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Spectral Clustering and Block Models: A
Review And A New Algorithm

Sharmodeep Bhattacharyya and Peter J. Bickel

Abstract We focus on spectral clustering of unlabeled graphs an@wesome re-
sults on clustering methods which achieve weak or strongistant identification
in data generated by such models. We also present a newtaigaxihich appears
to perform optimally both theoretically using asymptotiedry and empirically.

1 Introduction

Since its introduction in15], spectral analysis of various matrices associated to
groups has become one of the most widely used clusteringitpos in statistics
and machine learning.

In the context of unlabeled graphs, a number of methods,falllich come
under the broad heading of spectral clustering have begroped. These methods
based on spectral analysis of adjacency matrices or somedenatrix such as
one of the Laplacians 3], [29], [23], [29], [32]) have been studied in connection
with their effectiveness in identifying members of blocksexchangeable graph
block models. In this paper after introducing the methods muodels, we intend
to review some of the literature. We relate it to the resultslossel, Neeman and

Sharmodeep Bhattacharyya
Oregon State University, Department of Statistics, 44 KiddHall, Corvallis, OR, e-mail:

bhattash@science.oregonstate.edu

Peter J. Bickel
University of California at Berkeley, Department of Sttts, 367 Evans Hall, Berkeley, CA e-
mail: bickel@stat .berkeley.edu


http://arxiv.org/abs/1508.01819v1
bhattash@science.oregonstate.edu
bickel@stat.berkeley.edu

2 Sharmodeep Bhattacharyya and Peter J. Bickel

Sly (2012) p€] and Massoulié (201424, where it is shown that for very sparse
models, there exists a phase transition below which mendaansot be identified
better than chance and also showed that above the phas@draose can do better
using rather subtle methods. 16] jwe develop a spectral clustering method based
on the matrix of geodesic distances between nodes whichaddeve the goals of
the work we cited and in fact behaves well for all unlabelevoeks, sparse, semi-
sparse and dense. We give a statement and sketch the prbebefdlaims in [] but
give a full argument for the sparse case considered by theeahghors only in this
paper. We give the necessary preliminaries in Section 2erhistory in Section 3
and show the theoretical properties of the method in Sedtion

2 Preliminaries

There are many standard methods of clustering based on rmatsmilarity matri-
ces which are discussed in a number of monographs (Eg:ldarflg], Leroy and
Rousseuw3d]). We shall not discuss these further. Our focus is on uidatbgraphs
of n vertices characterized by adjacency matriées, ||a;;|| for n data points. With
ajj = 1 if there is an edge betweérand j anda;; = O otherwise. The natural as-
sumption then isA = AT. Our basic goal is to divide the points ifisets such that
on some average criterion the points in a given subset are siroilar to each other
than to those of other subsets. Our focus is on methods akcing based on the
spectrum (eigenvalues and eigenvector#) of related matrices.

2.1 Notation and Formal Definition of Stochastic Block Model

Definition 1. A graph GX (B, (P, 1)) generated from thetochastic block model
(SBM) with K blocks and parameteR € (0,1)K*K and € (0,1)K can be de-
fined in following way - each vertex of grapB8, is assigned to a community
ce {1,...,K}. The(cy,...,cn) are independent outcomes of multinomial draws
with parametert = (rm,..., Tk ), wherer > 0 for all i. Conditional on the label
vectorc = (Cy,...,Cn), the edge variables;; for i < j are independent Bernoulli
variables with

E[A” |C] = Pcicj = min{pnBCiCj 5 1}, (1)



Spectral Clustering and Block Models: A Review And A New Aligiom 3

whereP = [Pyp] andB = [Byy] areK x K symmetric matrices. We cal? the con-
nection probability matrix andB thekernel matrix for the connection. So, we have
Pp<1forallab=1,...,K,P1<1andl"P < 1element-wise.

By definitionAji = Ajj, andA; = 0 (no self-loops).

This formulation is a reparametrization due to Bickel an@2009) 8] of the
definition of Holland and Leinhard®[)]. It permits separate consideration asymp-
totically of the density of the graph and its structure akfos:

P(Vertex 1 belongs to block and vertex 2 to block and are connectge-= 15 75,Psp

with Py, depending on nPy, = prnmin(Bap, 1/pn). We can interprep, as the un-
conditional probability of an edge af}, essentially as

P(Vertex 1 belongs ta and vertex 2 belongs tol an edge between 1 angl.2

Setl1 =diag m,..., k).

1. Define the matrices &8 = 1B andS= 1/2BM%/2,

2. Note that the eigenvalues bf are the same as the symmetric ma8iand in
particular are real-valued.

3. The eigenvalues of the expected adjacency mgtm(E(A) are also the same
as those oSbut with multiplicities. We denote the eigenvalues by tladisolute
order,Ay > |Ag| > -+ > |Ak].

Let us denotg¢1,...,¢x), i € RK, as the eigenvectors @& corresponding to
the eigenvaluedy,...,Ak. If a set ofAj’s are equal toA, we choose eigenvec-
tors from the eigenspace corresponding to Ahas appropriate. Then, we have,
@ = MN~Y2¢; and g = MY2¢; as the left and right eigenvectors bf. Also,
(@,0)n=3K, Tk@k @ik = Gj. The spectral decomposition bf, SandB are

x
=
=

Y
Il

B=S A&, S=75 Moy, M= At
1 =1 1

=
Il

2.2 Spectral Clustering

The basic goal of community detection is to infer the nodelsib from the data.
Although we do not explicitly consider parameter estimatthey can be recovered
from €, an estimate ofcy, . ..,cn) by
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" 1 n n
Pp=— il(G=aci=b), 1<ab<KkK 2
ab Oabi;glA” (CI aacJ )a _aa = ) ()
where,
1<ab<K b n
e T G STCEIE P e
na(ng—1), 1<a<K,a=b i&

There are a number of approaches for community detectioedb@s modular-
ities ([18], [8]), maximum likelihood and variational likelihoodX({], [7]) and ap-
proximations such as semidefinite programming approa@jepgeudolikelihood
[2] but these all tend to be computationally intensive andéguire good initial
assignments of blocks. The methods which have proved batipatationally ef-
fective and asymptotically correct in a sense we shall disewe related to spectral
analysis of the adjacency or related matrices.They diffémportant details.

Given ann x n symmetric matrixV based orA, the algorithms are of the form:

1. Using the spectral decompositionMfor a related generalized eigenproblem.

2. Obtain am x K matrix of K n x 1 vectors.

3. Apply K means clustering to the K-dimensional row vectors of the matrix of
Step 2.

4. Identify the indices of the rows belonging to clustej = 1,. .., K with vertices
belonging to blockj.

In addition toA, three graph Laplacian matrices discussed by von Luxb@@qpR
[33], have been considered extensively, as well as some otheishall mention
briefly below and the matrix we shall show has optimal asyitipfroperties and
discuss in greater detail. The matrices popularly consitiare:

e L =D — A: the graph Laplacian.
e Lrw = D !A: the random walk Laplacian.
e Lsym=D~Y/2AD~Y/2: the symmetric Laplacian.

