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Network-based Neighborhood Regression
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Abstract

Given the ubiquity of modularity in biological systems, module-level regulation
analysis is vital for understanding biological systems across various levels and their
dynamics. Current statistical analysis on biological modules predominantly focuses
on either detecting the functional modules in biological networks or sub-group regres-
sion on the biological features without using the network data. This paper proposes
a novel network-based neighborhood regression framework whose regression functions
depend on both the global community-level information and local connectivity struc-
tures among entities. An efficient community-wise least square optimization approach
is developed to uncover the strength of regulation among the network modules while
enabling asymptotic inference. With random graph theory, we derive non-asymptotic
estimation error bounds for the proposed estimator, achieving exact minimax opti-
mality. Unlike the root-n consistency typical in canonical linear regression, our model
exhibits linear consistency in the number of nodes n, highlighting the advantage of in-
corporating neighborhood information. The effectiveness of the proposed framework is
further supported by extensive numerical experiments. Application to whole-exome se-
quencing and RNA-sequencing Autism datasets demonstrates the usage of the proposed
method in identifying the association between the gene modules of genetic variations
and the gene modules of genomic differential expressions.
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1 Introduction

In various biological systems, it is more than common for biological units to interplay with
each other and form functional modules, such as in the gene co-expression networks (Liu
et al., 2015), protein-protein interaction networks (Brohee and Van Helden, 2006), and func-
tional connectivities in brain regions (Paul and Chen, 2020; Zhang et al., 2020). Therefore,
the measurements of a single biological unit depend not only on its own features but also
on those of other units it interacts with. Understanding the module-level regulation rela-
tionships could provide crucial insights into the biological development processes. It is thus
of scientific interest to investigate the evolution of the biological units while incorporating
their local neighborhood information (Zhang et al., 2017) and cluster-level relationships (Le

and Li, 2022) into a unified framework.

A motivating example of this paper is the study of genetic and genomic associations re-
lated to autism spectrum disorder (ASD). Characterized by compromised social interactions
and repetitive behaviors, ASD is significantly influenced by genetic variation, which is usu-
ally quantified as the genetic risk (GR) scores computed from the whole exome sequencing
datasets (Liu et al., 2013). Although there are typically thousands of genes, the genetic
evidence indicated by the GR scores is scarce. Using hidden Markov random field (HMRF')
models, Liu et al. (2015, 2014) incorporated gene co-expression networks to identify clus-
ters of autism risk genes. Recently, Gandal et al. (2022) study the genomic differentially
expressed (DE) scores by contrasting the gene expressions between ASD and neurotypical
individuals. When comparing the GR scores in previous studies with DE scores, they only
observe a small portion of overlaps, and the interplay between genetic evidence and genomic
evidence remains unknown. Further, the evolution of a gene’s expression levels shall relate
not only to its neighboring genes but also to the functional module in which it is located.

Therefore, a better modeling strategy is desired to quantify the directional causal effect from



the genetic evidence to the genomics evidence, while incorporating both the neighborhood

and community information.

Existing methods, such as the random effects and subgroup effects models, only provide in-
formation about heterogeneity within each community but lack the capability to model inter-
community interactions. Additionally, approaches like network-assisted regression proposed
by Le and Li (2022); Li et al. (2019) do not directly incorporate neighborhood information
or account for the heterogeneity of regression coefficients across different communities. Al-
though these methods attempt to leverage network data, they fall short in comprehensively
modeling the complex dependencies that exist amongst both samples and modules in the

network.

To bridge these gaps, we propose a novel network-based neighborhood regression model
that predicts the response of a node based on the covariates of all nodes within its neigh-
borhood. The significant challenge here lies in addressing the dependency among samples
within the network, leading to potential overparameterization issues. To mitigate this, our
model employs a block structure in the neighborhood regression coefficient matrix to re-
flect community-wise common effects, making estimation and inference more feasible. We
demonstrate that the community-wise least squares objective function can be decomposed
into multiple non-overlapping linear regression objective functions, which allows for efficient
estimation and inference despite the complexities posed by network data with community-

wise interactions.

The main contribution of this paper is threefold: (1) Aiming to better understand the di-
rectional effect of the autism genetic factors on their differential expressions, the proposed
network-based neighborhood regression framework incorporates not only the local connectiv-
ity patterns of the genes but also their global community-wise common effects. (2) Theoret-

ically, we develop random-design and non-asymptotic analyses for the network-based design



matrix to derive concentration behavior for the Hessian matrix of neighborhood regression,
which further leads to the asymptotic consistency of the proposed community-wise least
square estimator. Most importantly, our theory, along with minimax optimality, suggests
the blessing of neighborhood information aggregation, yielding that the convergence rate of
the neighborhood regression coefficients is almost linear in the number of nodes if the net-
work is dense enough. This finding substantially distinguishes from the root-n consistency
in canonical linear regression setups, highlighting the potential of leveraging neighborhood
information in network-based regression models. (3) Simulation studies showcase the feasi-
bility and necessity of the proposed method, and application to the Autism gene datasets

identifies interpretable community-wise common effects among the genes under investigation.

1.1 Related work

Statistical analysis of biological data with module structure primarily focuses on sub-group
identification, such as community detection in biological networks, and sub-group regression,
which identifies the functional relationship of the response variables against the covariates
within every group. Common community detection approaches include the likelihood-based
approaches under stochastic block model (Celisse et al., 2012), latent space model (Raftery
et al., 2012; Zhang et al., 2022), and random dot graph model (Athreya et al., 2018), spectral
clustering under stochastic block model and degree-corrected stochastic block model (Jin,
2015; Lei and Rinaldo, 2015), and modularity maximization (Shang et al., 2013). For more
details, we refer interested readers to the comprehensive review papers by Abbe (2018)
and Gao and Ma (2021). Besides, there has been a notable shift in research focusing on
integrating network structure and node attributes to identify communities more accurately.
Related works include Newman and Clauset (2016); Xu et al. (2023); Yan and Sarkar (2021);

Zhang et al. (2016) and Hu and Wang (2024).

In the research line of sub-group regression, Zhou et al. (2022) and Wang et al. (2023) propose



sub-group regression models to analyze personal treatment effects and low-dimensional latent
factors, respectively, without using network information. However, utilizing the network in-
formation in predictive models has not yet been well-studied. Recently, Li et al. (2019) study
linear regression with network cohesion regularizer on the individual node effects; Le and
Li (2022) further extend it to a semi-parametric regression model by incorporating network
spectral information. However, neither method directly incorporates node-wise neighbor-

hood information and the heterogeneity of regression coefficients in different communities.

1.2 Notations

Denote [n] = {1,...,n} as the set consisting of the first n positive integers, for any positive
integer n. We denote 1(A) € {0, 1} as the indicator function for any event A. Let 0,1, € R"
be the vectors of all zeros and ones, respectively, and I,, € {0, 1}"*" the nth order identity
matrix. For a vector & € R", denote by |||, its {,-norm with p € NU{oco}. Conventionally,
we write ||| as the lo-norm of & without the subscript. In addition, diag(x) € R™*™ denotes
the diagonal matrix whose diagonals are z1,...,z,. For a matrix A € R™*" A, € R" and
A.; € R™ respectively represent its ith row and jth column, and we denote AT as its
Moore-Penrose pseudoinverse. Moreover, we denote A\;(A) as the kth largest eigen-value of
a symmetric matrix A, and the smallest and largest eigenvalues are also denoted by Apin(A)
and Apax(A), respectively. If A is positive definite, we have Ap.x(A) = ||A||, the spectral
norm of A, while A\yin(A) = ||A7Y|~!. The regular matrix product, Hadamard product,
Kronecker product, and Khatri-Rao product (column-wise Kronecker product) between two
matrices A and B are denoted by AB, Ax B, A® B, and A ® B, respectively. For
convenience, we place the lowest operation priority on Hadamard products among the above
products, e.g., AB+xC = (AB)*C. Suppose A and B are conformable symmetric matrices,
we write A < B if B — A is positive semi-definite. Finally, for two positive sequences a,,

and by, a, = O(b,) implies there exists an absolute constant C' such that a,, < Cb, for all



n, a, = Q(b,) means b, = O(a,), and a,, = o(b,) stands for lim,_ ., a,/b, = 0. The term
“module” or “cluster is sometimes referred to as “community” in network data analysis, and

we will use them interchangeably.

2 Network-based neighborhood regression

2.1 Genetic risk and differential expressed scores modeling

Consider two sources of evidence from statistical tests: the genetic risk (GR) score & =
(7i)iein) € R™ and the differentially expressed (DE) score y = (v;)ic[n) € R™ for n genes. These
scores can be derived from previous genetic studies (Fu et al., 2022) and genomic analyses
(Gandal et al., 2022). Additionally, a gene co-expression network, which reveals the bivariate
dependencies between gene expression patterns and their corresponding sub-networks (mod-
ules) (Liu et al., 2015), often serves as auxiliary information. Let A = (A, ;); jem) € {0, 1}

denote the adjacency matrix of an undirected and unweighted gene co-expression network.

To characterize the directional effect from the genetic evidence to the genomic evidence with
the network information, we consider the following network-based neighborhood regression
model:

Y = Z gm-:cj +¢;, for i € [n], (1)

JEN;

where N; = {j € [n] : A;; = 1} is the neighborhood of gene i € [n], E” is the effect sizes
from gene j to gene i for i,j € [n], and €y, ..., €, are independent additive noises. We denote
the coefficient matrix and the noise vector by 8 = (527j)i7j6[n] € R™™ and € = (€)icn);

respectively.

Model (1) formulates y; as a linear combination of its neighbors’ covariate x;’s, up to additive
noise. Specifically, the DE score of gene i is affected by the GR scores of its neighboring j’s

who satisfy A;; = 1, for i,j € [n]. Because y; is supposed to be affected by z;, we assume
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A;; = 1 and thus ¢ € N;, for any i € [n]. When the network information is not available,
this model reduces to the simple linear regression model by setting N; = {i} or equivalently
setting B” = 8 1{i = j} for some constant § € R. For simplicity, model (1) does not include
an intercept term as one can always center the data prior to model fitting; see Appendix A

for more details.

Compared to classical high-dimensional regression models, estimating the coefficient ma-
trix [; in the neighborhood regression model (1) is particularly challenging, even with the
presence of only a single covariate. The fundamental difficulty stems from the model’s over-
parameterization: while the model includes n? unknown parameters, there are merely n pairs
of GR and DE scores available, creating a significant disparity. This imbalance makes the

estimation of E impractical without introducing additional structural constraints.

To address this challenge, we turn to an inherent characteristic in network data—community
structure. Community structure reflects the tendency of nodes within the same community
to exhibit similar linking patterns and more intense connections compared to nodes in dif-
ferent communities, particularly in assortative networks. Leveraging this information can
significantly ease the estimation process. For instance, genes within the same community are
likely to have similar causal effects from their GR scores to their DE scores. In an etiologically
active community, genes frequently co-express, leading to a strong positive causal effect from
GR to DE scores, whereas this relationship may be weaker or even opposite in an etiologi-
cally inactive community. By utilizing community information from the gene co-expression
network, we can enhance our predictive modeling and address the over-parameterization

issue effectively.

Suppose there are K communities among the genes. We use Z € {0,1}™*¥ to denote the
corresponding community membership such that Z; ;, = 1 if gene ¢ is in the kth community.

