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Asymptotic Distribution-free Change-point
Detection for Modern Data Based on a New

Ranking Scheme
Doudou Zhou and Hao Chen

Abstract

Change-point detection (CPD) involves identifying distributional changes in a sequence of independent observations. Among
nonparametric methods, rank-based methods are attractive due to their robustness and effectiveness and have been extensively
studied for univariate data. However, they are not well explored for high-dimensional or non-Euclidean data. This paper proposes
a new method, Rank INduced by Graph Change-Point Detection (RING-CPD), which utilizes graph-induced ranks to handle
high-dimensional and non-Euclidean data. The new method is asymptotically distribution-free under the null hypothesis, and an
analytic p-value approximation is provided for easy type-I error control. Simulation studies show that RING-CPD effectively
detects change points across a wide range of alternatives and is also robust to heavy-tailed distribution and outliers. The new
method is illustrated by the detection of seizures in a functional connectivity network dataset, changes of digit images, and travel
pattern changes in the New York City Taxi dataset.

Index Terms

Graph-induced ranks; Tail probability; High-dimensional data; Network data.

I. INTRODUCTION

Given a sequence of independent observations, an important problem is to decide whether the observations are from the
same distribution or there is a change of distribution at a certain time point. Change-point detection (CPD) has attracted a lot
of interest since the seminal work of [1], evolving into two primary strands: online (or sequential) CPD, which aims to detect
distributional changes in real-time as data flows in (see for example [2]–[7]), and offline CPD, which involves analyzing a
completely observed data sequence and is the focal point of this paper. In this big data era, CPD has diverse applications in many
fields, including functional magnetic resonance recordings [8], [9], healthcare [10], [11], communication network evolution
[12]–[14], and financial modeling [15], [16]. Parametric approaches (see for example, [17]–[21]) are useful to address the
problem for univariate and low-dimensional data, however, they are limited for high-dimensional or non-Euclidean data due
to a large number of parameters to be estimated unless strong assumptions are imposed.

A few nonparametric methods have been proposed, including kernel-based methods [2], [22]–[25], interpoint distance-based
methods [26], [27] and graph-based methods [28]–[34]. When dealing with high-dimensional data, the curse of dimensionality
can pose a huge problem. The kernel-based method [22] assumes that the high-dimensional data resides on a low-dimensional
manifold to get around of this problem. On the other hand, the graph-based methods [30] incorporate a useful pattern caused
by the curse of dimensionality [35], and are effective in analyzing high-dimensional and non-Euclidean data for a wide range
of changes. However, the graph-based methods focused on unweighted graphs, which may cause information loss. Later, [27]
adopted a similar idea and proposed an asymptotic distribution-free approach utilizing all interpoint distances that worked well
for detecting both location and scale changes. However, their test statistics are time and memory-consuming and implicitly
require the existence of the second moment of the underlying distribution, which can be violated by heavy-tailed data or
outliers that are common in many applications.

Among the nonparametric methods, rank-based methods are attractive for univariate data due to their robustness and
effectiveness [36]–[43]. However, they are less explored for high-dimensional or non-Euclidean data. Specifically, existing
multivariate rank-based methods are limited in many ways. For instance, [44] proposed to use the component-wise rank, which
requires the dimension of the data to be smaller than the number of observations and suffers from dependent covariates. [45]
and [46] proposed the spatial rank-based methods, which were designed mainly for detecting mean shifts. [47] proposed to
use the ranks obtained from data depths, which is often used for low-dimensional data and is computation-extensive when the
dimension is high.

Noticing the gap between the potential benefit of the rank-based method and the scarce exploration for multivariate/high-
dimensional data, we propose a new rank-based method called Rank INduced by Graph Change-Point Detection (RING-CPD),
which can be applied to high-dimensional and non-Euclidean data. Unlike previous works dealing with the ranks of observations
that are often limited to low-dimensional distributions, we propose to use the rank induced by similarity graphs that can be
applied to data whose dimension could be much larger than the sample size. The graph-induced rank [48] is the rank defined
in the similarity graphs. Instead of treating all edges in the graph equally, we assign the rank as weights to each edge and
construct the scan statistic based on the ranks. Discussions on this rank and the new test are presented in Section II. We prove
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that the proposed scan statistic is asymptotic distribution-free, facilitating its usage to a broader community of researchers
and analysts. They are also consistent against all types of changes under certain conditions of the similarity graph (Section
III). The proposed statistic can work for a wide range of alternatives and is robust to heavy-tailed distribution and outliers, as
illustrated by extensive simulation studies in Section IV and three real data examples in Section V. The details of proofs of
the theorems are deferred to the Supplementary Material.

II. METHOD

For a sequence of indeendent {yi}ni=1, we consider testing

H0 : yi ∼ F0, i = 1, . . . , n

against the single change-point alternative

H1 : ∃1 ≤ τ < n, yi ∼

{
F0, i ≤ τ,

F1, otherwise
(1)

or the changed interval alternative

H2 : ∃1 ≤ τ1 < τ2 ≤ n, yi ∼

{
F1, i = τ1 + 1, . . . , τ2,

F0, otherwise,
(2)

where F0 and F1 are two different distribution. When there are multiple change points, the two alternatives can be applied
recursively. Alternatively, our method in the following can be extended similarly to [49] to accommodate multiple change-points,
using the idea of wild binary segmentation [50] or seeded binary segmentation [51].

Our methodology begins with transforming the observations {yi}ni=1 into a graph-induced rank matrix R = (Rij)
n
i,j=1 ∈

Rn×n, encapsulating the similarity among observations. Then we derive scan statistics utilizing R. We follow notations in
[48]. For any two graphs G1 and G2 sharing identical vertex sets, we consider G1 ∩G2 = ∅ when there are no shared edges
between them, and define G1 ∪ G2 as their unified graph with combined edges. Given {yi}ni=1, we sequentially construct a
series of simple similarity graphs1 {Gl}kl=0, starting with an edgeless graph G0. The process continues with:

Gl+1 = Gl ∪G∗
l+1 , where G∗

l+1 = arg max
G′∈Gl+1

∑
(i,j)∈G′

S(Zi, Zj) and Gl+1 = {G′ ∈ G : G′ ∩Gl = ∅} .

Here, G represents a set of graphs adhering to certain constraints, and S(·, ·) is a similarity measure, such as S(yi, yj) =
−∥yi − yj∥ for Euclidean data, with ∥ · ∥ denoting the Euclidean norm. This framework allows for the construction of various
well-established similarity graphs under different constraints. For instance, both the k-nearest neighbor graph (k-NNG) and
the k-minimum spanning tree (k-MST)2 [52] satisfy the above definition of the sequence of graphs. For NNG, the structure
constraint on G′ is that each node i only points out to one of the other nodes. As a result, Gl is the l-NNG, G∗

l+1 is the
(l+1)th NNG and Gl+1 is the (l+1)-NNG. For k-MST, the constraint is that G′ should be a tree connecting all observations,
making Gl the l-MST, G∗

l+1 the (l + 1)th MST and Gl+1 the (l + 1)-MST. An illustration of these graphs is presented in
Figure 1. For more choices of graphs, one can see [48].

With {Gl}kl=1, the graph-induced rank matrix is defined as

Rij =

k∑
l=1

1
(
(i, j) ∈ Gl

)
for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n ,

where for an event A, 1(A) is an indicator function that equals to one if event A occurs, and equals to zero otherwise. The
graph-induced ranks impose more weights on the edges with higher similarity, thus incorporating more similarity information
than the unweighted graph. In the meantime, the robustness property of the ranks makes the weights less sensitive to outliers
compared to direct using distance. The behavior of the graph-induced rank matrix in the 10-NNG is illustrated in Figure 2 by
simulated data. The graph-induced rank depends implicitly on k, and we will discuss its choice in Section IV-A.

Remark 1 (Computational efficiency): The computational times for k-NNG and k-MST are O(n2d) and O
(
n2(d+ log n)

)
[52], respectively. For more computationally efficient graphs, the approximate k-NNG [53] can be used, whose computational
complexity is O

(
nd(log n+ k log d)

)
, which is usually faster than O(n2d) when k is small.

