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ABSTRACT

We consider models for network indexed multivariate data involving a dependence between variables
as well as across graph nodes. In the framework of these models, we focus on outliers detection and
introduce the concept of edgewise outliers. For this purpose, we first derive the distribution of some
sums of squares, in particular squared Mahalanobis distances that can be used to fix detection rules
and thresholds for outlier detection. We then propose a robust version of the deterministic MCD
algorithm that we call edgewise MCD. An application on simulated data shows the interest of taking
the dependence structure into account. We also illustrate the utility of the proposed method with a
real data set.

1 Introduction

Many real-world multivariate data sets xi ∈ Rp, i = 1, · · · , n, contain unusual observations that can heavily distort
the outcome of a statistical analysis. In particular, it is true for data indexed by a network, which is the main focus of
this paper. The detection of outliers and the development of robust methods are the primary goals of robust statistics.
Multivariate location and scatter are often at the core of methods used in multivariate analysis and need to be estimated
robustly. Arguably, the most useful tool for the detection of multivariate outliers is the squared Mahalanobis distance
[25]. Typically a data point xi is said to be an outlier if its squared Mahalanobis distance (xi − µ)′Σ−1(xi − µ),
where µ and Σ denote the center and the covariance, exceeds a given threshold. It is well known that µ as well as
Σ need to be estimated robustly [37]. Among the most famous estimators is the MCD estimator and its extensions
[34, 36, 18, 19].

Commonly, observations xi are assumed to be independent of each other. However, additional information often leads
to the assumption that there is a dependence between the samples. An obvious case of such a dependence structure is
spatially dependent data. Herein, it is often assumed that data points that are close spatially behave similarly, as stated
by Tobler’s first law [42]. Mainly, this comes in the form of an assumption on the pair of points at different locations
(xi,xj), m ̸= n, as is the case in spatial statistics, see [6, 5, 1]. Recently, methods for the detection of multivariate
outliers with spatial dependence have been extended [4, 16, 11]. Of particular interest for this paper is the approach
presented in [12], in which outlier detection is based on the squared Mahalanobis distance of pairwise differences
(xi − xj)

′Σ−1(xi − xj).
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The main objective of this paper is to propose a very general framework, as well as robust methods, for the detection
of outlying pairs of neighbor points (xi,xj). An advantage of the proposed method is that the closeness of two points
(xi,xj) can be decided beforehand. This need not be of physical nature. Of course, a typical example would be
spatially dependent data where spatially close data should be similar, but the approach presented in this paper also
allows for a wider variety of dependence, e.g., personal data in a social network. In addition, we will also allow for
external variables to be included, i.e., covariates zi1, · · · , ziq that have an influence on xn.

This paper is structured as follows. In the second section, we introduce the statistical model that we impose on the
data matrix X inspired by graph signal processing and discuss the general properties of the latter. In the third section,
we introduce the notion of, what we dubbed, edgewise outliers. We discuss the detection of this type of outliers,
using robust estimators of location and scale. The fourth section contains a simulation study and shows the utility of
our method in a controlled setting. In the fifth section, we analyze electoral data for the departments of France and
comment on the results.

From hereon, matrices are written in bold capital letters, such as A, and respectively vectors in small bold let-
ters such as b. Entries will be written as aij , respectively bi. For any matrix A ∈ Rq×s we define the col-
umn vectorization operator as the operator stacking the columns of the latter into a vector, i.e. vecc (A) =
(a11, . . . , aq1, a12, . . . , aq2, . . . , a1s, . . . , aqs)

′, where the prime denotes transposition. The inverse of vecc will be
noted as vecc−1.

2 Probabilistic framework

In order to introduce the probabilistic model that we consider for the samples xi, we recall the definition of the matrix
normal distribution and the basics of graph signal theory.

2.1 Matrix normal distribution

Let X be a real-valued random variable in matrix form of dimension n× p. As in [32], we say that X follows a matrix
normal distribution if

vecc(X) ∼ Nnp(vecc (µµµ),ΣV ⊗ΣG), (1)

where ⊗ denotes the Kronecker product, µµµ ∈ Rn×p, and ΣV ∈ Rp×p as well as ΣG ∈ Rn×n are two positive semi-
definite matrices. Alternatively to (1) we also write X ∼ Nnp(µµµ,ΣG,ΣV ). If X follows a matrix normal distribution
then, thanks to the Kronecker product, the covariance of two entries of X can be written as a product of the entries of
ΣG and ΣV as

Cov(Xik, Xjl) = (ΣG)ij(ΣV )kl. (2)

Linear transformations of matrix normal distributed variables act accordingly as the following theorem shows.

Theorem 2.1. If vecc(X) ∼ Nnp(vecc(µµµ),ΣV ⊗ ΣG) then for any two matrices AAA ∈ Rm×n and B ∈ Rp×q the
following holds

vecc(AXB) ∼ Nmq(vecc(AµµµB), (B′ΣV B)⊗ (AΣGA
′)). (3)

Proof. A proof is recalled in the appendix.

2.2 Graph signals

Let (V, E) ⊂ Rn × (Rn × Rn) be a graph where V = {1, · · · , n} denotes the set of nodes, and E := {(i, j)|wij ̸=
0, i < j} the set of edges with elements e = (i, j) called edges. Of central importance in graph theory is the so-called
Laplacian matrix L ∈ Rn×n, see [28], which can be defined as

L = D−W,

where D is a diagonal matrix of the row sums of W, di :=
∑n

j=1 wij and W is a weight matrix. A weight matrix
W ∈ Rn×n is a symmetric matrix with wij ≥ 0 for i ̸= j and wii = 0. The weight matrix can be associated with the
graph (V, E). Graphs are typically used to visualize and capture relations between different nodes i, j ∈ V , whereas
the weights wij encode the strength of the relation between the former. The larger a weight wij is, the stronger i and
j are related. An important notion is the neighbourhood N (i) of a node i, i.e. N (i) := {j|wij ̸= 0}. It consists of all
nodes that are related to i.
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The Laplacian matrix encodes important information about the graph structure. Namely, for any vector y ∈ Rn, the
following property holds, see [28]:

y′Ly =
1

2

n∑
i,j=1

(yi − yj)2wij . (4)

Inspecting the right-hand side of (4), one can see that if a weight wij is big, then the difference yi − yj contributes
more to y′Ly than differences corresponding to smaller weights. As mentioned before, the weights wij encode a
presumed relation, and one can take advantage of (4) to define a distribution on y ∈ Rn such that certain differences
are more probable than others. Such model assumptions are regularly made in graph signal processing, see [43, 8, 21],
by assuming y ∼ N (µµµ,L+), where L+ denotes the Moore-Penrose pseudo-inverse of the matrix L and µµµ is a vector
of Rn. Note that under this model the density of y is given by

p(y) ∝ exp

(
− 1

4

n∑
i,j=1

((yi − µi)− (yj − µj))
2wij

)
.

