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Abstract

The present paper considers a finite sequence of graphs, e.g., coming from techno-
logical, biological, and social networks, each of which is modelled as a realization
of a graph-valued random variable, and proposes a methodology to identify possi-
ble changes in stationarity in its generating stochastic process. In order to cover
a large class of applications, we consider a general family of attributed graphs,
chatacterized by a possible variable topology (edges and vertices) also in the sta-
tionary case. A Change Point Method (CPM) approach is proposed, that (i) maps
graphs into a vector domain; (ii) applies a suitable statistical test; (iii) detects the
change –if any– according to a confidence level and provides an estimate for its
time of occurrence. Two specific CPMs are proposed: one detecting shifts in the
distribution mean, the other addressing generic changes affecting the distribution.
We ground our proposal with theoretical results showing how to relate the inference
attained in the numerical vector space to the graph domain, and vice versa. Finally,
simulations on epileptic-seizure detection problems are conducted on real-world
data providing evidence for the CPMs effectiveness.

1 Introduction

Graph representations have shown to be effective in several fields, including physics, chemistry,
neuroscience, and sociology [21], where phenomena under investigations can be described as a
sequence of measurements represented as graphs [17]. In these scenarios, it is of particular interest
the identification of a possible change in the system behavior, a situation associated with anomalies
or events to be detected in the sequence; this is often the case, for instance, with functional brain
networks [16] and power grids [24]. Further relevant applications cover cyber-physical systems and
the internet of things [1].

We consider as general graph space G the graph alignment space (GAS) [14]. GASs are metric spaces
characterized by a kernel function evaluating the similarity between graphs. GASs describe graphs
with generic attributes on vertices and edges, and the topology is not requested to be fixed. They also
address the case where one-to-one correspondence among vertices of different graphs is unavailable
or missing (this issue is managed by a graph alignment procedure, e.g., see [18]). Most of common
graph spaces are GASs, e.g., the spaces of weighted graphs with Frobenius norm as distance, and the
numeric vector-attributed graph spaces whose distance is based on Euclidean attribute kernels.
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In this paper, we consider a given finite sequenceG(1, T ) = {g1, ..., gT }, gt ∈ G, of graphs generated
by an unknown underlying stochastic process P . In other terms, each graph is interpreted as the
realization of a graph-valued random variable. Under the stationarity hypothesis, process P generates
T independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) graphs gt, t = 1, 2, . . . , T according to an unknown
distribution Q0 [32]. Conversely, we say that process P undergoes a change in stationarity if it exists
a time t∗ such that {

gt ∼ Q0 t < t∗

gt ∼ Q1 t ≥ t∗, (1)

with Q1 being a graph distribution different from Q0, time t∗ is said to be a change point. The type
of change is said to be abrupt as P commutes from Q0 to Q1 in a single time-step.

The present paper addresses the twofold problem of (i) identifying abrupt changes in stationarity of the
driving processP and (ii) estimating the change point t∗. As sequenceG(1, T ) is given, we propose to
adopt a Change Point Method (CPM) [5, 13, 6, 7], which consists of a series of two-sample statistical
tests applied to the T − 1 pairs of subsets G(1, t) = {g1, . . . , gt} and G(t+ 1, T ) = {gt+1, . . . , gT },
t = 1, . . . , T − 1. If at least a test yields a p-value lower than a significance level, then a change in
stationarity is detected in the sequence G(1, T ); the estimated change point is the one with the lowest
p-value. The CPM framework can be implemented, in principle, by using any two-sample statistical
test designed to assess differences between distribution functions.

In the literature, CPMs have been initially applied to scalar, normally distributed, sequences to
monitor shifts in the mean [13] or variance [12]. Extensions have been introduced for nonparametric
inference [11, 26], multivariate data [31, 19], and kernel-based inference [10, 9]. Further, Matteson
and James [20] proposed a nonparametric CPM to detect multiple changes in the same, multivariate,
sequence. Another relevant type of statistical test is the Change Detection Test (CDT) [3]. A CDT
acts differently from a CPM as it is designed for a sequential monitoring. We report the related work
by Barnett and Onnela [2], which monitors functional magnetic resonance recordings to identify
changes. The recordings are modelled by correlation networks and a CPM in applied to detect
changes in stationarity. The technique there proposed, however, is designed for weighted numerical
graphs of fixed size. Few other works address changes in sequences of graphs/networks [23, 30], but
none of them operates on the very generic family of graphs considered here.

