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RIS e R S AR SErhBLas o >3 v B A

TR I FE T E I T R 1 E 4L PRI ZH DGR 0 M7 (genome-wide association study, GWAS) H, #t LA
TN EERZ M (single nucleotide polymorphisms, SNPs) &7 7E FIHh R &, fENLER2E T H, 2T+
FHEERACHIRFEN SRS . EHR S A 2 R R k.

e 24 AR B LI HAT AR SR AARAR L, A — AT M I SR AR B 2 AR QU &, BRI RIB R %
S R 7 R 2 B AE Y I AR AR A B AR S, 1S s AR G T 5 A R
Rz, BRI, PR R 73R D96, HASE R b AR & 14 2SR WA 56 2 A i) s 2 AF
(irrepresentable condition ['=31). SR, 4 G A8 & AL [F] R R OR BN I, X AN S AN 7. el o
T b 220 S AR OG0 v 4R G v TR ST R ) 07 1.

DRl 7R R FH RS A e ) AR DG SR BEAT R ABE, o T v R8s, R B mT Lodsd LA <1
KA PR B (W] (R AR S A (401 JE S TR 7 O B iz /D T AR B 4R, IV SR AR B R, IR
NEAETT ZEAERESIN T SRR I <R KIS, SCRR [6,7) fif s ARG I EE H AR, 1
o, MR A K A R T 7V ARG, RN T R N AR B S REE 2 AN R 0GR B, P TI
W77k, BT AR B A AR A S BX — H Aw, o I T 45 SR A [R) i B A0S i 2 2 O R B B A kP
(IR AE B 37 SRS E AR Y.

PR A g LR T 96 T N SR8 T IO &0 72 1, BUAE CL8 1R 22 70 70 W wP S A T R s K 1) T L
Z—, e 0 B0 B 2 O it Sy 1510120 A A 18181 SRRl A TR R 5
Wa. e AR (B p > n) FEMFERTFEMGTH AR TSR] TR . it RSN R R
TEAS V8 R 7 AR T 2kofor, 2 TAEGFE: TR (5,16, 17) fliih 73878 R 7 8 28 B 1 70 722 &2
GrAs e, SCHR (18] BT TIAER T R4 mr A1 38 SRl v IR iR S 1, STk [19) 2Bt T
PRRAASRAS T, SCHR [20] Aot 7 99 BRI BB B B, SOk [21) WSS 1 3 BA D] B 2 f) A S ALLSR T %,
SCHR [22,23] & T ESHA AL GRvt S T SGTE TN AR B B R S3 (0 B T 2 R RS PR R
it

AR ST LRI AT AR v 4 DR 1 B i AT AU AR MR R, R it A 2 v A DR AR () 3 S T,
2 ARG HLE 2 21 P B SR S, DU BE e 0 1K — T IWT S 7 [ G BT 1 . FERE R,
AT HEAIENEE T S0k [24, 28 9-11 3] IR0 WA, HSH 3R [25) MILZRIRSCE. 23 2 TNAm 4R
TR, JEER T2 R A S A I TR KOG R, SO AE SR AE R T ) SCBEE ;5 3 TR
PRl R v 4 D 7 ZE R B A T BRARAT59%, iR 04 TIBERR 1 B3 90A, DL I P T
ZEFE BT A BRIR G IR, IV T ARERI AR W T ZE AN T A R T A RO R A m 4RI T ) R
H 4 EFUHRR I EE B BT S A R VF 2 ST 2T b R )R R R AT R AR R AN T A
T e e, 2 BB SE, 5 5 WS E (B i) — A ITE) S 2] i
R TR R AR, ELFE e VR S Y | AT R RN PR AN N 2. S3 8, JRA TR A R L 1 Je 4
T TR/ X RERERT AT S 2 B SRR T A S AN AR, R A A A SO A R AR T RA
GilE g

IR T8, Bl T SCe S B AR I 0 0E p 4EfTE, 1, — (1,. ., 1)T, 1(-) Atk
B B @ = (21,...,2,)T € RP, EX £, (1< q < o0) WHON e, = (S0, |y ")/ 2. 5505 X
to SRR @ HAFZTEEMAL B 2l = 1 : 2 # 0}, WU oo EHOH 2], = maxicep [
XFTHERE M e R, 23 SCGEE (BE H 708 =080 |IM |, = Vmax(MTM), Bl M
Gram HEFERIRORRFAE( P71 B0 | M), = tr(VMTM); Frobenius S8 |M | = /S, m? =
VIr(MTM); RTEHL | M), = max; j [ma;|; 15 6 JE8 (|M|, = 32, [mi;]. 2 M ONITIERE, 4
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|M| NHATHI, X FATEB AN FEASLE o Al b, BHAATEHE O > 0 ffif3 a < C1b, WL a = O(b) 3
Hoa S by BAEHEE Cy > 0 i3 a > Cob, WAL a = Q(b) B3 a =2 b; #5 a = O(b) Fl a = Q(b) [H
BT, NS o =< b, X TRENLAR R {X, )00, F—HAERAERE R {a,)52,, BRI H
N>0HMC>0 %n>NHWB, XHEEN ¢ >0, A P(|X,| > Ca,) <&, WiE X,, = Op(a,); HXEE
M e>0,C>0 HFEFHE N >0, Zn>N K, 7 P(|X,| > Ca,) <&, Mid X, = op(a,). I
[p] = {1,...,p} N—IEFREE.

2 SHETFERSHETFIZE
2.1 [FAFER

PRl AR e 2 2 AN AR 2 AV ASEHR SR R I — Rl /) TR, fEGETHo . &5 SR,
i BERA AR R A S SICE B Z BN . R g TR E L
EX 1 Ra=(Xy,...,X,)" N p ZEWIEIAE, f = (f1,.... fx) N K 4EAILE T, W54
R 2 a0 M R
r=a+Bf+u, Eu=0, Cov(f,u)=0, (2.1)
B EIE A
Xj=a;+bl f+u;=a;+bjufi+ - +bixfx+u;, jeElp. (2.2)

WIET £ RHI%: B — (b seppren) B px K BT FAATANE, 455030, 2459 5 b O W J7 22 41
3, = Var(u) Z&— MY AFERER, B (2.1) SRR NEAS R T (strict factor model); 24 X, = Var(u)
SR RERS, B (2.1) BRI AR 154 (approximate factor model).

s (2.2) IGRMREK p B EIEH K MAILRFETFRIKS), B B FITGR b,
TR G AR X; W kAT £, BABREE. F50 47 F SR, R R o w2k v
[ AR, PR AR ) 2 H R AR A R LA “BRI7 SRR 220 ) 22 7038 B B] IR DR 1. AR
KM E X, 2085 o W72 S = Var(x) B MR

S=BYB"+3%, X;=Val(f), X,= Var(u), (2.3)

i 3y A K x K 4ef0FF. DI s gEfs e, 8% B0 N 7 K b TR R4ER p, H
WEETUIT ZE R 5, B, At U M 2 i A LR R Z0 ), IR ZE U 59 A0 R /. 2R
1, FEAR 22 S B i B ey, JRATT S 500 FF AN K3 S5 A R 1 RS 2 (8 R - A FE R e A4, R gl
s ERIVEN. R B3 A, (ERSE SR H, %A

x=a+ (BH)(H 'f)+u. (2.4)

Wi, AL UUH BH A H-1Lf RN E4di 5ok B Al £ AN EE « A5, Xl
A (2.1) AAAERBIVE R L. Dyt AT H {613 Var(H 1 f) = I,,, [FN BH ()% 5 2 [A A B 1E
Lm0, R (2.1) BUHEAE Ex =a+ BEf, 24 B M f REES, B o F1 E £ HEBATT
Wl R MR P AT, BIX Ef = 0, U a = Ex. XS] 1 B BB A AR
T 2% A
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M 1 (nTRAM)  BTB XA, Ef =0 H Cov(f) = I,.
FoAb TR S A AEA SO I 2308, BAR N AT BLZ WSOk [19,26]). BATETESRAE 1, 2
TR x WP 22450 (2.3) &N
>=BBT+3x%,, (2.5)
Hp rank (BBT) = K. 4 K < p I, ITURFARE G — A “AIRRR + <R IRRIRZE AL . B FH AR5
/N I J7i% (penalized least squares method) A UAETFX 4y, id © = BBT, T =X, Ul

(©,T) = argmin |S — © — T2 + A O], + v Y |7 (2.6)
oy
Horp S REEAM T ZRE, © AT 2R EM, A F v AR SE. % o), T ek, 55—
AMESTTUN A TRIUE T = (v;) BIFEYE. (2.6) HAFRAFRMEE 5T 73T (robust principal component
analysis 27 28)) J7ik. gl [ — AN ST DAAH g B R/ INEIGRT 4y, FRAT AR R 7 A B0 — ANAE B 23 A
NIRRT A SRR AT

2.2 EWROSOH

F 43T (principal component analysis, PCA) A& —Ffi Fi (58 o RpR4EF R, E o5
Py By — MG R A6 & o J7 228 B ROR I IEAC A e, ol dn, AR, X2l # £
WiRe BTG, ME N B A A AN Bk AT HE R, RIS IXAS 0 808 2B A s R X 73 2, B
PG5 )

Z =) &;X;=¢le,
j=1

BXFFARHELL (&) = 1, 2, BIBERRTRER. BIERFE S, Xt ¢ Mkl 2, 1
7 ZE KAk,
&1 = argmax ¢ B¢,
gERY (2.7)
st. €] = L.
BTk, AEME—NER Z, RBESRE AR T HNGET], Z2 FTEEMEENY Z, TR N
I, FRATHE (2.7) FARTMASE T ASAH RYE LR 24, whnT DU S SCH BT A I “ER. 2A
Bl kDT 2= €2, 1 <U<k, 3B b+ 1 DERID Ziyr = €z HUE SN
€1 — argmax &S,
£ERP
st [|€] = 1, (2.8)
e, =0, VY1<I<k.

MV R, ERrE X T IERRL R N e KA 7 Z 32 7 ). B 7 ZHFE S FIRHIEE
iy A BEASARTE, i Ny SAEROK (BF—) FRIEME, 25— 70 BIJ5 %, H Rayleigh-Ritz &
PO, €1 72 A\ NN HIRFIEI &, HIAGNETTIE, &, B 3 M & MEERE. ik, A1 LEd
7 R 3 8 53 i S B 40 T

p
¥ =) Ngg =TATT, (2.9)
j=1
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HAP T =(&,...,8), A=diag(\,...,\p), & BHNE & DNERD Zp = €5 x ME. FE, &F

0, #&j#k,
cov(Z;, Zx) = & Tk = M€ & = B (2.10)
A, & j=k.
F A5 M e - Pearson fil Hotelling 43 75 1901 A1 1933 42 HH; Tk [29] 7R H & #E(E

X ERIr TAE T R Ge R iR SCHR [30] B2 HH T 32 b2 i SCER [31) AE AR Hilbert 2 [H]
W TR A A W SCHR [32) UEEH TAESI4E p/n — ¢ > 0 1ETE N, ERAT IR TR 1 b7 %
FEFRETCIEAT B G RS —RHE R E AT B T LR Ah, IEH KE SO SOl s 4E 25 18 T e b
IATI PR, AR AR AR STk [33-35] 45, T — 10836 B/ A sl d 3 e 7 20 W J5 R SR BOR A1
ES

2.3 SUHRETEENEERETIRN

LR IR 2 T AR G vt 2 SRR 1R A e (R0 AR R TSR I, T S g 22K O N
WU BT RN R AE Hdhs o A 198990 25 RBOWIMBR B (2.1) 89 n DA (o}, FLHR

xz;=a+ Bf; +u;, (2.11)

B H I A
X =all + BFT + U, (2.12)

Hp X = (@1,...,2z,) €RP*™ av BAF = (f1,..., f)" BIJURFEL. FEARSCPERARE AU, B
(2.11) HRA {a;}p, DI, HbSEIER (o}, HEBH B A {f,} 0, BEMATTT (2.5) HAIH T % .
BEWRAE, Wk BB (e 78042 By, W = fRT K DMRAE R R SRS 5 B #9514 0E (51
te B A s ]) gl A AR, O T IE R R A T B BB AR AR . B BRI
BB" 5 %, KRHEEZ AL — AR 2200, XA 2 AALT B, FIRFEEA R, W3
853 T TNE R AR B A A v B2 ARYE ki e, FATRT A 3 s 4 i RS BOE R R T (W
BE 1) AEPER L, AT DUER AR EAN T o, FEACER T Z2 R 538 A AR @ T A T 3. JATHs
VIV (2.13) ThBIAME TR, IEIZ TR IIRE, AT Y1, N 9,97 it BBT, I (2.13)
AT B R RGN S (8T K ANRHERELR. B (2.1) 774 BT (z;—a) = B'Bfi+ B u,,
FERAEHET, BT w, &2 BRI, BT, #F5. iC {b}, & B MFmE, daifl

BE 1 BN TR

N LB (w7, SOSN8 K
LB o B @ a A S,
2. VLT R T HORSAE SR

€ REXK,

3. T ER M AN THE

B=VAY? M F=(X-a1T)TVA-1/2 (2.13)
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HITERAE 1, XA AASOL
fi~ (B"B)"'B" (z; — a) = diag(||bu|*,. .., [Ibx|*) ' B (z; — a). (2.14)

RN (2.13) Mt B, B3 f; = A2V (z, — @), BRGEREIRR, B (2.13) TS A AR, X
MARR ¢ — a FERERE S KRHET 7 8 B, R (2.13) PRI — a0 (W (2.16)),
AT E G N— A EL ) 5% A

DA E 1 R R e S U B AP T 3 a3 0 i B R SR O VA R RBCE T B e L, 15 2,
BB" (15'5) Wi/MERFHEE S S KT B, (5) B RRHEE, 145 BBT FFHETAS 1)
REAE 25 (B ADUAE 5. 3X —HRAE B BRI RFAEAE 9 W 1 30 51 (2628, 400 Sy 7 B Ik ff b 47 ok 2 0
P, FATFINI R A 2 Q1) N—DNKTF 0 /M F 0o E.