HereD = diag(Al), the diagonal matrix whose diagonal is the vector of row sums
of A. She considers optimization problems which are relaxesioes of combina-
torial problems which implicitly define clusters as sets ofles with more internal
than external edgek.andLsymappear in two of these relaxations.

The form of step 2 differs foL and Lsym with theK vectors of thelL prob-
lem corresponding to the tdp eigenvalues of the generalized eigenvalue problem
Lv = ADv ,while then K-dimensional vectors of thesym problem are obtained by
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normalizing the rows of the matrix df eigenvectors corresponding to the tdp
eigenvalues ofsym. Their relation to th&K block model is through asymptotics.

Why is spectral clustering expected to work? Givegenerated by &-block
model, letc +» (ny,...,Nk) where,n, is the number of vertices assigned to type
Then we can write,

E(Ac) = PQP'

where P is a permutation matrix an@n«n has succesive blocks of rows,n, rows
and so on with all the vectors in each row the same. Thus(Ei{#c) = K. The
same is true of the asymptotic limit bfgivenc.

If asymptotics a® — o justify concentration oA or L around their expectations
then we expect all eigenvalues other than the laigestabsolute value are small. It
follows that then rows of theK eigenvectors associated with the igenvalues
should be resolvable intl clusters inRX with cluster members identified with
rows of Anxn, see R9], [32] for proofs.

2.3 Asymptotics

Now we can consider several asymptotic regimes as «. Let A, = np, be the
average degree of the graph.

(I) Thedenseegime:A, = Q(n).

(II) The semi denseegime:A,/log(n) — co.

(1N The semi sparseegime: Not semidense ba — co.
(IV)The sparseregime:A, = O(1).

Here are some results in the different regimes. We define Aadetf vertex
assignment to communities as a random map{1,...,n} — {1,...,K} where
randomness comes through the dependence of def@sm function. Thus spectral
clustering using the various matrices which depenéddmsuch a.

Definition 2. J is said to bestrongly consistent
P(i belongs tmandd(i) = aforalli,a) — 1 asn — co.

Note that the blocks are only determined up to permutation.



6 Sharmodeep Bhattacharyya and Peter J. Bickel

Bickel and Chen (20098] show that in the (semi) dense regime a method called
profile likelihood is strongly consistent under minimalmdiéability conditions and
later this result was extended][to fitting by maximum likelihood or variational
likelihood. In fact, in the (semi) dense regime, the blockdeldikelihood asymp-
totically agrees with the joint likelihood oA and vertex block identities so that
efficient estimation of all parameters is possible. It isydassee that the result can-
not hold in the (semi)sparse regime since isolated poiets ¢xist with probability
1.

Unfortunately all of these methods are computationallgristve. Although spec-
tral clustering is not strongly consistent, a slight vatjaeassigning vertices in
any clustera which are maximally connected to another clusieather thara ,
is strongly consistent.

Definition 3. J is said to baveakly consisterif and only if
n
W=nt ZLP(i ca,d(i) #alvi,a) = o(1)
i=

Spectral clustering applied t#h [32] or the Laplacians g9 in the manner we
have described) has been shown to be weakly consistent gethedense to dense
regimes. Even weak consistency fails for parts of the spagiene [l]. The best
that can be hoped for M/ < % A sharp problem has been posed and eventually
resolved in a series of papers, Decelle etlal,[Mossel et al 27]. These writers
considered the cas€ = 2, T = ™, B11 = Byo. First, Decelle et al.J4] argued on
physical grounds that iff = 2(By; — B12)?/(B11+ B12) < 1, thenW > 1/2 for
any method and parameters are unestimable from the datafdahey satisfy the
minimal identifiability conditions given below. On the othteand Mossel et aly7]
and independently Massoulie et 2H], devised admittedly slow methods such that
if F > 1 thenW < 1/2 and parameters can be estimated consistently.

We now present a fast spectral clustering method given iatgreletail in §]
which yields weak consistency for the semisparse regimexdraso has the prop-
erties of the Mossel et al and Massoulie methods. In factathes the phase tran-
sition threshold for all K not just K=2, but still restrictead r; = 1/K, all j and
Baa+ 23 [Bap : b # @] independent oé for all a.

We note that Zhao et. al. (2019)7] exhibit a two-stage algorithm which exhibits
the same behavior but its properties in sparse case arewnkiibe algorithm given
in the next section involves spectral clustering of a newixahat of all geodesic
distances betweedrandj.
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3 Algorithm

As usual letGy, an undirected graph amvertices be the data. denote the vertex set
byV(Gn) ={vi,...,vn} and the edge set liy(Gy,) = {ey, . .., em} with cardinalities
[V(Gn)| =nandE(Gp)| =m.

As usual a path between vertiaeandv is a set of edge§(u, v1 ), (V1,V2), ..., (Vp_1,V)}
and the length of such a pathds

The algorithm we propose depends on the graph distance degieadistance
between vertices in a graph.

Definition 4. The Graph or Geodesic distancebetween two vertices and j of
graphG is given by the length of the shortest path between the \esitiand j, if
they are connected. Otherwise, the distance is infinite.

So, for any two vertices,v € V(G), graph distancelg is defined by

dy(U,V) = min{¢|3 path of lengtl¥ betweeru andv},
amnre oo, if uandv are not connected

For implementation, we can replaseby n+ 1, when,u andv are not connected,
since any path with loops can not be a geodesic. The mainetéips algorithm are
as follows

1. Find the graph distance matfix= [dg(v;, vj)]{';_; for a given network but with
distance upper bounded yogn. Assign non-connected vertices an arbitrary
high value.

2. Perform hierarchical clustering to identify the gianbqmonentG® of graphG.
Letnc = |[V(G®)|.

3. Normalize the graph distance matrix @R, D by

D¢ = — <| - n_lcllT) (D)2 <| - n—1CllT>

4. Perform eigenvalue decomposition Dh.

5. Consider the to eigenvectors of normalized distance mabfxandW be the
nx K matrix formed by arranging th¢ eigenvectors as columnsVid. Perform
K-means clustering on the roWs, that means, find an x K matrix C, which
hasK distinct rows and minimizegC — W/||¢.
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6. (Alternative to 5.) Perform Gaussian mixture model basledtering on the
rows of W, when there is an indication of highly-varying average eegoe-
tween the communities.

7. Let¢:V — [K] be the block assignment function according to the clusiesin
the rows ofW performed in either Step 5 or 6.

