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AR AR R R, A e SR A TR AT AR 10 65 B ST AR TE AR N8
Br, anpz bk A IE S, FodoJt DA T AR 2 | R R E . EARAE DU 1T
AFAE, EA 2 E3E B R SRS [ S BT e PR R, SO SRR 58 52 W 25 S AR M0V B 2H N &5
F). AR, L T R ERE MY S5 R RO R MW TT. B, a5 iR 2, B bR B
A A W S5 B RV, AT B SIS AN AR 3 U 2045 2 R i Ji 1 e A 1 2 A ).
256 3 BT AE VD2 5 08 POR S S5 R, T N R EEREEAR, & BRI EY St — > 2

RO AR ) v U R A A AT AT BAE B AT AR N TR AL RS R X e ATTRIEF
AR 2 18] L B 5 e A SR AR (1 BRORAEER. Zii2 f F A I P B R A P A, —
#& 16S rTRNA 7, 7 —FhR 42 K 20 2 Aa7ENl 7 (whole genome shotgun sequencing). 16S rRNA J&
JRAZ AN AZ B AR ) — B G R PRI, 2 AR AE T S 5B . B T s BEAR ST X, A
MT G0 51V 2, XCRAAEAN R B A b s B o A Xk, AT AT DL 2 B e 21 48 50l i A= P )

FE 5| A% wu C J, He S, Deng M H. High-dimensional count and compositional data analysis in microbiome studies (in
Chinese). Sci Sin Math, 2017, 47: 1735-1760, doi: 10.1360/N012017-00147

© 2017 (hERZE) 254t www.scichina.com mathcn.scichina.com



R BAE: SCEMAL S T R TR0 S Bl A

TR, FESEI A3 2 PP 5, ANAAEAE Je s 22U AR (40 97%) HEAE 51 SR A [F] R R A 73
FHLTG (operational taxonomic unit, OTU), ZAJFH4F | H) OTU 5O A K 16S rRNA Hd FEXT LG, 1
A5 BAS [F) T b PR 2 1R P AN B (BB, Ak, R SRR AIUE BT A — A RGUR AR,
FF R3] OTU 1EA R E K BN G 6e 8 e W AN A 73 RS R AE ) & &, AR, 49, B B
J& PP B

5 16S rRNA E5%F — Brpnic JE K7 AR, 428 (R 2H S b vkl 3 2 $ERF i 4 50 28 DR 40— &l )y
M3 3T E A 2R RE B, 5 5E0E FEh OA R RN 240 7 7145 B 5 i e 1
AP FEAR B X I VE ISR A 2 B R . ANad, e T RR I 2R R 22, o B DR AL P 1)
TR P 0) S50V 2 B B 2SR A 161, 0 20 it IRl S Bl 2 O B A% 50T Syl e 1) S e 4
IR AL FE, W] LAZ WOCHR (7).

ASC F E R A AR P A 2E W R AR DR Ge vt 7, B AETHEL (count data) A B (composi-
tional data) 7). TN I Bl A G MR AL S, TR IR T UAEAE A R R
G e B, TR GE B s AR R AL B = T AR T S R ARAE, D E OTU Ik
Hony LA B 5] — A A N S B 4O 4y, ORI OTU RAA R B s, 2R 2 OTU #f
RAEABIFEA S T 808, /£ AR ECNZE. 8=, TP IR EERFEAR R NANE, A R4
H R BBUH ZAROR, — MR BE R B T2 AR A R R AR oy, Fedex & Bk
DAIIAS . =5 5 T A I A7 AE B A A — B2 B0 J@ 1t AN BEAE G v o0 My vh ] S 220 28 DY, s A3 30 1)
OTU S BARAERT L5, B R Gt 3] <@ X —Znl by, MM Bt B a, e som
WREILHRLE. X EWERAT T ZR S 4L E R o B AT o0 i, &I A B AN E L A
MET TG INERT R R L BE B TIEMEN. &5, RGUKEM AT DL T H s
ST IREE Z S, W 1 Pos, B85 SARRANF SR 7 K5 TT, 45 AR EBAR/KE 1 73 28
BIG (W1 OTU BUJE i), T A0 4 sl A M AR A AR B S 1940 2R T (st 171). Rk, X
S B4 1 43 28 B 76 I T BUBUR T A 1 45 R 1 BB A

TEMAE A R e, AT O BR8] AR LUR JUAS. B 58RIk 11, B
Ot P S AR B 2 AR TR AR ) = R 5 A R AT B se ks 3. Lok, AT BRIt 9 I JE A A= W0 b ) DA
KBTS NARfEFE (wnfr &R BMI #6828, body mass index) AR HEA I, 1X AT LS [FH
TR TR RN RIS 0 B A7 S, B AR AT S HUS TR B ) et HEWT. A, fEEdE At R e, 3R
IR BT 2 FE A B 10 T LA A, ABRIE S VWG & BE M. ST RE AL 72 5L R 2 =4 /0
4 R R BT, TS ILSCRR [8). Li 4519 FIl Layeghifard 45 101 5 ot 4= 42 11 AH B A FH AR 158 A 11
SRR 2 RN DA 22 () S B HEAT 7[RI, A S a3k — 20 AN v 4RS00 A 48 18 20 2800 9 A 7 TR SRR T 4
RAUE D 2H 7 B8 o3 W ) — e Gt 1 U7 V.
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FEASCH, FATH RS F-RER R R B E AL AR &/ 1) &, /NG 7 BER R E 1) 1) S alohr &, HLAE R
FREITIE IR, MR 0 € B2, 12 al, (0 — 1,2,00) WL £, F030 XIEPE A, & [Als — Y, las]
AW T |AlF = (> i, afj)% 9 A 1] Frobenius {03, || Al|max = max; j |a;;| NICEM (o T8
i&, HAHel = maxjy ZZ |aij| A HIFERE 4 Yiéﬁ, ||A||2 = max; 0;(A) N A E‘]%‘??ﬁéﬁ, ||A||* = Zi ai(A)
N A BIREE b 0i(A) 8 A W5 0 KIVARE. 2 A RITEERE, 1D Al o = X2, lai| AEXT
TR ¢ T8

2 EYETHBEES R

A [ B A 2L 2 o ) e A T USRS T T k. A8 P RO R W] D b 2 R 3 A v
SREERIRENLE, BRI D9 Fr 45 1 T 8ot vT DR 9t A= P ie = 5 ) — /S M A ) s B 5 2 AR,
i TR T R S B e ORI, AR S FH 73 JE A58 (hierarchical model), X3
SAEG BB R A, MU S @ 4EE T T AN ST PEmT. Ak, m e s S ks A R AT g
SRR SR K TREAR, A THZEXGEAIN— & M PO A 7T B BEAT S e vt 20 A7
BN 5 WL Dirichlet 2 0143 4F (Dirichlet-multimomial, DM) B8 DL & i — g f2.

2.1 DM #EE KGNS i R 750

PEBTRATRIE] n AMREA, AR T p FBCEMIOEEEL 4 2y (i=1....nij=1,....p)
%%i_\‘*’%zlg 1 E*EP ] J:E,:Jiiﬁiﬁ, #iﬂ r; = (-rih ey a?ip)T *D Ni = Z?:l .’Eij j‘jﬁf—zl—( 7 @%‘dﬁ@ﬁiiﬁ( EE
T iy RAEHCIE GBS, I 18 S E WA B 1 7 B ks 5, AT B AR5 18 22 T AR LA

) p
(i mi) = <];[1) Hﬂffjv (2.1)
7 j:1

H ey = (mi, o mip) T RFEAS @ WM Z I ARS8 7y > 0,5 =1,...,p, Y0 miy = 1.
X2 WA, HIEATT 20 iz 28 e, Ml X, AR E W REYL A &, WA

E(X”) = Niﬂ-ij; Var(Xij) = NZ’ITZ](l — 71'2']'). (22)

X RCE AR, AN FEREARRN R ZHOT BRI AR, BAT TR <HEATE” (overdis-
persion), REWIN B AN FRIREAS il 70 K00 75 22 B35 KT 2 WA T 245 tH 0T 2. IX WG B FE
ANAFBRZINAGSEL T AERER B S I A 1, IR 2 S5, BATMERBA
FIREAR B> ZHOR E R — BN R R A R SEIL. 13X — REN AR B HUE 23 A 7E SR ALY (simplex)
b, —AE R340 52 Dirichlet 7347, ‘B2 Bayes it 5 2 W4 M ILBE R 7041, HEZE 104

F(a-l-) £ aj—1
fD(ﬂ'i; a) = W H 7Tij] , (23)
j= j=1

Ht a=(ai,...,ap)T /& Dirichlet 7S, WL «; >0, =1,...,p, M a; = Z?:l aj. Gt (2.1)
F(2.3), BATATLAE H DM AR I HER 25 A1 N

Jor(@:s ) = / fat(@ss 70 fo (s @) d,
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p

:(N>FN+O[+ H “"””*O‘ﬂ (2.4)

DM BB 5] —Fh A S HATTIER S 65 = 0, 0 = 1o, WS AT 5

«

. _(N; H§=1 H§Z1{¢’g(1 —0)+ (k—1)0}
fom(@s: 6.0) = (w) T i AR

R SR T A3 b SR & SCE 5 ke, IO

E(Xij) = Ni¢j, Var(X;;) = Nigj(1 — ;) {1+ 6(N; — 1)}, (2.5)

M ¢; ZIE T IE, 1 0 FRAEATZ 2L (dispersion parameter), ZIiE T 77 2 FERPE. A (2.2)
A (2.5) ATEAE Y, DM BT ZH Z B AR 230 7 — 1+ 0(N; — 1) BT