£ 2 (Z7EtE, pervasiveness assumption) BBT KK K MFEEBMECN Q@p), S8
1Zull; = 0(1).

SCHR [29] UEBA T BRI Y 3 sy o i HEAS e AR [R], JUHR AT BRYE i) @ (H ARz fEPE 21
T, SCHR [26] 48t P E 2 AR R, AT DUIE R 3 Bor o A e R S AT AR A Ad R, XS T
FE R85 o A B PR B AL R S T HE B 5 v A I A

AR AE T HD Cov(fy) = I, SFAEE k € (K], 8 k A7 087 193 77 W) 535 25 2
Pt Y0 B = Q) R { By} -, IRAIRSL R G A B ARB AL ) A I, B RS A
W A MR, M AL o 2B e, BEak A S SO ARS8 55, B X, M, i —2NH
[Zull, =0(1). K =2 MIEHWE 1w, EZEEZLT, S BIE0 K AMFEE ] DS 5 AR R
fEME 73 B JF. 1 Davis-Kahan @2 U AT LA = (08T K ANMRFE A& A2 sIHREIE 2 [BI1E A B 1
A A A AT

VAR B AT BEAS 2 R 55 I A 1R RO (R AR i 7 Y. BRRETE o MIEE T ASLE T
Wi b5 BEAR K. 25 P38 {b;})_, = — KRB K 4EARRL R BLse, W b K HoE HmT i,

1 P
=Y bjb] - Ebb".
P

FIFH Weyl ;2B w[iE BTB fl BBT WAEEASAMEEII N p M. A 1 W41, BB™ FAEZ AR A6

ZB?'I = Q(P) ZB?'z = Q(p)

X, “Biy /B, us
ERIE
= M '

Xp By By p_

1 ZAEMEBRTEE. K =2 BiElk
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R RRFAE 53 9 .
_ b

I,
o by AL b, )| KANERHEF S B 1% j 5. BRIA Wely A1 Davis-Kahan 522, /3541 F
P53

W1 AN =)(2),v =v,;(8). AT 1 FZEEEMS 2, 5

\j(B"B) = |Ib;|*, v;(B"B)

(2.15)

N = IB51P < 1Bully, 45 <K,
N < IBully, 45> K.
WANER
b;
1]
AT — AN, 2 5 < K B A = Q) 45> K B, ) = 0(1). BER, LK N5, KT
RSN BSTF. 546, SRS A M, 24 5 < KB, R0 I v, AR IRITHLESE B i
B I EAR A A R S 2

v, =0 ' IBully), #Hj<K.

- 1‘ =0(pY), bj=X"v;+0(p V), Hj<K. (2.16)

oy
151>
PN R AR RER G T (2.13) hE T M

TR (2.11), FRATEFT LA 26— MR ML Hb B RS0 (O AR BRI 2 @ = 0. 4P REAS T 7 22 e 1R
SR, FTLAIE B L3 -5 s IR TR AR . 32 R A (2.11), MU T Rk 34
B F=(f,....f.)7",

n

2 2
> llzi = Bfi|* = |X - FB|,
i=1

st ZfifiT = I, (2.17)
i=1

BYB X

B E B, W3/ Rflit fi = diag(BTB)"'Bx;, 8# F = XBD, Hith D = diag(B"B)~.
AT (2.17), £33 —AH0 1 B bx ki 4

|X (I, - BDB")||;. = tr[(I, - BDB")X"X].

AT DOEA 43 A BN By = span(vy, . .., 0k ). [FEL FATATLASHE F S@ B, BT %
W F AIESS, 13315 Zefliit B = n~ ' XTF RUHT H bR 5

2
‘ :tr[(In—FFT>XXT}

F n
HAMth, F/y/m (051 X XT ORI K AFHERLE R RHER G, B = nt XTF Bl BB T
nx n GEERE X XT (RAESHIBARER ST p x p 4ERERE XTX HORFIESHR. 241 p > n B, IR KKI
T SEIRTIRL 7 R AT, A% R 4 i

FF'X

n

X —
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wE 2 XTFHOREDE (@ =0), (2.17) &R RGN F = /o x (XXT) W8T K 4
FHE R, B=n"'XTF 5 (2.13) H4 k-2 58 400 F .

AN R TR R AE DR R AN K RTHE T, 281, AR RA% e FE R 1 K AN BE
UM HEN R E K R /AMIERAE — A+ IR PN A # i B () . AP AE T — 15 RSt it
X — i .

2.4 BAFMEEESE

LSRRI, 0T, 5 5 SR T 0000, JE A SR T AR 2 1 7
JeHsE NI K. AN KOBE SRR 2RV T S RHMER RIS, Hh g oy ik
FEALLAE SR (likelihood ratio test [21). “PAT43#T (parallel analysis (1) FI## A7 (scree plot [441) %5,
LI TTVE LG ERT K AMRAEAT REARRER 7 22 15 L, RV

D SHEP V16 >)
I EPYG>)

j=1

(AR, MIERIFEAS k25, P AFRREIGIN, LEE 0 & EED AR, U, tnT DL A AE OC R A
M R = diag(2) /23 diag(3)~1/2, k4%

Ry = #{j: \(R) > 1}

YERBETAE. 2 p/n— e > 0 B, SCHk [45] Bl

Ey_#{ﬁxﬂﬁ)>1+v2}.

KR A AR SAE MR S5, B RN — ek 55—, BRI, 55—,
BT M2, 5=, BT E RN, N TETRR, BUEVIRAE T AREA 7 2R, HAETRAE
ERKAZBEEFFHES, A = X0 =+ = Apnp, FeH 0 Ap = min{n, p}.

SCHiR [46-48] $2H T R T ARSRFAEE LA 0O P AN B T H vk, BRI R 4 e IR AN R R
Kmas, 38 T RFAEAE HAE A R AN S M

~ by
K, = argmax —2
JS<kmax Nj+1

HW LR, MREERIBLE TR S HRERD e 8, FRWEAE k= K ’IkSHRK. f£—E
(SRR, A TEEW RAT TR S5, T LESLA THE Ko (AR AL,

SCHR [49] $2 T ST AR AE(E 2 2 BTN B T Dk, AR RE BBIE 6 > 0 AR TN
EBR ko, i€ N

I?g((s) = max{j < kmax : )‘j — )\j+1 2 5}

1 FE B LR 28 56 0 A OO AR GBS A2 TEME 26 P 2, SCIR [49) WEWH T K5 (0) IO HE, J4RHE T —
Tl WREA T 5 ZE 0 2 30 0 0 AT R RE 0 ISR X Bl 5.
e A A 5 BAMENI Rk BT %, TR
1

1
Vk) = : _ 1 =T _ T2 _ & _
(k) = np BeRpxIE,I}rIERnXk X -1,2° - FB" | = j§>k: Aj-
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XL EM k, V(k) ATLVELER] kAN TG Ba /e 8 AT 5 M. SRR AT S i, S0k [12]
PR T I BARAL A A8 T A 5 2P 5 ROR A T B AN K < Ko, BIRZME

PC(k) = V (k) + ka*g(n,p), g(n,p) := n;;)p log (n;p)
Hr 62 /2 (np) =t SO0, S0 B, HAREASTE. STk [12) BESL 7T IR g(n,p) B S
ghig.

VERAAT R GE SR, FRATTHE H G T T 45 A4 BB P o 4 5000 w7 LA JE i DR T A 25 5]t — R /8 1 45440,
TR TR R T S B ER R, BAT BRI AT RR S 2 M s, (B2 BT B 1/ NEFHHEE
LT B, B, BN Y557 5 <M ik o, 520 THAM G R BB 2 A A & 152
FUMR 2 53k, B, SCHR [50] 18 FH BEALAE BEER X P47 AT AT T 04T

3 SN AEEMRESHEERERFS

W7 AR B R ST HEWTAE STt . BRI AL AR 5 ST USRS AEANAE, W0 Fisher 515y
By AR A E L M EBR . Hotelling T2 K56 A Dy A B A2 4. EATHRAR) 2 B I AE T8 N2 5
Rl FERASE L OB AL S REA AR W7 ZEAE RS 5] A ECHR T R RO DT E
RIFERE AR RN TCER, A — A S R PO e 4 1 A, 30 0 7 I A IR S G M PR, DR R o
T E R 2 51 J5 Z AR 2] Z R, A BATTRT AR ) 3K sh A2 S AR SC R R A A -, JEid X s
BN TS B e P 7 ZZHERE I GETHERT. AN TR 5 4 DR T AR 5 i W 5 ZE A B SR R A T

3.1 WA EREMERS TR

FEAG He sz bR B FH o, R T2 T DA ORI B (), 20125 44 1f) Fama-French = (Fi) P F-RE% 0151 33}
PRl P B AR Ry — 2 TE 2 MR (BB {(fs, o)}, WS B/ AR (2.1) o
EfEER"

n

-~

(ajab;‘r)T = argmin Z(Xij —a; — b]Tfi)Z, j=1,...,p,
a;€R,b;eRE T
BEBAIEER T B = b, bY) FEE @ = (@, ..., ;) ", Gy = Xy —a; — bT f, JHE By
AR (@), VIR IT R . T S, BRI, X S, #47 ERLE SR T 2, .
(BARZ LA 3.2 /N1), X R ZH, WA SRR 77 28 B At i

i)\ :§§f§T+§u7/\7 (31)
Hoef S, BTN F {fiyr, BREARD T 2. 25 S, BRI REGEREMRE A 1 R, W

H| B, = diag(D,) MM
$ = BS, BT + ding(Sh) (3.2

(3.2) REORIFREIE 1 1E € 1 EEH s R 8. SOk [52] $8 HARECTREACE Oy 220, BT A
IR T (3.1) A1 (3.2) FEALTT = AT AR QUSSR AT 1 I SE BRI BaE L. HoAt R
BRI IEN 17X
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B 10 EREE TRAEE B = 1, B = I, W 8 = 071,17 + I, o} = Var(f) HfiiitHy
53 =0 S (i — )7 F AR

|E — S| =p |32 - o?|.

A O IR EFL AT AT rp~ | - B2 = vallo% — o2 || #HEIRM (FES) ER5 A, Bk, 24 p < /o I,
IZ — 22 = Op(p/v/n) RAHIEN.
SZRIBIRI G K&, SCHk [52] % R8T 5% T HBE R ANAR (R P Fh 53 2 R 2l — — IRk

IZ - 2|g = p VS VHE - 2)S V2| p = p V2 =T2ES V2 I|p,

LA S 41 2k 193]
(B8 — log |[EX 1 — p.

