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Abstract

This work has two contributions. The first one is extending the Large Devi-
ation Principle for uniform hyper-graphons from Lubetzky and Zhao [19] to the
multi-relational setting where each hyper-graphon can have different arities. This
extension enables the formulation of the most typical possible world in Relational
Probabilistic Logic with symmetric relational symbols in terms of entropy maxi-
mization subjected to constraints of quantum sub-hypergraph densities.

The second contribution is to prove the most typical constrained multi-relational
hyper-graphons (the most typical possible worlds) are computable by proving the
solutions of the maximum entropy subjected by quantum sub-hypergraph densities
in the space of multi-relational hyper-graphons are step functions except for in a
zero measure set of combinations of quantum hyper-graphs densities with multiple
relations. This result proves in a very general context the conjecture formulated by
Radin et al. [21] that states the constrained graphons with maximum entropy are
step functions.

keywords: Graphon Theory and Principle of Maximum Entropy and Large Random Graph and
Exponential Random Graph Model and Constrained optimization and Differential Geometry and
Statistical Relational Learning

1 Introduction
In the space of graphons, the problem of finding the most typical random graphs satisfy-
ing subgraph density constraints is formulated in terms of entropy maximization which
is described as follows [22]. Let  be an ordered set of simple graphs and 𝑢 ∈ (0, 1)| |

be a vector of prescribed subgraph densities.
𝑊 ∗( , 𝑢) = argmax

𝑊 ∈𝑆( ,𝑢)
−𝐼(𝑊 )
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where
𝑆( , 𝑢) = {𝑊 ∈  | 𝑡(𝑖,𝑊 ) = 𝑢𝑖 for all 𝑖 = 1,⋯ , | ||}

and −𝐼 is the Shannon entropy on graphons and  the space of labeled graphons1.
Here, we are interested in extending the formulation to the most typical multi-relational
hyper-graphs regarding entropy maximization.

Lubetzky and Zhao [19] extend the maximum entropy principle of graphons to
uniform hyper-graphons and prove the counting lemma holds for linear hyper-graphs.
Here, we further extend this principle to multi-relational hyper-graphons (Section 3) fol-
lowing the same ideas of our previous work [1] and the contraction principle of Large
Deviation Principles [5]. There are two motivations for establishing this extension.

• To establish a micro-canonical semantics of possible worlds of probabilistic log-
ics whose signatures are only relational symbols describing symmetric relations,
the symbols ∧ and ⟹ and universal quantifiers. In this probabilistic logic,
each axiom is associated with a probability number.

• To prove the problem of finding the most typical worlds (the micro-canonical
distribution) satisfying the probabilistic axioms can be computable by proving
the solutions of the maximum entropy problem in the space of multi-relational
uniform hyper-graphons are step functions. This result proves a general version
of the conjecture raised by Radin et al. [21], which states 𝑊 ∗( , 𝑢) is a step
function.

Since the formulation of this conjecture, it has been proved for several special cases.
The conjecture was rigorously confirmed by Kenyon et al. [12] when  contains the
edge and a 𝑘-stars graph. Moreover Kenyon et al. in [11] confirm the conjecture is
true when  = [ , 𝐹 ] and 𝑢 = [𝜌, 𝜏] when 𝜏 is slightly higher than 𝜌|𝐹 |, where 𝐹 is
a simple graph and |𝐹 | is the number of edges of 𝐹 . Moreover, Kenyon et al. in [13]
show that the number of steps that 𝑊 ∗( , 𝑢) has may not be bounded when the vector
𝑢 gets arbitrarily close to an extremal sufficient statistics vector. in the case of edge and
triangle constraints.

Roughly speaking, our approach to proving the conjecture is based on the obser-
vation any step function can be seen as a function and a finitely dimensional vector of
parameters that describe the step function. We study the solutions 𝑊 ∗( , 𝑢) restricted
to the space of step functions of size𝑚, these solutions are denoted by𝑊 ∗(𝑚)( , 𝑢). Us-
ing elementary results of differential geometry and constrained optimization, we prove
when the solutions 𝑊 ∗(𝑚)( , 𝑢) are embedded in a higher dimensional vector space
whose vectors parameterize step functions of size 𝑚 + 1 then 𝑊 ∗(𝑚)( , 𝑢) are also so-
lutions in the extended space. In other words, we prove 𝑊 ∗(𝑚)( , 𝑢) = 𝑊 ∗(𝑚+1)( , 𝑢).

1.1 Outline
Thus, this paper is organized as follows. Section 2 provides results from differential
geometry and constrained optimization to support the proofs. Section 3 develops the

1This is formulation originally was established in the space of unlabeled graphons, but for the sake of
simplicity, we formulate in terms of labeled graphons.
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notion of multi-relational hyper-graphons. Section 4 studies the properties of step func-
tions in the space of multi-relational hyper-graphons providing formulas to compute
partial derivatives of subgraph densities when the step functions are finitely parameter-
ized and defining the split map on step functions which embeds any stepfuncion of lower
dimensional space into a higher one. Section 5 extends key results of graphon theory as
Szemeredi Regularity Lemma, Compactness, Counting Lemma, and Large Deviation
Principle to multi-relational uniform hyper-graphons where each relation has the same
arity. Section 6 extends the results developed in Section 5, we obtain the large deviation
principle for Erdős-Renyi version of multi-relational random hyper-graphs and prove
the most typical random hyper-graphs constrained by quantum subgraph densities are
solution of a maximum entropy problem in the space of multi-relational hyper-graphs.
Section 7 provides an example of modeling possible worlds in a probabilistic logic us-
ing the most typical multi-relational random hyper-graphs. Section 8 proves that the
most typical multi-relational random hyper-graphs are step functions. Finally, Section
9 provides concluding remarks and some open problems. The Appendix contains the
proofs of theorems and lemmas.

1.2 Notations
Let us start with some common notations. We denote by 1𝑋 the indicator function, i.e.,
for any 𝑥, if 𝑥 ∈ 𝑋 then 1𝑋(𝑥) = 1 else 1𝑋(𝑥) = 0. For any positive integer 𝑛, we
denote by [𝑛] the set of all positive integers smaller than or equal to 𝑛. Let 𝑆 be a set.
Then any sequence in 𝑆 is denoted by (𝑎𝑖) where 𝑎𝑖 ∈ 𝑆.

We denote by 𝜈 the Lebesgue measure on reals. We denote by Σ all bijective
measure-preserving maps and by Σ𝑚 the symmetric group on [𝑚]. We use the standard
notation of𝐴◦,𝐴 and 𝜕𝐴 for the topological interior, closure, and boundary of the set𝐴
and by |𝐴| the cardinality of a finite set𝐴. The set of finite, simple, and non-isomorphic
graphs is denoted by . A multi-relational graph 𝐹 is defined by (𝑉 ,𝐸1,⋯ , 𝐸𝑟) where
𝑉 is the set of vertices and (𝐸1,⋯ , 𝐸𝑟) are the set of relations. The number of vertices
is denoted |𝐹 |.

Let 𝐹 ∶ ℝ𝑛 → ℝ𝑚 be a smooth function then 𝐽𝑥(𝐹 ) denotes the Jacobian matrix of
𝐹 at 𝑥. Let 𝑓 ∶ ℝ𝑛 → ℝ be a smooth function, 𝐻𝑥𝑓 denotes the Hessian matrix of 𝑓
at 𝑥.

2 Mathematical Background
This section reviews results from Differential Geometry and Optimization on constrained
sets.

2.1 Riemannian Geometry
Riemannian Geometry endows a smooth manifold 𝑀 with a geometric structure by
defining a positive definite bilinear form 𝑔𝑝 ∶ 𝑇𝑝𝑀 ⊗𝑇𝑝𝑀 → ℝ at each point 𝑝 ∈𝑀 ,
such that the mapping 𝑝 → 𝑔𝑝(𝑋; 𝑌 ) is smooth. This structure allows us to measure
distances and angles on the manifold.
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Symbol Meaning
 (𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ All labeled graphon with real-valued
̃ (𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ All unlabeled graphons the quotient of  (𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ by elements of Σ

 (𝑟,𝑑) All labeled graphon with [0, 1]-valued
̃ (𝑟,𝑑) The quotient of  (𝑟,𝑑) by elements of Σ
(𝐴, 𝜋) A step function with partition 𝜋(Sec.4)
 (𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ All 𝑚-step functions with real-valued (Sec. 4)
 (𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ (𝜋) All 𝑚-step functions with real-valued with a fixed partition vector 𝜋
𝑆(𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢) All unlabeled graphons with real-valued satisfying constraints (6.2)
𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢) All 𝑚-step functions with real-valued satisfying constraints.
𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢, 𝜋) All 𝑚-step functions with real-valued satisfying constraints and 𝜋 fixed.
𝑡(𝐹 ,𝑊 ) Subgraph density of 𝐹 from the graphon 𝑊 (3.1)
𝑡𝑥1⋯𝑥𝑘 (𝐹 ,𝑊 ) Partial subgraph density (4.1)

Table 1: Overview of important notations in this paper

By utilizing the Riemannian metric 𝑔𝑝(⋅, ⋅), we can define the length of a curve
𝛾 ∶ [𝑎, 𝑏] → 𝑀 in the following manner: Let 𝑔𝑝;𝑖𝑗 denote the components of the
Riemannian metric, and let 𝑦(𝑖) represent the coordinates of the curve 𝛾 . Then, the path
length 𝐿(𝛾) is given by the integral

𝐿(𝛾) = ∫

𝑏

𝑎

√

∑

𝑖𝑗
𝑔𝛾(𝑠);𝑖𝑗

𝑑𝛾 (𝑖)

𝑑𝑠
𝑑𝛾 (𝑗)

𝑑𝑠
𝑑𝑠.

This formulation quantifies the length of a curve on the manifold 𝑀 based on the
underlying Riemannian metric. It enables us to compute distances and study the geom-
etry of 𝑀 through the lens of Riemannian Geometry.

2.1.1 Exponential Map on Riemannian Manifolds.

In the context of Riemannian manifolds, geodesic curves serve as paths with minimal
distance between points. The notion of a geodesic curve is formalized as follows:
Definition 2.1 (Definition 1.4.2 in [9]). Let 𝑀 be a Riemannian manifold. A curve
𝛾 ∶ [0, 𝑎] → 𝑀 is said to be a geodesic if it satisfies the second-order differential
equation:

𝑑2𝛾 (𝑖)

𝑑𝑠2
+ Γ𝑖𝑗, 𝑘

𝑑𝛾 (𝑗)

𝑑𝑠
𝑑𝛾 (𝑘)

𝑑𝑠
= 0, 𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘 = 1,… , 𝑚, (2.1)

where 𝛾 (𝑖) denotes the 𝑖-th component of 𝛾 with respect to a local coordinate system,
and Γ𝑖𝑗, 𝑘 are the Christoffel symbols associated with the Levi-Civita connection.

A fundamental tool in studying Riemannian manifolds is the Exponential Map, de-
noted as 𝐸𝑥𝑝𝑝 ∶ 𝑈 → 𝑀 , which provides a correspondence between tangent vectors
and points on the manifold. Specifically, for each point 𝑝 ∈ 𝑀 , there exists an open
neighborhood 𝑈 of 0 ∈ 𝑇𝑝𝑀 such that 𝐸𝑥𝑝𝑝 is defined as follows:
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𝐸𝑥𝑝𝑝(𝑣) = 𝛾𝑝,𝑣(1), (2.2)
where 𝛾𝑝,𝑣(1) represents the unique geodesic curve that satisfies the initial conditions
𝛾𝑝,𝑣(0) = 𝑝 and 𝛾 ′𝑝,𝑣(0) = 𝑣.

In other words, the Exponential Map takes a tangent vector 𝑣 ∈ 𝑇𝑝𝑀 and "expo-
nentiates" it to a point 𝑞 = 𝐸𝑥𝑝𝑝(𝑣) ∈ 𝑀 along the geodesic that starts at 𝑝 with the
velocity 𝑣.

A crucial property, as established by Proposition 20.8 in [15], is that 𝐸𝑥𝑝𝑝 is a
local diffeomorphism when restricted to an open neighborhood of 0 ∈ 𝑇𝑝𝑀 . This
property ensures the existence of a well-defined inverse map, which is essential for
various applications in Riemannian Geometry.

2.2 Theory of Constrained Optimization
Here, we assume ℎ ∶ ℝ𝑛 → ℝ𝑘 is differentiable. Then, we define the constrained set

𝑀ℎ = {𝑥 ∈ ℝ𝑛
|ℎ(𝑥) = 0}. (2.3)

We review the Karush-Kuhn-Tucker (KKT) conditions for which any 𝑥∗ ∈ 𝑀ℎ is a
local solution of min𝑥∈𝑀ℎ

𝑓 (𝑥). The contents of this section are from [8].
Definition 2.2 (Lagrangian of a function). Let 𝑓 ∶ ℝ𝑛 → ℝ be a differentiable function
and let 𝛽 ∈ ℝ𝑘. Then the Lagrangian function of 𝑓 on 𝑥 ∈𝑀ℎ the constraints ℎ = 0,

(𝑓 )(𝑥, 𝛽) = 𝑓 (𝑥) − 𝛽⊤ℎ(𝑥).

Theorem 2.3 (First-Order Necessary Conditions). If 𝑥∗ ∈ 𝑀ℎ is a local minimum of
min𝑥∈𝑀ℎ

𝑓 (𝑥) then there is a Lagrange multiplier vector 𝛽∗ ∈ ℝ𝑘 such that

∇𝑥∗(𝑓 )(𝑥, 𝛽∗) = 0,

thus
∇𝑥∗𝑓 = 𝛽∗⊤∇𝑥∗ℎ.

Hence 𝑥∗ ∈𝑀ℎ must be a critical point of 𝑓 ∶𝑀ℎ → ℝ.

The sufficient condition for the optimality of 𝑥∗ comes from second-order condi-
tions; hence, we need feasible directions.
Definition 2.4 (The set of linearized feasible directions). The set of linearized feasible
directions on 𝑀𝑔ℎ at 𝑥 ∈𝑀ℎ corresponds to vectors orthogonal to the gradient of the
constraints of 𝑀ℎ, i.e.

𝐶𝑥𝑀ℎ = {𝑣|𝑣⊤𝐽𝑥ℎ = 0}.

It is clear when the columns 𝐽𝑥ℎ of the constraints of 𝑀ℎ are linearly independent, the
tangent space 𝑇𝑥𝑀ℎ is defined.

First, we have a necessary second-order condition for the optimality. Let 𝐻𝑔
𝑥𝑓 be

the geodesic hessian of 𝑓 on 𝑀ℎ defined by 𝐻𝑔
𝑥𝑓 = 𝐻𝑥(𝑓 ).
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Theorem 2.5 (Second-order necessary conditions). Let 𝑥∗ be a critical point of 𝑓 ∶
𝑀ℎ → ℝ. Then if 𝑥∗ is a local minimum 𝑓 then 𝑣⊤

(

𝐻𝑔
𝑥𝑓

)

𝑣 ≥ 0 for all 𝑣 ∈ 𝐶𝑥∗𝑀ℎ.

and a sufficient condition,
Theorem 2.6 (Second-order sufficient conditions). Let 𝑥∗ be a critical point of 𝑓 ∶
𝑀ℎ → ℝ. Then if 𝑣⊤𝐻𝑔

𝑥∗𝑓𝑣 > 0 for all 𝑣 ∈ 𝐶𝑥∗𝑀ℎ ⧵ {0}, then 𝑥∗ is a strict local
minimum of 𝑓 on 𝑀ℎ.

2.3 Preservation of critical Points by Diffeomorphisms
Here, we review that diffeomorphisms preserve critical points, the positive/negative
definiteness, and the full rankness of Hessian matrices at any critical points of 𝑓 on𝑀 .

