arXiv:2405.14652v1 [stat.ME] 23 May 2024

Statistical inference for high-dimensional convoluted rank regression

Leheng Cai^∗, Xu Guo^{†‡}, Heng Lian^§, and Liping Zhu^¶

Abstract

High-dimensional penalized rank regression is a powerful tool for modeling highdimensional data due to its robustness and estimation efficiency. However, the nonsmoothness of the rank loss brings great challenges to the computation. To solve this critical issue, high-dimensional convoluted rank regression is recently proposed, and penalized convoluted rank regression estimators are introduced. However, these developed estimators cannot be directly used to make inference. In this paper, we investigate the inference problem of high-dimensional convoluted rank regression. We first establish estimation error bounds of penalized convoluted rank regression estimators under weaker conditions on the predictors. Based on the penalized convoluted rank regression estimators, we further introduce a debiased estimator. We then provide Bahadur representation for our proposed estimator. We further develop simultaneous inference procedures. A novel bootstrap procedure is proposed and its theoretical validity is also established. Finally, simulation and real data analysis are conducted to illustrate the merits of our proposed methods.

Keywords: High-dimensional convoluted rank regression, convolution-based smoothing, debiased method, hypothesis testing, simultaneous inference.

∗Center for Statistical Science and Department of Industrial Engineering, Tsinghua University †School of Statistics, Beijing Normal University, Beijing, China §Department of Mathematics, City University of Hong Kong, Hong Kong, China ¶Institute of Statistics and Big Data, Renmin University of China, Beijing, China ‡Corresponding Author: Xu Guo. Email address: xustat12@bnu.edu.cn.

1 Introduction

Due to the development of modern technology, data sets with high-dimensional predictors are frequently collected. The presence of outliers and heavy-tailed noises is an important feature of high-dimensional data. Statistical procedures that neglect these factors may cause misleading results. To deal with outliers and heavy-tailed noises, many robust procedures are developed for high-dimensional data. Actually, Fan et al. (2017) and Sun et al. (2020) made deep investigation about high-dimensional Huber regression. Belloni and Chernozhukov (2011) investigated high-dimensional quantile regression with LASSO penalty (Tibshirani, 1996). Wang et al. (2012) studied the nonconvex penalized quantile regression model via SCAD penalty (Fan and Li, 2001). Wang and Li (2009) studied the penalized rank regression for low-dimensional data. While Wang et al. (2020) further deeply investigated the penalized rank regression in high-dimensional setting. The penalized rank regression is not only robust, but also has high estimation efficiency. Actually compared with the least squares, rank regression can have a substantial gain in estimation efficiency while maintaining a minimal relative efficiency of 86.4% under arbitrary symmetric error distribution with finite Fisher information (Hettmansperger and McKean, 2010). However, there is a big obstacle for rank regression’s practical application. In fact, the loss function in rank regression is non-smooth, and thus the computation is a big challenge.

To reduce the computation time of rank regression, Zhou et al. (2023) introduced a novel convoluted rank regression (CRR). The convoluted smoothing technique was introduced by Fernandes et al. (2021) for quantile regression. He et al. (2023) and Tan et al. (2022) made deep theoretical investigation of the convoluted quantile regression in high-dimension. Different from convoluted quantile regression, convoluted rank regression does not introduce any smoothing bias. On the other hand, same to the convoluted quantile regression, the convoluted rank loss function in convoluted rank regression is smooth and convex, and thus the computation of rank regression is reduced. For the high-dimensional convoluted rank regression, Zhou et al. (2023) proposed penalized estimators and derived their estimation error bounds under fixed design and boundedness assumption of the predictors.

However, the penalized convoluted rank regression estimators in Zhou et al. (2023) cannot be directly used to make inference. Actually, the penalized convoluted rank regression estimators with LASSO penalty are generally biased (Zhang and Huang, 2008; Zhang and Zhang, 2014). While the strong oracle property of penalized convoluted rank regression estimators with folded concave penalties require minimum signal condition, which may be restrictive and may not be easy to verify. In this paper, we investigate the inference problem of high-dimensional convoluted rank regression without minimum signal condition. Our procedures are inspired by the debiasing technique developed by many authors (see for instance, (Zhang and Zhang, 2014; van de Geer et al., 2014; Javanmard and Montanari, 2014; Ning and Liu, 2017)). Recently, Yan et al. (2023) considered the inference problem of high-dimensional convoluted quantile regression by also adopting the debiasing technique. However, different from existing works, the U-statistic nature of convoluted rank loss function brings additional challenges. New methods and theoretical results are developed and obtained. In fact, we make the following contributions.

• Firstly, we revisit the estimation error bounds of the penalized convoluted rank regression estimators in Zhou et al. (2023) and establish estimation error bounds under weaker conditions on the predictors. We now do not require the predictors are uniformly bounded which was imposed in Zhou et al. (2023).

• Secondly, we proposed a debiased convoluted rank regression estimator and further obtain its Bahadur representation.

• Thirdly, we develop a novel bootstrap procedure to make simultaneous inference. Its theoretical validity is established.

Based on the Bahadur representation of the debiased convoluted rank regression estimator, we can construct confidence interval and hypothesis testing for any individual regression coefficient. Besides making inference for each coefficient, it is also of great importance to construct confidence interval for a group of variables simultaneously. Zhang and Cheng (2017) conducted simultaneous inference for high dimensional sparse linear models based on the debiased LASSO estimator (van de Geer et al., 2014). Ma et al. (2021) further investigated simultaneous inference for high dimensional logistic regression models. For other related papers, see also Ning and Liu (2017), Dezeure et al. (2017), and Wu et al. (2023). The validity of these procedures are generally established based on recently developed highdimensional central limit theorem and high-dimensional bootstrap. See a recent review by Chernozhukov et al. (2023). However, the theoretical results in Chernozhukov et al. (2023) cannot be applied here due to the U-statistic nature of our problem. Chen (2018) investigated the gaussian and bootstrap approximations for high-dimensional U-statistics. But Chen (2018)’s elegant results cannot be directly used here since our U-statistics involve unknown terms. Our developed methods and theories could be also useful for other problems involving U-statistic type loss functions.