Here are some important observations about the implenmentitthe algorithm -

(a) There are standard algorithms for graph distance finditige algorithmic graph
theory literature. In the algorithmic graph theory litenat the problem is known
as theall pairs shortest path problem. The two most popular algorithms are
Floyd-Warshall 6] [ 34] and Johnson's algorithn2[l].

(b) Step 3 of the algorithm is nothing but the classical mdilthensional scaling
(MDS) of the graph distance matrix.

(c) Inthe Step 5 of the algorithig-means clustering is appropriate if the expected
degree of the blocks are equal. However, if the expectedeg@anfrthe blocks are
different, this leads to multi scale behavior in the eigetwes of the normalized
distance matrix and bad behavior in practice. So, we perfsaussian Mixture
Model (GMM) based clustering instead ikfmeans to take into account that.

General theoretical results on the algorithm will be giverj@]. In this paper,
we first restrict to the sparse regime We do so because thenargs in the sparse
regime are essentially different from the others. Curigusis in the sparse and part
of the semi-sparse regime only that the maBfk concentrates to anx n matrix
with K distinct types of row vectors as for the other methods of spkclustering.
It does not concentrate in the dense regime, while the ofpissirue ofA andL.
They do not concentrate outside the semidense regime. haaedodesic matrix
does not concentrate in the dense regime can easily be seerasymptotically all
geodesic paths are of constant length. But the distribatadrpath lengths differs
from block to block ensuring that the spectral clusteringkgoBut we do not touch
this further here.

4 Theoretical Results

1

Throughout this section we talg = + and specialize to the case

B=(p—q)lkxk +q11"
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where, | is the identity and = (1,...,1)T. That is, allK blocks have the same
probability p of connecting two block members and probabilityof connecting
members of two different blocks angl > . We also assume that, = % a=
1,...,K, all blocks are asymptotically of the same size. We resbucselves to this
model here because it is the one treated by Mossel, Neem&iya(D13) P7] and
already subtle technical details are not obscured. Heheisasult we prove.

Theorem 1.For the given model, if

(P—9)? > K(p+(K-1)q), (3)

and our algorithm is applied; results and c is the true assignment function, then,

[%iil(c(vi) #£8(v)) < %1 —1 (4)

Notes:

1. (3) marks the phase transition conjectured ||
2. A close reading of our proof shows that @s— q)?/K(p+ (K — 1)q) — o,

33T al(c(vi) £ Ew) = 0.
We conjecture that our conclusion in fact holds under thiefohg conditions,

(A1) We consideR; > 1,A1 > maxj>2Aj, 1< j <KandAk > 0. ForM, there exists
ak such thatM*),p > 0 foralla,b=1,...,K. Also, 7;; > 0, for j = 1,... K.
(A2) Each vertex has the same asymptotic average degreé, that is,

K K
a= z TBak = z Mak, forallae{l,...,K}
K=1 K=1
(A3) We assume that
/\,% > A1

or alternatively, there exists real positiyesuch that,

K
> &(@A@b) <n, forallab=1,...,K
=

Note that (A1)-(A3) all hold for the case we consider. In factder our model,

_p+(K-1)q _P—q Y
)\1—7K , )\2——K , Aa=Az ==X
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with (A3) being the condition of the Theorem.

Our argument will be stated in a form that is generalizablwwa will indicate
revisions in intermediate statements as needed, pointiggiticular to a lemma
whose conclusion only holds if an implication of (A3) we ceciure is valid.

The theoretical analysis of the algorithm has two main parts

I. Finding the limiting distribution of graph distance be&t@n two typical vertices
of typea and typeb (where,a,b =1,...,K). This part of the analysis is highly
dependent on results from multi-type branching processesteeir relation with
stochastic block models. The proof techniques and res@ltsarowed from§],
[5] and [4].

Il. Finding the behavior of the tol eigenvectors of the graph distance malix
using the limiting distribution of the typical graph distas. This part of anal-
ysis is highly dependent on perturbation theory of lineagrafors. The proof
techniques and results are borrowed fr&#[[12] and [32].

We will state two theorems corresponding to | and Il above.

Theorem 2.Under our model, the graph distance (@, v) between two uniformly
chosen vertices of type a and b respectively, conditiondakarg connected, satis-
fies the following asymptotic relation -

(i) If a = b, for anye > 0, as n— oo,
Pl(1-g)u <dg(uv) < (1+¢€)1] =1-0(1) (5)
where, 17 is the minimum real positive t, which satisfies the relatietotw,
{/\5 + @} =n (6)
(ilf a # b, for anye > 0, as n— oo,
Pl(1-¢&)12 <dg(u,v) < (1+¢)12] =1-0(1) (7)

where, T, is the minimum real positive t, which satisfies the relatietotw,

ALl
A= ®)

In Theorem?2 we have a point-wise result. To use matrix perturbationmhéar
part Il we need the following.
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Theorem 3.Let Dg be the restriction of the geodesic matrix to vertices in tige b
component of @ Then, under our model,

d

where,Dj; = 01 = 11/logn, if vi and j have same type arith; = 0> = 12/logn,
otherwise, wherer; and 1, are solutions t in Eq(6) and(8) respectively.

D
logn

< o(n)} =1-0(1)

F

To generalize Theorerh we need appropriate generalizations of TheoPeand3.
Heuristically, it may be argued that the generalizatiomg), a,b =1,...,K should
satisfy the equations,

&(@AL@(b) = (S)ap=n, fora<be[K] 9)

Our conjecture is that (A1)-(A3) imply that the equationgdasymptotic solutions
and that the statements of Theor@mand3 hold with obvious modifications.

Note that in Theorer, sinceA; = A, 2 < j <K there are effectively only two
equations and modifications are also needed for other degygee in the parame-
ters. We next turn to a branching process resuliLBj yvhich we will use heavily.

