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CONSTRUCTION OF COVARIANCE MATRICES WITH A
SPECIFIED DISCREPANCY FUNCTION MINIMIZER, WITH
APPLICATION TO FACTOR ANALYSIS*
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Abstract. The main goal of this paper is to develop a numerical procedure for construction of
covariance matrices such that for a given covariance structural model and a discrepancy function the
corresponding minimizer of the discrepancy function has a specified value. Often construction of such
matrices is a first step in Monte Carlo studies of statistical inferences of misspecified models. We
analyze theoretical aspects of the problem and suggest a numerical procedure based on semidefinite
programming techniques. As an example, we discuss in detail the factor analysis model.
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1. Introduction. Covariance structure analysis, and its structural equation
modeling extensions, had become one of the widely used methodologies in the so-
cial sciences such as psychology, education, economics, and sociology (e.g., [1]). An
important issue in such analysis is to assess the goodness-of-fit of a considered model.
For this purpose various test statistics were suggested and their behaviors have been
studied in numerous publications (see, e.g., [2], [5], [11]). It is well understood that in
real applications no model fits data exactly and at best a good model can be considered
as an approximation of reality (see, e.g., [3]). This raises the question of properties
of the respective test statistics for misspecified models. This, in turn, brings the
need for constructing covariance matrices with specified discrepancy values for their
consequent use in Monte Carlo experiments. A procedure for such construction was
developed in Cudeck and Browne [4].

The main goal of this paper is to extend the Cudeck—Browne approach by con-
structing such covariance matrices in a systematic way, aiming at achieving the
largest possible range of attainable discrepancies, with the considered model, while
retaining the same minimizer of the discrepancy function. More specifically, con-
sider a covariance structure model defined by functional relation ¥ = ¥(6). Here
0 = (01,...,04) is the parameter vector varying in a parameter space © C R?, and
6 — X(6) is a mapping from © into the space of positive definite p x p symmetric
matrices. We denote by SP*P the (linear) space of p X p symmetric matrices. Also
SVP = {A € 8P*P : A = 0} denotes the space (cone) of positive semidefinite matri-
ces, and SVIP = {A € §P*P : A - 0} denotes the space (cone) of positive definite
matrices, where A = 0 (A > 0) means that matrix A is positive semidefinite (positive
definite).
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Let F(S,X) be a real valued function measuring a discrepancy between two ma-
trices S, X € Siﬁp . For a specified value 6y € O of the parameter vector and (positive
definite) matrix g = X(6p), we want to construct a covariance matrix S = ¥y + X,
for some X € SP*P_ such that

(1.1) 0o zarggélélF(Eo—l—X,E(ﬂ)).

That is, we want the minimum discrepancy function estimator, corresponding to the
matrix S, to have the specified value 6y. Consequently, in Monte Carlo experiments,
one would like to have at one’s disposal such covariance matrices S yielding different
discrepancy values § = F(S,%(6p)). Moreover, it could be desirable to have a large
range of the discrepancy values ¢ while maintaining property (1.1). We approach
this goal by solving a certain optimization problem aimed at the construction of the
largest discrepancy value subject to the constraint (1.1). Once such a covariance
matrix S = ¥y + X is computed, one can construct smaller discrepancy values by
rescaling, i.e., by taking S = X + tX for different values of the scaling parameter
t € [0,1]. Numerical experiments indicate that the developed approach often gives a
significant improvement of the Cudeck—Browne procedure in terms of the magnitude
of attained discrepancy values and can be considered as an alternative to the Cudeck—
Browne method.

We discuss in detail the following discrepancy functions which are of practical
interest: the maximum likelihood (ML) discrepancy function

(1.2) FuL(S,3) =In[S] — In[S|+ Tr [SE71] — p,
and the generalized least squares (GLS) discrepancy function
(1.3) Fars(S, %) = LTr {[(S — ©)W]?},

where W € SV7F is either a fixed (independent of S and X) matrix or W = S1.
Note that in both cases the corresponding discrepancy function has the following
properties: (i) F(S,%) > 0 for any 5,2 € St7P, and (ii) F(S,%) = 0 iff § = %.
Subsequently, while talking about a discrepancy function F(S,Y) we assume, unless
stated otherwise, that it is either ML or GLS discrepancy function.

We assume that 0 is an interior point of the parameter space © and that mapping
3(0), defining the considered covariance structure, is smooth in the sense that it is
twice continuously differentiable. It is said that the covariance structure is linear if
it can be represented in the form 3(0) = Go + 61G1 + - - - 4+ 0,G4, where G; € SP*P,
1 =0,...,q, are given matrices and ® = {# € R? : () > 0}. An example of linear
covariance structure is X(0) = diag(1,...,0,), i.e., (0) = >F_, 6,D;, where D;
denotes the p x p diagonal matrix with all entries equal to 0 except the ith diagonal
entry which equals 1. An important example of a nonlinear covariance structure is
the factor analysis model

(1.4) Y(A,U) = AAT + T,

Here the parameter vector is formed from the components, counted in some specified
order, of the p x k matrix A and the diagonal elements of the p x p positive semidefinite
diagonal matrix W.