Let 𝑀 be a smooth manifold with dimension 𝑚. Since 𝑀 and ℝ𝑚 are locally dif-
feomorphic. Let 𝑓 ∶ 𝑀 → ℝ be a smooth function, let 𝑢∗ ∈ ℝ𝑚 be a critical point of
𝑓 and let 𝜙 ∶ ℝ𝑚 → 𝑀 be a local diffeomorphism at 𝑢 and 𝑥∗ = 𝜙(𝑢∗). By taking the
first and second derivatives of 𝑓◦𝜙, we have

∇𝑢𝑓 (𝑥(𝑢)) = ∇𝑥𝑓 (𝑥(𝑢))𝐽𝑢(𝑥(𝑢)),

and
𝐻𝑢𝑓 (𝑥(𝑢)) = 𝐽𝑢(𝑥(𝑢))⊤𝐻𝑥𝑓 (𝑥(𝑢))𝐽𝑢(𝑥(𝑢)) + ∇𝑥𝑓 (𝑥(𝑢))𝐻𝑢𝑥(𝑢),

where 𝐽𝑢(𝑥(𝑢)) is a Jacobian matrix of 𝜙. Since 𝜙 ∶ ℝ𝑚 → 𝑀 is a diffeomorphism,
𝐽𝑢(𝑥(𝑢)) is invertible and if 𝑢∗ is a critical point then ∇𝑢∗𝑓 (𝑥(𝑢)) = 0. Thus 𝑥∗ = 𝜙(𝑢∗)
is a critical point since ∇𝑥𝑓 (𝑥(𝑢∗)) = 0. Moreover if 𝑢∗ is critical point then𝐻𝑢∗𝑓◦𝜙 is
positive/negative (semi)definite iff 𝐻𝑥(𝑢∗)𝑓 is positive/negative (semi)definite. Hence,
we have the following lemma,
Lemma 2.1. Let 𝑀 be a smooth manifold with dimension 𝑚 and let 𝑓 ∶𝑀 → ℝ be a
smooth function. Let 𝜙 ∶ ℝ𝑚 → 𝑀 be a diffeomorphism and let 𝐻𝑥𝑓 be the Hessian
matrix of 𝑓 at 𝑥 ∈ 𝑀 . Let 𝑢∗ be a critical point of 𝑓 and 𝑢∗ = 𝜙(𝑥∗) then 𝐻𝑢∗𝑓◦𝜙 is
positive/negative (semi)definite iff 𝐻𝑥∗𝑓 is positive/negative (semi)definite.

3 Hypergraphons
A multi-relational hyper-graph 𝐺 = (𝑉 ,𝐸1,⋯ , 𝐸𝑟) is a tuple of sets where 𝑉 is the set
of vertices, and (𝑉 ,𝐸𝑖) is a uniform hyper-graph, and𝐸𝑖 is a relation on 𝑉 with arity 𝑑𝑖.A hyper-graph is uniform when all edges have the same arity. A uniform hyper-graph
is linear when each pair of vertices has at most one hyperedge connecting them.

Let 𝑟 be a positive integer and 𝑑 be a vector of positive integers of 𝑟 dimensions.
Then, a (𝑟, 𝑑)-hyper-graph is the tuple (𝑉 ,𝐸1,⋯ , 𝐸𝑟) where 𝑉 is the set of vertices and
each 𝐸𝑖 is a set of uniform hyper-edges with arity 𝑑𝑖. (𝑟, 𝑑)-hyper-graphs are intended
to be possible worlds (semantic models) of first-order languages with a signature of 𝑟
symmetric relational symbols where each relational symbol 𝐸𝑖 has an arity of 𝑑𝑖.A multi-relational hypergraph with 𝑟 relations is the tuple (𝑉 ,𝐸1,⋯ , 𝐸𝑟) where
𝑉 is the set of vertices and each 𝐸𝑖 is a set of 𝑑𝑖-hyper-edges. We denote Let 𝑊 ∶
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∏𝑟
𝑘=1([0, 1]

𝑑𝑘 ↦ ℝ) be the cartesian product of 𝑟 functions [0, 1]𝑑𝑘 ↦ ℝ. Hence each
coordinate is 𝑊𝑘 ∶ [0, 1]𝑑𝑘 → ℝ.

The (𝑟, 𝑑)-hyper-graphs intend to model the limit of a growing sequence of hyper-
graphs (𝑟, 𝑑). The space of (𝑟, 𝑑)-hyper-graphons is denoted by  (𝑟,𝑑) and defined by

 (𝑟,𝑑) = {𝑊 ∶
𝑟

∏

𝑘=1
([0, 1]𝑑𝑘 ↦ [0, 1]) ∣ 𝑊𝑘(𝑥1,⋯ , 𝑥𝑑𝑘 )

= 𝑊𝑘(𝑥𝜓(1),⋯ , 𝑥𝜓(𝑑𝑘)) for 𝜓 ∈ Σ𝑑 , 𝑘 ∈ [𝑟]}.

The elements of  (𝑟,𝑑) can be considered tuples of non-parametric stochastic block
models of random hypergraphs.

Now, it is convenient to define the space of 𝑑-hypergraphons with 𝑟 relations on
reals is

 (𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ = {𝑊 ∶

𝑟
∏

𝑘=1
([0, 1]𝑑𝑘 ↦ ℝ) ∣ 𝑊𝑘(𝑥1,⋯ , 𝑥𝑑𝑘 )

= 𝑊𝑘(𝑥𝜓(1),⋯ , 𝑥𝜓(𝑑𝑘)) for 𝜓 ∈ Σ𝑑 , 𝑘 ∈ [𝑟]}

In general, if 𝐴 ⊆ ℝ then

 (𝑟,𝑑)
𝐴 = {𝑊 ∶

𝑟
∏

𝑘=1
([0, 1]𝑑𝑘 ↦ 𝐴) ∣ 𝑊𝑘(𝑥1,⋯ , 𝑥𝑑𝑘 )

= 𝑊𝑘(𝑥𝜓(1),⋯ , 𝑥𝜓(𝑑𝑘)) for 𝜓 ∈ Σ𝑑 , 𝑘 ∈ [𝑟]}

We call elements of  (𝑟,𝑑)
(0,1) and  (𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ respectively purely random graphons and real-
valued graphons and when 𝐴 is omitted then 𝐴 = [0, 1].

Let ∼ be the equivalence relation on  (𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ defined by 𝑊 ∼ 𝑉 iff it exists 𝜎 ∈ Σ

such that for all 𝑘 ∈ [𝑟] and (𝑥1,⋯ , 𝑥𝑑𝑘 ) ∈ ℝ𝑑𝑘 we have𝑉 𝜎
𝑘 (𝑥1,⋯ , 𝑥𝑑𝑘 ) = 𝑉 (𝜎(𝑥1),⋯ , 𝜎(𝑥𝑑𝑑𝑘)

which is abbreviated by 𝑊 = 𝑉 𝜎 . The quotient spaces of  (𝑟,𝑑) and  (𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ by ∼ are

the spaces unlabeled d-hypergraphons with 𝑟 relations i.e. ̃ (𝑟,𝑑) =  (𝑟,𝑑)∕ ∼ and
̃ (𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ =  (𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ∕ ∼.

We endow  (𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ a topology by the cut-norm

‖𝑊 ‖□ =
𝑟
∑

𝑘=1
sup

𝑆1,⋯𝑆𝑑𝑘⊂[0,1]

|

|

|

|

|

|

∫𝑆1×⋯𝑆𝑑𝑘
𝑊𝑘(𝑥1,⋯ 𝑥𝑑𝑘 )𝑑𝑥1⋯ 𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑘

|

|

|

|

|

|

and for ̃ (𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ the cut-distance

𝛿□(𝑊 ,𝑉 ) = inf
𝜎∈Σ

‖𝑊 − 𝑉 𝜎
‖□
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3.1 Subgraph density
Let 𝐹 be a (𝑟, 𝑑)-hypergraph and let 𝑊 a (𝑟, 𝑑)-hypergraphon the subgraph density of
𝐹 in 𝑊 is computed by the formula

𝑡(𝐹 ,𝑊 ) = ∫[0,1]|𝑉 (𝐹 )|

𝑟
∏

𝑘=1

∏

(𝑖1,⋯,𝑖𝑑𝑘 )∈𝐸𝑘(𝐹 )
𝑊 (𝑥𝑖1 ,⋯ , 𝑥𝑖𝑑𝑘 )

∏

𝑖∈𝑉 (𝐹 )
𝑑𝑥𝑖

3.2 Quantum graphs
Definition 3.1 (Quantum graphs). A quantum graph 𝐹 is the linear combination of a
finite number of linear (𝑟, 𝑑)-hypergraphs 𝐹𝑖 with real coefficients, more precisely

𝐹 =
∑

𝑖
𝛼𝑖𝐹𝑖 and 𝛼𝑖 ∈ ℝ.

The (𝑟, 𝑑)-hypergraphs 𝐹𝑖 are the constituents of the quantum graph. Hence the defini-
tion of 𝑡(𝐹 ,𝑊 ) extends to quantum graphs linearly, i.e. 𝑡(𝐹 ,𝑊 ) =

∑

𝑖 𝛼𝑖𝑡(𝐹𝑖,𝑊 ).

4 Step functions in  (𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ

A (𝑟, 𝑑)-step function in (𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ is a function which is constant in each box ( 𝑖1−1𝑚 , 𝑖1𝑚 ]×⋯×

( 𝑖𝑑−1𝑚 ,
𝑖𝑑𝑘
𝑚 ] for each coordinate 𝑘 ∈ [𝑟]. A step function has a natural parameterization

as follows:
Let 𝜈 be the Lebesgue measure on ℝ. Let 𝑆 = {𝑆1,⋯ , 𝑆𝑚} be a partition of [0, 1]

where every 𝑆𝑖 is an interval, let 𝜋 ∈ 𝑃 (𝑚) such that 𝜈(𝑆𝑖) = 𝜋𝑖. Let ℝ(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑
𝑆 be the set of

𝑟 dimensional vectors where each coordinate is a symmetric 𝑑-dimensional array with
𝑚𝑑 steps. Let 𝑃 (𝑚)

𝑞 be the 𝑘-simplex of probability vectors of length 𝑚
𝑃 (𝑚) = {𝜋 ∈ [0, 1]𝑚 ∣

∑

𝑖
𝜋𝑖 = 1}.

We call the elements 𝜋 ∈ 𝑃 (𝑚) partition vectors of the step functions. Let 𝐴 ∈ ℝ(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑
𝑆and 𝜋 ∈ 𝑃 (𝑚). Then a 𝑚-step function (𝐴, 𝜋) ∶

∏𝑟
𝑘=1([0, 1]

𝑑𝑘 ↦ ℝ𝑟) is a function that
locally constant on 𝑆𝑖1×⋯×𝑆𝑖𝑑 for all 𝑖1,⋯ , 𝑖𝑑 ∈ [𝑚]𝑑 and in each coordinate 𝑘 ∈ [𝑟],
more precisely

(𝐴, 𝜋)𝑘 =
𝑚
∑

𝑖1,⋯,𝑖𝑑𝑘=1
𝐴𝑖1,⋯,𝑖𝑑 ,𝑘1𝑆𝑖1×⋯×𝑆𝑖𝑑𝑘

.

We denote the space of 𝑚-step functions by  (𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ . Thus  (𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ is identified by
ℝ(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
𝑆 × 𝑃 (𝑚). It is convenient to define the class of step functions when 𝜋 is fixed.

Hence  (𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ (𝜋) = ℝ(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑

𝑆 × {𝜋}. Let

𝑛(𝑚, 𝑟, 𝑑) =
𝑟
∑

𝑘=1

(

𝑚 + 𝑑𝑘 − 1
𝑑𝑘

)
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then the number of parameters to define a 𝑚-step function in  (𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ and  (𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ (𝜋)
are 𝑛(𝑚, 𝑟, 𝑑) + 𝑚 − 1 and 𝑛(𝑚, 𝑟, 𝑑). In  (𝑚,𝑟,𝑑), 𝑡(𝐹 ,𝑊 ) is reduced to

𝑡(𝐹 , (𝐴, 𝜋)) =
𝑚
∑

𝑥1,⋯,𝑥|𝑉 (𝐹 )|=1

𝑟
∏

𝑘=1

∏

(𝑖1,⋯,𝑖𝑑𝑘 )∈𝐸𝑘(𝐹 )
𝐴𝑖1,⋯,𝑖𝑑𝑘 ,𝑘

∏

𝑖∈𝑉 (𝐹 )
𝜋𝑖

Let 𝐸(𝐹 ) = ∪𝑘𝐸𝑘(𝐹 ). It sometimes convenient to write 𝑡(𝐹 , (𝐴, 𝜋)) as follows,

𝑡(𝐹 , (𝐴, 𝜋)) =
𝑚
∑

𝑥1,⋯,𝑥|𝑉 (𝐹 )|=1

∏

(𝑖1,⋯,𝑖𝑑𝑘 )∈𝐸(𝐹 )
𝐴𝑖1,⋯,𝑖𝑑 ,𝑘

∏

𝑖∈𝑉 (𝐹 )
𝜋𝑖

4.1 Partial Derivatives of 𝑡(𝐹 , (𝐴, 𝜋))
In this section, we develop formulas for the partial derivative of the polynomials 𝑡(𝐹 , (𝐴, 𝜋)).
First, we define the notion of the labeled hypergraph and partial subgraph density.

4.1.1 Labeled Graphs and Partial Subgraph Densities

Definition 4.1 (Labeled Graphs). A k-labeled hypergraph is a (𝑟, 𝑑)−hyper-graph 𝐹 to
which we associate a vector of its vertices (𝑎1⋯ 𝑎𝑘) ∈ (𝑉 (𝐹 ))𝑘 (for some 𝑘 ∈ ℕ). We
denote this 𝑘-labeled graph by 𝐹 ∙𝑎1⋯𝑎𝑘 . For a 𝑘-labeled graph, its 𝑖-th label is 𝑎𝑖 for
𝑖 ∈ [𝑘].

