs). However, if the size of the data becomes massive so that
it does not fit into the system memory, employment of a distributed memory system
becomes necessary. In distributed computation, communication cost becomes a major
factor of the performance.

Our distributed-memory HPC implementation of ACCORD-FBS, termed HP-
ACCORD, iteratively conducts the sparse-dense matrix multiplication for the gradient
step as a special case of the SpDM3 algorithm (Koanantakool et al., 2018). This algo-
rithm, named one-dimensionally distributed matrix multiplication (1DMM), is summa-
rized in Algorithm 2. In HP-ACCORD, Ω and S are separated by columns (row-wise
separation is also possible for Ω) and store each partition in different computational
nodes. Then, the gradient ∇gpΩq is computed with 1DMM. While the standard method
for distributed matrix-matrix multiplication on HPC systems is the scalable universal
matrix multiplication algorithm (SUMMA, van de Geijn and Watts, 1997), this method
partitions involved matrices by both rows and columns and allocates them across com-
putational nodes, and completing each block of the product requires multiple rounds of
broadcasting submatrices of both operands, which results in a major performance bot-
tleneck. On the other hand, 1DMM sends and receives one-dimensional blocks of only
one operand, i.e., Ω in Algorithm 2. Because of this difference, the communication cost
of Algorithm 2 is smaller than SUMMA since Ω is sparse while S is dense (Koanan-
takool et al., 2016). Computation of the gradient can alternatively be conducted in
two steps: Y “ ΩXT and ∇gpΩq “ p1{nqY X , each of which can be computed with
1DMM. This strategy is advantageous when n is much smaller than p (Koanantakool
et al., 2018).

3.4. Tuning. The choice of the regularization parameter λ impacts the practical
performance of the ACCORD estimator. At the omics scale, sample reuse methods
such as cross validation or neighborhood selection (Meinshausen and Bühlmann, 2010)
are ruled out since they incur a nontrivial number of expensive passes of computing the
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estimator. Following CONCORD and SPACE, which are also pseudolikelihood-based
methods, we adopt a Bayesian information criterion (BIC)-type approach for tuning.
Specifically, using the loss function part of (3.2), we choose λ minimizing

(3.7) p2nq
!

´ log det Ω̂D ` p1{2qtrpΩ̂T Ω̂Sq
)

` }Ω̂}0 log n ` 4γ}Ω̂}0 log p,

where }Ω̂}0 is the number of nonzero off-diagonal elements of the estimate Ω̂ “ Ω̂pλq.
The last term is taken from the extended BIC for graphical lasso (Foygel and Drton,
2010), proposed to promote further sparsity; γ P p0,1s is a user-specified parameter. We
may call quantity (3.7) an extended pseudo-BIC (epBIC).

3.5. Bias correction. Correcting the biases introduced by the ℓ1 penalization by
refitting is a common practice (Meinshausen, 2007; Candes and Tao, 2007; Cai, Liu
and Luo, 2011). Following these approaches, we propose the following second-stage
refitting procedure for ACCORD. If we let the support of the ACCORD estimate Ω̂
computed by solving (3.2) for an appropriate λ (e.g., epBIC of (3.7)) be Ŝλ, then we
refit by computing

(3.8) Ω̃ “ arg min
Ω: ΩŜc

λ
“0

␣´ log detΩD ` p1{2qtrpΩT ΩSq ` ϕλ}Ω}1
(

,

where 0 ď ϕ ď 1. The refitted estimator Ω̃ “ pω̃ijq can be computed efficiently using
Algorithm 1, by replacing the λ with ϕλ for pi, jq P Ŝλ and with 8 for pi, jq R Ŝλ.

4. Statistical Properties. In this section, we show that the ACCORD estimator
can consistently estimate Ω˚, a one-to-one reparameterization of the true precision
matrix Θ˚ in various measures, under appropriate conditions. All the results provided
here are non-asymptotic. In addition to the vector ℓ1 and ℓ8 norms introduced in §1, we
use ~M~ to denote an operator norm of matrix M “ pmijq induced by the underlying
vector norm. In particular, ~M~8 “ maxx‰0

}Mx}8
}x}8

“ maxi

řp
j“1 |mij |. The Frobenius

norm }M}F of M is its vector ℓ2 norm. For an l ˆ m matrix M , A Ă rls :“ t1, . . . , lu,
and B Ă rms, we denote by MAB the |A| ˆ |B| submatrix of M taking the rows and
columns of M with indices in A and B, respectively.

4.1. Estimation error bounds. We first provide finite-sample estimation error
bounds in vector ℓ1 and ℓ2 norms. Recall that a zero-mean random vector Z is sub-
Gaussian with parameter σ if ErexpptZqs ď exppσ2t2{2q for all t P R. Let κΩ˚ “ ~Ω˚~8.

Theorem 4.1. Suppose the data matrix X P Rnˆp is composed of n i.i.d. copies
of zero-mean continuous random vector X “ pX1, . . . ,Xpq P Rp with covariance matrix
Σ˚ “ pΣi̊jq “ Θ˚´1 and each Xj{aΣj̊j being sub-Gaussian with parameter σ. Also sup-
pose that there exists α,β, η ą 0 such that EX |xX,yy|2 ě α and EX |xX,yy|2`η ď β2`η

for any y P Rp with }y}2 “ 1. If we let S “ tpi, jq P rpsˆrps : θi̊j ‰ 0u be the support of Θ˚
(hence of Ω˚q, then there exist positive constants κ, c0, c1, and c2 that explicitly depends
on α,β, η, σ, and maxiPrps Σi̊i such that λ“ 64p1 ` 4σ2qκΩ˚ pmaxiPrps Σi̊iq

a
n´1 log p in

(3.2) yields

}Ω̂ ´ Ω˚}1 ď 16κ´1λ|S| and }Ω̂ ´ Ω˚}F ď 4κ´1λ
a|S|

with a probability at least 1 ´ c1e´c2n ´ 4p´2, provided that n ą maxtp64c2
0{κ2q|S| log p,

p1{16q log pu.
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Remark 4.1. The consistency of Ω̂ in terms of } ¨ }1 and } ¨ }F is obtained if
σ2 and κΩ˚ are bounded, at the rate of OP pan´1|S| log pq. The latter is bounded
if, e.g., the graph implied by Θ˚ has a finite maximum degree of d “ maxiPrps |tj P
rps : θi̊j ‰ 0u|: since |θi̊j | ď a

θi̊iθj̊j , κΩ˚ “ maxiPrps
řp

j“1 |θi̊j |{aθi̊i ď dmaxiPrps
a

θi̊i ď
d{aλminpΣ˚q, where λminpΣ˚q ě α is the minimum eigenvalue of Σ˚. This rate and
the sample complexity of n Á |S| log p match those for the graphical lasso (Wainwright,
2019, Proposition 11.9).

4.2. Edge selection and sign consistency. With further assumptions, the elemen-
twise (ℓ8) error bound of Ω̂ can be controlled with which edge selection and sign
consistency can be proved. The Hessian matrix of the population risk RpΩq (see §3)
with respect to the usual vectorization of Ω at Ω˚ is
(4.1) Γ˚ “ Σ˚ b Ip ` pΩ˚´1

D b Ω˚´1
D qΥ,

where b is a Kronecker product and Υ “ řp
i“1 eie

T
i b eie

T
i . It is positive definite since

so is Σ˚. Let S be the support of Θ˚ as stated in Theorem 4.1.

Assumption 4.1. We further assume the following properties on the data distri-
bution.
(A1) The maximum degree d “ maxiPrps

ˇ̌tj P rps : θi̊j ‰ 0uˇ̌ “ maxiPrps
ˇ̌tj P rps|ωi̊j ‰ 0uˇ̌

of the graph implied by Θ˚ is bounded.
(A2) (Irrepresentability condition) For some α P r0,1q, the matrix Γ˚ satisfies

(4.2) ~ΓS̊cSΓ˚´1
SS ~8 ď 1 ´ α.

Let us define the following associated quantities: κΓ˚ “ ~pΓS̊Sq´1~8, κΣ˚ “ ~Σ˚~8,
γ1 “ ~Ω˚´1

D ~8. Recall κΩ˚ “ ~Ω˚~8.

Theorem 4.2. Suppose the data matrix X P Rnˆp is composed of n i.i.d. copies
of zero-mean continuous random vector X “ pX1, . . . ,Xpq P Rp with covariance matrix
Σ˚ “ pΣi̊jq “ Θ˚´1 and each Xj{aΣj̊j being sub-Gaussian with parameter σ. If further
Assumption 4.1 holds, then for λ “ 80

?
2p1`4σ2qpmaxiPrps Σi̊iqκΩ˚α´1apτ log p ` log 4q{n,

τ ą 2,
(a) there holds }Ω̂´Ω˚}8 ď 24

?
2p1`4σ2qpmaxiPrps Σi̊iqκΓ˚κΩ˚ p1`10{αqapτ log p ` log 4q{n;

(b) the estimated support Ŝ “ tpi, jq P rpsˆrps : ω̂ij ‰ 0u is contained in the true support
S and includes all edges pi, jq with |ωi̊j | ą 24

?
2p1 ` 4σ2qpmaxiPrps Σi̊iqκΓ˚κΩ˚ p1 `

10{αqapτ log p ` log 4q{n,

with a probability no smaller than 1´p´pτ´2q, provided n ą 128p1`σ2q2pmaxiPrps Σi̊iq2δ´2p
τ log p ` log 4q where

δ “ min

$
&
%

min
!

1
3γ1

, 1
3γ3

1 κΓ˚ , κΩ˚
3d

)

3κΓ˚κΩ˚ p1 ` 10{αq ,
2

27γ3
1κ2

Γ˚κΩ˚ p1 ` 10{αq2 ,8p1 ` 4σ2qpmax
iPrps

Σi̊iq
,
.
- .

Remark 4.2. With other quantities held fixed, the sample size required to achieve
the rate }Ω̂ ´ Ω˚}8 “ OP papτ log pq{nq is n Á d2τ log p. It can be also shown that for
data distributions with a bounded 4m-th moment, the error rate is OP papτ{m{nq for
n Á d2pτ{m; see Supplementary Material A.6. These sample complexities and rates of
convergence match those of graphical lasso, obtained by Ravikumar et al. (2011) under
similar conditions.
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Part (b) of Theorem 4.2 only states that the ACCORD estimator can exclude all
false edges and find true edges with large enough ωi̊j ’s. Exploiting it further, the sign
consistency on all edges can be declared. For Ŝ “ S, let ωmin “ minpi,jqPS |ωi̊j |:

Theorem 4.3. Assume the same conditions as Theorem 4.2. If the sample size
satisfies

n ą 128p1 ` 4σ2q2pmax
iPrps

Σi̊iq2pτ log p ` log 4q{ mintωmin{r6κΓ˚κΩ˚ p1 ` 10{αqs, δu2

where σ and δ are as defined in Theorem 4.2, then the event tsignpωi̊jq “ signpω̂ijq for
all pi, jq P Su occurs with a probability no smaller than 1 ´ p´pτ´2q.