B =-28R V2 [RAE A T AR 2 5 R BLRRIR L 1 R, D HAREEAR O A, N, AT

p

=SR2 —0F =D (- 1),

j=1
AR S 5 55 T
p p
~ ~ 1 ~
> (A —1-log))) = 3 >y -1
j=1 j=1

PSS HAE N = 1 AHHT Taylor BIFAIE, BIXY £ 5 3 AR, AR R RIS, SO [54]
HENL T IEN AT (3.1) FEA R T R WCSIOE

3.2 WMAEEMEHRRMSIIRSGZ

BT 22 BRI B A T v 2 T 5 2 REL ARG P O ) S By, B b R TR R S R %
B+ “Fhi [Py 22 4546 BT 28) BEOCHR [52) FROVSEAFFREIE, SCHR [55] 52 HH AR gL 1 75 22 K mT A
B AR AR AN RGN BRI 5 ZRERE R A T 5

B p FEIIEEAR {2}, HIFEAMTHN

n

n=n"" zn:mi, S=n"! Z(wl — ) (x; — )",
i=1

i=1

M p>n i, it O(p?) NICERITAEN RARIRZE S S EREA N 7 ZRE 5 BRI T3 Z2 B 2Z 18147 £ W]
ffw 2z, H S IBMK. ik, MW 275 R 7 ZZHE R BA SRR IR S5 1, S Bl R X AEREAF
XALITEN 0, HrT LUl ¢ uEE IR 1T A S, REER e AN, SR

mpo(E) = max y 1(0i; #0). (3.3)
<

R XA 8 ) R AT 2 1 A AU

P
Mp,q(X) = I?fgiz |os1 (3.4)
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X4 R my, > 0, SCHR [55] 558 1 B B B 42 8]
{E 2 0: Oi4 < C, mp,q(E) < mp}.

Hrht e
1%y < mypq < m?XZ(aiigjj)(lfq)ﬂ 03] < C'"m,.
J

HT AT DAL 21 5 — LA A i 2 0 ) 1)

Cq(my) = {z >0: maxz 0i0j) 1702 o7 < C1 qmp} (3.5)

=] 2k v 1) R, AR ER BRI EL —nlog | — D (s — p)E Yy — )T AR p IR IR 11 2,
FEOANIEIIE (FEFTI0), Htal DA RIS 3 MRl

i\]PMLE = argmin — log |271| + tr(xils) + Zp)\ij (|O—Z]D (36)
i#]

B AR BON 2 e R AR S, Bt LA LA kAT R 5. SR RO £ ek B0 Ta i, (3.6) A2 —A

FAMERBRACI R, T se X — W, SCik [55] FFR T — R R 7k SR M mi il ik, a7 1]

B\ > 0, XWIEG T S = (si5) = (54;) BATIZ UK REFAL,

S\ = (6i1([5i;| = N), Vi#]. (3.7)
TG FEAR 7 B B /N T A AR e R R4 0, HARGREEAAR. (3.7) AT LLRIR
FE T B/ R iR
Z (0ij — sij) —l—Zp)\ (loi51), (3.8)
i.J i#£]

FAETT BN pa(z) = 271A2 — 27V (N — )21 (¢ < N). 3@ IR CTTFRE N AT BLR 3 HE B (3.8)
Hh AR R PR AL

EX 2 BRE () AR TR R H,  Hoi 2

(1) [ (2)] < alyl, MFHHEBL [2 -yl <A/2 1) 2 Ay, UEFEADTHEL o > 0;

(2) |ma(z) — 2| < A\, Vz e R

My =00, n(z) =0, |z| <N/2, XA TTREREIIER, TRITIREEL (soft-thresholding) X B
a =1, T IPR K%L (hard-thresholding) Xf 8. a = 2.

KHGE—HBIE A BB EE, ER 2N 1 7 Z MR RER. MIGEea Wi, g%
JE BN TR A B0, filtn, BT t- SiFEMER T Sy = G451(65;] /SE@;) = A), HF SE®G;)
et IPRAEDR; S AME XS MOk REUE [ W i&ﬁl‘ﬁ]ﬁ?ﬁﬁ% BE| Wy (A e [0,1]) FPITZHEREAS
S5 = diag(E) /20, diag(2) /2. PIMEFRIEE: 4 ) = 0 BUONFERTIT 215, 4 ) = 1 B H4
BT MBI AR LA UL, g — A T R 5%

Sr ~ ~r logp
5=y (03) = (@), Aij = M| 00— (3.9)

T, () )T X TBRREL, 545 2 B BRI AS T (REA By 205, 80 A Ra i@ telivh4%), /logp/n
PR T — Bl
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IR 2 TR BB M TSR BRI 4508 0, IITRKIRAD 1 RVHRZE, TR 1Al
%, HBRE D ICE A I AT S A TR AT HERORTS A 5, BN B AR s A B e, 3
AT T DA s 224 1l 7T 452 32 F) v

3.3 1BEEERESEERE

FE LR, B P05 ZZ 6 R 0, A2 8 HEWT 1) 3 b 0 A2 O B A 5, 40 Fisher F151 7347 . Hotelling
T? ki, JoHAE S EER T SHEEMA. X 2 ~ N, ), & Q = 1 R, %E
x = (zF, 2", W7 25 B 2

DI Q4 N2
5 11 212 Ca- RRUEAN
o1 Bao Qo1 Qo9

HZICIESHERATH (21 | 22) ~ N(p1 + 1980 (X2 — p2), Z112), 112 = D11 — 19800 Sy, 211
=S5l T MR 2 = (X1, Xo)T, @0 = (Xs,..., X)), B, M EARAEL 2x 2 5
R, AT LAIE B

wio =0 HHNY B, B (1,2) LB ERICERN 0.

FAHEIX — S50 AT 458,

3 T EIESHALITR o = (Xy,...,X,)T, R REAEE © = (w,). wy = 0 24 FALY
LrEMMAR X; 5§ X; FAAL.

i RR 2 T ERUA FEERE A e SO R o Y B R I RAE 2 IR CR BRI
O, THUR 2 T R R T AR R BE AL AR B 2 AV S5 AR AR AR I, 2 T ¢ 55 j Z AR AR 2 HAY
wij # 0. B 2 g5 7 — AN R R 1. SRR (3.6) 28t 17— ANMIEURS RERE R A At T, 2R T B2
far A PEAN @ B IEE VR RALEAT X ML I REUAE TR . SCHRTP R M 1 S Ak R (3.6) 5 4
AT, SCHR [57) $2HH T maxdet K, SCHR [58,59] GESL T EEINAT RGN B BRI (clockwise
descent algorithm), SCHk [60] #2H 152 T FEE, SCHR [61) 38 T Nesterov Yol AL AT KA,
R [62] B T A2 X5 317k (alternating direction method of multipliers, ADMM) Kf# LASSO
(least absolute shrinkage and selection operator) &1 IEZSELSA At 11

SCHR (3] S RITAT T AR R SRR R Al TR LR M 0 £ 2575, 2 W0 [57-59,63-67).
A Fofth— el oH o732, flhn, STk [68] FEH T ARSI HUE Ml 1T (penalized log-determinant divergence),
SCHR [69] FEH T D- kT (D-trace estimator), SCHR [70,71] $&H T3 T200R 00 SRALIRG B2 B4k

1 5 0 0 0 .5
5 1 0 5 0 0
Q- |0 0 1 0 0 5
“10 5 0 1 5 5 @ Xy
00 0 5 1 0 \ p
5 0 5 5 0 1 @ I

(a) (b)
2 (a) fEELEME; (b) MREAERR
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Tt SCHR [72] 38T — B RS BN BUR Al 7k,
3.4 WA EEMENVIGRTREMET

X TR, P07 ZRE R A TH R BRI A BT O I B A IR A ReAR R, R
TERFER I MR AR T, RiMREA SPEbE. Mg RE AR s b, —
A YEREHLAR R X P R R IZBEALAR B B R VAL || X |, = supgs, ¢ 2 (E[X|T)
Fe AT AL L R s T ) T AR RS RS R A SRR B R A B AL AR B N A
JR A5 IR A AR BB AR 5. % T 2 AEBEAL B, SR 6 V0 HK (||, = supypy), =1 [|l2T 0],
SE S AR, SRS b5 7% 2 00 R X PR ik 1) v R AR A R — B IR AR, IS i) 75 SR A AR
{75 RE AR

SCHR [73-75] TR AT ML EDAREAR X, ..., X ~ (p,02), WEREA MR, WREA KM
X AHA LA, B Markov AZE A AT 41,

PQX—M>$%)<t%
FERHE N 2 & F ST, FEAREE S R A Cauchy FE. SCHR [74] MEIRMEELE X, =
sgn(X;) min{|X;|, T}, T < oy/n, FHIIHEEIEATE]

P<‘:L ;)ﬁ — u' > 5%) < 2exp{—ct’}, ¢>0. (3.10)
AT AU, B R A BR A B B R AL B, A AR I H v i e 1
PIX—HORHE 2P 5 Z AR, BT Cov(Xi, X;) = EXiX; — EX; EX;, Frbhmdeh iy 2
B = (0i)7;= MY K O(p?) DRARBMERM T, & S BUREAS b J7 22 FEAG T ) B 57 i)
RRTETS] R SR
R 1B (S, WISLR AU R B AKEE A T = e, .0 =
C\/p/n+t//n, WARE FAKSGR T « HIHH ¢ Al C AL

P((| S — Bz > max{6,6?} [|S],) < 2exp{—ct?} (3.11)

MAER ¢ > 0 #AL.

A DL BUREA U 7 25 B A I - AR T TR MR RO 4% p, FEREREIE N, XA B AR S
B, AN, 5 R A R B IR B T LI BE ML B ks . SRR RRT LA R, X
PR LT IIRIAE (S WGk [74]). ST R R EE, BEAS U 7 2 000 i S50 & N3 A2 Uk i
P 173,79, 800 R b, AN BN R R B RO REAS i 7 25 B A T 1 0 W, 1T I 2% B LAt R ek P By 22 4B B
WIaAG . 25 BE IR TR e (K b 7 2 kit

~ —— A — A _— A
(Ze)iy = (EX;X;) —(EX;) (EX;) (3.12)
b EAbs A RREAFWRMETE, A =T RERFREMNTT, A=H NEERN Huber Fg {511, HE

[ = argminz pe(Xi — ), po(x) = (3.13)

B =1

{x2, # |z| <7,

T2z - 1), & |v|>T
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4 &7 KT © BB R EE, SRR T E R T
ZNTN — T Ty, Ty = ;;%T (3.14)

£ 4 BrE A BRI, SREARYIT Z R TR R T 261 A AR IR AR O 145 7€ (a2

), B
IS I
|ms—mmw:op0/fp) (3.15)

—EM, RERIEAARE 4 B, JAT T PUE R TV E RS S s B A A U 7 E R A
[ )it T3 [ IR P T % A B T A T 32 (59561 B Jim 4 HH — A P )

EE 2 % v? = max;; var(X;X;), v? = max; var(X;), 0 = max{|u|, [v|} #HF, H logp =
o(n), WA

(1) AT 1< oy/n BB S (1), WA %R

. 1
Pomﬂw—zmw> a“”)<@%a
cn

SHETEITE S o FIIE (35 ¢ BT,
(2) KK v = o\ /n/(alogp) HIEERE Huber fiit Sy (1), iR Es,

~ lal
P<||E"H(T) — Blmax = ang) < 4p2_a/16
cn

ST IES o FIERIHEL ¢ BIKSL.
FATH AT LLRE B0 5 O AR, 5 18— Al A T B M B 5 Z2 155k

T

1 o (@i — xj)(x; — ;)
)" =S Ell@; — ]| ’ 5

2 ]
BN R ||y — a5]|” HOKT T BRI E] T R U- B )5 % (robust U-covariance) ffiit
suw= (7)) Smntle - 0 ® Py

i#£] || Ti —

:(2(Z)> ;mm{ ”wlj%ﬂ }(wi—wj)(wi—wj)T~ (3.16)

BT @ — oy HIXFORFRE Y, Xk R B0 FME. SOk [81) 45t B IR R VA B A5 R,
T 3 4 v2=2""E[(x—p)(x—p) P +tr(Z)S + 232||,. HEEATHL ©> |[v|n'/2/(2t),
PR IEHL ¢ I, a0 Y A S AL
P([[Su(t) — El2 > 4[o]tn~/?) < 2pexp{—#?}.
— R AR R BZE I Lo JEHL, BN |-[|,0e. FERSE U- 77 ZAb TR 2 A, SCHR [74,82]
AR 4 RS T REAR T T Z R AR . BRI S, 24 BEa = 0 I, ARATTEE H W~ kit

2535?1q. 5 _ min{le, T (3.17)

Y (e

HE o (4 BrEa IR, M 4l THE RS B0 SO At RA s e

1
Y= 5 E(a:i — a:j)(:zci — a:j
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EIE 4 R p ERSIHE v e SPUIHRE BE(v )t < R, BEURKT 1< (nR/(6 logp))'/* I,
SHEREIEEL ¢ F1 6 > 0, W1 FUHEA A or:

S dRplo e
P(llEs(T) 2 PEXY 71)” gp) < pt=e.