Example 1 (Weights for spatially indexed data). If we can assume that the indices i = 1, · · · , n of the samples xi

refer to spatial positions, say si ∈ R2, then a common choice is to set wij = g(∥si − sj∥2), where g : R≥0 → R≥0

is a non-increasing function, guaranteeing that the further apart si and sj are the lower is wij ..Popular choices of g
include the Gaussian kernel, respectively the box kernel, leading to

wij = exp

(
− ∥si − sj∥2

2σ2

)
,

respectively

wij = 1{∥si − sj∥ ≤ σ},

where σ is a tuning parameter. The Gaussian kernel will lead to a weight matrix W that has no zero entries, due
to its smoothness, whereas the box kernel typically leads to sparse weight matrices W with entries in {0, 1}. For
completeness, it is also important to mention the K-nearest neighbors kernel, K ∈ N, leading to weights

wij =

{
1 if sj one of the closest K points to si
0 else .

Typically a post-processing step is applied to symmetrize the weights wij .

For a broader introduction to graph signals, we refer to [40, 39, 41, 30].

2.3 Network indexed data

In light of subsection 2.1, the dependence structure of the samples xi ∈ Rp can be determined by the choice of a graph
Laplacian L. We then assume that the matrix X ∈ Rn×p, whose rows are the samples xi, follows a matrix normal
distribution

vecc (X) ∼ Nnp(vecc (µµµ),ΣV ⊗ L+) (5)

with ΣV having full rank. For readability, we write xµ
i for the i-th row of Xµ = X − µµµ and lij for the elements of

L+. Additionally, let L+/2 denote the square root of L+. Note that the particular case of independence between the
vectors xi, is not a particular case of model (5) because the identity is not the inverse of any Laplacian matrix.

The following lemma will be useful in later sections under assumption (5).
Lemma 2.2. For X following model (5), the total Mahalanobis distance

MD2(X) := vecc(X−µµµ)′(ΣV ⊗ L+)+ vecc(X−µµµ)

can be decomposed as follows:

MD2(X) =
1

2

n∑
i,j=1

(xµ
i − xµ

j )
′Σ−1

V (xµ
i − xµ

j )wij . (6)

Proof. See appendix.
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By (6) in the previous lemma one can see that the density of vecc (X) is proportional to

exp

(
− 1

4

n∑
i,j=1

(xµ
i − xµ

j )
′Σ−1

V (xµ
i − xµ

j )wij

)
,

which provides an insight into the effect of the magnitude of the weights wij . Similar to the discussion in subsection
2.2, differences xµ

i − xµ
j over edges (i, j) corresponding to higher weights are the most influential. As the density of

vecc (X) depends only on ∆ij := (xµ
i − xµ

j )
′Σ−1

V (xµ
i − xµ

j )wij , we derive in the following lemma the distribution
of the ∆ij .
Lemma 2.3. For X following model (5), we have

∆ij ∼ wij(lii + ljj − 2lij)χ
2(p) (7)

for any i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}.

Proof. See appendix.

Lemma 2.3 allows for a decision rule for the detection of edgewise outliers, where typically τ is chosen as χ2
p,0.975.

Edge outlier detection rule We say that an edge (i, j) ∈ E is an outlier if ∆ij

wij(lii+ljj−2lij)
> τ .

This decision rule assumes that we know the model parametersµµµ and ΣV . The following section treats their maximum
likelihood estimation and introduces a robust alternative.
Remark. Note that for any node i we also have xµ

i
′
Σ−1

V xµ
i ∼ liiχ2(p). With this, we could also define node outliers

as a node i for which xµ
i

′Σ−1
V xµ

i

lii
> τ holds.

3 Estimation

3.1 Maximum likelihood estimation

In the following, we allow for the mean function µµµ to be parametrized by some θθθ ∈ Rq×p̃ where p̃ ≤ p, which is
usually taken equal to the data dimension p. The following theorem derives the maximum likelihood equations for
(θθθ,ΣV ), which is a special case of the multivariate normal regression model, see [38].
Theorem 3.1. Assume that µµµ is parametrized by θθθ ∈ Rq×p̃. Then the maximum likelihood estimators for ΣV and θ
with vecc (X) ∼ Nnp(vecc (µµµ(θ)),ΣV ⊗ L+) satisfy the following equations

n∑
i=1

p∑
k=1

(L(µµµ(θ)−X)Σ−1
V )ik

∂µ(θ)ik
∂θml

= 0 for and ΣV =
1

n
(X−µµµ(θ))′L(X−µµµ(θ)).

If µµµ(θ) is modeled as µµµ(θθθ) = Zθθθ for a fixed Z ∈ Rn×q and θθθ ∈ Rq×p , which implies that p̃ = p, then these equations
become

Z′LZθθθ = Z′LX and ΣV =
1

n
(X− Zθθθ)′L(X− Zθθθ).

For Z = 1n and θθθ ∈ R1×p the first equation holds for any θθθ and the estimator for ΣV is

ΣV =
1

n
X′LX.

Proof. See appendix.