The rest of this article is organized as follows. In section 2, we introduce debiased convoluted rank regression estimators and develop its Bahadur representation. In section 3, we investigate simultaneous inference and introduce a novel bootstarp procedure. We also establish the bootstrap procedure’s validity. In section 4, we present some simulation studies. A real data example is presented in section 5. Conclusions and discussions are given in section 6. All proofs are given in the Supplement.

Notations: For any vector a = (a_1, . . . , a_s)^⊤ ∈ R^s , take ‖a‖_r = (|a_1|^r + . . . + |a_s|^r)^{1/r} for 1 ≤ r < ∞, ‖a‖_0 = ∑_s j=1 1{a_j ≠ 0}, and ‖a‖_∞ = max_{1≤j≤s} |a_j|. For any n × n matrix A = (a_{ij} )^n_{i,j=1}, denote its L_r-norm as ‖A‖_r = sup_{‖x‖r =1} ‖Ax‖_r for 1 ≤ r ≤ ∞, and particularly ‖A‖_1 = max_{1≤j≤n} ∑_n i=1 |a_{ij}| and ‖A‖_∞ = max_{1≤i≤n} ∑_n j=1 |a_{ij}|. Further define ‖A‖_{max} = max_{1≤i,j≤n} |a_{ij} |. The sub-Gaussian norm of a sub-Gaussian random variable X is defined as ‖X‖_{ψ2} = inf{t > 0 : E exp(X^2/t^2) ≤ 2}, and the sub-Exponential norm of a sub-Exponential random variable Y is defined as ‖Y ‖_{ψ1} = inf{t > 0 : E exp(|Y |/t ≤ 2}. For real numbers a and b, a ∧ b denotes min{a, b}, and a ∨ b denotes max{a, b}. For two sequences {a_n} and {b_n}, we write a_n ≍ b_n, a_n ≲ b_n and a_n ≫ b_n to mean that there exist c, C > 0 such that 0 < c ≤ |a_n/b_n| ≤ C < ∞ for all n, a_n ≤ Cb_n for all n, and b_n = O(a_n) respectively.

2 Debiased CRR

Assume that the data {X_i, Y_i}^n_{i=1} are generated from the following linear regression model, Y_i = X^⊤_i β^∗ + ϵ_i, where {Y_i}^n_{i=1} are the independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) one-dimensional responses, {ϵ_i}^n_{i=1} are random errors, X_i is a p-dimensional random vector with mean zero and covariance matrix Σ, and is independent of ϵ_i, and β^∗ ∈ R^p is the unknown parameter of interest.

We first revisit the penalized convoluted rank regression estimators in Zhou et al. (2023). To estimate β^∗, the classical rank regression (Hettmansperger and McKean, 2010) considers the following rank loss function: min_{β∈Rp} 1 n(n − 1) n∑ i≠j |(Y_i − X^⊤_i β) − (Y_j − X^⊤_j β)|.

The β^∗ can be identified as the minimizer of the population version of the rank loss function, that is, β^∗ = min_{β∈R}p E [|(Y_i −X^⊤_i β)−(Y_j −X^⊤_j β)|]. As shown by Hettmansperger and McKean (2010), compared with the standard least squares method, the rank regression estimator can have arbitrarily high relative efficiency with heavy-tailed errors, while having at least 86.4% asymptotic relative efficiency under arbitrary symmetric error distribution with finite Fisher information. This robustness and high estimation efficiency makes the rank regression estimator be a powerful choice. However the nonsmoothness of the rank loss brings heavy computation burden and hinders the popularity of rank estimator.

To reduce the computation burden of rank regression estimator, Zhou et al. (2023) innovatively considered the following convoluted rank loss function L_h(u) = ∫_∞ −∞ |u − v|K_h(v)dv = u ∫_u −u K_h(v)dv − 2 ∫_u −∞ vK_h(v)dv, in which K_h(·) = h^{−1}K(·/h). Here K(·) is a kernel function and h is a bandwidth. With the involvement of the kernel function, the convoluted rank loss function now becomes smooth and convex. This kind of convoluted smoothing technique has also been considered in Fernandes et al. (2021), He et al. (2023) and Tan et al. (2022) for quantile regression. A detailed discussion of the convoluted rank loss function should be referred to Zhou et al. (2023). The population parameter is defined as the minimizer of the above convoluted rank loss function, that is, β^∗_h = arg min β∈R^p E [L_h ( (Y_i − Y_j) − (X_i − X_j )^⊤β ) ]. An interesting and important result is that for any h > 0, β^∗_h = β^∗. That is, convoluted smoothing does not incur any bias in the population level. This is different from convoluted quantile regression (Tan et al., 2022). As explained by Zhou et al. (2023), the special form of rank regression makes the symmetry of the distributions of ϵ_i − ϵ_j and X_i − X_j being a great benefit.

When the dimension is high, Zhou et al. (2023) proposed the following penalized convoluted rank regression estimators

^β_h = arg min β∈R^p 1 n(n − 1) n∑ i≠j L_h ( (Y_i − Y_j) − (X_i − X_j )^⊤β ) + p∑ j=1 p_λ(|β_j|). (1)

Here p_λ(·) is a penalty function with λ being a tuning parameter. Under the assumption that the predictors are bounded, they obtained the estimation error bounds for the l_1 penalized convoluted rank regression (CRR). While under the minimal signal condition, they further established the oracle property of the folded concave penalized CRR. However, the penalized convoluted rank regression estimators generally cannot be directly used to make inference of the parametric vector β^∗. In fact, as argued by Zhang and Huang (2008) and Zhang and Zhang (2014), the penalized estimators with LASSO penalty are generally biased. While the minimum signal condition may be restrictive and may not be easy to verify. Further to simply the theoretical analysis, Zhou et al. (2023) focused on fixed design setting. Instead we consider random design setting. We aim to develop inference procedures for CRR in this paper.

Now denote ^ϵ_i = Y_i − X^⊤_i ^β_h, and ^J_h = 1 n(n − 1) n∑ i≠j L^{′′}_h (^ϵ_i − ^ϵ_j ) (X_i − X_j )(X_i − X_j)^⊤.