JIAh, KT EER AR, SCHR [83,84] 70 Al T PIABRAH S R4 Kendall-t #15% R Spearman
MR R EHIE 1 RME AR OC RBOE AL TF. BT X R AR (2 AR SC R B0 FE A T, RIS SRR (73] 1075
IREUAT AR B SR R T ZE RS . AR TEAS B A THE R R 2 2 BE 2 IZ T Bl sk

3.5 POET /5%

SRR [26] $EH T POET (principal orthogonal complement threshholding), FRAL 110077 2. 1XFh
J7 VI I v 2 2 A A M A TR DR, FER T BR v A5 2 5 ) S R TP A A 1. R
EIEE 2.

Hk 2 POET Jik

N WIEE {27, VAT T 2650 S, BER T K.

1. RS 1 BRI TEA BT B MBER T fi;

2. HHE =, BV 2. = Z?ZKHXﬁjf;f = (Cu,iy) MTIRRAL T fl;yA = (may; Guij))s FH Ny =
A/ Cu,ii0u,jj logp/n;

3. BRI T ZE = = Cov(x) BIfhTT

-

Il
—

S\=BBT+37, =Y X507 + 57, (3.18)

J

IR 2 R T, () AT SCTTBREREL, Ay/log p/n NTTRROKT. TTRR B #OA % RIGIIE#E, Hiln, 3
Wk [85] B FCI S HARI IR T 70, (Giy) = G410 — 5] < k), RV 23 1A BR B0 i AN A8 B 2 [ o % EL
ARSI AR SCIE. FAd AR S SCRRIE RS 1SR [86-90] 5.

I3 L R LRI A A 0 PR LR, 0 R OR R, IR AR B A S IR A R,
ATy ASGIE L [ U3 7 0k AR T IS 4, 19 B0 (@b, M 2R S, REX 2,
JZF] POET J7 i RIwT. mi [l 5 Al R S8R IR A 7 5 CL 0 PR 7 IR 2 IR A2, I AS 21 17—
AN AR TR BT SRAR FR3 TR A A,

3.6 IRPLERLFIA

3.6.1 iz LER

AR 2 1D R 30 TV S T DR R B 62 S0 Bl L B AR T, e L o, R 0
BRI, BN, FE 2R AR (2.3) T, AT B BRI TEAERE BBT I E— Mg 3,
S oy ZA AT S BRI S thEaE S - .

R BRSAE 25 1B 1) FH /2 Davis-Kahan 588, 238 5% F T4 SRR 0o 1 5 (LHE
B, WF Re PEERA K 4E TR0 S RS K& H 4RI V.V e ROXK 5 LA T
23 6] (I BE B

d2(8,8) = [[VVT —VVT|y, dp(S,.8)=|VVT - VVTp.
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BN VVT F VYT ZFAE T, BTl XA B2 R U, AR T2 A S . 5 4h,
XA SN () AEFVBER, Bk, 8 VIV I SEN {op )1, R S
FESH O =cos L op, k=1,...,K, % sin®(V,V) = diag(sin by, . .., sin g ) € REXE 4 K5k
KRR BFNH 5

[sin®(V,V)|l2 = da(S,8), V2|[sin®(V,V)||p =dp(S,S),
DLWV FL V, %) Frobenius Ju30RIHE 16 £330

[sin®(V,V)| < min |[VR- V| <V2|sin®V, V)|,
ReO(K)
Hr O(K) ZHFTA K x K EAFER A2 ), AN W METE VTV (05 RIS, 1
A2 WLSCHR [91).

IR 5 (Davis-Kahan sin 6 EEE4) R A, A € R XFR, V.,V e RPXE 35002 A 1A FIHE
R IR AE IEACRE. 4 £(V) /& V HRHIE [ S L IRHIE(E SR &, L(VE) —AE VA RHIE )
Xt RIS B . B AFAE X [a, 8] AT 6 > 0 13 L(V) C [a, 8], L(VE) C (=00, — 8] U[B 48, +00),
WX FAE R E ARG

Isin®(V, V)| <5 '[(A - A)V].

BFX -2 Mgt R, AR T DS R R R G R (o) AT BBR, ] DUHE S H
AL Wedin 2 #2192 (AR AE R 5. SGTF1 5 T (0 B SR o] LA WL SCHR [91,93-98). SR, s B i 44
5 IR A A1 A [RPRFIEARL, X 28 Sebnfd P 7R T AS/ NIRRT E, SR Weyl 223 max; < j<n |2 (A)
N (A)| < ||A — Allg BUAT LA 3T T XA 5 NS A A e

H 1 BSEEE 5 ZMHE, B (V) FIRHEES (V) TR LR A AR R AL (B
PR R BV NHRL R ). 5 L(V) C o, B], L(VE) C (=00, a — 8] U [B 4 8o, +00), 6o > 0, N

Isin®(V,V)|l2 <265 (|4 - All2.

FHATEBALR | sinO(V,V)|r < VK| sin®(V, V)|, ATHES ! Frobenius JE% F IS, % &
BRI L= {\}, V=0, V=9 BILABNAE, 4 a=0=\ UH

min [|5 — sv]|2 < V2sin (v, v) < 2v265 | A — A2

[l SR AR B B A B T ZE R A AE 298 KIS (eigengap) IS, FRATT AT LARA 52 L 3= /8 73 7>
Hr 5 PRI DR R . Al RBERT 1 138 © = BBT + X, & Weyl @B 1 1Y
A=BB" A =3, WEEHE (FE) Z %7K LN (|2, 502 50T RN i it
AR AL ) e s 53 ob, EBRAEIZAE RS AT 2 N AR B,

B8, XA Z AR RO T, AAREAT AT IR R B S M ARG T, IRt AT DUs Bk
DPERHF ARG () BISTHEEAT 0, B4 A =5, A = S B3 TR AMGTHRZEN ER (|2 - 2)2/6.
NTRI L, 3% TR R IE R Z 22 0 — o HIZITER EAF, MR — AR LS [R). VP2 BT,
L[ IEAEAE ERBI, FIAMRAZES (|- < |-, A1 Davis-Kahan 7€ 2 X BEAS B L 4SS
R.ICHR [196] 38T W R AR SRR 1

[ — V]| S 1oy A~ Al + /N, Vm € [n],

462



REREE B 50 & 5 4

K [], RRAREAE m DR, pe (0,1] BN GX NG B I AL, 7Em 4T FE
HA O(1/vn) KB 5 i/NT0R H 550 S g 56, R MO 4 0E T, JE80E — A%
%

PR, B Ay AR W 520 noxon XRREE, 2 A = A+ W, rank (A) = K < n, KL
fE 354 I MR B NS (FEVFRRAE(E N A7) 13 S5 E 43R

K K n
A= Z /\kvkvg, A = Z}\vk’gk’gg + Z X}{T)]{T)E,
k=1 k=1 k=K+1
(o}, A (DY p, IAREEARRRAE . 24303 W A KK, B Weyl AR, {915, A {37 0
AN TT. 4 Ao = +00, A1 = —o0, & X Ay 5 HARRFAEAE 2 A1) e /N ER S D T

O = min{)\k,l — Xy Ak — Akt |)\k:‘}a Vk e [K]

R HE L = {A) I SHER 1 A I BE SO — 20, B S0 BRANRFAEAE S HL B R RFAIE 17 2.
MPBTC EW =0 I, SCHR [96] J M AL 1 BEALF & 0, BB

T = Ay LA m N Avg = v+ A (A - Aoy

SCHR [25) T4 T SCHR [96] FI5, FESE— MRS N AL T RIFE R A5 8. FERGRHT I A —285r 1id 5.

WFAE— m e [n], B WO = (WIhe o W = Wil ey Lizmy 0.5 € [n], AW = A+ W0,

DL AR AE A (™ Y R IE S (o™ XA SR g B R
(leave-one-out) 5%, ITHASE T I ITZHIE F 2 WOCHR 96, 99,100].

FE 6 40E (e [K], BRI [Ne| < maxgek [Ae|, TEBE 6 = 5|W |, I W = (wr, ..., w,), NiE

R ERHE R &5 BIES, BF

K 1/2 ~(m

5 - ool 52 (Yt ) R [ RV (3.19)

¢ — " ¢

5 5 FARHER lo- EF ([T — vela S 07 Wl MHLE, EF (3.19) REAE m NoEMAR
Be BN, BT R T (D [ox]2,) Y2 B ITANT 1, CLRAIERTE 350 5045 i, SeBHh
O(y/Klogn/n). (3.19) "5 —TUEH i/ T 6, |W||,, B, w,, RMAIRSLE G A0 brifE IEFS 5076,
M | (w,m, 5™ = Op(1), 8T (|W |, EHA n K. REXEREHTE m MR LR, Q5
XA m € [n] ARSIV (WEEHLED), 2505 AR R 0. JaE. STk [96] KX —45 Rin e
NFFIEZE R PR E) 5, STk (95,97, 101]) ) FH — 52 i BE AL B PR R 18 0 — 25 T80 0 6 T ARR AR A 1 2% A

RN EF FE RN SR, RHEBES LLE e R, L =L+ E,rank (L) = K <
min{n, p}, B & F1E ) fi#

K K min{n,p}

T 7 ~ ~ T ~ ~ o

L= Zakukvk s L= Zakukvk + Z OLURY,, ,
k=1 k=1 k=K+1

o M o, NEEFFHEIET RAE, we A oy ARHELL AT B A&, 52 X 00 = +00, k41 = 0, TSN
vk = min{og_1 — Ok, 0k — Okt1}, Vk€[K].

STAERE i € [n], j € [p], 18 {a? ymninrt ¢ ge g (B0 ymintnrd ¢ re 45k 2 R gk I
W B I 5 G0N es) 5550 4T (0R e) MR IE (B, B, FARELL).
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Wit 2 40E (e [K], X op < maxye k) or, W e = 5| E|l,, M@ RET R ERES )=
M, BA

K 1/2 row\ T 25(1)
N E o) T .
Hué _ ué]z| S H 7”2 < [uk]f) + wy VZ c [TL],
14

- Ve
o (3.20)

1/2 col ~5J
B - vils] S ”E'Q(Zw?) PN EN e
Ye 1
B 92 B BRI 52 T o R e T AR T L. AR SRR, T, o
K (0), GBRAEIE Ly BET. UL K — 1 9, (5 B MM, 65 bl 2 76 IE A, A LA I
FEHIWI L =L+ E, L = ciuv®. X2 RA B RIERRIEHERERRL t e 1 ngi) HIJR ST,
HEWD 2 JEIH DL 1 — o(1) RO, 25/ 70T AR 2 S8 1 B IE 50, (649

1 = willoo < o7 || Ell2[lu ]| o + 07 O(y/log ). (3.21)

HIBEHLERE L (| Bll, < v+ B, W (i1 — willoe < o7 [ Bllo. BT o FERILEREE T T
1, x— R (3.21) FRIOKEZ, FIHET 6 165 (3.21) 4 H T ERH0E T E A6 ER. Bt

H; fa, SRS TR i e [n], j € [p] BORFFAZ, ILEME B ST (B, s —4
TERFEAIRM), S RAIIRKL.

3.6.2 AmEMER

ANAHG A AR TR o S T — S MR, e R TR e 1 B B Tt
{(Fi¥i_,« POET fliil S, A1 ST #5165 3 B2 i Sk [18,26] 227

(1) EFEHAEMRE TR

POET Jii b8 1 F B i X, = |[b |2 Rl &, = b,/|[b]| Bk 4. midnfl 1 Rk 2, #
I1Zull = o(p), WA X; = Qp); XFF (| Bllpay BT W[5 | max = Qp~2), B {3}, RIFAERIES
HETT (o, ), HRFEAE RIS B, B SCHR [102) e S, ey 205 5 BLERRET A IR
AR T MR35 A = diag(h, ..., Ak) Bl Tpure = (81, B), Foifife

a /1
||22maxOP( ng)a
n
~ 1
IR~ M)A e = 0 (| 222, (3.22)

= lo
1B~ T = Op (,/ gp).
n

NfE R, 1 S, = S - TATT.
EIE 7 REHT K AR AT IX S Bl R AETER A 2, || Bl M I1Z0ll, A & (3.22) B
3, B w, = K2(/log p/n +1/y/p), WAHE]
IFAT™ — BB"|l1nax = Op(wy),
”é - BHInax = OP(K72’LUn).

(3.23)
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XH w, P K2 RS K AN EA BT, 1/ p R TR 3 e s A AU R 1
AT ZE, \/log p/n LT EREAHETHRIBENL IR ZE. BB 7 SO B CBER 260 (3.22) BRI, 3C
BR [26]) WERA 7R EEA BT ZEBEAE AR T, FECE T SS AR SR R, SR (3.22) WA A, X
Wik [25] UEBA 70 T BR A1 23 8] Kendall-r flith, 2644 (3.22) 39807, SCHR (94] 38IUE B T X% F& 00 H &
N Huber flith, 5644 (3.22) MKIRKAL.