4.1 A Key Branching Process Result

As others have done we link the network formed by SBM with ttee thetwork
generated by multi-type Galton-Watson branching prodessur case, the Multi-
type branching process (MTBP) has type sp8ee{1,...,K}, where a particle of
typea € Sis replaced in the next generation by a set of particlesidiged as a
Poisson process ddwith intensity (Baph)K_; = (Map)k_;. Recall the definitions
of B, M andSfrom Section2.1. We denote this branching process, started with a
single particle of type, by %g r(a). We write #g  for the same process with the
type of the initial particle random, distributed accordiagr. According to Theorem
8.1 of Chapter 1 ofZ5], the branching process has a positive survival probgbilit
if A1 > 1, where,A1 is the Perron-Frobenius eigenvalueMf a positive regular
matrix. Recall that for our speci, A1 = % +1

Definition 5. (a) Define p(B, 1;a) as the probability that the branching process,
e n(a), survives for eternity.
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(b)Define,
K
p=pBmM=3 pBmam (10)

a=1

as thesurvival probability of the branching proces#®z ;; given that its initial
distribution ismt

We denotez; = (a(a))§:1 as the population of particles &f different types,
with Z (a) denoting particles of typa, at generation for the Poisson multi-type
branching proces#s 5, with B andrmas defined in Sectiof From Theorem 24 of
[10], we get that

Theorem 4 ([10)). Let3 > 0and Z = x € NK be fixed. There exists€C(x, ) >0
such that with probability at leagt—n—#, for all k [K],all s,t >0, with0 <s<t,

(@ Zs) — AS (@ Z2)| < C(t+1)2A7 % (logn)/2 (11)

Remark: The above stated theorem is a special case of the generatthatated
in [10]. The general theorem is required for generalizing Thedtefe general
version of the theorem is

Theorem 5 ([10])). Let B > 0 and % = x € NX be fixed. There exists €
C(x, B) > 0such that with probability at leagt—n—#, for all k € [Ko] (where, K
is the largest integer such thﬁf > Aq forallk <Kp), all s;t >0, with0<s<t,

(0 Zs) = A8 (@ 22| < C(t+1)2A7 *(logn)*/2 (12)
and for all ke [K]\[Ko], forallt >0,
[(@.20)| <C(t+1)°A*(logn)>> (13)

Finally, for all k € [K]\[Ko], all t > 0, E|(¢x,Z)|? < C(t+ 1)3AL.

4.2 The Neighborhood Exploration Process

The neighborhood exploration process of a vektéx graphG generated from an
SBM gives us a handle on the link between local structuresgrbph from SBM
and multi-type branching process. Recall the definitionSBM parameters from
Section2.1and the definitions of Poisson multi-type branching proéess Section
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4.1. We assume all vertices of graf@y generated from a stochastic block model
has been assigned a community or tg¢pésay) for vertex; € V(Gp).

Theneighborhood exploration processs, v)., of a vertexv in graphGy,, gen-
erates sspanning treeof the induced subgraph @, consisting of vertices of at
most L-distance fromv. The spanning tree is formed from the exploration pro-
cess which starts from a vertexas theroot in the random grapl®, generated
from stochastic block model. The set of vertices of typef the random graph
Gn that are neighbors of and has not been previously explored are callegv)
and Ny a(v) = [l1a(v)| for a=1,...,K and Ny(v) = (Ny1(Vv),...,Nyk(V)). So,
ri(v) ={ry1(v),...,Mx(v)} are the children of the rostat step/ = 1 in the span-
ning tree of the neighborhood exploration process. Thehieithood exploration
process is repeated at second step by looking at the negbbtypea of the ver-
tices inf1(v) that has not been previously explored and the set is cBllg/) and
Noa(V) = [l2a(V)| fora=1,...,K. Similarly, [5(v) = {l21(v),..., 2k (v)} are the
children of verticed;(v) at stepl = 2 in the spanning tree of the neighborhood
exploration process. The exploration process is continugi step/ = L. Note
that the process stops when all the vertice§jnhas been explored. So, @, is
connected, then, < the diameter of the grap@,.

Since, we either considé&, connected or only the giant component&f, the
neighborhood exploration process will end in a finite nundfesteps but the num-
ber of steps may depend anand is equal to the diametdr, of the connected
component of the graph containing the rgolt follows from Theorem 14.11 o]
that

L/log,, (n) 5 1. (14)

Now, we find a coupling relation between theighborhood exploration process
of a vertex of typea in stochastic block model and a multi-type Galton-Watson
processZ(a) starting from a vertex of typa. The Lemma is based on Proposition
31 of [10].

Lemma 1.Let w(n) be a sequence such thafwy — c and w(n)/n — 0. Let(T,v)
be the random rooted tree associated with the Poisson riyplé-Galton-Watson
branching process defined in Sectidri started from 4 = &, and (G,v) be the
spanning tree associated with neighborhood exploratiarcess of random SBM
graph G, starting from v. For/ < 1, wheret is the number of steps required to
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explore wn) vertices in(G, v), the total variation distance,¢l,, between the law of
(G,v); and(T,v), at step/ goes to zero as té*r% \/w(n)/n) =0(1).

Proof. Let us start the neighborhood exploration process stawtitiy vertexv of
a graph generated from an SBM model with paramefers) = (B/n, ). Corre-
spondingly the multi-type branching process starts fronimgls particle of typec,,
where,c, is the type or class of vertaxin SBM.

Lett be such that & t < 1, where,T is defined in the Lemma statement. Now,
for such at > 0, let (x.+1(1),...,%+1(K)) be leaves of(T,v) at timet starting
from a vertexv generated by step of classc,, = a. Let (yi+1(1),...,%+1(K))
be the vertices exposed at stepf the exploration process starting from a vertex
of classa, where,a € [K]. Now, if ¢, is of typea, then, we have;,1(b) follows
Bin(nt(b),Bap/n) andy;1(b) follows Poim,Byp) for b =1,...,K, where,n(b)
is the number of unused vertices of typaemaining at time forb=1,... K.
Also, yi11(b) for differentb are independent. Note thag > n;(b) > n, —w(n) for
b=1,...,K. So, since, we hav@,/n— | = O(n"¥/2) for b=1,...,K, we get
that,

Ine(b) — 1| < O(n*1/2+w(n)/n) forb=1,....K
Now, we know that,
drv (Bin(m,A /m),Poi(m A /m)) < % dry (Poi(A),Poi(A")) < [A —A'|
So, now, we have,
drv (R41,Qu1) <O (n 2V w(n)/n) = o(1)

where,R 1 is the distribution ofy; ;1 under neighborhood exploration process and
Q11 is the distribution ofx 1 under the branching process, and hence Lerima
follows.

Now, we restrict ourselves to the giant componenGgf The size of the giant
component o5y, %1(Gn), of a random graph generated from SBEBAn) is related
to the multi-type branching process through its survivalgahility as given in Def-
inition 5. According to Theorem 3.1 oB], we have,

L1(Gn) B o8, (15)
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Under this additional condition of restricting to the giaomponent, the branching
process can be coupled with another branching process wliffeeent kernel. The
kernel of that branching process is given in following lemma

Lemma 2.If v is in giant component of ¢ the new branching process has kernel

(Bab (20(B,1m)/K — p?(B,m)/K2))5, .

Proof. The proof is given in Section 10 of].

Since, we will be restricting ourselves to the giant comparé G, we shall be
using theB’ = (Bay (20(B, 1) /K — p?(B, rr)/KZ))Zb:1 matrix as the connectivity
matrix in stead oB. We abuse notation by referencing to the maixasB too.