After constructing the graph-included rank matrix R, we are ready to propose the test statistics. For testing the changed
interval alternative H2 (2), each possible interval (t1, t2] for 1 ≤ t1 < t2 ≤ n partitions the observations into two groups: one

1A simple graph is a graph without self-loops and multiple edges between any two vertices.
2The MST is a spanning tree that minimizes the sum of distances of edges in the tree while connecting all observations. The k-MST is the union of the

1st, . . . , kth MSTs, where the kth MST is a spanning tree that connects all observations while minimizing the sum of distances across edges excluding edges
in the (k − 1)-MST.
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(i) k-NNG. (ii) k-MST.
Fig. 1. Examples of different similarity graphs.

group containing all observations observed during (t1, t2], and the other group containing all observations observed outside of
this interval. Then, for any candidate changed interval (t1, t2], we define two basic quantities based on the ranks:

U1(t1, t2) =

n∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

Rij1(t1 < i, j ≤ t2) and U2(t1, t2) =

n∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

Rij1(i, j ≤ t1 or i, j > t2) . (3)

We have that U1(t1, t2) is the sum of ranks within the interval (t1, t2], and U2(t1, t2) is the sum of ranks outside of the
interval (t1, t2]. Then the max-type two-sample test statistic for testing the changed interval alternative can be defined as

MR(t1, t2) = max
(
Zw(t1, t2), |Zdiff(t1, t2)|

)
, (4)

where

Zw(t1, t2) =
Uw(t1, t2)−E

(
Uw(t1, t2)

)√
Var

(
Uw(t1, t2)

) and Zdiff(t1, t2) =
Udiff(t1, t2)−E

(
Udiff(t1, t2)

)√
Var

(
Udiff(t1, t2)

) ,

with Udiff(t1, t2) = U1(t1, t2)− U2(t1, t2) and

Uw(t1, t2) =
n− t2 + t1 − 1

n− 2
U1(t1, t2) +

t2 − t1 − 1

n− 2
U2(t1, t2) .

Here we use E, Var, and Cov to respectively denote the expectation, variance, and covariance under the permutation null
distribution, which places 1/n! probability on each of the n! permutations of the order of the observations. Under the alternative
hypothesis, it is possible that (i) both U1(t1, t2) and U2(t1, t2) are larger than their null expectations (a typical scenario under
location alternatives) and (ii) one of them is larger than while the other one is smaller than its corresponding null expectation
(a typical scenario under scale alternatives). See [35] for more discussions on these scenarios. For (i), Zw(t1, t2) will be large
and for (ii), |Zdiff(t1, t2)| will be large. Thus, MR is powerful for different types of alternatives.

When testing the single change-point alternative H1 (1), we can simply use MR(t) = MR(0, t). To illustrate the behaviors
of Zw, Zdiff and MR under different scenarios, we generate n = 200 independent multivariate observations with dimension
d = 500 from
(a) (Null) yi ∼ N(0d,1d), i = 1, . . . , n;
(b) (Location shift) yi ∼ N(0d, Id), i = 1, . . . , 3n/4, yi ∼ N(0.211d, Id), i = 3n/4 + 1, . . . , n;
(c) (Scale shift) yi ∼ N(0d, Id), i = 1, . . . , n/4, yi ∼ N(0d, 1.2Id), i = n/4 + 1, . . . , n;
(d) (Location and scale mixed shift) yi ∼ N(0d, Id), i = 1, . . . , n/2, yi ∼ N(0.11d, 1.2Id), i = n/2 + 1, . . . , n.
For all numeric experiments in the paper, we use the negative Euclidean norm as the similarity measure unless specifically
noted. The values of Zw(t) = Zw(0, t), |Zdiff(t)| = |Zdiff(0, t)| and MR(t) against t are presented in Figure 2.

Although the similarity measure S inherently exhibits symmetry, the rank matrix R may not always maintain this property,
particularly in scenarios where the graph is directed such as the k-NNG. For derivation simplicity, we symmetrize R by
0.5(R+RT). Note that this symmetrization does not change the value of U1 and U2. Without further specialization, we use
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R to denote its symmetrized version in the following. The explicit expressions of E
(
U1(t1, t2)

)
, E

(
U2(t1, t2)

)
and Σ(t1, t2)

are presented in Lemma 1. Let

R̄i· =

∑n
j=1 Rij

n− 1
, r0 =

∑n
i=1 R̄i·

n
, r21 =

∑n
i=1 R̄

2
i·

n
, r2d =

∑n
i=1

∑n
j=1 R

2
ij

n(n− 1)
, Vd = r2d − r20 , Vr = r21 − r20 .

Lemma 1: Under the permutation null distribution, we have

E
(
U1(t1, t2)

)
= (t2 − t1)(t2 − t1 − 1)r0 ,

E
(
U2(t1, t2)

)
= (n− t2 + t1)(n− t2 + t1 − 1)r0

Var
(
U1(t1, t2)

)
= f1(t2 − t1)Vd + f2(t2 − t1)Vr ,

Var
(
U2(t1, t2)

)
= f1(n− t2 + t1)Vd + f2(n− t2 + t1)Vr ,

Cov
(
U1(t1, t2), U2(t1, t2)

)
= f1(t2 − t1)

(
Vd − 2(n− 1)Vr

)
,

where
f1(t) =

2t(t− 1)(n− t)(n− t− 1)

(n− 2)(n− 3)
and f2(t) =

4t(n− t)(t− 1)(t− 2)(n− 1)

(n− 2)(n− 3)
.

The proof of Lemma 1 is through combinatorial analysis. It can be done similarly to the proof of Theorem 2.1 in [48] and
thus omitted here. When testing against H1, we reject H0 if the scan statistic

max
n0≤t≤n1

MR(t) (5)

exceeds the critical value for a given nominal level. Here n0 and n1 are pre-specified integers. A common choice of n0 and
n1 is n0 = [0.05n] and n1 = n − n0, where [x] denotes the integer closest to x. When H0 is rejected, the change-point is
estimated by

τ̂ = arg max
n0≤t≤n1

MR(t).

When testing against H2, we reject H0 if the scan statistic

max
1≤t1<t2≤n

n0≤t2−t1≤n1

MR(t1, t2) (6)

exceeds the critical value for a given nominal level. When H0 is rejected, the detected changed interval is

(τ̂1, τ̂2) = arg max
1≤t1<t2≤n

n0≤t2−t1≤n1

MR(t1, t2).
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Remark 2: Change-point detection is closely related to two-sample hypothesis testing. Our proposed methods utilize two-
sample test statistics MR, Zw, Zdiff introduced in a prior work [48]. However, change-point detection is significantly more
complicated. For two-sample hypothesis testing, the group labels of the observations are provided. In contrast, for change-
point detection, this information is unavailable due to the unknown change-point location. In fact, even the existence of a
change-point or not is unknown. Here, we use the maximum of the scan statistic as the test statistic; that is, we compute the
two-sample test statistic for each potential change-point location, and we reject the null hypothesis of no change point if any of
these statistics exhibit sufficient evidence. Understanding the distribution of the scan statistic is considerably more complicated
than its corresponding quantity under the two-sample testing framework. We examine the asymptotic distribution of the scan
statistic in Section III.

III. ASYMPTOTIC PROPERTIES OF THE SCAN STATISTICS

For decision-making, the critical values should be determined. Alternatively, we consider the tail probabilities

P
(

max
n0≤t≤n1

MR(t) > b
)

(7)

for the single change-point alternative and
P
(

max
1≤t1<t2≤n
l0≤t2−t1≤l1

MR(t1, t2) > b
)

(8)

for the changed interval alternative, respectively, where P denotes the probability under the permutation null distribution. When
n is small, we can apply the permutation procedure. However, it is time-consuming when n is large. Hence, we derive the
asymptotic distribution of the scan statistics for analytic approximations of the tail probabilities.

A. Asymptotic null distributions of the basic processes

By the definition of MR(t) and MR(t1, t2), it is sufficient to derive the limiting distributions of{
Zdiff(⌊nu⌋) : 0 < u < 1

}
and

{
Zw(⌊nu⌋) : 0 < u < 1

}
(9)

for the single change-point alternative and{
Zdiff(⌊nu⌋, ⌊nv⌋) : 0 < u < v < 1

}
and

{
Zw(⌊nu⌋, ⌊nv⌋) : 0 < u < v < 1

}
(10)

for the changed-interval alternative, where ⌊x⌋ denotes the largest integer less than or equal to x. We use the notations
an = o(bn) and an ≺ bn when limn→∞ an/bn = 0, and an ≾ bn when limn→∞ an/bn is bounded. The proof of Theorem 1
is provided in Supplement S1.

