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ABSTRACT
Sparse principal component analysis (PCA) aims at mapping large
dimensional data to a linear subspace of lower dimension. By im-
posing loading vectors to be sparse, it performs the double duty of
dimension reduction and variable selection. Sparse PCA algorithms
are usually expressed as a trade-off between explained variance and
sparsity of the loading vectors (i.e., number of selected variables).
As a high explained variance is not necessarily synonymous with rel-
evant information, these methods are prone to select irrelevant vari-
ables. To overcome this issue, we propose an alternative formulation
of sparse PCA driven by the false discovery rate (FDR). We then
leverage the Terminating-Random Experiments (T-Rex) selector to
automatically determine an FDR-controlled support of the loading
vectors. A major advantage of the resulting T-Rex PCA is that no
sparsity parameter tuning is required. Numerical experiments and
a stock market data example demonstrate a significant performance
improvement.

Index Terms— Unsupervised dimension reduction, variable se-
lection, false discovery rate (FDR) control, sparse PCA, T-Rex PCA.

1. INTRODUCTION

We consider n samples of p-dimensional observations stored (row-
wise) in the matrix X ∈ Rn×p. Its ordered singular value de-
composition (SVD) is given by X

SVD
= UDV⊤, where V =

[v1 · · · vp] ∈ Rp×p contains the p loading vectors. The rank-M
(M < p) ordinary principal component analysis (PCA) is commonly
used to reduce the data dimension by projecting the data on its M
leading principal components (PCs)

ZM := [z1 · · · zM ] := XVM := X[v1 · · · vM ].

The column vector zm = Xvm, m ∈ {1, . . . ,M}, is called
the mth PC, while the associated vector vm is referred to as the
mth loading vector [1, 2]. Note that the PCs are thus created from
weighted linear combinations of all variables in X , which can be
problematic in terms of interpretation.

Sparse PCA aims at alleviating the aforementioned drawback
of ordinary PCA by imposing some level of sparsity on the loading
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vectors, i.e., incorporating variable selection in the process of linear
dimension reduction [3–7]. This is generally achieved by casting
and solving a trade-off optimization problem of the form

minimize
VM∈Rp×M

f(X,VM ) + λh(VM )

subject to V⊤
MVM = IM ,

(1)

where f(X,VM ) is a data fitting term, h(VM ) is a sparsity pro-
moting penalty, and λ ∈ R+ is the corresponding regularization
parameter. Such a generic formulation has motivated numerous de-
velopments in terms of problem design and optimization methods
(see, e.g., [8–10] and references therein). A seminal formulation
of sparse PCA ties the problem of penalized maximization of the
explained variance (with relaxed orthogonality constraint) to a se-
ries of M elastic net variable selection problems [3]. The explained
variance and the percentage of explained variance (PEV) of a PC are
measures of the variation in the data that is captured by that PC.

Note that sparse PCA algorithms as formulated in (1) trade-off
the explained variance and the sparsity level and, therefore, suffer
from two major issues:

1. Maximizing the explained variance does not inherently yield
the most meaningful projection for exploratory data analysis:
highly noisy variables will tend to be selected, although not
being necessarily informative.

2. Lowering the sparsity to achieve a higher explained variance
does not guarantee that, in turn, more meaningful variables have
been selected.

These observations motivate controlling sparse PCA variable selec-
tion processes with a criterion that ensures that the number false
discoveries (i.e., irrelevant variables) used to create a sparse PC
is low. Therefore, this paper proposes an alternative approach for
sparse PCA, where the selection of variables for the loading vec-
tors is driven by the false discovery rate (FDR). Although there ex-
ist many FDR-controlling methods (e.g., [11–15]), only the recently
developed T-Rex selector [16–18] provides the possibility of solving
the elastic net based sparse PCA optimization problem in [3] in an
FDR-controlled manner. Thus, our proposed T-Rex PCA approach

1. harnesses the elastic net based sparse PCA formulation of [3]
2. and solves it by leveraging the Terminating-Random Experi-

ments (T-Rex) selector [16–18], which yields
3. FDR-controlled solutions while maximizing the number of se-

lected (informative) variables and implicitly maximizing the
explained (non-noise) variance.