We proceed to prove the limiting behavior of typical distametween vertices
v andw of G,, where,v,w € V(Gp). We first try to find a lower bound for distance
between two vertices. We shall separately give an upperdand lower bounds

for the distance between two vertices of the same type afeteiift types.

Lemma 3. Under our model, for verticesw € V(G), if

(a) type of v=type of w= a (say), then,
{{v,w} : dg(v,w) < (1—&)11}| < O(n?~¢) with high probability

where, 17 is the minimum real positive t, which satisfies ),
(b) type of v=a+# b = type of w (say), then,

{{v,w} : dg(v,w) < (1—&)T2}| < O(n?~¢) with high probability
where, T, is the minimum real positive t, which satisfies ER).

Proof. Let 4(v) = l4(v,Gn) denote thed-distance set o in Gy, i.e., the set of
vertices ofGp at graph distance exacttyfrom v, and letl-4(v) = <q4(v,Gn) de-
note thed-neighborhoodJy <4y (V) oOf v. Let Iy a(V) = Iq.a(v,Gn) denote the set
of vertices of typea atd-distance inGp and letl<q a(V) = l'<q a(V; Gn) denote the
d-neighborhoodUy <4ly a(V) Of v consisting of vertices of typa. Let N§ be the
number of particles at generatidrof the branching proces#g(da) andN§ . be the
number of particles at generatidrof the branching proces®g(,) of typec. So,
NG = 361 NG andZi (k) = 340Ny
Lemmal involved first showing that, fon large enough, the neighborhood ex-

ploration process starting at a given vertegf G, with type a could be coupled
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with the branching proces®g (), where theB' is defined by Lemma. As noted
we identify B’ with B.

The neighborhood exploration process and multi-type brsrgcprocess can be
coupled so that for eveny, |[4(v)| is at most the numbedy + O (n*% \/W(n)/n),
where,Ng is number of particles in generatidnof %g(d,) and ind generations at
mostw(n) vertices ofGp have been explored.

From Theorend, we get that with high probability

(@, Zk)
A

- <§%Zo>‘ < C(t+1)*(logn)®?

Since, for any € RX, we get the unique representatian; ZE:1<X, @) @, for any
basis{@}_; of R¥. If we takex = &,, where,g, is the unit vector with 1 ab-th
co-ordinate and 0 elsewhete=1,...,K, we can get

K
Z(b) < Y @(D)AA(a) | Zo(a) +C(t+1)%(logn)¥2
k=1

Now, under our model one representation of the eigenveistgris= = (1,...,1),

VK
@ = %(—1,1,0,...,0), Q= %(—1,—1,2,0,...,0),
1= m(—l, ...,—1,K—1). Now using the representation of eigenvectors
for branching process starting from vertex of tymea € [K], we get with high
probability

% Z (k) < AL [zo(a) +C(t+ 1)2(|ogn)3/2]

k=1
Z(a) — Z(b) > AS [—zo(a) —Clt+ 1)2(|ogn)3/2] , b=1,...,Kandb#a.

So, we can simplify, for each € [K] with Zp(a) = 1, with high probability,

Z(a) < % (AL + (K= 1)A%) [1+C(t +1)?(log n)3/2}
Z(b) < @ [1+C(t+1)?(ogn)*?|, be [K]andb+a.

SetD; = (1— ¢€)11, where,17 is the solution to the equation

AL —AS
[/\§+ L 2} =n

K

and seD, = (1— €)1, where,1, is the solution to the equation
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t_t
Sk

where,e > 0 is fixed and small. Note that both and 1, are of the orde©(logn).
Thus, with high probability, fow of typea andw(n) = O(n'~¢),

IFepyalV)] = 5946 N3a < Zo, () + 0 (D 2 vw(n)/n) = O(n* %)
IM<025(¥)| = 5420Ngs < Z0,(b) +O (Dzn"2 vw(n)/n) = O(n*~*)

So, summing ovev € C; andv € Cy, whereCy = {i € V(G)|ci = a} andCyp = {i €
V(G)|ci = b}, we have,

IF<pya(V)] = [{{v,w} : de(v,W) < (1—&)11,v,Ww € Ca}|

ve

Zﬁlfgoz,b(v)l = [{{vww} 1dg(v,W) < (1-&)12,v € Ca,W € Gy}

ve

and so with high probability

{{vw} ide(ww) < (1-g)t,wweCall= Y [MFepalv)| = Oo(n?~¢)
veV (Gn)

[{{v,w} :ds(v,w) < (1—€)To,ve Cy,weCy}| = ; |F<pp(V)| = O(n>%)
veV (Gn)

The above statement is equivalent to

PI{{v.w} : ds(v,w) < (1 - &)T1,\,w € Ca}| <O(n* )] = 1—0(1)
P[[{{v.w} : dg(v,w) < (1 - €)Tp,V € Ca,w € Cp}| < O(n* )] = 1—0(1)

for any fixede > 0.

Now, we upper bound the typical distance between two vextideSBM graph
Gn.

Lemma 4. Under our model, for verticesw € V(G) and conditioned on the event
that the exploration process starts from a vertex in the g@mmponent of G, if,

(a) type of v=type of w= a (say), then,
P(de(v,w) < (1+€)11) = 1—exp—Q(n?7))

where,t7 is the minimum real positive t, which satisfies E),
(b) type of v=a+# b = type of w (say), then,
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P(de(v,W) < (1+€)T2) = 1—exp—Q(n?1))
where,T; is the minimum real positive t, which satisfies ).

Proof. We consider the multi-type branching process with prolighernel Py, =
% Va,b=1,...,K andthe corresponding random graphgenerated from stochas-
tic block model has in totah nodes. We condition that branching procégs sur-
vives.

Note that an upper bound 1 is obvious, since we are boundimgtzpility, so
it suffices to prove a corresponding lower bound. We may armdl slssume that
Bap > 0 for somea, b.

Again, letl4(v) = l4(v,Gn) denote thed-distance set of in Gy, i.e., the set
of vertices ofG, at graph distance exactty from v, and letl<4(v) = '<q(V, Gn)
denote thed-neighborhooy ¢l (V) of v. Let [4a(v) = I4.a(v,Gn) denote the
set of vertices of type at d-distance inG, and letl<q a(v) = <q.a(V; Gn) denote
the d-neighborhoody <4y a(V) Of v consisting of vertices of typa. Let N be
the number of particles at generatidrof branching procesg(6.) andN§ . be
the number of particles at generatidf branching proces®s(9d,) of typecy. So,
NG = Sea NG andzi (k) = 340N

By Lemmél, forw(n) = o(n), '

IFa,c(v)] > Nd,c—O(n*% \/w(n)/n) ,c=1,....K. (16)

for all d s.t. |[F<4(V)| < w(n). This relation between the number of vertices at gen-
erationd of type ¢ of branching process4g(3a), denoted byNy c and the number
of vertices of typec at distancal from v for the neighborhood exploration process
of Gy, denoted byl ¢(Vv)| becomes highly important later on in this proof, where,
c=1,...,K. Note that the relation only holds whéh.4(v)| < w(n) for somecw(n)
such thato(n)/n — 0 asn — co.