La Rosa %612 R DM T%’WF?@?M@c%ﬁk“@ﬁkﬁﬁ%@“lﬂ@ DM BRI Z AL R AR A
TR RN, H (2.5) BIEMBHL ¢; WHEMETTN ¢; = 202, H N =0 N, MHUE S 0

ATy
Zf 1(51 - Gj)
>ioa{Si + (Ne = DG}

é:

1 S 1 < Zij 2 1 & xy Zij
N. = N — &zi=l-Ti - N[ 29 _ 4. - N2 (1 29
¢ TL—].( N >, S] n—lz:: 1(N1 ¢j> ’ GJ N—’HZ 1N1< Nl>

=1

R p BIET N & TR RENE BT, JE M THRA 0 RGP, G0 I i An L
RSO AT LA b 50 T A My LR B BERG 56 A e 1 S I A i, i SR AR 56
%'ﬁﬁiﬂ%ﬁi%ﬁk ¢ REE T R IR ¢ M5,

Ho:¢p=¢o vs. Hyi:¢p# o,
W] 25 BN Wald KBRS Git&:
Ty = (¢ — ¢0)" (V(eo, 0, N)) ™ (¢ — o), (2.6)
Hodr (1) RHFEM Moore-Penrose | Ui, T

V(¢o,0,N) = {(ZM ) }(D(¢0)—¢o¢g)7

H D(¢po) ZXTHICH o BIXTAFERE. fERABWET, Ty WA 8 H HEZHEFE D(ho) — dodn
ORI SIS N s I R o v = = W 5 I N I R 3 ST D SR N s Y N Dl ]
B (B BEAS 6 e L. 3], T 1 ARG 6

Hy:p1=¢2 vs. Hi:¢1 # ¢o,

FAH R s e e vk B
= (¢1— ¢2)"S (1 — 1), (2.7)
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Hor S 52 X2 WLk [12, (8)]. AN, IXEeAG 56 G5 T =AML o fi 4 J0 i p [Blse N BTk
F3 HIHEZE T BOLI, ST At A B 2 BARAE K B AR T B 28 T SO s ik, WS S8 ik 7 A
ISR AR NS, p (A0 THHE T EAE B A 2575 4 (bootstrap) B & 4 [15] (permutation) 512, Xt 5 2
LERE .

B T XA o) 4 AT A5G, Chen AT Li 161 76 DM BER FREFL T IR E R (IR EHN)
XA 0 B oy 2EL R RT SEE. LEARATTASE A B SEBR St v, i R A ) S 04S T 98 N EREELE 214 M
BE TSNS P BB T A RO R, ISR T — MV EFERE Z = (2i)nxg (AW
W Z 58 1), Kb g AR m4Er). R AEYH OS5 A B IR K, Chen AT Li %18
T DM HERUEE — M S T7 1, FBR I T U R E e AR Y

a;(z;) = exp (Zﬁjkzik), (2.8)
k=1

Hrb zi = (zi1y -y 2i9) T, B RE TR EXEM 5 BEH. 2 B = (Bjk)pxas Bk = Biks - Bor) T

FHid U(B; X, Z) ¥ BN (2.4) Ja BTSRRI EL. 24 p F1 g BRI, BELEEOCAALIR B B2 Ak

THERAFRE, Chen M Li #t— B [& T RE M B &I K, 2 B P THEN

q q
B = argmin{ —UB:X,Z)+ M Y _1Bella+ A2 ||ﬂk||1}, (2.9)
B k=2 k=2

Hodr Ny ANy AR HARE B RIS T S 40, Chen A1 Li ZUUE H A2 XIGIE (cross validation) B
BIC #EN] (Bayesian information criterion) KEFETISEL. B0 KT ||Bello MIETI T LLFE S
HKFRIMER T LT RIS RELE | 1S, By MAIHER B4 0, REWLE & MEME T EH Y
Wi, B8 AR || Bl AIAE TR LA S BOT R AP IR ER 1 B8, B DS B AN 0, BE
P 50 B P B A3 VR R R AR BRIY. Chen AT Li 2 H T 20 Al R 7% (block coordinate descent) K
KRFRAL IR (2.9), (HHI TARREONE I, A HESF BRI GETHEBT, Wl ih & A S 1 LT 25
BEAT AR BORL 56 1 77 2.

FfUH, Wardsworth 55 191 7£ Bayes HEZL T 5 & TAREI M 10l &R, HAESHL g, BAEA TEHR %%
(spike-and-slab prior) Kik F|AZ BRI BUR. R, Wardsworth 64 B;, HI%65 A

Bik ~ &N (0,07) + (1 = &r)do(Bjr),

Horr &) ZH 0 BR 1 M Z{HAL &, & /& Dirac § BREL, of ZIH | AR & XA -ER T 2%.
MATT AR & &, KIMZEZSEL ), Wardsworth 55— BB HAE R R B N -F 411 Beta 70 1ii. b
J&, Wardsworth S84 H 7 MCMC 7% (Markov chain Monte Carlo) X J& 56 7347 2E47 S8 114 .
Wardsworth 5% J& H 2 56 4 Bayes *ﬁﬂ, TESCIG R L7 A T HEHE5E5E. 5 BT e A7
TE, R 5585340 () RAEAE LA e 30 50 = 48 FE (115 L, Bayes BBIAEAEME LAAS BUARHT A, FAE L8 R e A
TE—EREJE LR XA TR N .

f£ DM AR LR b, 22 AR E R T aner b G A 40 B i ) PR AH B0 SRk AT S ABE, 0 HL R 20 1
FhA] ) ELAAR G OR R 1% BLAG AT B A0 T AR B G MR B BE B 7. W TR & X = (Xq, ..., Xp)T,
Gy R AN RAHOCIE P T 2256 FE 3 = (04))pxp ZH, HH 0y = Cov(X;, X;). (B, PhJ7 2 ZIE |7
ANy B AAE SRR/, ANRe iy 3 BB O, AR CPEAE e 2 R A A FH A D% R E 2% A
FRSTAEFEIR, EAT153 T 7N 75 3 i oAt A% 7 1R 2 P 52 i R0 4 52 ) i, 0 1 S 38 B A B AR o0 R 1 B
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B Y X R p ZEIES AT, & i A BRAHSR R BN 0 ST AL, RS TORS R R
(precision matrix) @ = (2)7! = (wij)pxp TH wi; = 0.

Yang 200 }3 T — N ERA mLDM (metagenomic Lognormal-Dirichlet-Multinomial) DA [E] it
fiti THRCAE W0 T R T B EL AR 50 DL BUE ) S 5 b A B O VE L. #E Chen A1 Li 2% 18 0 B 2k P45
M (2.8) WAL L, Yang S5t — DB X

q
a;(zi) = exp (Z Bikzik + wij>7 (2.10)
k=1
Horp
w; = (wih s 7wip)T ~ N,’D(Ha (ﬂ)_1)7

KH g RIS W RAVEMB I ZEGE B M Q, BATT R T WA 26 fk A 4 53 (0 4
S A A B G OC R, B BB BN RIS NS 4, Yang S 1A B ST AAR T, Xt
| By A1 [y #BHEAT T35, G156 T B I A SRR AR AR 0. AL, BT USR pR HOd T 5 2%,
Yang U E ZA N F A AR w, U NSHIE B p M1 Q SHERIR, 858 7 Pk s T B
EAT S H AT

Lk [EIS, Biswas &5 21 925 187 A [F] (4 ) /L, A AT 1A T Poisson ST EUEZRSAEAY, BB i B
AN Poisson 7347, [F]—FEAAS [ B FH 1) Poisson 734 S AU BUG T A& 1A & B A T4 (2.10) B3k
AR HOT kR s BB VLR AR S mLDM 7k KRN, X BAFEER. FEIEH, Biswas
SFMAAY MInt (microbial interaction) %A ELIEZ EAMA VI EE B B R AE, T2 £E AR B inN
TR ATRES, 3 AMZER G H R AR B R e Y. DL X PR k52 Wit AEY)
FHAE R, RV B A B ST . T B KRB SR %, Rt
SARAL BEAE —E AMERE, BANIE F T4 B I T

2.2 DM BRI R

DM 7Y B SRR 3t e 1 A A 40 4 5 A 15 A A P I A, R AR T 22 T4 A it 5 A n 1 —
AT S, REZE 1) SR TSR BN IR, JCH R 0T B Ak a)AH BLAE F AR BA R OR I R BRI, 3
St b, —AS p 4E/ Dirichlet 2340 i AN p AMAHE AL Gamma 43048 H— A, X260 &
DM RS A AN [5] AR B 6] (R AR DG PE S5 46 — 51T, 22 T3 A R ok 25 2 3 BOA 8] 4 B ) SRR G i)
#¥; 53— 771, Dirichlet 7347 ) A2 AL 1) 5 R 5 FEAS 25 18 B R 1) EF % 20 B AH B S ). (H SRR
e, SR RIREAS SR DG, A TR ARG 22

—A BRI o 2 A B — (1) Dirichlet 340 A PR Dirichlet 34 [ & (Dirichlet multinomial
mixture, DMM), 2B F)F X FEA AT RZE0HT. Holmes %5 123 [T DMM B /E AP 20 %
R, WAL K A Dirichlet 730 MR G MR, ZE 2 o, . .., ax, IREFIBER w1, ..., wk,
W S wp = 1. 3% (2.3), DMM B F X FEHAM A SH «, MRS AT RN