Given the motivation above, we impose a block structure of 5 according to the community
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Figure 1: Overview of the network-based neighborhood regression formulation. (a) The
covariate x and response y are observed for each node in a network A. (b) The community-
wise interaction strengths are modeled by the coefficient matrix 3. (c¢) The conditional mean
of a particular response is the average of the covariates in its neighborhood weighted by the

community-wise interaction strengths.

structure. Precisely,

B=2BZ", (2)

for B € RE*K. The diagonal entries of 3 reflect the within-community causal effects,
while the off-diagonal entries represent the between-cluster effect strengths. We remark that
different from the conventional stochastic block model for network data, the core coefficient
matrix @ is not necessarily symmetric as the effect B, , from the GR scores in the k;th
community to the DE scores in the koth community are directional, for ki, ke € [K]. With
the block structure of 3 in (2), the neighborhood regression model (1) can be rewritten in

vector format as
Yy = (Z,BZT*A)LB—i—E, (3)

where € = (e1,...,¢6,)" is the noise vector. The proposed network-based neighborhood

regression framework is illustrated in Figure 1.



In what follows, we assume the community membership Z is known. If it is unknown, it
can be exactly recovered with high probability, which is called strong consistency (Zhao
et al., 2012), or recovered up to a vanishing fraction with high probability, which is called
weak consistency (Zhao et al., 2012), from the network data under relatively mild conditions,
provided the averaged degree of the nodes diverges as n goes to infinity. In all our experiments
of Sections 4 and 5, we employ a variation of SCORE method (Jin, 2015; Ke and Jin, 2023)

to estimate the community memberships for each node when it is not directly available.

2.2 Community-wise least square estimation

To estimate the core community-level coefficient 3 in (2), we consider the following least

square objective as in conventional linear regression framework

L8) = ;- lly — (287" + Al (1

At first glance, the objective function (4) looks a bit counterintuitive since the parameters to
be estimated 3 and the predictor vector @ respectively take the places of the design matrix
and regression coefficients in the classical multiple linear regression setup. Fortunately,
simple algebra yields that the objective function (4) can be decomposed into the weighted

average of K non-overlapping objective functions in that

]~

n . 1
L(B) =D Le(Be.)s with Lu(Br.) = 5 -1y * Z.x = MiBr. |

k=1
where n;, = Z?Zl Zi i 1s the size of the kth community and the design matrix for the linear

regression objective with transformed response y * Z  is

M, = diag (Z.;,) (1,2" x A) Z. (5)

We say the objective functions L£;’s are non-overlapping because Ly is solely a function of

the kth row of the core coefficient matrix 8 but not any other entries. Therefore, minimizing



L(B) is equivalent to minimizing each Ly(By,.) individually, for k£ € [K]. Intuitively, only
those y;’s with ¢ inside the kth community contain useful information in estimating B
while every z; can contribute to y;. This is why, in L£;(-), we can zero out the responses
not in the kth community by y * Z ; and the corresponding rows in the design matrix Mj,
by a factor diag(Z j), while the information of every z; is encoded in the jth column of
the factor 1,z' * A in M. Moreover, (1,x" * A)Z aggregates the samples’ neighborhood
effects according to their community memberships. One can essentially eliminate n —ny zero
entries of y* Z j, — M3, to save memory and speed up the computation, but we stick with
this expression to avoid introducing excessive notations. Before ending this paragraph, we
remark that the community-wise least square estimation can be readily extended to multiple

regression settings through tensor decomposition, as demonstrated in Appendix B.

2.3 Fixed-design analysis

From the discussion above, it is sufficient to minimize L;(8y ) for each community indi-
vidually. We, therefore, coin the proposed optimization problem as community-wise least

square optimization. The corresponding solution, Community-wise Least Square Estimator

(CLSE), is defined as

-~

B=(Bi.,....,Bxk)" with B, = argminL(By.). (6)

Bk, ERE
In the fixed-design scenario, both the covariate & and the network A, and hence M, are
treated as deterministic while only the responses are random, we can recover various desired
properties as in the classical multiple linear regression setups. For instance, the objective
function L, is convex with respect to Bx. € R¥ and is strongly convex with parameter
Amin (M, M) if M}, has full column rank. Moreover, a closed-form expression for the CLSE

estimator (6) can be derived as in the following proposition.
Proposition 1 (Stationary point). The stationary point of OLk(Bk.)/0Bk,. = Ok is the
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solution to the following system of normal equations:
M, M3, = M}y, (7)
for any k € [K]|. Particularly, when My has rank K, it follows that

Br. = (M,] M) "M, y.

Proposition 1 resembles the solution to the least square estimator in multiple linear regres-
sion. When M, is singular, there are infinitely many solutions to (7). In this case, one may

use the minimum ly-norm solution By, = (M, M,,)' M,y (Hastie et al., 2022).

Denote the Hessian matrix of Li(-) by Hy = M,] M} and the underlying true parameter
by Bro = {E(Hy, | M)} 'E(M,y | M) = H,'M, E(y | M,). A simple consequence
of Proposition 1 is the asymptotic normality of the estimator, as stated in the following

corollary.

Corollary 2 (Asymptotic normality). Conditioned on A and x, for any k € [K]|, assume
that rank(M},) = K and €;’s are independent and identically distributed with E(e;) = 0 and

Var(e;) = o2, for those i’s in the kth community. It then follows that
Bk = N (Bro, or H, ),
in distribution, where N stands for K-dimensional multivariate normal distribution.

Corollary 2 can be readily obtained from classical results for linear regression estimator
(Eicker, 1963; Fahrmeir and Kaufmann, 1985). Under the full column rank assumption on
M., both Proposition 1 and Corollary 2 suggest that the CLSE B\k shares the same form

and properties as the least squares estimator for classical multiple linear regression.

The fixed-design analysis mandates the design matrix M) to be non-degenerate. In our
formulation, the rank of the Hessian is influenced not only by the covariates & but also by

the network A, which is typically a single, noisy sample. For instance, gene co-expression
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networks are derived by binarizing correlation matrices with measurement errors (Liu et al.,
2015). When A is considered as a random network, its symmetry causes the rows of M}, to
be neither independent nor identically distributed. This inherent sampling randomness and
unique structure of A complicate the rank conditions, consistency, and optimality analysis,
setting our neighborhood regression framework apart from conventional random-design linear
regression. Therefore, an in-depth investigation of random-design analysis for our proposed

framework is essential, as elaborated in the next section.

3 Random-design analysis

3.1 Assumptions

We begin by introducing several technical assumptions. First and foremost, similar to the
majority of literature for network data analysis (Abbe, 2018; Lee and Wilkinson, 2019),
we assume the network data A follows the stochastic block model up to its deterministic

self-loops.

Assumption 1 (Stochastic block model). Assume that A, ; = A;;’s are independent Bernoulli
random variables with success probability P ;’s, for i < j, where P = ZBZ" and B ¢

REXK is a symmetric community level probability matrix.

In Assumption 1, the probability matrix B determines the connectivity strengths between
and within communities, and P;; only depends on the community memberships of ver-
texes ¢ and j, for i« # j. In addition, The network sparsity can be characterized by
Sp = MaXy, koe[K] Bri k.- As real-life networks are usually sparse, community detection and
other tasks in network data can be feasible only when the average degree of the vertexes

diverges. We, therefore, require the following assumption on the network sparsity.

Assumption 2 (Network sparsity). Assume that the network sparsity satisfy s, > 257

n

12



Similar definitions of network sparsity and assumption have been popularly employed in
network data analysis, including hypergraph networks (Zhen and Wang, 2023) and multi-

layer networks (Lei et al., 2020; Xu et al., 2023).

Unlike most literature on network data analysis that requires the community sizes to be
balanced or asymptotically balanced (i.e., ny’s are asymptotically of the same order), we
only require the following much weaker assumption that tailors the proposed network-based

neighborhood regression framework.

Assumption 3 (Community sizes). There exists some positive constant § such that

logn 1/2
|| max <4, 8
s (nksn<||m||2+||w<k>u?>> < ®)

where ¥) = Z ;. x x for k € [K].

Assumption 3 is relatively mild, and we can understand it through the following examples.
As the first example, if |z;|’s are upper bounded and lower bounded away from 0, then the
quantity on the left hand side of (8) is essentially of the order {log(n)/(nins,)}/? = O(n,zlm)
according to Assumption 2. As another example, if xi,...,x, are independent standard
normal random variables, and thus ||z||? is a Chi-square random variable with degree n, then
it can be shown that |||, < clogn and |||z||*> — n| < c(nlogn)'/? with high probability
for some constant c. Therefore, the left hand side of (8) is O,(logn{log(n)/(ngns,)}/?) =
Op(n,zl/ ?logn). In both examples, (8) holds as long as the community size n; diverges faster

than (logn)?. Moreover, both examples allow the upper bound § to vanish.
The next assumption concerns the tail behavior of the additive noise €.

Assumption 4 (Additive noise). Assume € is independent with & and A, and €, ..., ¢, are
independent centered sub-exponential random variables with uniform parameters (o2,b,).
Precisely,

13



The sub-exponential assumption on ¢;’s is relatively mild, and a wide range of probability
distributions can satisfy this property, including the classes of bounded random variables
and sub-Gaussian random variables (Wainwright, 2019, Definition 2.7). Also, Assumption 4

does not require ¢;’s to be identically distributed, while most classic regression setups do.

Finally, to better illustrate the rate of convergence, sometimes it will be convenient to assume

the following tali bound for the maximum deviation of a’s entries.

Assumption 5. Suppose that there exist a constant v and a quantity «,, vanishing with n

such that with probability at least 1 — ,,, it holds that ||| < v(logn)/2.

Note that the z;’s are not necessarily independent under Assumption 5, and a wide range
of classes of distributions, such as sub-exponential random variables, shall satisfy such ex-

ponentially decaying probabilistic tail bound.

3.2 Non-asymptotic analysis of the Hessian

In this section, we study the spectral property of the Hessian Hj, by investigating its mean
E(H}) and the concentration behavior of Hy to E(H}). To do this, we first decompose H},

as
Hy, =1 + I, + Is + 14, (9)

where I} = ZT [zx| « (A — E(A))diag(Z. 1)(A — E(A))] Z is a matrix quadratic form of
A-EA), I, = Z" [za" x (A —E(A))diag(Z ;)E(A)] Z has zero-mean, I3 = I, and
I,=Z" [zx" «E(A)diag(Z ;)E(A)] Z is deterministic and positive semi-definite when

is given. Moreover, we can further decompose I, = S| + S5, where

Z Z Z Z Z zizy 1 (i # i) (A —E(A))i;(A —E(A))y jer e, and

1=1 ko=1i=k1 Y=k Y=
K
Sy=) > i (Aiy — E(Ay))eref,. (10)
k1=1v;=k1 ¢¥j=k
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Herein, e; € R™ is a unit vector whose jth entry being one, ¢; = argmax,cg) Zix s the
community assignment of the ith sample, S is a zero-mean symmetric matrix, and S, is a
diagonal matrix that has non-negative diagonals. Intuitively, the spectral information of H},
is mainly encoded in S5 and I, while the zero-mean terms shall have small spectral norms.