We define the partial subgraph density of a 𝑘-labeled graph𝐹 ∙𝑎1⋯𝑎𝑘 as a 𝑘-dimensional
function 𝑡𝑥1,⋯,𝑥𝑘 (𝐹 ∙𝑎1⋯𝑎𝑘 ,𝑊 ) ∶ [0, 1]𝑘 → [0, 1] where

𝑡𝑥1,⋯,𝑥𝑘 (𝐹
∙𝑎1⋯𝑎𝑘 , (𝐴, 𝜋)) = ∫[0,1]|𝐹 |−𝑘

𝑟
∏

𝑗=1

∏

(𝑖1,⋯,𝑖𝑑𝑗 )∈𝐸𝑗 (𝐹 )
𝐴𝑖1,⋯,𝑖𝑑𝑗 ,𝑗

∏

𝑖∈𝑉 ⧵[𝑘]
𝑑𝑥𝑖. (4.1)

By definition, if 𝑘 = 0 then 𝑡𝑥1,⋯,𝑥𝑘 (𝐹 ∙𝑎1⋯𝑎𝑘 , (𝐴, 𝜋)) is 𝑡(𝐹 , (𝐴, 𝜋)). When considering
step functions (𝐴, 𝜋), we will sometimes use 𝑡𝜋∶𝑖1⋯𝑖𝑘 (𝐹 ∙𝑎1⋅𝑎𝑘 , (𝐴, 𝜋)) as a shorthand for
𝑡𝑥1⋯𝑥𝑘 (𝐹

∙𝑎1⋅𝑎𝑘 , (𝐴, 𝜋)) where for 𝑖 ∈ [𝑘] the value 𝑥𝑖 is in the 𝑖-th partition class, e.g.,
𝑥𝑖 = 𝜋𝑖∕2 +

∑𝑖−1
𝑗=1 𝜋𝑗 .Moreover, a notation for the linear combination of partial subgraph densities is also

necessary.
Definition 4.2 (Linear combination of partial subgraph densities.). Let 𝐹 be a (𝑟, 𝑑)-
hypergraph and 𝑘 ∈ [𝑟]. We define a notation for a linear combination of partial
subgraph densities

𝜕(∙⋯∙)
𝑘 𝐹 =

∑

(𝑎1⋯𝑎𝑑𝑘 )∈𝐸𝑘(𝐹 )
𝐹 ∙(𝑎1⋯𝑎𝑑𝑘 )

and
𝜕∙𝐹 =

∑

𝑎∈𝑉 (𝐹 )
𝐹 ∙𝑎.
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Figure 1: 𝐹 ∙(𝑎𝑏) and 𝐹 ∙(𝑏𝑎) are not equivalent.

where 𝐹 ∙(𝑎1⋯𝑎𝑑𝑘 ) denotes the 𝑑𝑘-labeled hypergraph obtained from 𝐹 by deleting the
hyperedge (𝑎1⋯ 𝑎𝑑𝑘 ) and labeling the vertices {𝑎1,⋯ , 𝑎𝑑𝑘} and 𝐹 ∙𝑎 denotes the 1-
labeled graph obtained from 𝐹 by labeling the node 𝑎, The partial subgraph densities
of these labeled hypergraphs are

𝑡𝑖1⋯𝑖𝑑𝑘 (𝐹
∙(𝑎1⋯𝑎𝑑𝑘 ), (𝐴, 𝜋)) =

∑

𝑥1,⋯,𝑥|𝐹 |−𝑑𝑘

∏

(𝑠1⋯𝑠𝑑𝑗 )∈𝐸(𝐹 )⧵{𝑎1⋯𝑞𝑑𝑘}
𝐴𝑥𝑠1 ,⋯𝑥𝑑𝑗 ,𝑗

∏

𝑘∈𝑉 (𝐹 )⧵{𝑎1,⋯,𝑎𝑑𝑘}
𝜋𝑥𝑘 (4.2)

and
𝑡𝑖(𝐹 ∙𝑎, (𝐴, 𝜋)) =

∑

𝑥1,⋯,𝑥|𝐹 |−1

∏

(𝑠1⋯𝑠𝑑𝑘 )∈𝐸𝑘(𝐹 )
𝐴𝑥𝑠1 ,⋯𝑥𝑑𝑘

∏

𝑘∈𝑉 (𝐹 )⧵{𝑎}
𝜋𝑥𝑘

Note that𝐹 ∙(𝑎𝑏) and𝐹 ∙(𝑏𝑎) are not always equivalent in the computation of the partial
subgraph density. Consider 𝐹 ∙(𝑎𝑏) and 𝐹 ∙(𝑏𝑎) as shown in Figure 1, then

𝑡𝑢𝑣(𝐹 ∙(𝑎𝑏),𝑊 ) = ∫[0,1]
𝑊 (𝑥, 𝑣)𝑑𝑥 and 𝑡𝑢𝑣(𝐹 ∙(𝑏𝑎),𝑊 ) = ∫[0,1]

𝑊 (𝑢, 𝑦)𝑑𝑦.

4.1.2 Partial Derivatives of 𝑡(𝐹 , ) in  (𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ

We identify uniquely the partial derivative operator 𝜕
𝜕𝐴𝑖1⋯𝑖𝑑𝑘 ,𝑘

by the non-increasing

sequence 𝑖1 ≤ ⋯ ≤ 𝑖𝑑𝑘 . 𝜕𝐴𝑥1⋯𝑥𝑑𝑗 ,𝑗𝜕𝐴𝑖1⋯𝑖𝑑𝑘 ,𝑘
is non-zero when 𝑗 = 𝑘 and {𝑥1⋯ 𝑥𝑑𝑗} = {𝑖1⋯ 𝑖𝑑𝑘}

thus
𝜕𝐴𝑥1⋯𝑥𝑑𝑗 ,𝑗

𝜕𝐴𝑖1⋯𝑖𝑑𝑘 ,𝑘
= 𝛿𝑗,𝑘𝛿{𝑥1⋯𝑥𝑑𝑗 },{𝑖1⋯𝑖𝑑𝑘}

where 𝛿𝑖,𝑗 is Kronecker’s delta, and we overload Kronecker’s delta for finite sets, i.e.

𝛿𝐴,𝐵 =

{

1 𝐴 = 𝐵
0 𝐴 ≠ 𝐵
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where 𝐴 and 𝐵 are finite sets.
Theorem 4.3. Let (𝐴, 𝜋) ∈  (𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ and let 𝑜𝑟𝑏((𝑖1, 𝑖2,⋯ 𝑖𝑑𝑘 )) by the orbit of 𝐴𝑖1,⋯,𝑖𝑑𝑘
the actions of Σ𝑑𝑘 . Then the first partial derivative of 𝑡(𝐹 , (𝐴, 𝜋)) are

𝜕𝑡(𝐹 )
𝜕𝐴𝑖1,⋯,𝑖𝑑𝑘 ,𝑘

= 𝜋𝑖1 ⋯𝜋𝑖𝑑𝑘
∑

(𝑗1,⋯,𝑗𝑑𝑘 )∈𝑜𝑟𝑏((𝑖1⋯𝑖𝑑𝑘 ))
𝑡𝑗1⋯𝑗𝑑𝑘 (𝜕

∙(∙⋯∙)
𝑘 𝐹 , (𝐴, 𝜋)) (4.3)

and
𝜕𝑡(𝐹 , (𝐴, 𝜋))

𝜕𝜋𝑖
= 𝑡𝑖(𝜕∙𝐹 , (𝐴, 𝜋)). (4.4)

Example 4.4. Let 𝐹 = and let (𝐴, 𝜋) ∈  (𝑚,1,2)
ℝ . Then 𝑡( , (𝐴, 𝜋)) is computed by

the formula

𝑡( , (𝐴, 𝜋) =
𝑚
∑

𝑖,𝑗,𝑘=1
𝐴𝑖𝑗𝐴𝑗𝑘𝐴𝑘𝑖𝜋𝑖𝜋𝑗𝜋𝑘.

Then 𝐹 ∙(𝑎,𝑏) = hence 𝜕 = + + and 𝑡𝑖𝑗( , (𝐴, 𝜋)) =
∑𝑚
𝑘=1 𝐴𝑖𝑘𝐴𝑗𝑘𝜋𝑘. Hence

the partial derivative 𝜕𝑡( ,(𝐴,𝜋))
𝜕𝐴𝑖𝑗

is computed by

𝜕𝑡( , (𝐴, 𝜋))
𝜕𝐴𝑖𝑗

= 𝜋𝑖𝜋𝑗
(

𝑡𝑖𝑗( + + , (𝐴, 𝜋)) + (1 − 𝛿𝑖𝑗)𝑡𝑗𝑖( + + , (𝐴, 𝜋))
)

= 3𝜋𝑖𝜋𝑗
(

𝑡𝑖𝑗( , (𝐴, 𝜋)) + (1 − 𝛿𝑖𝑗)𝑡𝑗𝑖( , (𝐴, 𝜋))
)

By the symmetry of triangle, we have 𝑡𝑖𝑗( , (𝐴, 𝜋)) = 𝑡𝑖𝑗( , (𝐴, 𝜋)) = 𝑡𝑖𝑗( , (𝐴, 𝜋)).
then we have

𝜕𝑡( , (𝐴, 𝜋))
𝜕𝐴𝑖𝑗

= 3(2 − 𝛿𝑖𝑗)𝜋𝑖𝜋𝑗 𝑡𝑖𝑗( , (𝐴, 𝜋))

= 3(2 − 𝛿𝑖𝑗)𝜋𝑖𝜋𝑗
𝑚
∑

𝑘=1
𝐴𝑖𝑘𝐴𝑗𝑘𝜋𝑘

4.2 The split map
On the space of step functions, we define the split of step functions,
Definition 4.5 (Split of step functions). Let 𝜆 ∈ (0, 1) and let 𝑘 ∈ [𝑚]. we denote by
𝜃(⋅, 𝜆, 𝑘) ∶  (𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ →  (𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ the map defined by 𝜃((𝐴, 𝜋), 𝜆, 𝑘) = (𝜃(𝐴, 𝜆, 𝑘), 𝜃(𝜋, 𝜆, 𝑘))

where 𝜃(𝐴, 𝜆, 𝑘) ∈ ℝ(𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)
𝑆 and 𝜃(𝜋, 𝜆, 𝑘) ∈ 𝑃 (𝑚+1) such that

𝜃𝑖(𝜋, 𝜆, 𝑘) =

⎧

⎪

⎨

⎪

⎩

𝜋𝑖 𝑖 < 𝑘
𝜆𝜋𝑘 𝑖 = 𝑘

(1 − 𝜆)𝜋𝑘 𝑖 = 𝑘 + 1
𝜋𝑖−1 𝑘 + 1 < 𝑖 ≤ 𝑚 + 1
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Figure 2: A split map transforms the representation of a 3 step function into a 4 step
function

and

𝜃𝑖1,⋯,𝑖𝑑𝑘 ,𝑘(𝐴, 𝜆, 𝑚) =

{

𝐴𝑖1,⋯,𝑖𝑑𝑘 ,𝑘 ∀𝑛∈[𝑑𝑘]𝑖𝑛 ∈ [𝑘]
𝐴𝑖1,⋯,𝑖𝑑−𝑠𝑚⋯𝑚,𝑘 ∃𝑠∈[𝑑𝑘]𝑖𝑑𝑘−𝑠+1 = 𝑖𝑑𝑘−𝑠+2 = ⋯ = 𝑖𝑑 = 𝑚 + 1

and 𝜃𝑖1,⋯,𝑖𝑑𝑘 (𝐴, 𝜆, 𝑘) is obtained from 𝜃𝑖1,⋯,𝑖𝑑𝑘 (𝐴, 𝜆, 𝑚) by a suitable permutation 𝜎 ∈
Σ𝑚 i.e. 𝜃𝑖1,⋯,𝑖𝑑𝑘 (𝐴, 𝜆, 𝑘) = 𝜃𝑖1,⋯,𝑖𝑑𝑘 (𝐴, 𝜆, 𝑚)

𝜎 .
Note that the action of 𝜃(⋅, 𝜆, 𝑘) on (𝐴, 𝜋) is the split the 𝑘-th row/column of (𝐴, 𝜋)

in two rows/columns whose weights are 𝜆𝜋𝑘 and (1 − 𝜆)𝜋𝑘.

The split map does not change (𝐴, 𝜋) ∶ [0, 1]𝑑 → ℝ𝑟 as function only increases the
dimensions to represent (𝐴, 𝜋). Figure 2 shows how a split map transforms a bidimen-
sional 3 step function into a 4-step function, which is the same step function.

5 Uniform multi-relational hypergraphons
Here we extend key results in Graphon Theory as Szemeredi’s regularity lemma, Com-
pactness, Counting Lemma, and Large Deviation principle from the space of one-relation
hypergraphons, i.e., ̃ (1,𝑑) to ̃ (𝑟,𝑑). To do that, we extend these key results for the
case when 𝑑 is a vector of constant value. Hence,  (𝑟,𝑑) is the space of vectors of uni-
form multi-relational hypergraphons and ̃ (𝑟,𝑑) =  (𝑟,𝑑)∕ ∼. When 𝑟 = 1, Lubetzky
and Zhao [19], extend these key results. Here, we extend the results when 𝑟 ≥ 1.

5.1 Key results in graphons
Theorem 5.1 (Szemeredi’s regularity lemma). When 𝑟 = 1. For every 𝜖 > 0 there
exists some 𝑀(𝜖) > 0 such that for every 𝑊 ∈  (𝑟,𝑑) there exist some 𝑚 ≤ 𝑀(𝜖)
and some 𝑔 ∈  (𝑟,𝑑) with ‖𝑓 − 𝑔‖□ ≤ 𝜖, and such that 𝑔 is constant in each box
( 𝑖1−1𝑚 , 𝑖1𝑚 ] ×⋯ × ( 𝑖𝑑−1𝑚 , 𝑖𝑑𝑚 ].

Hence, we have the Szemeredi Regularity Lemma for  (𝑟,𝑑).
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Theorem 5.2. For every 𝜖 > 0 there exists some 𝑀(𝜖) > 0 such that for every 𝑊 ∈
 (𝑟,𝑑) there exist some 𝑚 ≤ 𝑀(𝜖) and some 𝑔 ∈  (𝑟,𝑑) with ‖𝑓 − 𝑔‖□ ≤ 𝜖, and such
that g is constant in each box ( 𝑖1−1𝑚 , 𝑖1𝑚 ] ×⋯ × ( 𝑖𝑑−1𝑚 , 𝑖𝑑𝑚 ].

Proof. The proof is direct from Lemma 4.1 in [17].
Using Szemeredi’s regularity lemma, we prove the compactness of ̃ (𝑟,𝑑).
Theorem 5.3. (̃ (𝑟,𝑑), 𝛿□) is compact.

Proof. Based on Theorem 5.2, the proof is identical to the compactness proof for clas-
sical graphons ̃ (1,2) given in [16].
Another key result is the Counting Lemma.
Lemma 5.1 (Counting Lemma ). Let 𝐹 be a linear (𝑟, 𝑑)-hypergraph then for all
𝑉 ,𝑊 ∈ ̃ (𝑟,𝑑) we have

|𝑡(𝐹 ,𝑊 ) − 𝑡(𝐹 , 𝑉 )| ≤ 𝛿□(𝑊 ,𝑉 )

Proof. The proof is direct for the graph case given in [3].

5.2 Large Deviation Principle for random hypergraphons
To state properly the large deviation principle, we need some definition.
Definition 5.4 (Graphon representation of a (𝑟, 𝑑)-hypergraph ). Let𝐺 be a (𝑟, 𝑑)-hyper-
graph. Then 𝑓𝐺 is the graphon representation of 𝐺 whose 𝑘 coordinate is defined by,

𝑓𝐺𝑘 (𝑥1,⋯ , 𝑥𝑑) =

{

1 if (𝑣
⌈𝑛𝑥1⌉,⋯ , 𝑣

⌈𝑛𝑥𝑑⌉) ∈ 𝐸𝑘(𝐺)
0 otherwise

where 𝑛 = |𝑉 (𝐺)|.

Definition 5.5 (Random hypergraph 𝐺(𝑟,𝑑)(𝑛, 𝑝)). Let 𝑛 be a positive integer and 𝑝 ∈
[0, 1]. The Erdős-Renyi random (𝑟, 𝑑)-hyper-graph is obtained by sampling each 𝑘 co-
ordinate by taking every 𝑑-tuple of vertices from [𝑛] and connecting them with a 𝑝
probability.

Let ℙ(𝑟,𝑑)
𝑛,𝑝 be the probability distribution induced by 𝑓𝐺 where 𝐺 are random (𝑟, 𝑑)-

hyper-graphs.
Definition 5.6 (Rate function for ℙ(𝑟,𝑑)

𝑛,𝑝 ). Let 𝐼 (𝑟,𝑑) ∶ ̃ (𝑟,𝑑) → [0,∞) be the function
defined by,

𝐼 (𝑟,𝑑)𝑝 (𝑊 ) =
∑

𝑘

1
𝑑𝑘! ∫[0,1]𝑑𝑘

ℎ𝑝(𝑊𝑘(𝑥1,⋯ , 𝑥𝑑𝑘 )𝑑𝑥1⋯ 𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑘

where
ℎ𝑝(𝑥) = 𝑥 log(𝑥

𝑝
) + (1 − 𝑥) log(1 − 𝑥

1 − 𝑝
)
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Theorem 5.7. (Theorem 5.4 in [19]) When 𝑟 = 1. For each fixed 𝑝 ∈ (0, 1), the
sequence ℙ𝑛,𝑝 obeys a large deviation principle in the space ̃ (𝑟,𝑑) with rate function
hp. Explicitly, for any closed set 𝐹 ⊆ ̃ (𝑟,𝑑)

lim sup
𝑛→∞

1
(𝑛)𝑑1

logℙ(𝑟,𝑑)
𝑛,𝑝 (𝐹 ) ≤ − inf

𝑊 ∈𝐹
𝐼 (𝑟,𝑑)𝑝 (𝑊 )

and for any open set 𝑈 ⊆ ̃ (𝑟,𝑑)

lim inf
𝑛→∞

1
(𝑛)𝑑1

ℙ(𝑟,𝑑)
𝑛,𝑝 (𝑈 ) ≥ − inf

𝑊 ∈𝑈
𝐼 (𝑟,𝑑)𝑝 (𝑊 )

where (𝑛)𝑥 = 𝑛(𝑛 − 1)⋯ (𝑛 − 𝑥 + 1).