5. Numerical Experiments.

5.1. Linear convergence of ACCORD-FBS. We provide empirical evidences of the
guaranteed descent property and linear convergence exhibited by ACCORD-FBS (Al-
gorithm 1). The merit of the novel operator splitting utilized by the latter is demon-
strated by comparing it with ACCORD-ISTA (see the last paragraph of §3.2). Firstly,
we generated two Erdos-Renyi graphs of size p“1000 with a sparsity level of 15%.
To construct a ground truth precision matrix, we employed the following procedure.
The edge weights were selected from a uniform distribution on r0.5,1s and their signs
were flipped with a probability of 0.5. To ensure symmetry and positive definiteness,
the resulting matrix was added to its transpose and its diagonal entries are set to be
1.5 times the absolute sum of the off-diagonal entries of the corresponding rows. This
matrix was scaled by pre- and post-multiplying a diagonal matrix such that all the
diagonal entries are equal to one. Finally, variation among the diagonal entries was
introduced by performing another pre- and post-multiplications with a diagonal matrix
with uniformly distributed entries on r1,

?
3s. Using this precision matrix, multivariate

Gaussian data with a sample size of n “ 500 were generated.
ACCORD-FBS was investigated with two variants: one with a constant step size

of τ “ 1{L and the other employing backtracking line search with τ “ 1{L as a lower
bound. In contrast, a grid of constant step sizes, τ P t0.25,0.6,0.75u, along with back-
tracking, were chosen for ACCORD-ISTA to demonstrate its convergence behavior.

The convergence behavior of the iterate tΩptqu and the objective value tℓpΩptqqu
is illustrated in Figure 1. Here, Ω̂ denotes the final iterate obtained by executing
ACCORD-FBS until termination, with the criterion of }Ωpt`1q ´ Ωptq} ă 10´15. In Fig-
ure 1, ACCORD-FBS exhibits linear convergence for both variants, while backtracking
shows a faster rate. On the other hand, the convergence behavior of ACCORD-ISTA
varies significantly across different constant step sizes, ranging from slow convergence to
divergence. Moreover, the iterates from ACCORD-ISTA with backtracking encounters
a plateau at an early stage. These observations underscore the challenges associated
with the selection of an appropriate step size in ACCORD-ISTA.

5.2. Scalability of HP-ACCORD. We next investigate the scalability of HP-
ACCORD (§3.3) using simulated data of dimension p up to one million. At this scale,
even simulating multivariate Gaussian samples becomes a nontrivial task (Vono, Dobi-
geon and Chainais, 2022). We took a similar approach to the numerical experiments in
Li et al. (2010): generate a sparse p ˆ p unit lower triangular matrix L taking values
in r´1,1s and compute y “ L´T x, x „ Np0,Ipq, by backsubstitution so that y follows
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Fig 1: Convergence comparison between ACCORD-FBS and ACCORD-ISTA.

Np0, pLLT q´1q. The location of off-diagonal non-zero entries of L were uniformly se-
lected so that the graph implied by the precision matrix LLT had an average degree
of 10.3 for each p, and the maximum degree ranged from 42 to 66.

We employed the Nurion supercomputer at the Korea Institute of Science and Tech-
nology Information (KISTI) National Supercomputing Center (KSC) for the scalability
experiment. Nurion is a Cray CS500 system with 8,305 Intel Xeon Phi 7250 1.4GHz
manycore (KNL) computational nodes with 96GB of memory per node, featuring 25.3
petaflops of peak performance. As a benchmark, we compared HP-ACCORD with
BigQUIC.2 and fastclime.3 Note that fastclime is an R package with a single-core-
oriented implementation of CLIME in C at its heart. Both BigQUIC and HP-ACCORD
perform multi-core computations written in C++. However, BigQUIC’s scalability is
limited to a single node as a shared-memory algorithm. In contrast, HP-ACCORD can
run on multiple nodes simultaneously utilizing distributed memory in supercomputing
environments (§3.3).

We report the results in Figure 2. Since the memory of a single KNL node (96GB)
was not enough for the computation with dimensions greater than or equal to 100,000,
an appropriate number of nodes that can handle the input size data was used for
HP-ACCORD, showcasing the scalability of the algorithm. The supercomputing center
imposed a 48-hour restriction on the running time of a single job. Thus we only report
accurate timing for the processes finished within this limit. In panel (a), the regulariza-
tion parameter λ was set large enough so that the resulting precision matrix estimate Θ̂
becomes diagonal. In panel (b), λ was adjusted so that the numbers of nonzero entries
of Θ̂ have a similar scale to their true precision matrices. Note that fastclime had to
use the time near the limit to estimate a precision matrix to compute estimate for two
λ’s for p “ 10,000, and it could not run with data that has p “ 30,000 and above due
to the memory limit. Also, for the both panel, we could observe that HP-ACCORD
outperforms BigQUIC in terms of computation time, even when only a single node is
employed. By adopting multiple computational nodes, HP-ACCORD was able to de-
liver the estimate within the time budget in all scenarios. On the contrary, BigQUIC
could not finish the process on time when the dimension exceeds 100,000 and the λ is
chosen so that the estimate is non-diagonal. Internally, BigQUIC tries to find a per-
muted partition tB1, ¨ ¨ ¨ ,Bku of the p coordinates using a graph clustering algorithm

2Available at https://bigdata.oden.utexas.edu/software/1035/.
3Available at https://cran.r-project.org/src/contrib/Archive/fastclime/.
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Fig 2: Scalability comparison between HP-ACCORD and other methods. The horizontal
red lines indicate the 48-hour limit of the supercomputer system.

(Karypis and Kumar, 1998; Dhillon, Guan and Kulis, 2007) so that most of the coordi-
nate updates are performed in the diagonal blocks pB1,B1q, ¨ ¨ ¨ , pBk,Bkq. However, the
size of each partition is limited due to the memory limit of a single computational node
(about 20,000 in the Nurion environment in which each node has 96GB of memory),
and clustering with such a limited block size bares many off-block diagonal edges in
our simulated data. In consequence, the conjugate gradient method employed to com-
pute the off-diagonal blocks are hardly skipped, causing the algorithm to run extremely
slowly. Even when λ is so large that the estimate should be diagonal, BigQUIC failed
to complete the computation if the dimension reached one million.

5.3. Edge detection and estimation error. We examine the edge detection and pa-
rameter estimation performance of ACCORD on simulated data, comparing it with
CONCORD, graphical lasso (GLASSO), SPACE, CLIME. Following the hub graph set-
ting in Peng et al. (2009), we generated a graph with 10 clusters each having 100 nodes
and 90 edges and connected 100 randomly chosen node pairs from adjacent clusters.
The clusters had either a hub network or scale-free graph structure. A hub network was
generated by (1) constructing an Erdös-Rényi graph with 97 nodes and 45 edges, and
(2) consecutively adding 3 hub nodes, each connected to random 15 nodes. A scale-free
graph was generated so that the degree k of the nodes has a probability P pkq „ k´2.3.
We additionally considered a simple Erdös-Rényi graph with 1,000 nodes and 1,000
edges without the clustered structure. The partial correlation matrix corresponding to
the graph was chosen so that the matrix has minimum eigenvalue of at least 0.2, and
each nonzero entries have absolute value of 0.1 at least. Model selection was carried
out using epBIC (3.7) for ACCORD and CONCORD for an evenly spaced grid of λ’s
in logarithmic scale, while extended Gaussian BIC was used for GLASSO and CLIME.
Although cross validation was used to select the λ in the original paper of CLIME (Cai,
Liu and Luo, 2011), we used BIC instead to avoid the repetitive parameter fitting. For
SPACE, we used “BIC-type criterion” defined in Peng et al. (2009). For CONCORD,
the matrix Θ̂ minimizing (2.2) was treated as a precision matrix despite the possible
inconsistency (see §2). This procedure was repeated 50 times. For ACCORD, we also
considered debiasing procedure (3.8).
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Graph Method AUPRC # TP edges # FP edges

Hub Network

ACCORD 0.843 (0.011) 732 (18.6) 55 (17.0)
CONCORD 0.837 (0.011) 715 (18.1) 50 (16.5)

GLASSO 0.835 (0.010) 706 (20.5) 63 (11.3)
SPACE 0.813 (0.011) 768 (13.8) 321 (33.0)
CLIME 0.835 (0.010) 734 (13.8) 64 (17.5)

Scale-free

ACCORD 0.882 (0.008) 810 (13.9) 77 (18.7)
CONCORD 0.882 (0.008) 797 (17.4) 67 (16.2)

GLASSO 0.874 (0.008) 808 (14.4) 110 (16.9)
SPACE 0.864 (0.008) 831 (13.8) 321 (33.0)
CLIME 0.879 (0.009) 813 (15.8) 85 (22.4)

Erdös-Rényi

ACCORD 0.884 (0.009) 811 (14.5) 74 (16.9)
CONCORD 0.885 (0.008) 802 (14.7) 70 (14.5)

GLASSO 0.874 (0.009) 809 (16.0) 114 (12.7)
SPACE 0.868 (0.009) 836 (10.9) 369 (28.3)
CLIME 0.882 (0.009) 817 (13.5) 88 (19.3)

Table 1
Edge detection performance, mean (standard deviation) over 50 replications.

Table 1 reports the area under the precision-recall curve (AUPRC) and number of
edges selected. In terms of AUPRC (and Matthews correlation coefficient; see Supple-
mentary Material B), ACCORD performed slightly better than or similarly to other
methods. The trend of the precision-recall curves did not particularly vary among repli-
cations. In all cases, the penalty selected from each selection method yielded reasonable
number of selected edges. We could observe that BIC-type methods with the extended
term drastically reduces false positive (FP) edges in the expense of few true positive
(TP) edges.

Table 2 reports the total squared error of the estimated precision matrix Θ and its
reparameterization Ω by ACCORD and CONCORD, along with their debiased refit.
Compared to CONCORD, ACCORD estimates clearly showed better result for both
Θ̂ and Ω̂ in terms of the estimate error. The debiased refit also clearly improves the
estimating performance. For more details about the impact of the debiased refit, see
Supplementary Material B.

6. Case Study: Integrative Analysis of Multi-Omics data in Liver Cancer.

6.1. HP-ACCORD to delineate complex mechanisms in gene expression regulation.
In this section, we show that HP-ACCORD enables complex biological inference using
ultrahigh-dimensional multi-omic data through the example of the LIver Hepatocellular
Carcinoma (LIHC) cohort (n=365) of TCGA. In this analysis, we aim to identify the
determinants of mRNA-level expression regulation of individual genes across the tumor
samples and compare the strength of different regulatory drivers, particularly between
the activity of transcription factors (TF) and the repressive potential of epigenomic
regulators using partial correlations as the metric of independent contribution. Since
the partial correlation between the mRNA expression level of a gene and the level of
each regulatory factor given all other data features deconvolutes the strength of each
source of direct regulation, this analysis, if computation is scalable to the entirety of the
multi-omic data, will dissect relative contributions of individual regulatory mechanisms
to the observed gene expression variation, and the causal graph mirroring the regulatory
network is expected to be embedded within the reported (undirected) graph structure.
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Estimation Graph Total Squared Error (Θ̂) Total Squared Error (Ω̂)

ACCORD

Biased
Hub Network 194.6 (10.7) 73.7 (3.3)

Scale-free 202.6 (8.5) 68.1 (2.2)
Erdös-Rényi 201.0 (8.1) 69.7 (2.1)

Debiased
Hub Network 37.7 (1.4) 19.7 (0.6)

Scale-free 36.2 (2.2) 16.5 (1.0)
Erdös-Rényi 35.4 (1.6) 16.3 (0.8)

CONCORD

Biased
Hub Network 392.3 (18.0) 108.0 (3.7)

Scale-free 433.6 (21.5) 107.9 (3.8)
Erdös-Rényi 437.5 (19.7) 110.8 (3.0)

Debiased
Hub Network 206.6 (11.0) 44.2 (1.4)

Scale-free 226.6 (13.9) 43.6 (1.8)
Erdös-Rényi 231.0 (13.5) 44.8 (1.8)

Table 2
MSE of biased and debiased ACCORD and CONCORD in partial correlation, mean (standard

deviation) over 50 replications.