In fact, it follows from the above decomposition that E(H}) = E(Sy) + I, and
H, —EH;) =5 +{S: —E(So)} + (I + I,) (11)
Since I is positive semi-definite, we can verify straightforwardly that

Amin (E(HE)) > Amin (E(S2)) > min By (1 — By x)(ng — 1)[l2*7%, (12)

k' €[K]

where %) =z x Z ;.. for k' € [K].

From (12), the lower bound of Ay, (E(H})) shall be of order Q(ngnmins,) with nyim =
mingex) M if By g is of order Q(s,,). This indicates that E(H}) is guaranteed to have full
rank. If the perturbation of Hy — E(H}) can be further controlled, we are able to infer
that Hj, is nonsingular with high probability. The following theorem provides a careful

perturbation analysis of Hy, — E(Hj,).

Theorem 3 (Fisher information concentration). Under Assumptions 1-3, for the Hessian
H;, = M| M, with My, defined in (5), it holds that | Hy — E(Hy)|| < rp with probability at
least 1 — 2K (Cyny, + 2Cy + 2)/n?, for some universal constant C, where
“ el
/ €T
rie= a(O)(Ch + 52 (] + 12 )2 (Z =" >|r?,o> I Y sa(men) P logn
k=1
2 /
#2500, 4 1) s o) s, logm) + 4(Cy + Vel ogn
and a(8) = {(86 + 4(46% + 9)1/2)}/3.
The universal constant C'; comes from the decoupling constant in de la Pena and Montgomery-

Smith (1995), and our result and technical proof do not induce any other unclear constant.
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In addition, § comes from Assumption 3 and «(d) will decrease to 4 if § vanishes. As non-
asymptotic analysis is conducted, the probabilistic upper bound looks a bit complicated.

The next corollary details the asymptotic order of | Hj) — E(H})||.

Corollary 4. Under Assumptions 1-3 and 5, there exists a universal constant Cy, such that
| H ~ E(H)|| < Cor* K2 s,mm*(log ),
with probability at least 1 — 2K (Cyny + 2C1 + 2)/n? — ky,.

Since Apin(H}) = Q(spngnmm), Corollary 4 allows us to conclude concentration if n(logn)? =
O(ni/ 2nmin) and K = O(1). It then follows from Weyl’s inequality that A, (H}) is asymp-

totically of the same order as Ay, (E(Hj)).

Based on the decomposition (11), the proof for Theorem 3 relies on a decoupling approach
(de la Pena and Montgomery-Smith, 1995) to bound the matrix quadratic form Sj, the
usual Bernstein’s inequality together with the union bound to bound the diagonal matrix
Sy — E(S;) and matrix Bernsten’s inequality (Tropp, 2012) to bound I, which are done
in Lemmas 10-11, Lemma 12, and Lemma 13 in the supplementary materials, respectively.
Our proof technique is related to, but substantially different from, the technique in Lei and
Lin (2023) or Hanson-Wright type inequality (Rudelson and Vershynin, 2013) for matrix
quadratic forms. This is because every summand in the decomposition (9) contains a left
factor ZT and a right factor Z that aggregates the random variables according to their
community memberships, while the Theorems in Lei and Lin (2023) work for the matrix
quadratic form FGFT for a deterministic matrix G and a random matrix F that has
independent entries or is symmetric with independent upper triangle entries. Apparently,
the appearance of Z makes Z'|[zx' * (A — E(A))]diag(Z. ), the random matrix in I
for example, neither symmetric nor have independent entries. Additionally, the Hadamard
factor ' also adds an extra layer of difficulty to derive the probabilistic concentration

bound. All of these require a subtle and careful analysis.
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Remark 5 (Matrix quadratic form). In the simple scenario that = 1,,, if we upper bound

| 1|l by nmax||(A — E(A))diag(Z )(A — E(A))|| and employ Theorem 5 of Lei and Lin

)

(2023) to upper bound (A — E(A))diag(Z 1)(A — E(A))|| = Op(ns,logn), it leads to

3]

| 11]| = Op(nmaxnsy logn) with nma = maxyepx) ny, which fails to conclude concentration
since Apin(E(Hy)) = Q(nnminsy). Therefore, it is vital to make full use of the aggregation

structure in I; while studying its concentration behavior.

3.3 Consistency

Under the random-design setting, the oracle coefficient 3 is defined as the solution to the
population-level normal equation. More specifically, by taking expectation on both sides of

Equation (7), we obtain

Bi.. = E(Hy) 'E(M,y),
where the expectation is taken with respect to both A and €. The next theorem shows that
the estimator Bk is an unbiased and consistent estimator of G .

Theorem 6 (Unbiasedness and Consistency). Under Assumption 4, it holds that E(B\k) =

By... Moreover, with probability at least 1 — (2K)/n?, we have
1B, = Bi.Il <2 2K/ Awin(Hi))'"? (0 + be) log .

Additionally under the assumptions in Theorem 3, we have

~ ~1/2
1B, — Bi. || < 2(2K)"* (0. +b.) {kﬂelbg] By (1 — By ) (ny, — 1)]|=®)||* — Tk} log n.

with probability at least 1 — 2K (Cyny + 2C + 3)/n?.

Clearly, the upper bound of || Bk — By, || comes from the lower bound of Ay, (Hy) and the
sub-exponential concentration behaviors on the ¢;’s. The following corollary elaborates on

this non-asymptotic upper bound in terms of asymptotic order.
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Corollary 7. Under Assumptions 1-5, if additionally By s = Q(s,), minge |2®)] =

Q(nmin), and n(logn)? = O(ni/Qnmin), then there exists a constant Cs, such that

KY?(o. +b.)logn

(Snnknmin>1/2

1B, — Bi.|l < Cs

Y

with probability at least 1 — 2K (Cyng + 201 + 3)/n? — K,.

If s, < 1 and the community sizes are balanced such that n = O(ny,), surprisingly, Corol-
lary 7 suggests linear consistency, HBk — B; |l = O(n™"), instead of the canonical root-n
consistency for regression. This shows the blessing of incorporating network neighborhood
information. Intuitively, after incorporating the network data, the effective sample size
increases from n to n + s,n(n — 1)/2, which is of the order s,n?, while the number of pa-
rameters to be estimated is of constant order. This makes linear consistency possible as
(5,n?)'/? = s¢/*n is linear in n if Sy 1s of constant order. This also suggests that the network
sparsity s, plays an important role as the variation of s, smoothly transforms ﬁk from
canonical regime to blessing of neighborhood information regime. Before ending this subsec-
tion, in analogy to the Gauss-Markov Theorem for linear regression, we have the following

theorem as a side product.

Theorem 8 (Community-wise best linear unbiased estimator). Under Assumptions 1-4,
further assume that the variance of €;’s are homogeneous within the kth community, then
Bk7. is the best linear unbiased estimator of B , i.e., for any linear unbiased estimator Bs,

we have Var(,é\h.) = Var(B).

Herein, a linear estimator means the estimator is linear in the response y.
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3.4 Minimax optimality

To investigate the minimax optimality of the community-wise least square estimator Bk“, we

first introduce a class of data distributions:

max

Pi(Px,Pa,0) = {Pxay : @~ Px,A~ Pa,B; €R" E(e) = 0,,E(¢]) < o, fori € [n]},

for k € (K], where 0 = (01,...,0,)" and Omax = max;e, 0, for o; = E(€?), ¢ € [n]. Define

the following discrepancy between any estimator Bk and B

E(Br.) = 1Bk — Bi.I15

for any positive definite matrix 3, where || - |5 denotes the Mahalanobis distance of a vector
to the origin. When ¥ = I,,, 5(Bk) characterizes the estimation error of Bk When ¥ =
E(Hy), £(By,) captures the generalization performance of By in that £(By.) = Ri(Br.) —
Ri(Bs.) represents the excess risk, for the risk function Ry (8,.) = E(||Y * Z_, — My B |I3)-

The minimax expected discrepancy for the kth sub-problem is then defined as

inf sup E {S(Bk)} ;

Bk,. By, €Pk(Px,Pa,o?)
where the infimum is taken with respect to all estimators from the data. The next theorem

provides an exact expression for the minimax expected discrepancy.

Theorem 9 (Minimax optimality). The ezact minimaz risk can be expressed as

_inf sup E <E(Bk)> =0t (SEH ) .

Bk, €RK B; €Py(Px,Pa,0?)

Since tr(381) is strictly convex with respect to S in the positive definite cone, Jensen’s

inequality yields that tr(SE(H, ")) > tr(Z(E(Hy))™!). Taking ¥ = I, we have

K 2 2

= g g
inf sup E ||/6k7 o ﬁ* ||2 Z E max Z max ’
Br. B;. €Pi(Px.Pa.o?) ( i.A) A= A (E(Hy)) — Anin(E(Hy))

which matches up with the probabilistic upper bound in Theorem 6. This indicates the

non-asymptotic analysis in the previous sections is sharp.
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4 Simulation

4.1 Impact of network neighborhood information

The first simulation study analyzes how the network information helps in the estimation.
Specifically, for any n € {100,200, ...,1000} and K € {2,3,4}, we begin with randomly and
uniformly sampling the community memberships for n genes, resulting in the membership
matrix Z € {0,1}"*X. Next, the network A is generated according to the stochastic block
model stated in Assumption 1 with By, &, ~ Uniform(0,0.5) + 0.5 % 1{k; = ko} and By, s, =
By, k, for 1 < ky < ky < K. We subsequently generate the response y according to model (3),

RKXK

where the entries of both the covariate & and the coefficient matrix 3 € are sampled

independently from the standard normal distribution, and the additive noises are drawn

ii.d.
Y

from €,...,€, (0,0.5%). We then evaluate three methods that utilize the network
information in different ways: (i) CLSE that utilizes the network neighborhood information
appropriately, (ii) CLSE with A replaced by I,, which completely ignores the interactions
between vertices, and (iii) CLSE with A replaced by 1,1 which includes all potential

interactions among vertices.

Community detection on A is estimated via a variation of the SCORE method (Jin, 2015).
Precisely, we compute U € R™¥ that contains the eigen-vectors of A corresponding to the
K leading singular values, subsequently normalize each row of U to have unit ls-norm, and
finally apply K-means algorithm to obtain the cluster assignments Z. After obtaining any
estimator B by community-wise least square estimation, the predicted values for y is given
by y = (2 ,32 "% A)x. We inspect the estimation error and the prediction error, defined as
L A13A3 |2 Ly *|2 2 7 2
Erre = FHQ BQ — 3|5 and Errpreq = ﬁHy —y*||5, where Q = aég;éun 1ZQ — Z||;.
K
Herein, Gg denotes the set of permutation matrices of order K. Clearly, ¥ is invariant to

the permutation among the communities, while ,@ is not. That is why we need to search
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Figure 2: Estimation and prediction errors in the log scale of experiments in Section 4.1
with varying numbers of communities. The shaded regions represent the standard errors

around the average values computed over 200 simulated datasets.

for the best permutation that minimizes the Hamming distance of estimated community
memberships encoded in Z to the true ones encoded in Z , and define the estimation error

accordingly.

Results in the logarithm scale are shown in Figure 2. As we can see, both the estimation and
prediction errors of CLSE for different community sizes are decreasing in the sample size n
and approaching zero quickly. On the other hand, without properly utilizing the network
information A, both the estimation and prediction errors cannot be controlled even with
large sample sizes. In summary, this simulation study showcases the asymptotic consistency
of the CLSE estimator and suggests the necessity of utilizing the network neighborhood

information appropriately.
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Figure 3: Estimation and prediction errors in the log scale of experiments in Section 4.2
with different coefficient structures. The shaded regions represent the standard errors around

the average values computed over 200 simulated datasets.