To the best of our knowledge, our contribution is the first one proposing a CPM for sequences of
generic attributed graphs. The novelty of what proposed resides in:

• A methodology for performing CPMs on a sequence of attributed graphs by relying on
graph embeddings (i.e., mapping a graph onto a point in some vector space);

• Controlling the confidence level of the inference in the graph domain. In fact, in following
Proposition 1 we prove that the statistical confidence of the CPM test attained in the
embedding space is related to the confidence level that a change has taken place in the graph
domain. Our theoretical results show how this relation holds true for a very large class of
graph embeddings.

In addition, we propose here two different CPM tests for graphs. The first one operates by taking
advantage of the Central Limit Theorem (CLT) as formulated by Zambon et al. [32] for CDTs, and
removing the strong bi-Lipschitz assumption for the embedding map. The second test is based on the
energy distance between probability distributions introduced by Székely and Rizzo [29], which was
shown to be a metric distance between distributions in many scenarios. Subsequent Proposition 2
shows that the energy distance is a metric distance between distributions over the considered graph
domain.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. Section 2 introduces the proposed methodology
for performing CPMs on graph sequences. Section 3 presents the theoretical results related to CPMs
and graph embedding. Although our contribution is mostly theoretical, and as such application-
independent, we report in Section 4 an experiment where the CPMs are applied to a relevant real
application scenario involving the detection of the onset of epileptic seizures in functional brain
connectivity networks. Section 5 concludes the paper and provides pointers to future research.
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2 The proposed CPM on a graph sequence

2.1 Assumptions and problem formalization

Given graph space G, we consider a distance measure δ(gi, gj) ∈ R+ defined for any pair gi, gj ∈ G.
As mentioned in the Introduction, we assume that:

(A1) Graph space (G, δ) is a graph alignment space [14]

Assumption (A1) is mild, yet grants space (G, δ) to be metric.

Under the stationarity hypothesis for process P , sequence G(1, T ) is composed of i.i.d.1 graphs dis-
tributed according to the stationary probability function Q0. Following (1), the statistical hypothesis
test for detecting a single change in stationarity can be formulated as

H0 : ∀ t∗ ∈ {1, . . . , T − 1} g1, . . . , gt∗−1 ∼ Q0, gt∗ , . . . , gT ∼ Q1 = Q0.
H1 : ∃! t∗ ∈ {1, . . . , T − 1} s.t. g1, . . . , gt∗−1 ∼ Q0, gt∗ , . . . , gT ∼ Q1 6= Q0.

(2)

The second assumption we make is:

(A2) Integrals
∫
G δ(g, g

′)2 dQi(g
′), i = 0, 1, are finite for at least one graph g ∈ G.2 Moreover,

support of Q0 ∪ Q1 is bounded by a ball centered in a sufficiently asymmetric graph, as
requested in [15].

Assumption (A2) grants that the Fréchet mean (see Eq. 8, Section 3.1) exists and is unique, hence
making the mathematics more amenable. At the same time, this hypothesis enables Theorem 4.23 in
[14] and, as such, the ball of graphs is proven isometric to an Euclidean space. We comment that a
given GAS is entirely covered by such balls, as asymmetric graphs are spread over the entire space G
(Corollary 4.19, [15]); however, the radius of the ball is graph dependent.

2.2 Methodology

We consider a map φ : G → Rd between the graph domain and the Euclidean space, which associates
graph g ∈ G with point x = φ(g) ∈ Rd. By applying the mapping to each graph of the sequence
G(1, T ), we generate a new sequence X(1, T ) = {x1, . . . , xT } of vectors xt = φ(gt), t = 1, . . . , T .
A multivariate CPM test is then applied on X(1, T ).