(2) i ZEERERI IR

IR E B SCHR [26,102] 0T 2, S A TREHES

EIE 8 BEH 7 FIEETSRRAL, & B, € Cy(my) (3.5), mywl=4 = o(1), |2 = O(1),
¥ =, Mfhih, A

I1Z7 — Sullnax = Op(w,),
IZ7 — Sl = Op(my wk™9), (3.24)
I(S7)7 = =2 = Op(mywl™),
W S i
17 — £ flimax = Op(wy),

N 1 Kw,
IS~ S5 = 0p <K3/2p1/2°gp oy w1 ) (3.25)

I(E)7 = =7y = Op(K?m, wk™9).

A =Y = O(1) R FERIE B H FEAHOC 4518, R EH. 29 K = O(p/my,) B, (3.25)
HHIR 58 = T4 4 20 %) M K < oo I, B3 8 FR N T2 I N T R BT AU 1/ 1R,
M p > nlogp B, XA I /INE AT DLE 20

(3) BEIABEFHIME TR

EE 9 BEEH 7 RRAMARAL, # | B — p| = Op(\/plogp/n), WX T CSEIEHE T £
i, B

1
*anz il = 0 (2 10\ [ 5,

K? K21
Z||fz‘fi|20p<+ogp>, (3.26)
"= p

n

mas | i — £l = Op (K=2p™" 2w, o a; — ul +p7" max | B ).
MBS KA O(p) WIOREREER, o — pl’ = w(Z) = O(Kp), BB |’ =
O(K?p). Wk, 5 ||z — || A1 || BT || i 2 R 1, A
max |z; — || = Op(v/Kplogn),
I}ggHBTUiH = Op(v/K?plogn),

(3.27)

XHF (3.26) HER=T0, M52

~ 1 7
max || f; — fill = OP(K\/E—FP’ ogp ogn>.
s p n
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BE— BT HER.
WL 3 RCEH 9 ISR (3.27) BOL, 5 maxicn || fil| = Op(VEK logn), WA

s~ It I 1
_max |b?fi_b?fi|:OP(K3/2 [logn  poap /ngogn)
i<n, j<p p n

(4) MFIEYE TR
Gity DRGSR, AT LA — BB R RIUGT 4; = 2 — o — Bf; (OHHLHER.
WL 4 BORIER 3 TRISRAFROL, WA

~ 1 1 I
max @ — wll, = Op (Ks/z Jlogn s, /ngogn)
i<n p n

BT @ - wl <@ - pl+ |Bf = Bfill < @ — ul + | Bl F: - fill + 1B - Bl |If:, F-FIE

PR 7 09 AT,
1 < K® K3lo
31wl - 0p (K2 4 Klosp)
np = D

n

4 RHAFERESITF TN

AR T PR AR A ke — e g v 5] o (R R O ), B R - TR B VA A e R AR U AN 22 E
R a6 NI, LRSS R AR R e 4 (B U b A R T s 3 A R AR ORI S A 2 3 ) R ) B
Jiids, RIE ol g R AL 1. TRAE, B 2 IR ST R SO [ T |1 UE o3 A
ZFgit R

4.1 FEFETREMNEREEE (FarmSelect)

oG, MAREET R ) BB B T v, B R 4 [ A o A b AR 0 ) R, I 25
TR, B AL R A T SRS R R 5k, P dE LASSO. SCAD (smoothly clipped
absolute deviation) # 14 (elastic net) I Dantzig . (HIE, XL VEMER R L — ¢
Y IE N A, WANRT R IR 25 (irrepresentable condition) &5, TTiX 456 F7E P38 B BAT K 7454 (2.1)
I ICEH A2, AL R A A T TEVEAS BIORUE. 25— AN, B0 100 2K B T s [ A B2 1)
BENLFEAS, RAFEARTIFEART n = 100, PPERLEE p = 250, 5 R m4E 2k PR

10 p—10
Y—2"8+e, B=(3....3.0 .07 c~N(©03), (4.1)
Hfrz ~ N0,%), & &2 NMEEXFK (compound symmetry) FIAHI REUERE, MR RECN p, NH
LASSO J7iEFFid s V-3 RO 4RO A e 2 1 IR 2. s 2R (K 3) 7R LASSO 77
1E p > 0.2 B PR IE £ IR AR, X XA R0 (11 S B 45 2R
R e+ E 0 ImZE0R B R A6 &« &7 B R B RAH O, 55 « B4 (2.1), B (4.1)

Y=a+ulB+~+Tf +¢, (4.2)
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PR IER R
0.8 e SEER SRR SEERE SRR SRR Lo SERPRSERRNEE
0.6F - S L S S S S S
&
= oo4be SEEER SEERE SEEEE SRR SERRS SERRE SERRERRRRNEE
02k <\ S S S S S S
. . . . . . o LASSO
¢ Farr_nSelecft
0 : : :

0 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09

3 EFREPEREEFETHERE: BEFETMIEFETX LASSO #HELER IEHMEAISMm

Hora=a"8,v=BT3. WH w F £ oW, W ~ K o ARSE, WEESR N p+1+ K 4
(A ) R, Hh A& f A w AEFSHEOCIH (FE (4.1) b, AR ML), 3R Al LA 1E WAk 595k
PARA (4.2), BRI ELE R E 8 SR (4.1) th—FE, HRBHN. RIMELERNH T, w 1 f
T CEI R, AT LLEN S 3.5 AN T TR, BT R () R {u,} —FE
langS=<HaUEVEIIEIR

IR T VEAE AR A R R T R IR WA AR I B4R (factor-adjusted regularized model selector, Farm-
Setect). B T RBGIAS B R T SR 2 FIIHCHE, B 3 R T BT D02
TeIe AR B (8] (R AH SR AT, B e B IE A AT e IS 3 100%. AR 77 5 5 SCHR [103] $2t, /5
HHSCHR [104] e TFH . AN I A 71 IR A 2500 FarmSelect HIRCR, B4 180 AL
S EE R T 5E 2 A T I PR R AR DG R R R 54 1. BRI R vEE v ARG T B
— R A L

Y, = g(w;r/& €i), Hrp z;=a+ Bf;+u; H&M?*ﬁ@, (4.3)

g(-, ) R NOHREL XRBEMAE T LM Cox- HLFI R ARISE. A] LA F 45 25 2R 25
L(Y;, X B) KWEHA (4.3), a2k s Fn] L2 0T HOL IR s el M- A48, iy B 49 B9 1R AL
WAL (FarmSelect) HPANMPIRALEL, WHE 3, HA py () A HIRLSE A 372 W04E T R £
(folded concave penalty function), ¥ ZH) B (4.4) ) B8 SEA (4.3) F25EeE—FEN, H AW

B4 3  FarmSelect

BN DR Vi, 20

L BT A (i), BB 1 BEB (4.3) B TAEE £ IR @
2. HTTIENUAL: S /MEIE T AR 5 KU R B

n P
S L(Yia+al B+ Fy) + > pa(18i) (4.4)
=1 Jj=1

BEET a. B M 5.
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B, FRBEVERTLLH R IES P HIFEF A FarmSelect FSEHL. K185t a] DUN B T25 & ik (1041,
%0 = (a, 8T, 41T, VL(s,t) = OL(s,t)/0t, SCHR [104] IEB T 45 5 %14

EVLY,z'8u =0 Ml EVLY,z'8*)f =0, (4.5)

ELY,a+u "B+ fTv) 1£ 6y = (a8*,8* T, (BT3*)")T bW B &/ME; 24 {(uf, £)T 0, AWM,
FENL T AR M- TR ZE R 16 — 6%, (¢ = 1,2, 00) MFFSAIETE sgn(B) = sgn(8*); HJaibiEH]
THRITFT SCER R 387 B (4.4) RA2 {Fiyr, Frok R an 2 A5 AR At BB 0% 1 o
{@T, F)Thr, Hf TR ZE RN, AT M- il (4.4) BOARSTE. ki, B3Ik
DAAG R 500 A N b, st e 420 ok R PSR

4.2 FRFRETHZERE (FarmTest)

TEmEG I, AT OCER R G AR 5, B EHE T I oA B (R AR {3, MR e B R 7 g 5

WA P AFAE R R I RIE, B W A BEIE & I IE ) o-SRIGAE. X8| UE K e ge it
E’J AN TT7 ) 2 ARG, A5 MR AT 2 WSCHR [105]. H1 T35 D9 1 By ] ik B0 4 B b f 2 B
NEEERIZR, AN FIAMARKS S0 S0 T i 2 ()38 8 #2AH DG 1, X0 3 800 Rt 2 SR R () K
W (Z WSCHR [106-108]). BRI 45 % b BX — ) @it 7 1 TR,

4.2.1 ZERWSHLR I RS

T 5 ] S [ e 2 A 6 A L R U — s O R IR, X — MR LT R e 96 b ) —
FARIEN. A n AR AR R E(E,

=pu+e, Ee =0, i€ [n], (46)

XHEM :cz U\E A p-AEFR, ATDURICSAME @ IR S IR A R D RIE 2 b, B R U

BIRHI A SIS o IR SF. 5 RS 2 B s i ]
HQjZ,UjZO Vs. Hlj:uj;«éo, VjE[p] (47)

W T; N Hoy M— MRS E, SEImAE 2 > 0, A4 |T;| > - RS THE 1) EJ5 R
NERAMERAG, BWEFE 2 NI 2. BRI R(z) MOy (FiR) KV (2) 7350 R AHE
o8 R RO B R AE 2 R (RS ER, Hea e SOh

R(z2)=#{j:|Tj| 2z} M V(z)=#{j:|Tj| > z,p; = 0}. (4.8)
LR R(z) AR LA, 0V (2) 7 ZARGE ARG RAG T, ZARFENZH (IEH) sk

So={j€lpl:p; =0}
Py 3 AT A BR S 3 24 Sl v SR
FDP(z) = ‘;8 M FDR(z) = E(FDP(z)), (4.9)
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295 0/0 = 0. FATHY H b F i O R B s O AR, D A B B 5 24 i 0 ot ELERATOR. i
Gt BRI I, H p AROKI, MR RO F R AL

EV(z)
E R(z)
BRI E AR AR, IX— S5 R AEE A ATRE T, % Py 25 j MR p- H, Poy <+~ < Py 27
JE T p- fH, 5 5 MBI EEE (B DM REREENE) WRYE AT p- ERN R BN
B B O RIS TR oK1, STHR [109] L FE

FDP(z) ~

~ FDR(z).

% = max {j L Py < Ja}, (4.10)

I HARL PR JFUERS Ho (), j = 1. k. AZSCHRIERA T, 7E p- (ESIR T, X AR R IR
I -7k, %I R AT DLl T%X Benjamini-Hochberg (B-H) %5 p- {E RS

% MR p- = min Py, 7. (4.11)

WOt MBI ORFF B, SRS p- @/J\? o IR R . R ES AR p.adjust ATSEHL
B-H Jjik. 87 BB BRI RE, & p- (RIS RE: 452 BAEKT ¢, 2 Py <t WHEZE Hy,,
73 A AT AR 2R L BN O R B 0

=Y I(P<t) Al w(t)= Y I(P;<t), (4.12)
j=1 JESo

PALEAS ISP R (FE4E) Ll FDP(t) = v(t)/r(t). VER, EREE N, Py RIRMIIEI A, &

Wait & T, oL, IBAFH {1(P; < )} AMALFE AR IIEZE N ¢ B Bernoulli FANLAZ R, K,

v(t) = pot, Ho po = |So| RIEHEMBIIEH, BARH, (HHAAE EF p, WA A

FDP(1) = L

2oL (4.13)

B-H Jjikit = Py, H (4.10) 155

FDP(P- P““’ <
( (% )) k a,

R T o4 B-H 5RO R BLREHIAE -7k

W EPnE, 5 mo = po/p EFBON 1, BARREIERATEHI 00 AP, Hid THkE. Jyitt, STk [110) 42
TR R o TR, B p MR p- HEJTE (B A 4), EiRE TR BB S Al (5
) st S§, A OVBRBLH p- AR, Mk IE 25 5 B {H ne (0,1) [ p- {EMLHR B BB X R
B, mo(1—n) BZ5i#E g § p- 887> ORBUH FE-—X el 51 1 AliHE: T4 21 0,

p
7ol I(P; > 7). 4.14
pz (1.14)

FESCHR [109] 5T FDR WHEIME TAEZ G, HILT KEXR TMAATL FDR 15CHR. EZM AR
ELFESCHR [110-112]) &5, AR UG At T2 b 53— AN 46 32 S0V E R ) R, W RAZ: WSCHR [110,113-
115] 4.
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S p- i p- {9575

3.5 3.5 —
| | i E S
3.0 | 3.0 I
| |
25F I 25} I
| | |
2.0} I ] 2.0f I
® I it I
K3 e
1.5}4 I 15f |
| ] |
1.0} | of | M— B
| ——————— —3 —
0.5} | ] 0.5t
M
0 0 -
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
p- 1 p- 1

(a) (b)

B 4 ERERIZLEHIGT. WREE p- E (b) HEETE (BER/)) MAEETE (B55H) Hl. RREE
TEN p- ERZTEL n (BAHiEA 0.5), WRBKKT n B p- BN SFRBERRE, X=ET-ITER
Bt p- BXT n WEFENTHISE (3£). ZL&ULRHERERN (2) HEZTEPMHITHEN p- BHNSH

4.2.2 FarmTest

SCHR [109,110] AbEE 7 2 EATIS I 7%, EATIG SR v & (A7 E SR AH PRI, Jovk AR A by i O i I
A R IEE. SCHR [106,107) Z5E48 AL SAH OGS TE T, FDR BORMHERGPE 2 N . SCHR [108,116]
8V IEMIN FAEAR i FDP Afiit, SCHER [117) WFFC T TR A LA U0 AR AT D] R A Y S
R [118,119] R 1 HABAS R PR 1588, BT 1% L8 SR A A i T s i A IEAS TR, (HIX 7E PR
N2 EIAE CLORIE. fife, SCHR [81) FFR 17— Fhaty R 18 757 (AR g 7 i ok b B EE R 248 1Y) FDP 5l
I 2.