4.2 Impact of community structure

The second simulation study considers various regression coefficient models, including (i)
full model: B € REXX (ii) row model: B = 1x3, for By € R, and (iii) singleton model:
B = Bolx1j for By € R. Denote by Bfuu the solution to (6) corresponding to the full model.
The counterparts to the row and singleton models are derived as follows. Under the setting
of row model, (6) reduces to a multiple linear regression problem:
ABOW = argmin iHy —(Z1xB, Z" * A)z|} = (Z" diag(x) A*diag(x)Z) ' Z " diag(x) Ay,
BocRK 21
which yields the row estimator 8% = 1 K(A{)OW)T. Under the singleton model setup, (6)

reduces to a simple linear regression problem:

~ 1 x' Ay
sgtn . 2
0 = al;%ggn%Hy — (Az)boll; = 2T Ay

which yields the singleton estimator B%™ = F¥"1,1]. Different estimators utilize the

community information at different levels.
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We compare the estimation and prediction errors of the three estimators in all three gen-
erating schemes of regression coefficients with X' = 4 and varying n € {100,...,1000}.
The results are shown in Figure 3. It is expected that each estimator works best under
its own well-specified setting. However, both the singleton and row estimators are sensitive
to model mis-specifications, while the full estimator adapts well due to its generality, with
errors tending to zero relatively fast. These results suggest that the full estimator is capable
of utilizing the community information, and it does not suffer much when only a partial of

this information is relevant.

5 Autism spectrum disorder genetic association

5.1 Background

Autism spectrum disorder (ASD) primarily stems from genetic variations, either inherited
or arising spontaneously in individuals. This genetic diversity plays a crucial role in ASD’s
prevalence, with de novo exonic variations being particularly valuable for linking specific
genes to the disorder (Fu et al., 2022). The Transmission and De Novo Association (TADA)
method (He et al., 2013) has been pivotal in pinpointing genes susceptible to ASD by ana-
lyzing mutation frequencies in family trios, leading to the identification of numerous ASD-
associated genes, yet many remain undiscovered. Despite the identification of thousands
of genes with differential expression (DE) in ASD (Gandal et al., 2022), there is minimal
overlap between DE genes and the genetic risk genes deemed significant by TADA in the two
studies. In this section, we attempt to utilize the gene co-expression networks to integrate
these disparate data sources and disentangle the impact of the GR scores from TADA on

the DE scores.
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Figure 4: Visualization of ASD data and detected communities. (a) The histograms of GR
one-sided z-scores (z) and DE two-sided z-scores (y) for 864 substantial autism genes. (b)
The scree plot of the adjacency matrix A’s singular values, which suggests K = 6 main
communities for our analysis. (c¢) The gene co-expression network colored by z-values and
grouped by estimated communities. (d) The adjacency matrix A colored by connectivity

(white for 1 and black for 0) and ordered by estimated assignments.

5.2 Data and preprocessing

We use two types of genomics data: (1) The DE and GR test statistics are originally obtained
from the differential expression analysis by Gandal et al. (2022) and the TADA analysis by Fu
et al. (2022), respectively. We use the GR and DE z-values as the covariate & € R™ and the
response y € R", respectively. The histograms of the two scores are shown in Figure 4(a). (2)
A whole cortex gene expression data (bulk RNA-sequencing data) on neurotypical individuals

is also available from the previous study by Gandal et al. (2022). Based on gene expression
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data, Liu et al. (2015) use the partial neighborhood selection algorithm to obtain a sparse
network A € {0,1}"*™ of approximately scale-free form; though one can also use other
networks, such as the protein-protein interaction networks. Finally, we restrict the analysis
to a subset of 864 substantial autism genes, which is identified by using a generalized DAWN

algorithm (Liu et al., 2014) with a 4-state hidden Markov random field model.

Based on the binary network A, we first perform community detection to uncover the genes’
community memberships. As the number of communities is unknown in advance, we deter-
mine it by identifying the elbow point in the singular value distribution of A (Ji and Jin,
2016; Rohe et al., 2016). Specifically, we visualize the first leading 20 singular values of A
in Figure 4(b). It is clear that the singular values decay quickly and become smaller than 5
after the first 6 leading singular values, suggesting that there shall be 6 communities. Con-
sequently, we select K = 6. We have then utilized the same community detection method
as in Section 4 to obtain the estimated cluster membership Z. Grouping the genes into the
detected communities, we observe a clear block structure of the adjacency matrix, as shown

in Figure 4(d).

The estimated cluster membership matrix allows us to visually compare the two sources of
statistical evidence. As shown in Figure 4(c), for most of the communities, the GR and DE
scores share similar patterns. The genes in a cluster with enriched GR scores in terms of
absolute values, such as communities 1 and 2, typically also have large DE scores, while the
genes in communities 5 and 6 have both small GR and DE scores simultaneously. These
suggest that the genes in such clusters may be positively regulated by their genetic variations
of the same gene module. On the other hand, genes in communities 3 and 4 have moderate
GR scores while much larger DE ones. Given the scarce evidence of genetic variation,
the genes in these two communities are likely to be regularized by other genetic modules.
These observations together motivate us to analyze the interplay of different gene modules

and understand how genetic variations affect gene expressions among different clusters by
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Target Source Comm. (x)

Comm. (y) 1 2 3 4 5 6
0.325+£0.070 —0.037 +0.347 —1.057+1.026 —0.171+£1.440 —0.193+0.572 0.379 + 0.146

! (%) 0.0000 0.9155 0.3029 0.9057 0.7362 (*x) 0.0092
—0.256 £0.270 —0.197 £0.014 —0.537 £ 0.148 0.041 £1.096 —0.222+0.050 —2.067 +6.931

? 0.3422  (##%) 0.0000  (+#%) 0.0003 0.9704  (+#%) 0.0000 0.7655
—0.947 £0.650 —0.179+£0.183 —0.305+0.027 —0.107+0.107 0.390 £ 16.968 1.511 £ 2.472

’ 0.1448 0.3262 (**x) 0.0000 0.3135 0.9816 0.5411
0.359 £0.428 —0.724 +0.568 —0.224 +£0.098 —0.346 £0.043 —0.274+0.098 —1.925 4 0.362

! 0.4021 0.2023 () 0.0221 () 0.0000 () 0.0051 (s3) 0.0000
0.054 £0.494 —0.2274+0.046 —0.500=+2.795 —0.239+£0.093 —0.154+0.014 —0.5204+0.917

° 0.9123  (%#%) 0.0000 0.8581 (¥) 0.0101  (#%%) 0.0000 0.5707
6 0.407 £ 0.265 0.356 £ 0.239 2.164 +0.134 1.158 £4.500 —1.277 £0.867 0.490 + 0.068

0.1239 0.1361 () 0.0000 0.7969 0.1406 (%) 0.0000

Table 1: Estimation and inference results of the community-wise regression coefficient ,@ €
REXK The kth row of the table corresponds to B\k Within each cell, the point estimate
and the estimated standard deviation are given on top of the cell, while the significance level
and the corresponding p-value are given at the bottom. For the significance levels, (%),
(%), and (%), indicate that the p-value locates in [0,0.001], (0.001,0.01], and (0.01,0.05],
respectively. The significant positive and negative coefficients are highlighted in magenta

and cyan, respectively.

performing network-based neighborhood regression coupled with community-wise analysis

as we inspect next.

5.3 Neighborhood regression on ASD genetic association

Based on the evidence (x,vy) and network A, along with the estimated cluster membership
zZ , we compute the estimated values of the CLSE and perform individual hypothesis testing
on Hy : Br,k, = 0 versus Hy : By, k, # 0 for ki, ko € [K]. The heteroskedasticity-consistent

(HC) standard errors (MacKinnon and White, 1985) of the estimators are used to compute
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Figure 5: Top gene ontology terms for genes in community 3, 4, and 6.

p-values. All of the results are summarized in Table 1. From Table 1, we observe that the
GR scores have significant effects on the DE scores within the same community, which is
expected because if a gene module is associated with genetic variations of ASD, then the gene
expression levels of this module will also be affected. Though the intra-cluster interaction
of the two modalities is important, we are more interested in the inter-cluster interaction,
as it will shed new light on how one gene module regulates the others. By exploring the
regulatory mechanisms and potential influences between distinct groups of genes, we can gain
insights into the broader network dynamics at play. For this purpose, we further restrict our
analysis to the two most significant inter-cluster coefficients 346 and g3, corresponding to
directional effects from community 6 to community 4 and from community 3 to community

6, respectively.

By matching the gene modules identified in Gandal et al. (2022, Fig. 7), clusters 3 and 4
contain genes that are mostly enriched in three cell types: excitatory neurons, inhibitory
neurons, and oligodendrocytes, and cluster 6 contains genes that are mostly enriched in

astrocytes, which have a potential impact on neuronal function and connectivity and are

critical in the pathology of ASD (Gandal et al., 2022).
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From the gene ontology (GO) analysis result in Figure 5, community 6 is enriched for GO
terms related to bone remodeling, ossification, biomineralization, and regulation of nucleotide
metabolism, while community 4 is enriched for GO terms involved in synaptic vesicle cycling,
neurotransmitter transport, and proton transport processes at the synapse. The estimated
coefficient in Table 1 suggests a negative impact of community 6 on community 4, which
could potentially be explained by the fact that excessive bone remodeling and mineralization
processes (community 6) may disrupt normal synaptic functions (community 4) by altering

the ionic balance or metabolic processes required for neurotransmission for ASD.

In addition, community 3, which is enriched for GO terms related to exocytosis, synaptic
vesicle priming, nerve impulse transmission, and ion transport regulation, has a positive
impact on community 6. This positive impact could be due to the fact that regulated
exocytosis and ion transport processes (community 3) may facilitate the release of factors
or signaling molecules that promote bone remodeling, ossification, and biomineralization
(community 6). Finally, the interpretation is sorely based on the GO term enrichment of
biological processes. The specific molecular mechanisms underlying the observed impacts

would require further experimental validation and investigation.

6 Discussion

This paper incorporates network-based neighborhood information to bridge the predictor
and response in the regression setup. Potential extensions of the current framework include
allowing multivariate predictors (as in Appendix B) and multivariate responses, extending
the neighborhood regression to generalized neighborhood regression for binary or counting
responses as in generalized linear models (Du et al., 2023), and considering more general
network structures, such as weighted, directed, multi-layer (Lei and Lin, 2023), and hyper-

graph networks (Zhen and Wang, 2023). Moreover, it will be interesting to slightly relax
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the exact stochastic block model for the network data and the block structure for the coef-
ficient matrix to allow more heterogeneity and flexibility among the entities, such as using
the latent space model for network modeling. Besides, the proposed neighborhood regression
framework is also closely related to the sum aggregator of graph neural network (GNN) (Xu
et al., 2019), which is provably the most expressive among a number of classes of GNNs
and is as powerful as the Weisfeiler-Lehman graph isomorphism test. Exploring connections
between the proposed method and other aggregation operators in GNN with heterogeneous

structures presents a promising avenue for future research.
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Supplementary material for

Network-based Neighborhood Regression

This serves as an appendix to the paper “Network-based Neighborhood Regression.” The

organization for the appendix is as below:

e In Appendix A, we extend the neighborhood regression model to incorporate the intercept

term.

e In Appendix B, we extend the neighborhood regression model to incorporate multiple

covariates.
e In Appendix C, we present the technical proofs of all the theoretical results.

e In Appendix D, we provide supporting lemmas used in Appendix C.