We used the LIHC dataset consisting of expression data of 15,598 protein-coding
genes (mRNAs), expression data of 364 microRNAs (miRNAs) and DNA methyla-
tion levels (β-values) at 269,396 CpG islands positioned in the upstream regulatory
regions of genes. These are a subset of variables provided in the original data from
the TCGA data portal (Ally et al., 2017), where only the DNA methylation probes in
regulatory regions or gene bodies of annotated genes were included. Since DNA hypo-
and hyper-methylation status tends to be correlated locally in genomic neighborhoods
and those probesets for methylation status make up a majority of the variables in the
data, the underlying graph is expected to reflect a sparse precision matrix with a large
number of small block diagonals if the variables were ordered by chromosomes and
by within-chromosomal genomic coordinates. Most causally implicated correlations be-
tween methylation probes and mRNAs are also likely to be local with the exception of
DNA methyltransferase genes and the likes, and they would not alter the presumed net-
work topology described above. The same logic also applies to mRNA-mRNA correla-
tions, but these correlations can be local and global across genomic locations. However,
these latter correlations tend to form block diagonal patterns by their upstream TF
regulators and the target precision matrix will still remain within a structure amenable
to consistent estimation.

We performed this analysis on two HPC systems: Nurion at KSC (see §5.2) and the
Cori system at the National Energy Research Scientific Computing Center (NERSC),
which is a Cray XC40 system with more than 2,000 computational nodes that are
equipped with dual-socket 16-core Intel Xeon Processor E5-2698 (Haswell) and 128GB
of memory for each node. On both systems, the shared-memory, multi-core implementa-
tion of BigQUIC was the only working alternative for comparison. However, BigQUIC
was not able to complete the computation of the precision matrix for a wide range of
the regularization parameter λ, except for those that yielded diagonal matrices; this
observation is consistent with the results from the numerical studies in §5.2.

In the next two sections, we first describe the overall partial correlation patterns
within and across the two omics data. Using the precision matrix estimate and partial
correlations, we aim to tease apart the impact of active TF-driven co-regulation of
target genes from that of DNA methylation-mediated gene expression repression in the
promoter regions. To show the advantage of this analysis, we compare the mRNA-
mRNA network from the two analyses, and show that the analysis accounting for the
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Fig 3: Summary of intra-modality and inter-modality correlations. (A) Barplots show
the total number of edges with non-zero correlations in each of the six edge categories.
(B) Estimated partial correlations against genomic distances between connected nodes.
Gray dots represent all edges and they are shown in panels. Black dots show the data
pertaining to the edge category in each panel. (C) Gene ontology terms enriched in the
nodes (genes) with positive and negative methylation-mRNA partial correlations.

methylation-mediated regulation recovers experimentally validated regulatory actions
of TFs with comparable sensitivity and better specificity. To the best of our knowledge,
the effort to deconvolute the effects of two or more types of gene expression regulation
using graphical models has not been attempted due to the computational bottleneck
we address in this work.

6.2. Network structure of epigenomics and transcriptomics data. We estimated par-
tial correlations by solving (3.2) at λ “ 0.45 selected by epBIC (3.7) and then applying
the debiasing procedure (3.8). We extracted non-zero partial correlations to form edges



LEARNING MASSIVE-SCALE NETWORKS WITH HP-ACCORD 17

and calculated the frequency of intra-modality and inter-modality pairs. Figure 3A
shows the frequency of each type of inter- and intra-modality edges, with separate
positive and negative edge counts.

Since the DNA methylation probes outnumbered both mRNA- and miRNA-level
expression variables in the input data, the majority of the selected edges were the
intra-modality correlations between methylation probes (ą99%), which showed pre-
dominantly positive partial correlations (98%) even at long genomic distances. The
second most frequent edges were between mRNAs and between miRNAs, where the vast
majority showed positive partial correlations (96%), and the correlations were close to
zero for the pairs associated with negative partial correlations. This observation clearly
reaffirms that physically proximal protein coding genes and non-coding RNAs are often
co-transcribed. Among the small number of non-zero inter-modality correlations, the
most pronounced category was that of edges between DNA methylation probes and
mRNA expression (total transcript level per gene); the signs of the partial correlations
were evenly split between positive and negative (Figure 3A).

When we further examined the genomic distances between connected nodes across
the six categories, positive inter-modality correlations were from the data features lo-
cated on the same chromosomes and within 200 kilobase distance of one another (Fig-
ure 3B). The edges connecting mRNAs and miRNAs showed exclusively positive partial
correlations within a 100 kilobase distance only, hinting at high local specificity of co-
transcription. Last but not least, the edges connecting mRNAs and DNA methylation
probes showed both positive and negative partial correlations. A closer examination
revealed that most large negative partial correlations were between mRNAs and DNA
methylation probes within a 1 kbp distance (from TSS), consistent with the established
role of methylation for gene expression repression in regulatory regions.

When we further investigated biological functions enriched in the genes with negative
correlation between DNA methylation and mRNA expression, those were mostly the
genes encoding subunits of enzymes involved in small molecule metabolism and redox
reaction regulation (Figure 3C), suggesting that epigenomic regulation actively co-
represses the expression levels of metabolic enzymes in liver tumors.

6.3. Dissecting active regulatory contribution of TFs and repressive epigenomic reg-
ulation. Upon understanding the overall structure of the graph, we investigated the
regulatory impact of DNA methylation on the expression levels of adjacent genes and
dissected the regulatory contribution of TFs on their target gene expression and the
repressive effects of hypermethylation in regulatory regions. To this end, we estimated
another graph of mRNA expression variables using only the mRNA expression data as
input, thereby establishing a reference network which does not exclude the impact of
epigenomic regulation. We then compared the resulting mRNA-mRNA network against
the one estimated earlier. For the comparison, we removed edges with absolute partial
correlation smaller than 0.02 in the network visualization, an arbitrary threshold de-
termined from the histogram of non-zero partial correlation estimates, to minimize the
impact of false positive edges as mentioned in §5.

The new mRNA-mRNA network contained 104,599 edges at λ “ 0.30 based on ep-
BIC. We observed that the graph estimated without the DNA methylation data, called
unadjusted network hereafter, contained 84.5% of the edges from the graph estimated
with the DNA methylation data, called adjusted network (Figure 4A). In those edges
appearing in both networks, the magnitude of partial correlation estimates in the unad-
justed network between mRNA pairs was greater than the one in the adjusted network,
as expected (Figure 4B). Overall, the data clearly show that a significant portion of



18

Fig 4: (A) Comparison of the two partial correlation networks of mRNA expression
data estimated with and without miRNA and DNA methylation data. (B) Comparison
of partial correlation estimates for 110,787 edges appearing in the two mRNA-mRNA
networks. (C) The network estimated with DNA methylation data. The able on the
right side shows the biological processes and TFs enriched in each area.

the conditional dependence relationship between two mRNA nodes can be explained
away by DNA methylation levels, highlighting the contribution of epigenomic elements
in the co-expression patterns.

Since the impact of methylation-driven co-repression of mRNA expression was ac-
counted for, the adjusted network data allows us to infer active co-regulation driven by
TFs and co-activators without potential confounding by epignomic regulation. We thus
visualized the adjusted network using the Cytoscape software (Shannon et al., 2003)
and selected six subnetworks of high connectivity (Figure 4C). We performed hypergeo-
metric probability-based tests for enrichment of biological functions and TFs potentially
implicated in each subnetwork of genes. Indeed, the subnetworks showed highly specific
enrichment of widely-known cancer associated biological processes, ranging from the ex-
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tracellular matrix remodeling in the parenchymal environment, immune response and
signal transduction, cell cycle and protein translation, and small molecular metabolism
with previously well characterized TFs in various cellular processes.

By contrast, the unadjusted network showed a higher degree of connectivity between
the nodes (visualization not shown due to lack of legibility) and the overall network
lacked clear separation of subnetworks. Interestingly, the network had a large number
of nodes with one or two edges connecting to others only. To investigate the quality
of the two networks in terms of the recovery of well-validated TF-target relationships,
we queried the selected mRNA-mRNA edges in the two networks against bona fide
TF-target regulatory network compiled from credible sources (Koh et al., 2019). Upon
mapping the two mRNA-mRNA networks, 32% and 30% of the edges involved genes
encoding a TF or a co-activator in the adjusted and unadjusted networks, respectively.
However, while 19% of the reported edges were experimentally validated TF-target
pairs in the adjusted network, only 9% of the edges were validated in the unadjusted
network. Given the unadjusted network is about 2.6 times larger than the adjusted
network, the result implies that the adjusted network recovers the known TF-target
regulatory relationships with comparable sensitivity and greater specificity.

In summary, the assessment clearly shows that the network derived from the
ultrahigh-dimensional dual-omic data represents more robust relational hypotheses
than the network derived from the transcriptomic data alone. With the capability
to estimate conditional dependence structure from ultrahigh-dimensional data, spuri-
ous associations can be screened out and the results enables subsequent inference of
regulatory relationships, which would have been otherwise impossible.

7. Discussion. In discovery-oriented clinical and basic research applications, tech-
nological advances in molecular modalities have steadily increased the number of vari-
ables to analyze. Typical dimensionality of data sets exceeds tens or hundreds of thou-
sands, as shown in the motivating dual-omic dataset. The latest technological advances
also push sample sizes to thousands, best evidenced by the number of cells analyzed
using single-cell resolution omics technologies. When making inference from these truly
big data, striking a balance between statistical performance and computational scala-
bility is therefore essential.

The analysis in §6 is a testament to this trade-off. Although the validity of indi-
vidual edges should be confirmed by experimental means, we verified that the mRNA
co-expression network estimated from the ultrahigh-dimensional dual-omic data was
largely nested within the network obtained from mRNA expression variables alone, not
deviating to a completely distinct result. Moreover, the former network excluding the
epigenomic regulation allowed us to recover bona fide TF-target relationships validated
in human cells with greater specificity and without loss of sensitivity.

The analysis of dual-omic data presented in this paper would have been impossible
without the scalable computation for estimating the underlying graphical model. In an
era with new omics modalities added to the multi-omic repertoire and declining cost
to produce such data, graphical model estimation in ultrahigh dimensional space will
be in increasing demand and computational scalability will thus be as essential as ever.
We believe HP-ACCORD paves the way to meeting the demand for graphical model
estimation in the modern multi-omic studies and encourages development of related
statistical frameworks having scalability in their backbone.
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SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

APPENDIX A: PROOFS

A.1. Proof of Theorem 3.1. Recall that X P Rnˆp ppě nq has columns in gen-
eral position if the affine span of any n points tσ1Xi1 , ¨ ¨ ¨ , σnXinu, for arbitrary signs
σ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , σn P t´1,1u, does not contain any element of t˘Xi : i‰ i1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , inu, where Xi is
the i-th column of X .