BT LR P [ 3Rk, B SRR M & oy SRARAKIE. [RIRE, BT SERERON, A MURESESE ¢ B
WHRAHOCH). X TN (4.6) B e MRS Mt — B @B GIATAmg, 7B 2 AR I A
() — b FHEE A, 8 AT (4.6) I e BEATZIEL XY TR i =1,...,n, 55

xi=p+Bfi+u;, Efi=0 Eu;=0 Efu] =0. (4.15)
&;

B TAAAER SRR, FDR A1 FDP AT AR ZE1ROK, XA 5 MRe S0 00 PR XE. 7 T 48] 5~ oo 1 SCRiR [116).
Bl 2y TR T AR I e O A BB, TR (4.15), S HEER f ~ N(0,1),
B = P]-, w; ~ N(07 (1 - pz)Ip)a E— fz 5 u; zﬂja

x; = p+pfil + u;.
I A R (4.7) MIFEAR TR AT &N
Z = nz = np+ pW1l++/1-p2U,
o W = if ~ N(0,1) 5 U = /nJ(L— p%)a ~ N(0,I,) M. 4 po = [So| NIEHE B4R, T
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AR IECH

V(z)= Y 12 > 2) = > [I(U; > a(z = pW)) + I(U; < a(—z — pW))],
J€So JESo

Horha = (1 p?) =2, RIERBUE R, E4AE W I, 2 po — oo, 135

PV (z) = @(%) @(%) +op(1).

[RLE, P R BB T W IRSEBRE. 24 p = 0 B, py 'V (2) = 20(—2), LLAS FDP Al FDR KEHHIF. 35
4 po = 1,000, z = 2.236 (AREIEZS AT 99% 6250, p = 0.8, T4

P V() ~ [@((—2.236 + 0.8W)) <(—2.236 — O.SW)H .

0.6 0.6

MW AET -3, =2 —1 M0 B, pytV(2) 2 HIZ108 0.608+ 0.145. 0.008 F1 0, 5 py 'V (z) GHE&ix
A 0.02 ST 17 T B A B X6 LE.
st B M f; 7 (4.15) Th &0, 72 R J5 A8l L ST Aa ie

———

Yi

XFEMCE W s kb B, BT ST g SR SR AR, DRI i R 9 79 1 B 2 S AR A 1), L)
FDP Al FDR KEHAF, ¥ 5 2, WA GEH—I %, BEENE, v W ENT o B 2%, BT
W EAHENE 5 RIS TRRAR T M, BT {y;} KRIRThRRSRn. T BB AR, % &
W BUE AL

5 3 BLIl—4IRE = REBA (4.15) FIBENLEEAS, FEASE n = 100, 4E5L p = 500,

fi~N(0,I3), B=(bj), bj =~ Unif(~1,1), wu;~t3(0,1,).

M j < p/A B p; = 0.6, HMEL 0. WHEAEARLSE 2, 53 p MK SIHE, HETEWE 5(). HT
TR AFTE R BENLIR 22, 20 AT R AR DU 3 2k, SR T ZE T R R 8l {x; — Bfi}, HIREAP
BIEE 7B (B 5(b)) JUIE 4 M 7R 7 X0, X A2 bl T s e 7S R BRI DRI, RIS R Th R A
B 7. SO, BT 2 T AR T, RS BRI R AR, 328, R E u IR
N(0,3I,), WHEIE J5 £ 85 4k57, FDR 5 FDP i fBlAH%E.

5 R A IS AT @) (4.16) HHIREE S B v, HHT 2 B, ol 3 sy
SRR Bf;, %y, BN - K036, AR5 B-H 7 k60 KL FDR. APl iR 5L A& (1
Fadat, N FREARIE, BUMARZ 206 A F G Huber FAE VAR 1y, 5 € [p]. hERRES
Borp >0, BREWE puy; M M-AHT

n
Hj = argTIgHZ;PTJ (Xij —0),
P

HA p,(u) 4 Huber #i25pREL. SCHR [81) UEBH T
V(i —p; — b f) = N(0,04;), XT je[p] —BRAL,
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0 - FASH T 50 B SRR A 27
| | | |
“ 0 | 45 | il |
s | ol . |
| | n |
50 I | 35 ||l |
| | 50 | 11 |
g 407 | | & | |
& 1 | | B oot 1 H |
30 ¢ | | o0 | | |
| | | |
20 | [ 15 r [
| 0t | |
10 } | | |
Al—r | 5T | |
0 | . o L | L .
—-0.5 0 0.50.6 1.0 —-0.5 0 0.50.6 1.0

(a) (b)
B 5 ETFEEFREESE. SANELERE—1TEEN=ZEZERE, (a) REETAET; (b) MAETFET

Hep f =n= 230 fi, HH o4 = var(y)) = var(Xy;) — ||bs]13. AREE f w70 F [5])5 ) @A 4g
ﬁfr.

X;j=pj+b f +a;, j=1,...p (4.17)

WREEE (b}, ARG {u; ), MR AL I, 255 B [f—/Mafgfliit, @ik (4.17) 88 F 1
iaﬁﬁﬁ £, TR E TR SRS

7= ViU =6 F)

Uu,j
Gu; WHPRAH o, FIREMGT. XGRS E R E AN ETRARESE (v HREAL 2
Lo
B R R IR & w, B FE MG , I, {75} JUFarn. MR8 REoe T &, th R
0 2
= Z I(|T;| = 2) = 2po®(—=2).
J€So

HHE X (4.9), 1 FDP(2) ~ FDPA(z),

2mopd(Zz) b, (4.18)

R(z) p
T R m K&, W, FDPA(2) JUFR TN, EF2 N, IEfRIEMHBTEES m ~ 1,
LR AT DLHT (4.14) B EIA A5

BAIR AL, FarmTest (FEHVE 4 L) SNEFE {27, — DIEHE 15 B FIF @ b 7 25
MEfhiit 3 e Rexp, —AHSETEE I FDP 5K a € (0,1), BT K, LLEFRRELSE 5 f {7 o
HESHAE T F SRR LLE . i, K ATHES 2.4 AN R0 e, RIS 3 {r) TRy
AT I IE 25 A B B LM O

FDP4(z) =
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B%X 4 FarmTest

BN I {x)r .
L BT A {2}, BUSEE 1 GSIE TR B = B1,...,5,)T € RIXK.
2 BB 4 75 =0 S wiy, d =1, ,p, F = argmaxgcan S0, (35 — BT ), RS

n - 7T 2 .
Tj= /=@ =b/f), i=1,....p, (4.19)

Tu,jj

Hrf 5,5 =0; — ﬁ? — 165113, 6; = argmin9>ﬁ?+“5j 12 br; (a:f] —0).
3. B-H Jji%: WG IUE 20 = inf{z > 0: FDPA(2) < a}, Hd FDPA(2) = 270 p@(—2)/R(2) (B (4.18)). 24 |T}| > za

LSS Ho.

WE 4.2.1 /NTFTR, FarmTest $P3E 3 5 B-H 7754 FDR K. R & B FarnTest
ATSEHL A, AR A BB 7 AR T FarmTest J73%, (EILEEHH4 HCHE EHESCHR (1
FEARAE R, RIS S B ORI, FESERRE A, STk [81] KB, SANEEAT IR RO VA AR EL,
FarmTest A& 5 HER I H] 05 A DL, JHA Bt A DL, EEME RS, MIRET u; K2R
FERS, FarmTest HLHAh A #7558 1 —%.

4.3 Em5EYT

FE RS AV (principal component regression, PCR) A& H 32 i 43 8 57 [B] 45 784 18 B 2% 5 4 1)
— g, T DR A AR U Ay SR A CAE v AR ) R SRR T — R R A R SR AR s s A
TR AR BN R A A H AR, 18] 6 Pros, H AR IS B AR R SRR B 1, JF R B AR
A &, PR, IX MO EERE AR A R A (PCR).

N TAET B, BB {(Yi, @)}, TR

(4.20)

{Yz‘ =g(fi) + &,

xz; =a+ Bfi +u,.

E/E R

iyt
6 EMROEVAPRIERE~ENF]. FUEF = MMNEE y;, BZEBEET £ 0. EHSEEED « B
RAMBAVEE T, HFEAMMEHER fEAFNTNEE. B Y o f #TEASIERSEIFRMITHE 0 € RF.
BRTRENERER, IMITEBERERBINAE
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AT I 17 FU TR A 3 R 2 W 5 iR AR B R T (), FRLLA [l A AR
Y, = g(fi) +ei, i€lnl. (4.21)
F R B FE R A (4.21) HEUE g(-) NEIMEREARRIM) 2 ol
Yi=a+8" fi+e, icln

FH I A B A2 AT MR OR A, SRR {f ), BEATRRAEAARER, WA fe e fliit
A=YV Bon Y- DF
i=1 i=1

TR 1RV 5 PR Y ) R R AN AR ], 6 et BEEEAT B R E O RS X = UAVT, Hrp A =
diag(61,...,0,) NAFAEMABLIRT AR, U = (uy,...,up) M1V = (v1,...,0,) Bl nxp M pxp
YEIEAZHERE. 3Ry 1] A R TE 5 R 24 SR A /N — 3 ] 7t 1120

min Y — XB8|?, st. BTv;=0, j>K. (4.22)

FEVFZ SR, I — BN IRLE RS & w,, (EAR MR {(Vi, i, wi) 1. EEMN
{a;} IR T {f,}, HE M BT AA A A B — Rl A A Y

Y = g(fiowi) +ei, i€ n]. (4.23)

R — PR R FRAE 1 A B A PRI A R B0 FarmPredict. 4 g(-) 2Nk RRHO, B (4.23)
A2 N 2% T [l A A A

Yi=a+8" fi+ v w; + e, i € [n], (4.24)

WPEFRAER T B AR (4.23) 4[]V R H5 B mT DAIE I % 5fE 26 S5 AR S 405 Wk AT Al o,
A DA 2 N B VR R I 2 73, i v LUl IS an B 6 Fios ) 2 fabn i B Jefil i, 2 fabn i A id it
A FLMEAL A Uk [16] FRE AP EE R, diffusion indices) TN Y. SCHR [121] VEAIRF R T £
FabRB Ay

Y; = g(oTxl, ... oral) + e, (4.25)

H = (FF, wl)T N AR, B w, AAELE, BRI 6 s, MOk [122,123]
o ZARFRR BT ST 48, 490 X9 AR bR BT L D28 TIRK KR, VIS 00wk [124,125] K3t
SR

4.4 HErrEFERESREERD TR

EIR AT DUIE L 3 R 70 A WESCHE R HET S R B Ay, SRIMAEVE 2 N RE R, BTk
AT LA AR S B, 5 5 RBEERN Tig BRURSE DR 5 P BRL 3807 IS 12 B R 308 I 28 ) AR RIS A4
S AN BN R R, BA 1A BRI (5 B S DU E R 7 M A R BATHERE. Jvitt, STHR [126]
BRBEEE j A2 w738 Al AR SRS AR R ) oy AR, D A S AU A X A

bjk = gr(wj) + vk, E(ye | wj) =0, (4.26)
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Hor g (wy) R j ANAFHES kAT R DA AR B R AR 5. 5 R E {b),.} BIFHRAY (4.26)
FILIREAS, I8 — M BENLA AR, i (2.12) 15 B FERIX

FeAehtth, NLH rp A7 AR DR 0 oA RS RS, BN, BARANBERIE Fama-French [H T w; /2
TNAEP T, B ENTE AT BRI A 1 — 873, BT DA e

Ji=g(wi) +vi, E(vi|w)=0. (4.28)
XHHOK Fama-French FFE 7 AMEMEIEE w,. FIFEEARERER
z; = Blg(w;) + vi] + ui.