A Extension to include intercepts

Recall that in the multiple linear regression model, y = By + '3 + ¢ with E(e) = 0, we
can centralize the data to reduce the model to the one without an intercept. The rationality

behind this is as follows. In population level, we have
y—E(y)=ho+a'B+e— (f+E@) ) = (x—E) B+e

Therefore, regressing y — E(y) on @ — E(x) results in a zero intercept. In sample level, let
(x:,v;)1; be the sample points, the sample mean (2 =n"'>" @, g =n"1> "  y;) always
satisfies the estimated regression function given by least square estimation. This is because,

O (yi — Bo — x! B)?/(2 1«
it 2 BPJCN _ LSy~ fy -l 9) =0

=1

implies the estimator satisfies Bo =1y — :IzTB. Hence, once the data have zero sample mean,

we do not need to fit the intercept.
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In the proposed network-based neighborhood regression model, since the data y; only corre-
sponds to the regression function given by 8 = if ¢ belongs to the kth community, we extend
the model to include K intercepts, one for each community-wise regression function. Let B(()k)
be the intercept accompanied with @ . For any node 7 in the kth community, we extend

the neighborhood regression model as
(k k
50)+Zﬁk¢]%+€z 50 +Zﬂkwr’41jx]+€%_ ()+Zﬁ’fk’ ZA”%—FGZ
JEN; k=1 b=k

The partial derivative of the least square objective function with respective to Bék) reads

9 Zzpi:k:(yi - 5(()k) - 25:1 B ij:k’ Ai,ﬂj)Q/(Q”k)

05"
K
=—— Z — B - Zﬁk,k' Z A
- K=1 -

Setting the above partial derivative to zero yields the estimator satisfies

Zyz—_ZBkk’Z Z Aijj.

k’ 1 Yi=k ;=

Therefore, if we centralize the data in such a way that

~ qu =k (Z¢,-:k A;j)z;
Yi =Y — — Yi, and 7; = z; - : )
’(ﬁzz ! 7 quj:k:’(Zwi:k AZJ)

for node j belongs to the &’ community, k¥’ € [K], the corresponding estimated intercept be-

come zero. Herein, §* = > _y,=k Yi/nx is the average for the responds in the kth community,

and

y 2¢j:k/(2¢i:k Aij)z; Z Zw:k ; .
kk! — - j
Z¢j:k/(z’¢i:k Az,j) "l}j:kl Zw;:k/ szik Ai,j/ J

is the weighted average for the covariates in the k&’ community, and z; is weighted by the

proportion of connections between communities &' and & made by node j.

This is also reflected in the population level. Suppose that given A, the conditional mean of

x;’s are the same for those j’s within the same community. Thus, we have

Zw-—k Ai,j
E (| A) = S E(z;|A) = E(x;]A),
Z_;, Ew;:k/ Zwi:k Ai,j/ ’ ’
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for any node j inside the k’th community. In addition,

E(y:|A) = g Zﬁkk' Z A; ;E(z;]|A).

k=1 b=k
Therefore,
yi — E(vilA) = Zﬁkk/ Z Aij(r; — E(z;]A)) + ¢z
k=1 b=k’
= Zm/ D Aij(z— E(uew] A) + e,
k=1 T

for node ¢ locates in the kth community.

B Extension to neighborhood regression with multiple

covariates

In the case that the covariates for the nodes are multivariate, we use p to denote the number
of covariates and X € R"*? to denote the covariate data such that X;; is the lth covariate
of node 7. Following the same spirit of the network-based neighborhood regression model in
Section 2, we propose to model the response y; for node i as
p . n p .
= Z Z BijaXj1+ € = Z Z AijBi X+ € (13)
JEN; =1 j=1 =1
for i € [n], where 3 = (5’”1) € R™™*P ig the regression coefficient tensor while A and y; is

the network data as defined before. In vector format, we can rewrite Equation (13) as
Y= Z *ﬁ 1) z—i-e:./\/ll(Aolp*B)vec(X)—i-e,

where Bl is the [th frontal slide of B, o is the outer product such that the (7, j, [)th entry of
Aol,is A;;(1,), = A, ;, Mi(-) is the mode-1 matricization operator that stacks the mode-1
fibers of the input tensor as the columns of the output matrix, and vec(-) is the vectorization

operator.
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To incorporate the community structure into the coefficient tensor, we assume
[3::/3)<1£Z)<2£Z,
for a core tensor 3 € RE*X*P_ Herein, the bilinear product means

Biji = BriksiZin Zjk, = Buywy

k1,k2

More general definitions for multi-linear products can refer to Kolda and Bader (2009).

Therefore, the full model in terms of the 3 is

y=M;(Aol,*B X1 Z xy Z)vec(X) + €.

The objective function for least square estimation is

min |y — M (Aol,xB x; Z x4 Z) vec(X)]?,

BERK XK xp

which can be separated into the following K non-overlapping optimization problems

min
Br,., €REXp

|y * diag(Z. ;) — diag(Z., k) {L,vec(X)" « 1] ® A} (I, ® Z)vec(By,, )‘

Y

for k € [K].This is because

P

D (Ax XZ—ZZdlag (1, X+ A)ZBy,

=1 =1 k=1
K
= Z diag(Z ) {[1. X ..., 1, X ] x (1) ® A)} (I, ® Z)vec(By,..)
k;l
Zdlag (Z., k) {Lovece(X)" 1) @ A} (I, ® Z)vec(By,..),
k=1

which allows us to estimate the horizontal slices of the tensor B individually.

C Proof of theoretical results

C.1 Proof of Proposition 1
Proof of Proposition 1. Note that
L(B) = llyl3/(2n) — (y,(ZBZ" x A)z)/n+ |(ZBZ" * A)z||3/(2n). (14)
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We next analyze the derivative for the last two terms on the right-hand side of the above

display. For the second term in (14), note that

(Y. (Z2BZ" « A)z) = (yx' , ZBZ" * A)
= (yx' x A, ZBZ")

= (ZT(y.ﬂcT x A)Z,3).

It then follows that

yTMl

Gyl .(2027 < ) = -2 (ye <)z =~ | i | (15)

yTMK

For the last term in (14), we can rewrite it as

(ZBZT  A)x|; = ((ZBZT « A)(ZBZ" x A), zz ")
—{([(ZBZT+ A)T ©(2BZ" + A)T|1,,, z ® x)
=({[(28"2")0(287Z2")]x (A0 A)} 1, z® )
=([(28"2")0(2B"Z2")] x (A0 A), (x®2)l,)
=((ZB"Z2") 0 (2B"Z"),(z @ x)1] * (A® A))
=((z8") © (28727, (21, » A) © (1, * A))
={((Z22Z)(B"opNZ, (z1,) x A)© (z1] * A))

=B op (Z2"0Z")[(=1, xA) o (21, x A)] Z),

where in the second equality we use the fact that vec(Qidiag(w)Qy) = (Q2 ® Q;)w, in

the third equality we use the identity (Q1 * Q2) ® (Q3 * Q4) = (Q1 © Q3) * (Q2 ® Q4), the

third-to-last equality follows from the fact that Z is a community membership matrix, and

in the second-to-last equality the identity (Q1Q2) ® (Q3Q1) = (Q1®Q3)(Q20Q4). Clearly,

1(ZBZ" * A)x|)? is now decomposed into K independent quadratic forms in terms of the
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rows of 3. Thus,

%ruzw  A)zl2 = 2(H\B,., Hobs., ..., HiBre ], (16)

where
Hy=vec ' {(Z"®Z")[(x1, * A) © (z1, x A)] Z ;,}
=Z vec ' {[(x1, x A)© (z1, * A)| Z 1} Z
=Z' (x1, x A) diag (Z.,) (x1, * A)T zZ

= M, M,

is a symmetric matrix for k € [K]. Combining (14),(15) and (16) yields that

oL 1
B n (Ix©B") H' - Z'(yz' x A)Z],
where H = [Hy, ..., Hg]. Setting the above to zero finishes the proof. ]

C.2 Proof of Theorem 3

Proof of Theorem 3. Recall the decomposition of Hj in (9). Because of (10), we further

have E(H}) = E(S3) + I,. This implies that

[ Hp — E(Hy)|| < [[I = E(L)|| + 2| L[| < |Si]| + [|S2 = E(So)[| + 2| | (17)

In particular, Sy is symmetric with respective to (A — E(A));; and (A —E(A)), ., which

o
Z’J’

allows us to bound such a matrix quadratic form by decoupling.

To proceed, let A be an independent copy of A. Similarly, we have (A — E(A))y,; = 0 if

i" = j. We define the following

i3]

Si=3Y"3 3 3 Y ww (i £7)(A-E(A) (A -E(A))enel,,  (19)

k1=1 ka=1v;=k1 ¥y =ka j=k

L=27" [asz + (A — E(A))diag(Z ) (A - E(A))| Z, (18)
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_ K
Sy=)_
ki=11;

> 2P A-E(A))i;(A—E(A))er ey, (20)
k1 4=k

By the decoupling result in Theorem 1 of de la Pena and Montgomery-Smith (1995), we

have
S t
P([Sil =) < Cy-P (||sl|| > 5) ,
1
for any ¢ > 0 and some universal constant C; > 0. Note that I, =S, + §27 leading to

1S1]| < || L]l + ||S2)]- It then follows from Lemma 10 and Lemma 11 that

IS4l < (@) (ll* + [|=]|)"/2 < D lla®Z,) +n‘1/2||w||> n(mn)'log n

ko=1

4 x 61/2
3 pax |2*) |13 (ni log n) /s, + 4|z % log n,
e

with probability at least 1 — 2K (ny + 2)/n?, where £*) = Z ;, * = for any &’ € [K] and

a(0) = (80 +4(46% 4 9)'/2 /3. Hence, with probability at least 1 — 20, K (ny, +2)/n?, we have

1811l < a(@)Cr(fllf? + [|®*) 2 ( > 2 %)Y +n‘1/2||w|\> w(nin)'/? logn

ko=1

4% 6/ 2 1/2 2
+ Cy max ||2*)|2(n logn)Y?s, + 4C,||x||% logn,
3 k' €[K]

where the first term dominates.