An implementation of the proposed T-Rex PCA is available in
the open source R package ‘TRexSelector’ on CRAN [19].

Organization: Section 2 revisits the T-Rex selector. Section 3
introduces the proposed T-Rex PCA. In Sections 4 and 5, the results
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of numerical experiments and a factor analysis of S&P 500 stock
returns are presented, respectively. Section 6 concludes the paper.

2. T-REX SELECTOR

The Terminating-Random Experiments (T-Rex) selector is a fast and
FDR-controlling variable selection framework for high-dimensional
(and low-dimensional) data where p > n [16]. As depicted in Fig. 1,
it generates K dummy matrices

◦
Xk ∈ Rn×L, k = 1, . . . ,K, con-

taining L standard normally distributed dummy predictors (see The-
orem 2 of [16]) that are appended to the original predictor matrix
X . It carries out K independent random experiments by feeding the
extended predictor matrices X̃k = [X

◦
Xk] and the response vector

y into a forward selection method, which yields K candidate sets
Ck,L(T ), k = 1, . . . ,K. Each candidate set is the result of a ran-
dom experiment that selects one variable at a time using a forward
selection method, such as the LARS [20] algorithm, Lasso [21], or
elastic net [22], and terminates after T dummies have been selected.
The relative occurrence of each original variable j ∈ {1, . . . , p} in
the K candidate sets is denoted by ΦT,L(j). The final selected ac-
tive set consists of all variables whose relative occurrences exceed a
certain threshold v ∈ [0.5, 1). That is, the selected set is given by

ÂL∗(v∗, T ∗) :=
{
j : ΦT∗,L∗(j) > v∗

}
,

where the optimal triple (T ∗, L∗, v∗) ∈ {1, . . . , L∗}×N+×[0.5, 1)
is determined by a calibration algorithm such that the FDR is con-
trolled at a user defined target level α ∈ [0, 1] (i.e., FDR ≤ α, see
Theorem 1 of [16]) while maximizing the number of selected vari-
ables and, thus, implicitly maximizing the true positive rate (TPR)
(see Theorem 3 of [16]). Given a selected active set Â and the true
active set A, where Â,A ⊆ {1, . . . , p}, the FDR and TPR are de-
fined as (i) the expected fraction of false discoveries among all dis-
coveries and (ii) the expected fraction of true discoveries among all
true active variables, respectively. That is,

FDR := E
[

|Â\A|
max{1, |Â|}

]
& TPR := E

[
|A ∩ Â|

max{1, |A|}

]
,

where | · |, \, and ∩ are the cardinality, set exclusion, and intersection
operators, respectively [16]. Our goal is to control the FDR at low
target levels while achieving a high TPR.

3. PROPOSED: T-REX PCA

In the following, the proposed T-Rex PCA approach is explained and
a comprehensive definition of the percentage of explained variance
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Output:
ÂL∗(v∗, T ∗)

... ... ...

∼ N (0, 1) X

◦
X1
◦
X2

◦
XK

X̃1

X̃2

X̃K

C1,L(T )

C2,L(T )

CK,L(T )

y α

Fig. 1: Simplified T-Rex selector framework [16, 17].

(PEV) for sparse PCA methods is presented.

3.1. T-Rex PCA Algorithm

We propose to leverage the T-Rex selector to obtain FDR-controlled
solutions of the formulation of sparse PCA as a collection of the M
elastic net problems [3], i.e.,{

minimize
βj∈Rp

∥∥zm −Xβj

∥∥2

2
+ λ1

∥∥βj

∥∥
1
+ λ2

∥∥βj

∥∥2

2

}M

m=1

(2)

where λ1, λ2 > 0 are tuning parameters and zm is the plug-in es-
timate of the mth PC (i.e., the ordinary PC zm = Xvm). The
parameter λ1 controls the sparsity level, while the ridge parameter
λ2 determines the strength of the variable grouping effect [22].