AR wg BASNENE E(w,; | w;) = 0, X LGS SRS, 13 2100 75 A 7 1 A

E(z; | w;) = Bg(w;). (4.29)
— —
Ti fi

M n > K B, B o] U@t 28T FEAH AT RS 1 R .

PR B 3 BT SCHR [126] 1 /a8 H PSR AR ERAR Y (4.27), XSk [127) FISRARFRAEAY (4.28).
B 2, ME—ANERSEEE w, ARG E 2, X— R DUH &M RNEEA, taT DU
BT A A B AL AS, BRE RIS R — R, B2 e EdE {2}, TAT 04
fRAF BV AT T B LA (4.29) *h0 f; = g(w;) MM glw,). 325, AREE (2.14) P50
BT fiv BR2ET0 55 = fo — glwi) LA f AT #B (s B w, MR 20 B

_ i Al
i Il

PR FEARMY (4.27), 4% IR H IR IK SISO E T AT 5 b ViR 2,

Xji = (g(wy) + ;)" i + uji,

Hrh g(W;) F1 ~; 3R GW) F T BE 547, FRERIA v 5 W, B3, T
153
E(Xi | w)) = g(w;)" f;. (4.30)
w—/ H‘v/—/
X b;

S (4.20) KL EFRER KT BHEE X MM R TR BRR A, BT £
S, BT 408 AT, MR AR 4, & P AR ()7, {(W;1_,)
px p BRENE, EBR (4.27) 19SS WL R TN P, 44

PTr ~0, Pu;~0, (4.31)
DUIRT PAAS B30T AL T M s A Y
Px; = [PG(W) + PT|f; + Pu;, = PG(W)f;.
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Rt A AT f R (4.30) RAHIREL AN, RATZAIRE] F/vn ZH nx n 5
(PX)"PX = X"PX KB K MHEEFHE, #MASRAMT B = n ' X F. M52 A R,
REHR B — M P e FIg S I u, (i € [n]) M, (5 € [p)), B2 %4 (4.31), Bk
TV, AT Ab it SR [126) AR ] A5 ] DL — B

Bl 4 SRIEIA, RS e a7 S SR AR, U (4.26) SBAEA

Xij = (g(W3) +v5) fi + wij,
HRHEY) (local averaging) flitHBREL g BAS BT B2 HEFE. N T8 THEMI LM s t, A
Wit g(-) = B > 0 N—AEH, WA
Xij = (B+ ) fi + wij,

I R BT YRS B T RHERR § AR T, BE) X = B+ ) fi + s ~ B Bk, 1R E R HE T
X fi = X/ B WAREILEEAE n—t S50, 2 = 1, B3Il

N no 1/2 N X
B= (n—12X3) . ==
i=1 B

N X, A2 p NNV R, BT o 220, i ORBREEL A, f; ISGEE N 01/ ).
AT R JE MR IH AR Y (4.26) J90l A SRBCRE R IR (A& T 1%, SAU 5 v T LA 21 A A 7.
DI G “HERCRAE” TR, SEERE gr(w;y) BN NAESETINR R, SR 5 FIHITH 733, (sieve basis)

L M
g(w;) = g (Win),  gu(Wi) = > amsidm(Wj1),
=1 m=1

Hrb L 2 w; MOENL {0n() M, Rima R, HT48—41 (k1) #2HEER. AR,
KHAHFERIE gp(w;) ~ ®(w;)Tag, It a, A LM 4ERIENE R 5 &,

d(w;) = (er(Wj1), .., o (Wi)s oot (Win), .., o (W) 7,
B(W) = (p(w1),. .., ¢(wp))".

WAL, BRSSO (2,)7, (TERLAIh, WA i) 4 Z; = Xiy) % F
(uw; Y7, ORI ATH LS (A — M Y

M
ijzzaml¢m(le)+6j, j=1,...,p,
=1 m=1
HX R A P = ®(W)(@(W)T®(W)) & (W)T, H1 Hilbert 258455 & H ] &1, 250
Wi (4.31), BT Z = PZ.
L ETR, B RO X PXT R K MR EREATHEER T F, FNH B =
n  XTF it T #4 B.
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5 WBAAENSRFEIFHNA

DRl AR 2 i 73 A2 S UIAH ORI, B M) 2 N T Ge v L 2 S AN F Bl 4 vp. 35K
b, TR T, WRRR T I, R FRRIR I 22 2107, RAE D 5 ZE RS o ESRBGE R . R
TRVHE BRI b, 1% 2 SPRE B BT 2 Wigner FEREIE E X EEREEE BA AL FRE (807 Hermite
), H =M o E A BN, Gl R E Wigner 0B RS TG RASRIIME A 0 7 ZEH IR
XN, FEASH 5 ZE R A T s AR AR SR .

5.1 FEFLI

FEHER AT b2 — AN T W 28 B 1 3R K ), B AEHESE 28 (social networks) 5] LM% (ci-
tation networks). FE K %% (genomic networks) FZG 5 4:flN 4% (economics and financial networks)
AT Z BN RN F o 2 B LA B B R SRR, BT <8 AR A
A, B <id AERAMRIRAFAERE MR R, a8 Ll w ] <SR A = (ay;) HIR <&, 55
5 iAW RZEERR, W a; =1, B0 a;; = 0.

R R DUE T BRI AE SN HEAT I 70 4R T 3CHR [128-130] FHER I AIBEHL 2> B (stochastic
block model). J%TI1X — 85I IR 1 7T 2 WOCHR [131).

EX 3 ABRBFE n ATUG {1, .. n} ATBBERIZT L K NI (JE5C8E) BIAERE Gy, .. Ce X
EEMWANTR ke C M1 e ¢, BN SR EGE EATUIMER p; AHEH 5 HAERM. #i52, 45
PR A = (Ap) ATAA— R BT Bernoulli FEALAS & I 52

P(Akl = 1) = Dij, ke Ci, l e Cj. (51)

K x K XHIERE P = (py) WHRAEL I A5,
FEBENLA ORI | R o, Hiidh T AELRE € B ¢ EBYERRTS, M7 MERERN, i
BRSO pi. 4XEIFAT @ 1, 0T iy = p, AT OB R N Brdos-Rényi FIRIR 1321 ix—
BURE A HEALEE, 020 B A 2, RABBHE G(n,p) TRE.
BRI F AR A <P R I ML, SRR, B 7 R T AP K
FOR BRI B 25 AR A — (a), R E1IR% B IR RVORTE. C(i) T @ FFIE AL T
(R, IR (as}isy (ORISREHENH Bernoulli AR

H_p?(i)c(j)(l —pege) M,
1>]
H {C(i) K, P = (piy) € REXE JgRASHL. EHHE B, XZ—A NP AR, A4 1 e SR
WAL NI — R PR s SRR F T A Dt i R, BLAR 2R W2 WO [131].
WIEEE TR, W T R —A nox K 4R BUARERE. F6FE T B8 mH 8 20 2E — ML,
A 6 AT ¢ FTRMORLEE, BIZE C() MLBIEN 1, UL N 0. BT E Ay = pegey)
R I3 it

EA=TPr*, A=TPT'+(A-EA). (5.2)

REMF, FFF T G S 7o Bl ARbriEtl) RO AT, A —E A SREITIMEASE T (575
7r). LRI FRRPEAERE T VR AN B E A BT K AMRAE AR KSR AR 23 18] A i HL b3 RS A
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FH A G A B R T

& 7 FREERLE

SR HE, EA R K DMHERERA K ATARKE. F5 b, a2k P ARRK, T 1R R E S
E A M K FFIE5 75 )2 A 7] Y.

EA TR T T BB E A ] LUES A BIHT K NMRIEE (R HE R BV N TR
(RIRAAE 2 R BEAT A T, 12V 22 D7 i kit (1331351 S THR 3 T WA &A1, F5 20— Mgk, (Hix
ANTEREE H AR RN B BT, (A8, DIR 2 WM RREIE, 1 K-means Hi%k, X 2K
NEA W K MFIERERA K ATARRE. R REREA R (WAL 5).

B s HREAMIAISERIEEL

1. FHAREEAERE A IR K A (E0HE) KRR B AR AE B AR n x K ERE T

2. ¥ T AT VE N NEORE, (S5 (0 K-means BEREW), KHUER S K AN, I n AN R 40 L
K AMHE#E

ERETTEEAIRZ A F R AARAEGER. 10 d; = Y2, 00 NRCE K <, BT R0 (ED
iE, D = diag(dy,...,d,) N B . 2 X Laplace i, MFRFRHELL Laplace i FFEANE ALY E br
HEAL Laplace FERR40F

L=D-A, L =D'?LDY? Lv=D'L (5.3)

FESEE 5 PR 1 R INARIEFERE A TR (5.3) HAER A Laplace ZEFRAUE. DPR 2 B T g,
X SR AR RFALE [] B8 VF 2 FAm IR sce. 500, K T (94T ) oA B B AL R O3] v SR T RAAE B
HE oy 137 4,

BEATL 7 BASE R ARG AN [R] (4 2 32 57 B AR A VR 2 204K IR S A RE R R TR [138] $2 1 DLAR B —
AR T2 ARSI, SCHR [139] SN T4 FEAB LK BE R0 BAR BRI 1A P sl 0 [ 12 A
AL ITEIE.

EX 4 MWEETA i € [n], & m AZBREPTEREN K 48R AR, (k) =P € C), k €
(K. 0; > 0 R 115 i SRA IR R BVERR . 721 BB IE VR A AR BB oh ) ik

P(Ak’lzl ‘ kECMZECJ)ZGkGlpZ]v Vi,j,k,l, (54)
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H 0 <0p0ipi; < 1. BEIE, 150 kAL RAAEIER OB N

K K
P(Ap =1) = 0,6, > mi(i)mi(j)pij- (5.5)
i=1 j—1
M0, =1 H om AR FTEALBE R YRR R, B (5.5) IBAGRBENL SRR (5.1). & {6}
TN, 7y ATy R 6 TR AL B A s P R A, A 3 S IE R B AL 7 Pt R

P(Akl = ].) = erlpij, ke Cl', le Cj. (56)
0] ) — B (5.5), 4 © = diag(6y,...,0,), MG
EA = OIIPII'O, (5.7)

Hrf I nox K 4E5ERE, wl S 47, L, OII V&N EA BT K ANMFRAEE XS RURFAE 7] & ok A
2 0E]. O T iHER © I, SCHR [137) Jeit R A KI5 § (J < K) 5 1 SURHIER R EUE, 2R JEXHX
K — 1 BRFHIE A & LU AEAZAT BEAT 3K, A3 BRI 202K, PSS ILSCHR [140] 0 T4 73 S A HEWT
7] 7.

5.2 FEREIEAD

TR A ) R EL B X AR A T2 R, e BRI TR AEM K (Netflix) L H B2 PE2)
R AR ¢ BRLHEEE § I, e iz K — vy, FFESER D EENE () ME L &
XA TCRFRGR R, ER AT B R L BT RAR, AT B PE R B P2y
FERE P AT AR 2 —ER o AR R R B, RE RS AN AT 55 R AR O AT Bl X 1K LB R AR BEAT SEKb, AT
WIS VP4 1A U AAERE S . AR A 548 . 25 AR e 28 55 2 Bl O D) 77 ot PR HE S, X SS9 R 4t
(recommender system) i [F] P 3G, R RSN A 55— AN B R FH R BT RV AN SCAHE BE: 5L
B RN AT P A R i — AN FE R, K i e B SRR JS 5 AT DA U AT RFAE, AN [ 1) 52
KT Ir K.