To extend LDP for random (𝑟, 𝑑)-hypergraphons when 𝑑 is uniform, we need the
following Lemma
Lemma 5.2. When 𝑟 = 1. Let 𝑥 ∈ ̃ (𝑟,𝑑) and let 𝐵(𝑥, 𝜂) = {𝑦 ∣ 𝛿□(𝑥, 𝑦) ≤ 𝜂}. Then
for any 𝑥 ∈ ̃ (𝑟,𝑑)

lim
𝜂→0

lim sup
𝑛→∞

1
(𝑛)𝑑1

logℙ(𝑟,𝑑)
𝑛,𝑝 (𝐵(𝑥, 𝜂)) ≤ 𝐼 (𝑟,𝑑)𝑝 (𝑥)

and for any arbitrary 𝜂 > 0

lim inf
𝑛→∞

1
(𝑛)𝑑1

logℙ(𝑟,𝑑)
𝑛,𝑝 (𝐵(𝑥, 𝜂)) ≥ 𝐼 (𝑟,𝑑)𝑝 (𝑥)

Proof. The proof is identical to the proof Theorem 2.3 in [4].
Hence, we extend Theorem 5.7 for the general case.

Theorem 5.8. For each fixed 𝑝 ∈ (0, 1), the sequence ℙ𝑛,𝑝 obeys a large deviation
principle in the space ̃ (𝑟,𝑑) with rate function hp. Explicitly, for any closed set 𝐹 ⊆
̃ (𝑟,𝑑)

lim sup
𝑛→∞

𝑟
(𝑛) 𝑑1

logℙ(𝑟,𝑑)
𝑛,𝑝 (𝐹 ) ≤ − inf

𝑊 ∈𝐹
𝐼 (𝑟,𝑑)𝑝 (𝑊 )

and for any open set 𝑈 ⊆ ̃ (𝑟,𝑑)

lim inf
𝑛→∞

𝑟
(𝑛)𝑑1

ℙ(𝑟,𝑑)
𝑛,𝑝 (𝑈 ) ≥ − inf

𝑊 ∈𝑈
𝐼 (𝑟,𝑑)𝑝 (𝑊 )

Proof. Using Lemma 5.2, the proof is identical to Theorem 5 in [1]
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6 Non-uniform multi-relational hyper-graphons
Here, we extend the results of the previous section to ̃ (𝑟,𝑑) when 𝑑 is a non-uniform
vector.

Let 𝑑 be a vector of arities and max(𝑑) the maximum arity. Note that (̃ (𝑟,𝑑), 𝛿) is
a closed space of (̃ (𝑟,max(𝑑)), 𝛿□). Hence, compactness and counting lemma hold in
(̃ (𝑟,𝑑), 𝛿).

To extend LDP, we first define the projection map ℎ and apply the contraction prin-
ciple of Large Deviation Theory [5]. Let ℎ ∶ ̃ (𝑟,max(𝑑)) → ̃ (𝑟,𝑑) be the map defined
by

ℎ(𝑊𝑘(𝑥1,⋯ , 𝑥max(𝑑))) = 𝑊𝑘(𝑥1,⋯ , 𝑥𝑑𝑘 , 𝑥𝑑𝑘 ,⋯ , 𝑥𝑑𝑘 ) (6.1)
for all 𝑘 ∈ [𝑟]. This map forgets for each 𝑘 hypergraphon the last 𝑚𝑎𝑥(𝑑) − 𝑑𝑘 coor-
dinates. In this setting, a (𝑟, 1)-hypergraphon is the limit of growing hypergraphs with
isolated vertices and self-loops.
Lemma 6.1. The map ℎ ∶ ̃ (𝑟,max(𝑑)) → ̃ (𝑟,𝑑) is continuous in (̃ (𝑟,max(𝑑)), 𝛿□).

Proof. It is sufficient to prove that ‖ℎ(𝑊 )‖□ ≤ ‖𝑊 ‖□. Indeed, it is clear that the
inequality holds

sup
𝑆1,⋯𝑆𝑑𝑘⊆[0,1]

|

|

|

|

|

|

∫𝑆1×⋯𝑆𝑑𝑘
𝑊 (𝑥1,⋯ , 𝑥𝑑𝑘 )𝑑𝑥1⋯ 𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑘

|

|

|

|

|

|

≤

sup
𝑆1,⋯𝑆max(𝑑)⊆[0,1]

|

|

|

|

|

∫𝑆1×⋯𝑆max(𝑑)

𝑊 (𝑥1,⋯ , 𝑥max(𝑑))𝑑𝑥1⋯ 𝑑𝑥max(𝑑)

|

|

|

|

|

6.1 Large deviation principle for random (𝑟, 𝑑)-hypergraphs
We prove the LDP principle for ̃ (𝑟,𝑑). To do that, we apply the contraction principle
in Large Deviation Theory.
Let ℙ(𝑟,𝑑)

𝑘,𝑛,𝑝 be the probability distribution induced by 𝑓𝐺𝑘 where 𝐺 are random (𝑟, 𝑑)-
hypergraaphs.
Theorem 6.1 (Contraction Principle Theorem 4.2.1 in [5]). Let  and  be Hausdorff
topological spaces and 𝑓 ∶  →  a continuous function. Consider a good rate2
function 𝐼 ∶  → [0,∞].

1. For each 𝑦 ∈  , define

𝐼 ′(𝑦) = inf{𝐼(𝑥) ∣ 𝑥 ∈  , 𝑦 = 𝑓 (𝑥)}

Then 𝐼 ′ is a good rate function on  , where as usual the infimum over the empty
set is taken as ∞.

2A good rate function is a rate function for which all the level sets 𝐼([0, 𝛼]) are compact subsets of  .
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2. If 𝐼 controls the LDP associated with a family of probability measures ℙ on
 , then 𝐼 ′ controls the LDP associated with the family of probability measures
ℙ◦𝑓−1 on  .

A consequence of the above lemma is ̃ (𝑟,𝑑) is compact when 𝑑 is a vector of arities.
Now, we prove LDP for random multi-relational hypergraphs with variable arities.
Theorem 6.2. Let 𝑑 be a 𝑟-dimensional vector of arities. For each fixed 𝑝 ∈ (0, 1), the
sequence ℙ𝑛,𝑝 obeys a large deviation principle in the space ̃ (𝑟,𝑑) with rate function
hp. Explicitly, for any closed set 𝐹 ⊆ ̃ (𝑟,𝑑)

lim sup
𝑛→∞

∑

𝑘

1
(𝑛)𝑑𝑘

logℙ(𝑟,𝑑)
𝑘,𝑛,𝑝(𝐹 ) ≤ − inf

𝑊 ∈𝐹
𝐼 (𝑟,𝑑)𝑝 (𝑊 )

and for any open set 𝑈 ⊆ ̃ (𝑟,𝑑)

lim inf
𝑛→∞

∑

𝑘

1
(𝑛)𝑑𝑘

ℙ(𝑟,𝑑)
𝑘,𝑛,𝑝(𝑈 ) ≥ − inf

𝑊 ∈𝑈
𝐼 (𝑟,𝑑)𝑝 (𝑊 )

where ℙ(𝑟,𝑑)
𝑘,𝑛,𝑝 is the probability distribution induced by 𝐺(𝑟,𝑑𝑘)

𝑘 (𝑛, 𝑝).

Proof. The proof is direct from Theorem 6.1 and Lemma 6.1.
Definition 6.3 (Constrained region defined by quantum graphs). Let  be an ordered
set of quantum (𝑟, 𝑑)-graphs  = [𝐹1,⋯ , 𝐹𝑘] and let 𝑢 ∈ ℝ𝑘 be a vector of multi-
relational subgraph densities. Then we define the constrained region defined by ( , 𝑢)

𝑆(𝑟,𝑑)( , 𝑢) = {𝑊 ∈ ̃ (𝑟,𝑑) ∣ ∧𝑖𝑡(𝐹𝑖,𝑊 ) = 𝑢𝑖{. (6.2)
Hence, we prove the most typical random (𝑟, 𝑑)-hyper-graphs of 𝑆(𝑟,𝑑)( , 𝑢).
Theorem 6.4. Let  be an ordered set of quantum (𝑟, 𝑑)-graphs  = [𝐹1,⋯ , 𝐹𝑘] and
let 𝑢 ∈ ℝ𝑘 be a vector of multi-relational subgraph densities. Then the limits𝑊 ∗( , 𝑢)
of the sequence (𝐺(𝑟,𝑑)(𝑛, 1∕2))∞𝑛=1 of growing random (𝑟, 𝑑)-hypergraphs which are
uniformly sampled such that lim𝑛→∞𝐺[𝑟](𝑛, 1∕2) ∈ 𝑆(𝑟,𝑑)( , 𝑢) satisfy

𝑊 ∗( , 𝑢) = argmin
𝑊 ∈𝑆(𝑟,𝑑)( ,𝑢)

𝐼 (𝑟,𝑑)1∕2 (𝑊 ) (6.3)

Proof. The proof is identical to Theorem 3.1 in [4].
Hereafter we write 𝐼 (𝑟,𝑑)1∕2 as 𝐼 and ℎ1∕2 as 𝐼0.

7 Modeling Possible Worlds in Probabilistic Logic
Let 𝐿 = (∀,∧,⇒, 𝑅1,⋯ , 𝑅𝑟) be a signature of a first-order language with only sym-
metric and relational symbols. If we have an ordered set of logical closed formulas 
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from𝐿 and vector 𝑢 ∈ (0, 1)| | then we can form a probabilistic relational theory ( ), 𝑢
by attaching each logical formula 𝑖 with 𝑢𝑖.Let𝐿 = (∀,∧,⇒, 𝐹 𝑟𝑖𝑒𝑛𝑑𝑠;𝑆𝑚) be a relational signature with the predicates Friends
and Smoker(Sm). From this signature, we build the following probabilistic theory

𝑢1 ∶ ∀𝑥𝑆𝑚(𝑥)
𝑢2 ∶ ∀𝑥,𝑦𝐹𝑟𝑖𝑒𝑛𝑑𝑠(𝑥, 𝑦)
𝑢3 ∶ ∀𝑥,𝑦,𝑧𝐹𝑟𝑖𝑒𝑛𝑑𝑠(𝑥, 𝑦) ∧ 𝐹𝑟𝑖𝑒𝑛𝑑𝑠(𝑦, 𝑧) ∧ 𝐹𝑟𝑖𝑒𝑛𝑑𝑠(𝑧, 𝑥)
𝑢4 ∶ ∀𝑥,𝑦𝐹𝑟𝑖𝑒𝑛𝑑𝑠(𝑥, 𝑦) ⇒ (𝑆𝑚(𝑥) ⇔ 𝑆𝑚(𝑦))

From this theory, we can make probabilistic logical inferences. For example What is
the probability of the following formula

∀𝑥,𝑦,𝑧𝐹𝑟𝑖𝑒𝑛𝑑𝑠(𝑥, 𝑦) ∧ 𝐹𝑟𝑖𝑒𝑛𝑑𝑠(𝑦, 𝑧) ∧ 𝐹𝑟𝑖𝑒𝑛𝑑𝑠(𝑧, 𝑥)
⇒ (𝑆𝑚(𝑥)) ∧ 𝑆𝑚(𝑦) ∧ 𝑆𝑚(𝑧))

is true?
From Theorem 6.4, The most typical random (2, [2, 1])-hyper-graphs 𝑊 ∗(𝑟,𝑑)( , 𝑢)

are the solution of the following optimization problem.
min

[𝐹𝑟𝑖𝑒𝑛𝑑𝑠,𝑆𝑚]∈̃ (𝑟,𝑑)

1
2 ∫[0,1]2

𝐼0(𝐹𝑟𝑖𝑒𝑛𝑑𝑠(𝑥, 𝑦))𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦 + ∫[0,1]
𝐼0(𝑆𝑚(𝑥))𝑑𝑥 (7.1)

subjected to
𝑢1 = ∫[0,1]

𝑆𝑚(𝑥)𝑑𝑥

𝑢2 = ∫[0,1]2
𝐹𝑟𝑖𝑒𝑛𝑑𝑠(𝑥, 𝑦)𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦

𝑢3 = ∫[0,1]3
𝐹𝑟𝑖𝑒𝑛𝑑𝑠(𝑥, 𝑦)𝐹𝑟𝑖𝑒𝑛𝑑𝑠(𝑦, 𝑧)𝐹𝑟𝑖𝑒𝑛𝑑𝑠(𝑧, 𝑥)𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦𝑑𝑧

For the fourth constraint, we transform the formula to the equivalent one
∀𝑥,𝑦𝐹𝑟𝑖𝑒𝑛𝑑𝑠(𝑥, 𝑦) ⇒ ((𝑆𝑚(𝑥) ⇒ 𝑆(𝑦)) ∧ (𝑆𝑚(𝑦) ⇒ 𝑆(𝑥)) (7.2)

and using the formula 𝑝⇒ 𝑞 ≡ 1 − (𝑝 ∧ ¬𝑞)
1 − 𝑢4 = ∫[0,1]2

𝐹𝑟𝑖𝑒𝑛𝑑𝑠(𝑥, 𝑦)

(1 − (1 − 𝑆𝑚(𝑥)(1 − 𝑆𝑚(𝑦)))(1 − 𝑆𝑚(𝑦)(1 − 𝑆𝑚(𝑥)))𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦.

The last constraint can be reduced to a constraint of a quantum graph.
Let 𝑊 ∗( , 𝑢) be the set of solutions of (7.1). Then, the probability of (7.2) is com-

puted by

1 − 1
|𝑊 ∗( , 𝑢)|

∑

[𝐹𝑟𝑖𝑒𝑛𝑑,𝑆𝑧]∈𝑊 ∗( ,𝑢)
∫[0,1]3

𝐹𝑟𝑖𝑒𝑛𝑑(𝑥, 𝑦)𝐹𝑟𝑖𝑒𝑛𝑑(𝑦, 𝑧)𝐹𝑟𝑖𝑒𝑛𝑑(𝑧, 𝑥)

(1 − 𝑆𝑧(𝑥))(1 − 𝑆𝑧(𝑦))(1 − 𝑆𝑧(𝑧))𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦𝑑𝑧.
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8 Computability of 𝑊 ∗(𝑟,𝑑)( , 𝑢)
𝑊 ∗(𝑟,𝑑)( , 𝑢) is defined as the solution of an optimization problem in an infinity dimen-
sional space. Hence, it is not clear whether𝑊 ∗(𝑟,𝑑)( , 𝑢) is computable. Here we show
𝑊 ∗(𝑟,𝑑)( , 𝑢) is computable in almost all cases when ( , 𝑢) is feasible.

8.1 Marginal Polytope
Definition 8.1 (Marginal map). Let  be an ordered vector of quantum graphs. Then
the marginal map 𝑡( , ⋅) ∶  (𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ → ℝ| | is defined by

𝑡( ,𝑊 ) = (𝑡(1,𝑊 ),⋯ , 𝑡(𝑘,𝑊 )).

We denote by 𝐽𝑥( ) the Jacobian of 𝑡( , ⋅).

Definition 8.2 (Marginal Polytope). The marginal polytope 𝑇 (𝑚)( ) of  is the image
of 𝑡( , ⋅) on  (𝑚,𝑟,𝑑), i.e., 𝑇 (𝑚)( ) = 𝑡( , (𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)). We also define the total marginal
polytopes of 𝑇 ( ) = 𝑡( , (𝑟,𝑑)) and 𝑇 ( , 𝜋) = 𝑡( , (𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)(𝜋)).