Here ^J_h is the sample version of the following matrix

J_h = E { L^{′′}_h(ϵ_i − ϵ_j )(X_i − X_j)(X_i − X_j)^⊤ } = 2E [L^{′′}_h (ϵ_i − ϵ_j)]Σ.

Motivated by Zhang and Zhang (2014) and Ning and Liu (2017), we now consider the following debiased estimator ^β_h + J^{−1}_h 1 n(n − 1) n∑ i≠j L^′_h (^ϵ_i − ^ϵ_j ) (X_i − X_j ),

However, in above formula, J_h is unknown. Even we can estimate J_h by ^J_h. We cannot estimate J^{−1}_h directly by ^J^{−1}_h . Actually when the dimension p is larger than the sample size n, the matrix ^J_h may not be invertible. To this end, we can adopt the approach in Cai et al. (2011). Denote the estimator of J^{−1}_h as ^W_h. Then we obtain ^W_h via the following convex program:

min W∈R^{p×p} ‖W‖_∞ , s.t. ‖ ‖W^Jh − I ‖ ‖_{max} ≤ γn. (2)

Finally the debiased estimator is defined as follows: ~β_h = ^β_h + ^W_h 1 n(n − 1) n∑ i≠j L^′_h (^ϵ_i − ^ϵ_j ) (X_i − X_j ),

Different from previous researches adopting debiasing technique, the related terms in above ~β_h are all in the nature of U-statistics. This brings new technical challenges for theoretical analysis. As an example, in Zhou et al. (2023), they assumed the predictors are fixed and bounded to derive their theoretical results. In this paper, we first establish estimation error bounds of ^β_h under weaker conditions on the predictors. In fact, now we do not require the predictors being bounded, instead we ask the predictors being sub-Gaussian, which is standard in high-dimensional analysis (Vershynin, 2018).

Some technical assumptions are introduced for theoretical development.

(A1) Assume that X_i is a p-dimensional sub-Gaussian random vector with v_0 := ‖X_i‖_{ψ2} , and the eigenvalues of the covariance matrix Σ satisfy that c_Σ ≤ λ_{min}(Σ) ≤ λ_{max}(Σ) ≤ C_Σ for some positive constants c_Σ and C_Σ.

(A2) The kernel function K(·) satisfies that K(v) ≥ 0, K(−v) = K(v) for any v ∈ R, sup_{v∈R} K(v) < ∞, sup_{v∈R} K^′(v) < ∞, and ∫ R K(v)dv = 1. Suppose that inf_{v∈[−1,1]} K(v) = k_0 > 0, and the bandwidth h is bounded away from some positive constant c_h.

(A3) Let g(·) be the probability density function of ϵ_i −ϵ_j . We assume |g(x)−g(y)| ≤ L_0|x− y|, ∀x, y ∈ R, for some constant L_0 > 0. Further assume that 0 < g ≤ g(0) ≤ g < ∞.

(A4) (i) The penalty function p_λ(·) satisfy that p_λ(0) = 0 and is symmetric around the zero p_λ(t) = p_λ(−t) for all t ∈ R.

(ii) On the nonnegative real line, p_λ(·) is nondecreasing. (iii) For t > 0, the function t → p_λ(t)/t is nonincreasing in t.

(iv) The function p_λ(·) is differential for all t ≠ 0 and subdifferentiable at t = 0 with lim_{t→0}+ p^′_λ(t) = λa for some a > 0.

The above conditions are very mild and commonly assumed. Assumption (A1) is a standard condition on the design X in the field of high-dimensional inference, see for instance van de Geer et al. (2014), Zhang and Cheng (2017) and Yan et al. (2023). Besides, conditions on the kernel function in Assumption (A2) are also assumed in Zhou et al. (2023) and Tan et al. (2022). Similar to Zhou et al. (2023), we do not need the bandwidth h → 0 as n → ∞ in the following theoretical analysis, which again confirms that we are not supposed to consider convoluted rank regression as an approximate solution for rank regression. Note that Assumption (A3) does not involve any moment assumption on the ϵ_i’s, while Zhang and Cheng (2017) imposed an exponential-type tails condition on the error terms. Moreover, as discussed in Loh and Wainwright (2015), many commonly used penalty functions including the LASSO, SCAD (Fan and Li, 2001), and MCP (Zhang, 2010) satisfy Assumption (A4).

Remark 2.1. The condition inf_{v∈[−1,1]} K(v) = k_0 > 0 is only for theoretical and notational convenience. If the kernel K(·) is compactly supported on [−1, 1], we may rescale it to obtain K_b(u) = K(u/b)/b for some b > 1. Then, K_b(·) is supported on [−b, b] with inf_{v∈[−1,1]} K_b(v) > 0.

Define ‖δ‖_Σ = ‖Σ^{1/2}δ‖_2, B_Σ (r) = {δ ∈ R^p : ‖δ‖_Σ ≤ r} and C_Σ (l) = {δ ∈ R^p : ‖δ‖_1 ≤

l‖δ‖_Σ}. Further define the event

A(r, l, κ) =: { ⟨∇L(β_h) − ∇L(β^∗_h), β_h − β^∗_h⟩} ‖β_h − β^∗_h‖^2_Σ

≥ κ, for all β_h ∈ β^∗_h + B_Σ (r) ∩ C_Σ (l) } .

The following Proposition 2.1 indicates that, when (r, l, κ) are chosen appropriately, the

event A(r, l, κ) occurs with a high probability.

Proposition 2.1. Under Assumptions (A1)-(A3), and further assume that

κ = 2k_0g, 64c^{−1}_Σ v^2_0 r ≤ h ≤ g/(2L_0), and l^2 log(p) log log(n)/r^2 = o(n),

we have P{A(r, l, κ)} → 1, as n → ∞. The above proposition establishes the local restricted strong convexity for convoluted

rank regression in high dimensions. With this proposition, we can obtain the following

result which establishes the estimation error bound of ^β_h under sub-Gaussion assumptions

of the predictors. Now S = {j : β^∗_j ≠ 0} and s = |S|.