Our goal is to obtain FDR-controlled solutions of (2) (i.e.,
{β̂m}Mm=1) that provide a basis of (sparse) loading vectors for
the dimension reduction. For this purpose, the ordinary PCs zm,
m = 1, . . . ,M , serve as supervising response vectors within the T-
Rex selector (i.e., y = zm in Fig. 1) and we incorporate the elastic
net as the forward variable selector into the T-Rex framework. This
is achieved by reformulating the elastic net as a Lasso-type problem
and solving it using the Terminating-LARS (T-LARS) forward selec-
tion algorithm [17, 23]. This approach yields the sparse and FDR-
controlled supports of the M loading vectors, i.e., ÂL∗

m
(v∗m, T ∗

m),
m = 1, . . . ,M .

To convert the supports into loading vectors, we leverage the
fact that the loading vectors can be linked to the ridge regression
estimator [3]. That, in combination with the selected active set
Âm := ÂL∗

m
(v∗m, T ∗

m) as obtained by the T-Rex selector, yields

v̂m = β̂m,Ridge/∥β̂m,Ridge∥2, m = 1, . . . ,M,

where β̂m,Ridge := argminβ ∥zm − XÂm
β||22 + λ2∥β∥22 and

XÂm
contains only the predictors corresponding to Âm. The T-Rex

PCs are then given by ẑm = XÂm
v̂m, m = 1, . . . ,M .

Algorithm 1 T-Rex PCA.

1. Input: α, K, M , X , y.
2. Compute the SVD of X , i.e., X = UDV⊤ and determine

the ordinary PC matrix Z =
[
z1, . . . , zM

]
= UD that con-

tains the first M ≤ min{n, p} ordinary PCs.
3. For m = 1, . . . ,M do:

3.1. Run the T-Rex selector with

a. the target FDR level α,
b. the extended predictor matrices X̃m,k :=

[
X

◦
Xm,k

]
,

k = 1, . . . ,K, and
c. the mth PC zm as the common response for all X̃m,k,

k = 1, . . . ,K.
3.2. Obtain the FDR-controlled support of the mth loading vec-

tor ÂL∗
m
(v∗m, T ∗

m).
3.3. Compute the mth loading vector

v̂m = β̂m,Ridge/∥β̂m,Ridge∥2.
3.4. Compute the mth PC ẑm = XÂm

v̂m.
4. Output:

4.1. T-Rex supports ÂL∗
m
(v∗m, T ∗

m), m = 1, . . . ,M , and
4.2. T-Rex PC matrix Ẑ = [ẑ1 · · · ẑM ].



Note that v̂m is independent of λ2 because of the scaling with
the ℓ2-norm of β̂m,Ridge [3] and, therefore, we simply set λ2 =

10−6. A major advantage of the T-Rex selector framework is that
when incorporating the elastic net into it, the choice of λ1 becomes
obsolete, since the random experiments are terminated after T ∗ dum-
mies have entered the solution paths such that the FDR is controlled
at the user-defined target level α, which corresponds to choosing λ1

for each random experiment such that an FDR-controlled selected
active set ÂL∗

m
(v∗m, T ∗

m) is obtained. The pseudocode of the pro-
posed T-Rex PCA is given in Algorithm 1.

The obtained FDR-controlled selected active sets can also be
used to threshold the loading vectors of the ordinary PCA. Thus,
in addition to the T-Rex PCA, we also propose the T-Rex Thresh-
olded PCA, which is obtained by thresholding each loading vector
vm such that only the |ÂL∗

m
(v∗m, T ∗

m)| strongest loadings remain ac-
tive (i.e., non-zero). The thresholded loading vector is then rescaled
by its ℓ2-norm to ensure that ∥v̂m∥2 = 1.

3.2. Percentage of Explained Variance

The explained variance (EV) in ordinary PCA is defined by
tr(Ẑ⊤Ẑ), where tr(·) is the trace-operator. Since we are interested
in the variance that corresponds to signal components, we define the
percentage of explained variance (PEV) as follows:

Definition 1. Let V̂ = V̂A + V̂AC ∈ Rp×M , where V̂A is the
estimated loading matrix whose entries are set to zero except for the
positions containing true active loadings and V̂AC is the estimated
loading matrix whose true active loadings are set to zero. Then,
Ẑ = XV̂ = XV̂A + XV̂AC =: ẐA + ẐAC and the signal EV,
mixed EV, and null EV are defined by

EV := tr(Ẑ⊤Ẑ) = tr(Ẑ⊤
AẐA)︸ ︷︷ ︸

Signal EV

+2 tr(Ẑ⊤
AẐAC )︸ ︷︷ ︸

Mixed EV

+tr(Ẑ⊤
AC ẐAC )︸ ︷︷ ︸
Null EV

,

and the PEV is defined by

PEV := EV /(Signal EV + Mixed EV).