From Theoren# of the branching process, we get that with high probability

(@ Z)

_ 3/2

Now following the same line of argument as in proof of LemBaor each
a < [K] with Zg(a) = 1, with high probability we get that,
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Z(a) < % (AL + (K=1)A)) [1+C(t +1)?(log n)3/2}
Z(b) < % [1+C(t + 1)2(Iogn)3/2} , be[Klandb#a.

LetD; be the integer part afL + 2n) 17, where,T; is the solution to the equation
t ot
|:)\£+A1K/\2:| _ nl/an (17)

Thus conditioned on survival of the branching procegs(d), N3, , > nt/2+n/2,
SetD, = (1+ )15, where,T; is the solution to the equation

A} = nY/2+n (18)

Thus conditioned on survival of branching procegs(&), N3, |, > nt/2+tn/2 for
b=1,...,K. Furthermore lirg_,, P(N§ # 0) = p(B, a).

Now, we have conditioned that the branching process withéd& is surviving.
The right-hand side tends m(B,a) = 1 asn — 0. Hence, given any fixed> 0, if
we choose) > 0 small enough, and for large enoughwe have

P(vh:Ng,p > nt/21/2) — 1,

P(Ng, o> n/21/2) — 1.

Now, the neighborhood exploration process and branchioggss can be cou-
pled so that for everd, |[4(v)| is at most the numbey of particles in generation
d of #g(a) from Lemmal and Eq (6). So, we have for of type a, with high
probability,

if n is small enough, sincB; is integer part of 1+ 2n)1; andD is the integer
part of (1+2n)15, where,r; andT;, are solutions to Eq(7) and (L8). Note that the
power 2/3 here is arbitrary, we could have any power in the rafige, 1). So, now,
we are in a position to apply Eq.§), as we havél<p(v)| < O(n§/3) < w(n), with
w(n)/n— 0.
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Now letv andw be two fixed vertices o6(n, P), of typesa andb respectively.
We explore both their neighborhoods at the same time, stgppither when we
reach distancB in both neighborhoods, or we find an edge from one to the ather,
which caser andw are within graph distanced®+ 1. We consider two independent
branching processe#g(a), %g(b), with Nj . and Ng’c vertices of typec in gener-
ationd respectively. By the previous argument, with high prolighile encounter
o(n) vertices in the exploration so, by the argument leadind &, (vhp either the
explorations meet, or

rfew)| > 27 -0 (n2vn3) c=1...Kc#a

rfew)| > () 0 (n2vn3) c=1...Kc#b

with the explorations not meeting, whe? is the branching process starting from
Zy = &g, fora=1,...,K. Using bound oN§ . and the independence of the branch-
ing processes, it follows that far= b,

P(d(vw) < 2D+ 1 or |1, o (), I, o(W)] = n/257) > 1 o(1).
and fora # b,
P(d(v,w) < 2Dp+10rve: [ ()], ML, o(w)| > n1/2+’7) >1-o0(1).

Write these probabilities agR; UB;j), j = 1,2. We now show that ] NBj) — 0
and since PAj UB;) — 1, we will have RA;) — 1. We have not examined any
edges fromp(v) to Ip(w), so these edges are present independently with their
original unconditioned probabilities. For any end vertgpesc;, ¢, the expected
number of these edges is at leagg (V)||I5c(W)[Bc,c,/n for first probability
and I3, (v)||FE§fc2(w)|Bclcz/n for second probability. Choosing,c, such that
Be,c, > 0, this expectation i€2((nt/2+1/2)2/n) = Q(n"). It follows that at least
one edge is present with probability-lexp(—Q(n")) = 1—o(1). If such an edge
is present, them(v,w) < 2D4 + 1 for first probability andd(v,w) < 2D; + 1 for
second probability. So, the probability that the seconaheirethe above equation
holds but not the first is(1). Thus, the last equation implies that

P(d(v,w) <2D1+1) > (1-y)*—0(1) > 1—2y—o(1)
P(d(v,w) < 2D2+1) > (1—y)>—o(1) > 1—2y—o(1).
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where,y > 0 is arbitrary. Choosing; small enough, we havel+ 1 < (1+
€)log(n)/logA. As yis arbitrary, we have

P(d(v,w) < (1+¢&)11) > 1—exp(—Q(n?1)),
Pd(v,w) < (1+€)T2) > 1—exp(—Q(n?M)).

and the lemma follows.

The equationsf) and @) control the asymptotic bounds for the graph distance
ds(v,w) between two verticesandw in V (Gp). Under the condition (A3) it follows
thatAZ > A;. If we considerZ = cA;, wherec is a constant, then the equatiof} (
and @) can be written in the form of quadratic equations. So, thetEms 1, and1,
exist under the conditioc* andc™ are of the orde®(n) and the resulting solutions
11 and 1, are both of the orde®(logn). Also, from the expression of the solutions
11 and 1y, the limits % andlo% exist and we shall define the limit ag and oy
respectively.

4.3 Proof of Theoren®? and Theorem3

4.3.1 Proof of Theorem?2

We shall try to prove the limiting behavior of the typical ghedistance in the giant
component ag — «. The Theorem essentially follows from Lemra 4. Under
the conditions mentioned in the Theorem, part (a) follovesrfr.emma3(a) and
4(a) and part (b) follows from Lemm3(b) and4(b).

4.3.2 Proof of Theorem3

From Definition4, we have thaDjj = graph distance between vertiogsandvj,
where,v;,vj € V(Gp). From Lemma3, we get for any verticeg andw with high
probability,

[{{v,w} : dg(v,w) < (1—¢&)11}| < O(n?>"¢), if type of v=type ofw
{{v,w} : dg(v,W) < (1—&)To}| < O(n?>~¢), if type of v+ type ofw.

Also, from Lemma4, we get
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P(da(v,w) < (1+€)11) = 1— exp(—Q(n?")), if type of v = type ofw,
P(dg(V,W) < (1+&)T2) = 1—exp(—Q(n?)), if type of v= type ofw.
Now, o1 = 11/logn and o> = 12/logn are asymptotically constant as bathand

7, are of the order log as follows from equations5f and @). So, putting the two
statements together, we get that with high probability,

n D 2
> (—| J —Du) — O( ¢) + O(1P).2
i,j=11typehv)#typey;) \ 109N

since, by Lemm4, € =0(1) and(1— exp(—Q(nzW)))“2 — 1l asn— . So, putting
the two cases together, we get that with high probabilitystames > 0,

n Dii 2
> <—J - ]D)ij> = O(n? ¢) +0O(n?).£2 = o(n?).
R logn

Hence, for some > 0,

D
logn

o(n).
F

We have completed proofs of Theorefhand3.