A CPM performs multiple two-sample tests. For each time index t = 1, . . . , T − 1, a statistic
se(t) = se(X(1, t), X(t + 1, T )) is computed on sequences X(1, t), X(t + 1, T )). Statistic se
depends on the detection problem at hand, and two specific examples addressing changes in the
distribution mean and generic changes in the distribution are discussed later in Sections 3.1 and 3.2,
respectively. The pseudo-code describing the proposed CPM follows.
Input: A sequence of observed vectors X(1, T ); a significance level αe.

1: for all t = 1, . . . , T − 1 do
2: Compute statistic se(t) = se(X(1, t), X(t+ 1, T ));
3: Compute threshold γe(t) such that P(se(t) > γe(t)|H0) = αe;
4: end for
5: t̂← arg maxt se(t);
6: if se(t̂) > γe(t̂) then
7: Null hypothesis H0 is rejected;
8: return Change detected at time t̂+ 1.
9: else

10: Null hypothesis H0 is not rejected;
11: return 0 (no change detected).
12: end if

In detail, Line 5 estimates the candidate change point t̂ + 1 and considers graph gt̂ as the last one
drawn by Q0; following (2), Line 6 infers the actual presence of a change with the rule:

if se(t̂) > γe(t̂) ⇒ reject H0 at significance level αe, (3)
1 Two graphs gi, gj are identically distributed if P(gi ∈ A) = P(gj ∈ A) for any set A ⊆ G; they are

independent if P({gi ∈ A1} ∩ {gj ∈ A2}) = P(gi ∈ A1)P(gj ∈ A2), for any pair A1, A2 ⊆ G.
2This implies the Fréchet variation to be finite.
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The significance level αe is defined by the designer, as it coincides with the tolerated false positive
rate (Line 3). If a change is detected in sequence X(1, T ) with significance level αe, then we say
that a change has taken place also in the graph sequence G(1, T ) at time t̂ + 1. However, the
significance level αg of the inference in the graph domain is, a priori, different from that in Rd, αe.
Section 3, Proposition 1 shows how the confidence levels are related and, accordingly, how changes
in embedding and graph domain are related to each other.

3 Theoretical results

Inferring whether a change in stationarity occurred in G(1, T ) or not is a difficult problem given the
fact we are facing attributed graphs. Moreover, as we do not constrain φ(·), the resulting sequence
X(1, T ) does not necessarily encode the same information carried by G(1, T ). Here, we prove some
theoretical results connecting changes in stationarity occurring in the graph sequence G(1, T ) with
those detected in vectorial and embedded sequence X(1, T ), and vice versa.

The core of our argument is that, if statistic se(t) = se(X(1, t), X(t+1, T )) is related to the selected
statistic sg(t) = sg(G(1, t), G(t+ 1, T )) defined in graph domain, then also their distributions are
related. By proving this, we can claim that a change occurring in one space can be detected in the
other space as well, possibly with different confidence levels. Proposition 1 shows how to relate sg(t)
and se(t) in probabilistic terms. From Proposition 1 it follows that, when decision rule (3) is applied
to X(1, T ) with se(t) according to significance level αe, a decision rule of the form

if sg(t) > γg ⇒ reject H0 with significance level αg,

holds in the graph domain, with respect to sg(t). In particular, we can bound the significance level
αg by two significance levels α′e and α′′e which, in turn, are associated with two thresholds γ′e, γ

′′
e ,

hence permitting to obtain a hypothesis test in the graph space with a user-defined confidence level.

Proposition 1. Consider a sequence G(1, T ) of i.i.d. attributed graphs drawn according to prob-
ability function Q0 = Q1, and assume (A1), (A2) to hold. Let Ψg(·) and Ψe(·) be the cumulative
density functions of statistics sg(t) and se(t), respectively. Chosen constants3 λ > 0 and q ∈ (0, 1]
satisfying

P(|sg(t)− se(t)| ≤ λ) ≥ q, (4)

then, for any real value γ, we have that

qΨe (γ − λ) ≤ Ψg(γ) ≤ q−1Ψe (γ + λ) . (5)

The proof follows from Lemma 2 by Zambon et al. [32] applied to Eq. 4 in the forms P(sg(t) ≤
se(t) + λ) ≥ q and P(se(t) ≤ sg(t) + λ) ≥ q.