If µµµ(θθθ) is of the form µµµ(θθθ) = Zθθθ, we know by Theorem 3.1 that the estimators can be written as

θ̂̂θ̂θ = (Z′LZ)−1Z′LX (8)

Σ̂V =
1

n
(X− Zθ̂̂θ̂θ)′L(X− Zθ̂̂θ̂θ). (9)
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Using another property of the Laplacian matrix L, we can rewrite equations (8) and (9). It is well known, see [14],
that L can also be written as L := M′M, where M ∈ R|E|×n is defined entrywise for each edge e = (i, j) ∈ E and
l ∈ {1, . . . , n} as

M(i,j),l :=


√
wij if l = i
−√wij if l = j
0 else

.

For any two matrices A and B of appropriate dimensions we can therefore rewrite a matrix product of the form A′LB,
as A′LB = (MA)′(MB) =

∑
i<j(ai,: − aj,:)(bi,: − bj,:)

′wij , where ai,: denotes the i-th row of A; and similarly
for the other subscripts. The terms ai,: − aj,: and bi,: − bj,: are matrix terms differences from one node i to another
node j. Applying this to the matrix products in (8) and (9) we have

θ̂̂θ̂θ =
(∑

i<j

(zi,: − zj,:)(zi,: − zj,:)
′wij

)−1(∑
i<j

(zi,: − zj,:)(xi − xj)
′wij

)
(10)

Σ̂V =
1

n

∑
i<j

(xµ
i − xµ

j )(x
µ
i − xµ

j )
′wij . (11)

From this, it is obvious that abnormal edgewise differences zi,: − zj,: or xµ
i − xµ

j can lead to distorted estimations
in (8) and (9). These estimators need therefore to be robustified. So far we assumed model (5) and deduced that the
squared Mahalanobis distance can be written, see equation (6), in terms of (xµ

i − xµ
j )

′Σ−1
V (xµ

i − xµ
j )wij . As the

maximum likelihood estimators (8) and (9) are derived from minimizing the negative log-likelihood∑
i<j

(xµ
i − xµ

j )
′Σ−1

V (xµ
i − xµ

j )wij + n log(|ΣV |) (12)

with respect to (θ,ΣV), where the edgewise differences xµ
i − xµ

j appear again, it seems natural to take a trimmed
approach to robustify the estimators.

3.2 Robust estimation with edgewise MCD

Trimmed estimators have been frequently used [33, 34, 3, 15] in the case of outliers. Applying the idea of trimming to
(12) we propose to solve the following problem to find robust estimates θ and ΣV:

min
θ,ΣV

h∑
k=1

(xµ
π(k)1

− xµ
π(k)2

)′Σ−1
V (xµ

π(k)1
− xµ

π(k)2
)wπ(k) + (nh|E|−1) log(|ΣV |). (13)

where, h ∈ [ |E|+p+1
2 , |E|] denotes a cutoff to be specified, and π is the function mapping an element {1, . . . , |E|} to

an edge (i, j) ∈ E , corresponding to the ordering, from lowest to highest, of ∆ij , i.e. ∆π(1) ≤ ∆π(2) ≤ ∆π(3) ≤ . . . .
We recall that ∆ij := (xµ

i −xµ
j )

′Σ−1
V (xµ

i −xµ
j )wij and we denote π(k) = (π(k)1, π(k)2). Remark that for h = |E|,

solving (13) is equivalent to solving (12) and leads to the estimators (8) and (9). For h < |E|, an edge (i, j) with
comparatively high ∆ij has no influence as it does not appear in (13) and will not distort the estimators.

Given initial estimates θ0 and Σ0
V , we set xµ0

i = xi − θ0zi for all i = 1, . . . , n, and compute updated estimates by
the following steps. This algorithm which employs an edgewise version of the C-step of the popular MCD algorithm,
see [34, 36], iterates between finding the currently most probable samples and updating the parameters:

0) Set t=0.

1) Order for each edge (i, j) ∈ E the quantities ∆t
ij := (xµt

i − xµt

j )′(Σt
V )

−1(xµt

i − xµt

j )wij from lowest to
largest and denote πt the corresponding order function.

2) Update θt by:

ΓZ′Z :=

h∑
k=1

(zπt(k)1 − zπt(k)2)(zπt(k)1 − zπt(k)2)
′wπt(k)

ΓZ′X :=

h∑
k=1

(zπt(k)1 − zπt(k)2)(xπt(k)1 − xπt(k)2)
′wπt(k)

θt+1 ← Γ−1
Z′ZΓZ′X.
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3) Update xµt

: xµt+1

i ← xi − θt+1zi for all i = 1, . . . , n.

4) Update Σt
V :

Σt+1
V ← 1

nh|E|−1

h∑
k=1

(xµt+1

πt(k)1
− xµt+1

πt(k)2
)(xµt+1

πt(k)1
− xµt+1

πt(k)2
)′wπt(k)

5) Increment t and go back to step 1) until convergence.

As in [36], to prove that the suggested algorithm decreases the objective in every step, we will show the following
chain of inequalities

h∑
k=1

(xµt

πt(k)1
−xµt

πt(k)2
)′(Σt

V )
−1(xµt

πt(k)1
− xµt

πt(k)2
)′wπt(k) + (nh|E|−1) log(|Σt

V |)

≥
h∑

k=1

(xµt+1

πt(k)1
− xµt+1

πt(k)2
)′(Σt+1

V )−1(xµt+1

πt(k)1
− xµt+1

πt(k)2
)′wπt(k) + (nh|E|−1) log(|Σt+1

V |)

≥
h∑

k=1

(xµt+1

πt+1(k)1
− xµt+1

πt+1(k)2
)′(Σt+1

V )−1(xµt+1

πt+1(k)1
− xµt+1

πt+1(k)2
)′wπt+1(k) + (nh|E|−1) log(|Σt+1

V |)

where πt is the ordering function from Step 1) at the t-th iteration and πt+1 is the ordering function from Step 1) at the
(t+1)-th iteration. The second inequality is trivial as πt+1 maps exactly to those edges such that ∆t+1

ij is ordered from
lowest to highest. For the first inequality, note that θt+1 and Σt+1

V are the minimizers of problem (13), with π = πt

and respectively θt+1 fixed. As the number of possible permutations π is finite we can conclude that this algorithm
converges. Typically we experienced convergence in less than ten cycles. We then perform one final reweighting
step similar to the MCD algorithm [23, 22]. For this, we make use of the distribution of ∆ij as in (7) as follows.
We perform the updates of step 2) to 4) for θT and ΣT

V with π mapping into the set of all edges (i, j) ∈ E with
∆T

ij

wij(lii+ljj−2lij)
≤ χ2

p,0.975, where χ2
p,0.975 is the 0.975 quantile of a chi-square distributed variable with p degrees.