Theorem 1: Under Conditions (1) r1 ≺ rd; (2)
∑n

i=1

(∑n
j=1 R

2
ij

)2
≾ n3r4d; (3)

∑n
i=1

∣∣R̃i·
∣∣3 ≺ (nVr)

1.5; (4)
∑n

i=1 R̃
3
i· ≺

nrdVr; (5)
∣∣∑n

i=1

∑n
j ̸=s RijRisR̃j·R̃s·

∣∣ ≺ n3r2dVr; (6)
∑n

i=1

∑n
j=1

∑n
s,l ̸=i,j RijRjsRslRli ≺ n4r4d, when n → ∞, we have

1)
{
Zdiff(⌊nu⌋) : 0 < u < 1

}
and

{
Zw(⌊nu⌋) : 0 < u < 1

}
converge to independent Gaussian processes in finite-

dimensional distributions, which we denote as
{
Z∗
diff(u) : 0 < u < 1

}
and

{
Z∗
w(u) : 0 < u < 1

}
, respectively.

2)
{
Zdiff(⌊nu⌋, ⌊nv⌋) : 0 < u < v < 1

}
and

{
Zw(⌊nu⌋, ⌊nv⌋) : 0 < u < v < 1

}
converge to independent two-dimension

Gaussian random fields in finite dimensional distributions, which we denote as
{
Z∗
diff(u, v) : 0 < u < v < 1

}
and{

Z∗
w(u, v) : 0 < u < v < 1

}
, respectively.

Remark 3: Conditions (1)-(6) put restrictions on the similarity graph and the ranks. Importantly, they require that there
should not be an excessive number of hub nodes in the graph and that the variation of the average row-wise ranks, Vr, should
not be dominated by a small portion of elements. Specifically, when the largest degree of Gk is bounded by Ck for some
constant C, Conditions (1), (2), (4), and (6) always hold for k-NNG and k-MST, and Conditions (3) and (5) also tend to be
satisfied as verified by simulation studies. More detailed discussions can be found in Appendix E of [48]. Note that these
conditions are the same as [48], which is exciting because we do not need extra conditions when we extend the statistics from
the two-sample setting to the change-point detection setting.

Let ρ∗w(u, v) = Cov
(
Z∗
w(u), Z

∗
w(v)

)
and ρ∗diff(u, v) = Cov

(
Z∗
diff(u), Z

∗
diff(v)

)
. We present explicit formulas of ρ∗w(u, v)

and ρ∗diff(u, v) in Theorem 2 with the proof in Supplement S2.
Theorem 2: The exact expressions for ρ∗diff(u, v) and ρ∗w(u, v) are

ρ∗w(u, v) =
(u ∧ v)(1− (u ∨ v))

(u ∨ v)(1− (u ∧ v))
,

ρ∗diff(u, v) =
(u ∧ v)(1− (u ∨ v))√

(u ∧ v)(1− (u ∧ v))(u ∨ v)(1− (u ∨ v))
,

where u ∧ v = min(u, v) and u ∨ v = max(u, v).
Theorems 1 and 2 together show that when R satisfies Conditions (1)-(6), the limiting distributions of (9) and (10), and
statistics based on (9) and (10), are independent from R, thus asymptotically distribution-free.
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B. Tail probabilities

Based on Theorems 1 and 2, we are able to approximate the tail probabilities by utilizing Woodroofe’s method [54], [55]
and Siegmund’s method [56], [57]. Specifically, following the routine of [30], and the proof of Proposition 3.4 in [28], we can
approximate the tail probabilities by

P
(

max
n0≤t≤n1

MR(t) > b
)
≈ 1−P

(
max

n0≤t≤n1

Zw(t) < b
)
P
(

max
n0≤t≤n1

|Zdiff(t)| < b
)
, (11)

P
(

max
1≤t1<t2≤n
l0≤t2−t1≤l1

MR(t1, t2) > b
)
≈ 1−P

(
max

l0≤t2−t1≤l1
Zw(t1, t2) < b

)
P
(

max
l0≤t2−t1≤l1

|Zdiff(t1, t2)| < b
)
, (12)

where

P
(

max
n0≤t≤n1

Zw(t) > b
)
≈ bϕ(b)

∫ n1
n

n0
n

hw(n, x)ν
(
b
√

2hw(n, x)/n
)
dx , (13)

P
(

max
l0≤t2−t1≤l1

Zw(t1, t2) > b
)
≈ b3ϕ(b)

∫ l1
n

l0
n

(
hw(n, x)ν

(
b
√
2hw(n, x)/n

))2

(1− x)dx , (14)

P
(

max
n0≤t≤n1

Zdiff(t) > b
)
≈ bϕ(b)

∫ n1
n

n0
n

hdiff(n, x)ν
(
b
√

2hdiff(n, x)/n
)
dx , (15)

P
(

max
l0≤t2−t1≤l1

Zdiff(t1, t2) > b
)
≈ b3ϕ(b)

∫ l1
n

l0
n

(
hdiff(n, x)ν

(
b
√

2hdiff(n, x)/n
))2

(1− x)dx . (16)

with
hw(n, x) =

(n− 1)(2nx2 − 2nx+ 1)

2x(1− x)(nx− 1)(nx− n+ 1)
and hdiff(n, x) =

1

2x(1− x)
.

Here v(x) is approximated as v(x) ≈ (2/x)(Φ(x/2)−0.5)/
(
(x/2)Φ(x/2)+ϕ(x/2)

)
[58], where Φ(·) and ϕ(·) are the standard

normal cumulative density function and standard normal density function, respectively.

C. Skewness correction

As observed by [28], [30], the analytical approximations of (11) and (12) can be improved by skewness correction when
n0 and n− n1 decrease. It can be seen clearly in Figure 3 that Zw(t) and Zdiff(t) are more skewed toward the two ends. To
be specific, instead of using (13)-(16) to approximate (11) and (12), we use

P
(

max
n0≤t≤n1

Zw(t) > b
)
≈ bϕ(b)

∫ n1
n

n0
n

Kw(nx)hw(n, x)ν
(
b
√

2hw(n, x)/n
)
dx , (17)

P
(

max
l0≤t2−t1≤l1

Zw(t1, t2) > b
)
≈ b3ϕ(b)

∫ l1
n

l0
n

Kw(nx)
(
hw(n, x)ν

(
b
√

2hw(n, x)/n
))2

(1− x)dx , (18)

P
(

max
n0≤t≤n1

Zdiff(t) > b
)
≈ bϕ(b)

∫ n1
n

n
n

Kdiff(nx)hdiff(n, x)ν
(
b
√

2hdiff(n, x)/n
)
dx , (19)

P
(

max
l0≤t2−t1≤l1

Zdiff(t1, t2) > b
)
≈ b3ϕ(b)

∫ l1
n

l0
n

Kdiff(nx)
(
hdiff(n, x)ν

(
b
√

2hdiff(n, x)/n
))2

(1− x)dx , (20)

where for j = w,diff ,

Kj(t) =
exp

(
1
2

(
b− θ̂b,j(t)

)2
+ 1

6γj(t)θ̂b,j(t)
3
)

√
1 + γj(t)θ̂b,j(t)

with θ̂b,j(t) =
−1+

√
1+2γj(t)b

γj(t)
and γj(t) = E

(
Z3
j (t)

)
. The only unknown quantities in the above expressions are γw(t) and

γdiff(t), whose exact analytic expressions are quite long and are thus provided in Supplement S3.

D. Assessment of finite sample approximations

Here we assess the performance of the asymptotic approximations with finite samples. For a constant a, we define the
first-order auto-regressive correlation matrix Σ(a) = (a|i−j|)di,j=1 ∈ Rd×d. We consider three distributions for three different
dimensions d = 20, 100 and 1000 with n = 1000:

(i) the multivariate Gaussian distribution yi ∼ Nd

(
0d,Σ(0.6)

)
;

(ii) the multivariate t5 distribution yi ∼ t5
(
0d,Σ(0.5)

)
;
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Fig. 3. Plots of skewness γj(t) = E
(
Z3
j (t)

)
, j = w,diff against t with the graph-induced rank in 10-NNG constructed on Euclidean distance on a sequence

of 1000 points.