K
Iglix(ﬂ-i;akvwka k= ]-7 .. ,K) = Zwka(ﬂ-mak)
k=1

Holmes it —1E ap; ESIANT Gamma 73 ifERNSELK:, X DMM BA3AT | Bayes Giit4EHr. A
i, VRARER h— AN WL R 82 K ORIEEL, Holmes 2542 HHE 54 Bayes HEZR NIl LA E K T
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BT AN R T AT B I 61K 77 5. DMML B8 AT DA SR FEAS R 4T 70 R R R, (HAL T [A]— 38
HREAATS SR IG5 DM A iy 7 22 25 40 AN 5 5 1A 1)

N T BEE RIS HA AR TR I AR L Xia S5 R4 B TR0 A 0 A S R S b 2
P IEZS Z T A A58 125:26] (additive logistic normal multinomial, ALNM). ALNM A58 % 2 11 3 Aii
PISEAE L PR L (additive log-ratio, alr) 484t J5 AR M IEZS 7040, R, 7Rk —Matr p 1E
RFUE (baseline) A& )5, alr g N

T
Y; = alr(mw;) = {log <:“) yo. ., log <7r;_pl> } . (2.11)
ip ip

Xia SFHFFT 7 ALNM B8N RUZAEYH MR Z BRI KR, W b ~ Np1 (i, ), U1 2, e RT K
FEA i BIPAR&, Xia 2B u; = BTz, Hi B = (By,...,8,)" € R*C-D JRFUEFE. BT Xia
LEEME p BUMEVERYEE ¢ BORKMIETE, MhATHE 7 3 20 20 B3 78 550 P USR 7 VAl R AU
K, BD

al

n q
(B,3) = argmin{ - ZZ(B, Yixi,zi) + /\Z ||,3]||2},
(B,%) i=1 =1
Kb U(B, S ay, z;) AMMBEA @ /£ ALNM BRI EUBAR, N RIETT S8 AR T v L3R
REUERE B 10 ARG, BIRE e AR X AR DA VA R Xia SFBEZ $2 T MCEM (Monte
Carlo expectation maximization) V2R FR AL IR R, {5 4728 IR RIE LT 28 ALNM
H R GO R A R S B3 i, B2 T B A T R RE R, X845 EiR MCEM 5i%k
ANRERLH T B AN B 2 IS T b, BeAh, ALNM AR 55— A il JU, AN () ) R AR B8 0k 5 ) g 5
BUR SEIA R A B AANE, TRED, 0 7 AR (W5 ) MRS ER, alr 2285 (10432
AR M IEZS 0 A, (AIME RS Z 3 T REAT Lo AR e, IX W] BES N 5 Sl b o A M i e (n
Mg ).

HEAh, DM BERLE A 25 8 R G A A S5 K, Tz 5 BARAEA B TR A B o i i,
Wang Fl Zhao ") $##H T Dirichlet #2144 (Dirichlet-tree multinomial, DTM) ##4 28], &5 DM i
RULE P T R AL B0 ) B B ARG Dirichlet 29 A ANE], DTM SRR A i AT ARSI 1 — A4
Dirichlet 734, LA 1 N, #eh 3t 6 NS5 A, 5 DNAHREE Rl e &S RIS N £, WHRES
RAMINEG V. MDA v eV, L ¢, AH TR MRINES, WRAA L S5 H 74
A B 5 AT 20— A 2 T, DRSS R B BEAIGR L T 2 R BUC . el v e V I C, 35
SHIZTATBEN b, = {bue : ¢ € Coy WA by > 0, e bye = L FUE X 8,0(l) FH 0 2 ¢ 7
RERAR BIIAM 45 i 1 s TR H, BI24 1 A2 L ¢ ARES S TR NI 6,0(1) = 1, T80 6,c(1) = 0. BEIS
DM R h Z I3 A IS HL 7y W AH— RS by KR,

™ = H H ngC(j)~

vEY cEC,

X BRI NS TR TREA ¢ AR, JRid
Tye = Z 6vc(j)xj7 Ty = Z Tye,

JEL c€Cy

T2 S04 1 2 43 A
ful{bov e Via) = [ om0 T e
H 1) c€Cy

oo [eee, D(zype +
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B, BATHEREA T 5 S Z WA Z 5 b, LHRS| AN— Dirichlet 704, iILHZHN oy, W) DTM
FRA IR A AT RN

forullan v € Viw) = I] [ fullbuo € VYia)fo(biian) db,

veY

_ F(IU‘F + I)F(av-l-) F(Ivc + avc)
=11 D(zoy + o) le_c[ D(zye + 1) (ape)’

veY

Hf oy =Y ce, e Wang M Zhao HJE T WA EX AL 1 BV ) 3, RIS REAS e (BN
TR H AR
log(avc) = ZTﬁvca

Horb 2z R R, Boe ZIE T FTA AR EXB o B ¢ KEBIER. BACRBEARRIIAF « 18] b, o 2
oz g, AR BT S B = {Bue,v € V,c € Cp}. 18 DTM BRI EIA N Inrm (8; X, Z),
Wang 1 Zhao 5 & J W1 N ARBRIN 70 2785 B AUSR T A TH 24,

b= arg;nin{ i BX 2 MY Y Bl + 0 Y ||ﬁvc|2},

veV c€Cy vEV c€C,

Hodr Ay B\ RENISH TS Chen F Li FI57E (2.9) KL AN FFEFEH, Chen F Li 14
g A — AN AR BN T B A R B RE R Dy — 20, ZHN RO 0 EIRAE I AR R 58 A AN LI
AWy T Wang 1 Zhao ) DTM AL 4321 2 BT W A8 S i b i RSB — 4, N R EC0N 0
BIRE XA PAL MR R, i )5, Wang fl Zhao $2H T — AT LS A BT (accelerated
proximal gradient) >Kfif_FR LAk i) 25

FIFETE DTM #5880 F, Tang 5529 2 & T A M4 43 A 56 1) @, JEI0N TR &5 MfE B, X T
DTM A8 g — 744 () DM LAY FRATLAHIZE AT (2.6) MIGETHRREAT % T 410 BB RS JR ¥
fyksr 56 v] RE LL 42 R DML SR A 56 T 24T vy, 3X A2 PR FE 48 B AR 6 BE T e 1Y 5 L AR 46 R 3 11
DAL, AT e S 4 s (R A 3 45 e 0 N AR B AIRYH, BITLL, DTM A58 BAG 562 75 R4S 58 Th R R
THER R EASE S T RBHEE. WA, AYE B NS A v e Vv XML

. _ 0 ) 0
Hyy:op =0, vs. Hi,:oy # oy,

Hob of) RFSgE N R, WESRTEE Ho = ,cyp Hoo F, BTG RN p Eedt
MSZE), BB R TR € B CRTE TR &5 m 0 e B2 BBk A T, RERT 43 B Se vt 2 ik 4>
i (ZICHR [29, EEE 1] 8K [30]). KT X B A 25 A5 5 (10— RIVBAL S, Soriano A1 Ma B 45 H1,
Jr 8 B 56 PT e 2 A5 I I B LR (A 9 25 SRARARL, WO 28 R AT BE 2 Y s AT 30 B D . 1K
R AE A A S KRG K AERR AT RERAL, PIOATERR AN 70 R eI AL Bl B 2 i, FL4 o oA
L. R, N T AR FERE Hy #EHAT7RE, Tang 25 29 #F— & 8 T PhyloScan (phylogenetic scan)
fr 5677 v, AR R T = n iR R gt & R, 5 TR ERGE S H R Con Y £ 0 B
HRA S i v, FBEHACLE AT — 145 AL A = o, WIX = AN S B T — MRS,
THEERFEEE T = MRS ST, 755 HE S — M=ol — BRI X B S vt &
SIS AT O T 04 R F AR R S, 75 R BRI = oA, AR, BN RIS
(K =TCH A 2 4E) AR, G a R I45H1, Tang 5545t 1K EEAT IS 1) p H IR /AME S 1)
AR IE 7.
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B 7 UL EIXEe DM BEEYE, A AN E T E AR, A Ay SR
BT AR R B AL A RN [R] s B RE ARSI, Shi A Li 801 2558 1 B Z U0 (paired
multinomial, PairMN) B8, 78 2 WA _EJ2 A XS 8T o A KRB BscheA o A Pl
6 X; = (@], 27) € RP*2, Shi A Li ARG 2 2 50, ZH A «f M wf, B S H
AN AR A T B

E(n!) = pt, Var(nl)=%' t=1,2, Cov(n} n})=x"

2 (R K2

SR PairMN HER AT BB S AN BAR A5, (BRI ATE A THI A T 25 (2 3R (30, 5
BAD). PRk, TR AR R B SR

Ho:pt=p? vs. Hy:p'#p?,

P25 BT (2.7) TBARHIGEH &, JFaTESHAE p BE . N BT I N R#nL oA, s
38872 DM BRI, PairMN 86 T (¥ 77 25 AN G072 IE B RS BE T A8 Y B OR A AR Al - B
2 LK, PairMN R R AL THE T RELE H Al 70 A T L DM B U IG S8 T E DU RCE . PairMIN
B ] DLy e B0 5 L, REERIT DTM AR AEREAR T4 L 51N PairMN ZpAf BRI 17 H., A
TR I PR A B0 T Bt T ST Y, W] RAREAT EOCER B B E R A R B AR RS (H A2 TR EAR
Lk Hbr e 4/ BN, R X %K /R g v B RS, Bl T RER AR
W R Z, I S A RRX 2 p [E 45 S Bk T & B ARRH G E BT T
Ko — 2, (EAEAN R 2 B ARRT FRIHE T ROA ).