Finally, we rescale the covariance estimate ΣT
V by replacing it with ΣT+1

V = cΣT
V , where c is a constant such that

median(i,j)∈E(
∆T

ij

wij(lii+ljj−2lij)
) = χ2

p,0.5.

Good initial starting parameters are essential. We consider four different initial estimates, similar to the deterministic
MCD algorithm, see [20]. We compute for each edge (i, j) ∈ E the weighted edgewise differences (zi − zj)

√
wij

and (xi − xj)
√
wij and put these row-wise into the data matrix ZE ∈ R|E|×q and XE ∈ R|E|×p. Note that with this,

the solutions (10)-(11) can be rewritten in matrix notation

θθθ = (Z′
EZE)

−1Z′
EXE (14)

ΣV =
1

n
(XE − ZEθθθ)

′(XE − ZEθθθ). (15)

As the matrix products involving ZE , XE and XE − ZEθθθ can be thought of in terms of the population versions of
covariance estimates, we compute robust starting estimates θ0 and Σ0

V similar to the steps described in the determin-
istic MCD [20] by transforming the data. We describe the method in terms of two general data matrices R and T,
which take the role of ZE , XE and XE − ZEθθθ. First, each column of R and T is scaled with a robust scale estimate
to get Rs and Ts. In this paper, we use the robust Qn-scale estimator, see [35]. Three estimators can be computed
by column-wise transformations. Denote u any column of Rs resp. Ts, and R̃s resp. T̃s the resulting matrices by
applying one of the following functions to each column:

• ϕ1(u) := tanh (u)

• ϕ2(u) := rank(u), where rank denotes the ranking operation of the entries of u,

• ϕ3(u) := ϕ

(
(ϕ2(u)− 1

3 )

|E|+ 1
3

)
where ϕ is the normal cumulative distribution function.

Then in each case, an estimator of the correlation is given by S = Corr(R̃s, T̃s). A fourth correlation estimator can
be obtained by a row-wise transformation: applying to each row u of Rs resp. Ts the function ψ4(u) = u

∥u∥ 2
to

6



obtain R̃s resp. T̃s, the spatial sign estimator is then given as S = 1
|E|R̃

s′T̃s, see also [9]. Again, similar to the
deterministic MCD, we adjust the singular values of S. After computing the SVD of S: S = UΣV′, we apply the
following steps.

• Compute the projections Ru := RsU and Tu := TsV.
• Robustly estimate the scales of Ru and Tu with the Qn-scale estimator. Denote these estimates σRu and
σTu .

• Replace S by U diag (σRu) diag (σTu)V′, where diag denotes a diagonal matrix of corresponding entries.

Finally, to obtain a covariance estimate we transform S back by multiplying each column, respectively row, with the
originally estimated scales. Plugging in ZE , XE or XE − ZEθθθ for R or T, computing covariance estimates for the
latter and using (14) and (15) leads to initial estimators of θ0 and Σ0

V .

4 Simulation Study

We perform a simulation study to test the utility of the proposed method. To generate data from the model (1), we need
to first select a covariance matrix ΣV and a graph Laplacian matrix L. We start by fixing a dimension p ∈ {3, 10}
and a number of nodes n ∈ {50, 100, 200, 300}. We define the covariance matrix ΣV by drawing independent entries
of a matrix H ∈ Rp×p from a standard Gaussian and computing the eigenvectors U of H′H. Sampling eigenvalues
σ ∈ Rp from a uniform distribution, σk ∼ U [1, 50], we obtain a covariance matrix by ΣV = U diag(σ)U′. To obtain
the Laplacian matrices L, we select three graphs obtained by simulating from three different types of graphs covering
a wide range of models of connectivity:

• Knn graph: we simulate n-times a coordinate vector (xi, yi) ∈ R2, i = 1, . . . , n, with xi, yi ∼ U [0, 1] and
compute the five nearest neighbors for each node. The edge set E is then defined by connecting the closest
five neighbors, see [26], using the R package [27].

• Erdos-Renyi graph: we generate n nodes and connect at random any two nodes with a probability of 0.05.
This Erdos-Renyi graph [13] is obtained using the R package [7]. The edge set E is then given by the graph
structure.

• Scalefree graph: we generate a graph from the Barabási-Abert model with parameters (m0 = 1,m = 2), see
[2]. The edge set E is then given by the graph structure.

Next we generate corresponding weights wij ∼ U [0, 1] for (i, j) ∈ E and denote the resulting matrix by W. Then
we set L = diag(W1) −W. To get a data matrix X following the distribution (5) with given ΣV and L, we do the
following steps:

1. Calculate the square root of ΣV = Σ
1
2

V Σ
1
2

V and the square root of the generalized inverse L+ = L+/2L+/2.
2. Draw vecc(Y) ∼ Nnp(0np, Ip ⊗ In).
3. Draw independently entries zim ∼ U [−1, 1], i = 1, · · · , n and m = 1, · · · , q, with q = 7, to obtain a

covariate matrix Z ∈ Rn×q . Additionally, draw a coefficient matrix θθθ ∈ Rq×p with i.i.d entries θml ∼
N (0, 1), with m = 1, · · · , q and l = 1, · · · , p.

4. Finally, a matrix X that follows the distribution vecc(X) ∼ Nnp(vecc(µµµ),L+ ⊗ΣV ) is obtained by setting

X = µµµ+ L+/2YΣ
1
2

V with µµµ := Zθθθ.