Definition 8.3 (Constrained regions). If 𝑢 ∈ 𝑇 ( ), the level sets of 𝑡( , 𝑢) define regions
constrained by subgraph densities. Hence

𝑆(𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢) = 𝑡−1( , 𝑢)

and
𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢) = 𝑆(𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ ( , 𝑢) ∩ (𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ

and if we fix 𝜋 ∈ 𝑃 (𝑚)

𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢, 𝜋) = 𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ ( , 𝑢) ∩ (𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ (𝜋)

8.1.1 Non-empty interior of 𝑇 (𝑚)( )

To guarantee that 𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢) are analytical manifolds for almost all 𝑢 ∈ 𝑇 (𝑚)( )

by applying Theorem 8.10 (Sard’s Theorem), we need a sufficient condition for which
𝑇 (𝑚)( ) has a non-empty interior. Hence, it is sufficient that  is a set of independent
quantum graphs.
Definition 8.4 (Independent graphs). Let  be an ordered and finite set of quantum
graphs. We say that  is a set of independent graphs if for all 𝑚 such that 𝑛(𝑚, 𝑟, 𝑑) ≥
| | there is (𝐴, 𝜋) ∈  (𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ such that 𝜋 ∈ (𝑃 (𝑚))◦ and 𝐽(𝐴,𝜋)( ) is full rank3.

The following lemma shows that 𝑇 (𝑚)( ) and 𝑇 (𝑚)( , 𝜋) have a non-empty interior
when  is a set of independent graphs.
Lemma 8.1. The following statements are equivalent.

3This criterion is equivalent to say the polynomials 𝑡(𝑖, 𝑋) 𝑖 ∈ [| |] are algebraically independent.
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1.  is a set of independent graphs and 𝑛(𝑚, 𝑟, 𝑑) ≥ | |.

2. 𝑇 (𝑚)( , 𝜋) has a non-empty interior for all 𝜋 ∈ (𝑃 (𝑚))◦.

3. 𝑡( , 𝑈 ) has a non-empty interior for any non-empty open set 𝑈 ⊂ (𝑚,𝑟,𝑑).

Definition 8.5 (Density function). Let 𝑓0 ∶ ℝ → ℝ be an analytic function. Then
𝑓𝑠 ∶  (𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ → ℝ is defined by

𝑓𝑠(𝑊 ) =
𝑟
∑

𝑘=1
∫[0,1]𝑑𝑘

𝑓0(𝑊𝑘(𝑥1,⋯ , 𝑥𝑑𝑘 ))𝑑𝑥1⋯ 𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑘

On  (𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ the density function 𝑓𝑠 has the form

𝑓𝑠((𝐴, 𝜋)) =
𝑟
∑

𝑘=1

𝑚
∑

𝑥1⋯𝑥𝑘=1
𝑓0(𝐴𝑥1,⋯𝑥𝑑𝑘 ,𝑘)𝜋𝑥1 ⋯ .𝜋𝑥𝑑𝑘 (8.1)

Hence, we need to prove the solutions
𝑊 ∗(𝑟,𝑑)( , 𝑢) = argmin

𝑊 ∈𝑆(𝑟,𝑑)( ,𝑢)
𝐼(𝑊 )

are step functions. To prove that, we prove the solutions
𝑊 ∗( , 𝑢, 𝑓𝑠) = argmin

𝑊 ∈𝑆(𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( ,𝑢)

𝑓𝑠(𝑊 )

are step functions for any density function 𝑓𝑠. Note that the solutions of the above
optimization problems are labeled graphons. However, the orbits of these solutions are
unlabeled graphons since the subgraph density constraints and the density functions are
invariant under the measure-preserving map. The statement that 𝑊 ∗(𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ ( , 𝑢, 𝑓𝑠) are
step functions here is called the Principle of Optimization of Density functions (𝑃𝑂𝐷).
The computability of 𝑊 ∗(𝑟,𝑑)( , 𝑢) is a special case of this principle.

8.2 The principle of optimization of density functions
This principle is defined in the following theorem
Definition 8.6. Let  be a set of quantum graphs and let 𝑢 ∈ 𝑇 ( ). Then, the base size
of step functions is,

𝑚0( , 𝑢) = min{𝑚|𝑛(𝑚, 𝑟, 𝑑) > | | and 𝑢 ∈ 𝑇 ( )}

Theorem 8.7. Let  be a set of independent graphs and let 𝑚 ≥ 𝑚0( , 𝑢). For almost
all cases 𝑢 ∈ 𝑇 (𝑚0)( ) ∩ Ω( ) the minima of 𝑓𝑠 on 𝑆(𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ ( , 𝑢) lies in 𝑆(𝑚0,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢).
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The approach to prove POD is to approximate 𝑊 ∗(𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢, 𝑓𝑠) by a sequence of solu-

tions from the step function spaces 𝑊 ∗(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢, 𝑓𝑠) for increasing 𝑚, defined by

𝑊 ∗(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢, 𝑓𝑠) = argmin

𝑊 ∈𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( ,𝑢)

𝑓𝑠(𝑊 ),

The above optimization is on finite-dimensional space, and the idea is to prove the split
𝑊 ∗(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ ( , 𝑢, 𝑓𝑠) is in 𝑊 ∗(𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢, 𝑓𝑠) and there is no new solution in

𝑊 ∗(𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢, 𝑓𝑠) ⧵ 𝜃(𝑊

∗(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢, 𝑓𝑠), 𝜆, 𝑘)

for all 𝑘 ∈ [𝑚]. To prove Theorem 8.7, we need develop results for 𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢, 𝜋) and

𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢),

Figure 3 shows the theorem dependencies to prove the computability of𝑊 ∗( , 𝑢, 𝑓𝑠).There are three cornerstones to prove POD. The first one is Theorem 8.15, which shows
the number of connected components of 𝑆(𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ ( , 𝑢) is not higher than the number
of connected components of 𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ ( , 𝑢). The second cornerstone is Theorem 8.19
that ensures the split of local minima of 𝑓𝑠 in 𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ ( , 𝑢) is again a local minimum if
𝑆(𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢). The third cornerstone is Theorem 8.17, which states the split of critical

points of 𝑓𝑠 on 𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢) does not bifurcate into other critical points for almost all

cases 𝑢 ∈ 𝑇 ( ). With these three theorems, we prove in Theorem 8.20 that any local
minimum of 𝑓𝑠 in 𝑆(𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ ( , 𝑢) is the split of a local minimum of 𝑓𝑠 in 𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢).

Theorem 8.7 proves POD by the closure of Theorem 8.20. Lemma 8.7 shows that if 𝑢 is
not an extremal value, then 𝑊 ∗(𝑚)( , 𝑢, 𝐼) has values only in (0, 1). Finally, Theorem
8.21 proves the computability of 𝑊 ∗(𝑟,𝑑)( , 𝑢).

8.3 Smoothness of 𝑆 (𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢)

Here, we develop sufficient conditions to ensure 𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢) is an analytical manifold.

Definition 8.8. Let 𝐹 ∶ 𝑀 → 𝑁 be a smooth function. A point 𝑐 ∈ 𝑁 is said to be a
regular value of 𝐹 if every point of the level set 𝐹−1(𝑐) is a regular point; otherwise, it
is a critical value.

Definition 8.9 (Regular and Critical Values of 𝑡( , ⋅)). Let 𝐶𝑟𝑖(𝑚)( ) be the set of crit-
ical values of the map 𝑡( , ⋅) ∶  (𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ → ℝ| |. Then, the set of regular values is
defined by

Reg( ) = ∪𝑚>0𝑇 (𝑚)( ) ⧵ ∪𝑚>0𝐶𝑟𝑖(𝑚)( ) (8.2)
and

Reg(𝑚)( ) = 𝑇 (𝑚)( ) ∩ Reg( ).

It is convenient to define the set of non-extremal values of  defined by

Ω( ) = Reg( ) ⧵ ∪𝑚>0𝜕𝑇 (𝑚)( )
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No new connected component
Theorem 8.15

No bifurcation of critical points
Theorem 8.17

Split of local minima
Theorem 8.19

Inductive local minima
Theorem 8.20

POD
Theorem 8.7

Non Extremal Statistics
Lemma 8.7

Computability of 𝑊 ∗(𝑟,𝑑)( , 𝑢) proof
Theorem 8.21

Figure 3: Theorem dependencies to prove the computability of 𝑊 ∗(𝑟,𝑑)( , 𝑢)

Note that ∪𝑚>0𝐶𝑟𝑖(𝑚)( ) has zero measure since it is the countable union of zero mea-
sure sets. Thus if 𝑇 (𝑚)( ) has a non-empty interior then 𝑅𝑒𝑔(𝑚)( ) and 𝑅𝑒𝑔( ) are
dense in 𝑇 (𝑚)( ) and 𝑇 ( ). If 𝑢 ∈ 𝑅𝑒𝑔( ) then 𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ ( , 𝑢) ⊂ 𝑡−1( , 𝑢) ⊂  (𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ

has only regular points for hence 𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢) is an analytical manifold of 𝑛(𝑚, , 𝑟, 𝑑)+

𝑚 − 1 − | | dimensions since the marginal map is polynomial.
To ensure that 𝑢 ∈ 𝑇 (𝑚)( ) is a regular value for almost all cases, we apply Sard’s

theorem in [15]
Theorem 8.10 (Theorem 6.10 in [15] (Sard’s Theorem)). Suppose𝑀 and N are smooth
manifolds with or without boundary, and 𝐹 ∶𝑀 → 𝑁 is a smooth map. Then, the set
of critical values of 𝐹 has zero measure in 𝑁 .

Hence if 𝑇 (𝑚)( ) has a non-empty interior then from Sard’s theorem 𝑢 ∈ 𝑇 (𝑚)( )
is a regular value for almost everywhere in 𝑇 (𝑚)( ). In other words, if  is a set of
independent graphs and we pick 𝑢 ∈ 𝑅𝑒𝑔( ) at random, then the probability that
𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢) is a smooth manifold is 1. Hereafter, we assume that  is a set of in-

dependent graphs.

8.4 The smoothness of 𝑆 (𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢, 𝜋) almost everywhere

𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢, 𝜋) is a real algebraic variety4, and every real algebraic variety 𝑉 can be

decomposed on smooth manifolds using the so-called Whitney Stratification [10]. The
difference between real algebraic varieties and smooth manifolds is subtle. Real al-
gebraic varieties can have non-uniform dimensions; when a real algebraic variety has

4A real algebraic variety is a subset of ℝ𝑛 defined by polynomial equations.
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a uniform dimension, it is a smooth manifold. However, we are interested in seeing
𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢, 𝜋) as a smooth manifold and investigating when it is smooth or smooth

almost everywhere. Here, we use the same ideas of Whitney Stratification to prove that
𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢, 𝜋) is almost everywhere but not necessarily with a uniform dimension.

First we prove that 𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ([𝐹 ], [𝑢], 𝜋) is a smooth manifold.

Lemma 8.2. Let 𝐹 be a simple graph. Then

⟨(𝐴, 𝜋),∇𝑡(𝐹 , (𝐴, 𝜋)⟩ = |𝐸(𝐹 )|𝑡(𝐹 , (𝐴, 𝜋))

any (𝐴, 𝜋) and |𝐸(𝐹 )| is the number of edges in 𝐹 .

Lemma 8.3. Let 𝐹 =
∑

𝑘 𝑎𝑘𝐹𝑘 be a quantum graph. If 𝑢 ≠ 0 and 𝜋 ∈ (𝑃 (𝑚))◦ then
𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ([ , [𝑢], 𝜋) is smooth almost everywhere.

Hence𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ([𝐹 ], [𝑢], 𝜋) is an analytical manifold almost everywhere for any quan-

tum graph 𝐹 , 𝑢 ≠ 0 and 𝜋 ∈ 𝑃 (𝑚). Hence, we prove that 𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢, 𝜋) is analytical

almost everywhere.
Theorem 8.11. Let be a set of independent graphs. If 𝑢 ∈ 𝑇 (𝑚)( )◦ then𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ ( , 𝑢, 𝜋)
is analytical almost everywhere for all 𝜋 ∈ (𝑃 (𝑚))◦.

Proof. The proof is based on the induction of the number of constraints. The base step
is ensured by Lemma 8.3.

The induction step. 𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ([1,⋯𝑛], [𝑢1,⋯ , 𝑢𝑛], 𝜋) has regular points almost

everywhere and 𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ([1,⋯𝑛], [𝑢1,⋯ , 𝑢𝑛], 𝜋) can have different connected com-

ponents and for each connected component 𝑁 of 𝑑𝑁 dimensions, we have two possi-
bilities

1. The critical points of 𝑡(𝑛+1, ⋅) on 𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ([1,⋯𝑛], [𝑢1,⋯ , 𝑢𝑛], 𝜋) have a non-

empty interior. Hence 𝑡(𝑛+1, ⋅) has critical points to the entire 𝑁 . In this case,
𝑡(𝑛+1, ⋅) has dependency with [1,⋯𝑛], thus the constraint 𝑡(𝑛+1, (𝐴, 𝜋)) =
𝑢𝑛+1 is redundant. It follows, 𝑁1 = 𝑁 ∩ 𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ ([𝑛+1], [𝑢𝑛+1], 𝜋) is analytical
almost everywhere and 𝑁1 has 𝑑𝑁 dimensions.

2. The critical points of 𝑡(𝑛+1, ⋅) on 𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ([1,⋯𝑛], [𝑢1,⋯ , 𝑢𝑛], 𝜋) have an

empty interior. It follows, 𝑁1 = 𝑁 ∩ 𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ([𝑛+1], [𝑢𝑛+1], 𝜋) is analytical

almost everywhere and 𝑁1 has 𝑑𝑁 − 1 dimensions.
Hence, we conclude that 𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ ( , 𝑢, 𝜋) is analytical almost everywhere.

8.5 Non-increasing number of connected components of𝑆 (𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢)

One cornerstone of the main result is proof that there is no new connected component
in 𝑆(𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ ( , 𝑢) ⧵ 𝑆(𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢). Hence, the number of connected components of

𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢) is not increased when 𝑚 is increased to 𝑚+1. To prove this, we need two

definitions.
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Definition 8.12. Let 𝑚 ≤ 𝑚′. Let 𝑇 −(𝑚,𝑚′) be a set of the level sets of 𝑡( , ⋅) ∶
 (𝑚′,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ → ℝ| | when 𝑢 ∈ 𝑇 (𝑚)( ). More precisely,

𝑇 −(𝑚,𝑚′)( ) = {𝑥 ∈  (𝑚′,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ∣ 𝑡( , 𝑥) ∈ 𝑇 (𝑚)( )}.

Hence it is clear that 𝑡( , 𝑇 −(𝑚,𝑚′)( )) = 𝑇 (𝑚)( ) for all 𝑚 ≤ 𝑚′.

Definition 8.13 (The Aggregated Feasible Region). Let 𝑀 (𝑚)( ) ⊂ ℝ𝑛(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)+𝑚−1+| |

be the aggregated region of 𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢) defined by

𝑀 (𝑚)( ) = {(𝑥, 𝑧) ∈  (𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ×ℝ| | ∶ ∀𝑖 ∈ [| |] 𝑡(𝑖, 𝑥) − 𝑧𝑖 = 0}

Remark 8.14. Note that 𝑀 (𝑚)( ) is the graph of the marginal map, thus 𝑀 (𝑚)( ) is
connected. Hence, the regular and critical points of the marginal map are arbitrarily
close in 𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ ( , 𝑢) when 𝑢 varies in 𝑇 (𝑚)( ).

Theorem 8.15. Let  be a set of independent graphs and let 𝑢 ∈ Ω( ) and let 𝑚 ≥
𝑚0( , 𝑢). Then there is no new connected component𝑁 ⊂ 𝑆(𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ ( , 𝑢)⧵𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢).

Hence the number of connected components of 𝑆(𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢) is not higher than the

number of connected components of 𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢).