WESR 22 T3 A1 BB EAN oK B Dirichlet 2047, [RIFE AT LAV 22 5070 A, WO TH R 1o (391
BB, Tang 2502 3 T — A — K QCAT (quasi-conditional association test) J7ikXHAEY)
L5y AN B P AR B OC R AT A VA AR 3. AT TR I S Xia 5524 ) ALNM RERUFE—Bir
TR SO 25 1, (H A B AR s 2 T A A2 A8 IR 25 0 A Redpl 3, o (2.11), %

E(z;) = Nym;, ;= ale(m;), ;= Bz,

WAl et j=1,...,p—1, F
_ exp(z] 3;)
Shpexp(z] Br) + 17

M i = 1/{3°72 exp(2TB;) + 1}. Tang S B RAF U T A5 T LA T 250 B:

T4 (2.12)

n

Zsi(B) = Z(ﬂci — Nimij) ® T = Opxqs
i=1 i=1
H Si(B) = (zi — Niymij) @ x;, ® A3 Kronecker 1. fE4 BT 2 R, REFE FAHBR KL, %
T3 B Ak T AR T ECEE AN 2 TS A I W A A . S SRR B S, i, RS Ho - 81 = 0,
Al LM S RIE 2 G & (score statistics), X AR, b4k, Tang 25 B2 BH /& T iHHEE R+ 0
KZ BRI IR, BB 6,5 = I (2 #0), FHor 1) RvntEss, W (2.12) /M5 H

_ 8ij exp(zf B;)
Sl Gk exp(2F Br) + i

7Tij
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T AT DA o 50 1) TE 3B SR o1 07 RE AT Sl v AMB s 3. T 0 4y, T
LS SUASTH T2 (generalized estimation equations) FY 7 VEREAT AL /0 HT. B T3 0 tHEAI % FE,
Tang 2582 H 0 QCAT 7yl Ay B 28 L, H AR S AT IR Tk 2 3R, Tang 55 B2 ffliH 772
H A T T T E L R AR AR BRI, BRI, SRR 2 S B AN IR, T iE R R g &
BONATE.

SRS, B TSR 7t e A i A LG R s SR E RO RN, BT 2T Hh
I FRREAT AR, SCBRAE A AT — MR A AE B 7 28 2% R8RS A Bl 55 R () S 4. BV ASE 2 1 B 1 R o
I Al ARG 6 [l L, 5 R BB B A M, BIN BB . KR4 4 BB AL BV A e
IRUF b e B S eI T, VM p A E AL ¢ FARKIIESL, EAHRI St B0t xE DL g
S, I B TR AR, RIS A B R B Rk, Rk RSt RS FE BTy
J& (scalable) 77V, & H B A A i ) — DNEETT . fa, RATES AN TTER B AR FF
DL A2 A5 A A3 s 4 A e G5 7R SR 1 TP MRS IX B m gk AR AE R Al T BRI VR R R IE TR
AH AR AR B RN GRS . iR TVE RS IAE A M IR = SO, WA S e iR % e
TRREEAR I, W SHAE = 4.

2.3 MITEBUIREIR 2 IR

B 1 T RO A, 3 AT DA T BCEE e A i BdiE e, R R R R 1 G T A
Jiid. A EBIEAE, R BARRR T A SR AN B G TR, PR R R T AR R
R R, ¥ O p 4ERO R, W o BUEAE p— 1 4R SPot B E SN

P
Sl = {71': (7T1,...,7Tp)TZ7Ti >0,Z7Ti = 1}.
i=1

HE, REEER RSB KT EWETE, X4 5 S0 5= T 0 B AR 4 1) 5o s 7 A 77 132 it
TRRRAERL. b BB A A AR T b, A 2 TR B A R o) F AR, TP i) R E02
BT REA K AN S IR BEEAS /& ). 2478 & 1) 7 R oA e T BT R E (0 OTU) I, iX/ME &
AT RLA 5 B

X TR B b, AT SR 7V E AR ST AE Altchison $& HY (0 LG AR 45 (25330 [y B qh |
B, (2.11) & SRt B b AR e, el T 20E SR RO X2 EE (centred log-ratio, clr) A2 #k:

clr(m) = <log %,...,log g?ﬁ'))’ (2.13)

Horh g(w) = (IT=y mi) /P & w B UM, X T B Ba i ge it o rorids, BATE AR T3 b it giishig.
XS i S B Al o B KT
15 A HL PR AT s 21 Bl B8 1) IMid AR 4T R — REA S B et A7 9 — 14k, BY

T
7fl_mle _ ( Li1 Lip )
7 - P R D B ’
=1 %ij j=1Tij

XA R Z T AR (2.1) FRIBCRALIAME . SR, BT B A K& 0, 1R LA
A — A A5 o3 i TP A I 2 1 0, AT TGV 4k 2R3 A7 2 T 0 B bl AR 0 0 1 20 e o W ik, — AN
LR IEAN R 7V R A AR S — 2 = AP THEL (pseudocount), TN THECR /N IR SRR
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#1 DM RERHARKREALLE

Jiik H bz SSPR) WA AR
RfmEmd  REEE4
DM [12] T HAT IR FAE PRI ARYT R Dirichlet 4317 Sk %1 i £ i )%
F P e A
Chen Al Li[16] ETF AR AR F B, E DM BB ERS R = =
WA T ENS AR R R & I 1E
4340 S 5 R, I [T 28 B A R 43 2
A&
Wardsworth 28 19 fili i+ 8 4= My B M X 2 B, 7E Bayes FUHESE FOE AR & 7 =
AN EEN YR WIEH, JEE R SE IR S
5340 R S AR
mLDM [20] [ (G T AR P BT ) e T) A R 2 0 ) P W g ZE 5 2 =
YER AR AR AR B B DA R A A AR i A% e (] 1)
V] )4 A 2 H50H0 1 55 AL BR 3
MInt [21] EIRAETHRZED R B3 A Poisson- X HUIEZRS 4 Z = 4
ER AR AE R AR B AL R
] )4
DMM 23] T A ISR AERIARYT IR A Dirichlet 73 Ai1EA @ T A &
FE 2656 R 221 e R WA
ALNM [24] flvh AR A R, IR MR R RS £ WA A @ 2
AR AR BRI T O 1 A
53 2H R 5 ) Bl
DTM [27] FHARGRAEWREERE A Dirichlet £ A7 2% = 2
RBPANEEN AR R THEENLETARER
PapEin i) A R
PhyloScan (2] £ DTM AT, HEH ARG P T g i )%
AW 53 RSB 1) R FIIE R
PairMN [30] o O SR AL VRIS DA £ T4 AT A S e A, i T A &
AN AR 2 1E 2 Wi A b ERA NS5
HEAT o3 AR
QCAT [32] ETF A AR F R, BABRREES A, R i @
AN EEXNSHEDR S AT R

Iy R

A MM, S S A e A il R P ) e MRS FE. (OB o 1), Bl sed it

BN e, M TR

~naive __

ZL’ij+C

T (@t o)
X AR S B B AN T IEAE SR IR Bayes DM BERUE S 56 W13 2 S50 (), B = HIZEI6 S5
A o W] Dirichlet 434, W25 @ WM x; T m KEE DM ESEN x; + o # Dirichlet 7047, HIHEA

Tij + o

Bm | @) = Ni+ay’
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YEA IR FRE, B AR S TR o M5, Bl a=sp=s-(1/p,...,1/p)T, HH ¢ = (1/p,
L Up)T W Y ¢y =10 R 2B TANA s FEERUN X 0 TR IEAME.

AN () e it £ 22 T BUESRAN A A% 0 BOIEAME, Gd I AT AT 7R 2258 R B30 SR AR (1 T 1,
HEA—w M. SeAh, FUONIEFE T80 0, J5 825 T X B b AR (1 2 A1 5 V5 vl B X S 536 S 4001
IR RUR.

HH TR AR T R A AT AH LA S 005 S, B X S —FE AR B e 30 250 v] DU B T HAd AR AR 1Y
{5 5. Martin-Fernadez 25 B4 & 7 —~ U7 Bayes 314 (geometric Bayesian-multiplicative, GBM) ]
AE58 4> Bayes JIERMTEHH . HAERBAEQE =M. — 24 ¢ Bik$E, Martin-Fernddez 55 8
VO THEAR 4, @y NAT T HARPEATRAESE 5 SR L), B

oo = o
T NN,

B 5T s FEERL, Martin-Fernddez 455 T o FIMER, 2 si = 1/g9(¢s), B g(¢:) 7& ¢ HIJLT
HIME. 55, Martin-Fernadez 257648 L 5656 (O FERE_EdE4T T Tt A%, DU AT B0 20 18] (1)
E A AN [R5 22 LRI T 24028 . 5 i3, GBM J7VEZe HY I R A -

8

iJ ’ i—/l Lij 207
~GBM % Ni+ si K
i =9 @ . GBM W
]\Z(l — > AP Fw, £0,

k,rikzo

GBM JFVELEA T B R o B T 8 35 (leave-one-out) MEHUIEEE, 3& 4/ T T HEAE E,
FE— R 1 T R R BN T3 (R B 7 R 1 U7 v, (RTE SR AL 2t T b, JRATTAE PR e (e
FN gt e 2 % i o e e N 0 s L M/ S = R I PG <P e s S S R NS A DY (33'
AN FEFREA R A R FEA R B B EUi L p — 1 4RSI Asn), H 32 2 2 DU LA A JE R
TR, T B 2 L B AR R Y A A ], HL o B b AR e R B A A A SR sy
BT AR FEA, WA SCAE S ) — i AR R R SC B o) | AT B BE AR AR £ 0o 0 5 L AR 462 5 1 2 8
yi = clr(m;) FEHER 5 R —NEPAIRRRERE, JF 52t TS BOE SO RUR Al T LR, Rl 3,
ZWRART cr ZEY = (y1, ..., yn) KSR BTSN

log(fm(X;Y)) = ng log 7/ (y;) + C,

% 2 DM HELME AL SHEEE B4

P s ay—s/p my =0 REIHEME
Haldane 0 0 0
1 1
Perks 1 P p(N;+1)
1 1
Jeffreys % b3 2N;+p
Bayes-Laplace P \/L ﬁ
SN - N; 1
FITHR VvN; » p(Vntl)