Finally, we also corrupt the data by creating edgewise outliers. First, we fix a percentage of edges to be corrupted
ζ ∈ {0.05, 0.1, 0.2, 0.3} × 100%. We corrupt the data matrices X and Z in the following way. We denote by r the
eigenvector associated to the largest eigenvalue of ΣV . We order the entries of Xr ∈ Rn from lowest to highest and de-
note γ its order function. Then we swap the rows xγ(1),xγ(2), . . . ,xγ(k) with the rows xγ(n),xγ(n−1), . . . ,xγ(n−k+1)

for a k such that at most ζ|E| edges are affected. This is similar to the corruption setting suggested in [16]. Denote
by Vcorr the set of nodes that have been corrupted this way. Next, we also corrupt the covariates data matrix Z. To
do so we replace each zi with i ∈ Vcorr by a multivariate point with entries sampled from U [−10, 10]. To compare
the performance of the estimated parameters (θ̂, Σ̂V ) to the true ones (θ,ΣV ), we use three different error scores, the
F-score (Fsc), the Kullback–Leibler divergence (KL) and the relative distance (RD). Define the set Eoutl of edges that
are edge outliers given the parameters (θ,ΣV ), i.e.

Eoutl :=
{
(i, j) ∈ E :

(xµ
i − xµ

j )
′Σ−1

V (xµ
i − xµ

j )

wij(lii + ljj − 2lij)
> χ2(p, 0.95)

}
,
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and in the same manner define Êoutl for estimated (θ̂, Σ̂V ). Then the scores Fsc, KL and RD are defined as:

• Fsc := 2 Pr·Rec
Pr+Rec , where Pr is the precision Pr := |Eoutl∩Êoutl|

|Eoutl| and Rec the recall Rec := |Eoutl∩Êoutl|
|Êoutl|

.

• KL(θ̂,θ, Σ̂V ,ΣV ) :=
1
2

(
Tr
(
Σ−1

V Σ̂V

)
− p+ log

(
|Σ̂V |
|ΣV |

)
+ 1

q Tr
((
Zθ − Zθ̂

)
Σ−1

V

(
Zθ − Zθ̂

)′))
• RD(θ̂,θ) :=

∥θ̂−θ∥
F

∥θ∥F
.

We compare the error scores Fsc, KL and RD for the method edgemcd proposed in subsection 3.2 to the deterministic
MCD method [20] on XE−ZEθ̂θθ, where we robustly estimate θ̂θθ beforehand by LTS regression [33] with the R package
[24], and to the standard std estimators std (8)-(9). Figure 1, 2 and 3 display the performance measures KL, RD,
and Fsc for these three methods depending on the graph type, the percentage of corruption, for a growing number of
nodes N and different dimensions p. We can see in Figure 1 that for all three graph structures and for no corruption
(0%) the proposed edgemcd method does not perform considerably worse than the standard std estimates. For growing
corruption rate and growing number of nodes, the Kullback-Leibler divergence grows considerably for the mcd and std
methods, whereas our edgemcd method still improves with growing N , i.e. the estimates for ΣV and θθθ improve with
a growing number of nodes. This can also be seen in Figure 2 which displays the relative distance for the estimated
coefficients θ. The standard std estimates continue the give bad results. Even though the mcd estimates improve with
a growing number of nodes, our edgemcd method shows smaller errors and a quicker improvement. Finally, Figure
3 shows the performance in terms of F-score. Clearly, the F-score for the standard std estimates is becoming worse
and worse with a growing percentage of corruption even though with a growing number of nodes it slightly improves.
The mcd method performs considerably well in comparison to std for the knn and scalefree graphs structure with a
growing number of nodes but becomes quickly worse with N for Erdos-Renyi graphs. Our method outperforms std
and mcd in these settings. One might wonder why the F-scores become better with the growing percentage of outliers.
The reason for this has to do with the outlier generating process as described at the beginning of this section. As we
allow a higher percentage of edges to be outliers we also allow for a higher percentage of corrupted nodes. If both
nodes of an edge (i, j) are corrupted, then this has an even larger effect on ∆ij and makes these edges easier to detect
if the estimates for ΣV and θθθ are reasonably good.

5 Electoral Data

We use the model and the edgewise outlier detection method as described in subsection 3.2 to analyze an election
dataset publicly available at https://www.data.gouv.fr/fr/datasets/elections-departementales-201
5-resultats-par-bureaux-de-vote/. The data contains vote shares (in percent) for three groups of political
parties xi ∈ R3 (left parties, right parties, others) for 95 French departments for the 2015 departmental elections.
The covariates zi ∈ R19 are the population share in age groups (between 18-39 (ag 1839), 40-64 (ag 4064), or above
65 (age 65)), the population share in employment categories (agriculture and fisheries (AZ), manufacturing industry,
mining industry, and others (BE), construction (FZ), business, transport and services (GU) and public administration,
teaching and human health (OQ)), the proportion of foreigners (foreign), the proportion of income taxpayers (incm rt),
the proportion of asset owners (ownr rt), the unemployment rate (unmp rt), the mean annual employment growth
(emply v), and the number of people with different education levels (secondary (N CAPBE), at least secondary and
most high school (bac) and a university degree (dplm sp)).

As each datapoint xi at a location consists of the percentage of voters for each of the three categories, it would be
inappropriate to deal with this data in a Euclidean way. Similarly, some covariate groups such as voter age class,
employment type, and education level are better interpreted in terms of percentages than absolute numbers. In fact
[29] treat this data set as compositional. As some of the readers might be unfamiliar with compositional data we
introduce the main concepts quickly.

5.1 Compositional Data

Compositional data consists of strictly multivariate positive data and is easiest thought of as being restricted by∑p
k=1 xk = 1. The set of such vectors is called the p-part simplex

Sp :=

{
(x1, . . . , xp)

⊤ ∈ Rp
+ :

p∑
k=1

xk = 1

}
⊂ Rp

+
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and it is equipped with an addition and a multiplication operation, also called perturbation and powering in the com-
positional literature defined as

x⊕A y :=
1∑p

i=1 xiyi
(x1y1, . . . , xpyp)

⊤

and
α⊙A x :=

1∑p
i=1 x

α
i

(xα1 , . . . , x
α
p )

⊤,

for any x ∈ Sp and y ∈ Sp, and α ∈ R, see [31]. In addition to the perturbation and powering operation, an inner
product can be defined

⟨x,y⟩A :=
1

2p

p∑
k,l=1

ln

(
xk
xl

)
ln

(
yk
yl

)
, (16)

turning (Sp, ⟨·, ·⟩A,⊕A,⊙A) into a finite p − 1 dimensional Hilbert space with norm ∥x∥A :=
√
⟨x,x⟩A, see [31].