Theorem 2.1. Under Assumptions (A1)-(A4), moreover assume that log(p) = O( √ n) and √ s log(p) log(n)/n ≲ h ≤ g/(2L_0), the penalized-CRR estimator ^β_h with the choice of λ ≍ √ log(p)/n satisfy the following estimation error bound ‖ ‖ ‖ ^βh − β^∗_h ‖ ‖ ‖_1 = Op ( s √ log(p) n ) , ‖ ‖ ‖ ^βh − β^∗_h ‖ ‖ ‖_2 = Op (√ s log(p) n ) .

The above theorem is a generic result. Actually same to Loh and Wainwright (2015),

we treat many commonly used penalty function generally. The above result significantly

extends the results in Zhou et al. (2023).

To further delve into the asymptotic behavior of the proposed debaised estimator ~β_h,

the following Theorem 2.2 concerns the Bahadur representation of ~β_h − β^∗_h.

(B1) Assume that J^{−1}_h = (ω_1, . . . , ω_p)^⊤ is sparse row-wise, i.e., max_{1≤i≤p} ∑_p k=1 |ω_{ik}|^q < C_ω for some q ∈ [0, 1) and positive constant C_ω.

This assumption requires J^{−1}_h to be sparse in the sense of ℓ_q-norm of matrix row space,

which is crucial for estimation of the inverse Hessian matrix. Similar conditions were

widely considered in the literature, see Bickel and Levina (2008), Cai et al. (2011), and

Cai et al. (2016).

Theorem 2.2. Suppose that ^β_h satisfies the estimation error bound in Theorem 2.1. Under

Assumptions (A1),(A2),(B1) and log(p) = O( √ n), the debiased estimator ~β_h enjoys the

following Bahadur representation: ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ √ n ( ~β_h − β^∗_h ) − √ nJ^{−1}_h 1 n(n − 1) n∑ i≠j L^′_h (ϵ_i − ϵ_j ) (X_i − X_j) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_∞ = O_p ({ s log^{(5−4q)/(2−2q)}(p)/ √ n }_{1−q} + s^2 log^{5/2}(p)/ √ n ) .

Theorem 2.2 establishes uniform Bahadur representations for the debaised CRR estima-

tor, which suggests that √ n( ~β_h − β^∗_h) can be expressed as a high-dimensional U-statistics

up to some negligible terms. With this help, the asymptotic distribution of the estimators

can be derived in conjunction with some Gaussian approximation results in Section 3.

3 Simultaneous inference

In the following, we develop simultaneous inference intervals for {β^∗_k }_{k∈G}. Here G ⊆

{1, . . . , p} is an index set of interest. Simultaneous inference is a powerful tool in variable

selection, which focuses on the distribution of uniform deviations rather than coordinate-

wise asymptotic distributions. For notation convenience, define ‖a‖_G = max_{k∈G} |a_k| for

some vector a ∈ R^p .

3.1 Theoretical analysis

(C1) Let f(·) be the probability density function of ϵ_i. Assume that f(·) is uniformly

bounded, and there exists positive constants δ_1 such that inf_{v∈[−δ1,δ1]} f(v) > 0.

Theorem 3.1. Suppose that ^β_h satisfies the estimation error bound in Theorem 2.1,

log^7(np)/n^{1−ι} = O(1) for arbitrarily small ι ∈ (0, 1), s log^{(3−2q)/(1−q)}(p)/ √ n = O(1) and

s^2 log^3(p)/ √ n = O(1). Under Assumptions (A1),(A2),(B1),(C1), there exists a p-dimensional

Gaussian random vector Z_n with mean zero and covariance

Σ_Z = E ( Z_nZ^⊤_n ) = E [E {L^′_h(ϵ_i − ϵ_j )|ϵ_i}]^2 {E L^{′′}_h (ϵ_i − ϵ_j )}^2 Σ^{−1}, (3)

such that

sup_{t∈R} | | |P ( √ n ‖ ‖ ‖ ~βh − β^∗_h ‖ ‖ ‖_G ≤ t ) − P ( ‖Z_n‖_G ≤ t ) | | | =_O(1).

The above result establishes the high-dimensional CLT of √ n( ~β_h − β^∗_h), indicating that

the distribution of the sup-norm of √ n( ~β_h − β^∗_h) is asymptotically equal to the maximum

of a Gaussian random vector with covariance matrix Σ_Z .

By comparing the asymptotic variance of ~β_h with the well-known desparsifying esti-

mator ~β considered in the literature; see van de Geer et al. (2014) and Zhang and Cheng

(2017) for example, we could show the asymptotic relative efficiency of ~β_h with respect to ~β.

Corollary 3.1. The asymptotic relative efficiency of ~β_h with respect to the desparsify-

ing estimator ~β considered in van de Geer et al. (2014) and Zhang and Cheng (2017) is

computed by

ARE ( ~β_h, ~β ) = E ϵ^2_i {E L^{′′}_h (ϵ_i − ϵ_j )}^2 E [E {L^′_h(ϵ_i − ϵ_j )|ϵ_i}]^2 .

Moreover, we have that

lim_{h→0+} ARE ( ~β_h, ~β ) = 12 {∫ f^2(x)dx }_2 E ϵ^2_i .

When h is away from 0, it is challenge to conduct a meticulous analysis for ARE ( ~β_h, ~β ) , but given the kernel function, the bandwidth h and the error distribution, we could directly

compute the value of ARE ( ~β_h, ~β ) using some numerical integration tool. Consider the

Epanechnikov kernel K(u) = 3/4(1 − u^2)1_{{−1≤u≤1}} with the bandwidth h = 1 for instance.

When the error distribution is standard normal, the value of ARE ( ~β_h, ~β ) is computed

by 0.96; when the error follows t-distribution with four degrees of freedom, the value is

computed by 1.39; when the error follows standard Cauchy distribution, the value is ∞,

since the second moment of ϵ_i does not exist.

3.2 The bootstrap procedure

To proceed, in order to to construct simultaneous confidence regions for {β^∗_k }_{k∈G}, it suffices

to obtain the upper-α quantile of the G-norm of Z_n, denote by Q_{1−α}. However, since Z_n

is a high-dimensional Gaussian random vector with covariance matrix Σ_Z ≠ I, simulating

the distribution of ‖Z_n‖_G and estimating its upper-α quantile Q_{1−α} is challenging. Alter-

natively, motivated by our Bahadur representation in Theorem 2.2, we may consider the

bootstrapped version of ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ √ nJ^{−1}_h 1 n(n − 1) n∑ i≠j L^′_h (ϵ_i − ϵ_j ) (X_i − X_j ) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_G .