TABLE I
EMPIRICAL SIZE OF Mg-NN AFTER SKEWNESS CORRECTION AT 0.05 NOMINAL LEVEL WITH n = 1000 UNDER SETTINGS (I), (II) AND (III). THE k-NNG

FOR VARIOUS k’S IS CONSIDERED. HERE k1 = [n0.5], k2 = [n0.65] AND k3 = [n0.8].

Setting n0 = [0.1n] n0 = [0.05n] n0 = [0.025n]

k
d

20 100 1000 20 100 1000 20 100 1000

(i)

5 0.04 0.02 0.02 0.04 0.03 0.02 0.05 0.04 0.04
10 0.03 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.03 0.03 0.05 0.03 0.04
k1 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.04 0.03 0.03
k2 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.04 0.03 0.03 0.04 0.03 0.03
k3 0.04 0.03 0.04 0.05 0.04 0.04 0.06 0.04 0.03

(ii)

5 0.03 0.03 0.04 0.02 0.03 0.06 0.04 0.04 0.08
10 0.03 0.03 0.04 0.03 0.03 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.06
k1 0.04 0.03 0.03 0.04 0.03 0.03 0.04 0.04 0.03
k2 0.04 0.04 0.03 0.05 0.03 0.03 0.05 0.04 0.04
k3 0.06 0.05 0.03 0.06 0.05 0.03 0.07 0.05 0.03

(iii)

5 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.04 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.06
10 0.03 0.04 0.03 0.03 0.04 0.04 0.05 0.04 0.05
k1 0.04 0.03 0.02 0.05 0.03 0.02 0.05 0.03 0.03
k2 0.04 0.03 0.02 0.05 0.03 0.02 0.06 0.04 0.03
k3 0.05 0.04 0.03 0.06 0.03 0.03 0.07 0.04 0.03

(iii) the multivariate log-normal distribution yi ∼ exp
(
Nd

(
0d,Σ(0.4)

))
.

We report the empirical sizes estimated by 1, 000 Monte Carlo simulations. Here, we focus on the graph-induced rank in
k-NNG. We denote the scan statistic MR(t) on the graph-induced rank in k-NNG by Mg-NN. We set n1 = n − n0 and
consider n0 = [0.025n], [0.05n], [0.1n]. The nominal level is set to be 0.05. We see that the empirical sizes are well controlled
under all settings even for n0 as small as [0.025n] (Table I). We further present the empirical sizes of the Mg-NN in Figure 4,
considering k = [nλ] with λ ranging from 0.2 to 0.8 in k-NNG. This visualization indicates that the empirical sizes are close
to the nominal levels across a broad spectrum of λ values.

E. Consistency

We here examine the consistency of MR when k-NNG or k-MST is used to get the graph-induced rank. At first, we define
the limits

M(δ1, δ2) = lim
n→∞

MR

(
[δ1n], [δ2n]

)
√
n

for 0 ≤ δ1 < δ2 < 1 and M(δ) = M(0, δ) for 0 < δ < 1 .

Theorem 3: Consider two continuous multivariate distributions F0 and F1 which differ on a set of positive Lebesgue measures
and the graph-induced rank is used with k-MST or k-NNG based on the Euclidean distance, where k = O(1).

• For the change-point alternative H1: let ω = limn→∞ τ/n ∈ (0, 1), and ω̂ = τ̂ /n. Assume that

sup
δ∈(0,1)

∣∣∣MR([δn])√
n

−M(δ)
∣∣∣ P→ 0 as n → ∞ , (21)

where P→ denotes the convergence in probability. Then the scan statistic of MR(t) is consistent in that it will reject H0

against H1 with probability going to one for any significance level 0 < α < 1 and

P
(
|ω̂ − ω| > ϵ

)
→ 0 as n → ∞ for any ϵ > 0 .
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(ii) Multivariate t5 distribution
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(iii) Multivariate log−normal distribution

n0=[0.025n] n0=[0.05n] n0=[0.1n]

Fig. 4. Empirical size of Mg-NN after skewness correction at 0.05 nominal level with n = 1000 under settings (i), (ii) and (iii). The k-NNG for k = [nλ]
is considered.

• For the changed interval alternative H2: let ωi = limn→∞ τi/n ∈ (0, 1), and ω̂i = τ̂i/n for i = 1, 2. Assume that
ω2 − ω1 > 0 and

sup
0<δ1<δ2<1

∣∣∣MR([δ1n], [δ2n])√
n

−M(δ1, δ2)
∣∣∣ P→ 0 as n → ∞ , (22)

then the scan statistic of MR(t1, t2) is consistent in that it will reject H0 against H2 with probability going to one for
any significance level 0 < α < 1 and

P
(
∪2
i=1 {|ω̂i − ωi| > ϵ}

)
→ 0 as n → ∞ for any ϵ > 0 .

The proof of this theorem is provided in Supplement S4. Although Assumptions (21) and (22) are reasonable, their verification
is difficult and is left for future work. Here we check them numerically through Monte Carlo simulations. Specifically, we
consider the following combinations of (F0, F1) with ω = 0.5 and d = 500:

1) the multivariate Gaussian distribution
(
Nd(0d, Id), Nd(0.11d, Id)

)
;

2) the multivariate t3 distribution
(
t3(0d, Id), t3(0.11d, 1.02

2Id
)
;

3) the multivariate Cauchy distribution
(
Cauchyd(0d, Id),Cauchyd(21d, Id)

)
.

We generate 10 independent sequences for each setting and the plots of MR([δn])/
√
n against δ for various values of n are

presented Figure 5. These plots verify the assumption that MR([δn])/
√
n converges when n → ∞.

IV. SIMULATION STUDIES

A. The choice of k

The choice of graphs remains an open question for CPD based on similarity graphs [28], [30], [49]. We adapt the method
in [49] and [48]. Specifically, they compare the empirical power of the method for different choices of k = [nλ] by varying λ
from 0 to 1. [49] suggested to use k = [n0.5] for the generalized edge-count test (GET) [30] when the k-MST is used, while
[48] recommended k = [n0.65] for their two-sample test statistic with graph-induced rank on the k-NNG. We follow the same
way in choosing k for Mg-NN. We generate independent sequences from three different distribution pairs of (F0, F1):

1) the multivariate Gaussian distribution
(
Nd(0d, Id), Nd(

30√
nd

1d, Id)
)
;

2) the multivariate t3 distribution
(
t3(0d, Id), t3(

30√
nd

1d, (1 +
30√
nd

)2Id)
)
;

3) the multivariate Cauchy distribution
(
Cauchyd(0d, Id),Cauchyd(

30√
n
1d, Id)

)
.
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Fig. 5. Ten independent sequences (represented by different colors) of MR([δn])/
√
n against δ for n = 200, 800, 1600 and 6400 for the three settings.

The parameters are chosen so that the tests have moderate power. The change-point is set to be τ = n/2, the dimension
d = 500 and n = 50, 100, 200. We set n0 = ⌈0.05n⌉ and n1 = n− n0, which will also be our choice by default in the latter
experiments, where ⌈x⌉ denotes the smallest integer larger than or equal to x. For comparison, we also include two graph-based
methods, GET and the max-type edge-count test (MET) proposed in [30] using the k-MST. The empirical power is defined as
the ratio of successful detection where the p-value is smaller than 0.05. For fairness, the p-values are approximated by 1, 000
random permutations for all methods.

Figure 6 shows the power of these tests for k = [nλ], λ ∈ (0, 0.8]. We see that the power of these tests first increases quickly
when k or λ increases. If k continues to increase, the power of GET and MET decreases dramatically, but the performance
of Mg-NN seems more robust. The reason may be that a denser graph can contain more similarity information, while noisier
information can also be incorporated when more edges are included. However, Mg-NN alleviates the problem by incorporating
ranks on edges as those later induced edges have smaller ranks. The overall performance of Mg-NN is the best, with a significant
improvement of the power over heavy-tailed settings (the multivariate t3 and Cauchy distributions) and the robustness over a
wide range choice of k. Finally, we choose λ = 0.65 for Mg-NN, and λ = 0.5 for GET and MET in the following analysis,
which is reasonable for these methods to achieve adequate power and coincides with previous choices [48], [49].