Two transformations are of central importance in compositional data analysis. The first one is the clr (centered log-
ratio)-map given as

clr : Sp → Rp, clr (x) :=

(
ln

(
x1

p
√∏p

k=1 xk

)
, . . . , ln

(
xp

p
√∏p

k=1 xk

))⊤

, (17)

which along with being distance preserving (see [31]) also fulfills clr(x ⊕A y) = clr(x) + clr(y), clr(α ⊙A x) =
α clr(x) and ⟨x,y⟩A = ⟨clr(x), clr(y)⟩2. However, the clr-map is not bijective onto Rp and therefore a more useful
map, called the ilr (isometric log-ratio)-map, see [10], is given by

ilrV : Sp → Rp−1, ilrV(x) := V′ clr(x) , (18)

where V ∈ Rp×(p−1) is a matrix with orthogonal columns spanning the p − 1 dimensional subspace {a ∈ Rp :∑p
j=1 aj = 0} ⊂ RD. The ilr-map is an isometric bijective map onto Rp−1 and its foremost advantage is to transform

compositional data to the standard Euclidean geometry where standard methods can be used. To transform a point
back to the simplex we can simply use the following relation V ilrV(x) = clr(x).

5.2 Electoral Data

Following the previous subsection we apply the clr-transformation, and the ilr-transformation, to each row of X
as well as to the covariates population age distribution, employment distribution, and education level. The other
covariates remain unchanged. Denote the resulting data matrices by Xclr, Zclr, Xilr and Zilr. By properties of the
ilr-transform (equation (18)), we can write xilr

i = V′
Xxclr

i and zilr
i = V′

Zz
clr
i for some matrices VX and VZ. We

apply the algorithm discussed in subsection 3.2 to Xilr and Zilr to find robust estimators (θ̂ilr, Σ̂ilr
V ). We can rewrite

xilr,µ̂ilr

i = xilr
i − zilr

i θ̂ilr as

xilr
i − zilr

i θ̂ilr = V′
Xxclr

i − (θ̂ilr)′V′
Zz

clr
i = V′

Xxclr
i − (VZθ̂

ilr)′zclr
i = V′

X(xclr
i −VX(VZθ̂

ilr)′zclr
i )

= V′
X(xclr

i − (θ̂θθ
clr
)′zclr

i )

= V′
Xxclr,µ̂clr

i

where we set θ̂θθ
clr

:= VZθ̂
ilrV′

X and µ̂µµclr := Zclrθ̂θθ
clr

. Consequently, by defining Σclr
V := VXΣ̂ilr

V V′
X, we can also

rewrite

∆̂ilr
ij = (xilr,µ̂ilr

i − xilr,µ̂ilr

j )′(Σ̂ilr
V )−1(xilr,µ̂ilr

i − xilr,µ̂ilr

j )wij

= (xclr,µ̂clr

i − xclr,µ̂clr

j )′(VX(Σ̂ilr
V )−1V′

X)(xclr,µ̂clr

i − xclr,µ̂clr

j )wij

= (xclr,µ̂clr

i − xclr,µ̂clr

j )′(Σclr
V )+(xclr,µ̂clr

i − xclr,µ̂clr

j )wij

where we use for the last equation that the generalized inverse of VXΣ̂ilr
V V′

X is given by VX(Σ̂ilr
V )−1V′

X. We see
that ∆̂ilr

ij does not depend on the contrast matrix VX and therefore can also be denoted by ∆̂clr
ij . We then see that in

clr-coordinates an edge is an outlier if ∆̂clr
ij > χ2(p − 1, 0.995). Additionally, Σclr

V can be interpreted as the global
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covariance between the different voter shares and θ̂θθ
clr

as the coefficients corresponding to a covariance variable driving
the voter share results.

Figure 4 shows the network structure that we consider. The departments that share a border are connected. Denote
W ∈ R93×93 a weight matrix that has entrieswij equal to one if there is an edge between department i and department
j and zero otherwise. We then set the Laplacian matrix to L = D−W, see section 2.2.

Table 1 displays the estimated coefficients θ̂θθ
clr

in clr-coordinates normalized by multiplying by the standard deviation
of each covariate. Voters with lower education levels (N CAPBE) tend to vote less for left parties and more for right
and others. On the contrary, voters with a university degree (dplm sp) vote similarly for the left and right but much
less for others. An increase of the unemployment rate (unmp rt) leads to more votes for the parties in the category
others than for the right parties. Similarly, an increase in the rate of foreigners leads to more votes for parties contained
in others. Increasing the percentage of employment in the construction sector (FZ) leads to more votes for the right
parties.

ag 1839 ag 4064 age 65 N CAPBE bac dplm sp AZ BE FZ GU
left -0.03 -0.00 0.05 -0.24 0.05 0.09 -0.05 0.01 -0.11 0.02

right -0.09 0.02 0.05 0.11 -0.05 0.05 0.04 -0.05 0.10 -0.04
others 0.13 -0.01 -0.09 0.13 -0.00 -0.13 0.01 0.04 0.01 0.02

OQ unmp rt emply v ownr rt incm rt foreign
left 0.09 0.01 -0.03 0.09 -0.13 -0.05

right -0.04 -0.22 0.01 -0.19 0.04 -0.07
others -0.05 0.21 0.02 0.10 0.09 0.12

Table 1: Standardized estimated coefficients

Figure 5 shows

√
∆̂clr

ij

wij(lii+ljj−2lij)
on the y-axis versus the edges (i, j) ∈ E on the x-axis. Everything above the

horizontal line at
√
χ2(2, 0.975) can be considered as an edge outlier. This map is helpful for checking for edge

outliers and their magnitude. Clearly, we can see that there are couples of adjacent departments that display very
different behavior. However, as the indexing of the edges on the x-axis is arbitrary this plot is helpful in detecting
these departments but needs to be completed by a corresponding map. Figure 6 shows these outlying edges for the

whole of France, where the darker an edge is the more it is outlying , i.e.