As a consequence of Proposition 1, if we can compute statistic sg(t), then we can also estimate the
associated p-value by means of the distribution of se(t). In fact, let s∗g be the statistic sg(t) evaluated
on sequence G(1, T ) with p-value pg = P(sg(t) > s∗g|H0) = 1−Ψg(s

∗
g). Then, from Proposition 1,

Eq. 5, it follows that

α′e := 1− q−1Ψe(s
∗
g + λ) ≤ pg ≤ 1− qΨe(s

∗
g − λ) =: α′′e . (6)

Equation (6) states that if a change is detected in the embedding space with significance level
αe = α′′e , then it is also detected in the graph space with significance level αg. The opposite holds:
selected a significance level αg for a change in the graph domain, the associated level for the change
in embedding space is α′e.

More generally, by selecting a confidence level 1−αg for detecting a change in the graph domain, we
can identify two thresholds γ′e, γ

′′
e so that 1−Ψe(γ

′′
e ) < αg < 1−Ψe(γ

′
e). It follows that, if se(t) is

larger than γ′e, then a change is detected in the graph domain with at least required confidence level
1− αg. Likewise, if se(t) does not exceed γ′′e ≤ γ′e then, with confidence 1− αg, a change is not
present in G(1, T ).

We comment that, if the embedding is isometric, then, for any λ > 0, Eq. 4 holds with probability
q = 1. This means that (5) reduces to equality Ψe(γ) = Ψg(γ) for any γ. As final remark, we point

3Constants λ and q depend on distribution Q0, but are independent from G(1, T ).
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out that (4) always exists regardless of the embedding strategy; as such, the relation between statistics
se(t) and sg(t) is not an assumption made within this framework.

The following subsections propose two CPM tests based on relevant graph and vector distances for
which (i) terms in (4) can be made explicit, and (ii) the distribution of se(t) can be determined. It
follows that the distribution of sg(t) can be estimated, together with the confidence level 1− αg .

3.1 A CPM test for a shift in the mean

The first CPM test addresses the detection of a shift in the mean of the graph distribution. The derived
statistical hypotheses are H0 : µQ0

= µQ1
against H1 : µQ0

6= µQ1
. As suitable statistic for the

embedding space, we use:

se(t) = se(X(1, t), X(t+ 1, T )) = T d2
M (µX(1,t), µX(t+1,T )),

based on the squared Mahalanobis distance

d2
M

(
µX(1,t), µX(t+1,T )

)
=
(
µX(1,t) − µX(t+1,T )

)>
M−1

(
µX(1,t) − µX(t+1,T )

)
. (7)

µX(1,t) and µX(t+1,T ) are the sample means and M is the pooled sampling covariance matrix. Under
the stationarity hypothesis, the distribution of statistic se(t) can be determined; in fact, by applying
the CLT, se(t) is asymptotically distributed as a χ2(d), where d denotes of the embedding space
dimension. As the distribution of se(t) is now available, a threshold γe can be set to control the false
positive rate.

Accordingly, we select graph statistic sg(t) as the squared GAS distance δ2(·, ·) between the mean
graphs µG(1,t)and µG(t+1,T ),

sg(t) = sg(G(1, t), G(t+ 1, T )) = T δ2
(
µG(1,t), µG(t+1,T )

)
.