The objective function of the ACCORD estimation problem (3.2) can be expressed
as

(A.1) f̃pX̃ vecpΩT qq :“
pÿ

i“1
tg̃pX̃ iΩT

i q ` λ}ΩT
i }1u,

where ΩT
i is i-th column of ΩT , X̃

i :“ rei,X
T sT , g̃pra, bT sT q :“ ´ logpaq ` 1

2n}b}2
2, and

X̃ “ diagpX̃1
, ¨ ¨ ¨ ,X̃pq. Here, we see that g̃ is strictly convex on its natural domain.

Lemma A.1. For any S “ 1
nXT X and λě 0, solutions to problem (3.2) have the

following properties:

1. there is either a unique solution or an (uncountably) infinite number of solutions;
2. every solution Ω̂ has the same values of Ω̂D and X̃ vecpΩ̂T q;
3. if λą 0, then every solution Ω̂ has the same ℓ1 norm }Ω̂}1.

Proof. Since the objective function (A.1) is a convex coercive function, a solution
always exists. Denote the optimal value of f̃ as f‹. If there exists two distinct solutions
Ωp1q and Ωp2q, then αΩp1q ` p1 ´ αqΩp2q is also a solution for any 0 ă α ă 1 since all
the level set of f is convex. Then, we have

f‹ “ f̃
´

X̃ vec
´
αΩp1qT ` p1 ´ αqΩp2qT

¯¯

“
pÿ

i“1

"
g̃

ˆ
X̃

i
ˆ
αΩp1q

i

T ` p1 ´ αqΩp2q
i

T
˙˙*

` λ}αΩp1q ` p1 ´ αqΩp2q}1

ď α
pÿ

i“1

"
g̃pX̃ iΩp1q

i

T q ` λ}Ωp1q
i

T }1

*
` p1 ´ αq

pÿ

i“1
tg̃pX̃ iΩp2q

i

T q ` λ}Ωp2q
i

T }1u

“ αf̃pX̃ vecpΩp1qT qq ` p1 ´ αqf̃pX̃ vecpΩp2qT qq “ αf‹ ` p1 ´ αqf‹ “ f‹.

Thus the inequality must hold with equality. Note that this inequality arises from the
strict convexity of g̃, thus equality holds if and only if X̃ vecpΩp1qT q “ X̃ vecpΩp2qT q,
which implies Ωp1q

D “ Ωp2q
D and XΩp1q

i

T “ XΩp2q
i

T
, i “ 1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , p. It then follows that

}Ωp1q}1 “ }Ωp2q}1.

The Karush-Kuhn-Tucker (KKT) optimality condition for (3.2) can be written as

(A.2) Ω̂´1
D ´ n´1XT XΩ̂T “ λZ,

where

(A.3) zij P
#

tsignpω̂ijqu if ω̂ij ‰ 0,
r´1,1s if ω̂ij “ 0,
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for Ω̂ “ pω̂ijq and Z “ pzijq. Note that zii is always 1 as ω̂ii is always positive for all
i“ 1, . . . , p. Let ri be the i-th column of n´1XΩ̂T . We define the equicorrelation set E
by

E “
pď

i“1
tpj, iq : j P Eiu, Ei “ tj P p1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , pq : |XT

j ri| “ λu Y tiu.

The KKT condition (A.2)–(A.3) implies that ω̂ji “ 0 if pj, iq R E , and thus problem
(3.2) is equivalent to finding a minimizer of

řp
i“1

!
g̃pX̃ i

Ei
ΩT

i,Ei
q ` λ}ΩT

i,Ei
}1

)
, where X̃

i
Ei

is a submatrix consisting of columns of X̃
i with column indices in Ei and ΩT

i,Ei
is a

vector consisting of ωij for j P Ei. In light of the proof of Lemma A.1, we see that if
nullpX̃ i

Ei
q “ t0u for every i, then the minimizer is unique. In order to find a sufficient

condition for this to hold, suppose the case where nullpX̃Eiq ‰ t0u for some i. Then,
there exists D Ă Ei with at most n elements such that

Xj “
ÿ

kPDztju
ckXk

for some j P D and ck P Rzt0u. Note that i R D as X̃
i
i “ r1,XT

i sT cannot be spanned
by the columns of X̃

i
´i “ r0,XT´isT . Taking the inner product with ri on both sides of

the equation above yields

sijλ“
ÿ

kPDztju
sikckλ“

ÿ

kPDztju
psiksijckqpsijλq

where sik P t´1,1u for k P D, since |XT
j ri| “ λ for j P Eiztiu. So for λ ą 0, we haveř

kPDztjupsiksijckq “ 1. In other words, Xj is an affine combination of ˘Xk’s, k P Dztju.
Thus, we conclude that if there exist more than one solutions, the columns of X are
not in the general position.

A.2. Proof of Theorem 3.2. Recall (3.4) that the ACCORD objective function is
fpΩq “ gpΩq `hpΩq where gpΩq “ p1{2q trpΩT ΩSq and hpΩq “ ´ log detΩD `λ}Ω}1.

Convergence of tΩptqu to Ω̂ is a standard result in the operator splitting literature;
see, e.g., Bauschke and Combettes (2011), Ko, Yu and Won (2019), and Ko and Won
(2019). Monotone convergence of tfpΩptqqu to f‹ “ minΩ fpΩq follows from the conti-
nuity of f and the descent property of the algorithm.

In order to establish the rate of convergence, we first prove a Łojasiewicz error bound
(Łojasiewicz, 1958). Recall the expression (A.1). Let y “ vecpΩT q P Rp2 and write

ḡpZq “
pÿ

i“1
g̃pziq, h̄pΩq “ h̄pyq “ λ}y}1,

f̃pΩq “ f̃pX̃ΩT q “ ḡpX̃yq ` h̄pyq,
where Z “ rzT

1 , ¨ ¨ ¨ , zT
p sT for zi P Rn`1; g̃ and X̃ are defined in (A.1).

The smooth part ḡ is a proper closed convex function and strongly convex on any
compact convex subset in its natural domain tZ P Rpn`1qp : Zi,1 ą 0u. The nonsmooth
part h̄, with dom h̄ “ Rp2 , is piece-wise linear, thus its epigraph is polyhedral. Let
y‹ “ vecpΩ̂T q be the unique minimizer of f . Then, fpy‹q ď fpvecpIqq “ trpSq{2 ` λp
and L0 “ ty P Rp2 : fpyq ď trpSq{2 `λpu is nonempty, compact, and convex. Obviously,
y‹ P L0. Now let

R“ maxt}y}1 : y P L0u P p0,8q
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so that }y}1 ďR whenever y P L0. }y‹}1 ďR also holds. We also split y into yD and yX ,
where each corresponds to the elements of ΩD and ΩX . Let P a permutation matrix
such that

y “ P ryT
D, y

T
XsT .

Then,

min
yPRp2

fpyq “ mintḡpX̃yq ` h̄pyq : y P L0u

“ mintḡpX̃yq ` λ}y}1 : }y}1 ďRu

“ min
"
ḡ
´

X̃P ryT
D, y

`
X

T ´ y´
X

T sT
¯

` λp1T yD ` 1T y`
X ` 1T y´

Xq

: 1T yD ` 1T y`
X ` 1T y´

X ďR,yD ě 0, y`
X ě 0, y´

X ě 0
*

“ mintḡpEỹq ` bT ỹ : Aỹ ď au,
where b“ λ1, E “ X̃P Ẽ, and

ỹ “
»
–
yD

y`
X

y´
X

fi
fl , Ẽ “

„
I 0 0
0 I ´I

ȷ
, A “

»
——–

1T 1T 1T

´I 0 0
0 ´I 0
0 0 ´I

fi
ffiffifl , a“

„
R
0

ȷ
,

and where 0’s and 1’s denote entries of zeros and ones with an appropriate size. Note the
constraint set Ỹ “ tỹ P R4p2 : Aỹ ď au is a compact polyhedron in which ḡ is strongly
convex with parameter

νpỸ q :“ min
#

1
maxỹPỸ }ỹD}28

,
1

2n

+

Now, let us define the diameters and radii of the sets

D “ maxt}ỹ1 ´ ỹ2}2 : ỹ1, ỹ2 P Ỹ u ă 8,

DE “ maxt}Eỹ1 ´ Eỹ2}2 : ỹ1, ỹ2 P Ỹ u ď ~E~2D,

G“ maxt}Eỹ}2 : ỹ P Ỹ u ď ~E~2D,

where ~E~r “ supv‰0 }Ev}r{}v}r is the operator r-norm. We also let Ỹ ‹ “ arg minỹPỸ t
ḡpEỹq ` bT ỹu, which is a nonempty and compact set. Then, by Beck and Shtern (2017,
Lemma 2.5), for any ỹ P Ỹ ,

(A.4) dist2pỹ, Ỹ ‹q ď κrḡpEỹq ` bT ỹ ´ min
ȳPỸ

tḡpEȳq ` bT ȳus,

where distpp,Sq “ infsPS }p´ s}2 and

(A.5) κ“ θ2p}b}2D ` 3GDE ` 2pG2 ` 1q{νpỸ qq
for the Hoffman constant θ that only depends on A and E (Hoffman, 1952). This
constant is characterized as

θ “ max
BPB

1{λminpBBT q,
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where λmin denotes the smallest eigenvalue and B is the set of matrices constructed
by linearly independent rows of rET ,AT sT , and can be estimated from A and E
(Zualinescu, 2003).

Going back to the original variable, observe that for any y P Rp2 such that }y}1 ďR
and yD ě 0, there exists ỹ P Ỹ such that

y “ P Ẽỹ, fpyq “ f̃pX̃yq “ ḡpX̃P Ẽỹq ` bT ỹ “ ḡpEỹq ` bT ỹ,

and vice versa. Denote ỹ‹ as the projection of ỹ onto Ỹ ‹. Since y‹, the minimizer of f ,
is unique, we also have y‹ “ P Ẽỹ‹. It also holds that

f‹ :“ min
yPRp2

fpyq “ fpy‹q “ ḡpEỹ‹q ` bT ỹ‹ “ min
ȳPỸ

tḡpEȳq ` bT ȳu.

Then,

}y ´ y‹}2 ď ~Ẽ~2}ỹ ´ ỹ‹}2 “ ?
2distpỹ, Y ‹q.

It follows from the inequality (A.4) that for any Ω P Rpˆp such that }Ω}1 ďR,

}Ω ´ Ω̂}2
F ď 2κrfpΩq ´ f‹s,

i.e., the Łojasiewicz error bound inequality holds. Then, from Bolte et al. (2017, The-
orem 5), the KL inequality

(A.6) φ1pfpΩq ´ f‹q distp0,BfpΩqq ě 1

holds with φpsq “ 2
?

2κs for all Ω such that }Ω}1 ď R and fpΩq ą f‹. The inverse
ψ : r0,8q Q y ÞÑ y2{p8κq of φ satisfies Assumption (A) of Bolte et al. (2017).

Now consider the proposed splitting (3.4). If τt P rτ , τ̄ s with 0 ă τ ď τ̄ ă 2{L, then
Bolte et al. (2017, Proposition 13) asserts that Assumptions (H1) and (H2) of Bolte
et al. (2017) are satisfied with a “ 1{τ̄ ´ L{2 and b “ 1{τ ` L. The non-asymptotic
complexity bound (3.6) follows immediately from Bolte et al. (2017, Corollary 20).