√
∆̂clr

ij

wij(lii+ljj−2lij)
is comparatively bigger.

When looking at the whole country, we can see that certain departments behave very differently from their neighbors.
We will only look at the biggest outliers. In the south-west of France the departments Lot, Corrèze, and Cantal show
high edge outliers. A possible explanation can be found by looking at the values of xi and zi for this region. We
look at the log-ratios of xi in that region, as is common in Compositional Data, see top row of Figure 7. We can see
that voters in Lot voted primarily for the left party rather than the right or others. Cantal was primarily dominated
by the right party. Votes in Corrèze were almost equally split between the left and right parties. The map for the
log-ratio between left and others displays little spatial change and we can make the likely conclusion that the edge
outliers in this area were caused by the domination of the left in Lot and the right in Cantal. No atypical values of
zi seem to drive these outliers except possibly that the agriculture and fisheries (AZ) sector takes a much bigger role
in Cantal than in the other departments. The higher the (AZ) sector is the lower the votes for the left are, as can be
seen in Table 1, which might explain the domination of the right in Cantal. Similarly, Figure 6 shows an outlying
edge between the departments of Ariège and Pyrénées-Orientales. Again looking at the log-ratio maps, middle row
of Figure 7, we can make the likely conclusion that the outliers are caused by the high percentage of votes for the
left in Ariège and the almost equal split of votes between the three voter categories in Pyrénées-Orientales. This is
rather atypical as the surrounding departments leaned rather to the left. Again, no atypical values of zi seem to be the
reason except for the sector industry, mining industry, and others (BE) taking a bigger part in Ariège. Finally, zooming
into Il̂e de France, we see that the biggest edge outliers are found for the departments of Île-de-France, see the right

plot of Figure 6. The edgewise Mahalanobis distance

√
∆̂clr

ij

wij(lii+ljj−2lij)
between the department Seine-Saint-Denis

and respectively Hauts-de-Seine, Seine-et-Marne, Val-de-Marne and Val d’Oise (in order of magnitude) are especially
high. Again Figure 7 helps us gain insight into the reason for these outliers. Seine-Saint-Denis was heavily dominated
by the left party whereas its neighbor Hauts-De-Seine was mainly dominated by the right party. Seine-Et-Marne and
Val-D’Oise votes were almost equally split which might explain the outliers between the latter two and Seine-Saint-
Denis a heavily left department. There are some atypical values of zi that might be responsible for these edge outliers.
Mainly the department of Seine-Saint-Denis has a comparatively high number of inhabitants above 65 (age 65) and
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also a high number of voters with only secondary education (N CAPBE). Typically, the latter would be associated
with fewer voters for the left, see Table 1, contradicting the high percentage of voters for the left in this department.
Also Hauts-De-Seine has a very low part of voters with only secondary education (N CAPBE), in fact, the lowest for
the whole of France. No node outliers were detected for this data set.

To visually check the validity of the proposed model, we can also look at the standardized residuals L
1
2 (Xclr −

Zclrθ̂θθ
clr
)(Σ̂clr

V )−
1
2 for each department and each response (left, right, other). If the model (5) holds for Xclr and Zclr

then we would expect the standardized residuals to behave like white noise up to a rotation. Even though our data
does not necessarily follow (5), due for example to outliers, it is still reasonable to look at the residuals for quick
model checking. Figure 8 shows almost no spatial patterns (the left plots) except for pairs of departments that have
been detected as edgewise outliers. On the right side, the plots which show the residuals versus the node index, also
display little unusual behavior except for some departments such as Seine-Saint-Denis visible in the right bottom plot
of Figure 8.

6 Conclusion

The current literature contains few proposals for modeling graph-indexed data in the univariate setting. In this paper,
we consider Gaussian models for multivariate graph-indexed data taking into account the network dependence as well
as the dependence of the variables. The Mahalanobis distance is frequently used for outlier detection but, up to our
knowledge, there has not yet been a development for dependent, particularly graph-indexed, data. We introduce a
new concept that we dubbed edgewise outliers. That is, given a graph structure, with multivariate data indexed by the
nodes, we find edges such that incident data points are very dissimilar. We formulate decision rules for the detection
of such edgewise outliers in the framework of the proposed model. We introduce a robust estimation method for their
parameters inspired by the deterministic MCD algorithm. Our simulations show that the edgewise MCD algorithm
outperforms the classical MCD and the standard maximum likelihood for different performance measures including
estimators quality as well as outlier detection quality. Finally, we also show the utility of our method on the French
departmental election data of 2015 finding neighbouring departments that behave unalike. A setting not covered in
this paper but left for future research is the high dimensional setting when the number of nodes is much smaller than
the number of variables.
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Figure 1: Log transformed Kullback-Leibler divergence KL (performance measure) versus the number of nodes N ,
comparing the edgemcd method proposed in this paper in black with the standard std estimates in red and the mcd
method in green, see text, for two different dimensions, solid (p = 3) and dashed (p = 10) lines, with varying
corruption level in each column and different types of graph in each row.

Figure 2: Log transformed relative distance RD (performance measure) versus the number of nodes N , comparing the
edgemcd method proposed in this paper in black with the standard std estimates in red and the mcd method in green,
see text, for two different dimensions, solid (p = 3) and dashed (p = 10) lines, with varying corruption level in each
column and different types of graph in each row.
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Figure 3: F-score (performance measure) versus the number of nodes N, comparing the method proposed in this paper
(edgemcd) in black with the standard estimates (std) in red and another robust estimator (mcd) in green, see text, for
different dimensions, solid and dashed lines, with varying corruption level in each column and different types of graph
in each row.

Figure 4: Network connecting adjacent departments of France.
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Figure 5: Plot of the square root of
∆̂clr

ij

wij(lii+ljj−2lij)
on the y-axis versus the edges (i, j) ∈ E on the x-axis. The

horizontal line is at
√
χ2(2, 0.975). Potential edge outliers are above the line.