8.6 The space of critical points of 𝑓𝑠(⋅) on 𝑆 (𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢)

Recall that a point (𝐴, 𝜋) ∈ 𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢) is a critical point of 𝑓 (⋅, 𝜋) if there is 𝛽 ∈ ℝ| |

such that
∇𝑓𝑠((𝐴, 𝜋)) =

| |

∑

𝑖=1
𝛽𝑖∇𝑡(𝑖, (𝐴, 𝜋))

Here we study the critical points of all 𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢) when 𝑢 ranges over all the feasible

combinations of subgraph densities in 𝑇 (𝑚)( ). Then, the spaces of critical points are
defined by
Definition 8.16. Let  be a set of independent simple graphs. Let 𝑓𝑠(⋅) be a smooth
function defined in (8.1) and let 𝑚 be a positive integer such that 𝑛(𝑚, 𝑟, 𝑑) > | | then

𝐶𝑟(𝑚)( , 𝑓𝑠) = {((𝐴, 𝜋), 𝛽) ∈  (𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ×ℝ| | ∣ 𝑡( , (𝐴, 𝜋)) ∈ 𝑅𝑒𝑔( )

∇𝑓𝑠 −
| |

∑

𝑖=1
𝛽𝑖∇𝑡(𝑖)

|

|

|(𝐴,𝜋)
= 0}.

8.6.1 The split map on critical points of 𝑓𝑠

Here we prove that the split map 𝜃(⋅, 𝜆, 𝑘) ∶  (𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ →  (𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ preserves the critical
points of density functions 𝑓𝑠 i.e. 𝜃(𝐶𝑟(𝑚)( , 𝑓𝑠), 𝜆, 𝑘) ⊂ 𝐶𝑟(𝑚+1)( , 𝑓𝑠).
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Lemma 8.4. The split operation preserve the critical points of 𝑓𝑠 either on𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢, 𝜋∗)

or on 𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢).

1. Let (𝐴∗, 𝜋∗) ∈ 𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢) be a critical point of 𝑓𝑠. Then 𝜃((𝐴∗, 𝜋∗), 𝜆, 𝑘) is

a critical point of 𝑓𝑠 on 𝑆(𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢) with the same Lagrange multipliers for

any 𝜆 ∈ [0, 1] and 𝑘 ∈ [𝑚].

2. Let (𝐴∗, 𝜋∗) ∈ 𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢, 𝜋∗) be a critical point of 𝑓𝑠. Let 𝑐 ∈ ℝ. Let 𝑔𝜖 ∶

 (𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ → ℝ, defined by

𝑔𝑐((𝐴, 𝜋)) = 𝑐
𝑚+1
∑

𝑖𝑗=1
(𝐴𝑖𝑗 − 𝜃𝑖𝑗(𝐴∗, 0, 𝑘))2𝜋𝑖𝜋𝑗

and let 𝑓𝑐 = 𝑓𝑠+𝑔𝑐 . Recall that 𝜃(𝐴∗, 0, 𝑘) is a matrix with duplicate row/columns
at 𝑘 and 𝑘 + 1 and 𝜃𝑖𝑗(𝐴∗, 0, 𝑘) is the 𝑖𝑗 entry.

Then 𝜃((𝐴∗, 𝜋∗), 𝜆, 𝑘) is a critical point of 𝑓𝑐 on 𝑆(𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢, 𝜃(𝜋∗, 𝜆, 𝑘)) with

the same Lagrange multipliers for any 𝑐 ∈ ℝ and 𝜆 ∈ [0, 1] and 𝑘 ∈ [𝑚].

8.6.2 Smoothness of 𝐶𝑟(𝑚)( , 𝑓𝑠)

A sufficient condition to prove the split operation on critical points does not bifur-
cate into another critical point is the smoothness of 𝐶𝑟(𝑚)( , 𝑓𝑠). Hence, we prove
𝐶𝑟(𝑚)( , 𝑓𝑠) is smooth almost everywhere. Thus, the split does not bifurcate other crit-
ical points almost cases when 𝑢 ∈ 𝑇 ( ).
Theorem 8.17. The split of any critical point in 𝐶𝑟(𝑚+1)( , 𝑓𝑠) does not bifurcate into
another critical point for almost all cases when 𝑢 ∈ 𝑇 ( ) and 𝑚 ≥ 𝑚0.

8.6.3 The split map on minimal points of 𝑓𝑠
We have seen that the split map preserves the critical points of 𝑓𝑠. Here, we prove
that the split map preserves local minima of 𝑓𝑠. Let (𝐴∗, 𝜋∗) be a local minimum of
𝑓𝑠 on 𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ ( , 𝑢, 𝜋∗). From Theorem 8.11, 𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢, 𝜋∗) is smooth almost ev-

erywhere. Hence here we assume that (𝐴∗, 𝜋∗) is not necessarily a regular point in
𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢, 𝜋∗). Thus the tangent space on (𝐴∗, 𝜋∗) is not necessarily defined. Still,

it is defined the tangent cone 𝐶(𝐴∗,𝜋∗)𝑆
(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢, 𝜋∗) which generalizes the tangent

space.
First, we consider a perturbation of 𝑓𝑠 by the quadratic distance from (𝐴∗, 𝜋∗).

Definition 8.18 (Perturbation of 𝑓𝑠 at the local minimum (𝐴∗, 𝜋∗)). Let (𝐴∗, 𝜋∗) ∈
 (𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ and and 𝜖 > 0. Then 𝑓𝜖 = 𝑓𝑠 + 𝑔𝜖 where 𝑔𝜖 ∶  (𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ → ℝ is defined by

𝑔𝜖((𝐴, 𝜋)) = 𝜖
𝑚+1
∑

𝑘𝑙=1
(𝐴𝑘𝑙 − 𝐴∗

𝑘𝑙)
2𝜋𝑘𝜋𝑙.
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Note that if (𝐴∗, 𝜋∗) is a local minimum of 𝑓𝑠 on 𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢, 𝜋∗) then (𝐴∗, 𝜋∗) is

a local minimum of 𝑓𝜖 .
Recall from Theorem 2.5, if (𝐴∗, 𝜋∗) is a local minimum of 𝑓𝑠 on 𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ ( , 𝑢, 𝜋∗)
then 𝐻𝑔

(𝐴∗,𝜋∗)𝑓𝑠 is positive semidefinite on 𝐶(𝐴∗,𝜋∗)𝑆
(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢, 𝜋∗) and 𝐻𝑔

(𝐴∗,𝜋∗)𝑓𝜖 is
positive definite on 𝐶(𝐴∗,𝜋∗)𝑆

(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢, 𝜋∗).

Now we prove the following theorem that shows the preservation of local minima
of 𝑓𝜖 on 𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ ( , 𝑢) by the split map for sufficiently small 𝜆 > 0.
Thus it is clear that if 𝐶𝑟(𝑚)( , 𝑓𝑠) is smooth then 𝑡( , ⋅) ∶ 𝐶𝑟(𝑚)( , 𝑓𝑠) → ℝ| | is

a
Lemma 8.5. Let 𝑓𝜖 be a perturbed 𝑓𝑠 given in Definition 8.18. Let  be a set of inde-
pendent graphs and let 𝑢 ∈ 𝑇 ( ) and let 𝑚 ≥ 𝑚0( , 𝑢). Let (𝐴∗, 𝜋∗) ∈ 𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ ( , 𝑢)
be a local minimum of 𝑓𝜖 on 𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ ( , 𝑢). Then for a given 𝜖 > 0 and 𝑘 ∈ [𝑚] there
is a 𝜆0 > 0 such that 𝜃((𝐴∗, 𝜋∗), 𝜆0, 𝑘) is a local minimum of 𝑓𝜖 on 𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ ( , 𝑢).

The following theorem extends the conclusion of the above lemma from a 𝜆0 > 0
to 𝜆0 ∈ (0, 1).
Theorem 8.19. Let  be a set of independent graphs and let 𝑢 ∈ 𝑇 ( ) and let 𝑚 ≥
𝑚0( , 𝑢). Let (𝐴∗, 𝜋∗) ∈ 𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ ( , 𝑢) be a local minimum of 𝑓𝑠 on 𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢). Then

𝜃((𝐴∗, 𝜋∗), 𝜆, 𝑘) ∈ 𝑆(𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢) is a local minimum of 𝑓𝑠 on 𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ ( , 𝑢). for any
𝜆 ∈ [0, 1] and any 𝑘 ∈ [𝑚].

The next theorem proves that every global minimum in 𝑊 ∗(𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢, 𝑓𝑠) is the

split of a local minimum on 𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢).

Theorem 8.20. Let  be a set of independent graphs and let 𝑢 ∈ 𝑇 ( ) and let 𝑚 ≥
𝑚0( , 𝑢). For almost all cases 𝑢 ∈ 𝑇 (𝑚0)( ) ∩ Ω( ) we have

⋃

𝜆 ∈ [0, 1]
𝑘 ∈ [𝑚]

𝜃(𝑊 ∗(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢, 𝑓𝑠), 𝜆, 𝑘) = 𝑊 ∗(𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ ( , 𝑢, 𝑓𝑠).

Proof. From Theorem 8.19, the split of any local minimum of 𝑓𝑠 on 𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢) is

a local minimum on 𝑆(𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢). Hence, it is sufficient to prove that there is no

global minimum on 𝑆(𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢) different from the split of a global minimum on

𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢). Note that any local minimum can only be created by the bifurcation or

by creating a new connected component in 𝑆(𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢). From Theorem 8.17, the

split operation does not bifurcate into another critical point for all cases 𝑢 ∈ 𝑇 ( ).
There is no new connected component from Theorem 8.15, 𝑆(𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ ( , 𝑢). Hence,
we conclude that any global minimum of 𝑓𝑠 on 𝑆(𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ ( , 𝑢) is the split of a global
minimum of 𝑓𝑠 on 𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ ( , 𝑢).
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8.7 Proof of the principle of optimization of density functions

From Theorem 8.20 and by induction, we conclude𝑊 ∗(𝑚0,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢, 𝑓𝑠) ⊆ 𝑊

∗(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢, 𝑓𝑠).

To prove POD, it is necessary to prove𝑊 ∗(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢, 𝑓𝑠)⧵𝑊

∗(𝑚0,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢, 𝑓𝑠) is empty.

First, we need to prove that 𝑓𝑠 and 𝐼 are continuous functions in 𝐿1([0, 1]2) topology
Lemma 8.6.

1. Let 𝑓𝑠 ∶  (𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ → ℝ be the function defined by

𝑓𝑠(𝑊 ) =
𝑟
∑

𝑘=1
∫[0,1]𝑑𝑘

𝑓0(𝑊𝑘(𝑥1,⋯ , 𝑥𝑑𝑘 ))𝑑𝑥1⋯ 𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑘

where 𝑓0 ∶ ℝ → ℝ is smooth.. Then 𝑓𝑠 is continuous in  (𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ in𝐿1(

∏

𝑘[0, 1]𝑑𝑘 )
topology.

2. Let 𝐼 ∶  (𝑟,𝑑) → ℝ be the function defined by

𝐼(𝑊 ) =
𝑟
∑

𝑘=1
∫[0,1]𝑑𝑘

𝐼0(𝑊𝑘(𝑥1,⋯ , 𝑥𝑑𝑘 ))𝑑𝑥1⋯ 𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑘

where 𝐼0(𝑥) = 𝑥 log(𝑥)+(1−𝑥) log(1−𝑥). Then 𝐼 is continuous in𝐿1(
∏

𝑘[0, 1]𝑑𝑘 )
topology when |𝑊 | < 1.

Here, we have all the ingredients to prove POD.
Theorem 8.7. Let  be a set of independent graphs and let 𝑚 ≥ 𝑚0( , 𝑢). For almost
all cases 𝑢 ∈ 𝑇 (𝑚0)( ) ∩ Ω( ) the minima of 𝑓𝑠 on 𝑆(𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ ( , 𝑢) lies in 𝑆(𝑚0,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢).

Thus to compute a global minimum𝑊 ∗( , 𝑢, 𝑓𝑠), it is necessary to compute𝑚0( , 𝑢)
and then to compute a global minimum 𝑊 ∗ of 𝑓𝑠 on 𝑆(𝑚0( ,𝑢),𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ ( , 𝑢).

8.7.1 The case when 𝑓𝑠 is the rate function 𝐼

Note that if 𝑓𝑠 = 𝐼 , then 𝑓𝑠 is not entirely defined on ̃ (𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ but if𝐻𝑥𝐼 is continuous at

any local minimum of  (𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ , then Theorem 8.7 can be applied. The following lemma

warranties that 𝐻𝑥𝐼 is continuous at any local minimum.
Lemma 8.7. Let  be a set of independent graphs and let 𝑢 ∈ Ω( ) and let 𝑚 ≥
𝑚0( , 𝑢). Then every local minimum of 𝐼 in 𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)( , 𝑢) is in 𝑆(𝑚)

(0,1)( , 𝑢).

Finally, we prove the computability of 𝑊 ∗(𝑟,𝑑)( , 𝑢).
Theorem 8.21. Let  be a set of independent graphs, then every global minimum of 𝐼
on 𝑆(𝑟,𝑑)( , 𝑢) is a 𝑚0( , 𝑢) step function for all almost cases when 𝑚 ≥ 𝑚0( , 𝑢) and
𝑢 ∈ Ω( ).

Proof. From Lemma 8.7, every local minimum 𝑊 ∗( , 𝑢, 𝐼) is in 𝑆(𝑚0)
(0,1)( , 𝑢); hence 𝐼

is a smooth function at any local minimum. Locally, 𝐼 is a function defined on  (𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ .

Thus, the conditions to apply Theorem 8.7 hold.

26



9 Concluding Remarks and Open Problems
That𝑊 ∗(𝑟,𝑑)( , 𝑢) is a step function means that the most typical infinite and undirected
networks have infinitely many redundancies. The existence of infinitely many redun-
dancies is not new in complex networks. Bianconi et al. in [2] have shown the existence
of Bose-Condensate on infinite networks using other assumptions. These redundancies
can be seen as “ data patterns” inside of these types of networks.

These redundancies can also be seen as a partition of individuals (vertices) where
each part represents a type of individual. This conclusion could answer the question:
Why, if we are free to make our own decisions, do we have a similar lifestyle to our
neighbors and friends? On one side, the entropic forces can be seen as forces to increase
our possibilities of expression. In other words, entropic forces are forces pursuing in-
dividual freedom. On the other hand, we have to follow or respect our socioeconomic
constraints. Therefore, we have to be aligned to one type of lifestyle to maximize free-
dom and, at the same time, satisfy socioeconomic constraints.

This work opens some problems.

9.1 Computational complexity to find a 𝑊 ∗(𝑟,𝑑)( , 𝑢)
For Statistical Relational Learning (𝑆𝐿𝑅), this a natural problem because the complex-
ity to compute 𝑡(,𝑊 ∗(𝑟,𝑑)( , 𝑢)) is𝑂(𝑚0( , 𝑢)|𝐸()|)) and 𝑆𝐿𝑅 is interested in having
probabilistic inference methods with polynomial computational complexity.

Radin et al. [22] found the solution 𝑊 ∗(1,2)([ , ], [𝜌, 𝜏]) when 0 < 𝜌 < 0.5 and
0 < 𝜏 < 𝜌3 has a closed form given by

𝑊 ∗(1,2)( , 𝑢, 𝐼)(𝑥, 𝑦) =

{

𝜌 − 𝑧 𝑥, 𝑦 < 1∕2 or 𝑥, 𝑦 > 1∕2
𝜌 + 𝑧 𝑥 < 1

2 < 𝑦 or 𝑦 < 1
2 < 𝑥,

(9.1)

and there is only one global optimum. Hence, the computational complexity to ob-
tain𝑊 ∗(𝑟,𝑑)( , 𝑢) is polynomial. Still, there can be other combinations of ( , 𝑢), which
might be several global/local minima. Hence, the computation might be an NP-complete
problem. Thus it is an open problem to understand when ( , 𝑢) yields𝑊 ∗(𝑟,𝑑)( , 𝑢) ob-
tained with polynomial complexity.

We conjecture that a sufficient condition to compute 𝑊 ∗(𝑟,𝑑)( , 𝑢) in a polynomial
time is 𝑊 ∗(𝑟,𝑑)( , 𝑢) is only one global/local minimum since it is possible to devise a
gradient descent algorithm that improves every step of an initial solution until the end
of 𝑊 ∗(𝑟,𝑑)( , 𝑢).