4.4 Perturbation Theory of Linear Operators

We now establish part Il of our prograi.can be considered as a perturbation of
the operatoiD.

The Davis-Kahan TheoremiB]] gives a bound on perturbation of eigenspace
instead of eigenvector, as discussed previously.

Theorem 6 (Davis-Kahan (1970)13). Let H,H" € R™" be symmetric, suppose
¥ C Ris an interval, and suppose for some positive integer d WHaitv’ ¢ R™<d

are such that the columns &% form an orthonormal basis for the sum of the
eigenspaces d¢f associated with the eigenvaluegbin 7" and that the columns of
W’ form an orthonormal basis for the sum of the eigenspaceét afsociated with
the eigenvalues df’ in #. Letd be the minimum distance between any eigenvalue
ofH in 7 and any eigenvalue ¢f notin " . Then there exists an orthogonal matrix
R € R9*9 such that|WR — W/'|| < ﬁw.
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4.5 Proof of Theoreml

The behavior of the eigenvalues of the limiting operddaran be stated as follows

Lemma 5. Under our model, the eigenvalues Bf- |ui(D)| > |(D)| > --- >
|un(D)|, can be bounded as follows -

pi(D) = O(na1), |uk(D)| = O(n(01— 02)), Hk+1(D) =+ = pn(D) = —01
(19)

Also, With high probability it holds thapi (D/logn)| = O(n(o1 — 02)) and
pk-+1(D/logn) < o(n).

Proof. The matrixID + g1lnh«n is a block matrix with blocks of size{ﬂa}gzl, with
zgzlna = n. The elements ofa, b)th block are all same and equaldg, if a=Db
and equal tagy, if a # b. Note, diagonal o) is zero, as diagonal @ is also zero.
Now, we have the eigenvalues of tHex K matrix of the values i) to be (o7 +
(K—=1)02,01 — 02,...,01— 02). If we consider/\22 = CAq, then, ifc > 1, we will
haveo; > 0,. So, under our model, we have tlmt> 0,. So, because of repetitions
in the block matrixu; (D) = O(noy) = O(n) and ik (D) = O(n(o1 — 02)) = O(n),
since, by assumption (A3J1i, = O(n), for all a=1,...,K. Now, the rest of the
eigenvalues o) + ag;ldn«n, is zero, so the rest of eigenvaluesbfs —oj.

Now, about the second part of Lemma, By Weyl's Inequalitydibi = 1,...,n,

|Ii(D/logn)| = [Ai(D)]| < [|D/logn — D[ < o(n)

Since, from (A1)-(A3), it follows thato; — 0> > ¢ > 0, for some constart, so,
|[Ak(D/logn)|=0(n(o1— 02)) —o(n) = O(n(g1— 03)) for largen and|Ak +1(D/ logn)| <
—o1+0(n) =o(n).

Now, letW be the eigenspace corresponding to theKogbsolute eigenvalues of
D andW be the eigenspace corresponding to theKogibsolute eigenvalues .
Using Davis-Kahan

Lemma 6. With high probability, there exists an orthogonal matfx RX*K such
that[[WR —W|[e < 0o((01—02)7%)

Proof. The topK eigenvalues of botfd andD/logn lies in (Cn,«) for someC > 0.
Also, the gap) = O(n(01 — 02)) between tofK andK + 1th eigenvalues of matrix
D. So, now, we can apply Davis-Kahan Theoréand Theoren3, to get that,
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~ [ID/logn—D)| o(n) B _
IWR —W|[r < V2 5 < Bno oy~ @) Y

Now, the relationship between the rowsWiifcan be specified as follows -

Lemma 7. For any two rows ij of Wp.k matrix, ||ui — uj||2 > O(1/+/n), if type of
Vi # type of y.

Proof. The matrixD + o1ldn«n is a block matrix with blocks of size&na}gzl, with
yK_1na = n. The elements ofa, b)th block are all same and equal @, if a=b
and equal tagy, if a # b. Note, diagonal o) is zero, as diagonal @ is also zero.
Now, we have the rows of eigenvectors of e K matrix of the values ifD that
have a constant difference. Under our model, we haveahat 0,. So, because of
repetitions in the block matrix, rows @f as well as the projection @ into into its
topK eigenspace has difference of or@m*l/z) between rows of matrix.

Now, if we conside-means criterion as the clustering criterion\dh then, for
the K-means minimizer centroid matrR is ann x K matrix with K distinct rows
corresponding to th& centroids ofK-means algorithm. By property ¢f-means
objective function and Lemm@ with high probability,

IC—W[r <|IWR—W/||r
IC—WR[g < [|C—W||g+||WR —W||
|IC—WR|[2 < 4|WR —W|2

<o((o1—02)?)

By Lemma?, for largen, we can get constaq, such thatK balls, By, ..., Bk,
of radiusr = Cn~2 aroundK distinct rows ofW are disjoint.

Now note that with high probability the number of rowssuch that||C; —
(WR)i|| > r is at most—="—;, with arbitrarily small constant > 0. If the state-

(01-07)
ment does not hold then,

IC—WR|2 > 2. (L>

(01— 02)?
> cnl (ﬁ) = O((Gl— 02)72)

So, we get a contradiction, sinffl€ — WR|[2 < o((01— 02)2). Thus, the number
: en . oo
of mistakes should be at moéfm)’ with arbitrarily small constara > 0.
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So, for eachvi € V(Gy), if ¢c(vi) is the type ofv; andc(vi) is the type ofv; as
estimated from applying(-means on tofK eigenspace of geodesic matiix we
get that for arbitrarily small constart,> 0,

c

12 .
[ﬁizll(c(vi) #£8(v)) < AL 02)2] —1

So, for constany; ando,, we getc > 0 such that,

[%iil(c(vi) £8(v)) < %1 —1

5 Conclusion

We have given an overview of spectral clustering in the cdrtecommunity detec-
tion of networks and clustering. We have also introducedvamethod of commu-
nity detection in the paper and we have shown bounds on thearperformance
of the method.