Note that the above G-norm is of the U-statistic nature. Recently Chen (2018) developed

the gaussian and boostrap approximations for high-dimensional U-statistics. However,

different from Chen (2018), J^{−1}_h L^′_h (ϵ_i − ϵ_j ) (X_i − X_j ) depends on unknown elements ϵ_i’s

and J^{−1}_h , and thus their theoretical results cannot be directly adopted here.

We now consider the following multiplier bootstrap procedure. Let e_1, · · · , e_n be iid N(0, 1) random variables that are also independent of the data D = {X_i, Y_i}^n_{i=1}. Consider

T_{boot} = √ n^W_h 1 n(n − 1) n∑ i≠j L^′_h (^ϵ_i − ^ϵ_j) (X_i − X_j )(e_i + e_j).

In above T_{boot}, we make a slight modification of the multiplier bootstrap procedure in Chen (2018). Actually in Chen (2018), they considered the following form √ n^W_h 1 n(n − 1) n∑ i≠j L^′_h (^ϵ_i − ^ϵ_j ) (X_i − X_j )(e_i + e_j + e_ie_j ).

We find that the additional term with e_ie_j is not necessary and is removed here. The following theorem establishes the validity of the proposed bootstrap procedure.

Theorem 3.2. Suppose that ^β_h satisfies the estimation error bound in Theorem 2.1. Under Assumptions (A1),(A2),(B1),(C1), and s log^{(4−2q)/(1−q)}(p)/ √ n = O(1), we have

sup_{t∈R} | P ( ‖T_{boot}‖_G ≤ t|D ) − P ( ‖Z_n‖_G ≤ t )|_P −→ 0.

Clearly, we can also adopt the above theoretical results to conduct simultaneous testing for the following hypothesis

H_0 : β^∗_k = β_{k,0}, for all k ∈ G.

Here, {β_{k,0}}_{k∈G} is a given parametric vector, which is typically taken as the zero vector. To simplify the presentation, in this paper, we focus on simultaneous confidence intervals.

In fact, the length of each confidence interval keeps fixed for any k ∈ G if one directly apply Theorems 3.1 and 3.2. In order to obtain simultaneous confidence intervals with varying length and avoid estimating the nuisance quantity in the numerator of (3), we consider the following studentized version √ n^ω^{−1/2}_{kk} (~β_{h,k} − β^∗_{h,k}). Note that ^ω^{1/2}_{kk} is not the estimated standard deviation of √ n(~β_{h,k} − β^∗_{h,k}), but differs only by a nuisance constant factor, which does not depend on k. Denote by ^S = diag ( ^W_h ) and S = diag ( J^{−1}_h ) . Define

T^⋆_{boot} = √ n^S^{−1/2} ^W_h 1 n(n − 1) n∑ i≠j L^′_h (^ϵ_i − ^ϵ_j ) (X_i − X_j )(e_i + e_j ).

Theorem 3.3. Under the conditions of Theorem 3.1, there exists a p-dimensional Gaussian

random vector Z^⋆_n with mean zero and covariance

E ( Z^⋆_nZ^⋆_n^⊤ ) = E [E {L^′_h(ϵ_i − ϵ_j )|ϵ_i}]^2 {E L^{′′}_h (ϵ_i − ϵ_j )}^2 S^{−1/2}Σ^{−1}S^{−1/2},

such that

sup_{t∈R} | | |P ( √ n ‖ ‖^S^{−1/2} ( ~β_h − β^∗_h )‖ ‖_G ≤ t ) − P ( ‖Z^⋆_n‖_G ≤ t ) | | | =^O(1).

Furthermore, under the conditions of Theorem 3.2, we derive that

sup_{t∈R} | |P (‖T^⋆_{boot}‖_G ≤ t|D) − P (‖Z^⋆_n‖_G ≤ t) | | =_O(1).

Algorithm 1 describes detailed steps to construct simultaneous confidence intervals for

{β_k}_{k∈G} with varying width.

4 Numerical simulation

In this section, we conduct numerical simulations to evaluate the finite sample perfor-

mance of our proposed procedures. For comparison, we also implement the simultaneous

confidence intervals proposed in Zhang and Cheng (2017), denoted by ZC.

In our numerical studies, the recommended technique for selecting the tuning parameter

λ in the LASSO penalty is through K-fold cross-validation (CV); see Zou et al. (2007),

Hastie et al. (2009) for instance, and a common choice is K = 10. For folded concave

penalty functions, for example the SCAD, we suggest use the high-dimensional BIC criteria

developed in Wang et al. (2013) and Zhou et al. (2023) for the choice of λ and the local

Algorithm 1 Bootstrap procedures for simultaneous confidence intervals with varying width.

Input: Data {X_i, Y_i}^n_{i=1}, the kernel K(·), the bangwidth h, the debiased estimator ~β_h, the estimated Hessian matrix ^W_h, the residuals {^ϵ_i}^n_{i=1}, the index set G, and the siginificance level α.

1: Compute ^S = diag ( ^W_h ) = diag (^ω_{11}, . . . , ^ω_{pp}).

2: for b = 1, 2, . . . , B do 3: Generate standard normal random variables {e_{bi}}^n_{i=1}. 4: Compute T^⋆_{boot,b} = √ n^S^{−1/2} ^W_h{n(n − 1)}^{−1} ∑_n i≠j L ′ h (^ϵ_i − ^ϵ_j ) (X_i − X_j )(e_{bi} + e_{bj} ).

5: end for 6: Compute the upper-α quantile of {‖T_{boot,b}‖_G }^B_{b=1}, denoted by Q^⋆_{1−α}. Output: The simultaneous confidence intervals ~β_{h,k} ± ^ω^{1/2}_{kk} n^{−1/2}Q^⋆_{1−α} for k ∈ G.

linear approximation algorithm in Zou and Li (2008) and Zhou et al. (2023) for efficient computation.