DWu C, Gao Z, Deng M, et al. LR?: Low-rank matrix recovery for large sparse count data. Technical Report, 2017.
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Hrp ¢ RESHICRNEL, 1M

N = (s i) — [ EXPWi) exp(Yip) )
m(yi) = (7 (¥i), .- 7 (yi)) (Zj o) S exp(yo) (2.14)
S ol e, PR, 1T SR R —— W, 0 T (ST RGN, R Y,y = 0.
M, LR? fliit- & YUR 5 SO IR DAk 1 31
-5 Y. wiylogm(yi) + AIIY*} (2.15)

1<i<n, 1< <p

IhlxIx

min
IY [lmax <, Y'1,=0

Hrb o RSHUERE Y TREH N LR, 1, BN 18 p 4EfE, X G EEE T R K
A FERE ARG BORFE B AR I A 5t 561, SR b URT DAMEAS AT S 806 R —ARER Y. il th S 808
e YIRS M REROME AT Y (2.14) SR AR T ADMM (alternating Direction method of
multipliers) FVERAEOLAIR R (2.15), RINIE T4 B LSEAERE R ACRIEFERT (BN r), ££5
&GS 2RO, A

||Y—YLR2||%:Op(rnp(n \/p])\;og(n-l-]ﬂ)) b KL(H’ﬂLRz):Op(rn(n\/p)]ifog(rH—p))7 (2.16)

Hp I = (7y,...,7,)T, nVp = max{n,p}, KL(IL IT) N RS EFEEATH KL 8% (Kullback-
Leibler divergence) <, & XN
A 55
KL(IL II) = i log =L,
( ’ ) Zz]: Tij og ﬁij

AL, FATERA K (minimax) FIRLH TAGTHET T A, BIEY RS HGERE R RE, Y €Y
={Y e R"?:Y1,=0,]|Y||max < o, rank(Y) < r} B, FEREL 6 > 0 515

inf sup Py (KL<H<Y>, ) > ¢, Vp)) > 5
Y Yey

il

inf sup Py (|Y — Y||% > Carnp(n VP)) > 0.
Y vey N

I A LA E AT (2.16) AR i, AT ITVEEAR Z — R T B = SCR 2 AL

Cao 55 BT B 8T AU o FE REAl v 1) . S5 BRATRB AR, Cao SRR 6 FE T AR B i
—UTRARICRREERE, JF4RHH 75 (2.15) RUARIAZTEEIE TIAR AR T %, HES 17 WS SI0H B AR /MR
KFF. HTAEEAGEFE A0 56 B i A7 7+ (B BBV (singular value thresholding) 2 5 B FEATE
BB ), Cao S84 H 1T SO AL fUR BEVE SR AR LA AL o) . {5 75 2448 B R R 647 1 T
FALT p— 1 4ETE B e G R BR 8], A5 E 53 AR BRARRR B TG 67 R I 2 A 198 IR P ek, o
SR 2% BREAE A) A SRR A

& 7 EAEARIAESH (B Bayes) FIORYEARFRRE RE 2 1077 2k TH RO 808, AT S 4o =
B 0] DAERE A SR AR J5 B Sh 3 B &R sy, A, T CAAETHECEEE R oo O R
(RRE A 1) BUBEAT 1 A, DRI FH 3 AR T 3OO A D 1 8 5 T 04T 18 70 250808 2 i ALL TG
BEAHNE, o R R 2 AR ) b A R SR A A RS AR R A A 1T
) DM BT, Dirichlet 734 5 2 W73 A FLHE 23 f LA IR o B LU BT 51, ELAS BE Rk 52 2% O RH S M 5 44
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A AR B B AR RIS, SO BULSR R B 73 e oA B a0k, AN AT Be xS m 4E s (B b
B2 AT

NI, Zhang F1 Lin? MEVEAE BT ALNM FERL7E 4 5 A X 45 s i SR ik, Xia 2524
i T MCEM Skt AL, EHEESL P iR 2 HE T 5 DR, Kt G R R AWM AT
IR R SEHAT 5. Zhang 5542 T SAEM (stochastic approximation EM) &%, 7£ 1
A 7 HMC (Hamiltonian Monte Carlo) %} EM 8yEF 1) Q MREGHATRENLITL, FFUErd T #2 H
(1) SAEM Sk n] USSR R B, S AP A R A2 I, ALNM AR b TR 28738 B (1 W 7 22 0 R 4
b, M ESER T ARE. N T RIS R R, Zhang 1 Lin 041 7 &G0 SAEM H2%k
R-SAEM, X #7725 B 0 S AR B0 AT 76T, BT E R M2, 9 7 ORIE ALNM 81 AN [F] B o
A B PRSI R L2 IES A IS8, Zhang A1 Lin 308 BLEEET UG 25 X, 2% rE
T AEBEAEAR FE AR T AN AR R 139)

H *SH %,

HY H=1, 1+Jy1, I, 5& p— 1 Pr8AIFE, J,_1 /& p— 1 inEm 2N 1 AR, B¢JS, Zhang S5iiE
BT 2 AR P 7 22 B 2 S A BRI BRI, R-SAEM. 8545 tH (Al &2 LA IE T SAEM 77
R B TENE XS (risk). ERUERILT, R-SAEM %Al LLA p = 150 #4718, JEAH 2 7 A
HEAR T LLE (genus) ARAL FIG 404

3 BHRTBEST

bR AT T LR AT B A T R BRI T AT R S B T AL
G, I B BGL AT X v 4 1 7 Bt B SE T k. o Bl VR AL SR, B o SR AN E(E I
BRI, WA G 207 F] B S BUR IR G I EL A& I B3], Beah, i Sepnd, A A i b
Ry 4 PE2E Goit o3 Aok 1T BBk, BRATAEAE 75 220t e Bt fodt— 2P i as i vABcse, it (2.9)
T EORE LR R (2.15) AR EARR. S TR A 73 B [l R R AN T30 BB TR (log basis) 1
JI G R R HEWT A5 T AT AT (4R

3.1 SN BIERIRE

Y RA VAR T R B A P s o 2L ot N AR FRER L TS W iE, — > B AR, A A= P s oy
HHRAE A B AR X BB AR IRTE bR (WS AL R BMI $520) 2E4T RIS, FAUIHRE n MER,
BRI HIN ;= (201, ..., 20p)T € SPTLWRNEEN y;, e R 1IEy = (y1,...,90) T, X = (21,
ooy )T AR TIERATZE R R ] AR Y

y=XB+e¢,

Hrp g RBIARE, e A BT MR, L & ~ N(0,0%), ALAR T o Bl 1 A2 856
M X, BATZEEN0 T WL G, 1A R B0 SO DURERE, TR B ot 1) 58 AN PR A A5 AT T A
A RE R AL Ko [ R P — N B, TR, B ASRETRT BRI RE Y Tl Xof o AR R RN, B A
Lasso 4 18] #ig [nl VA (77 i A g R £ — VR R, SBOE I TR S a0k iR, HK, faf i
Hu g ) o — A B REIE AN T B — 2 (Bl 25 AT REAR A T L A R 2, T 2 B 45

2)

Zhang J, Lin W. Logistic normal multinomial model for sparse contingency table analysis. Technical Report, 2017.
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PEMB R PT REXS 2 B A A B AR, R s Bl Lis — N BR VRS e AR U A~ T 1
CINEVEES @ NV UIS K e 3 ie vk i pa Sk =L (D
FTFLLERE, Aitchison Al Bacon-Shone B9 $#H T 2B PEXFELLBEAY (linear log-contrast model),
y=Z"B, +e, (3.1)
Hrh 20 — {log(asy fay)} e nix (p—1) HEBLETRY p WIEMEIORPELERIHERE, B, = (Br..... 1) Jold
HARBL Dy T AERZERN A5 (U0 Lasso) AT LASEFH 21 j 73 Bl [l AR vh | CRAUERR B VE IR BORIAR S G vt
R HEMEAR B (A PEAVAE P, Lin 45 10 JELR D p BT NBIRABE T, & 5, = — P71 8;, U (3.1)
5N
y=ZB+e, 1,8=0, (3.2)
Hr Z = {log(zij/mip)} € R™*P. Lin &2 H 1 ¢ B0 I7VEMG T R1H R4, B

N /1 P
B = angmin (o1 Iy~ 213+ AlBl ) . > =0 (33)

He N NET S Lin 3 H 7THME Lagrange ¥ (augmented Lagrange method) Fl1AAFR P&
(coordinate descent) £ ISR AR L2, FFUE] 1 AEM B ALR — € AN 7R 26 F (irrepresentable
condition) 1 K /MBS IREESRAF T, (3.3) & XA v Ei 2

16~ Bl = 0y (5y/ L) A1 sign(B) = sign().

Horbs 9 B WAEZ UL AR E — R ZEL LT Lasso MYHIS S5 RIS (H R ZAE R
VA AR O R BR A 175 0 HE 3 1.