B. Performance comparison

We compare RING-CPD to GET and MET on k-MST with k = [n0.5], the graph-based method on the shortest Hamiltonian
path [29] (SWR), the method based on Fréchet means and variances [59] (DM). We also compare three interpoint distance-
based methods, the widely used distance-based method E-Divisive (ED) [26] implemented in the R package ecp, and the other
two methods proposed recently by [27] and [34]. [27] proposed four statistics and we compare the statistic C2N that had a
satisfactory performance in most of their simulation settings. [34] proposed three statistics, which perform well for location
change, scale change, and general change, respectively. Here we compare with their statistic S3, which they concluded to have
relatively robust performance across various alternatives. For fairness, the p-values of all these methods are approximated by
1, 000 random permutations.

We set n = 200 and the change-point τ = [n/3] and consider the dimension of the distributions d = 200, 500, 1000. Before
the change-point yi ∼ F0 and after the change-point yi ∼ F1. We consider both the empirical power and the detection accuracy
estimated from 1000 trials for each scenario. The empirical power is the ratio of the successful detection defined as p-value
smaller than the nominal level 0.05. The detection accuracy is provided in parentheses, which is the ratio of trials that the
detected change-point is located in [τ − 0.05n, τ +0.05n] and the p-value smaller than 0.05. We consider various settings that
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Fig. 6. Empirical power of Mg-NN, GET, and MET over 1000 times of repetitions under each setting.

cover light-tailed, heavy-tailed, skewed, and mixture distributions for location, scale, and mixed alternatives. Specifically, we
consider six settings for Fi, i = 0, 1:

(I) the multivariate Gaussian distribution Nd(µi,Σi);
(II) the multivariate t5 distribution t5(µi,Σi);

(III) the multivariate Cauchy distribution Cauchy(µi,Σi);
(IV) the multivariate χ2

5 distribution χ2
5(µi,Σi) (generated as Σ

1
2
i (X − 51d + µi) where the d components of X are i.i.d.

χ2
5);

(V) the Gaussian mixture distribution WNd(µi,Σi) + (1−W )Nd(−µi,Σi) with W ∼ Bernoulli(0.5);
(VI) the multivariate normal distribution with t7 outliers WNd(µi,Σi) + (1−W )t7

(
µi,Σi) with W ∼ Bernoulli(0.9).

We set µ0 = 0d for F0 and µ1 = δ1d for F1, where δ is different for different settings. For each setting, we consider five
different changes:

(a) location (δ ̸= 0 and Σ1 = Σ0);
(b) simple scale (δ = 0 and Σ1 = (1 + σ)2Σ0);
(c) complex scale (δ = 0 and Σ1 ̸= Σ0);
(d) location and simple scale mixed (δ ̸= 0 and Σ1 = (1 + σ)2Σ0);
(e) location and complex scale mixed (δ ̸= 0 and Σ1 ̸= Σ0).

The choice of δ, σ, and Σi, i = 1, 2 are specified differently for the settings and alternatives, summarized in Table II, where the
changes in signal are set so that the best test has moderate power to be comparable. Here for Setting IV, the covariance matrices
Ai = VBiV, for i = 0, 1, 2, where V is a diagonal matrix with the diagonal elements sampled independently from U(1, 3),
Bi = diag(Bi1, . . . ,Bi d

10
) is a block-diagonal correlation matrix. Each diagonal block Bij is a 10× 10 matrix with diagonal

entries being 1 and off-diagonal entries equal to ρij ∼ U(aj , bj) independently. We set a0 = 0, b0 = 0.5, a1 = 0.3, b1 = 0.8
and a3 = 0.2, b3 = 0.7. Each configuration is repeated 1, 000 times. We present the results of Settings I-III in Table III, and
the results of Settings IV-VI in Table IV. Under each setting, the largest value and those larger than 95% of the largest value
are highlighted in bold.

For the multivariate t5 and Cauchy distributions, Mg-NN shows the highest power under the alternatives (a), (b), (d), and
(e). SWR performs the best for the complex scale alternative (c), followed immediately by Mg-NN, while GET and MET also
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TABLE II
THE SPECIFIC CHANGES FOR DIFFERENT SETTINGS AND ALTERNATIVES.

Alternative

Setting H0 (a) (b) (c) (d) (e)
Σ0 δ σ Σ1 δ σ δ Σ1

(I) Σ(0.6) 2 log d

5
√

d

√
log d
16d

Σ(0.16) log d

10
√
d

√
log d
16d

√
log d
4d

Σ(0.3)

(II) Σ(0.6) 5 log d

4
√

d

3 log d

10
√

d
0.6Σ(0.1) log d

3
√
d

3 log d

10
√
d

log d

2
√
d

Σ(0.8)

(III) Σ(0.4) 11 log d

20
√
d

6 log d

5d2/5
Σ(0.85) 6 log d

25d2/5

√
log d
25d

6 log d

25d2/5
Σ(0.6)

(IV) A0
5 log d

2
√

d

9

10
√

d
A1

√
49 log d

16d
3

4
√
d

√
49 log d

16d
A2

(V) Id
3

5 log d

√
log d
25d

Σ(0.55) 3
10 log d

√
log d
25d

3
10 log d

Σ(0.48)

(VI) Σ(0.5) 7 log d

20
√
d

log d

5
√
d

Σ(0.1) log d

5
√
d

log d

5
√
d

log d

5
√
d

Σ(0.15)

TABLE III
THE EMPIRICAL POWER (DETECTION ACCURACY) IN PERCENT UNDER SETTINGS I-III. HERE Mg-NN IS THE PROPOSED METHOD.

Setting I (Gaussian) Setting II (t5) Setting III (Cauchy)
d 200 500 1000 200 500 1000 200 500 1000

(a) Location change
Mg-NN 76(58) 67(49) 59(40) 89(71) 79(59) 67(49) 99(88) 91(78) 72(55)
GET 63(46) 52(36) 40(25) 68(48) 41(26) 20(12) 85(72) 54(40) 28(17)
MET 68(50) 58(39) 46(30) 75(52) 50(32) 31(18) 90(75) 67(50) 44(26)
SWR 21(8) 18(6) 16(4) 19(6) 19(6) 15(4) 44(23) 40(18) 32(15)
DM 7(0) 6(0) 7(0) 6(0) 5(0) 4(0) 5(0) 4(0) 5(0)
ED 97(85) 96(83) 95(80) 73(57) 28(19) 12(4) 6(1) 5(0) 4(1)
C2N 95(81) 93(81) 90(75) 53(34) 19(7) 8(2) 5(0) 5(0) 6(0)
S3 5(1) 5(1) 6(0) 6(0) 5(0) 4(0) 5(0) 4(0) 5(0)

(b) Simple scale change
Mg-NN 65(38) 74(46) 80(51) 99(78) 94(68) 82(47) 98(70) 90(56) 81(46)
GET 61(33) 71(40) 74(44) 99(75) 86(56) 69(35) 97(68) 83(46) 63(32)
MET 63(36) 72(42) 76(47) 99(76) 91(63) 76(42) 98(68) 90(56) 77(43)
SWR 5(0) 5(0) 5(0) 33(14) 19(7) 13(3) 23(10) 20(5) 12(3)
DM 63(36) 50(21) 32(4) 72(47) 57(34) 43(24) 4(0) 4(0) 4(0)
ED 5(2) 6(1) 6(1) 98(78) 93(69) 83(56) 30(12) 19(8) 18(6)
C2N 73(41) 84(53) 88(57) 73(42) 66(27) 54(11) 5(0) 5(0) 4(0)
S3 83(54) 90(64) 92(67) 66(42) 49(28) 37(19) 4(0) 4(0) 4(0)

(c) Complex scale change
Mg-NN 96(73) 96(73) 95(72) 97(85) 85(61) 70(39) 95(80) 86(67) 76(55)
GET 84(63) 79(56) 79(56) 90(76) 35(2) 14(1) 96(84) 77(61) 54(38)
MET 78(48) 77(44) 76(46) 81(60) 37(10) 24(1) 94(78) 83(64) 70(50)
SWR 80(61) 84(64) 82(64) 96(84) 97(84) 96(83) 99(92) 98(88) 96(84)
DM 8(0) 6(0) 7(0) 70(46) 70(43) 68(40) 5(0) 5(0) 5(0)
ED 10(2) 10(2) 8(2) 95(72) 97(74) 95(75) 5(1) 6(0) 4(1)
C2N 7(1) 7(1) 7(2) 74(40) 77(27) 75(15) 5(0) 4(0) 6(0)
S3 8(1) 9(1) 8(1) 67(43) 67(41) 66(39) 5(0) 5(0) 5(0)