The Epanechnikov kernel is adopted as the density convolution kernel, K(u) = 3/4(1 − u^2)1_{{−1≤u≤1}}, where 1_{{·}} is the indicator function, and the loss function is defined by

L_h(u) = u u ≥ h, 3u^2h^{−1}/4 − u^4h^{−3}/8 + 3h/8 −h < u < h, −u u ≤ −h. As suggested in Zhou et al. (2023), we fix h = 1. Though CV can be used to select h as an additional tuning parameter, we opt not to do this to avoid the possibility that the improvement of convoluted rank regression over least square regression may come from this additional tuning.

Consider the following model: Y_i = X^⊤_i β + ϵ_i. The predictors X_i’s are independently generated from a multivariate normal distribution N(0, Σ), and ϵ_i’s are i.i.d. random variables. We set β = ( √ 3, √ 3, √ 3, 0, . . . , 0)^⊤ ∈ R^p , in which only the first three components are nonzeros. Different examples are considered to assess the performance of the proposed methods.

(i) (Feature correlations) We consider two scenarios for the correlation structure of X:

(a) Σ is Toeplitz with Σ_{ij} = 0.5^{|i−j|}; (b) Σ is block diagonal, that is, Σ_{ii} = 1 for i = 1, . . . , p and Σ_{ij} = 0.481_{{|i−j|=1}} for i ≠ j.

(ii) (Error distributions) The errors ϵ_i’s are generated from the following distributions:

(a) the standard normal distribution N(0, 1); (b) the mixture normal distribution 0.95N(0, 1)+0.05N(0, 100^2), i.e. P(ϵ^d= N(0, 1)) = 0.95 and P(ϵ^d= N(0, 100^2)) = 0.05; (c) the standard Cauchy distribution.

(iii) (Dimension of covariates) We fix the sample size n = 100 and use the dimensions p = 50, 100, 200.

(iv) (The number of hypothesized predictors) We are interested in making simultaneous inference for the coefficients in certain index set G. Different choices of G are taken into consideration: {1, 2, 3, 4, 5}, {1, 2, . . . , [p/5]}, and {1, 2, . . . , p}.

(v) (The penalty function for estimation) We consider both the LASSO penalty p_λ(|t|) = λ|t|, denoted by CRR-LASSO, and the SCAD penalty proposed in Fan and Li (2001),

p_λ(|t|) = λ|t|1_{{0≤|t|<λ}} + aλ|t| − (t^2 + λ^2)/2 a − 1 1_{{λ≤|t|≤aλ}} + (a + 1)λ^2 2 1_{{|t|>aλ}},

with default choice of parameter a = 3.7, denoted by CRR-SCAD. The empirical coverage rates and the interval widths are computed based on 500 simulation runs, and the multiplier bootstrap replications B = 500.

From Tables 1-3, we have the following findings. Firstly, the simulation results in Tables 2-3 where the errors follow the mixture normal distribution and the standard Cauchy distribution provide a strong evidence that our proposed procedure is sufficiently robust and hardly affected by the heavy-tailed or asymmetric error terms, while the average lengths of ZC are notably wide. Secondly, the empirical coverage rates of the proposed inference methods under most settings are closely around the predetermined confidence level 0.95, while the empirical coverage rates of ZC developed in Zhang and Cheng (2017) fail to reach the nominal coverage rates when the dimension of coefficients is high or the design of covariates is highly correlated in Table 1. Thirdly, we observe that CRR-SCAD in general slightly outperforms CRR-LASSO, since its coverage is typically more accurate and the corresponding average lengths are narrower compared to using CRR-LASSO.

5 Real data analysis

In this section, we apply our proposed method to Cardiomyopathy microarray data (Redfern et al. (1999)) from a transgenic mouse model of dilated cardiomyopathy, which was analyzed by Li et al. (2012b), Feng et al. (2013) and Cai et al. (2023). It consists of n = 30 observations of mice, and the response variable is the G protein-coupled receptor Ro1 expression level. Besides, p = 6319 covariates measure the the expression level of 6319 genes. Since the dimension p is very large compared with the sample size n, the goal is to establish a high-dimensional linear model and identify the influential genes for overexpression of the Ro1 in mice. Following the previous literatures, both the response and predictors are standardized to be zero mean and unit variance before modeling.

Since it is expected that only a few of these genes are related to the Ro1 expression level, we first screen the covariates using the Kendall’s τ correlation based screening procedure developed by Li et al. (2012a) to select genes that possibly have effects on the response, and 100 genes are picked out. To proceed, we apply the proposed debaised CRR and the simultaneous inference procedure with G = {1, . . . , p}, and identify one important gene G194 at the significance level of α = 0.05. The simultaneous confidence interval of the corresponding coefficient is (−1.222, −0.210). However, the simultaneous inference procedure proposed in Zhang and Cheng (2017) fail to identify any significant predictor.

Additionally, in order to illustrate the robustness of the developed methods, we add some random outliers to the response variable. To be more specific, we randomly choose 10% of the sample and add random noise, which follows the Cauchy distribution with density {πc (1 + x^2/c^2)}^{−1}, to the original response. Corresponding results are reported in Table 4. From the table, we can see that the results of the noised data are similar to those of the original data. With the consistent findings, we have more confidence in the relevance of the genes identified through our proposed procedures, providing valuable insights for future biological investigation.

6 Conclusions and discussions

In this paper, we develop inference procedures for high-dimensional convoluted rank regression. We first obtain estimation error bounds of the penalized convoluted rank regression estimators under weaker conditions on the predictors. We also introduce a debiased estimator. We establish Bahadur representation for our proposed estimator. We further develop simultaneous inference procedures. A novel bootstrap procedure is proposed and its validity is also established.

There are several possible topics for future research. Firstly, we may consider to investigate high-dimensional semiparametric convoluted rank regression. Secondly, we may consider high-dimensional convoluted rank regression in distributed data setting and online data setting. We will explore these possible topics in near future.

References

Belloni, A. and Chernozhukov, V. (2011). l1-penalized quantile regression in highdimensional sparse models. Ann. Statist., 39(1):82–130.

Bickel, P. J. and Levina, E. (2008). Covariance regularization by thresholding. The Annals of Statistics, 36(6):2577 – 2604.

Cai, L., Guo, X., Li, G., and Tan, F. (2023). Tests for high-dimensional single-index models.