Our goal is to explain the signal and mixed EV with few PCs
and sparse loadings to allow for interpretability of the obtained PCs.
Non-sparse PCA methods or methods that do not provide accurate
estimates of V̂ are prone to have a high null EV and, therefore, cap-
ture variance that merely corresponds to null (i.e., non-active) vari-
ables/loadings. In that case, the PEV in Definition 1 exceeds 100%,
which indicates an inferior performance of the respective method.
Moreover, since the orthogonality constraint in (1) is dropped for
sparse PCA methods, we replace the EV in Definition 1 by the ad-
justed EV that accounts for the lack of orthogonality of the loading
vectors as suggested in [3]. The adjusted EV is defined by

EVadj :=

M∑
m=1

r2m,m,

where rm,m is the mth diagonal element of the upper triangular ma-
trix R from the QR-decomposition of Ẑ (i.e., Ẑ = QR).

4. NUMERICAL EXPERIMENTS

We consider a high-dimensional data matrix X ∈ Rn×p with n =
50 samples, p = 100 variables, and centered columns that follows

the sparse M -factor model

X = ZV⊤ +E = [z1 · · · zM ][v1 · · ·vM ]T + [ϵ1 · · · ϵp]

=


z1,1 · · · z1,M
z2,1 · · · z2,M

...
...

zn,1 · · · zn,M



v1,1 · · · vp,1
v1,2 · · · vp,2

...
...

v1,M · · · vp,M

+


ϵ1,1 · · · ϵ1,p
ϵ2,1 · · · ϵ2,p

...
...

ϵn,1 · · · ϵn,p

 ,

where z1, . . . , zM are Gaussian factors (i.e., zi,m ∼ N (0, σ2
m)),

v1, . . . ,vM are the corresponding sparse loading vectors of the fac-
tors (i.e., vj,m ∈ [0, 1]), and ϵ1, . . . , ϵp are Gaussian noise vectors
(i.e., ϵi,j ∼ N (0, σ2)). We generate M = 3 factors with standard
deviations (σ1, σ2, σ3) = (5, 3, 1). For each of the three factors, p1
true active loadings are randomly selected among only the first 30
out of p = 100 variables to simulate the more challenging case of
overlapping loadings among the three factors. The values of p1 are
varied over a range from 1 to 30. The values of the randomly se-
lected loadings are set to 0.9 (i.e., vj,m = 0.9). The noise variance
σ2 is chosen such that the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) is controlled
over a range from −10 dB to +10dB. The SNR is defined by

SNR := 10 log10
(
Var

[
vec

(
ZV⊤)]/Var

[
vec

(
E
)])

,

where Var(a) and vec(A) denote the sample variance of a vector
a and the vectorization operator that stacks the columns of a matrix
A on top of each other, respectively. Finally, we set all simulation
parameters that are not varied as follows: SNR = 0 dB, α = 10%
(target FDR level), K = 20 (number of T-Rex random experiments;
as suggested in [16–19]), p1 = 5 (number of true active loadings)
in Fig. 2, and p1 = 10 in Fig. 3. The following three benchmark
methods are considered:

1. Ordinary (non-sparse) PCA.
2. The oracle thresholded PCA solution, which is obtained by

thresholding each loading vector vm such that only the p1
strongest loadings remain active (i.e., non-zero). The thresh-
olded loading vector is then rescaled by its ℓ2-norm to ensure
that ∥v̂m∥2 = 1.

3. The oracle SPCA solution of (2), which is obtained by choosing
the sparsity parameter λ1 for each plug-in PC zm such that only
p1 loadings remain active.