If τt is chosen by the line search, then we have

gpΩpt`1qq ď gpΩptqq ` x∇gpΩptqq,Ωpt`1q ´ Ωptqy ` 1
2τt

}Ωpt`1q ´ Ωptq}2
F .

where

Ωpt`1q “ arg min
Ω

"
x∇gpΩptqq,Ω ´ Ωptqy ` 1

2τt
}Ω ´ Ωptq}2

F ` hpΩq
*
.

From the convexity of h, the latter is equivalent to

(A.7) ´∇gpΩptqq ´ τ´1
t pΩpt`1q ´ Ωptqq P BhpΩpt`1qq,

which implies

hpΩptqq ě hpΩpt`1qq ` x´∇gpΩptqq ´ τ´1
t pΩpt`1q ´ Ωptqq,Ωptq ´ Ωpt`1qy

“ hpΩpt`1qq ` x∇gpΩptqq,Ωpt`1q ´ Ωptqy ` τ´1
t }Ωpt`1q ´ Ωptq}2

F

Combining the above two inequalities yields

gpΩpt`1qq ` hpΩpt`1qq ` 1
2τt

}Ωpt`1q ´ Ωptq}2
F ď gpΩptqq ` hpΩptqq.
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Since τt ď τ0 for all t, Assumption (H1) of Bolte et al. (2017) is satisfied with a “
1{p2τ0q. Now from the condition (A.7) there is spt`1q P BhpΩpt`1qq such that spt`1q `
∇gpΩptqq ` τ´1

t pΩpt`1q ´ Ωptqq “ 0. This entails

}spt`1q ` ∇gpΩpt`1qq}F ď }spt`1q ` ∇gpΩptqq}F ` }∇gpΩptqq ´ ∇gpΩpt`1q}F

ď τ´1
t }Ωpt`1q ´ Ωptq}F `L}Ωptq ´ Ωpt`1q}F

ď pτ´1
min `Lq}Ωpt`1q ´ Ωptq}F ,

since τt ě τmin. Invoking that spt`1q ` ∇gpΩpt`1qq P BfpΩpt`1qq, we see that Assumption
(H2) of Bolte et al. (2017) is satisfied with b“ τ´1

min `L. The non-asymptotic complexity
bound (3.6) follows again from Bolte et al. (2017, Corollary 20).

A.3. Proof of Theorem 4.1. Recall that the empirical ACCORD risk is ℓpΩq “
´ log detΩD ` p1{2qtrpΩT ΩSq and the ACCORD estimator (3.2) is defined as a mini-
mizer of ℓpΩq ` λ}Ω}1 for λě 0. The Hessian matrix of the loss is

(A.8) ∇2ℓpΩq “ S b Ip `
pÿ

i“1
ω´2

ii peie
T
i b eie

T
i q “ S b Ip ` pΩ´1

D b Ω´1
D qΥ,

where Υ “ řp
i“1 eie

T
i b eie

T
i , if the matrix variable Ω is vectorized in column-major

order, i.e., by vecpΩq “ pω11, . . . , ωp1, . . . , ω1p, . . . , ωppq; b is the Kronecker product.
To prove the claimed error bounds, we follow the proof of Theorem 9.36 in Wain-

wright (2019). First define the error function

(A.9) Ep∆q :“ ℓpΩ˚ ` ∆q ´ ℓpΩ˚q ´ x∇ℓpΩ˚q,∆y,
and verify its restricted strong convexity

(A.10) Ep∆q ě κ}∆}2
F , κą 0, ∆ P CpSq,

where S is the support of Ω˚ and CpSq :“ t∆ : }∆Sc}1 ď 3}∆S}1u. Then, the claimed
error bounds are achieved in the event of Gpλq “ t}∇ℓpΩ˚q}8 ď λ{2u, which is a suffi-
cient condition for ∆̂ “ Ω̂ ´ Ω˚ P CpSq.

A.3.1. Verifying restricted strong convexity.

Theorem A.1 (Restricted strong convexity of the ACCORD loss). Suppose the
data matrix X P Rnˆp is composed of n i.i.d. copies of zero-mean continuous ran-
dom vector X “ pX1, . . . ,Xpq P Rp with covariance matrix Σ˚ “ pΣi̊jq “ Θ˚´1 and each
Xj{aΣj̊j being sub-Gaussian with parameter σ. Also, suppose that there exist α,β, η ą 0
such that EX |xX,yy|2 ě α and EX |xX,yy|2`η ď β2`η for any y P Rp with }y}2 “ 1. Let
S “ tpi, jq P rps ˆ rps : θi̊j ‰ 0u be the support of Θ˚ (hence of Ω˚q. and each Xj{aΣj̊j

is sub-Gaussian with parameter σ. Then, for the error function E (A.9), the inequality

(A.11) Ep∆q ě κ}∆}2
F ´ c0

c
log p
n

}∆}F }∆}1,

holds with a probability of at least 1 ´ c1e
´c2n, for some positive constants κ, c0, c1, and

c2 that explicitly depends on α,β, η, σ, and maxiPrps Σi̊i.
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Remark A.1. If (A.11) holds, then the restricted strong convexity condition

(A.12) Ep∆q ě
˜
κ´ 4c0

c
|S| log p

n

¸
}∆}2

F ě κ

2 }∆}2
F ,

holds for ∆ P CpSq as }∆}1 “ }∆S}1 ` }∆Sc}1 ď 4}∆S}1 ď 4
a|S|}∆}F , provided thata

n´1|S| log pď κ{p8c0q.

Proof. Let X i P Rp be the i-th observation of the data matrix X and yj P Rp be
the j-th column of ∆T . Using Taylor’s remainder theorem and the expression (A.8) of
the Hessian of ℓ, we have

Ep∆q “ vecp∆qT ∇2ℓpΩ˚ `t∆q vecp∆q ě vecp∆qT pS bIpq vecp∆q “ 1
n

nÿ

i“1

pÿ

j“1
|xX i, yjy|2

for some 0 ă tă 1. Define a truncating function

φKpxq “
#

|x|2, if |x| ďK,

K2, if |x| ąK,

for some K ą 0. Here, it suffices to prove that for any y P Rp with }y}2 “ 1,

(A.13) 1
n

nÿ

i“1
φKpxX i, yyq ě c3 ´ c4

c
log 2p
n

}y}1

holds for some K,c3, and c4 with a probability at least 1 ´ c1e
´c2n. To see this, let

}yj}2 “ tj . Without loss of generality, assume that tj ą 0 for all j. If (A.13) holds for
all y with }y}2 “ 1, then since }yj{tj}2 “ 1, it follows that

1
n

nÿ

i“1
φtjKpxX i, yjyq “ 1

n

nÿ

i“1
t2jφKpxX i, yj{tjyq (A.13)ě c3t

2
j ´ c4

c
log 2p
n

}yj}1tj

ñ Ep∆q ě 1
n

pÿ

j“1

nÿ

i“1
φtjKpxX i, yjyq ě c3

pÿ

j“1
t2j ´ 2c4

c
log p
n

pÿ

j“1
}yj}1tj

ě c3

pÿ

j“1
t2j ´ 2c4

c
log p
n

gffe
pÿ

j“1
}yj}2

1

gffe
pÿ

j“1
t2j ě c3}∆}2

F ´ 2c4

c
log p
n

}∆}1}∆}F ,

i.e., (A.11) with κ “ c3 and c0 “ 2c4, due to the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and thatřp
j“1 }yj}2

1 ď přp
j“1 }yj}1q2.

To show (A.13), define

Zprq :“ inf
}y}2“1,}y}1ďr

#
1
n

nÿ

i“1
φKpxX i, yyq ´ EXrφKpxX,yyqs

+

“ ´ sup
}y}2“1,}y}1ďr

#
1
n

nÿ

i“1
´φKpxX i, yyq ´ EXr´φKpxX,yyqs

+
.

Note that if

(A.14) EXrφKpxX,yyqs ě 3
4α,
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and

(A.15) Zprq ě ´α{2 ´ c1
4r

c
log 2p
n

holds for some c1
4 ą 0, then

1
n

nÿ

i“1
φKpxX i, yyq ě EXrφKpxX,yyqs ´ α{2 ´ c1

4r

c
log 2p
n

ě α{4 ´ c1
4r

c
log 2p
n

and thus (A.13) with the }y}1 replaced by r holds with c3 “ α{4 and c4 “ c1
4, provided

that }y}1 ď r.
To show the expectation bound (A.14), observe that

EXrφKpxX,yyqs ě EXr|xX,yy|2 ¨ Ip|xX,yy| ďKqs
ě α´ EXr|xX,yy|2 ¨ Ip|xX,yy| ąKqs,

so that it suffices to show that the last term is at most α{4. From the given conditions,
we have

Prp|xX,yy| ąKq ď EXr|xX,yy|2`ηs{K2`η ď β2`η{K2`η

by Markov’s inequality. Hence, the Hölder’s inequality yields

EXr|xX,yy|2 ¨ Ip|xX,yy| ąKqs ď pEr|xX,yy|2`ηsq 2
2`η pPrp|xX,yy| ąKqq η

2`η ď β2`η{Kη.

Thus, Kη “ 4β2`η{α results in (A.14). In the sequel, we assume K “ p4β2`η{αq 1
η .

To prove the tail bound (A.15), we need the following lemmas regarding a supremum
of a functional on F , a class of integrable real-valued functions with domain Rp.

Lemma A.2 (Functional Hoeffding inequality; Wainwright, 2019, Theorem 3.26).
Suppose that every f P F is uniformly bounded in ra, bs, i.e., fpxq P ra, bs. Then, for
Z “ ´ supfPF t 1

n

řn
i“1 fpX iqu, where all X i’s are independent random variables, we

have

PrpZ ď ErZs ´ δq ď exp
ˆ

´ nδ2

4pb´ aq2

˙
.

for any δ ě 0.

Lemma A.3 (Wainwright, 2019, Proposition 4.11). Let pX1, ¨ ¨ ¨ ,Xnq be an i.i.d.
sequence of some distribution, and let pϵ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , ϵnq be an i.i.d. sequence of Rademacher
variables, i.e., random variables uniformly distributed in t´1,1u. Then, we have

EX sup
fPF

«
1
n

nÿ

i“1
fpX iq ´ EX fpXq

ff
ď 2EX,ϵ

«
sup
fPF

1
n

nÿ

i“1
ϵifpX iq

ff
.

Lemma A.4 (Ledoux-Talagrand contraction inequality). Suppose that ϕi : R Ñ R
is a L-Lipschitz continuous function. Also, let ϵ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , ϵn P t´1,1u be an i.i.d. sequence
of Rademacher variables. Then, we have

Ex,ϵ

«
sup
fPF

nÿ

i“1
ϵipϕi ˝ fqpX iq

ff
ď LEx,ϵ

«
sup
fPF

nÿ

i“1
ϵifpX iq

ff
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Lemma A.5 (Expected ℓ8-norm of sub-Gaussian). Let X “ pX1, ¨ ¨ ¨ ,Xpq be a vec-
tor of sub-Gaussian random variables with parameter ν, where each random variable is
not necessarily independent of each other. Then,

EXrmax
i

|Xi|s ď ν
a

2 log 2p.

Note that φK is a 2K-Lipschitz continuous function, and all X1, ¨ ¨ ¨ ,Xp are sub-
Gaussian random variables with parameter ν :“ σ

a
maxiPrps Σi̊i. Then, we have the

following inequality for the for the expectation of Zprq.