By the probabilistic upper bound for ||S;—E(S>)|| in Lemma 12 and that for I, in Lemma 13,

the above upper bound and (17) yields that

| H — E(HL)|
< a(0)Cy([la]” + =™ 1/2(Z||:v’” 1272 + —1/2||a:||) sn(nxn)'/?logn
ko=1
4 x 6/2
+ Oy max ||2®)|2(ng logn)Y/?s, + 4C||z||% logn

3 K €[K]

+2x 21/2§n%]|yx< V2 (ngsn log )2 + 4]|x||%, log n
‘e

K
+2a(8)sp{([|]* + & |*)nxs, > "]} log n}'/>
ko=1
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a(8)(Cr + 5,/) (le® + [ ™)1/ ( D e ® )2 + 1”H-’BII) a(nin)'?logn

ko=1

+2 x 212 2X—31/ZC 124 ? 1 V2 40y +1 21
T Custf? 4+ 1) max [0 [ (mes, log )2 +4(C + 1)@ ogn

with probability at least 1 — 2K (Cyny, + 20 + 2)/n?, where a(§) = {20 + 2(62 +9)/2}/3 <

a(8)/2, and the last inequality use the fact that > _ 2|2 <n S5 [la®2)|2. O

C.3 Proof of Theorem 6
Proof of Theorem 6. By the definition of Hy, we have

Br. — Bi. = Hy' M (M5 +¢) — B; = H ' M, (21)
yielding that

E(Br, — Bi.) = Ea (E(B, — B;.)|A) = Ea (H;'M[E.(6)) = O,
and we can conclude that Bk is an unbiased estimator of 3*. Moreover, the estimation error

can be expressed as

oy 1/2
K 1/2 K
~ . _ 2 _
nﬂk,.—ﬂk,.nz(z«ﬂklww) (s (S M
k=1 k=1 \ o=k

Since ¢;’s are independent sub-exponential random variables with parameter (¢2, b, ), we have

>y, (H, M), je; is a sub-exponential variable with parameter (||(H,'M, ). |*c2

€)

| H, ' M| || maxbe). It then follows from Bernstein’s inequality that with probability at least
1—2/n?
1/2 _
> H M e | < (20(H M), |20210gn?) Y + | H MY || mashc log n®
=k

= 2||(H,.' M, )i, lloc (log n) "/ + 2| H ' MY |[maxbe log m,

for any k' € [K]. It then follows from the union bound that with probability at least

1 — (2K)/n? that
K 1/2
18r. = Br, || < (ZSH( P M o logn + SK || H M/ |[7,,.b (log n) )

k'=1
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1/2
< 2 (2|(H; M) |30 log n + 2K | Hy ' M |27 (log n)?)
< 2||(Hy " M,)||poe(21og n)2 + 2| Hy My | maxhe(2K) '/ Tog n

2 (2K / Amin (H))? (00 + be) log . (22)

We next proceed to lower bound the smallest eigenvalue of Hy. By Weyl’s inequality, we
have

Amin(Hi) > Anin(E(Hy)) — || Hy, — E(Hy)||.

According to the decomposition of Hy, we have
)\mm(E(Hk)) = )\min(]E(Il + I4]> - )\min(]E(SQ + I4)) Z )\min(E<SQ))a

where the inequality comes from the fact that both E(Ss) and E(1I) are positive semi-definite

matrices. Note that Sy is a diagonal matrix and E(S5) is given in (40). Therefore,
)‘min(E(SZ>>

= min{ min Y Z DE(A)(L-E(Ay)), Y (2] +2)E(Ay) (1 —E(Ay))

Yi=k1 ;= Yi=;=k,i<j

= min {km;én By k(1 = By i)l |2™)[|%, By (1 — Brw) (ng — 1)Hw(k)Hz}
1

> By (1 — By —1)[Jz®*) ).
Juin By i W) (e — 1) [ ]|

According to Theorem 3,

Amin (H,) (23)

> muin By (1= B ) (ni — 1)

1/2
— a(0)(C + sYA)(||lz||? + [|=®)2)1/2 (an’” ||2> V22| § sn(ngn) 2 logn

ko=1

2x3
— 2 x 212 <TC si/? 4 1) max |23 (nxsn log )7 + 4(Cy + 1) [[a]|2, log n, (24)

with probability at least 1 — 2K (Cny + 2C + 2) /n?
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Finally, combing (22) and (23), we have

1Bk, — Bl

< { min By k(1 — By i) (ng — 1)||2*)]?
k' €[K]

K 1/2
—a(0)(Cr+ s,2) (||l + =)' (Z Hw(k2)‘|§o> +n 22| ¢ su(min)*logn
ko=1

12 [ 2% 3!/ 1/2 k)12 1/2 2 s
—2x2 TClsn +1 k/rréz[%] |2 )|5 (nesn logn) /= + 4(Cy + 1)||x]|2, logn

x 2 (2K)"* (6. + be) log n,

with probability at least 1—2K (Cny+2C+3)/n?. This completes the proof of Theorem 6. [

C.4 Proof of Theorem 8

Proof of Theorem 8. Recall that ,@k = Hk_leTy and y = 25:1 M. B, + €. Any esti-
mator of G that is linear in y takes the form B = ,@k + My = (H,'M, + M)y, for
M € RE*" The unbiased property of ﬁk and By, together with the zero-mean assumption
of €, implies that

K
E(Bx) = By, + Z MMk’ﬁ;:',. = B,

k=1
where the expectation is taken with respect to y, leading to 2521 MM,C/B;’;,’_ = 0. Since

B* is unknown and could be arbitrary, we have M M;, = 0, for any k' € [K].

Under the assumption that the variance of ¢;’s are the same within community k, denoted

by 0%, we can decomposed the covariance matrix of By as

Var(By) = Var(3k7.) + aiﬂglM,;rMT + azMMka_l + oMM’
= Var(ékv.) + O'ZMMT
where the first equality follows from the fact that the i-th row of My, is 0 if ¢; # k, and the

second one follows from M M, = 0. Finally, since aﬁM M7 is positive semi-definite, we
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conclude that

Var(Bh.) = Var(8y).

C.5 Proof of Theorem 9

Proof of Theorem 9. We split the proof into two parts.

Part (1) The lower bound. For any A > 0, define the ridge regression estimator for the

kth sub-problem as

~ 1 1 /1 -

Br =g i { -l Zo— MBLIE+ NG | = (LH+AT) ML (y+ 2

BERK (Mg g \ Nk
Note that
Y * Z.,k = (Mk,ﬁli —+ 6) * Z,,k = Mk,.ﬁ]i. * Z_7k; —+ € * Z.,k = Mk,./B,I:’_ —+ € * Z.,ka
where the last equality follows from the fact that the ¢th row of M, is 0 if ¢); # k. Moreover,
M, (y* Z) = HyB;, + M, e.

As such,

2

1
( (Bk A)) = nik (nika + )\I) (HwB; + M) €) — B;.

>
2

1 /1 ! 1 !
=E||— (—Hk + /\I) M, e — )\ (—Hk + )\I) B
Nk ” Nk ”

T -
1 2
—E|E ' Y )Mk:
ng ’ (in+>\I)_12(in+)\I>_1
’E (118;.1I%) zZWm (I(M..): |%) (25)
=

where S = (n; ' Hj + )\I)_1 3 (ng 'Hy + )\I)_l, and the last equality can be obtained by

expanding.
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Let
Pk,Gauss(PXapAao-max {PXAY T ~ PXvANPA /Bk ERK 6NN( ) maxI)}7
Since Py Gauss(Px, Pa, 0%) C Pp(Px, Pa,o?), we have

inf sup )IE (5(319)) > inf sup E (E(Bk)> :

ﬁkv' ﬂz,‘epk(PvaA#TQ ﬁkp B;_Epk,(}allss(PXaPAaa-Q)

It thus suffices to derive a lower bound for the minimax risk over Py causs-

2
max’

Under the distribution family Py gauss, we have Var(e;) = o Consider a prior of ,3};

Qr = N(0g, 02, /(Ang)If), the posterior reads

;— T 3% )2 K/2 * \T Q*
HT/)z‘* ;Oexp{_(yz ( ),.ﬁk,.) } % ( )\nk. ) exp{—)\nk(ﬁk ) Bk,.}

202 2mo? 202

max max max

X exp {—201 [Z (i — (Mlc>;—_ﬁl:7.)2 + )‘”k(ﬁ/’;.)Tﬁz,.] }

(82 ) (Hy + AnD)B;. — 2y M. ] }

X exp{—2
o

X exp { 252 [(ﬁz,‘ — B\k,A)T<Hk + A ) (B — ﬁm)} } -

max

Herein, the proportion notation oc drops some factors that do not depend on 85 . This shows
that the posterior of B; follows N (Bk’,\, 02 o (Hi + AngI)7'). Therefore, maximizing the

posterior likelihood yields that E;;\ = Bk,A» leading to

inf sup (5(3,@‘)) > inf By, B (5@,.)) >Ep; , E (5(3“)) .

/Bk ﬁk E’Pk GausS(PX Pa, 0'2)

Moreover, by Fubini’s theorem,

EﬂZ,NQA]E (5(/@\&)\))
=Es; o, ( E (1181 1I5) Z\/ar ) E (I(M. ) HS))

sz

= XE (Eg;_q, [I61.18]) + ‘““ZEH Mi.)i.I5)

= \E (Eﬁ;% (tr (ﬂ;.(,@,’;,.)TS))) + %E (tr (> (M )i (M) S))

k Vi=k
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02 0-2
_ NE (/\L ir (s)) + O (1 (1,5))

2 1
= Tmaxpy (tr ((—Hk + AI) S)>
Ny N
2 -1
= Tmax <2E ((iﬂk + )\I) )) .
N N
Finally, since the function A — tr (Z]E ((n;lH g+ AT )_1>> is positive and decreasing in A,

the monotone convergence theorem yields that

mEg B (£(B)) = ohutr (SE (H, "))

Joining the pieces together, we conclude that

~

inf sup E (5(,3k)) > Ufnax tr (ZE(Hk_l)) )

B.. By, €Pk(Px,Pa,0?)

Part (2) The upper bound. Taking A = 0 in the decomposition (25), we have

E (£(Bin)) < oy S Var(e)B (|(Mi )0 13) < 0% ir (SE(H )

"k gk

Combining the lower bound in Part (1) yields the desired result.

D Proof of supporting lemmas

D.1 Proof of Lemma 10

Lemma 10 (Bounding fl) Under the same assumptions as in Theorem 6 with I, defined

n (18), it holds that

1/2

I < a(@)(ll]* + [l®]*)7> (Z ]2 ) +n | b sa(ngn)? logn.
ko=1

with probability at least 1 — 2K (ny + 1)/n?, where **) = Z . x x for any k' € [K] and

a8) = {80 + 4(40% + 9)/2} /3.
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Proof of Lemma 10. The idea of the proof is to employ the matrix Bernstein inequality for

fl conditioned on A. To do this, we divide the proof into several steps.

Step 1. Decomposition of fl Given A, we rewrite fl into the summation of a series of

centered independent random matrices. Specifically,

L= Y3 3 3 zas(A-E(A));(A—E(A) er e,

k1=1ka=1¢i=k1 Yy =kz =k

= Z ZZ(A—E ZZZ‘Z’ZA E(A))y jer ey,

k1=1,k1#k 1=k ¢¥;=k ko=1 1,1 =ko
K
Y Aa-EQ)), Y Y [mixi/(A —E(A))y; + z70(A — IE(A))M] eve;,
Vi=1;=k,i<j ko=11,r=ko

K
oY Y Yt Y. Y

k1=1k1#k Yi=k1 ¢;=k Yi=v;=k,i<j

where

K
Yiij=(A-E(A);; > > zws(A—E(A)) e e, for ki £k, and

ko=1 1,1 =kz

}Ik,i,j = (A — ]E(A))ZJ Z Z |:ZEZZL‘Z/(AV — E(A))i/J + {L‘j{L‘i/(A — ]E(A))z’,z eke,;.

ko=1 ;1 =k2
Clearly, Ak = {Yvkl,i’j . "Lpl = kl,w]’ = k, ]{71 7é /{?} U {}fk,i,j . 'lbl = w]’ = k,Z < j} is a set of

zero-mean independent random matrices given A.