We comment that, as we are considering attributed graphs, possibly with a variable number of vertices,
the mean graph element must be intended according to Fréchet [8]. The Fréchet mean µQ of a generic
distribution Q and its empirical counterpart µG(t1,t2) over G(t1, t2) are defined as

µQ = arg min
g∈G

∫
G
δ(g, g′)2 dQ(g′), µG(t1,t2) = arg min

g∈G

t2∑
t=t1

δ(gt, g)2. (8)

We highlight that dM (µX(1,t), µX(t+1,T )) and δ(µG(1,t), µG(t+1,T )) are consistent estimators of
dM (µF0 , µF1) and δ(µQ0 , µQ1), respectively. In fact, the ordinary and Fréchet sample means are
consistent estimators of their population counterparts [15]. Fi is the distribution of random vector
x = φ(g) for g ∼ Qi, i ∈ {0, 1}.
With the above selection for statistics sg(t) and se(t), Proposition 1 can be specialized. This is done
by following Lemma 1, which explicitly provides a q for any positive λ (see Eq. 4).

Lemma 1. Consider a sequence G(1, T ) of i.i.d. attributed graphs drawn from distribution Q, and
the associated embedding sequence X(1, T ) = φ(G(1, T )). There exists a positive constant V1(t)
depending on distribution Q and time t, such that,

P (|se(t)− sg(t)| ≤ λ) ≥ 1− λ−1V1(t), ∀λ > 0,

with V1(t) = 2T 2

t(T−t)
(
λd(M)−1 Vf [F ] + Vf [Q]

)
.

λd(M) is the smallest eigenvalue of matrix M , and Vf [·] is the Fréchet variation; see the proof for
detailed explanation. By above lemma follows that Proposition 1 holds for any positive value of λ,
with q = q(λ) = 1− λ−1V1(t). We point out that the constant V1(t) is proportional to the sum of
Fréchet variation of Q0 and F0 and therefore it can be considered as a measure for the data spread.

Proof. The claim is proved by applying the Markov inequality [27] to |se(t)− sg(t)|:

P(|sg(t)− se(t)| ≥ λ) ≤ λ−1E [|sg(t)− se(t)|] ≤ λ−1 (E [sg(t)] + E [se(t)]) , λ > 0. (9)
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Let evaluate E[se(t)] first. As the Mahalanobis distance (7) is bounded by the Euclidean one via the
smallest4 eigenvalue λd(M) of matrix M , then we have that

se(t) ≤ T
λd(M)

∣∣µX(1,t) − µX(t+1,T )

∣∣2
2
≤ 2T

λd(M)

(∣∣µX(1,t) − µF
∣∣2
2

+
∣∣µF − µX(t+1,T )

∣∣2
2

)
.

Recall the notion of Fréchet variation Vf [F ], that is, the minimum attained by the mean element
according to (8). We have Vf [F ] = E[|x− µF |22], where the expectation is taken with respect to

x ∼ F . Moreover, E
[∣∣µX(1,t) − µF

∣∣2
2

]
= t−1 Vf [F ], which leads to

E[se(t)] ≤ 2T

(
1

t
+

1

T − t

)
λd(M)−1 Vf [F ] =

2T 2

t(T − t)
λd(M)−1 Vf [F ].

By (A2), (G, δ) is isometric to an Euclidean space and, similarly, E[sg(t)] ≤ 2T 2

t(T−t) Vf [Q].

3.2 A CPM test for a generic distribution change

The second CPM test we propose is designed to identify any type of change in stationarity impacting
on the distribution. As such, the hypothesis test can be formalized as H0 : Q0 = Q1 against
H1 : Q0 6= Q1. We select as statistic in the embedding space se(t) = se(X(1, t), X(t+ 1, T )),

se(t) =
t(T − t)

T

{
2
∑t
i=1

∑T
j=t |xi − xj |2

t(T − t)
−
∑t
i,j=1 |xi − xj |2

t2
−
∑T
i,j=t+1 |xi − xj |2

(T − t)2

}
,

(10)
which asymptotically follows a weighted sum of χ2(1) distributions [28], provided the variance of xi
is finite. As such, associated p-values can be computed. Székely and Rizzo [28] showed also that tests
based on se(t) are consistent when testing equality of distributions F0 and F1 against the F0 6= F1

hypothesis, implying that the test is able to detect any discrepancy between distributions. This comes
from the fact that statistic se(t) is the empirical version of the energy distance E2(F0, F1), which is
proven to be a metric distance between distribution pair F0 and F1 on Euclidean spaces,

E2(F0, F1) := 2E[|x0 − x1|2]− E[|x0 − x′0|2]− E[|x1 − x′1|2], (11)

with x0, x′0 ∼ F0 and x1, x′1 ∼ F1 independent random vectors. Such a property can be extended
to more general metric spaces [29] by simply substituting in Eq. 11 the associated metric distance.
In particular, as stated in Proposition 2, this holds for (G, δ) whenever the graph domain is a proper
GAS.