(d) Location and simple scale mixed change
Mg-NN 69(44) 73(46) 80(53) 69(48) 54(34) 37(21) 70(52) 60(43) 47(32)
GET 64(37) 67(39) 76(46) 53(34) 28(13) 12(4) 37(24) 23(14) 16(8)
MET 66(39) 71(43) 77(49) 51(30) 28(12) 16(5) 49(32) 34(20) 28(14)
SWR 5(0) 5(0) 5(0) 13(3) 12(3) 11(3) 20(7) 22(8) 19(6)
DM 66(40) 47(19) 32(5) 14(4) 8(2) 7(1) 5(0) 4(0) 4(0)
ED 9(2) 9(3) 8(2) 60(39) 32(18) 19(6) 6(1) 5(1) 4(1)
C2N 77(44) 83(54) 89(61) 37(16) 16(4) 10(2) 6(0) 5(0) 5(0)
S3 84(56) 88(63) 92(69) 11(2) 7(1) 6(1) 5(0) 4(0) 4(0)

(e) Location and complex scale mixed change
Mg-NN 84(56) 77(50) 74(45) 98(87) 96(84) 92(78) 78(59) 66(48) 54(39)
GET 68(45) 60(37) 54(31) 93(80) 80(64) 57(43) 49(34) 31(20) 20(11)
MET 65(38) 58(30) 53(27) 94(78) 85(67) 67(50) 60(43) 46(29) 34(18)
SWR 47(24) 42(22) 42(21) 65(41) 68(47) 64(43) 29(13) 29(13) 30(13)
DM 8(0) 8(0) 7(0) 3(0) 5(0) 5(0) 5(0) 4(0) 5(0)
ED 40(25) 33(17) 25(12) 90(72) 62(46) 22(15) 6(1) 4(0) 4(1)
C2N 40(20) 28(11) 22(8) 61(40) 22(10) 10(3) 5(0) 5(0) 6(0)
S3 6(0) 8(1) 6(0) 4(0) 5(0) 5(0) 5(0) 4(0) 5(0)
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TABLE IV
THE EMPIRICAL POWER (DETECTION ACCURACY) IN PERCENT UNDER SETTINGS IV-VI. HERE Mg-NN IS THE PROPOSED METHOD.

Setting IV (χ2
5) Setting V (Gaussian Mixture) Setting VI (Gaussian outlier)

d 200 500 1000 200 500 1000 200 500 1000
(a) Location change

Mg-NN 74(56) 65(46) 54(37) 32(18) 42(27) 58(42) 61(44) 50(34) 42(24)
GET 60(43) 46(30) 33(21) 29(17) 39(25) 51(34) 44(30) 30(17) 21(9)
MET 64(47) 52(35) 39(25) 30(18) 41(28) 54(37) 48(33) 34(19) 27(13)
SWR 20(7) 18(6) 15(3) 20(6) 24(9) 31(13) 18(7) 15(4) 13(4)
DM 6(0) 5(0) 5(0) 7(0) 6(0) 7(0) 4(0) 6(0) 7(0)
ED 94(80) 93(79) 91(76) 6(1) 5(1) 6(1) 93(8) 90(73) 87(7)
C2N 95(80) 92(78) 88(73) 87(53) 83(24) 84(11) 78(61) 44(26) 19(6)
S3 5(1) 4(0) 6(1) 7(0) 6(0) 7(0) 4(0) 4(0) 6(0)

(b) Simple scale change
Mg-NN 90(64) 89(61) 86(58) 71(49) 81(58) 88(69) 84(61) 77(52) 70(47)

GET 85(57) 84(53) 80(51) 65(40) 76(51) 84(60) 87(61) 83(57) 75(51)
MET 88(61) 87(57) 83(54) 66(45) 76(55) 83(64) 85(59) 78(51) 72(44)
SWR 5(1) 6(0) 6(0) 5(0) 5(0) 5(1) 5(0) 5(0) 5(1)
DM 90(65) 82(52) 55(25) 6(0) 5(0) 5(0) 69(50) 59(40) 43(25)
ED 6(1) 8(2) 6(2) 5(1) 4(1) 5(1) 11(4) 13(4) 11(3)
C2N 86(57) 91(63) 91(63) 6(1) 6(1) 6(0) 65(40) 56(31) 42(16)
S3 93(68) 96(72) 96(72) 6(0) 5(0) 5(0) 53(38) 39(26) 24(14)

(c) Complex scale change
Mg-NN 74(49) 62(36) 58(33) 49(31) 42(28) 47(30) 72(50) 69(50) 66(47)

GET 57(40) 44(26) 37(20) 24(13) 18(9) 21(10) 44(28) 40(25) 37(24)
MET 52(29) 41(20) 36(15) 21(9) 15(6) 17(6) 45(27) 43(26) 44(25)
SWR 64(43) 63(43) 64 (42) 92(77) 92(79) 94(81) 58(36) 57(33) 57(34)
DM 4(0) 4(0) 4(0) 5(0) 5(0) 6(0) 5(1) 4(0) 4(0)
ED 8(1) 7(1) 8(1) 5(0) 5(1) 4(1) 8(1) 7(1) 7(0)
C2N 3(0) 4(1) 5(0) 5(0) 5(0) 6(0) 5(0) 5(0) 6(0)
S3 4(0) 4(0) 5(0) 5(0) 5(0) 6(0) 5(0) 5(0) 5(0)

(d) Location and simple scale mixed change
Mg-NN 70(42) 67(39) 63(38) 68(45) 81(56) 86(63) 86(62) 78(52) 74(47)

GET 66(37) 62(32) 58(31) 70(45) 81(56) 87(65) 93(71) 86(62) 80(60)
MET 66(39) 66(36) 60(34) 67(44) 79(57) 84(62) 88(64) 81(52) 75(50)
SWR 6(1) 5(0) 6(0) 7(1) 6(1) 7(1) 7(1) 8(2) 9(1)
DM 76(46) 57(27) 34(9) 7(0) 6(0) 6(0) 73(50) 59(37) 44(26)
ED 14(5) 10(3) 8(3) 5(1) 5(1) 4(1) 44(26) 38(22) 37(20)
C2N 73(41) 77(44) 79(46) 52(22) 38(10) 38(5) 76(51) 57(32) 43(22)
S3 82(54) 85(55) 85(56) 6(0) 6(0) 6(0) 55(38) 36(22) 24(14)

(e) Location and complex scale mixed change
Mg-NN 52(30) 41(23) 39(21) 42(25) 40(24) 45(29) 81(64) 76(59) 74(56)

GET 39(22) 25(12) 24(11) 19(9) 19(7) 20(10) 58(42) 49(32) 43(28)
MET 37(16) 26(11) 25(10) 15(6) 16(5) 18(7) 60(41) 52(34) 48(30)
SWR 42(22) 40(21) 40(19) 74(53) 76(54) 79(60) 56(33) 53(32) 50(29)
DM 4(0) 4(0) 5(0) 5(0) 5(0) 5(0) 4(0) 5(0) 4(0)
ED 10(2) 7(1) 7(1) 4(0) 5(1) 6(1) 43(25) 34(19) 28(14)
C2N 8(2) 6(1) 5(0) 8(1) 9(1) 11(1) 20(9) 11(2) 4(0)
S3 4(0) 4(0) 4(0) 5(0) 5(0) 5(0) 4(0) 6(0) 4(0)

have moderate power. On the contrary, DM, ED, C2N and S3 fail for most of the alternatives under the multivariate t5 and
Cauchy distributions with the power close to the nominal level. It shows that Mg-NN is robust to heavy-tailed distributions,
while other methods such as C2N and S3 are not.