Step 2. Uniform bound of spectral norms. We provide a uniform upper bound for

the spectral norms of the matrices in the set A. For ky # k,

1Yerill = [(A —E(A))i | Z Y wirg(A—E(A))senel,

ko=1 1, =ko

2y 1/2
K

<l g Do | D wo(A—E(A))w,

ko=1 \tb;1=ks

Note that >, zy(A — E(A))y; is a summation of ny, independent sub-exponential

random variables with parameters {(z7 sy, [z#|) : ¢y = ko}. Thus, 37, zy(A —E(A))y,
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is sub-exponential with parameter (37, _, 27sn, |z*2)||.). Herein, we can safely regard
0 as a (22$y, |zs|)-sub-exponential random variable in case i = j. By the conventional
Bernstein inequality, we have
~ 2
P Z (A —E(A))y ;| > (QHw(kQ)Han logn2)1/2 + [|2*2)]| s logn? | < —
n
wi/:kQ

Together with the assumption that s, > logn/n, we have, with probability at least 1 —2/n?,

3 wi(A - E(A)),| < (2)2*|2s, logn?)"* + [|202)] . log n?
wi/:kQ

<2 (2| oo + 072 [l ®)])) (ns, logn) 2, (26)

for any given j such that ¢; = k and ky € [K]. Furthermore, according to the union bound,
we have (26) holds simultaneously for all j such that ¢; = k and k, € [K], with probability
at least 1 —2Kn;/n?. We denote this union event as E;. As such, E; holds with probability
at least 1 — 2Kny/n?. This leads to

K K 1/2
- [l
1¥s,igll < 2llzllo {nsn logn <Z |22+ 20712 Y ™o ™) + =

ko=1 ko=1

K 1/2
< 2{a]|o <Z|\w(k2)\\§o> +n ]| o (nsy, logn)'/?,

ko=1

under the event F;. In addition, for any ¢ < j such that ; = 9, = k, we have

1Viisll = [(A=EA) D> Y [%‘xi’(ﬁ — E(A))y; + 2z (A — ]E(A))z",z} erer,

ko=1 1, =k
2+ 1/2
K o~ o~
< |y (i (A~ B(A))r; + w00 (A — B(A))s,)
ko=1 | ¥ =k2
2 2 1/2
K o~ o~
<l [2) > ai(A-EA)w; | +| D 20(A-E(A)),
ko=1 Yr=ko Pr=ko
K 1/2
< 4f|f|o (Z IIw(’“”Ilio) +n 2 |a]| b (nsylogn)?,
ko=1
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where the last inequality holds under the event F;. As such, define

% 1/2
Ra =4zl <Z|lw(k2)|!§o> + 0 || ¢ (ns, logn)'?, (27)

ko=1
which can serve as a uniform upper bound for the spectral norms of the matrices in A, under

the event Ej.

Step 3. The second moment bound. We now turn to derive an upper bound for the

summation of the second-order moments for the matrices in A. Under F;, we have, for

kl 7£ ka
E<l/k17 ,]Y;cl, ,])

=E(A-EA)) Y > > wlwiwy(A—E(A)) (A - E(A))mene,

ko=1 ;1 =ko Y,1=k2

2
K
<02l 3 | D wa(A—E(A)s; | enef
ko—1 —
K 1/2 2
(Z ||f’3(k2)||§o> +n | o ns logney, ey .
ko=1

Herein, the partial order M; < M, for two positive semi-definite matrices M; and M,

means that My — M is positive semi-definite. It then follows that

DI (28)

k1#k Yi=k1 Y=k

1/2 2
E(Yy5Y505) = 4 (Z (e ) +n Pl 8 ngnshlogn Y [Ja%| ey e,
ko=1 k1#k
% 1/2 2
k2) |2 —-1/2 2
(Z = 2>||oo) tn a2 |Pnsilogn 3 enel.  (20)
ko=1 k1#k
In addition, for any i < j such that 1); = 1; = k, we have
E(Yi:; Y, ;)
2 2
K o~ o~
'_< 2Sn Z 1'12 Z .I‘,L/(A — E(A))Z/J + J]? Z I’Z/<A — E(A>)z’,7, 6196;r
ko=1 Y1 =ko Yy =ka
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2

1/2
= 8(a] + a7 <Z (B[ > +n V2| » nslogn - epe, .
ko=1

Taking the summation for all ¢ < j, we have
Y E(Yii,Yih,)

Yi=vj=ki<j
2

K 1/2
<Z|lw(k2)llio> +n Pz & (e = 1)[|2®|Pns] logn - exeyl. (30)

ko=1

Combing (29) and (30) yields that

Z Z ZE Y;fl 6J k:1 z]) Z E(Y;c,i,jy;;aj)

k1#k v¥;=k1 w]_k wi:z/zjzk,i<j
K 1/2 2
S etz ) 40 el max{ max ||, 2]t ||2} nins? logn.
— KElKI\ (k)
—
(31)
Similarly, for k; # k, we have
]E(Ygznglw)
= SnZ; Z Z Z l’z A E(A)) 1l Z xi”(A_E(A>)i",j €k2e’;r/2
ko=1kL=1 |y =k2 =kl
K K
= danstlogn Y Y (@ o + 07 22 ) (1209 + 072 ) ensel,
ko=1 ké:l
which leads to
> D D EY V)
k1#£k i=k1 Y=k
< 4(|l|> = |2 |*)ngns? log n (32)

K K
xS0 (12l + 0 22 (@) g + 0 22 ) epef,.  (33)

ko=1kL=1

For 7 < j with v; = ¢; =k,

E(Y,;

kzgY;CZJ)
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sy > (lwl | Y wa(A=E(A))iy| + |zl | D w0(A—E(A))is

ko=1 k'2:1 Y1 =ka Y1 =ka

il | D wi(A—E(A))i | + |l | Y win(A—E(A))ins| | ex,eq,
wi// Zké wi/ =ko

K K
<8+ nstlogn >0 3 (e -+ n 2 ) (|20 o+ n 2] e,

ka=1kL=1
leading to
-
>, EYYe)
Yi=vj=ki<j

< 8||z™®||*(ng, — 1)ns> logn

K K
<33 (1259 + 072 22))) (20| + 07 2] ) erse,.

ko=1k,=1

It then follows from (32) and (34) that

SN DY EWL Y)Y B Yiay)

k1#k Yi=k1 =k Yi=;=k,i<j

< A(ll]* + [|®|*)nens; log n

K K
S () o + 0722 () + 0722 ) e

ko=1kL=1

K
= 4(la|* + [|=® ) npns2logn Y (@52 + 0|2 ]))°
ko=1
2

K 1/2
<4l + 1=M)1?) (Z ||w(k2)||§o> +n x| ¢ minsilogn.
ko=1

Combining (31) and (35), under F; we obtain
max { YY" ) YTY}

YeA YeA
2

K 1/2
<4l + = P|P) (an““”nzo) +n P b mns?logn.
ko=1

92
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Step 4. Concentration. Finally, denoting the right hand side of (36) as o4, by the

matrix Bernstein inequality (Tropp, 2012, Theorem 1.6), we have

~ 2
P(|| I tlE;) < 2K —
(5 > 5 < 2 exp { -

where Ra and 0% are defined in (27) and (36), respectively. Taking

88+ 4(46% +9)1/?
— . ,

1
t= 504(5)0A(logn)1/2, with a(9)
we have

K
2 2 1
gltat =3 Azl { (Z ||w<k2>r\§o) + n-mnwu} (nslogn)'"* - Sa(d)oa(logn)'/

ko=1
_ 20(8)||x||soo a (log n) /2
3 {nasa(||z]|2 + [2®]|2)} '/

K 1/2
x 2 (|l + =*))%) (Zusc““ﬂuio) + 0 V2| b s, (ngnlogn)'/?
ko=1

__ 200)@lllogm)?
3 {ngsn([]2 + ®2)} /22

252(5) o

<

where the last inequality comes from Assumption 5. As such, under the event F;, with

probability at least 1 — 2K exp{—(3a(d§)*logn)/(24 + 85c(d))} = 1 — 2K /n?, we have

K 1/2
Tl < a(8) (| + [l=¥]2) " (Z||w<k2>||io> Y2 ]| b ()2 logn. (37)

ko=1
Therefore, (37) holds with probability at least 1 — 2K (ny + 1)/n?, which finishes the proof

of Lemma 10. O

D.2 Proof of Lemma 11

Lemma 11 (Bounding gg) Under the same assumptions as in Theorem 6 with S defined

n (20), it holds that

1/2

4 x 61/2 ,
max Hw(k)Hi(nk logn)

S, <
12l = =5 sy

sn + 4|z||2, log n.
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with probability at least 1 — 2K /n?.

Proof of Lemma 11. Note that §2 is a zero-mean diagonal matrix, and the diagonals are
independent. We decompose §2 as follows
~ K ~
So= > Y > 2(A-E(A);(A-E(A))exe,
k1=1,k1#k ¢ =k1 ;=k

+ Y (@l +a)(A-E(A)) (A —E(A)) e

Pi=hj=k,i<j
Clearly, each diagonal of §2 is now decomposed into a summation of independent random
variables, and each random variable is a product of two independent and identically dis-
tributed centered Bernoulli random variables, up to some scaling coefficients. To investigate
the properties of such random variables, we let £ and 5 be two independent and identically
distributed Bernoulli random variables with mean p. We have Var [({ — E(¢ N(E —E(E )] =

(1-p)*? < 3p% and

[E[(¢ —E©))(E —EE©)]'| = |(1 - p)?p? + 2[(—p)(1 = p)'p(1 — p) + p*(1 — p)?|

= (1=p)?*|(1 =)=V +2[(=p) (1 — p)] "~ + p*7Y)

for | > 3, showing that (€ — E(£))(€ — E(€)) is a sub-Exponential random variable with
parameter (§p2,1) according to the Bernstein condition. It then follows that z?(A —
4.4.2

E(A))”(g — E(A));; is a sub-Exponential random variable with parameter (5z}s2,z7)

3%iSns T
for ¢; # k while ¢; = k, and (27 + 27)(A — E(A));;(A — E(A));; is a sub-Exponential
random variable with parameter (3(a7 +23)%s2, 27 4+ %) for ¢; = ¢; = k. Moreover,
D ik ij:k 72 (A — ]E(A))”(AV —E(A));; is a sub-Exponential random variable with pa-
rameter (3{|x*)||in;.s2, [|e*)]|2) for k # k, and z¢i:wj:k7i<j(xf +23)(A — E(A)); (A —

E(A));; is sub-Exponential with parameter (3 [(ny, — 2)[|&®||} + [|a® 3] s2,2[|2®|%). By

o4



the Bernstein inequality, we have

_ N 1/2 )
P2 3 kA - B (A - B> (Fle®imstt) et | < 2

i=k1 Y=k
for any ¢ > 0. Taking ¢ = 2logn, we have, with probability at least 1 — 2/n?,

. 4
> > wH(A-E(A))i;(A-E(A)),| < il!w V3 (s log n) 2 + 2|2 log n.