Shi 4142 fE DL TARRIEA Edt— 285G T MEEMIE R, 72 (subcomposition) HEHFEH)—
BUER B 2 op) SRS T W7 (de-biased) it EXS [A1H REOEAT X MG TH. MRS AR
SERIIRA TG, P A A — A AN O T, TR — 2K R TR A (T
AR T RIAFE), tha] DR R A A>T oy, i 7 7y 2 A0y 1. AL, dn e Bl
A AR v 2 8 B R KT 3 SR T I B A o3 T PR RS AR, 8 LA 28 K b BN AR R ) 2 A
BRI 5 A3, BB FEE M N T AR G 2K, 5 g KBH p, DAl WELRT 5B
i 2

Pg
Zzi’gj:]" gil,...,G,
Jj=1

ot g FORFEA 0 FE55 g FSPHOE § ANBEFIORIX A, B 5 py = p. 2% (3.2), JA1H
FELL log(ms,g;) 1ENPIAREE, LIRS 2R 50T R 26 A1 LG A2

Pg
Zﬁgjzo, g:L...,G.
j=1

RIE, Shi SEFEHY T BUR Al

~ . 1
8= arggnm (Qny —ZB|3 + )\||ﬂ||1) st. CTg=o0,
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He
1 10 00 0
ot | ° 0 1 10 0
0 00 0 1 1

B 1S HEAT AT, Shi SFIEHEZR T e 4R LA 18] UA oo 2 How 1 B A DX ) A0SR Be e 6 e 77 7 1431,
FE RS B AR 3R T 25 fm Z2 Al E B DLBEAT Goit T, HoAZ O AR, 0 AT 2R Bl [l A AR 50
TR 0 Hedi, VASE K M 22 0820 7 Z2 1K 7 X AE R B A, CRE At T B 25 B 22 ), RIATIE B 25 1
ZEAG TR AE BB PR 2 IS AR . T 22 SR AN RERG B T 5, (ELAE — 58 26140 8 7T DAE B 0 22 ) A
RZELSHIO TR —A =582 [BY, A, 2 slogp = o(y/n) I, {2 O TR 22 #0E AT BAZ2
W%, T T 2 Kok i A X R B AT R g IR ZE A TR T AR

BU=p+ - NZT(y - ZD)

H Z =21, - CcCY), i M [\ R ME SCATLAS WCHR (42, 5% 2 R 3 1)

Wang 1 Zhao 44! 17 [& 7 7E e 43 Hs RIS AY o 5] AR S5 K45 B0 1) . B T [l U5 SR A R
P, HATIEAE T B> 4 (subcomposition selection) AYZKP-_ AR 1 R PE AR %, RILE B AT (7] BE A 5
By (RGERAEMRE— N SIS RRIEERMEH G AR ) o, R LT Pk £
P (BUARRL A R B M) o A A VR AT [l EiET SO e 5, 2V N4 i
Bt LAMERES, M oey, £

fo=Y_ej,
JELy

Hre; e R 255 j LB 1 HAWALE Dy 0 FRHE IR M &, £, C £ 2 v A H A4S 5
4. Wang fll Zhao & T 41N %N TASSO (tree-guided automatic subcomposition selection operator)
RN IRPS

min 5y — 2813 + 18l + % 3 176, (34)

veV

SErlt Z R X A T DR AR B VA, 26 S0 R R R R 0
B, i PR TIRE, 5 A REER TH IIEHE, i BIETIRE. T Z 0930, ULT
JTy AN TR 5 7 T 35 AR Bk B R 7V B B PRIk AR A, TASSO flitt AT ZX 8 KAE—H8 70
AR, HULE BT Z R, i E, Wang 1 Zhao XGINT L83 & (3.4)
AR JE SR TN 3 Lasso [ RRISKAR, A TA] LA A BBt fete. B2, b0
WBCNE 2%, TASSO S BLAR P 5 A LLHE .

Wang Fl Zhao U451 A 2R 0 2 LURRE Y, T2 EL AT o B AR &) R4 1 2R
PGSR IETT R B BRI Dy T B R IR B R R R, M T RS Lasso (fused Lasso) HIAEY, €
[ U1 2% 4501 P A R A PR VS 11 22 ) AR E AR 9 FE T 000, DAORAUEREAY (R mT R0 M. ANad, 25 0F R
5 AR R 10 R AT SO ) v 4R B A R A 75, XA IR T, OGN A 2
DLSCHR [45].
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3.2 ETHHERBIK T BIRG THHER
TR B A S TR AKX S RER, — DN ERIEERE, BB D R4
JE

Wi .
Tij = ) .7:17"'7]77 (35)
Y wi

o w,; ARERFEAS @ PR 5 X E R, BBMONEER (basis), RZBRATLIEEIZIN IR, A (3.5)
A UVE H, BOS BRI AR )R, A

log x;; — log x4, = log w;; — log wy,

BV R B R B S O MO R 2 ZE ARSI — S0 RS JA TR B LI B 480 S 1B DL
HRIRAT AT EXT HLREAT GE it A7, BERATTES R R X B R e v 5,

w; = (Ui, ..., uip)T = (logw;1, ..., logwip)T7
{EFRATT R A B B A5 5. TN T = AN T T 28 258 T 0 B0 K 1 B 0 08l e - HE T 7 v

3.2.1 FHEAPERIE

552 TR T LR A AT PR A R A B8 (R BRI 7. AN Cao 53 $EH
) BB T e 4 1 o0 B TR P RE AR AR 36 TV, TR AT 2 DLSCHR [46). KT 120 B0 1 W0 AR AR B4 (B A
5%, O MTE— R e 4EE RSO, B p < n, HIWI1, Aitchson fE&3 [33, 2 7.5 /1] {2
I AR AT S, ST R N SRR EA S B2 K TREARRRN, 2057750 RETh AR
B, SR TCIEAE . 0 TRCA O JE M B s A AR B AL G, AR CUR R — AR G I,
Z: WSCHR [47) R I5I A, 7E Cai %1481 A AR TROER I ST R IR L, Cao 2532 H T4
XoF B 53 S P o 4 R R A I (A 50 TV

B, B PSR B ECR R R« A @) HIE SN D F p @) AT

Ho: pW = p® s, Hy: gD £ p®.

SR, ™ (k= 1,2) FIBUELE S WIE] 0 Bl 1 0L R AT, B, 2w Al 2 2 2R
MEIrEIR R (3.5) I, RN

Uu"z")={ueRP:u=u"+cl,},

Forp e AT AL MMER SN EPIITE o € U(ur, z*) FBREKC RN (3.5) A2 A R R sy 1 & 2.
PRI, — ARl der e iR B2

Hy:3ceRst. pM =p® 4¢1, vs. Hy :VeeRpM #£pu® 4 c1,, (3.6)
%y = cle(@®) Jyreo it B A S O, Fob clr() 15 X (2.13) R, W

yfk) = Glog(ml(-k)) = Gul(-k)7

3)Cao Y, Lin W, Li H. Two sample mean tests for high-dimensional compositional data. Technical Report, 2017.
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Hop G =1, - 11,17 ik v® = ByY), WA v® = Gu®, B G1, = 0, 15 (3.6) %41+
Ho:vW =0® vs. H :0W £, (3.7)

NHATRAT S (3.7), Cao SE4R M T A N A KME IR AR IR GE i1 &

1) ()2
M, = M2 nax 7(% - 5;) , (3.8)
N1 + N2 1<G<p Vi

Hordt g A ny AP BIRPU S EIFEASL 517 = S, u) i, RAER § RS B RIR AR A,
5= 2 5 (™ — g2 /(g 4 IR AL j (K%, Cao SE] T AEIE X% T u®
F 305 22 FERE RBP4, (3.8) PRI (580 — 522 AR FSAHZER, T2 (n1, o, p) — o0 N,
FAE M, — 2logp + log log p ML M 55— WAL 533, 0 PT4 ME.35 1 e 4% I L0, 43 B0 AP F
(RS, BEAh, Cao 2545t T AR & BB T 4iiH- M, MIThRL JRED, 4 o) — b (/SR E |-
AEER, Cao S T RIS RIRL BB, 2 00k [46, 527 9]

Cao %5 H 17 V32 B85 — ANl 7 4 P8 43 S0 FO PR AR B LR 7 . AT P T BB (20
FOR I S5 B, XRG04 SRR I R . 3T JE RN B B A B R A (R B0, AT 3 T 7
T (A I G B 1090 SR it TR 4 B B (0 — o) 2820 B AN, {H MO B 1
EEETY) LR AL, A SRR T S R AR I T 500, 45 AR B A
G, 496 S 80 ) 4 0 (B A e T, Iy Y0 T 9 8 380 e 4 4 0
. BRI LR G R X AR R AR, B R IR A (LR 75 5E AR 2, AoRe
U4 2 SRR N A 2 5 0 LR SR 4 0 PR A B0 T AR (R T AR, T R
g2 p MBS, S0 2E B KR R AT 2 A0l 5 3451 R D42 1 B 8 IR (false diiscovery rate,
FDR) /& A RABFR I FT I — A 1] .

3.2.2 A EEMKSITHER

B 1 R R AR VAR S, Gevt o oy A B IR P ZE AR R AT SR R ge v HET. B % 1
AR IA) ARG, thARAR 2 it TREEA (W28 RBRME M o ras). b pen Bt B A e
BRI, BRI FE 23 16 PR S PR 2 AR 51 E5 A S5 1 ) SR G 1521 T EL AT S SO AR P o)
Ji§ (BPZEXS &) Z A ARG, AN LR 256 T B = Cov(w,) IIGETHERTTZ.