Proposition 2. Define set D of all probability functions on a measurable space over (G, δ), so that⋃
Q∈D Q fulfills the support condition of (A2). Then, use in E2(·, ·) of (11) the metric distance

between samples δ(·, ·). It follows that (D, E) is a metric space.

Proof. Theorem 4.23 in Jain [14] defines a condition under which there is an isometric mapping to
an Euclidean space. Such a condition limits the support of

⋃
Q∈D Q [Assumption (A1)]. Székely and

Rizzo [29] proved the statement for the energy distance for an Euclidean space.

Supported by this fact, we consider as graph statistic

sg(t) =
t(T − t)

T

{
2
∑t
i=1

∑T
j=t δ(gi, gj)

t(T − t)
−
∑t
i,j=1 δ(gi, gj)

t2
−
∑T
i,j=t+1 δ(gi, gj)

(T − t)2

}
.

As done for Lemma 1, Lemma 2 connects statistics se(t) and sg(t) in probability. This result will
then be used in Proposition 1 to obtain an explicit relation between confidence levels for the test
based on the energy distance.

4Any time M is singular, M can be made positive definite by reducing the embedding space dimension.
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interictal ictal

Figure 1: Two example graphs extracted from interictal and ictal classes, respectively. The graphs are
represented by drawing only those edges whose attributes (Pearson correlation) are greater than 0.2.
Isolated vertices have not been drawn.

Lemma 2. Consider a sequence G(1, T ) of i.i.d. attributed graphs drawn from distribution Q and
the associated embedding sequence X(1, T ) = φ(G(1, T )). There exists a non-negative constant V2
depending on distribution Q, such that,

P(|se(t)− sg(t)| ≤ λ|H0) ≥ 1− λ−1V2, ∀λ > 0,

with V2 = 2 (E[δ(g, µQ)] + E[δ(x, µF )]).

Lemma 2 provides, for any arbitrary λ > 0, a form for q in terms of V2, i.e., q = q(λ) = 1− λ−1V2.
In this sense, Lemma 2 is analogous to Lemma 1; moreover, quantities E[δ(g, µQ)] and E[δ(x, µF )]
are measures of distribution spread and Lemma 2 can be interpreted in terms of the uncertainty of the
data, as well.

Proof. The claim is again proved by considering the Markov inequality as done for (9). From Eq. 10,

E[se(t)] = t(T−t)
T

{
2− t−1

t −
T−t−1
T−t

}
E[|x− x′|2] = E[|x− x′|2] ≤ 2E[|x− µF |2]. (12)

with x, x′ independent random vectors whose distribution F derives from Q through mapping φ(·).
In the graph space, we obtain a similar bound: E[sg(t)] ≤ 2E[δ(g, µQ)], for g ∼ Q.

4 Experiment on iEEG data for detection of seizure onset

In this section, we apply the proposed CPM methodology to data related to the detection of epileptic
seizures from intracranial electro-encephalogram (iEEG) recordings. We consider the “Detect
seizures in intracranial EEG recordings” database by UPenn and Mayo Clinic.5 The database contains
different subjects. Here, we considered the dataset of the first human patient, consisting of 2224
one-second clips, at 500Hz, each one related to a multivariate signal recorded from 68 intracranial
electrodes. Each clip of the training set is labelled either as “ictal” or “interictal”; “ictal” clips are
tracings recorded during an occurring seizure, whereas “interictal” clips describe non-seizure events
recorded before the seizure onset. The test data are not labeled and, therefore, cannot be used in
our simulations, leading to a dataset of 174 one-second clips of which 104 represent “interictal”
behaviour. In order to model (statistical) coupling among the activity recorded in different brain
regions, it is common to represent iEEG data as functional connectivity networks [4]. Functional
connectivity networks are weighted graphs, where (usually) the vertices correspond with the signals
recorded by the electrodes and the edge weights represent their coupling strength. Many connectivity
measures have been proposed for this purpose: here we consider Pearson correlation computed in the
high-theta band (70-100Hz). We also consider four wavelet coefficients of original signals as vertex
attributes. Figure 1 provides a visual representation of two graphs associated with different regimes.