We use the following notation and terminology throughout the paper. For a p x p
matrix A we denote by Tr(A) and |A| its trace and determinant, respectively. By
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AT we denote the transpose of matrix A, and by A ® B the Kronecker product of
two matrices. By e; we denote the ith coordinate vector, e; = (0,...,1,...,0)T,
with all its components equal to 0 except the ith component which equals 1, and by
D; = diag(0,...,1,...,0) the ith diagonal matrix.

This paper is organized as follows. A review of the model and theoretical back-
ground is given in section 2. We study the optimality conditions of the problem and
develop a numerical solution in terms of semidefinite programming. Section 3 presents
simulation studies to illustrate the developed procedure and to compare the suggested
method to other methods. Section 4 gives some remarks and future directions of this
research.

2. Theoretical analysis. In this section we give a theoretical analysis of the
problem of constructing covariance matrices S = X9 + X satisfying (1.1) and having
a specified discrepancy value with respect to the considered model. This involves the
following conditions which should be maintained:

(C1) The minimizer of F(S,%(0)), over § € O, should be the specified value 6.
(C2) The covariance matrix S = Xy + X should be positive definite.

We denote by M(0y) the set of matrices X € SP*P satisfying the above condition
(C1) and such that ¥y + X = 0. This set is slightly larger than what is required by
condition (C2) since it imposes on ¥ + X to be a positive semidefinite rather than a
positive definite matrix. Note that the set Dt(6p) is closed (see Proposition 2.3 below),
while the set of matrices X satisfying conditions (C1) and (C2) is not necessarily close.
We will show that for many covariance structure models, the set 9(6y) is bounded,
and hence the corresponding discrepancy value 6 = F(S,X(6y)) cannot be made
arbitrarily large. Therefore we would like to evaluate the largest discrepancy value
while maintaining the above conditions (C1) and (C2). It is worthwhile to remark
that condition (1.1) holds if and only if (iff)

(2.1) o :argglelgF(Eo—i—X,E),

where X9 = 3(0p) and
(2.2) S={2esS?:x=%(0), 0 O}.

With matrices 5,3, X € SP*P we associate corresponding vectors s = vec(.S),
o = vec(X), and x = vec(X), where the vec(S) operator transforms matrix S into the
p? x 1 vector by stacking columns of S. Note that since the matrices S, ¥, and X are
symmetric, the corresponding p? x 1 vectors will have duplicated elements; this should
be remembered, in particular, in (2.5) below. Interchangeably we may write the model
o = o(0) and the discrepancy function F'(s,o) in terms of the corresponding vectors
rather than matrices. We have that

OF (o0 + x,0(00))

(2.3 Canol)) _ aTg)
where
(2.4) A =00(0y)/00 and g(x)=0F(0o+ x,00)/00

are, respective, the p? x ¢ Jacobian matrix and the p? x 1 gradient vector.
Since it is assumed that 6y is an interior point of ©, the (first order) necessary
optimality conditions for 6y to be the respective minimizer, i.e., (1.1) to hold, are
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OF (o9 +x,0(00))/08 = 0. In view of (2.3) this can be written as equations ATg(x) =
0. For the ML and GLS discrepancy functions we have that g(x) = —Qz, where Q =
b ! ® X ! for the ML discrepancy function and Q@ = W & W for the GLS discrepancy
function. Consequently, in both cases, we can write the first order necessary conditions
as equations (cf. Cudeck and Browne [4]):

(2.5) ATQz = 0.

Note that for the ML and GLS discrepancy functions the corresponding matrix
is independent of z, provided that in the GLS case the weight matrix W is fixed
(independent of S). In these cases the first order necessary conditions (2.5) are linear
in = equations. For W = S~! the situation is more involved, and we will discuss this
later.

The function Fgrs(S,X) is convex in X, and hence if the covariance structure
is linear, then Fgrs(S,3(0)) is convex in #. Therefore, in that case, the first order
necessary conditions are also sufficient for optimality of 6. Similarly in the ML case
the first order conditions are sufficient if ¥ ~1(#) is linear in #. For nonlinear covariance
structures we can only assert such a result locally for x sufficiently close to 0. Recall
that it is said that the model X(0) is identified (respectively, locally identified) at 6
it 3(0*) = Xo, 6* € O (respectively, §* € © NV for some neighborhood V of )
implies that 6* = 6y. A sufficient, and “almost necessary,” condition for the local
identifiability is for the Jacobian matrix A to have full column rank ¢ (cf. [10]).