Note that we are considering the best-case performances of the
benchmark methods. In practice, however, only the proposed T-Rex
PCA methods are feasible without choosing any sparsity parameter.
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Fig. 2: For the first PC, the proposed T-Rex PCA methods empiri-
cally control the FDR at a level of 10% while achieving an optimal
TPR of 100% even at low SNRs. Only the infeasible oracle thresh-
olded PCA achieves the same TPR at an FDR of almost zero. Except
for high SNRs, the oracle SPCA is dominated by all other methods.
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Fig. 3: Cumulative percentage of explained variance (PEV): (a) - (c) As desired, the proposed T-Rex PCA and T-Rex Thresholded PCA require
only very few PCs to explain the signal and mixed variance while not explaining any additional variance that is purely associated with null
loadings. The oracle SPCA is outperformed by all other methods and the ordinary PCA explains all the variance in the data, including the
variance that is merely associated with null loadings. (d) The cumulative PEV is not very sensitive with respect to the choice of the target
FDR level for the T-Rex PCA, which allows the user to set almost any (preferably low) target FDR and still achieve a high cumulative PEV.
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(c) Prop.: T-Rex PCA
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Fig. 4: Correlation matrices of the 28 most influential stocks (according to their index weights) in the S&P 500 index.

The results are averaged over 200 Monte Carlo replications. A
discussion is provided in the captions of Figures 2 and 3.

5. FACTOR ANALYSIS OF S&P 500 STOCK RETURNS

Understanding the interdependencies among stocks in an index such
as the S&P 500 index is crucial for the analysis of portfolios. How-
ever, computing a simple sample correlation matrix does not allow
to assess the fine interdependencies among stocks. The reason is
that all stocks in the S&P 500 index are part of the same market and,
therefore, are obscured by strong statistical market factors [24, 25].
Our goal in this application is, therefore, to determine the strongest
common factors and remove them from the data (which leaves us
with the idiosyncratic component) to reveal the fine interdependen-
cies among the stocks. That is, we compute X̂ = Ẑ′V̂′⊤, where Ẑ′

and V̂′ are copies of Ẑ and V̂, respectively, except that the first three
columns (i.e., the first three PCs) are removed. For this purpose, we
consider the returns of the stocks that constitute the S&P 500 index
in the three month period from 2022-10-1 to 2022-12-31. Hence,
the matrix X = [x1 · · ·xp] ∈ Rn×p contains n daily returns of p
stocks xj = [x1,j · · ·xn,j ]

⊤ ∈ Rn, j = 1, . . . , p. The returns of
the jth stock are given by

xi,j = (pricei,j − pricei−1,j)/ pricei−1,j , i = 2, . . . , n,

where pricei,j is the closing price of the jth stock on day i.
Fig. 4 presents the correlation matrices of the 28 most influential

stocks (i.e., stocks with index weight larger than 0.6%) in the S&P

500 index. In order to visually distinguish groups of highly asso-
ciated stocks, the correlation matrices are reordered using complete
linkage hierarchical clustering. Even after reordering, the correlation
matrix that corresponds to no removed PCs barely reveals any groups
of stocks. The ordinary PCA removes too much variance and, there-
fore, does not allow to distinguish groups of highly correlated stocks.
In contrast, after removing the first three PCs, the proposed methods
(i.e., T-Rex PCA and T-Rex Thresholded PCA at a target FDR level
of 10%) reveal that there exist meaningful groups of highly corre-
lated stocks that are not explained by the three leading PCs but by
the idiosyncratic component. Since the oracle SPCA is infeasible in
this real world example, it is omitted. The results indicate meaning-
ful relationships among stocks from different industries. However, a
detailed interpretation of the results from a portfolio design perspec-
tive goes beyond the scope of this paper.

6. CONCLUSION

The proposed T-Rex PCA and T-Rex Thresholded PCA perform the
double duty of dimension reduction and variable selection while con-
trolling the FDR of the sparse loading vectors. They require no tun-
ing of any sparsity parameters and are capable of explaining the sig-
nal variance in the data with few PCs, which allows for meaningful
interpretations of the PCs. The proposed methods showed a promis-
ing performance in simulated data and proved to be useful for reveal-
ing the interdependencies among stocks from the S&P 500 index.
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