FATE Safal A R BAEAR R G S EOGB I B L B = (04))pxp HHIRER, T 2 WL
Wk [33, 55 4 A1 5 &) 1T T R AE RO BRI AP 5 ZE R R, 7R BCA I B4 0] S 5 0L T BiE E
ettt MR Bt th o, JATA PR 2 A DGV R, 55— MR AR ZEHERE (variation matrix), 5
SCN T = (Tjr)pxp, FH

Tik = Var(log (;E” >) = Var(log <Z”)> =04 + 05 — 204.
ik ik

T=o01"+10" - 23, (3.9)

Hrf o = (o11,...,0pp). HEXFTLIE W, T 2T DR BEEFAPAETHRE, 2 2 5 T ZIHfF
FEEZI—IRR, WALEE T plo+1)/2 MEBESE, A% 7 2 LRI plp—1)/2 1

HRHEFEEA, A
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HHSH. 5 AL b 7 2558, B OB AR Sy = clr(x;) P72 5685, & XN
I' = (ij)po, ﬁ%/@

vik = Cov(yij, Yik) = 0jk — 0. — Ok + 0., (3.10)
/\I:':‘
1< 1< 1 &
O'j.Z*ZO'jk, O'.kZ*ZO'j/C, 0-”:72 Z Ojk
L= Pia Ly
SRR T B W G ATIME. Bk SISEA S IME. B R, W

I = GXG. (3.11)

FAlsth, T R THRY, {2 = AR T ME—iE.

HTATTREA T 80 T B#EAb T =, AR 13 TR AR B i) 5 2l vt BhE i o 75 2250
B, BB X 2MEi ), MTsb (3.9) 8L (3.11) A H AR AN EXPIGOT, A Al ae i34
AT AN AR T 2 B SR P 7 22 e DA B R X, JRATTREAE S T B AR 18 2 8w R S i) L
B AN, i ) W 7 22 R R AE e A 2 M b e — AN R, BRE B — e AR B, R T
e R T SR ) 1) R R0, s P AR VA B 73 B P 7 ZE R R A T HE SR AR B T — 1 — S A E .

Friedman I Alm 2 15632 H T SparCC (sparse correlations for compositional data) J5i%, HH
T A A VAR L 1) 70 HaRs 0 07 2256 K 35, (B ELECTS SRR 0 T R PR 5 ). SparCC ) 32 %2
BAEEAIN T p NSRRI

p
§ aijo<§ afj), i=1,...,p, (3.12)
=1 j

J
SRIGAE (3.9) kbR BT MR . WNHHERAEZ A, Friedman F1 Alm AR H T IEAH
i AR DME R, T E 25 BRAH G VE R R 7T 300 B AT R8I, SR a0 R R AR R E R L BRI, A
IR (3.9) X RARAZ RS THEFEVIR BT, A2 2 UGS AR T A AL B 2 18] (AR SG I AT RERC/DS, AT
A (3.12) WIMRBE. SparCC FVERAL T = M1 2l EMAEMA T T TN T — MR
RISE. 2R, Bt — e M Ao, B, AR (3.12) AEOLI, AREPERE— 2Rk B K
SERTSERAR G, EEESR B MRS R @ AN 5 WS 9SG, [ K45 0 AN j BITEE RO BEAT R 31 R 24T /51
h FAb B A7 R BEAE I — B AT, AT RE IR ANHER; FR VR A RVEE B R AT, ERERLA
B R SRR R, A

Bt J5, Fang 55 531 Fil Ban 4854 20 3R Y 13T ¢ ST AOTEA THI B0 SO WD 77 22560 32,
FEMER B X SE PR ANEEAT T — @R, Fang S48, EOABRENE LT (H D L=
MAEXT AR AR N T E), NN S FERRRE %N T (p—1)/2 B, AR GES —BihE Xk
SEARI R R B0 2 Ok R 3X (3.9) 3R (3.11). R, BASEAFAEPI D BB LN (p — 1)/2 HIFERER
BH 2 (3.9) 8L (3.11). Fang &4 Hi 7 CCLasso (correlation inference for compositional data through
Lasso) JTVAREILAE (3.11) HEEAl B, XF 3 Mftivt b g -

> argmin{;HGEGf‘|%/+>\|2||170ff}, (3.13)
B=%T

Sooft T R AP SR MR A7 250, A REFAARRER S PEROE T (XA TE K T, 8
AR, || - 113 2LV SBURIIEL Frobenious JEXLHITJ7, 52 LN

|Al% = te(ATV A).
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£ CCLasso HiJkH, Fang %4 V = (diag(T")) !, H42H 7 —4 ADMM (alternating direction method
of multipliers) HEKARIAL H & (3.13).

Ban &8 M 53—/ NHEL A FERHE 7 ZH00 R AIE R L A R E O, AR 2
FRBEII PN RE 30 A1 3, 2 SRR (3.9) B (3.11), H 2y M B, FIAERICHEPLE T H—1TN,
BN — AR R FEIN 52 AR, HAAR R BCAMNE (2 WCHR [46, drill 4]). BRI, 2R i
KPR A e, e e K HOE SN

deg o () = max Y I(0i; #0),
3

Mo By M2y BERKERFIE p/2. Ban SFIEH] 1, R B K EHIRGE, 424 B HALH L
deg,.. () < p/4 B, B Hi—@ &AWL KR (3.9) 8 (3.11) b7 Z5 R b iR = B M — .
fti 5, Ban %542 T REBACCA (regularized estimation of the basis covariance based on compositional
data) SHIEAG T 3, HA TR (3.9) ATV )G, S HOERERIT AR, 1938 LT RA M
H Lasso J7iEXZEGHEAT A 11

Fang % 531 I Ban 45 P4 BRS p o Bdf W 7 2206 M (M S 80T IR AR BEAT T — @ 118, (BRI
BT T79 5 AT R PRI R k. IR RN, At AT AT R B BT A A R S A R AT R A R 2l
SHE|EAH. NIk, Cao %5195 g—02 fE TR AL AL AT iR B (approximate identifiability), J7F 28
fii EFEH T — AN B BONEMER COAT (composition-adjusted thresholding) 7772, 4#5AlHb, M (3.10)
ATLVE H, OX B 7 ZHRE TR v SN BEEIR DT ZHIE TR o) MAMZE T S L1
HIL 2 2 ZWFIEFEEBL 2], = o(p) B, v Al oje RAZET o(1) FEIEPURZE (2 p — o).
AT A P IR0 v 4 Dy 7 ZE R B A T A D7 4k 560 o vt o B L AR 4 5 O REAR 0 254085 T ik
H & BB (adaptive thresholding). COAT J7iELE TS E I RIS (AT SR AL )8, b m] DAHE
SAEITAATT YU 2 AF T Al T R RO BRIR 5T, A2

18-, =0, (s<p> (\/? T g'”)) (3.14)

Hr s(p) = ||Z]le, = o(p) ZIE T = MFEELTE. Cao S5EHILE FIEHE— MM LI TR b
i ZFEREAL U B S B R R IIAIR. (B2, FlSd 5 5 W B v 4 0 7 22 RE RS T AR I K &6
BT A2 T LRz S KRR, RN p BONE, IERLR SR SR, B
BRI/ ST RS 2 p SRR, IR, R R R MR /82
H1 T DA_E D57 3850 R R 58 ¥ A ke 13 23 B0 D D7 ZEFE R A U v BT S P 1R, W S X
(3.11) HERATHT T [ AT T B . B E W, AN TEMK E(D) ={Q: Q=2 +1,a"T
+all,a e R} MM H, Ko E—JoRA A EMFIR T Bk, —MEOREUR, f TS & i s
R 5 £(2) A B BEHX—NICEK. Fang 55 53 % /R I0RE B FE 82 4 R A B 1k

suth = {2 Y 1(oy 20 < k),

i<j

DYWu C, Zhu Y, Deng M, et al. Statistical inference for high-dimensional composition covariance matrix. Technical Report,
2017.
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W k< (p— 1)/2 WA IIAHE—. Ban %54 AR BARESR BRI Saeg(h) = {2 -
QB () < k), W ke < p/d BYFIREFESZ ACME—. ST, $ERT E(S) BILEHI, Sacg (k) FEHLFHIF
BUERER ML, BILS IR 1,07 + o1] AHEIFN XM, AN T EF@IOMRERE hT
Al I7 R TR R AR, RAVAIIE LW T 24 s(p) = degan(E) < p/6 I, WTF £y EFif
it

. 1 .
E:argmin{|GEG—I‘||%—|—/\||E||1} (3.15)
E:ET 2

1 - 312 = 0, (1) 22).