Recall F(S,Y) is nonnegative and equals 0 iff S = X. Therefore, if S = 3¢, then
6o is always a minimizer of F(3g,3(0)), and if, moreover, the model is identified at
0o, then the minimizer 8y is unique. Under mild additional regularity conditions we
have the following consistency property:

() For all S sufficiently close to £ the function F (S, ¥(6)) possesses a minimizer

0 = 0(S), over 6 € ©, and any such minimizer converges to 6y as S tends to
Yo.
In particular, the consistency property (&) holds if the model is identified at 6y and
the set © is compact (see, e.g., [7, 9] for a discussion of consistency in the analysis of
covariance structures).

PROPOSITION 2.1. Suppose that the consistency property (&) holds and the Jaco-
bian matrix A has full column rank q. Then there exists a neighborhood U of 0 € SP*P
such that for X € U satisfying the first order optimality conditions ATg(x) = 0, it
holds that 6y is the unique minimizer of F(Xg + X, %(0)) over 6 € ©.

2
8858(2’}7) ‘S:ao oo’ For the ML and GLS
discrepancy functions this matrix is equal to 3 L' Yo Land W ® W, respectively,
and hence is positive definite. Moreover,
0>F(09,0(0)) ‘
0000T 0=6,

Proof. Consider Hessian matrix V =

(2.6) =ATVA,

and since A has full column rank, it follows that matrix ATV A is also positive definite.
We argue now by a contradiction. Suppose that the assertion is false. That is,

there exists a sequence x;, converging to 0, such that ATg(z;) = 0 and 6, is not a

minimizer of F(og + xx,0(0)) over § € ©. By the consistency property (&) we have

that for all k£ large enough there is a minimizer 6 = é(ao + xy), such that 0 tends

to 6y as k — oo. Since 0y # 0y, we also have that

(2.7) F(oo + 21, 0(01)) < F(oo + 2k, 5(60)).
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By continuity arguments, the Hessian matrix 9?F(o¢ + xx, 0(0)) /00067 is positive
definite for k large enough. It follows that first order necessary and second order
sufficient conditions hold at point 6y, and hence 6y is a strict local minimizer of
F(oo + x,0(0)); i.e., there is a neighborhood V of 6y such that for k large enough,

(2.8) F(oo+ zk,0(60)) < F(og + zx,0(0)) V8 € V\ {60}

Note that here the neighborhood V can be taken to be independent of k. Now since
0 — 0y, we have that 0, € V for k large enough. This gives a contradiction between
(2.7) and (2.8), and hence the proof is complete. O

Assuming that the consistency property holds, and in particular that the model is
identified at 6y, we have by the above theorem that for any “sufficiently small” solution
x of (2.5), the matrix S = ¥y + X satisfies condition (C1). Since the matrix g is
positive definite, the matrix S = g+ X is also positive definite for “sufficiently small”
x. Therefore for any “sufficiently small” solution x of (2.5) we have that X € 9(6p).
Next we address the question of whether the discrepancy 6 = F(Xo + X, ¥g) can be
made arbitrarily large for X € 9(6p). Recall that g(z) = —Qx with Q = A® A,
where A =3 ! for the ML discrepancy function and A = W for the GLS discrepancy
function.

ProprosITION 2.2. Consider the set

(2.9) F(S0) ={X e :ATQz =0, S+ X = 0},

where Q = AR A with A being a p X p positive definite matriz. We have the following:
(i) The set F(Xo) is unbounded iff there exists a positive semidefinite matriz X # 0
such that ATQx = 0. (ii) Suppose, further, that the image set &, defined in (2.2),
contains matrices of the form ¥o+ ¥, where ¥ can be any diagonal matrix sufficiently
close to 0 € SP*P. Then the set §(Xg) is bounded.

Proof. Since the set §(3) is given by the intersection of the linear space with the
convex set {X € SP*P : ¥y + X » 0}, it is a convex set. Consequently, the set F(Xo)
is unbounded iff it has a nonzero recession direction, i.e., iff there exists X € SP*P,
X # 0, such that A’Qx = 0 and ¥o +tX = 0 for all £ > 0. We also have that the
property “Yg +tX > 0 for all ¢ > 0” holds iff the matrix X is positive semidefinite.
This proves (i).

Let us prove (ii). The property that & contains matrices of the form %y 4+ U,
where ¥ can be any diagonal matrix sufficiently close to 0, implies that the linear

space generated by the Jacobian matrix A contains vectors vec(D;), i = 1,...,p.
Consequently, it follows from the condition AT(A ® A)z = 0 that Tr(D;AX A) = 0,
i =1,...,p. This implies that all diagonal elements of matrix AX A are zeros. In

turn this implies that the matrix X cannot be positive semidefinite unless X = 0.
Indeed, if X # 0 and X = 0, then Tr[AX A] = Tr[X A%] > 0, which is a contradiction
with AX A having all diagonal entries equal to 0. By the assertion (i) this completes
the proof of (ii). O

Subsequently, when talking about the set §F(X¢), we assume that the matrix A is
either A =X ! for the ML discrepancy function or A = W for the GLS discrepancy
function. Since (2.5) is a necessary optimality condition, we have that the set 9t(6)
is included in the set F(Xo), and hence if the set §(X¢) is bounded, then the set
M(0p) is also bounded. Of course, if M(6y) is bounded, then the corresponding set of
discrepancy values is also bounded. The condition “the image set & contains matrices
of the form ¥y + ¥, where ¥ can be any diagonal matrix sufficiently close to 0” holds
if the model is invariant with respect to adding a sufficiently small diagonal matrix.
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Many covariance structure models, in particular the factor analysis model, satisfy
this property. Note that the notion of “sufficiently small” (“sufficiently close to 07)
is essential there, since, for example, in the factor analysis model (1.4) the diagonal
matrix ¥ should be positive semidefinite and hence cannot be an arbitrary diagonal
matrix.