Electronic Journal of Statistics, 17(1):429–463.

Cai, T., Liu, W., and Luo, X. (2011). A constrained l1 minimization approach to sparse precision matrix estimation. Journal of the American Statistical Association, 106(494):594– 607.

Cai, T. T., Liu, W., and Zhou, H. H. (2016). Estimating sparse precision matrix: Optimal rates of convergence and adaptive estimation. The Annals of Statistics, 44(2):455 – 488.

Chen, X. (2018). Gaussian and bootstrap approximations for high-dimensional U-statistics and their applications. The Annals of Statistics, 46(2):642 – 678.

Chernozhukov, V., Chetverikov, D., Kato, K., and Koike, Y. (2023). High-dimensional data bootstrap. Annual Review of Statistics and Its Application, 10:427–449.

Dezeure, R., Bühlmann, P., and Zhang, C.-H. (2017). High-dimensional simultaneous inference with the bootstrap. Test, 26:685–719.

Fan, J., Li, Q., and Wang, Y. (2017). Estimation of high dimensional mean regression in the absence of symmetry and light tail assumptions. Journal of the Royal Statistical Society Series B: Statistical Methodology, 79(1):247–265.

Fan, J. and Li, R. (2001). Variable selection via nonconcave penalized likelihood and its oracle properties. Journal of the American statistical Association, 96(456):1348–1360.

Feng, L., Zou, C., Wang, Z., and Chen, B. (2013). Rank-based score tests for highdimensional regression coefficients. Electronic Journal of Statistics, 7:2131–2149.

Fernandes, M., Guerre, E., and Horta, E. (2021). Smoothing quantile regressions. Journal of Business & Economic Statistics, 39(1):338–357.

Hastie, T., Tibshirani, R., Friedman, J. H., and Friedman, J. H. (2009). The elements of statistical learning: data mining, inference, and prediction, volume 2. Springer.

He, X., Pan, X., Tan, K. M., and Zhou, W.-X. (2023). Smoothed quantile regression with large-scale inference. Journal of Econometrics, 232(2):367–388.

Hettmansperger, T. P. and McKean, J. W. (2010). Robust nonparametric statistical methods. CRC press.

Javanmard, A. and Montanari, A. (2014). Confidence intervals and hypothesis testing for high-dimensional regression. The Journal of Machine Learning Research, 15(1):2869– 2909.

Li, G., Peng, H., Zhang, J., and Zhu, L. (2012a). Robust rank correlation based screening.

The Annals of Statistics, 40(3):1846–1877.

Li, R., Zhong, W., and Zhu, L. (2012b). Feature screening via distance correlation learning.

Journal of the American Statistical Association, 107(499):1129–1139.

Loh, P.-L. and Wainwright, M. J. (2015). Regularized m-estimators with nonconvexity:

Statistical and algorithmic theory for local optima. Journal of Machine Learning Research, 16:559–616.

Ma, R., Tony Cai, T., and Li, H. (2021). Global and simultaneous hypothesis testing for high-dimensional logistic regression models. Journal of the American Statistical Association, 116(534):984–998.

Ning, Y. and Liu, H. (2017). A general theory of hypothesis tests and confidence regions for sparse high dimensional models. The Annals of Statistics, 45(1).

Redfern, C. H., Coward, P., Degtyarev, M. Y., Lee, E. K., Kwa, A. T., Hennighausen, L., Bujard, H., Fishman, G. I., and Conklin, B. R. (1999). Conditional expression and signaling of a specifically designed gi-coupled receptor in transgenic mice. Nature biotechnology, 17(2):165–169.

Sun, Q., Zhou, W.-X., and Fan, J. (2020). Adaptive huber regression. Journal of the American Statistical Association, 115(529):254–265.

Tan, K. M., Wang, L., and Zhou, W.-X. (2022). High-dimensional quantile regression: Convolution smoothing and concave regularization. Journal of the Royal Statistical Society Series B: Statistical Methodology, 84(1):205–233.

Tibshirani, R. (1996). Regression shrinkage and selection via the lasso. Journal of the Royal Statistical Society Series B: Statistical Methodology, 58(1):267–288.

van de Geer, S., Bühlmann, P., Ritov, Y., and Dezeure, R. (2014). On asymptotically optimal confidence regions and tests for high-dimensional models. The Annals of Statistics, 42(3):1166 – 1202.

Vershynin, R. (2018). High-dimensional probability: An introduction with applications in data science, volume 47. Cambridge university press.

Wang, L., Kim, Y., and Li, R. (2013). Calibrating non-convex penalized regression in ultra-high dimension. Annals of statistics, 41(5):2505.

Wang, L. and Li, R. (2009). Weighted wilcoxon-type smoothly clipped absolute deviation method. Biometrics, 65(2):564–571.

Wang, L., Peng, B., Bradic, J., Li, R., and Wu, Y. (2020). A tuning-free robust and efficient approach to high-dimensional regression. Journal of the American Statistical Association, 115(532):1700–1714.

Wang, L., Wu, Y., and Li, R. (2012). Quantile regression for analyzing heterogeneity in ultra-high dimension. Journal of the American Statistical Association, 107(497):214–222.

Wu, Y., Wang, L., and Fu, H. (2023). Model-assisted uniformly honest inference for optimal treatment regimes in high dimension. Journal of the American Statistical Association, 118(541):305–314.

Yan, Y., Wang, X., and Zhang, R. (2023). Confidence intervals and hypothesis testing for high-dimensional quantile regression: Convolution smoothing and debiasing. Journal of Machine Learning Research, 24(245):1–49.

Zhang, C. H. (2010). Nearly unbiased variable selection under minimax concave penalty.

Annals of Statistics, 38(2):894–942.

Zhang, C. H. and Huang, J. (2008). The sparsity and bias of the lasso selection in highdimensional linear regression. Annals of Statistics, 36(4):1567–1594.

Zhang, C.-H. and Zhang, S. S. (2014). Confidence intervals for low dimensional parameters in high dimensional linear models. Journal of the Royal Statistical Society Series B: Statistical Methodology, 76(1):217–242.

Zhang, X. and Cheng, G. (2017). Simultaneous inference for high-dimensional linear models. Journal of the American Statistical Association, 112(518):757–768.