9.2 Uniqueness of 𝑊 ∗(𝑟,𝑑)( , 𝑢)
The uniqueness problem of 𝑊 ∗(𝑟,𝑑)( , 𝑢) is not easy and is directly related to finite
forcible graphons. A graphon 𝑊 is finite forcible [18] if there is a finite number of
subgraph densities constraints of simple graphs ( , 𝑢) such that 𝑊 is uniquely deter-
mined by ( , 𝑢). For our problem, ( , 𝑢) is finite forcible if 𝑊 ∗(𝑟,𝑑)( , 𝑢) is unique.
Lovász conjectured that Finite Forcibility is true, but recently, Grzesik et al. in [7] have
shown that the extremal solutions of 𝑡(𝐹 , ⋅) or 𝐼(⋅) on 𝑆(𝑟,𝑑)( , 𝑢) are not necessarily
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unique thus Finite Forcibility is false. Hence, it is an open problem to show for which
combination of ( , 𝑢), 𝑊 ∗(𝑟,𝑑)( , 𝑢) is unique.

9.3 Learning of implicit constraints of big networks
In the current literature, there are methods to estimate a Stochastic Block Model 𝑊
from a graph 𝐺 such that 𝔾(𝑛,𝑊 ) is sufficiently closed to 𝐺, and 𝑛 is the number of
nodes of 𝐺. Examples of these methods are given in [23], [6] and [14].

These methods allow learning implicit constraints ( , 𝑢) of an observed network𝐺.
The idea is to assume that 𝐺 is the most typical random graph from 𝔾(𝑛,𝑊 ∗(𝑟,𝑑)( , 𝑢))
where ( , 𝑢) is unknown.

Let 𝑊 (𝐺) be a Stochastic Block Model (step function) estimated from 𝐺. Hence,
we assume 𝑊 (𝐺) = 𝑊 ∗(𝑟,𝑑)( , 𝑢); hence, 𝑊 (𝐺) is a critical point. Thus there is
𝛽 ∈ ℝ| | such that

∇𝐼(𝑊 (𝐺)) =
| |

∑

𝑖=1
𝛽𝑖∇𝑡(𝑖,𝑊 (𝐺))

for some unknown  . Hence given  , the problem to find 𝛽 becomes a linear regression
problem, i.e.

min
𝛽

‖∇𝐼(𝑊 (𝐺)) −
| |

∑

𝑖=1
𝛽𝑖∇𝑡(𝑖,𝑊 (𝐺))‖2. (9.2)

Thus to find the constraints ( , 𝑢) is equivalent to find the best set of variables {∇𝑡(𝑖, .)}from the infinite set of simple graphs  such that

‖∇𝐼(𝑊 (𝐺)) −
| |

∑

𝑖=1
𝛽𝑖∇𝑡(𝑖,𝑊 (𝐺))‖2 < 𝜖 and ‖𝑊 (𝐺) −𝑊 ∗( , 𝑢)‖1 < 𝜖

where 𝜖 is a given error and 𝑡( ,𝑊 (𝐺)) = 𝑢. Thus, the problem is given an 𝜖 > 0
combinatorial search of a finite subset  of , the set of all simple and finite graphs.
This problem can seen as an unbounded version of subset selection in logistic regression
[20].
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Proofs
Theorem 4.3. Let (𝐴, 𝜋) ∈  (𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ and let 𝑜𝑟𝑏((𝑖1, 𝑖2,⋯ 𝑖𝑑𝑘 )) by the orbit of 𝐴𝑖1,⋯,𝑖𝑑𝑘
the actions of Σ𝑑𝑘 . Then the first partial derivative of 𝑡(𝐹 , (𝐴, 𝜋)) are

𝜕𝑡(𝐹 )
𝜕𝐴𝑖1,⋯,𝑖𝑑𝑘 ,𝑘

= 𝜋𝑖1 ⋯𝜋𝑖𝑑𝑘
∑

(𝑗1,⋯,𝑗𝑑𝑘 )∈𝑜𝑟𝑏((𝑖1⋯𝑖𝑑𝑘 ))
𝑡𝑗1⋯𝑗𝑑𝑘 (𝜕

∙(∙⋯∙)
𝑘 𝐹 , (𝐴, 𝜋)) (4.3)

and
𝜕𝑡(𝐹 , (𝐴, 𝜋))

𝜕𝜋𝑖
= 𝑡𝑖(𝜕∙𝐹 , (𝐴, 𝜋)). (4.4)

Proof. In the next lines, we abbreviate 𝑡(𝐹 , (𝐴, 𝜋)) as 𝑡(𝐹 ). For the first partial deriva-
tive, we compute

𝜕𝑡(𝐹 )
𝜕𝐴𝑖1,⋯,𝑖𝑑𝑘 ,𝑘

=
𝑚
∑

𝑥1,⋯,𝑥|𝐹 |=1

𝜕
𝜕𝐴𝑖1⋯𝑖𝑑𝑘 ,𝑘

⎧

⎪

⎨

⎪

⎩

∏

(𝑠1,⋯,𝑠𝑑𝑗 )∈𝐸(𝐹 )
𝐴𝑥𝑠1⋯𝑥𝑠𝑑𝑗 ,𝑗

⎫

⎪

⎬

⎪

⎭

∏

𝑠∈𝑉 (𝐹 )
𝜋𝑥𝑠

=
𝑚
∑

𝑥1,⋯,𝑥|𝐹 |=1

⎧

⎪

⎨

⎪

⎩

∑

(𝑎1⋯𝑎𝑑𝑢 )∈𝐸(𝐹 )

𝜕𝐴𝑥𝑎1⋯𝑥𝑎𝑑𝑢 ,𝑢
𝜕𝐴𝑖1⋯𝑖𝑑𝑘 ,𝑘

∏

(𝑠1⋯𝑠𝑑𝑗 )∈𝐸(𝐹
(𝑎1⋯𝑎𝑑𝑢 ))

𝐴𝑥𝑠1⋯𝑥𝑠𝑑𝑗 ,𝑗

⎫

⎪

⎬

⎪

⎭

∏

𝑠∈𝑉 (𝐹 )
𝜋𝑥𝑠
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By plugging (4.1.2) into the above formula, we have

𝜕𝑡(𝐹 )
𝜕𝐴𝑖1,⋯,𝑖𝑑𝑘 ,𝑘

=
𝑚
∑

𝑥1,⋯,𝑥|𝐹 |=1

⎧

⎪

⎨

⎪

⎩

∑

(𝑎1⋯𝑎𝑑𝑢 )∈𝐸(𝐹 )
𝛿𝑢,𝑘𝛿{𝑥𝑎1⋯𝑥𝑎𝑑𝑢 },{𝑖1⋯𝑖𝑑𝑘}

∏

(𝑠1⋯𝑠𝑑𝑗 )∈𝐸(𝐹
(𝑎1⋯𝑎𝑑𝑢 ))

𝐴𝑥𝑠1⋯𝑥𝑠𝑑𝑗 ,𝑗

⎫

⎪

⎬

⎪

⎭

∏

𝑠∈𝑉 (𝐹 )
𝜋𝑥𝑠

Then
𝜕𝑡(𝐹 )

𝜕𝐴𝑖1,⋯,𝑖𝑑𝑘 ,𝑘
=

∑

(𝑎1⋯𝑎𝑑𝑘 )∈𝐸𝑘(𝐹 )

𝑚
∑

𝑥1,⋯,𝑥|𝐹 |=1
𝛿{𝑥𝑎1⋯𝑥𝑎𝑑𝑘 },{𝑖1⋯𝑖𝑑𝑘}

∏

(𝑠1⋯𝑠𝑑𝑗 )∈𝐸(𝐹
(𝑎1⋯𝑎𝑑𝑘 ))

𝐴𝑥𝑠1⋯𝑥𝑠𝑑𝑗 ,𝑗
∏

𝑠∈𝑉 (𝐹 )
𝜋𝑥𝑠

Note that 𝛿{𝑥𝑎1⋯𝑥𝑎𝑑𝑘 },{𝑖1⋯𝑖𝑑𝑘} is 1 only in orbit of 𝐴𝑖1⋯𝑖𝑑𝑘 by the actions of Σ𝑑𝑘 . Let
𝑜𝑟𝑏((𝑖1, 𝑖2,⋯ 𝑖𝑑𝑘 )) be orbits of 𝐴𝑖1⋯𝑖𝑑𝑘 by the actions of Σ𝑑𝑘 then

𝜕𝑡(𝐹 )
𝜕𝐴𝑖1,⋯,𝑖𝑑𝑘 ,𝑘

=
∑

(𝑎1⋯𝑎𝑑𝑘 )∈𝐸𝑘(𝐹 )

𝑚
∑

𝑥1,⋯,𝑥|𝐹 |−𝑑𝑘=1

∑

(𝑗1,⋯,𝑗𝑑𝑘 )∈𝑜𝑟𝑏((𝑖1⋯𝑖𝑑𝑘 ))
𝛿{𝑥𝑎1⋯𝑥𝑎𝑑𝑘 },{𝑖1⋯𝑖𝑑𝑘}

∏

(𝑠1⋯𝑠𝑑𝑗 )∈𝐸(𝐹
(𝑎1⋯𝑎𝑑𝑘 ))

𝐴𝑥𝑠1⋯𝑥𝑠𝑑𝑗 ,𝑗
∏

𝑠∈𝑉 (𝐹 )
𝜋𝑥𝑠

Hence
𝜕𝑡(𝐹 )

𝜕𝐴𝑖1,⋯,𝑖𝑑𝑘 ,𝑘
= 𝜋𝑖1 ⋯𝜋𝑖𝑑𝑘

∑

(𝑗1,⋯,𝑗𝑑𝑘 )∈𝑜𝑟𝑏((𝑖1⋯𝑖𝑑𝑘 ))

∑

(𝑎1⋯𝑎𝑑𝑘 )∈𝐸𝑘(𝐹 )

𝑚
∑

𝑥1,⋯,𝑥|𝐹 |−𝑑𝑘=1

∏

(𝑠1⋯𝑠𝑑𝑗 )∈𝐸(𝐹
(𝑎1⋯𝑎𝑑𝑘 ))

𝐴𝑥𝑠1⋯𝑥𝑠𝑑𝑗 ,𝑗
∏

𝑠∈𝑉 (𝐹 )
𝜋𝑥𝑠

Thus
𝜕𝑡(𝐹 )

𝜕𝐴𝑖1,⋯,𝑖𝑑𝑘 ,𝑘
= 𝜋𝑖1 ⋯𝜋𝑖𝑑𝑘

∑

(𝑗1,⋯,𝑗𝑑𝑘 )∈𝑜𝑟𝑏((𝑖1⋯𝑖𝑑𝑘 ))
𝑡𝑗1⋯𝑗𝑑𝑘 (𝜕

∙(𝑎1⋯𝑎𝑑𝑘 ), (𝐴, 𝜋))
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and
𝜕𝑡(𝐹 )
𝜕𝜋𝑖

=
𝑚
∑

𝑥1,⋯,𝑥|𝐹 |=1

∏

(𝑠𝑡)∈𝐸(𝐹 )
𝐴𝑥𝑠𝑥𝑡

𝜕
𝜕𝜋𝑖

(

∏

𝑠∈𝑉 (𝐹 )
𝜋𝑥𝑠

)

=
𝑚
∑

𝑥1,⋯,𝑥|𝐹 |=1

∏

(𝑠𝑡)∈𝐸(𝐹 )
𝐴𝑥𝑠𝑥𝑡

∑

𝑎∈𝑉 (𝐹 )

𝜕𝜋𝑥𝑎
𝜕𝜋𝑖

∏

𝑠∈𝑉 (𝐹 )⧵{𝑎}
𝜋𝑥𝑠

=
∑

𝑎∈𝑉 (𝐹 )
𝑡𝑖(𝐹 ∙𝑎, (𝐴, 𝜋))

= 𝑡𝑖(𝜕∙𝐹 , (𝐴, 𝜋)).

Lemma 8.1. The following statements are equivalent.

1.  is a set of independent graphs and 𝑛(𝑚, 𝑟, 𝑑) ≥ | |.

2. 𝑇 (𝑚)( , 𝜋) has a non-empty interior for all 𝜋 ∈ (𝑃 (𝑚))◦.

3. 𝑡( , 𝑈 ) has a non-empty interior for any non-empty open set 𝑈 ⊂ (𝑚,𝑟,𝑑).

Proof. (1) ⟹ (2). Let 𝜋′ ∈ (𝑃 (𝑚))◦ be the partition vector such that 𝐽(𝐴′,𝜋′)( ) for
some 𝐴′.

It is sufficient to prove that for any in 𝜋 ∈ (𝑃 (𝑚))◦, there is 𝐴 ∈ ℝ(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
𝑆 such that

(𝐴, 𝜋) is a regular point of the marginal map 𝑡( , ⋅) restricted to  (𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)(𝜋).
Let

[

[𝑧𝑖1⋯𝑖𝑑1 ]
𝑚
𝑖1⋯𝑖𝑑1=1

⋯ [𝑧𝑖1⋯𝑖𝑑𝑟 ]
𝑚
𝑖1⋯𝑖𝑑𝑟=1

]

and [𝑦𝑖]𝑚𝑖=1 be symmetric arrays of real
variables whose domain ranges  (𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ . Recall formula (4.3)

𝜕𝑡(𝐹 )
𝜕𝐴𝑖1,⋯,𝑖𝑑𝑘 ,𝑘

= 𝜋𝑖1 ⋯𝜋𝑖𝑑𝑘
∑

(𝑗1,⋯,𝑗𝑑𝑘 )∈𝑜𝑟𝑏((𝑖1⋯𝑖𝑑𝑘 ))
𝑡𝑗1⋯𝑗𝑑𝑘 (𝜕

∙(𝑎1⋯𝑎𝑑𝑘 ), (𝐴, 𝜋)),

Let 𝑟(𝑧, 𝑦) = 𝜕𝑡(𝐹 ,(𝐴,𝜋))
𝜕𝐴𝑖,𝑗

|𝐴=𝑧,𝜋=𝑦. We observe that 𝑟(𝑧, 𝑦) is a homogeneous polynomial
of grade |𝑉 (𝐹 )| + |𝐸(𝐹 )| − 1 on variables 𝑧 and 𝑦.

Let 𝐺(𝐴, 𝜋) = 𝐽(𝐴,𝜋)( )⊤𝐽(𝐴,𝜋)( ) be the gramian matrix of the Jacobian matrix of
marginal map 𝑡( , ⋅) ∶  (𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)(𝜋(𝑚)) → ℝ| |. Recall also that 𝐺(𝐴, 𝜋) is square and
𝐺(𝐴, 𝜋) is full rank iff 𝐽(𝐴,𝜋)( ) is full rank.

Let 𝑄(𝑧, 𝑦) = 𝑑𝑒𝑡(𝐺(𝐴, 𝜋)|𝐴=𝑧,𝜋=𝑦). Hence 𝑄(𝑧, 𝑦) is a homogeneous polynomial
of grade (|𝑉 (𝐹 )| + |𝐸(𝐹 )| − 1)2| | on variables 𝑧 and 𝑦. Note that every monomial
𝑞(𝑧, 𝑦) of 𝑄(𝑧, 𝑦) is equal to 𝑟(𝑦)𝑠(𝑧) where 𝑟 and 𝑠 are homogeneous polynomials as
well.

Since  is a set of independent graphs, 𝑄(𝑧, 𝜋′) is a non-zero polynomial. Hence
we can obtain another polynomial𝑄(𝑧, 𝜋) from𝑄(𝑧, 𝜋′) by substituting each monomial
𝑞(𝑧, 𝜋′) = 𝑟(𝜋′)𝑠(𝑧) of 𝑄(𝑧, 𝜋′) by 𝑞(𝑧, 𝜋) = 𝑟(𝜋)𝑠(𝑧). Since 𝜋 ∈ (𝑃 (𝑚))◦, 𝑟(𝜋) of each
monomial 𝑞(𝑧, 𝜋) is non zero. Hence, 𝑄(𝑧, 𝜋) is a non-zero polynomial. Therefore
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there is 𝐴 ∈ ℝ(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
𝑆 such that 𝑄(𝐴, 𝜋) ≠ 0. It follows that (𝐴, 𝜋) is regular point of the

marginal map 𝑡( , ⋅) restricted to  (𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)(𝜋).
(2) ⟹ (3). Since 𝑇 (𝑚)( , 𝜋) has a non empty interior in ℝ| |, 𝐽𝑥( ) is full rank

almost everywhere in  (𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)(𝜋) due to Sard’s theorem and the analyticity of 𝑡( , ⋅).
Then 𝐽𝑥( ) is full rank almost everywhere in  (𝑚,𝑟,𝑑). Hence, for any non-empty open
set 𝑈 ⊂ (𝑚,𝑟,𝑑), 𝑡( , 𝑈 ) has a non-empty interior.