The first order optimality conditions (2.5) consist of ¢ equations and p(p + 1)/2
unknowns formed by nonduplicated components of vector x = vec(X). Typically g is
smaller than p(p 4+ 1)/2, and hence we have p(p + 1)/2 — ¢ “degrees of freedom” in
choosing a solution of (2.5). It makes sense to improve the quality of the perturbation
X by enforcing second order optimality conditions. That is, in addition to the first
order optimality conditions, we would like to ensure that the Hessian matrix

2 o xr,o
(2.10) H(x) = = 309;95 o 0=0,

is positive definite (semidefinite). This leads to the following optimization problem:

Max  F(3p+ X,X0)
(2.11) Xesrxr
s.t. ATQr=0, H(z) =0, o+ X = 0.

Note that for z = 0 the Hessian matrix H (0) is always positive semidefinite, and hence
x = 0 is a feasible point of the above problem (2.11). Note also that it is possible
to enforce positive definiteness (rather than positive semidefiniteness) of H(x) by
replacing the constraint H(z) > 0 with constraint H(z) > eI for some small number
€ > 0. This, however, makes a small difference in practice.

An optimal solution X of the problem (2.11) gives a direction for constructing
discrepancy values of the form F(3q + tX,Yg) for t > 0. Of course, since conditions
ATQx =0 and H(x) = 0 ensure only local optimality of 6, there is no guarantee that
X € M(Ay). Nevertheless, we may try to find a largest £ > 0 such that Xg +tX €
M(6p). A natural question is whether for any ¢t € [0,¢] we will have then that
Yo +tX € M(). In that respect we have the following useful result.

PROPOSITION 2.3. For the ML and GLS discrepancy functions, with fized weight
matric W in the GLS case, the set M(bp) is conver and closed.

Proof. By the definition and because of (2.1), the set 9(6y) is given by the
intersection of the set {X : ¥o + X > 0} and the set (). X5, where

(2.12) Xy ={X:F(Zo+X,%) < F(Z+ X,%)}.

The set {X : ¥g + X = 0} is convex and closed, so we need only to verify convexity
and closedness of the set Xy, for every ¥ € &. For the ML discrepancy function the
set Xy is given by matrices X € SP*P satisfying

(2.13) In|So|—In |So+ X |+ Tr[(Zo+X)E5 ] < In|X|—1In S+ X |+ Tr[(Zo+ X)X 1)
The inequality (2.13) can be written in the following equivalent form:
(2.14) Tr [(So + X) (S5 —=7H] < In[E] — In ).

The above inequality (2.14) defines a convex closed set (half-space) in the space of
symmetric matrices X. The intersection of these half-spaces is also a convex closed
set. This shows that for the ML discrepancy function the set 9t(6y) is convex and
closed.
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Similar arguments can be applied to the GLS discrepancy function with a fixed
weight matrix, by noting that in this case the corresponding set defined in (2.12) is
given by the half-space

(2.15) T X(WEW — WEW)] < ITr[(SW)? — (ZoW)?].

This completes the proof. a

Clearly the null matrix belongs to the set 91(6y), and hence by the above propo-
sition we have the following.

COROLLARY 2.4. For the ML and GLS discrepancy functions, with fized weight
matric W in the GLS case, the following holds: (i) for any matriz X € SP*P the set
of t > 0 such that tX € M(bp) is a closed convex interval; (i) if X € M(by), then
tX € M(By) for any t € [0,1].

For a given matrix X € SP*P, satisfying the first order necessary conditions,
consider the rescaling procedure; i.e., consider the discrepancy value

(2.16) 5(t) = F(So + tX, So)

as a function of the parameter ¢ > 0. For the GLS discrepancy function with fixed
weight matrix W and X # 0, we have that §(¢t) = $t*Tr[(XW)?] is monotonically
increasing for ¢ > 0 quadratic function. For the ML discrepancy function, the func-
tion d(t) is also monotonically increasing for ¢ > 0. This follows from the following
calculation of its derivative:

do(t

PO v (5"~ (90 + 1))
(2.17) =Tr [X (S0 +tX) (S0 +tX — £0)%5 ']

=tTr (XS5 X (30 +tX)7'],
which is positive as long as matrix ¥y + tX is positive definite.