The adopted embedding technique is the dissimilarity representation [22], which considers d prototype
graphs {r1, . . . , rd} ∈ G and maps each graph gi ∈ G to vector xi = (δ(r1, gi), . . . , δ(rd, gi)); here,
distance δ(·, ·) assesses discrepancy among attributes with the Euclidean norm. d = 3 prototypes are
selected from the training set according to the k-centers method [25]. Half of the resulting T = 174

5https://www.kaggle.com/c/seizure-detection
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Figure 2: Standardized statistic se(t) (solid line) as function of time-step t, and related threshold
γe(t) (dashed line) associated with 95% confidence level; the corresponding y-axis is placed to
the left, whereas the right one is related to the p-value curve (dotted line). The top figure refers to
the detection of changes in the distribution mean (Section 3.1); due to the necessity of estimating
the covariance matrix M in Eq. 7, the analysis was actually conducted by considering time-steps
t = 10, 11, . . . , T − 11. The figure in the bottom refers to the statistic designed to detect a generic
distribution change based on the energy distance introduced in Section 3.2.

graphs are used to train the embedding map. The remaining graphs form a sequence G(1, 87), where
G(1, 52) and G(53, 87) are of interictal and ictal graphs, respectively. The ground-truth change point
is t∗ = 53, and represents the transition from interictal to ictal behavior.

In order to assess the performance of the proposed method, the two CPM tests described in Sections 3.1
and 3.2 are applied to sequence G(1, 87); the significance level is set to αe = 0.05 and Figure 2
depicts the outcome. Inspired by (12), statistic se(t) is made more interpretable by reporting the
standardized version se(t)/E[|x− x′|2], where x, x′ ∼ F0 and E[|x− x′|2] is estimated onX(1, 52).
In both CPMs the change was detected with a 95% of confidence, as the statistics exceeded the
corresponding thresholds. The change point estimated by the test on shift in the distribution mean is
63, and the statistic is rather peaked. The second test based on generic distribution change estimates
the change point at time index 61. The time latency in detection is mostly related to the fact that we
are considering a data sequence whose size is rather limited (87 data points), as the finiteness of the
dataset impacts on the robustness of the statistic. The behaviour of the two statistics, qualitatively
speaking, is similar. However, the second one exceeds the threshold in a wider range of time indices
and, accordingly, the p-values are smaller; this fact may indicate that the change impacted more at
the distribution level, affecting moments beyond the first one.

5 Conclusions

We proposed a methodology to determine the point in time where a change in stationarity occurred
in a finite sequence of attributed graphs. The methodology takes into account a very large class
of graphs and consists in mapping graphs to an Euclidean domain, where the mathematics is more
amenable and multivariate change point methods can be applied. With Proposition 1, we proved that
the statistical inference attained in the embedding space can be used to draw conclusions concerning
the original problem in the graph domain, and vice versa; results extend those in [32] by removing the
bi-Lipschitz assumption. Future research efforts will focus on weakening assumption (A2) regarding
the support of the graph distribution, and, more importantly, on relaxing the constraint of using a
metric distance between graphs.
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The first CPM addresses the detection of shifts in the mean of the graph distribution, whereas the other
detects more general changes in stationarity at the distribution level. For both of them, we derived
explicit bounds to make Proposition 1 applicable in the practice. What proposed is theory-based and,
as such, of general applicability. However, to evaluate the methods on a real application, we focused
on detecting the onset of epileptic seizures from electro-encephalograms represented as functional
connectivity networks. Results showed that both CPM tests were effective in this relevant application.
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