Yi=k1 Y=k
(38)

Similarly, we have with probability at least 1 — 2/n?,

> (@l +a3)(A-E(A));(A-E(A)),
Yi=th;=k,i<j

16 1/2
{3 {(n = 2)l® 5+ Iz} shlogn |+ 4f®]|Z, logn

44/3 1/2
<T(nk|\w N3+ 2™]3) 7 - (57 logn)'? + 4|2 ™|1% logn

4f

<

||:13('C || (nks logn)l/2 + 4|z k)||2 log n. (39)

By the union bound, (38) holds for all k; # k and (39) holds simultaneously with probability

at least 1 — 2K /n?. Therefore, with probability at least 1 — 2K /n?,
~ 44/3
1821 < 2 max {272 3 |2} (o) s,
+ 2max {2||:13(k)||20, max ||w(k1)||§o} logn
Ky #k
—— max [|*)||2(ny logn)*?s, + 4||z|> logn,

which finishes the proof of Lemma 11. O

D.3 Proof of Lemma 12

Lemma 12 (Bounding Sy —E(S2)). Under the same assumptions as in Theorem 6, it holds

that
IS — E(So)|| < 2 x 2% max |®)|3(nys, logn)"/? + 4||z||2, log n,

KelK)

with probability at least 1 — 2K /n?.
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Proof of Lemma 12. Similar to the proof of Lemma 11, we decompose the diagonal matrix
Sy as follows

So=>_ Y > al(Ai; —E(Ai;) enes + Y (27 +2])(Ai; — E(Ai;)) ere).

kl#k Pi=k1 ”L/)j:k wi:wj:k’i<j

Clearly, each diagonal is now decomposed into a summation of a series of independent random
variables. Since
E(Sy) =) > > aE(A;)(1—E(A;;)ex ey,
k1#k Yi=k1 Y=k

+ ) (] +2)E(Ay)(1 - E(Ay))ere), (40)

Yi=j=ki<j

we have
Sy —E(S)=> 3 Y a? [(Am ~E(A)? - E(A)(1 - ]E(Ai,j))]ekle,;
ki#k i=k1 =k

Y @ a?)|(Ai - E(4))? — E(A)(1 - B(Ay))]ere]
Yi=;=ki<j

Let £ be a Bernoulli random variable with successful probability p. We now investigate the

property of (£ —p)? — p(1 — p). Note that

E[(€ —p)?—p(1—)]'| = |[1=p)?—p(L—p)]'p+ [p* —p(1 —p)]'(1-p)

<p(l—p)1—2p'[(1—p)'" +p

pif | =2,
<

2 if | > 3.
That is, |E[(£ — p)? — p(1 — p)]l| < £p1'=2 for any [ > 2. Such Bernstein condition yields
that (¢ — p)? — p(1 — p) is a sub-Exponential random variable with parameter (p,1). Tt
then follows that x? [(Ai,j —E(A;;)?—E(A;;)(1— IE(A”))} is a sub-Exponential random
variable with parameter (zs,,z7), and (27 + z7) [(Am —E(Ai;))? — E(Ai;)(1 — E(Aij))]

is a sub-Exponential random variable with parameter ((xf + x]z)zsn,x% + x?) Moreover,
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OIS DI [(Am- — E(A;))? — E(A;)(1 — E(Ai,j))} is a sub-Exponential random
variable with parameter (|lx®)||4ns,, [[£*V|%) for ky # k, and D ey —hicy (X7 +23) (@] +
z3) [(Ai,j — E(A;;))* — E(A;;)(1 — E(A;;))] is a sub-Exponential random variable with
parameter ([(n, — 2)[|z® ]+ [|£®||3]s,,2]|£*|%). By the Bernstein inequality and the
union bound, we have, with probability at least 1 — 2K /n?,

S0 #[(Ai - E(A) — E(4i)(1 - E(A))

Vi=k1 P;=k

< 2||m(k1)||i(nksn log n)1/2 + 2||:/v(’“1)|\?>O log n,

for any ki € [K]\{k} and

> (@f+ad)|(As — E(A)) — E(Ay)(1 - E(Ay))]

Yi=1j=ki<j

<2 { (i — 2)l|z@|I% + [|=D]12) s, logn} " + 422, log
< 2[|2™|[3(2nxs, log n)'? + 4[|2®||2, log n.
It immediately follows that, with probability at least 1 — 2K /n?,
152 — E(S)|| < 2 x 2/ hax 12*) |3 (s log ) /2 + 4|23, Tog n,

which finishes the proof of Lemma 12. O]

D.4 Proof of Lemma 13

Lemma 13 (Bounding I5). Under the same assumptions as in Theorem 6, it holds that

N 1/2
IL|| < &(5)s. {(ku? e |2)nes, 3 Hw“”)”?log”} |

ko=1

with probability at least 1 — 2K /n?, where a(8) = {26 + 2(62 + 9)'/2}/3 < a(0)/2.

Proof of Lemma 153. Similar to the decomposition of I, we first decompose I as follows
I, =Z" [zz" x (A —E(A))diag(Z ,)E(A)] Z
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> ST N (A - E(A)E(Asere,

1=1 ko=1;=k1 ;1 =ka Y=k

K
Z (A)is Y > zimB(Av e €],

o

k1#k Yi=k1 ¢ ko=1 ;1 =k2
K
+ Z (A — E<A))’L,] Z Z [SEil’i/E(Ai/J] + %aci/]E(Ai/,i)} eke,zg
Yi=j=ki<j ko=11,1=ka
2P IPILLEL Z Wi
k1#£k Yi=k1 ¢;= =k,i<j
where
K
Wiij=(A—E(A); > > zasE(Ay;)eey,, for ki # ki = ky and ¢ = k, and
ko= 1’(/)/ ko

K
Wk,z’,j = (A — ]E(A))z,] Z Z [IiIiIE(AZ‘/J) + ZL’jZEZ‘/E(Ai/’i)} ekekz, fOI‘ Qﬂz = %’ = k.

ko=11,1=ko
Clearly, Ak = {Wkl,iJ : wl = kl,lpj = ]{Z,kl # k} U {Wk,i,j : ¢Z = %’ = ]{Z,’L < j} is a set of

zero-mean independent random matrices. Moreover,

24 1/2

K K 1/2
Wl <= 15 [ 3 vnvkany | b < s, <z||m<k2>u%> |

ko=1 Y1 =ko ko=1

for ky # k, and

K
Wil < Z Z [ziwsB(Ay ;) + z;00E(Av ;) erey,

ko=1 1,1 =kz
24 1/2
K
93] DIETEVIIED ST
ko=1 \ ;1 =ko Vit
K 1/2
< 2||z|oosn (Z Hw('”)H?) :
ko=1

As such, define

K 1/2
Rx = 2[|&)lscsn (Z IIw“”)H?) , (41)

ko=1

which can serve as a uniform upper bound for the spectral norms of the matrices in A. We
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next turn to upper bound the second order moments for the matrices in A. For k; #k,

K
E(Wi, ;W) =E(A-EA);) > > > alwwwwE(Ayj)E(Aw))ex ef,

ko=1,1=ko ¥,n=ks

K
= soa? Z Z o | enel = Z | a*2) Hleklek1

ka=1 \ ¢y =ko ka=1

It then follows that

K
> > Z E(WiijWii,) < n Z @Y (e Pen ey,
k1#£k yi=k1 % =1 k1#£k
K
<n z* 2|2 max :z:(k/) 2 er e . 42
Sk 0 et e 1P S el (42
In addition, for any ¢ < j such that ; = ¢, = k, we have
K K
E(WiisWiliy) <255 Y [aF 2"} + af|la®)|[F] exel <255 (a7 +a3) Y (|12 Tesef .
ko=1 ka=1
Taking the summation for all ¢ < j, we have
K
> EWii W) 2258 (n — D@2 > 2P fesey . (43)
Yi=j=ki<j ka=1
Combing (42) and (43) yields that
Y EWWT)| < 2ms? max |®)]2 Z |2 ®]2. (44)

WGA ko=1

Similarly, for k; # k, we have

E(Wkunklw = 5,7 Z Z [ ||$ () ||1ek2ek;’

ko=1 k=1

which leads to

K K
D> D EW W) = (el = @ 1P)misy, Y Y a® L )laienef.

k1#k i=k1 Y=k ko=1k,=1
(45)
FOI'Z<]W1th'¢J7,:77Z)]:k‘,
BV Wias) <5230 S (il + o2, (Il 12 + ;{2911 ) ensef,
ka=1 k=1
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(a? + a7 siZ an’” lillz*) | 1eref

ko=1kL=1
leading to
> EW,/ W) = 22®|P(n, — 1)s) Z Z 2|y |2*2 || ex,ef, . (46)
¢¢=wj=k,’i<j ko= 1k’2—1

It then follows from (45) and (46) that

K K
> EWTW)| < 2(lzl® + llz Vs || Y D e 1 ]a®ieref,

WeA k2=1k,=1

K
= 2|l + ™ )nisy, Y 2|3, (47)

k2=1
Combining (44) and (47) yields that

0% = max Z Ww'|, Z w'w H 2(||||® 4 ||®)|*)npsd Z |2 |2,

WeA WeA ka=1
(48)

Finally, by the matrix Bernstein inequality, we have

t2
P(| L) > t) < 2K exp { —
(152 > 1) < eXp{ 2025+2R5t/3}’

where Ry and 0% are defined in (41) and (48), respectively. Taking

1 cq ~
t= 5750(0)7a(logn)/?, with a(5) =

2 1/2
26 + 2(63 +9) _ %04(5)7

we have

2 1
“Rx t— = 2|2 | son( Z EXRU R 510 a(0)oa(logn)'/?

3
ko=1

1/2 K
N2 2V ()P + W PR - (gsd) R (D )Y
ka=1

_ 2a(9)|[z] o5 (logn)
3(nwsn(ll2]? + [lz®]>

208(0)
S 3 O_Ea

where the last inequality comes from Assumption 3. Hence, with probability at least 1 —

2K exp{—a(d)?logn/(2 + 26a(d)/3)} = 1 — 2K /n?, we have

% 1/2
[ T2]] < @(d)sn {(IIS'JH2 + (|20 s Y Hw(’“”H?logn} ) (49)

ko=1
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which finishes the proof of Lemma 13. [

References

de la Pena, V. H. and Montgomery-Smith, S. J. (1995). Decoupling inequalities for the tail

probabilities of multivariate u-statistics. The Annals of Probability, pages 806-816.

Kolda, T. G. and Bader, B. W. (2009). Tensor decompositions and applications. SIAM

review, 51(3):455-500.

Tropp, J. A. (2012). User-friendly tail bounds for sums of random matrices. Foundations of

computational mathematics, 12:389-434.

61



	Introduction
	Related work
	Notations

	Network-based neighborhood regression
	Genetic risk and differential expressed scores modeling
	Community-wise least square estimation
	Fixed-design analysis

	Random-design analysis
	Assumptions
	Non-asymptotic analysis of the Hessian
	Consistency
	Minimax optimality

	Simulation
	Impact of network neighborhood information
	Impact of community structure

	Autism spectrum disorder genetic association
	Background
	Data and preprocessing
	Neighborhood regression on ASD genetic association

	Discussion
	Extension to include intercepts
	Extension to neighborhood regression with multiple covariates
	Proof of theoretical results
	Proof of Proposition 1
	Proof of Theorem 3
	Proof of Theorem 6
	Proof of Theorem 8
	Proof of Theorem 9

	Proof of supporting lemmas
	Proof of Lemma 10
	Proof of Lemma 11
	Proof of Lemma 12
	Proof of Lemma 13