In the following subsections we will discuss in detail the optimization problem
(2.11) for the GLS and ML discrepancy functions.

2.1. GLS discrepancy function. Consider the GLS discrepancy function
(1.3). We can write

(2.18) Fors(s,0) = 3(s = 0)7Q(s — 0),

where Q@ = W @ W. We discuss first the case when W is fixed (independent of S).
The corresponding problem (2.11) takes the form

Max %Tr{[XW]Q}
(2.19) Xe§rxr
s.t. ATQxr =0, Hgrs(z) = 0, Yo+ X =0,

where

82FGLS ((70 + x, 0(9))
Has(w) = 00067 0=00

We denote by X the feasible set of the above problem (2.19).
Note that X is a subset of the set §(2o), defined in (2.9), and hence is bounded,
provided that the condition (ii) of Proposition 2.2 holds. Since x = 0 satisfies the
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constraints of problem (2.19), the feasible set X is nonempty. Moreover, for x = 0
the Hessian matrix Hars(0) = ATQA is positive definite, provided that A has full
column rank ¢, and since X is also positive definite, it follows by continuity arguments
that Hgrs(x) = 0 and 3¢ + X > 0 for points z sufficiently close to 0. Consequently,
the feasible set X' contains all points z sufficiently close to 0 satisfying equations
ATQxz = 0.

By using the second order Taylor expansion of ¢(f), at 8 = 6, it is not difficult
to see that the Hessian matrix Hgrs(z) has the form

(2.20) Hers(z) = Haws(0) — A(X),

where A is a linear operator from SP*P to §9*¢. This linear operator depends on @)
and second order partial derivatives of o(6), at 6y, and can be written in various forms
(we will discuss this later). We will discuss below the calculation of Hgrs(x) for the
factor analysis model. It is worthwhile to note at this point that it follows from (2.20)
that Hars(z) is an affine function of x. Therefore, the feasible set X is defined by
linear equations and two positive semidefinite affine constraints, and hence is convex.
The objective function of problem (2.19) is convex quadratic, and hence (2.19) is a
problem of maximization of a convex function over a convex set. Unfortunately, it is
difficult to solve such problems to global optimality, and we will discuss this later.
Numerical procedure. In order to solve optimization problem (2.19) numerically,
we use the following approach. Consider the objective function f(z) = $Tr{[XW]?}
and the feasible set X' of this problem. Starting with a feasible point o € X, at a
current iteration x; € X we calculate the next iteration xyy; as the optimal solution

of the linearized problem

(2.21) Mag(ggx subject to z € &,
ES

where g = 0f(x)/0x. Since function f(z) is convex, we have that
fa) > flax) +gii (x —ap) Vee X,

and hence f(zr4+1) > f(xx). We continue this process until its convergence, i.e., until
the objective value f(xy) is stabilized. Generally this procedure converges to a local
optima of the problem (2.19). Therefore it is an important practical question of how
to choose a starting point of this procedure; we will discuss this later.

The linearized problem (2.21) is a (linear) semidefinite programming problem and
can be solved efficiently. We use here MATLAB solver mincz which handles linear
matrix inequality (LMI) optimization problems. This solver implements Nesterov —
Nemirovski’s projective method [6, 8]. Note that here df (x) = Tr[WXW (dX)], and
hence the corresponding linearization is

(2.22) gre = Tr[WX, W X].

Ezample 1 (factor analysis). Consider the factor analysis model (1.4). We can
write

(2.23) (A+dA)(A+dAN)T+ U +dV = AAT + U+ (dA)AT+A(dA)T +dV + (dA) (dA) T,

where dA and d¥ are “small” perturbations of A and ¥, respectively. Therefore in
the present case the first order necessary optimality conditions take the form (for the
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sake of notational convenience we omit the subscript in Ag and ¥y)
(2.24) Te[WXW(d¥)] =0 VdU,
(2.25) Tr[(dA)"WXWA] =0 VdA.

Condition (2.24) means that all diagonal elements of matrix WXW are zeros. Con-
dition (2.25) means that elements of matrix WXWA are zeros. This can be written
as equations

(2.26) XWA =0.

In order to calculate the corresponding Hessian matrix Hgrs(z) we proceed as
follows

Fars (o + X, 30 + (dA)AT + A(dA)T + d¥ + (dA)(dA)T)
= LTe{[((dA)AT + A(dA)T + AV + (dA)(dN)T — X)W]?}
= 3 Te{[(dA)AT + A(dA)" + dD)W]?} + 3 Te{[((dA)(dA)" — X)W]?}
(2.27) + Te{[((dA)AT + A(dA)T + dT)W][((dA)(dA)T — X)W]}
= FaLs (S0 + X, 50) — Tr[((dA)AT + A(dA)T + (d0)) WX W]
+ LTe{[((dA)AT + A(dA)T + (d0))W]?} — Tr{(dA)(dA)TWXW }
+o(|[(dA, d¥)|?).
The term
—Tr[((dA)AT + AdA)T + (dO))WXW] = —Tr[2(dA)"WXWA + (d0)WXW]

is the first order term in the corresponding Taylor expansion. The second order term
is

%Tr{[(dA)ATW + A(dA)TW + (dV)W)? — 2(dA)(dA)TWXW}
(2.28) = Tr{ ((dA)ATW (dA)ATW + (dA)ATWA(dA)TW) + 1(dV)W (d¥)W

+ 2(dA)ATW (d0)W — (dA)TWXW(dA)}.
Note that, as was mentioned before, the Hessian matrix Hgrs(x) is an affine function
of .