ErZprqs “ ´ EX sup
}y}2“1,}y}1ďr

#
1
n

nÿ

i“1
´φKpxX i, yyq ´ EXr´φKpxX,yyqs

+

ě ´2EX,ϵ

«
sup

}y}2“1,}y}1ďr

1
n

nÿ

i“1
ϵiφKpxX i, yyq

ff
(Lemma A.3)

ě ´4KEX,ϵ

«
sup

}y}2“1,}y}1ďr

1
n

nÿ

i“1
ϵixX i, yy

ff
(Lemma A.4)

ě ´4KrEX,ϵ

›››››
1
n

nÿ

i“1
ϵiX

i

›››››8
(Hölder’s inequality)

ě ´4
?

2Kνr
c

log 2p
n

(Lemma A.5).

(A.16)

The last inequality holds because each element of n´1 řn
i“1 ϵiX

i is sub-Gaussian with
parameter ν{?

n.
On the other hand, since the value of φK is nonnegative and bounded above by

K2, the range of φKpx¨, yyq ´ EXrφKpxX,yyqs is bounded within r´K2,K2s. Hence,
Lemma A.2 yields

Pr
˜
Zprq ď ´α{2 ´ p1 ` 4

?
2Kνqr

c
log 2p
n

¸

ď Pr
˜
Zprq ď ErZprqs ´ α{2 ´ r

c
log 2p
n

¸

ď exp

¨
˝´

pr
b

log 2p
n ` α{2q2

16K4 n

˛
‚ď exp

ˆ
´r2 log 2p

16K4 ´ α2

64K4n

˙
.

(A.17)

Thus (A.15) holds with a probability at least 1 ´ e´ r2 log 2p

16K4 ´ α2
64K4 n, for c1

4 “ 1 ` 4
?

2Kν.
Then, it follows that for all y P Rp with }y}2 “ 1, }y}1 ď r, (A.13) with }y}1 replaced
by r holds with a probability at least 1 ´ e´ r2 log 2p

16K4 ´ α2
64K4 n, for c3 “ α{4, and c4 “ c1

4. In



9

other words,

Pr
˜

Dy with }y}2 “ 1, }y}1 ď r such that 1
n

nÿ

i“1
φKpxX i, yyq ă α

4 ´ c1
4

c
log 2p
n

r

¸

“ Pr
˜

inf
y:}y}2“1,}y}1ďr

1
n

nÿ

i“1
φKpxX i, yyq ´ 3

4αă ´α

2 ´ c1
4

c
log 2p
n

r

¸

ď Pr
˜
Zprq ă ´α

2 ´ c1
4

c
log 2p
n

r

¸
ď exp

ˆ
´r2 log 2p

16K4 ´ α2

64K4n

˙
, c1

4 “ 1 ` 4
?

2Kν.

(A.18)

To complete the proof, we need to show that (A.13) holds with a high probability
independent of }y}1 for some c3 and c4. To see this, let us choose c3 “ α{4 and c4 “ 2c1

4
in (A.13) and V be the event that (A.13) with this choice is violated. That is,

V “
#

1
n

mÿ

i“1
φKpxX i, yyq ă α

4 ´ 2c1
4

c
log 2p
n

}y}1 for some y P Rp with }y}2 “ 1
+
.

Suppose ŷ P Rp violates (A.13), with }ŷ}2 “ 1. If we define Am “ ty P Rp : }y}2 “
1, 2m´1 ď }y}1 ă 2mu for m“ 1,2, . . . , then, since 1 “ }y}2 ď }y}1 ď ?

p, we have ŷ PAm

for some m. Thus

inf
y:}y}2“1,}y}1ď2m

1
n

nÿ

i“1
φKpxX i, yyq ď 1

n

nÿ

i“1
φKpxX i, ŷyq ă α{4 ´ c1

42m
aplog 2pq{n.

Therefore,

PrpVq ď
8ÿ

m“1
Pr

˜
inf

y:}y}2“1,}y}1ď2m

1
n

nÿ

i“1
φKpxX i, yyq ă α

4 ´ c1
4

c
log 2p
n

2m

¸

(A.18)ď
8ÿ

m“1
exp

ˆ
´4m log 2p

16K4 ´ α2

64K4n

˙

ď
8ÿ

m“1
exp

ˆ
´4m´3

K4

˙
exp

ˆ
´ α2

64K4n

˙
“ c1 expp´c2nq,

where c1 “ ř8
m“1 exp

´
´4m´3

K4

¯
“ ř8

m“1 exp
´

´ 4m´3

p4β2`η{αq4{η

¯
ă 8 and c2 “ α2

64K4 “
α2`4{η{r64p4β2`ηq4{ηs. Thus, (A.13) holds with probability PrpVcq ě 1 ´ c1e

´c2n for
c3 “ α{4 and c4 “ 2p1 ` 4

?
2p4β2`η{αq1{ηνq, as desired. It follows that (A.11) holds

with κ“ α{4 and c0 “ 4p1 ` 4
?

2p4β2`η{αq1{ηνq with the same probability.

A.3.2. Verifying the event Gpλq. We need an upper probability bound for the event

Gpλqc “ t}∇ℓpΩ˚q}8 ą λ{2u “
!

} ´ ΩD̊
´1 ` Ω˚S}8 ą λ{2

)
.

Recall that Θ˚ “ ΩD̊Ω˚, which implies ΩD̊
´1 “ Ω˚Θ˚´1 “ Ω˚Σ˚. Therefore,

PrpGpλqcq ď Prp}Ω˚p´Σ˚ ` Sq}8 ě λ{2q ď Prp~Ω˚~8}S ´ Σ˚}8 ě λ{2q.
From Ravikumar et al. (2011, Lemma 1), we know that

Prp}S ´ Σ˚}8 ě tq ď 4 exp
"

´ nt2

128p1 ` 4σ2q2pmaxiPrps Σi̊iq2 ` 2 log p
*
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for 0 ă tă 8p1 ` 4σ2q maxiPrps Σi̊i. Thus, letting

λ“ p2~Ω˚~8q ¨ 16p1 ` 4σ2qpmax
iPrps

Σi̊iqp
a
n´1 log p` δq

upper-bounds P pGpλqcq “ 1´P pGpλqq by 4expp´2nδ2q for the sample size n such thata
n´1 log p` δ ă 1{2.

A.3.3. Putting things together. We conclude that, by Wainwright (2019, Theorem
9.19), if the event Vc XGpλq occurs, then there holds

}Ω̂ ´ Ω˚}F ď 4κ´1λ
a|S| and }Ω̂ ´ Ω˚}1 ď 4

a|S|}Ω̂ ´ Ω˚}F ď 16κ´1λ|S|.
The probability of this event is bounded by

1 ´ PrpV YGpλqcq ě 1 ´ c1e
´c2n ´ 4e´2nδ2

,

provided that
a
n´1|S| log p ď κ{p8c0q and

a
n´1 log p ` δ ă 1{2. Choosing δ “a

n´1 log p yields the desired result.

A.4. Proof of Theorem 4.2. We prove the theorem by proving an umbrella
theorem under a more general tail condition.

Definition A.1 (Tail condition; Ravikumar et al., 2011, Definition 1). Random
vector X with covariance matrix Σ˚ “ pΣi̊jq satisfies tail condition T pf, v˚q if there
exists a constant v˚ P p0,8s and a function f : N ˆ p0,8q Ñ p0,8q, which is mono-
tonically increasing in either argument, such that for any pi, jq P rps ˆ rps and sample
estimate S “ psijq of Σ˚:

(A.19) P r|sij ´ Σi̊j | ě δs ď 1{fpn, δq, @δ P p0,1{v˚s.

We adopt the convention 1{0 “ `8, so that the value v˚ “ 0 indicates that inequality
(A.19) holds for any δ P p0,8q. Define inverses of f

n̄f pδ, rq “ arg maxtn : fpn, δq ď ru and δ̄f pn, rq “ arg maxtδ : fpn, δq ď ru.
It follows that ną n̄f pδ, rq for some δ ą 0 implies δ̄f pn, rq ď δ.

Theorem A.2. Suppose that the data matrix X consists of n i.i.d. copies of zero-
mean continuous random vector X P Rp satisfying the tail condition T pf, v˚q of Defi-
nition A.1. Also suppose that the covariance matrix Σ˚ of X satisfies Assumption 4.1.
Let S “ 1

nXT X and Ω̂ be the unique solution to the ACCORD problem in (3.2) with
λ“ λn “ p10κΩ˚ {αqδ̄f pn, pτ q for some τ ą 2. If the sample size n is such that

(A.20) ną n̄f

¨
˝min

$
&
%

min
!

1
3γ1
, 1

3γ3
1 κΓ˚ ,

κΩ˚
3d

)

3κΓ˚κΩ˚
`
1 ` 10

α

˘ ,
2

27γ3
1κ

2
Γ˚κΩ˚

`
1 ` 10

α

˘2 ,
1
v˚

,
.
-, p

τ

˛
‚,

then for C “ 3κΓ˚κΩ˚ p1 ` 10{αq and with a probability no smaller than 1 ´ p´pτ´2q,
(a) there holds

(A.21) }Ω̂ ´ Ω˚}8 ďC δ̄f pn, pτ q;
(b) the estimated support set SpΩ̂q “ tpi, jq P V ˆV : ω̂ij ‰ 0, i‰ ju is contained in the

true support S and includes all coordinates pi, jq with |ωi̊j | ąC δ̄f pn, pτ q.
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Proof. Let

(A.22) Ω̃ “ arg min
ΩSc “0

"
´ log detΩD ` 1

2trpΩT ΩSq ` λ}Ω}1

*

be the oracle solution, where S denotes the support of Ω˚ (hence of Θ˚ “ Σ˚´1q. This
solution is also unique under the general position condition. We want to find a condition
such that Ω̂ “ Ω̃ with a high probability.

The KKT optimality condition for (3.2) is

(A.23) ´Ω´1
D ` ΩS ` λZ “ 0, DZ P B}Ω}1,

where B}Ω}1 “ tpzijq : zij “ signpωijq if ωij ‰ 0, zij P r´1,1s if ωij “ 0u. Thus if we let
Z̃ “ pz̃ijq “ 1

λpΩ̃´1
D ´ Ω̃Sq and verify that

(A.24) }Z̃Sc}8 “ max
pi,jqPSc

|z̃ij | ă 1,

then the pair pΩ̃, Z̃q satisfies condition (A.23) and Ω̃ minimizes the objective function
in (3.2). By the uniqueness of the solution, we have Ω̂ “ Ω̃. The rest of the proof is to
find a condition under which (A.24) holds. In order to do this, we need the following
lemmas, proved in Appendix A.7.

Lemma A.6 (Control of the oracle estimation error). Suppose

r :“ 3κΓ˚ pκΩ˚ }W }8 ` λq ď min
"

1
3γ1

,
1

3γ3
1κΓ˚

,
κΩ˚

3d

*
,

where W “ S ´ Σ˚. Then, }Ω̃ ´ Ω˚}8 ď r.

Lemma A.7 (Control of remainder). For ∆ “ Ω̃ ´ Ω˚, let

Rp∆Dq “ ´Ω˚´1
D

« 8ÿ

k“2
p´∆DΩ˚´1

D qk

ff
.

If }∆}8 ď 1
3γ1

, then }Rp∆Dq}8 ď 3
2γ

3
1}∆}28.

Lemma A.8 (Strict dual feasibility). For the primal solution Ω̃ to the oracle prob-
lem (A.22), let ∆ “ Ω̃ ´ Ω˚. Suppose

}Rp∆Dq}8 ` κΩ˚ }W }8 ` d}W }8}∆}8 ď αλ{4.