% O & ny x ny GEELSEHIMEFFERE, HE (i,5) TCRARE « DA H j AN IIRLF. 5
brdfcdis X A — /N8 W] DAABOULIN B, B R UL B (0 7 B G SRAEARAR SR Q@ IX LI L W]
REAFAEME AT Gy (FT 20 AN E ), (ECBODL I Bt e MRS Y

Xij=0; +e5, XI(i,5) €. (5.8)
RIS ey RASFIAT N(0,0%) BBV B EEHR RBEHLE K, ) 0 RbaHLE
(1), 55 (i,7) DNTCEREPMNBIHER A p, HS5HAR TR M. 4 I;; AT [R5 A Bernoulli BEALAS &,
I p, SRR AT A Q = {(4,) : Li; = 1}, RIEAAFAERRFS, ok (m REATI 98/ RE 1Y,
AT IR R TT RN © BI NERABR %, RITS 2 —FhFFER I FERK ] (reduced-rank regression),

1
min = [|[Po(X) — Pa(©)]7, st. rank(©)=K, (5.9)
OcRn"1 Xn2 2

HA it T Po - R — R E N (Pa(®))i = 051 HTARNZIR rank (@) = K 17
{E, SBHE A &I G TR/ A FIfh it O

> (X —05)* + A8l (5.10)

(1,7)€Q
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Forp GBS TR SRR L R — bk st SCHR [141] UERT 1 ZEARRE A5 TR N, FA St A0 A Ir) 8L ) e
AR OO R 2 i AR L R AR DAL R R B SR . SCHR [142] BE— D@57 T gt iR BRI T
HHE W75

BB v mT LASE Ay 3t J@ o A B RO R, DL VR0 N0, B — RO A SRHE (BT,
FEAN WA IX LERFAEA AN [F] 0 i 4 B0 B2 T N R K — 2615973 IX s 17 R AR Y (2.11) A
(5.8) FHULBIEFE ©, B 0,5 = b f;, f; € RF 25 j FFR b TR HIRFIE, b; € RF 25 i M)
Tt 52 HTASF R, 3 B UL 3 PR AR o (i — N o . BLE ANV D i i A LR it — A PR
AR B, IR IR A S B A B A
_ XijI(i,j)EQ

p

b p WL 2 s T oS R EL B IR a8 2, p NN p RS fG T, 206 p IS THRZE, 155
fERRBRAE R

Y (5.11)

EY = 0.
ONIAIERGBE 7 I R TE: RGE © MIkEMN K, &

min(ni,ng2)

i=1

NHEFFAE R, 20 AT T
K
i=1

SCHR [96] BEAL T ZITERIBICER A THR KR ZE L JF, HHIER] T1E Frobenius JEHUE ST H A R AL
I I Hdp Al 1430,

5.3 HEFF[E)ER

HEFF R AR 00 L, R TG 17 2. LR IR X 2/ AP, AT S Kt
P AT LA, I, — AT %5 RS BRI R K AT P EL Bt T 3T HE . it
1 R AR 2 U A7 2 P, 110 SR 2R (1490, 27 2 145 0 f 1 3. 1400 25

W Gy vk B i B BRUE? (B MK & FEAEBAE M wr > 0, B ARHER A A
(i),

w*

P(AME j IRTFAME @) = o jjw] (5.13)
VBT Bradley-Terry-Luce HUB 047195 Bk, S0 B AR HHEHE D2 w' = (uf, ..,
wp), EABIE AR AR M. 1T w B ST LB, 7 DL o
M. SCHER [149] $#2H T H MM (minorization-maximization) 575K & Bradlye-Terry-Luce #£2.

550 b SIS LA AL AL, o7 Ff— N 31 AP EG 6, SET R
HHRERAADAE R B HAT TR (W 8 BioR), & EAERNE G MELSES. X (i,5) € €, 15
B Ly ML GRS R

. . wj
Y;;’ ind. Bernoulh( - *>, 1 <1< Ly (5.14)
~ w; + w;
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E s fl K BEE. SENSZEESLER Li; X

& Dij TN AR TE @ MMERRRERA T 8 T B, e B ¢ & Erdés-Rényi IR
) — B

— AN HET TR T R T T M R LEER by, FBARE (5, BHTHET. %059 20
T HATES N F T, TEMZRBRAELL R, — A BRI A E RN A. e Bl G, W& e
SRPAEUCN— Z %)) Bernoulli MEZ [ IFH

* Li;Dij * Lij(1—pij)
Lw)y= [] (- s ,
) w; + w;‘ w; + w;

X EALSA R E an T -

) + Li;(1— py)log < Wi > (5.15)

w; + wj

Z Lz]pz] IOg <

(i,5)€€
2 0; = logw; 7 ERAN AL 45 (0] VT (A5 7Y ELG SSOIDL8R R ot o R B FE RIS IR, T DL IE
YO TURTBAER oA HAEAT 41
Z [Li;pij0; + Lij(1 — pi;)0; — L;j log(exp(6;) + exp(6;))] + A Z 0. (5.16)
(i,5)€€

NHEAHEHE R (MACORR DA T, W 6). AR, B wr ARAEACE R AR, B AR

Bk 6 Top-K ilHFHIE (B 0L E %)

WAXE G, RO GIHE (5, (1, 5) € €} NARMELINT d;
 (5.19) & UERFERIFE P = (ﬁi,j)lgi,jgn;

T P E—ERHENE @,

Wil @ PROKH K AN B R A,

B W
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M G My —A Markov 4, 815 w* It Markov % HI AR 04 (AR AREE /0 AR). & R4
[ P N

,7j7 an '7 1 657
dwf +w; # (0,9)
1 X I .
, w; +wy
k:(i,k)e&
0, 750,

Horb d B, 2 d 29K (BN, BORKIRE) A e R AR, JEFE P RFEAE MR AERE, RI434T
INAIDA 1. XA Markov BEMUA T 72 70 B i (RAS, B S BRI P A7 4E 00 T BARE i

:Pz*j_w;kpg*m V<Z7.7)

SN

FHAEFE IR 940
wtP* = w*T. (5.18)

?5%’71%156 w* f& P* IR R, XNRFIEE N 1, WRHEBHER N P* 1) Markov #HIFEE 70
Wy idkrh, (B RERREA T P BRI AR, (S ik T

1. IO
apZ]a 25A(’L .]) 5a
Py={1-5 > bir Hi=j (5.19)
k(zk)GS
0, 3.

IR d > diax (BIFECKIIE), A P NERIERE. ESZBRRSHH, BH I d = 2dmay.

SCHR [150] AL T A TE @ 1 Lo WCSIGEFE. SCHER [142) X H 45 Rt AT TR KRB T 22 10
flTE B R R 22, DR ] DA JR] I 384538 7 R T AR AL IR T iR A Y e e A A M. e, iR
FRPEIEE] T OCHR [151) ARG R T A, BARANA R LAZ ILSCHR [142,150). Feulth, 55104 H T 1%

AU T 5 R I 2Rk

54 SHTRAIRE
PRSI T AR LA 1r) ) S R4, 2% v BT A Y
x ~wN(py,oil,) + - +wigN(px, o5 1,), (5.20)

Forb {wp, pr, oY) NARFZEL B TRNAEA (o}, BRMRRBCR AN, KA THE IR BIR
(NN U O i S M G Eﬂ%a@%ﬂ{EEﬁﬁi%LﬁlﬂﬁEﬁ%%.

Ry 73 AT AT CAFE B BA TR B ANy (AR AL DRI AR R S50 b, SR [152] T4 A R
TVREAT, X TARES R, ARG T /A& 1, W—2 Newton-Raphson i5U45 K145
Rt B ey, Beaihid, iRz (5EREIEIIEE) 24iHRE (MiFREIRIEZE) 1
RBT T3/, AREA AR REIR R TALIR 2, VRIS WOCHR [153).
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FINER —MAE SR o-ME TR R IE S TREHM (5.20), — ZFHERN
K K
Exz= Zwk pi, Erxox]= Zwk pi @ g + 02 I, (5.21)
i=1 i=1
b & %77 Kronecker FEHL, 02 = YK | weo? ZaMBCTESI7 2. Bk, B {2, MRIT ()
ST K A ERRD R BRHEZ AR, IFH o 2 Bz @ @] BH/INRHIEE.
N T B ek 73X, SCHR [154) 3R T =Brak k. R {pe )i, RZIETERH, H we > 0,
k€ [K), 3 ARRAL, W) o2 2 3 = Cov(x) BE/MFIEE. P14 v £ 3 BRSO NARFHERE o2
HDESFREIE=N '

M, =E[(v"(xz — Ex))%x] € R?,
M, =E[z ® ] — 02 I, € RP*P,

p
M;=Elzzoz|-) Y M ®e; e e RV,

j=1 cyc

y
|

Y agboc=anboctbca+cradb,

cyc

e; N jAMLEI 1 KEBRAL R, TR [154]) GEH] T

K
2
M, = E WOk ks
k=1

K
M, = Zwkuk & Mk, (5.22)
k=1
K
M; = Zwkuk ® pp @ pg.
k=1

{M;}2 ATEAEMG TSR], B R AR (5.22) Hh it 28, SCER [154,155) 32 HH T —FhiR @ ik B w7
% (robust tensor power method), & B AR FTHE E o AR, @it M, 1EA34 M3 1)
{pr}, BRI R E VR K& 0

A M, =UDU" y M, Fi&J3fi#, id

W =UD Y2 cRP*K [, = JurW" p;, € RE. (5.23)

FEEE W R M, 1) 308, M WIMW = I, RN (5.22) Hil 75

K K
WIMW = w W ot W = > " Jijig = I

1=1 1=1
PRI, (e b, AR IESC ) H.

= Dl/zﬂ. .24
e =U S (5.24)
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)I%:?QL@E WTMQW -LEEE MZ(W7 W)u

=

My(W, W) =" w (W) ®? € REXK,
k=1
HA a®? =a®a. FlE X
M; .= M;(W, W W) = wi (W) ®* =
Horlt 0 = a© a®a. R, My FELE— A IUREFRAIE S 1 1E 29, FLILREIEIE Ry
Het 5. AT LABGE

M; =B[(W'2)®% -3 S (WTM) @ (We)) @ (We;), (5.26)
j=1 cyc
XA (5.22) &l ieks fE gk
b, A TECEW T, sk, MEEE (5.260) flit M, BB IKER 7% 155 3R F
(5.25) HH (.} (RIEAS TR B AR SRR AR {1/ /e K. AEBLIERE AR SRATH S AN p-4
ol K-2, @it (5.23) il (5.24) THE py BT (LEE 7).

B 7 RESTBEASEUN TR K EREEE

VBRI 7 AN R NRFEA 52, R0t LR GE 1 B o
i« AR © R 52 BB My R Mo,

VMR My = UDOT H1 W = UD-1/2, 44 lit WTX. W Al My R (5.26) 1851 M fffiit Ms;
O My BRI T R (G, R (@

WS B = UDY2, /o, SRIBLNEDT 24 My = YK | @p52, 135 (54},

T W N =

S T A T R R B B EA I AERERE 0t YT wiel . Y (5.21) AT (5.22) RIR,
Ez@xz=M,+0.I,=UDU" + 21,

Fl K AR {di+ 02, dic + 02}, BT p— K AMERA o2, 81 K AVHE R
(s}, HRBZSI . 4 v N Bl © @) BB NEHERD R HAE R, plo =0, k € [K]. BLAAD
Ji% £ =Ez@z] - (Ez)o (Ez) {7

Sv=02v— (Ex)(Ex)Tv=0c2v.

BRI, o2 & = BIRHIEE, v RN FRHIE R &, o2 &/ MFIEE.

ZIt, ERWESREE T — AT IS TR AR SR A R L. SR [155] 158 Bk B
fil i 7 — R BG>8R, R T BT ER BB R 07 Z B s R A A, 51N TS Markov AR
(Markov FE& Dirichlet 7} BCHZY, ARy =)= Bayes MEZRABIAY) Sfefift e in) @, SCHR [156]) WK Tk & 7%
HTERET LA,

&2k

1 Zhao P, Yu B. On model selection consistency of Lasso. J Mach Learn Res, 2006, 7: 2541-2563
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High-dimensional factor model and its applications to statistical
machine learning

Zhao Chen, Jianging Fan & Christina Dan Wang

Abstract This paper reviews the recent developments on factor model and its applications to statistical ma-
chine learning. The factor model reduces the dimensionality of variables, and provides a low-rank plus sparse
structure for the high-dimensional covariance matrices. Therefore, it attracts much attention in high-dimensional
data analysis, and has been widely applied in many fields of sciences, engineering, humanities and social sciences,
including economics, finance, genomics, neuroscience, machine learning, and so on. We elaborate how to use prin-
cipal component analysis method to extract latent factors, estimate their associated factor loadings, idiosyncratic
components, and their associated covariance matrices. These methods have been proven to effectively cope with
the challenges of big data, such as high dimensionality, strong dependence, heavy-tailed variables, and heterogene-
ity. In addition, we also focus on the role of the factor model in dealing with high-dimensional statistical learning
problems such as covariance matrix estimation, model selection, multiple testing, and prediction. Finally, we
illustrate the innate relationships between factor models and modern machine learning problems through several
applications, including network analysis, matrix completion, ranking, and mixture models.

Keywords factor model, PCA, structural covariance matrix, factor-adjusted method, model selection,
multiple testing
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