From Table IV, we see that ED and C2N perform the best for the location alternative (a) under the multivariate χ2
5 distribution,

while Mg-NN performs the second best and S3 has no power. For the scale alternative (b), S3 exhibits the highest power,
and Mg-NN also performs well. In addition, under the same distribution, Mg-NN and SWR outperform other methods for
alternatives (c) and (e). However, SWR is powerless for alternative (d) while Mg-NN shows good performance.

For the Gaussian mixture distribution, C2N has the highest power for the location alternative (a), while Mg-NN is the second
best. For alternatives (b) and (d), Mg-NN has the best performance, together with GET and MET, while all other methods
have unsatisfactory performance. For alternatives (c) and (e), SWR achieves the highest power, while Mg-NN is also good
with performance better than other methods.

For the multivariate Gaussian distribution with t7 outliers, ED is the best for the location alternative, while for d = 1000, it
is outperformed by Mg-NN in the detection accuracy. For other alternatives, Mg-NN almost dominates other methods, followed
by GET and MET. It shows that Mg-NN is robust to outliers.



13

Fig. 7. The functional connectivity networks of a dog (circle) and a human (square) during the period of the seizure (red) and the normal period (blue). The
networks are drawn by only keeping the edges with weights larger than 0.2.

In summary, the distance-based methods ED, C2N , and S3, as well as DM, are powerful for the light-tailed distribution.
Specifically, ED exhibits superior power for the location alternative, S3 and DM are more powerful for the simple scale
alternative, while C2N covers both the location and the scale alternatives. Nevertheless, these methods suffer from outliers and
are less powerful for heavy-tailed distributions. On the contrary, the graph-based methods GET and MET are less sensitive to
outliers and show good performance for the complex scale alternative. The problem with these methods is that they use less
information than distance-based methods, thus suffering from the lack of power for light-tailed distribution and the location
alternative. In particular, SWR uses the least information compared to GET and MET, so it has almost no power in many
settings and alternatives when other methods attain moderate power. On the other hand, Mg-NN possesses good power for
light-tailed distributions and shows robustness for heavy-tailed distributions.

V. REAL DATA EXAMPLES

A. Seizure detection from functional connectivity networks

We illustrate RING-CPD for identifying epileptic seizures, which over two million Americans are suffering from [60]. As a
promising therapy, responsive neurostimulation requires automated algorithms to detect seizures as early as possible. Besides,
to identify seizures, physicians have to review abundant electro-encephalogram (EEG) recordings, which in some patients may
be quite subtle. Hence, it is important to develop methods with low false positive and false negative rates to detect seizures
from the EEG recordings. We use the “Detect seizures in intracranial EEG (iEEG) recordings” database by the UPenn and
Mayo Clinic (https://www.kaggle.com/c/seizure-detection), which consists of the EEG recordings of 12 subjects (eight patients
and four dogs). For each subject, both the normal brain activity and the seizure activity are recorded multiple times, which are
one-second clips with various channels (from 16 to 72), reducing to a multivariate stream of iEEGs. Following the preprocessing
procedure of [9], we represent the iEEG data as functional connectivity networks using Pearson correlation in the high-gamma
band (70-100Hz) [61]. Functional connectivity networks are weighted graphs, where the vertexes are the electrodes, and the
weights of edges correspond to the coupling strength of the vertexes. An illustration of the networks is in Figure 7. The
sample sizes of the 12 subjects are also different, and the true change-point τ ’s are also known - before the change-point, the
networks are from the seizure period, while after the change-point, the networks are from the normal brain activity, so we have
the ground truth. We use the Frobenius norm to measure the distance between the observations represented by the weighted
adjacency graphs.

We do not include SWR in the comparison here since SWR does not perform well in the simulation studies and is time-
consuming. For C2N , since it does well under some simulation settings, we try to include it in the comparison. However, it is
not only time-consuming but also memory-consuming (e.g., it requires at least 17Gb size of memory when n = 1320); we are
only able to run it for n ≤ 600, thus only showing its result for Dog 1, and Patients 1 and 4. Since the sample size of each
subject is large enough, we use the asymptotic p-value approximation for Mg-NN and MET. We omit the result of GET since
it performs similarly to MET but its p-value approximation is not as exact as MET. For DM, ED, and S3, we still use 1, 000
random permutations to obtain the p-values. The results are summarized in Table V, where the absolute difference between the
true change-point and the detected change-point |τ̂ −τ | is reported. The p-values are not reported as they are smaller than 0.01
for all methods and subjects. Our method achieves the same detection error as MET, which is very small for all subjects. ED
also performs well, but with a slightly large error for Patient 4. Although DM and S3 achieve small errors for most subjects,
they attain large detection errors for Patients 3 and 4. The performance of C2N is not robust in that it shows a large detection
error for Patient 4.



14

TABLE V
THE ABSOLUTE DIFFERENCE BETWEEN THE TRUE CHANGE-POINT AND THE DETECTED CHANGE-POINT (|τ̂ − τ |). THE p-VALUES OF ALL METHODS FOR

ALL SUBJECTS ARE SMALLER THAN 0.01. Mg-NN IS THE PROPOSED METHOD.

Subject n τ Mg-NN MET DM ED C2N S3

Dog 1 596 178 0 0 0 1 0 0
Dog 2 1320 172 4 4 1 3 - 1
Dog 3 5240 480 0 0 1 1 - 1
Dog 4 3047 257 3 3 3 2 - 3

Patient 1 174 70 1 1 1 0 7 1
Patient 2 3141 151 7 7 13 1 - 13
Patient 3 1041 327 0 0 162 1 - 162
Patient 4 210 20 0 0 67 11 137 67
Patient 5 2745 135 3 3 5 2 - 5
Patient 6 2997 225 0 0 0 1 - 0
Patient 7 3521 282 2 2 3 4 - 3
Patient 8 1890 180 0 0 0 1 - 0

B. Change-point detection for MNIST handwritten digits

To better demonstrate the efficacy of RING-CPD on non-Euclidean datasets, we evaluated its performance using the MNIST
dataset of handwritten digits [62]. The MNIST dataset comprises images of digits ranging from 0 to 9, with each image being
a 28× 28 matrix. Each matrix element represents a grayscale intensity value between 0 and 255. Figure 8 presents examples
of these images. For our analysis, we select image pairs that are typically challenging to differentiate: digits 0 and 8, 1 and 7,
5 and 6, 3 and 8, and 4 and 9. We structure the dataset such that the first τ images correspond to one digit and the remaining
n − τ images to another, with configurations (τ, n) = (15, 30) and (15, 45). A nominal level α = 0.05 is used, and each
scenario is repeated 100 times through random sampling of images. The negative Frobenius norm serves as the similarity
measure.

We present the empirical power (defined as the proportion of trials with a p-value less than 0.05) in Table VI with the average
change-point estimation error |τ − τ̂ | for those rejecting H0 in parentheses. Notably, the traditional Euclidean distance-based
method ED is ineffective across all scenarios, evidenced by a zero empirical detection rate, so we omit its results in Table VI.
In contrast, Mg-NN demonstrates superior performance in nearly all configurations. Other graph-based methodologies like
GET, MET, and SWR also perform commendably. However, methods such as DM, C2N , and S3 perform unsatisfactory in
some scenarios, likely due to the sparse and complex nature of image data.

Fig. 8. Examples of different digital images.

C. Changed interval detection for New York taxi data

We illustrate our method for changed interval detection in studying travel pattern changes around New York Central
Park. We use the yellow taxi trip records for the year 2014 for the NYC Taxi and Limousine Commission (TLC) website
(https://www1.nyc.gov/site/tlc/about/tlc-trip-record-data.page), which contains the city’s taxi pickup and drop-off times and
locations (longitude and latitude coordinates). We set the latitude range of New York Central Park as 40.76 to 40.81 and the
longitude range as −74.10 to −73.60. The boundary of New York City is set as 40.50 to 40.95 in latitude and −74.10 to
−73.60. We only consider those trips that began with a pickup in New York City and ended with a drop-off in New York
Central Park. We use the two-dimensional kernel density estimation with the bivariate normal kernel and 50 grid points in
each direction to represent the trips of each day in New York City, as illustrated by Figure 9 on two random days. We use the
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TABLE VI
THE EMPIRICAL POWER WITH THE AVERAGE CHANGE-POINT ESTIMATION ERROR IN PARENTHESES. Mg-NN IS THE PROPOSED METHOD. THE METHOD

WITH THE HIGHEST EMPIRICAL POWER IS HIGHLIGHTED IN BOLD. IF TWO METHODS HAVE THE SAME POWER, CHOOSE THE ONE WITH THE SMALLER
AVERAGE CHANGE-POINT ESTIMATION ERROR.