References

1. Abbe, E., Bandeira, A.S., Hall, G.: Exact recovery in theckastic block model. arXiv
preprint arXiv:1405.3267 (2014)

2. Amini, A.A., Chen, A., Bickel, P.J., Levina, E.: Pseudkelihood methods for community
detection in large sparse networks. Ann. Sta#df4), 2097-2122 (2013). DOI 10.1214/
13-A0S1138. URLhttp://dx.doi.org/10.1214/13-A0S1138

3. Amini, A.A,, Levina, E.: On semidefinite relaxations fdretblock model. arXiv preprint
arXiv:1406.5647 (2014)

4. Athreya, K.B., Ney, P.E.: Branching processes, vol. 28irfger-Verlag Berlin (1972)

5. Bhamidi, S., Van der Hofstad, R., Hooghiemstra, G.: Fiestsage percolation on the erds-

renyi random graph. Combinatorics, Probability & Compgi2@(5), 683—707 (2011)
6. Bhattacharyya, S., Bickel, P.J.: Community detectiomgtworks using graph distance. arXiv
preprint arXiv:1401.3915 (2014)
7. Bickel, P., Choi, D., Chang, X., Zhang, H.. Asymptotic madity of max-
imum likelihood and its variational approximation for shastic blockmod-

els.  Ann. Statist.41(4), 1922-1943 (2013). DOI 10.1214/13-A0S1124. URL

http://dx.doi.org/10.1214/13-2A0S1124


http://dx.doi.org/10.1214/13-AOS1138
http://dx.doi.org/10.1214/13-AOS1124

26

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

Sharmodeep Bhattacharyya and Peter J. Bickel

. Bickel, P.J., Chen, A.: A nonparametric view of networkdals and newman-girvan and

other modularities. Proceedings of the National Acadeng§oiénced0650), 21,068-21,073
(2009)

. Bollobas, B., Janson, S., Riordan, O.: The phase transitinhomogeneous random graphs.

Random Structures & Algorithn31(1), 3—-122 (2007)

Bordenave, C., Lelarge, M., Massoulié, L.: Non-bamtking spectrum of random graphs:
community detection and non-regular ramanujan graphs.ivaeprint arXiv:1501.06087
(2015)

Celisse, A., Daudin, J.J., Pierre, L.: Consistency afimam-likelihood and variational es-
timators in the stochastic block model. Electron. J. S8at1847-1899 (2012). DOI
10.1214/12-EJS729. URhttp://dx.doi.org/10.1214/12-EJS729

Chatelin, F.: Spectral Approximation of Linear Operst&IAM (1983)

Davis, C., Kahan, W.M.: The rotation of eigenvectors Ipegurbation. iii. SIAM Journal on
Numerical Analysis7’(1), 1-46 (1970)

Decelle, A., Krzakala, F., Moore, C., Zdeborova, L.yAptotic analysis of the stochastic
block model for modular networks and its algorithmic apations. Physical Review &4(6),
066,106 (2011)

Fiedler, M.: Algebraic connectivity of graphs. Czedbwak Math. J23(98) 298-305 (1973)
Floyd, R.W.: Algorithm 97: shortest path. Communicasi@f the ACM5(6), 345 (1962)

Gao, C., Ma, Z., Zhang, A.Y., Zhou, H.H.: Achieving opsihmisclassification proportion in
stochastic block model. arXiv preprint arXiv:1505.0372215)

Girvan, M., Newman, M.E.: Community structure in soeadl biological networks. Proceed-
ings of the National Academy of Scienc@9(12), 7821-7826 (2002)

Hartigan, J.A.: Clustering algorithms. John Wiley & SpNew York-London-Sydney (1975).
Wiley Series in Probability and Mathematical Statistics

Holland, P.W., Laskey, K.B., Leinhardt, S.: Stochabtmckmodels: First steps. Social net-
works5(2), 109-137 (1983)

Johnson, D.B.: Efficient algorithms for shortest pathsparse networks. Journal of the ACM
(JACM) 24(1), 1-13 (1977)

Kat'o, T.: Perturbation theory for linear operators, 482. springer (1995)

von Luxburg, U., Belkin, M., Bousquet, O.: Consistency spectral clustering.
Ann. Statist. 36(2), 555-586 (2008). DOI 10.1214/009053607000000640. URL
http://dx.doi.org/10.1214/009053607000000640

Massoulié, L.: Community detection thresholds andvikek ramanujan property. In: Pro-
ceedings of the 46th Annual ACM Symposium on Theory of Conmguipp. 694-703. ACM
(2014)

Mode, C.J.: Multitype branching processes: Theory @pli@ations, vol. 34. American Else-
vier Pub. Co. (1971)

Mossel, E., Neeman, J., Sly, A.: Stochastic block modetsreconstruction. arXiv preprint
arXiv:1202.1499 (2012)

Mossel, E., Neeman, J., Sly, A.: A proof of the block motthekshold conjecture. arXiv
preprint arXiv:1311.4115 (2013)

Ng, A.Y., Jordan, M.l., Weiss, Y., et al.: On spectralstéwing: Analysis and an algorithm.
Advances in neural information processing systen49-856 (2002)


http://dx.doi.org/10.1214/12-EJS729
http://dx.doi.org/10.1214/009053607000000640

Spectral Clustering and Block Models: A Review And A New Aligiom 27

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

Rohe, K., Chatterjee, S., Yu, B.: Spectral clustering #re high-dimensional stochastic
blockmodel. Ann. Statist3%(4), 1878-1915 (2011). DOI 10.1214/11-A0S887. URL
http://dx.doi.org/10.1214/11-A0S887

Rousseeuw, P.J., Leroy, A.M.: Robust regression andieoutetection. Wiley Se-
ries in Probability and Mathematical Statistics: Appliedolfability and Statistics.
John Wiley & Sons, Inc., New York (1987). DOI 10.1002/0473322. URL
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/0471725382

Shi, J., Malik, J.: Normalized cuts and image segmetatiPattern Analysis and Machine
Intelligence, IEEE Transactions @2(8), 888—905 (2000)

Sussman, D.L., Tang, M., Fishkind, D.E., Priebe, C.E.: cAnsistent adjacency
spectral embedding for stochastic blockmodel graphs. J.erAnBtatist. As-
soc. 107(499), 1119-1128 (2012). DOI 10.1080/01621459.2012.8997 URL
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/01621459.2012.699795

Von Luxburg, U.: A tutorial on spectral clustering. $tts and computing.7(4), 395-416
(2007)

Warshall, S.: A theorem on boolean matrices. JourndleoACM (JACM)9(1), 11-12 (1962)


http://dx.doi.org/10.1214/11-AOS887
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/0471725382
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/01621459.2012.699795

	Spectral Clustering and Block Models: A Review And A New Algorithm
	Sharmodeep Bhattacharyya and Peter J. Bickel
	1 Introduction
	2 Preliminaries
	2.1 Notation and Formal Definition of Stochastic Block Model
	2.2 Spectral Clustering
	2.3 Asymptotics

	3 Algorithm
	4 Theoretical Results
	4.1 A Key Branching Process Result
	4.2 The Neighborhood Exploration Process
	4.3 Proof of Theorem ?? and Theorem ??
	4.4 Perturbation Theory of Linear Operators
	4.5 Proof of Theorem ??

	5 Conclusion
	References