For x = 0 and k = 1 the Hessian matrix Hgrs(0) can be calculated as follows. It
is two times the 2p x 2p block matrix [, 5], with corresponding components

aij = (ATWej)(ATWei) + (ATWA)(e;fFWei), ,j=1,...,p,
(229) bij = ATWDjWGi, Z,] = 1, ey Py

dij = sTe{D;WD;W}, ihj=1,...,p.

Consider the optimization problem (2.19). For k = 1 this problem can be written
as
Max  1Tr{XWXW}
Xespxp
(2.30) st. diag(WXW) =0, XWA =0,
WXW <C, ¥+ X >0,
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where C = A — BD~'BT. Note that WXW =< C is equivalent to X < W-1CW 1.
Note also that constraints X < W=ICW ! and g+ X > 0 define a convex compact
set. Also constraints diag(WXW) = 0 and 3¢ + X > 0 define a convex compact
set (see Proposition 2.2). It follows that problem (2.30) has a nonempty compact
(and convex) feasible set; hence its optimal value is finite and it possesses an optimal
solution.

Consider now the case of W = S~1. In that case the weight matrix is a function
of S and the analysis is more involved. Then problem (2.30) can be written as

Max %TT{X(EO‘FX)ilX(EO‘FX)il}

Xespxp
(2.31) s.t. diag ((Eo—f—X)*lX(Eo—kX)*l) =0, X(Zo+ X) 1A =0,

(X0 +X)71X(Eo +X)71 <C, Y9+ X =0.
Note that matrix S = ¥ + X should be nonsingular, and hence the constraint g +
X > 0 in the above problem is replaced by ¥y + X > 0. It could also be noted
that constraints of the above problem (2.31) are no longer linear in X. This makes

it inconvenient for application of the standard LMI solver. In order to resolve this
problem we make the following transformations.

Consider matrices Z = 55 /2X5, "% and € = $y/°Cx}/?. By substituting
X = Eé/QZE(l)/Z into problem (2.31) we can formulate this problem in terms of Z as

Max  IT{(1+2)722%)
e PXp
(2.32) st diag{s, A1+ 2)7225, P =0, I+ 2)722%, A =0,
(I+2)2Z2<C,1+Z 0.

We used here the property that matrices Z and (I+2)~! commute, i.e., Z(I+2Z)"! =
(I +Z)~'Z, which in particular implies that (I +2)"2Z = (I+Z)"'Z(I+ Z)~!, and
hence this is a symmetric matrix.

Next define Y = (I+Z)~2Z. As was mentioned above, Y = (I+2)"1Z(I+ 7)™}
and Y is a symmetric matrix. Moreover,

(2.33) Z=2 [I+ (1—41/)1/2’}71 s

provided that I — 4Y > 0. Substituting this into the objective function of problem
(2.32), we obtain the following function:

-1
1Ty {ZY [I+ (I 4Y)1/2} - Y} _ %Tr{] 9y — (I 4Y)1/2} ,
and hence problem (2.32) takes the form (up to the factor 1/4)

M Tr{I —2Y — (I — 4Y)1/2
Max, T (1 —4v)'2}

(2.34) st diag(3y2Y¥,?) =0, Y5, *A =0,
Y =C,Y =il
Note that constraints of problem (2.34) are linear in Y and the objective function

is convex. Linearization of the objective function of the above problem at a current
iteration point Y} is given by

(2.35) 2Tr{ —Y + (I —4y;,)"'?Y}. O

Copyright © by STAM. Unauthorized reproduction of this article is prohibited.



1580 SO YEON CHUN AND A. SHAPIRO

2.2. ML discrepancy function. Consider the ML discrepancy function (1.2).
The relevant first and second order differentials here can be written as follows:

dln|S| = Tr[271(dY)] and d*In|S| = -Tr[E'(dX)S!(dY)],

dTr[SE7!] = —Tr[SEH(dE)E ] and P Tr[SE ] = 2 Tr (271981 (dE) 21 (dD)],

and hence
(2.36) dFyi (S, %) = Tr[271(E - S)87'(dY)],
(2.37) RS, %) = Tr[271(28 — D)8~ (dD)2 7 (dD)].