Setting Mg-NN GET MET SWR DM C2N S3

(τ, n) = (15, 30)

0/8 1.00 (0.06) 1.00 (0.10) 1.00 (0.10) 0.99 (0.09) 0.90 (0.20) 1.00 (4.38) 0.96 (0.17)
1/7 1.00 (0.07) 1.00 (0.07) 1.00 (0.07) 1.00 (0.10) 0.99 (0.13) 1.00 (3.29) 1.00 (0.10)
5/6 1.00 (0.20) 1.00 (0.43) 1.00 (0.43) 0.99 (0.29) 0.37 (2.79) 1.00 (2.79) 0.30 (1.60)
3/8 0.98 (0.89) 0.93 (0.98) 0.96 (1.04) 0.78 (1.17) 0.22 (8.91) 0.96 (2.16) 0.15 (4.00)
4/9 0.61 (1.08) 0.54 (1.78) 0.51 (1.43) 0.56 (2.34) 0.13 (10.62) 0.62 (2.39) 0.04 (13.00)

(τ, n) = (15, 45)

0/8 1.00 (0.02) 1.00 (0.05) 1.00 (0.05) 1.00 (0.16) 1.00 (0.38) 1.00 (8.90) 1.00 (0.20)
1/7 1.00 (0.09) 1.00 (0.16) 1.00 (0.13) 1.00 (0.07) 1.00 (0.20) 1.00 (2.69) 1.00 (0.17)
5/6 1.00 (0.17) 1.00 (0.38) 1.00 (0.46) 1.00 (0.39) 0.76 (3.72) 1.00 (7.02) 0.96 (0.75)
3/8 1.00 (0.45) 1.00 (0.55) 1.00 (0.55) 0.98 (1.63) 0.52 (7.37) 1.00 (4.30) 0.81 (1.30)
4/9 0.86 (1.55) 0.80 (2.33) 0.77 (2.68) 0.70 (2.76) 0.11 (16.00) 0.79 (2.88) 0.18 (6.89)

Frobenius norm to construct the similarity graphs in the subsequent analysis. The p-values of all methods are obtained through
1000 random permutations.
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Fig. 9. Density heatmap of taxi pick-ups for dates 01/01 and 02/01 in year 2014.

We first compare RING-CPD with GET and MET. We set n0 = max{5, [0.05n]} and n1 = n−n0 and the nominal level as
0.01. All methods detect the same changed interval 06/19-08/31 with p-values < 0.001, which almost overlaps totally with
the summer break. Besides, 06/19 is Juneteenth and 09/01 is Labor Day.

Since there may be multiple changed intervals, we apply the methods recursively. Specifically, we apply the methods to
the three segments divided by the detected changed interval. For the period of 01/01-06/18, all methods detect the changed
interval 03/18-03/28 with p-value < 0.001, which is around the spring break of most American universities, while 3/17 is St.
Patrick’s Day. For the period of 06/19-08/31, no method can reject the null hypothesis at the 0.01 significance level. For the
period of 09/01-12/31, Mg-NN, GET, and MET report the changed interval starting at 09/01, 09/03, and 09/02 respectively
and all ending at 11/12 with p-values < 0.001. This is the changed interval of the Fall Semester till Veterans Day (11/11).

We further apply these methods to the segments divided by themselves longer than 40 days. The only detected changed
interval is 01/27-01/31 reported by Mg-NN with p-value 0.01 in the segment 01/01-03/17, which is around the Lunar New
Year (01/31/2014). It is worth noting that for the period of 11/13-12/31, all methods report the changed interval that covers
Christmas, while Mg-NN yields a small p-value 0.02 and other methods report p-values larger than 0.05. The results are
summarized in Table VII.

We also apply other methods to the dataset. Since both ED and S3 can detect multiple change points, we apply them directly
to the whole sequence 01/01-12/31. We also include C2N . Although C2N is not designed for multiple change-point detections,
we adopt the same binary segmentation procedure S3 used [34]. As summarized in Table VIII, ED detects two change-points
06/20 and 09/02 both with p-values 0.001. S3 only detects one change-point 06/20 with p-value 0.003. C2N detects two
change-points, which are 06/19 and 09/14, with p-values < 0.001 and 0.004. They all miss some important change points
shown in Table VII.
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TABLE VII
THE DETECTED CHANGED INTERVALS AND CORRESPONDING p-VALUES OF Mg-NN, GET AND MET FOR THE NYC TAXI DATA.

Time period Mg-NN GET MET Nearby Events
01/01-12/31 06/19-08/31 Summer break

p-value < 0.001
01/01-06/18 03/18-03/28 Spring break/St. Patrick’s Day

p-value < 0.001
06/19-08/31 06/23-06/27 07/17-08/29 06/23-06/27 -

p-value 0.048 0.196 0.223
09/01-12/31 09/01-11/12 09/02-11/12 Fall Semester (till Veterans Day)

p-value < 0.001
01/01-03/17 01/27-01/31 02/19-03/13 02/19-03/13 Lunar New Year

p-value 0.01 0.051 0.263
03/29-06/18 04/04-06/15 04/23-05/22 04/23-05/23 -

p-value 0.094 0.366 0.333
09/01(03, 02)-11/12 09/02-09/11 09/03-09/11 09/02-09/12 -

p-value 0.014 0.073 0.028
11/13-12/31 12/22-12/30 12/20-12/30 12/20-12/30 -

p-value 0.020 0.067 0.059
02/01-03/17 03/03-03/07 -

p-value 0.263

TABLE VIII
THE DETECTED CHANGE-POINTS AND CORRESPONDING p-VALUES OF ED, S3 AND C2N FOR THE NYC TAXI DATA.

Method ED S3 C2N

CP 06/20 09/02 06/20 06/19 09/14
p-value 0.001 0.001 0.003 < 0.001 0.004

VI. DISCUSSION

A. Kernel and Distance IN Graph CPD

The approach proposed in this paper can also be extended to weights other than ranks in weighting the edges in the similarity
graph. For example, we could incorporate kernel value or distance directly to have Kernel IN Graph Change-Point Detection
(KING-CPD) and Distance IN Graph Change-Point Detection (DING-CPD) methods. Specifically, we can use the kernel values
or (negative) pairwise distances to weight the similarity graph, and the asymptotic property still holds under mild conditions.
Let

Kij = K(yi, yj)1
(
(i, j) ∈ Gk

)
,

where K is a kernel function or a negative distance function, for example, the Gaussian kernel K(yi, yj) = exp
(
− ∥yi −

yj∥2/(2σ2)
)

with the kernel bandwidth σ or K(yi, yj) simply the negative l1 distance K(yi, yj) = −∥yi − yj∥1, and Gk is a
similarity graph such as the k-NNG or the k-MST. We require Condition (7) maxi,j Kij = o

(
n2r2d

)
, which essentially states

that there is no element of Kij dominates others.
Theorem 4: Replacing Rij by Kij in Conditions (1)-(6), and the definition of Zdiff and Zw, then under Conditions (1)-(6)

and (7), we have
1)

{
Zdiff(⌊nu⌋) : 0 < u < 1

}
and

{
Zw(⌊nu⌋) : 0 < u < 1

}
converge to independent Gaussian processes in finite-

dimensional distributions, which we denote as
{
Z∗
diff(u) : 0 < u < 1

}
and

{
Z∗
w(u) : 0 < u < 1

}
, respectively.

2)
{
Zdiff(⌊nu⌋, ⌊nv⌋) : 0 < u < v < 1

}
and

{
Zw(⌊nu⌋, ⌊nv⌋) : 0 < u < v < 1

}
converge to independent two-dimension

Gaussian random fields in finite-dimensional distributions, which we denote as
{
Z∗
diff(u, v) : 0 < u < v < 1

}
and{

Z∗
w(u, v) : 0 < u < v < 1

}
, respectively.

Besides, Theorem 2 also holds by replacing Rij by Kij .
The proof of Theorem 4 follows straightforwardly from the proof of Theorems 1 and 2, thus omitted here.
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