Figure 6: On the left a map of mainland France with its departments with the detected edgewise outliers from white to
black depending on their strength of outlyingness ∆ij

wij(lii+ljj−2lij)
. On the right a zoom into Paris with central Paris

missing due to NAs.
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Figure 7: Log-ratio maps of departments with high edge outliers including their neighbors for better comparison. Red
is negative and blue positive. The darker a color the higher the log-ratio.

15



Figure 8: On the left, the standardized residuals L
1
2 (Xclr − Zclrθ̂θθ

clr
)(Σ̂clr

V )−
1
2 for each category of voters (left, right,

others) for each department. Blue is positive and red is negative. The right plots show the same but are dependent on
the node index. The residuals have been scaled by the maximum to make the plots comparable.
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Appendix A Proofs

Proof of Theorem 2.1. As the vectorization of X is a Gaussian random variable so is any linear combination of the
latter, especially AXB. Because taking the expectation is a linear operation we have E(AXB) = AE(X)B = AµµµB.
By using twice property (2) the covariance of two entries of the latter is equal to

Cov((AXB)ik, (AXB)jl) =

n∑
s,r=1

p∑
t,d=1

Cov(aisxstbtk, ajrxrdbdl)

=

n∑
s,r=1

p∑
t,d=1

aisbtkajrbdl Cov(xst, xrd)

=

n∑
s,r=1

p∑
t,d=1

aisbtkajrbdl(ΣG)sr(ΣV )td

=

( n∑
s,r=1

ais(ΣG)srajr

)( p∑
t,d=1

btk(ΣV )tdbdl

)
= (AΣGA

′)ij(B
′ΣV B)kl,

which concludes the proof.

Proof of Lemma 2.2. By properties of the vectorization operator and the Kronecker product (see [17]), in particular
vecc(AXB) = (B′ ⊗A) vecc(X), we have

MD2(X) =
∥∥∥(ΣV ⊗ L+)+/2 vecc(X−µµµ)

∥∥∥2
=

∥∥∥(Σ−1/2
V ⊗ L1/2) vecc(X−µµµ)

∥∥∥2
MD2(X) =

∥∥∥L1/2(X−µµµ)Σ−1/2
V

∥∥∥2
F
, (19)

where ∥A∥F is the Frobenius norm of matrix A. By properties of the trace Tr we can write∥∥∥L1/2(X−µµµ)Σ−1/2
V

∥∥∥2
F
= Tr((XµµµΣ

−1/2
V )′L(XµµµΣ

−1/2
V )).

Setting Z := XµµµΣ
−1/2
V we further have Tr(Z′LZ) =

∑p
k=1 z

′
:,kLz:,k, where z:,k denotes the kth column of matrix

Z. By properties of the Laplacian matrix, see [28], we know that each summand z′
:,kLz:,k is equal to 1

2

∑p
i,j=1(zik −

zjk)
2wij . Therefore we get Tr(Z′LZ) = 1

2

∑p
i,j=1 ∥zi,: − zj,:∥2 wij , where zi,: denotes the ith row of matrix Z.

Substituting for Z we get the result.

Proof of Lemma 2.3. For i = 1, . . . , n, let us define the vectors ei that have zero components except at position i
where the component is 1. To derive the distribution of ∆ij we first note that eij := ei − ej ∈ Rn, that is zero except
at position i where it is 1 and −1 at position j, i.e. eij = (0, . . . , 0, 1, 0, . . . , 0,−1, 0, . . . , 0)′, satisfies

vecc (e′ijX) ∼ Nnp(vecc (e′ijµµµ),ΣV ⊗ e′ijL
+eij).

From this it is easy to deduce (xµ
i − xµ

j )Σ
−1/2
V ∼ Nnp(0, Iσ

2
ij) with σ2

ij = e′ijL
+eij = lii + ljj − 2lij . Thus

∆ij

wijσ2
ij

∼ χ2(p).

Proof of Theorem 3.1. Using equation (19), the negative log-likelihood of the model can be written, where we omit
the constants and the terms only depending on L assumed to be fixed, as∥∥∥L1/2(X−µµµ(θ))Σ−1/2

V

∥∥∥2
F
+ n log(|ΣV |) = Tr ((X−µµµ(θ))′L(X−µµµ(θ))Σ−1

V ) + n log(|ΣV |)

= MD2(X) + n log(|ΣV |) (20)
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Taking the derivative in Σ−1
V and using [38] for both terms, the estimator equation for ΣV is given by:

(X−µµµ(θ))′L(X−µµµ(θ))− nΣV = 0.

Furthermore, expanding the negative log-likelihood, we can write it as

Tr (X′LXΣ−1
V )− 2Tr (X′Lµµµ(θ)Σ−1

V ) + Tr (µµµ(θ)′Lµµµ(θ)Σ−1
V ) + n log(|ΣV |).

For any differentiable function g we can write the derivative of the composition θ 7→ g(µµµ(θ)) as

∂g(µµµ(θ))

∂θml
=
∑
i,k

∂g(µµµ)

∂µik

∂µ(θ)ik
∂θml

. (21)

By matrix calculus, see [32], we have ∂
∂µik

(−2Tr(X′LµµµΣ−1
V )) = −2(LXΣ−1

V )ik and ∂
∂µik

Tr(µµµ′LµµµΣ−1
V ) =

2(LµµµΣ−1
V )ik. Plugging the latter two into (21) with g being the expanded negative log-likelihood we have for

m = 1, . . . , q and l = 1, . . . , p̃:

∂g(µµµ(θ))

∂θml
=

n∑
i=1

p∑
k=1

(−2(LXΣ−1
V ) + 2LµµµΣ−1

V )ik
∂µ(θ)ik
∂θml

= 0

which yields the estimating equation for µµµ. If µµµ(θθθ) = Zθθθ, then

∂µ(θθθ)ik
∂θml

=
∂

∂θml

(∑
m′

zim′θm′k

)
= zimδkl

where δkl is the Kronecker delta being one if k = l and zero otherwise. All in all, we have for m = 1, . . . , q:
n∑

i=1

(L(µµµ(θ)−X)Σ−1
V )il zim = 0

which can be written as Z′L(Zθθθ −X)Σ−1
V = 0, and gives the desired result. Lastly, the result for Z = 1n follows

directly from 1′
nL = 0.
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