It follows from (2.36), as was mentioned before, that the first order necessary
optimality conditions here take the form of linear equations ATQz = 0, with Q =
Yo' ® 55! These equations are the same as the respective equations for the GLS
discrepancy function with W = %3* (cf., [4, p. 359]). In order to calculate the
corresponding Hessian matrix Huyr,(z), we can employ formulas (2.36) and (2.37).
Note that for S = ¥ we have that dFyr(S,X) = 0 and

(2.38) *FuL(S, 3) = T[S (dE) S (dD)] = d°Faus(S,%).

It follows that Hy,(0) coincides with Hgrs(0) for W = S5t For x # 0 the Hessian
matrices Hur,(z) and Hgrs(z) are different. Let us show how to calculate Hyr, ()
in the example of the factor analysis model.

Ezample 2 (factor analysis). Consider the factor analysis model (1.4). Similar
to (2.27), in order to calculate Hyy(x) we need to collect second order terms by
substituting

d¥ = (dM)AT + A(dA)T + d¥ + (dA)(dA)T
into the expansion
(2.39) 1Tr 2571XE71(dY) + 7H(E + 2X) 27 1(d8)2 71 (dY)]
' = 1T [E71(dD)E71(dE) + 28571 XS HdE) + 2571 XS (d8) S~ (dY)]

(for the sake of notational convenience we omit the subscript 0 here).

Recall that for x = 0 the Hessian matrix Hyp,(0) coincides with the Hessian
matrix Hgrs(0) for the GLS discrepancy function with W = X1, and components of
Hcrs(0) are given by formulas (2.29). Moreover, Hyr,(z) = Huri(0) + A(X), where
the linear term A(X) can be calculated from the expansion
(2.40)

Tr [(dA)TE7IXE 71 (dA)]
+Tr [SIXSTH((dA)AT + A(dA)T + dU) S ((dA)AT + A(dA)T +dP)] .

For k =1, when A is a p x 1 column vector, this expansion takes the form
(dA)TSLXT71(dA)
+ATSTIXSHdA)ATSH(dA) + (dA)TE XS HdA)ATE A

(2.41) +ATYS XS AN TS (dA) 4 (dA)TS XD TA(IA) TS 1A
+2Tr [SEX ST ((dA)AT + A(dA)T)S7H(dD)]
+ Tr[S7IXE 1 (dP)E (D).

dA) + (
dA) + (
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In that case the operator A maps X € SP*P into the 2p x 2p symmetric matrix with
blocks

[A11(X)]ij = ATSTIXS e, ATS ey + el S7EXN e, /S T1A

(2.42) +ATSTIXS T A S e el STIXS T A BTIA
+€?271X2716j, ,j=1,...,p,

(2.43)  [Ap(X))ij = Te[2 ' XS (e AT + Ael)XI D)), i,j=1,...,p,

(2.44)  [An(X)]y; = i1 XE1D; ¥~ 1D)], i,j=1,...,p. 0O

Similar to (2.30), the optimization problem for £ = 1 can be written as

Max  Tr{Z; (S0 + X)} — In|%o + X|
XeSpxp

(2.45) st diag(SyixXegl) =0, X¥5A =0,
HML(ZIJ) E 0, 20 + X E 0.

Note also that here the objective function is convex in x. Also linearization of the
objective function of (2.45) at a current iteration X} is given by

(2.46) Tr{[Z5" — (Zo + X») '] X}

3. Numerical illustrations. In this section we report results of some numer-
ical experiments with the suggested method, and in particular compare it with the
Cudeck—Browne [4] approach. We have considered the one-factor analysis model for
the simulated covariance matrix. Specified parameters (of vector Ay and diagonal
elements of matrix Wy) are shown in Table 3.1. The corresponding covariance matrix
Yo = AgAL + Uy is given in Table 3.2. Experiments are conducted for the GLS and
ML discrepancy functions.

3.1. GLS discrepancy function. Consider optimization problems (2.30) and
(2.34). Let us refer to the respective procedures as the first and second order method
(1st-2nd), and without second order constraints, WXW =< C in (2.30) and Y < C

TABLE 3.1
Generated parameters.

Ao
Al A2 A3 A A5 A6 A7
0.6916  1.2404 0.7971 0.9011 0.5761 1.5620 0.8117
Yo

Y1 P2 P3 P4 ¥s Ye Y7
0.8727  0.6480 1.0672 1.0614  3.0594 1.8551 1.3567

TABLE 3.2
Generated covariance matriz Xg.

)

X1 | 1.3510

X2 | 0.8579  2.1866

X3 | 0.5513 0.9887 1.7026

X4 | 06232 1.1177 0.7183 1.8734

X5 | 0.3984 0.7146 0.4592 0.5191  3.3913

Xe | 1.0803 1.9375 1.2451 1.4075 0.8999  4.2949

X7 | 05614 1.0068 0.6470 0.7314 0.4676 1.2679 2.0156
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TABLE 3.3
GLS discrepancy function value comparison.