Fang 51) CCLasso filith & (3.13) 23T LM —ANIAURA, T FATE UGIE] 1 %07 R A R L
Mg I B0 T A EUER Al T B SE 28, IR 3] 7 B8 F R s 5 BT ik B S VF i iR RO p/4
IsRE] p/6, &A1 ORAEAT NPT (B BERBR H A s BIFERE R TR 6 Yo%) tRE IR
flitt S8 AT S5 FE XS COAT J5ik (3.14) Hsudt, R8O 1R 4% A4

B 1 X R B T 5 ZE R AT SR T, 53— MBI TR 1A R X e R AR AR SR
AT AT, Faust 5509 P4 T — AN ESH00 B e 8 B | 257 (permutation-renormalization
bootstrap, ReBoot), FLRBAE R B IR R 0 H R U B A S Sl ek SR () VAT B p fEL RE
b, H R EiiE e MR A 25 R 70 T] e SR RSN U 5%, Fanst 55 8 BOE AT SLEWR S IMNETHEE
15&?*99%@5’]%%, NGB AL B AT IR 1 p 15, e Benjamini-Hochberg-Yekutieli Ty (58]
Pt FDR. ANid, oS BRIk o M A A B A2 4T AL 5 75 AR R —FEAR A — A — 4k, X —id 7
A REFEZ A B A F A VRS B R R, AN, BRI TVERGS p B SO B AF X (8] AL i 1
PN AN ke R

NI, Wu 559 SURJE T — MR B TR BT RBG IR T7%. X 1< j < k <p, BATHEF
RS AT pp —1)/2 MR

i /2

HO,jk 04k = 0 wvs. Hij L 04k 75 0,

JExt Z HAIR K FDR #EATEH]. JATRITE 3 AW, B MR ks st & 1), JF
SHAREE TS0, REKE—NEEFER] Ty, AR FDR B, Kb pE =P
I Ak B A o B4R T B0 5 22 R B 22 AR R AR B0 7 v 50 SR ABAI. TEZR— 2B, B O i B bl AR e
JEHIREARTTT 2 s, e AEAE ;0 NBMERIIERS 70, B, MRR (3.10) A, tRA—1 = 1
BRI 3, 2 16/ + 6.1 — 6. —0j. — o+ 0.1 = 0,(1/y/n), H O(1/y/n) 7& 4,1 WELE] v, B
SRS, WOk A B (3.15) BIMSTHE S BRZEE R RILL o)), ABMERIES 0. FralHh, 4

’A)/jk +5'j. —l—&k —0.

\/néjk

Tjk =

y
|

S e _ s
O = - Z{(yij — ) (Yir — ) — Y}
i=1

R 05 = Var((yij — v;) (yar — vi,)) MEMMT, XE v; = E(yyy), 95 = 2 S0, yiy, WTE—EFbi M AF
NRTLAIERH, Y Hy i BOLE, B Ty — N(0,1). =2 H 9l Ho = {(4, k) : ok = 0}, I4 ¢t NIE
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AR RIG FHE, BI2 |The| > ¢ RARAET BB Ho jp,. FATHIRZ G H AR B E I FHE AORIE A DR A
A8 (false discovery proportion, FDP) /NF45 € /K, Hr
Ry(1)

Rt)= 3 I(Twl >0, Ro(®)= > I(Tul>1), FDP()= %0

1<y<k<p (j,k)EHo
N T AT R G FHUARS Ro(t) WA, AR 7 ZE 5 M RIFR B IE B T Gevt- & T, (RS9I, A
A G(t)|Ho| 1 t < \/4logp — 2log(logp) B3 Ro(t) BI—MNELFHITAL, Hd G(t) = P(N(0,1)] > t).
wJa, BATH plp — 1)/2 41E [Ho| MIflitHE, FHIER TIRATM %R 845 M FDP Al FDR. Bk £
AT R, AT S W SR [59].

3.2.3 1HEEMERMET

T B R T 256 R = AT E RIS HERT, B RTAT L CA LLEIR . (B2, B AR T
TR ] AH S R RRE, TR 9 N DR AR A 0T B o ) ) LA B A FH RO, 7E 28 2.1 /T, JRAT
WARFIR IR Q = 21 5B EEMEAERRRCR. KEANHWE Q KRS TR
AWARES

Kurtz 5560 5 5af@ i 7 5T HOx S b AR e i) 7 Ah oh @, iz 0 BARE 2 M (3.10) BHY =
By, T A A i iAol . 7R b Kurtz S50 4850 A dms B 0 B B wa A A o1 5 v 5 I N B EKG
A3 BUHEAE BE A BEAL T O ) R . 55— Rl A ARIEFEIE (neighborhood selection) (68, Fi) FH A8 &[] f [a] )5
REE WA R B EN KR, WEANEE j BEUT Lasso BRI MG B H:

, 1, —j
o min {%Hyj -YBl5+ /\j||ﬂ—j|1}a

Horp
Y = (g -oyeg) s Y =ty Ty T ),
M A AETZE. BT 8-, 5 Q W j ATHAEEXNRIRR, BUCRE AR 525 j 1 “izdh,
RIS HAmAH AR 0 AR & AR B L& FIRENEE, DM mAE S 0 A A8 20
B BB MRS TIE T RS B Lasso 5% (graphical Lasso) 2, &5, 4 Q FfdiH AW ™k
A4 I R D
min{—log det(§2) + tr(QT) + A2},

HAATIUE Gauss 040 B GO EAR, JaTHZXS Q FOR BT 760 T 3 PR b 7 V270 248 0T H0ais (1) 4
FEREREAL v 1) R b #SBH FUAS O IEN), B ARG ER M A A 7, DLHE AR T T 4R R 25, H2, &
WHE R Bt ) B4 RIS AAEE IR B8 S T RAE 0. =0 (j=1,...,p) B AR
& EIE Q@ = =71 BB RSGE S 5 IO B, IEERA T TON BEBEAT BRI S, 1Ak, @ BT
WRIPEARIR AN WA, BT A RS Q € £(%) #RAT 5 AR R A O b U 7 Z258 % T, 2 S A7 AE
21,5, € E(X) FRHZ 27" A 55" HORAERAERE, 5982 — M DR i 1] 8.

IEAh, Fang 25063 2 T gCoda (conditional dependence network inference for compositional data)
B, WA RO X E AR e, TR AR RO B A B g IR IES /AR5 T, RS W 1O
HAE LR R AL, JFMN ¢ JEBEE OISR Q. BT R w, BIAXE BRI R, 7065
R REAE L SR TR A

. L /21,170
—1(Q2) = —logdet 2 + log(1,21,,) + tr A 1,01, ’
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Hor A T logayy MR ZME. BT ERASR KT Q MR, Fang S48 H 7 56T 3 R 5k
/IME (majorization minimization) 77 723K ffE iy 18 11 FR A A4 ] L.

PA 3R PR 5 VRIS TSR A BE 2t T A T B A= 0 B P ) B AR ELAE I —Fh o7 v2:. R, mT
SCPITIR o) B0 JERoARS PSR O P T 3t 1 ) AT 2 1 A A o (XA Co TR R A2 0T TR MR SR AR I A ot )
H A5 AN BR B, Al vh & AR G PR S 1 0 S JE NGRS, AL S v HEWT (AR IR AN 1 EAE X H))
M AR 2 PRAUE R 45 5. XX J7 T 12k — 2 50 A] R e AR AR AL - Gt A v i) — AN B 27 1),

4 WESRE

e JE P BRI RS AT A T R NS Gt 2 A S AW 22 T RAE R4
iR T EERVEN. ARSI T TR G YA v A O AN o B i St Ty
1%, O35 DM R R, ATH RO 2 o 2 Bl B 1l YA DL R 56 B e 1 1l 73
Wl =5 A IR 7 L T B BE AR AR T A 40 0 e Bt (R s A FRE ), AT R A
AEBAEAE S o B Jm e @ P S AR R R GU A E R 5.

R AL A, DUR RS R BER AR S E . (1) 220 R R g £kl
PRGN R, JCHGE BAT R SR R B R A T B TR R R S A (A AR OR
PR SRV XEGEAR K A Ge T DA AN REER . R B IA SR Ty R AR . v
TR B E R ARERRE R . (2) LB HHh i 2T L ASRBIMINERZANE
THEORE TR AN B AR S AR (AR AN KGR, XN Ja SR i it 78R, SEse b, T o] etk
5 e~ AR %, LS L E (essential zeros). RVFHEMAFIE S FHUREA S JEREOY N,
A BT REANE H T i R % (64, B8 AR5 B B 7y (R 1 1051 S e ) P A A5 I8 4317 Bk
PP H AR A E, SR EIRIUT Lasso ARELEFRAI T4 B AR BI T HHE0h R T2 —AMESA BT
TR, (3) BE— DRI ARG AW R ZE AN 2. 140, X PR AR A A7) AOAS 962 i) A, R el
WhIaIAF A% VI RIAR ELAE I, W R I 22 AN R S5 20 1) 03 SR B 0 b AT A 36l HEAS 31 AT RO Z . A
BT @ B8 B T E R, (HREEAT T 2R B R, ASRESS 21 RIS 22 X vk A
PRAEDDAE P A R0 2 2 AN R TR, 25 R Rl e PR ASAGL 36 ) i I A A A5 A R
BEAT Z AN E BT I 2 AR A 5 SCR TR L (4) T 0] B TR 1) B 58 20 o T U PR ORI 5. B
3 5 P R R A B, YA LN 1 2 T e S S R R 30 1P D S R A i e T DA AR, R i e i
Uil NIRRT 06 B JEORS BEAE A (Al v AN G- HE W, WTRE2IX —J5 A7 2
IR, (5) PhRI A ST b B S E AL o) B f R B R diE . I B R N Jdfa vl e [R5
TEM 7> R NARROREIAE S, A4t & B AR S Bk E AR, ] oo
(mediation analysis) BHAR 7 V2500 AH S ECHE 2547 PR RAEWT 9 72 AR 78 — AN AT RER 77 [7).

BUS  ROlMB IR A TR 0 B FARAE T 30 K A R IE LAY RAR.

&2k
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High-dimensional count and compositional data analysis in
microbiome studies

WU Changling, HE Shun & DENG MingHua

Abstract The human microbiome plays an important role in human health and disease. The development of
high-throughput sequencing technologies makes it possible to quantify all microbes constituting the microbiome.
In this paper, we give a review of recent advances in high-dimensional count and compositional data analysis in
microbiome studies. It includes the Dirichlet-multinomial model and its extensions, composition estimation from
large sparse count matrix, high-dimensional regression with compositional covariates, and statistical inference for
log-basis-based compositional data.

Keywords high-dimensional count, compositional data, Dirichlet-multinomial model, sparsity, identifiabil-
ity, regression model
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