Then under the irrepresentability assumption (4.2), the dual optimum Z̃ for the oracle
problem (A.22) satisfies (A.24), i.e., }ZSc}8 ă 1, and therefore, Ω̂ “ Ω̃.

Putting all things together, we now complete the main proof. The lower bound (A.20)
of the sample size implies

(A.25) δ̄f pn, pτ q ď min

$
&
%

min
!

1
3γ1
, 1

3γ3
1 κΓ˚ ,

κΩ˚
3d

)

3κΓ˚κΩ˚
`
1 ` 10

α

˘ ,
2

27γ3
1κ

2
Γ˚κΩ˚

`
1 ` 10

α

˘2 ,
1
v˚

,
.
- .

The inequality (A.25) implies δ̄f pn, pτ q ď 1{v˚. Then the event

(A.26) t}W }8 ď δ̄f pn, pτ qu
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occurs with a probability of at least 1 ´ p´pτ´2q (Ravikumar et al., 2011, Lemma 8). In
the sequel, we condition on the event (A.26).

Recall that we have chosen λ“ 10κΩ˚
α δ̄f pn, pτ q. Then,

(A.27) κΩ˚ }W }8 ď α

10λ,

and r “ 3κΓ˚ pκΩ˚ }W }8 ` λq ď 3κΓ˚ pα{10 ` 1qλ“ 3κΓ˚κΩ˚ p1 ` 10{αq δ̄f pn, pτ q. Now
Lemma A.6 combined with the inequality (A.25) yields

(A.28) }∆}8 ď r ď 3κΓ˚κΩ˚ p1 ` 10{αq δ̄f pn, pτ q ď min
"

1
3γ1

,
1

3γ3
1κΓ˚

,
κΩ˚

3d

*
.

It then follows from Lemma A.7 that

}Rp∆Dq}8 ď 3
2γ

3
1}∆}28 ď 3

2γ
3
1r

2

ď 3
2γ

3
1 ¨ 9κ2

Γ˚κ2
Ω˚ p1 ` 10{αq2 δ̄2

f pn, pτ q

“ 27
2 γ

3
1κ

2
Γ˚κ2

Ω˚ p1 ` 10{αq2 δ̄f pn, pτ q α

10κΩ˚
λ

ď α

10λ,

(A.29)

since from (A.25), n satisfies 27
2 γ

3
1κ

2
Γ˚κ2

Ω˚ p1 ` 10{αq2 δ̄f pn, pτ q ď κΩ˚ . Finally, from
(A.27),

(A.30) d}∆}8}W }8 ď dr}W }8 ď d
κΩ˚

3d }W }8 ď 1
3
α

10λ“ α

30λ.

Combining (A.27), (A.29), and (A.30),

}Rp∆Dq}8 ` κΩ˚ }W }8 ` d}∆}8}W }8 ď α

10λ` α

10λ` α

30λă α

4 λ,

and the condition for Lemma A.8 is satisfied. Consequently, Ω̂ “ Ω̃ and ∆ “ Ω̂ ´ Ω˚.
Then, conclusion (A.21) holds by (A.28). That SpΩ̂q Ă S also follows since Ω̂Sc “ Ω̃Sc “
ΩS̊c “ 0. Furthermore, if

|ωi̊j | ą 3κΓ˚κΩ˚ p1 ` 10{αq δ̄f pn, pτ q,
then ω̂ij ‰ 0 since otherwise |ω̂ij ´ ωi̊j | ą 3κΓ˚κΩ˚ p1 ` 10{αq δ̄f pn, pτ q, contradicting
(A.21).

Proof of Theorem 4.2. The conclusion of Theorem 4.2 follows by noting that
each normalized coordinate variable Xi{

a
Σi̊i is sub-Gaussian with parameter σ and

satisfies the tail condition T pf, v˚q with v˚ “ rpmaxiPrps Σi̊iq8p1 ` 4σ2qs´1 and

fpn, δq “ 1
4 exppc˚nδ2q, c˚ “ r128p1 ` 4σ2q2 max

iPrps
pΣi̊iq2s´1,

δ̄f pn, rq “
d

logp4rq
c˚n

, n̄f pδ, rq “ logp4rq
c˚δ2

(Ravikumar et al., 2011, §2.3) and applying Theorem A.2.
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A.5. Proof of Theorem 4.3. Again we prove a more general result:

Theorem A.3 (Model selection and sign consistency). Under the conditions of
Theorem A.2, suppose that the sample size n is such that

ną n̄f

`
min

␣
C´1ω, δ

(
, pτ

˘

for some 0 ă ω ă ωmin. Then, the event

tsignpωi̊jq “ signpω̂ijq for all pi, jq P Su
occurs with a probability no smaller than 1 ´ p´pτ´2q.

Proof. Following the procedures of proving Theorem A.2, we can show that with
probability not smaller than 1 ´ p´pτ´2q, Ω̂Sc “ Ω̃Sc “ 0, which indicates that the
ACCORD solution is the same as the oracle solution. Thus, all edges outside the true
edge set S are excluded. Then, using Lemma A.6, we have

}Ω̂S ´ ΩS̊}8 ďCδ̄f pn, pτ q ď ω ă ωmin

since ną n̄f

`
min

␣
C´1ω, δ

(
, pτ

˘
implies δ̄f pn, pτ q ďC´1ω. Then, we can conclude that

for every pi, jq P S, ω̂ij has the same sign as ωi̊j , because otherwise, ωmin ą |ω̂ij ´ωi̊j | “
|ω̂ij | ` |ωi̊j | ě |ωi̊j |, which violates the definition of ωmin.

Proof of Theorem 4.3. The conclusion of Theorem 4.3 follows from Theo-
rem A.3 by specifying fpn, δq, v˚, c˚, δ̄f pn, rq, and n̄f pδ, rq as in the proof of Theorem
4.2 and setting ω “ ωmin{2.

A.6. Results for polynomial tails. It can be shown that a zero-mean random
vector X P Rp with covariance matrix Σ˚ where each coordinate variable Xi has a
bounded 4m-th moment satisfies the tail condition with v˚ “ 0 and has a polynomial-
type tail. Specifically, if

E
„´
Xi{

a
Σi̊i

¯4m
ȷ

ďKm ă 8

for some Km ą 0, then

fpn, δq “ c˚nmδ2m, c˚ “ rm2m`122mpmax
i

Σi̊iq2mpKm ` 1qs´1

and

δ̄f pn, rq “ pr{c˚q1{2m

?
n

, n̄f pδ, rq “ pr{c˚q1{m

δ2

(Ravikumar et al., 2011, §2.3). In this case, Theorem A.2 and Theorem A.3 incarnate
as the following.

Corollary A.1 (Elementwise error). Suppose the data matrix X P Rnˆp is com-
posed of n i.i.d. copies of zero-mean continuous random vector X “ pX1, . . . ,Xpq P Rp

with covariance matrix Σ˚ “ pΣi̊jq “ Θ˚´1 and each Xj satisfies EpXj{aΣj̊jq4m ď
Km ă 8 for a positive integer m. Let σ2 “ maxjPrps Σj̊j . If further Assumption 4.1
holds, then for λ“ 20m1`1{p2mqpKm ` 1q1{p2mqσ2κΩ˚α´1pτ{p2mq{?

n, τ ą 2,

1. there holds }Ω̂ ´ Ω˚}8 ď 6m1`1{p2mqpKm ` 1q1{p2mqσ2κΓ˚κΩ˚ p1 ` 10{αqpτ{2m{?
n;
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2. the estimated support set Ŝ “ tpi, jq P rps ˆ rps : ω̂ij ‰ 0u is contained in the true
support S and includes all edges pi, jq with

|ωi̊j | ą 6m1`1{p2mqpKm ` 1q1{p2mqσ2κΓ˚κΩ˚ p1 ` 10{αqpτ{2m{?
n,

with a probability no smaller than 1 ´ p´pτ´2q, provided that n ą 4m2`1{mpKm `
1q1{mσ4δ´2pτ{m where

δ “ min

$
&
%

min
!

1
3γ1
, 1

3γ3
1 κΓ˚ ,

κΩ˚
3d

)

3κΓ˚κΩ˚ p1 ` 10{αq ,
2

27γ3
1κ

2
Γ˚κΩ˚ p1 ` 10{αq2

,
.
- .

Corollary A.2 (Edge selection and sign consistency). Assume the same condi-
tions as Corollary A.1. If the sample size satisfies

ną 4σ4pKm ` 1q1{mpτ{m{ mintωmin{r6κΓ˚κΩ˚ p1 ` 10{αqs, δu2

where σ and δ are as defined in Corollary A.1, then the event
tsignpωi̊jq “ signpω̂ijq for all pi, jq P Su

occurs with a probability no smaller than 1 ´ p´pτ´2q.

A.7. Proofs of technical lemmas. Throughout, it is convenient to note
(A.31) vecpABCq “ pCT b Aq vecpBq.

Proof of Lemma A.4. Fix the sample pX1, ¨ ¨ ¨ ,Xnq, and rewrite the left side of
the inequality as

Eϵ

«
sup
fPF

nÿ

i“1
ϵipϕi ˝ fqpX iq

ff
“ Eϵ1,¨¨¨ ,ϵn´1 Eϵn sup

fPF
rmn´1pfq ` ϵnpϕn ˝ fqpXnqs

“1
2 Eϵ1,¨¨¨ ,ϵn´1 sup

fPF
rmn´1pfq ` pϕn ˝ fqpXnqs

` 1
2 Eϵ1,¨¨¨ ,ϵn´1 sup

fPF
rmn´1pfq ´ pϕn ˝ fqpXnqs ,

where mn´1pfq “ řn´1
i“1 ϵipϕi ˝fqpX iq. For fixed ϵ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , ϵn´1, note that there exists f1, f2

such that
1
2 sup

fPF
rmn´1pfq ` pϕn ˝ fqpXnqs ` 1

2 sup
fPF

rmn´1pfq ´ pϕn ˝ fqpXnqs ´ δ

ď 1
2 rmn´1pf1q ` pϕn ˝ f1qpXnqs ` 1

2 rmn´1pf2q ´ pϕn ˝ f2qpXnqs ,
for some arbitrary δ ą 0. Let s“ signpf1pXnq ´ f2pXnqq. Then, we have

Eϵn sup
fPF

rmn´1pfq ` ϵnpϕn ˝ fqpXnqs ´ δ

ď 1
2 rmn´1pf1q `mn´1pf2q `Lspf1pXnq ´ f2pXnqqs (L-Lipschitz)

ď 1
2 sup

fPF
rmn´1pfq `LsfpXnqs ` 1

2 sup
fPF

rmn´1pfq ´LsfpXnqs

“ Eϵn sup
fPF

rmn´1pfq `LϵnfpXnqs .
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Since the inequality holds for arbitrary δ ą 0, we have

Eϵn sup
fPF

rmn´1pfq ` ϵnpϕn ˝ fqpXnqs ď Eϵn sup
fPF

rmn´1pfq `LϵnfpXnqs ,

and repeating this step proves the lemma by induction.

Proof of Lemma A.5. By Jensen’s inequality, for any tą 0,

expptEXrmax
i

|Xi|sq ď EX max
i

exppt|Xi|q

ď
pÿ

i“1
tEX expptXiq ` EX expp´tXiqu ď 2p exppt2σ2{2q,

Therefore, EXrmaxi |Xi|s ď log 2p
t ` tσ2

2 , and setting t“ ?
2 log 2p{σ proves the inequal-

ity.