W=1I w=g5"1
Method 1st-2nd 1st CB 1st-2nd 1st CB
é 18.7906  26.7425 0.0331 | 0.7922  0.7921 0.2354
Rescale factor (t) 0.9 0.65 5.5 1 1 1
5 15.2200 11.2990 1.0025 | 0.7921  0.7921 0.2354
TABLE 3.4
ML discrepancy function value comparison.
Method 1st-2nd 1st CB
é 1.6541 127.4199  3.0709
Rescale factor (¢t) | 0.9 0.35 0.45
5 1.3601 0.8638  0.3523

in (2.34), as first order method (1st). Also, we refer to the Cudeck-Browne method
as the CB procedure. The comparison of numerical results for these three methods
is given in Table 3.3, where d denotes the maximal value of the respective objective
function. For the corresponding optimal solution X we apply the rescaling procedure
of replacing X with tX, t > 0, such that we can recover the specified parameters
exactly when factor analysis is applied to the matrix S = Xy + tX. The largest
discrepancy value, obtained by this rescaling procedure, is denoted by 6. We tried
different starting points in the iterative procedure of the form (2.21). From numerical
experiments it seems that taking x¢o = 0 is a reasonably good choice for the starting
point.

The CB procedure was performed five times, for randomly generated perturba-
tions satisfying first order optimality conditions, and the obtained largest discrepancy
value is reported in Table 3.3. As we can see, the discrepancy function values by
1st-2nd and 1st methods are considerably larger than the ones obtained by the CB
procedure. These results illustrate the utility of these methods for constructing a
covariance matrix with a large discrepancy function value.

3.2. ML discrepancy function. Similar experiments are conducted for the
ML discrepancy function. Here the first and second order method (1st-2nd) is the
procedure to solve the problem (2.45). The first order method leaves out second order
constraint Hyr,(z) »= 0. Table 3.4 compares discrepancy function values from three
methods. Both the 1st-2nd and 1st methods show an improvement in the computed
discrepancy values.

4. Discussion. A procedure has been developed for generation of a covariance
matrix that has a given discrepancy with the hypothesized model. With this method,
the population covariance matrix is constructed as the sum of a matrix satisfying
the specified model and a perturbation matrix that satisfies the model discrepancy
and first and second order optimality conditions. Computational results indicate that
the developed method can give a significant improvement in the range of discrepancy
values as compared with the Cudeck—Browne procedure. This method can be a useful
tool for Monte Carlo studies examining performance under model misspecification
when a given structure model does not hold exactly. Also, this may be of some prac-
tical assistance to researchers facing the model evaluation and alternative generation
problem so that they can derive reasonable inferences. An additional issue that may
well merit further investigation involves the behavior of estimators relative to the de-
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gree of model misspecification and general cutoff value of the test statistics for model
evaluation.

Acknowledgement. We are indebted to Arkadi Nemirovski for helping us with
the MATLAB LMI solver and for insightful discussions of the optimization procedures.

REFERENCES

(1] B. M. BYRNE, Structural Equation Modeling with EQS: Basic Concepts, Applications, and
Programming, 2nd ed., Lawrence Erlbaum Associates, Mahwah, NJ, 2006.

[2] K. A. BOLLEN AND R. STINE, Bootstrapping goodness of fit measures in structural equation
models, Sociol. Methods Res., 21 (1992), pp. 205-229.

[3] M. W. BROWNE AND R. CUDECK, Alternative ways of assessing model fit, in Testing Structural
Equation Models, K. A. Bollen and J. S. Long, eds., Sage, Beverly Hills, CA, 1993, pp. 136—
162.

[4] R. CupECK AND M. W. BROWNE, Constructing a covariance matric that yields a specified
minimizer and a specified minimum discrepancy function value, Psychometrika, 57 (1992),
pp. 357-369.

[5] R. T. FouLADI1, Performance of modified test statistics in covariance and correlation structure
analysis under conditions of multivariate nonnormality, Struct. Equ. Model., 7 (2000),
pp. 356-410.

[6] P. GAHINET AND A. NEMIROVSKI, The projective method for solving linear matriz inequalities,
Math. Program., 77 (1997), pp. 163-190.

[7] Y. KaNo, Conditions on consistency of estimators in covariance structure model, J. Japan
Statist. Soc., 16 (1986), pp. 75-80.

[8] Yu. NESTEROV AND A. NEMIROVSKI, Interior Point Polynomial Methods in Convex Program-
ming: Theory and Applications, STAM Ser. Appl. Math., STAM, Philadelphia, 1994.

[9] A. SHAPIRO, A note on the consistency of estimators in the analysis of moment structures,
British J. Math. Statist. Psych., 37 (1984), pp. 84-88.

[10] A. SHAPIRO, Asymptotic theory of overparametrized structural models, J. Amer. Statist. Assoc.,
81 (1986), pp. 142-149.
[11] K.-H. YuaN AND P. M. BENTLER, On normal theory and associated test statistics in covariance

structure analysis under two classes of nonnormal distributions, Statist. Sinica, 9 (1999),
pp. 831-853.

Copyright © by STAM. Unauthorized reproduction of this article is prohibited.




<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