Zhou, L., Wang, B., and Zou, H. (2023). Sparse convoluted rank regression in high dimensions. Journal of the American Statistical Association, pages 1–13.

Zou, H., Hastie, T., and Tibshirani, R. (2007). On the “degrees of freedom” of the lasso.

The Annals of Statistics, 35(5):2173 – 2192.

Zou, H. and Li, R. (2008). One-step sparse estimates in nonconcave penalized likelihood models. Annals of statistics, 36(4):1509.

G = {1, 2, 3, 4, 5} G = {1, . . . , [p/5]} G = {1, . . . , p} Σ Method p CR AL CR AL CR AL

Toeplitz

CRR-LASSO

50 0.958 0.786 0.960 0.859 0.974 1.016 100 0.940 0.833 0.970 0.984 0.976 1.140 200 0.936 0.887 0.964 1.118 0.976 1.279

CRR-SCAD

50 0.970 0.719 0.950 0.799 0.974 0.955 100 0.970 0.746 0.968 0.904 0.974 1.055 200 0.968 0.772 0.972 1.016 0.974 1.165

ZC 50 0.928 0.635 0.948 0.700 0.980 0.826 100 0.880 0.628 0.926 0.749 0.952 0.866 200 0.838 0.603 0.908 0.769 0.916 0.873

Block Diagonal

CRR-LASSO

50 0.938 0.893 0.954 0.996 0.972 1.194 100 0.924 0.946 0.952 1.140 0.978 1.327 200 0.896 0.969 0.950 1.248 0.974 1.434

CRR-SCAD

50 0.976 0.812 0.970 0.920 0.970 1.115 100 0.958 0.829 0.978 1.028 0.968 1.209 200 0.974 0.833 0.976 1.117 0.978 1.291

ZC 50 0.874 0.670 0.908 0.742 0.950 0.879 100 0.866 0.651 0.912 0.781 0.956 0.906 200 0.808 0.614 0.900 0.787 0.928 0.895

Table 1: Empirical coverage rates (CR) and average lengths (AL) of simultaneous confidence intervals for β_k, k ∈ G at the confidence level 95% when the error follows the standard normal distribution.

G = {1, 2, 3, 4, 5} G = {1, . . . , [p/5]} G = {1, . . . , p} Σ Method p CR AL CR AL CR AL

Toeplitz

CRR-LASSO

50 0.956 0.898 0.960 0.982 0.974 1.160 100 0.954 1.005 0.970 1.181 0.978 1.372 200 0.934 1.129 0.970 1.427 0.978 1.631

CRR-SCAD

50 0.968 0.806 0.974 0.896 0.972 1.071 100 0.966 0.844 0.972 1.022 0.976 1.196 200 0.964 0.876 0.972 1.145 0.976 1.316

ZC 50 0.946 13.560 0.948 14.946 0.968 17.605 100 0.922 12.818 0.960 15.283 0.966 17.670 200 0.926 12.876 0.948 16.440 0.964 18.672

Block Diagonal

CRR-LASSO

50 0.948 1.039 0.948 1.160 0.970 1.390 100 0.932 1.126 0.948 1.352 0.972 1.580 200 0.880 1.311 0.958 1.676 0.978 1.926

CRR-SCAD

50 0.968 0.917 0.962 1.039 0.974 1.257 100 0.962 0.945 0.976 1.166 0.976 1.375 200 0.966 0.963 0.968 1.273 0.968 1.469

ZC 50 0.936 14.224 0.952 15.715 0.980 18.634 100 0.934 13.329 0.946 15.973 0.964 18.489 200 0.938 13.063 0.956 16.744 0.958 19.066

Table 2: Empirical coverage rates (CR) and average lengths (AL) of simultaneous confidence intervals for β_k, k ∈ G at the confidence level 95% when the error follows the mixture normal distribution 0.95N(0, 1) + 0.05N(0, 100^2).

G = {1, 2, 3, 4, 5} G = {1, . . . , [p/5]} G = {1, . . . , p} Σ Method p CR AL CR AL CR AL

Toeplitz

CRR-LASSO

50 0.944 1.665 0.958 1.830 0.974 2.164 100 0.924 1.910 0.956 2.258 0.968 2.614 200 0.916 2.546 0.962 3.236 0.970 3.709

CRR-SCAD

50 0.944 1.376 0.956 1.530 0.974 1.827 100 0.942 1.513 0.960 1.828 0.964 2.126 200 0.940 1.676 0.960 2.178 0.964 2.502

ZC 50 0.920 68.510 0.940 75.795 0.966 87.666 100 0.920 60.488 0.946 76.075 0.966 88.004 200 0.926 300.217 0.964 381.406 0.962 438.606

Block Diagonal

CRR-LASSO

50 0.942 1.971 0.948 2.191 0.974 2.614 100 0.922 2.229 0.960 2.697 0.972 3.148 200 0.898 2.890 0.940 3.735 0.970 4.308

CRR-SCAD

50 0.948 1.644 0.954 1.845 0.970 2.220 100 0.942 1.746 0.954 2.147 0.968 2.516 200 0.938 1.910 0.948 2.503 0.968 2.892

ZC 50 0.936 70.994 0.952 80.876 0.966 94.488 100 0.932 68.781 0.958 80.071 0.964 91.899 200 0.904 306.019 0.940 399.025 0.968 447.207

Table 3: Empirical coverage rates (CR) and average lengths (AL) of simultaneous confidence intervals for β_k, k ∈ G at the confidence level 95% when the error follows the standard Cauchy distribution.

c ID 95% SCI 95% CI 0 G194 (-1.222,-0.210) (-1.049,-0.382) 20 G194 (-1.235,-0.200) (-1.058,-0.377) 40 G194 (-1.239,-0.195) (-1.062,-0.372) 60 G194 (-1.248,-0.184) (-1.067,-0.365) 80 G194 (-1.248,-0.178) (-1.068,-0.358) 100 G194 (-0.913,-0.031) (-0.746,-0.198)

Table 4: The scale parameter c of the artificial noise, IDs of the identified genes, and 95% simultaneous confidence intervals (SCIs) along with 95% confidence intervals (CIs) of the significant coefficients.