Proof of Lemma A.6. The optimality conditions for the oracle problem (A.22)
are

(A.32a) r´Ω´1
D ` ΩS ` λZsS “ 0, DZ P B}Ω}1,

(A.32b) ΩSc “ 0

For any Ω P Rpˆp satisfying (A.32b), write Ω “ Ω˚ ` ∆. Then Ω “ ΩS “ ΩS̊ ` ∆S ,
ΩD “ ΩD̊ ` ∆D, and ∆Sc “ 0, ∆ “ ∆S . Then,

r´Ω´1
D ` ΩS ` λZsS “ ´rΩ´1

D sS ` rΩSsS ` λZS

“ ´rpΩD̊ ` ∆Dq´1sS ` rpΩ˚ ` ∆qpΣ˚ ` W qsS ` λZS

“ ´rpΩD̊ ` ∆Dq´1sS ` rΩ˚Θ˚´1 ` ∆Σ˚ ` Ω˚W ` ∆W sS ` λZS

“ ´rpΩD̊ ` ∆Dq´1sS ` rΩ˚´1
D ` ∆Σ˚ ` Ω˚W ` ∆W sS ` λZS

“ r´pΩD̊ ` ∆Dq´1 ` Ω˚´1
D sS ` r∆Σ˚sS ` rΩ˚W sS ` r∆W sS ` λZS

“ r´pΩD̊ ` ∆Dq´1 ` Ω˚´1
D sS ` r∆SΣ˚sS ` rΩ˚W sS ` r∆SW sS ` λZS

“:Gp∆Sq.
But

pΩD̊ ` ∆Dq´1 “ rpIp ` ∆DΩ˚´1
D qΩD̊s´1

“ Ω˚´1
D pI ` ∆DΩ˚´1

D q´1

“ Ω˚´1
D r

8ÿ

k“0
p´∆DΩ˚´1

D qks

“ Ω˚´1
D rI ´ ∆DΩ˚´1

D `
8ÿ

k“2
p´∆DΩ˚´1

D qks

“ Ω˚´1
D ´ Ω˚´1

D ∆DΩ˚´1 ` Ω˚´1
D r

8ÿ

k“2
p´∆DΩ˚´1

D qks
loooooooooooooomoooooooooooooon

“´Rp∆Dq

ă 8,

provided that the series converges.
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Observing that ∆D “ řp
i“1 eie

T
i ∆eie

T
i , it follows that

Gp∆Sq “rΩ˚´1
D ∆DΩ˚´1

D ` ∆Σ˚sS `Rp∆Dq ` rΩ˚W sS ` r∆SW sS ` λZS

“r
pÿ

i“1
Ω˚´1

D eie
T
i ∆eie

T
i Ω˚´1

D ` ∆SΣ˚sS `Rp∆Dq ` rΩ˚W sS

` r∆SW sS ` λZS .

Consider a vectorization of Gp∆Sq:
gp∆Sq “rvecGp∆SqsS

“ΓS̊S vecp∆SqS ` vecRp∆DqS ` vecpΩ˚W qS ` vecp∆SW qS

` λvecpZSqS .

(A.33)

We recall (4.1), (A.31), and
pÿ

i“1
Ω˚´1

D eie
T
i b Ω˚´1

D eie
T
i “ pΩ˚´1

D b Ω˚´1
D qΥ.

If we let F : R|S| Ñ R|S| be

F p∆Sq “ vecp∆SqS ´ Γ˚´1
SS gp∆Sq,

then F p∆Sq “ vecp∆SqS if and only if either Gp∆Sq “ 0 or (A.32a) is satisfied.
Thus, if a fixed point of the map F exists, then it yields a solution to (A.32), which

must be unique. It follows from (4.1) that

F p∆Sq “ Γ˚´1
SS r´ vecRp∆Dq ´ vecpΩ˚W qS ´ vecp∆SW qS ´ λvecpZSqSs,

and

}F p∆Sq}8 ď κΓ˚ p}Rp∆Dq}8 ` ~Ω˚~8}W }8 ` }W ∆S}8 ` λq.
“ κΓ˚ p}Rp∆Dq}8 ` ~∆S~8}W }8 ` κΩ˚ }W }8 ` λq
ď κΓ˚ p}Rp∆Dq}8 ` d}∆S}8}W }8 ` κΩ˚ }W }8 ` λq.

This is because ∆ “ ∆S has at most d non-zeroes per row or column, and thus
~∆S~8 ď d}∆S}8. For any ∆S such that }∆S}8 ď r for some r P p0,1{γ1q (recall
γ1 “ 1{pmini“1,...,p ωi̊iq ą 0), we see

}Rp∆Dq}8 “
›››››Ω

˚´1
D

8ÿ

k“2
p´∆DΩ˚´1

D qk

›››››8

ď
8ÿ

k“2
}Ω˚´1

D p∆DΩ˚´1
D qk}8 “

8ÿ

k“2
max

i“1,...,p
|ω˚´1

ii pδii{ωi̊iqk|

ď
8ÿ

k“2
γ1pγ1rqk “ γ3

1
r2

1 ´ γ1r
ă 8.

Thus, the series converges for the range of r claimed.
If r ď min

!
1

3γ1
, 1

3γ3
1 κΓ˚

)
, then

κΓ˚ }Rp∆Dq}8 ď κΓ˚γ3
1

r2

1 ´ 1{3 “ κΓ˚
3
2γ

3
1r

2 ď 3γ3
1κΓ˚

2
1

3γ3
1κΓ˚

r “ r

2 .
(A.34)
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Now equate r “ 3κΓ˚ pκΩ˚ }W }8 ` λq. If further r ď κΩ˚
3d , then

κΓ˚d}W }8}∆S}8 ď κΓ˚d}W }8r ď κΓ˚d}W }8
κΩ˚

3d

“ 1
3κΓ˚κΩ˚ }W }8 ď 1

3κΓ˚ pκΩ˚ }W }8 ` λq “ r

9 .

Thus from (A.34),

}F p∆Sq}8 ď r

2 ` r

9 ` r

3 ď r

and F maps Bprq “ t∆S : }∆S}8 ď ru to itself. Then, by Brouwer’s fixed point theorem,
F has a fixed point ∆̄S in Bprq. It follows that Ω̄S “ ΩS̊ ` ∆̄S satisfies (A.32). By the
uniqueness of the solution, we have Ω̃ “ Ω̄S , and

}∆̄S}8 “ }Ω̃ ´ Ω˚}8 ď r :“ 3κΓ˚ pκΩ˚ }W }8 ` λq,
provided that

r ď min
"

1
3γ1

,
1

3γ3
1κΓ˚

,
κΩ˚

3d

*
.

Proof of Lemma A.7. It follows immediately from the derivation of inequality
(A.34) in the proof of Lemma A.6.

Proof of Lemma A.8. From (A.32) and (A.33),

vecp∆qS “ ´ Γ˚´1
SS rvecRp∆DqS ` vecpΩ˚W qS ` vecp∆W qS ` λvecpZ̃qSs,

0 “ΓS̊cS vecp∆qS ` rvecRp∆Dq ` vecpΩ˚W q ` vecp∆SW q
` λvecpZ̃qsSc .

Therefore,

vecpZ̃Scq “ 1
λ

ΓS̊cSΓ˚´1
SS rvecRp∆DqS ` vecpΩ˚W qS ` vecp∆W qS

` λvecpZ̃qSs ´ 1
λ

rvecRp∆DqSc ` vecpΩ˚W qSc ` vecp∆SW qScs

“ 1
λ

ΓS̊cSΓ˚´1
SS rvecRp∆DqS ` vecpΩ˚W qS ` vecp∆W qSs

` ΓS̊cSΓ˚´1 vecpZ̃qS ´ 1
λ

rvecRp∆DqSc ` vecpΩ˚W qSc

` vecp∆SW qScs,
which entails

}Z̃Sc}8 ď 1
λ

~ΓS̊cSΓ˚´1
SS ~8r}Rp∆DqS}8 ` }pΩ˚W qS}8 ` }p∆W qS}8s

` ~ΓS̊cSΓ˚´1
SS ~8} vecpZ̃qS}8 ` 1

λ
p}Rp∆DqSc}8 ` }pΩ˚W qSc}8

` }p∆SW qSc}8q

ď 1
λ

p1 ´ αqr}Rp∆DqS}8 ` }pΩ˚W qS}8 ` }p∆W qS}8s
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(a) Matthews correlation coefficient curve by estimated edges.
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(b) Precision-recall curve.

Fig S1: Edge detection performance comparison with various regularization parameter.

` 1 ´ α` 1
λ

p}Rp∆DqSc}8 ` }pΩ˚W qSc}8 ` }p∆SW qSc}8q

ď 2 ´ α

λ
r}Rp∆Dq}8 ` }Ω˚W }8 ` }∆W }8s ` 1 ´ α

ď 2 ´ α

λ
r}Rp∆Dq}8 ` ~Ω˚~8}W }8 ` ~∆~8}W }8s ` 1 ´ α

ď 2 ´ α

λ
r}Rp∆Dq}8 ` κΩ˚ }W }8 ` d}∆}8}W }8s ` 1 ´ α

ď 2 ´ α

λ

αλ

4 ` 1 ´ αď α

2 ` 1 ´ αă 1.

The second inequality is due to the irrepresentability assumption (4.2). The fifth
inequality holds since ∆ has at most d non-zeroes per row or column, and thus
~∆~8 ď d}∆}8.

APPENDIX B: ADDITIONAL FIGURES FROM NUMERICAL EXPERIMENTS

B.1. Edge detection. Figure S1 shows Matthews correlation coefficient (MCC)
and precision-recall curves generated by varying regularization parameter λ, where
each point represents averaged value of 50 replications in same λ. Overall, the mean
edge detection performance of ACCORD was slightly better compared to CONCORD,
CLIME and SPACE; this gap was bigger in Hub Network and Scale-free graph, which
are more complex structures. Compared with graphical LASSO, ACCORD showed
better MCC when the estimates are sparsely selected. In the precision-recall curves,
ACCORD showed the best AUC in Hub Network and Scale-free graph, as shown in
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(b) Scale-free Graph
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(c) Erdös-Rényi Graph

Fig S2: Distributions of partial correlation estimates of ACCORD

Table 1. Also, we marked the most frequently selected model among all λ grid in Fig-
ure S1 for different criteria. The models selected by the plain pseudo-BIC or Gaussian
BIC were denser than the models selected by extended pseudo-BIC. The sparser es-
timates selected with extended pseudo-BIC showed better results in terms of MCC.
Hence, these results shows practical merit of using the extened pseudo-BIC in terms
of tuning parameter selection; the selected models retain estimates with far less false
positive edges in the expense of few true positive edges.
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B.2. Parameter estimation. The impact of debiasing refit in ACCORD is
demonstrated in Figure S2 for the suggested simulation settings. Each plot is a his-
togram showing the true partial correlations (T) and estimated partial correlations. Dif-
ferent colors are used to distinguish the estimated values at correctly detected nonzero
locations (true positives or TP) and falsely detected nonzero locations (false positives
or FP). The results clearly indicate that debiasing (3.8) consistently improves the ac-
curacy of the estimates at TP locations while effectively controlling the magnitude of
the FP, ensuring it remains relatively small.
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