(3) ⟹ (1). Now we assume that 𝑇 (𝑚)( , 𝜋) has a non-empty interior for some
𝜋 ∈ 𝑃 (𝑚). Hence, from Sard’s theorem, the regular values of the marginal map 𝑡( , ⋅)
are dense in 𝑇 (𝑚)( , 𝜋). Hence there is a regular point (𝐴, 𝜋) ∈  (𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)(𝜋) of 𝑡( , ⋅).
This implies that  has independent graphs.

Lemma 8.2. Let 𝐹 be a simple graph. Then

⟨(𝐴, 𝜋),∇𝑡(𝐹 , (𝐴, 𝜋)⟩ = |𝐸(𝐹 )|𝑡(𝐹 , (𝐴, 𝜋))

any (𝐴, 𝜋) and |𝐸(𝐹 )| is the number of edges in 𝐹 .

Proof. From the partial derivative formula given on (4.3), we have
⟨(𝐴, 𝜋),∇𝑡(𝐹 , (𝐴, 𝜋)⟩
=
∑

𝑘

∑

𝑖1≤⋯𝑖𝑘

𝜋𝑖1 ⋯𝜋𝑖𝑑𝑘𝐴𝑖1⋯𝑖𝑑𝑘 ,𝑘
∑

(𝑗1,⋯,𝑗𝑑𝑘 )∈𝑜𝑟𝑏((𝑖1⋯𝑖𝑑𝑘 ))

𝑡𝑗1⋯𝑗𝑑𝑘 (𝜕
(∙⋯∙)
𝑘 𝐹 , (𝐴, 𝜋))

=
∑

𝑘

∑

(𝑎1⋯𝑎𝑑𝑘 )∈𝐸𝑘(𝐹 )

∑

𝑖1≤⋯≤𝑖𝑘

𝜋𝑖1 ⋯𝜋𝑖𝑑𝑘𝐴𝑖1⋯𝑖𝑑𝑘 ,𝑘

𝑡𝑗1⋯𝑗𝑑𝑘 (𝐹
∙(𝑎1⋯𝑎𝑑𝑘 ), (𝐴, 𝜋))

=
∑

𝑘

∑

(𝑎1⋯𝑎𝑑𝑘 )∈𝐸𝑘(𝐹 )

𝑚
∑

𝑖1⋯𝑖𝑘=1
𝑡𝑗1⋯𝑗𝑑𝑘 (𝐹

∙𝑎1,⋯,𝑎𝑑𝑘 , (𝐴, 𝜋))𝜋𝑖1 ⋯𝜋𝑖𝑑𝑘

=
∑

𝑘

∑

(𝑎1⋯𝑎𝑑𝑘 )∈𝐸𝑘(𝐹 )
𝑡(𝐹 ,(𝐴, 𝜋)) = |𝐸(𝐹 )|𝑡(𝐴, 𝜋))

Lemma 8.3. Let 𝐹 =
∑

𝑘 𝑎𝑘𝐹𝑘 be a quantum graph. If 𝑢 ≠ 0 and 𝜋 ∈ (𝑃 (𝑚))◦ then
𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ([ , [𝑢], 𝜋) is smooth almost everywhere.

Proof. From Lemma 8.2, we have
⟨(𝐴, 𝜋),∇𝑡(

∑

𝑘
𝑎𝑘𝑘, (𝐴, 𝜋)⟩ =

∑

𝑘
𝑒𝑘𝑎1𝑘𝑡(𝑘, (𝐴, 𝜋))

where 𝑒𝑘 = |𝐸(𝐹𝑘)|. To prove 𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ([ , [𝑢], 𝜋) is smooth almost everywhere, it is

sufficient to prove that there is a (𝐴, 𝜋) ∈  (𝑚,𝑟,𝑑) such that they satisfy the following
conditions

∑

𝑘
𝑎𝑘𝑡(𝑘, (𝐴, 𝜋)) =

∑

𝑘
𝑎𝑘𝑡(𝑘, (𝐴, 𝜋)) = 𝑢. (9.3)
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and
⟨(𝐴, 𝜋),∇𝑡(

∑

𝑘
𝑎𝑘𝑘, (𝐴, 𝜋)⟩ =

∑

𝑘
𝑒𝑘𝑎𝑘𝑡(𝑘, (𝐴, 𝜋)) ≠ 0 (9.4)

Let 𝑐(𝐹 ) = {𝐹1,⋯ , 𝐹𝑛} be the constituents of the quantum graph 𝐹 . Note that if we
consider each (𝑘, (𝐴, 𝜋)) as a variable 𝑧𝑘 then the constraints (9.4) and (9.3) become a
hyperplane and hyperplane complement in ℝ|𝑐(𝐹 )| i.e. ∑𝑘 𝑎𝑘𝑧𝑘 = 𝑢 and ∑

𝑘 𝑎𝑘𝑒𝑘𝑧𝑘 ≠
0. Since 𝑢 ≠ 0, the hyperplane is not contained in the hyperplane complement. Hence
we can find step functions (𝐴, 𝜋) ∈  (𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ satisfying (9.4) and (9.3).

Theorem 8.15. Let  be a set of independent graphs and let 𝑢 ∈ Ω( ) and let 𝑚 ≥
𝑚0( , 𝑢). Then there is no new connected component𝑁 ⊂ 𝑆(𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ ( , 𝑢)⧵𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢).

Hence the number of connected components of 𝑆(𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢) is not higher than the

number of connected components of 𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢).

Proof. Note that
𝑆(𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢) =

⋃

𝜋 ∈ 𝑃 (𝑚)
𝜆 ∈ [0, 1]

𝑆(𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢, 𝜃(𝜋, 𝜆, 𝑘)).

Hence it is sufficient to prove that if 𝜆 ∈ (0, 1), then the number of connected compo-
nents of 𝑆(𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ ( , 𝑢, 𝜃(𝜋, 𝜆, 𝑘)) is not higher than the number of connected compo-
nents of 𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ ( , 𝑢, 𝜃(𝜋, 0, 𝑚)). By contradiction. There is a new connected compo-
nent, say

𝑁1 ⊂ 𝑆
(𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢, 𝜃(𝜋, 𝜆1, 𝑚)).

The existence of 𝑁1 is due to the new connected component 𝑁 ⊂ 𝑆(𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢) ⧵

𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢) containing 𝑁1, otherwise 𝑁1 is not a new connected component. Let

𝜆∗ = inf{𝜆 ∶ 𝑁 ∩ 𝑆(𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢, 𝜃(𝜋, 𝜆, 𝑚))) ≠ ∅}.

If 𝜆∗ = 0 then there is 𝑥 ∈ 𝑁 arbitrary close to 𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢) ⊂ 𝑇 −(𝑚0,𝑚). Hence

there is a sequence {𝑥𝑛}∞𝑛=1 ⊂ 𝑁 ⊂ 𝑇 −(𝑚0,𝑚+1)( ) ⧵𝑇 −(𝑚0,𝑚)( ) such that 𝑡( , 𝑥𝑛) = 𝑢
for all 𝑛 > 0 and the distance to 𝑇 −(𝑚0,𝑚)( ) converges to zero i.e. 𝑑(𝑥𝑛, 𝑇 −(𝑚0,𝑚)( )) →
0 as 𝑛 → ∞. Hence we conclude that 𝑢 ∈ 𝜕𝑇 (𝑚)( ) which is a contradiction since
𝑢 ∈ 𝑇 (𝑚0)( )◦ ⊂ 𝑇 (𝑚)( )◦. Thus 𝜆∗ > 0.

First we assume 𝑢 ∈ Reg(𝑚)( ). Let (𝐴, 𝜃(𝜋, 𝜆∗, 𝑚)) ∈ 𝑁∩𝑆(𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢, 𝜃(𝜋, 𝜆∗, 𝑚)).

Since 𝑢 ∈ 𝑅𝑒𝑔( ), 𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢) is a smooth manifold of 𝑛(𝑚, 𝑟, 𝑑) + 𝑚 − 1 − | | di-

mensions.
Let 𝑈 ⊂ 𝑁 be an open neighborhood of (𝐴, 𝜃(𝜋, 𝜆∗, 𝑚)) in 𝑆(𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ ( , 𝑢). More-
over note that 𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ ( , 𝑢, 𝜋) ∩ 𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢, 𝜋′) = ∅ if 𝜋 ≠ 𝜋′ and

𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢) =

⨆

𝜋∈𝑃 (𝑚)

𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢, 𝜋).
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Let 𝐸𝑥𝑝−1𝑥 ∶ 𝑈 → 𝑇𝑥𝑆
(𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢) be the inverse of exponential map (see Eq. ( 2.2))

defined on a neighborhood of 𝑈 of 𝑥. From Theorem 8.11, 𝑆(𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢, 𝜃(𝜋, 𝜆∗, 𝑚))

is smooth almost everywhere, but with non-uniform dimension, each connected com-
ponent could have a different dimension.

If 𝑥 = (𝐴, 𝜃(𝜋, 𝜆∗, 𝑚)) is a regular point of 𝑆(𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢, 𝜃(𝜋, 𝜆∗, 𝑚)) at the con-

nected component 𝐶 ⊂ 𝑆(𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢, 𝜃(𝜋, 𝜆∗, 𝑚)) which has 𝑛1 dimensions and 𝑛1 ≥

𝑛(𝑚 + 1, 𝑟, 𝑑) − | | then
𝑇𝑥𝐶 ⊆ 𝑇𝑥𝑆

(𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢).

Recall that𝑆(𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢) has 𝑛(𝑚+1, 𝑟, 𝑑)+𝑚−| | dimensions. Let𝑂𝑥 be the orthog-

onal complement of 𝑇𝑥𝐶 in 𝑇𝑥𝑆(𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢). Let 𝑈1 ⊂ 𝑂𝑥 be an open neighborhood

of 0. Note that 𝑂𝑥 has 𝑛2 = 𝑛(𝑚 + 1, 𝑟, 𝑑) − | | − 𝑛1 dimensions and 𝑛2 ∈ [𝑚]. It fol-
lows that only 𝑛2 vectors in 𝑇𝑥𝑆(𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ ( , 𝑢) can vary the parameters of the partition
vectors5 𝜋′ ∈ 𝑃 (𝑚+1) of the step functions in 𝑆(𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ ( , 𝑢) through the exponential
map 𝐸𝑥𝑝𝑥 ∶ 𝑉 → 𝑈 where 𝑉 ⊂ 𝑇𝑥𝑆

(𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢) is a neighborhood of 0.

If 𝑛2 = 0 then 𝑇𝑥𝐶 = 𝑇𝑥𝑆
(𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢). It follows that 𝑈 = 𝑈 ∩ 𝐶 and since

𝑆(𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢) and 𝐶 are analytical manifolds then 𝑁 = 𝐶 . If dimension of 𝐶 is

higher than 𝑛(𝑚 + 1, 𝑟, 𝑑) − | | then there are at most | | − 1 active constraints but
on 𝑆(𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ ( , 𝑢) there are | | active constraints. This a contradiction. Thus, 𝑛2 is at
least equal to 1.

In the worst case when 𝑛2 = 1, only one parameter in 𝑃 (𝑚+1) can be varied by the
vectors in 𝑂𝑥 ⊂ 𝑇𝑥𝑆(𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ ( , 𝑢).
Recall that every (𝐴′, 𝜋′) ∈ 𝑆(𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ ( , 𝑢) is invariant under permutations of𝑚+1
row/columns. Hence, we have the freedom to choose which coordinates of the par-
tition vectors are varied by vectors in 𝑂𝑥. Let’s assume the vectors in 𝑂𝑥 vary the
𝑚-coordinate of 𝑃 (𝑚+1). Hence these vectors in 𝑂𝑥 correspond to the variation of pa-
rameter 𝜆 in (𝐴, 𝜃(𝜋, 𝜆, 𝑚)). Hence we conclude that 𝑈 can contain step functions with
partition vectors of the form (𝐴′, 𝜃(𝜋, 𝜆3, 𝑚)) ∈ 𝑈 where 𝜆3 < 𝜆∗.

If 𝑥 = (𝐴, 𝜃(𝜋, 𝜆∗, 𝑚)) is a singular point of 𝑆(𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢, 𝜃(𝜋, 𝜆∗, 𝑚)) and since

𝑆(𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢, 𝜃(𝜋, 𝜆∗, 𝑚)) is smooth almost everywhere then there is a regular point
𝑧 ∈ 𝑆(𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ ( , 𝑢, 𝜃(𝜋, 𝜆∗, 𝑚)) arbitrary close to 𝑥. Hence we apply the arguments
for the case 𝑥 = (𝐴, 𝜃(𝜋, 𝜆∗, 𝑚)) and conclude 𝐸𝑥𝑝𝑥(𝑈 ) contains step functions with
partition vectors of the form (𝐴′, 𝜃(𝜋, 𝜆3, 𝑚)) ∈ 𝑈 where 𝜆3 < 𝜆∗.

Both cases contradict that 𝜆∗ is the infimum of 𝜆 such that
𝑁 ∩ 𝑆(𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ ( , 𝑢, 𝜃(𝜋, 𝜆, 𝑚)) ≠ ∅.

Now we assume 𝑢 ∈ Cri(𝑚)( ).
From Remark 8.14, there are arbitrary close regular points 𝑢′ to 𝑢 such that the

points of 𝑆(𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢′) are arbitrary close to points of 𝑆(𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ ( , 𝑢). For the feasi-
ble region 𝑆(𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ ( , 𝑢′) there is no new connected component in 𝑆(𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢′) ⧵

5The number of parameters of partition vectors in 𝑃 (𝑚) is 𝑚 − 1 since ∑

𝑖 𝜋𝑖 = 1.
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𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢′) . Hence, we conclude that 𝑆(𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ ( , 𝑢) has no new connected com-
ponent.

Lemma 8.4. The split operation preserve the critical points of 𝑓𝑠 either on𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢, 𝜋∗)

or on 𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢).

1. Let (𝐴∗, 𝜋∗) ∈ 𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢) be a critical point of 𝑓𝑠. Then 𝜃((𝐴∗, 𝜋∗), 𝜆, 𝑘) is

a critical point of 𝑓𝑠 on 𝑆(𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢) with the same Lagrange multipliers for

any 𝜆 ∈ [0, 1] and 𝑘 ∈ [𝑚].

2. Let (𝐴∗, 𝜋∗) ∈ 𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢, 𝜋∗) be a critical point of 𝑓𝑠. Let 𝑐 ∈ ℝ. Let 𝑔𝜖 ∶

 (𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ → ℝ, defined by

𝑔𝑐((𝐴, 𝜋)) = 𝑐
𝑚+1
∑

𝑖𝑗=1
(𝐴𝑖𝑗 − 𝜃𝑖𝑗(𝐴∗, 0, 𝑘))2𝜋𝑖𝜋𝑗

and let 𝑓𝑐 = 𝑓𝑠+𝑔𝑐 . Recall that 𝜃(𝐴∗, 0, 𝑘) is a matrix with duplicate row/columns
at 𝑘 and 𝑘 + 1 and 𝜃𝑖𝑗(𝐴∗, 0, 𝑘) is the 𝑖𝑗 entry.

Then 𝜃((𝐴∗, 𝜋∗), 𝜆, 𝑘) is a critical point of 𝑓𝑐 on 𝑆(𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢, 𝜃(𝜋∗, 𝜆, 𝑘)) with

the same Lagrange multipliers for any 𝑐 ∈ ℝ and 𝜆 ∈ [0, 1] and 𝑘 ∈ [𝑚].

Proof. In the first case. Without loss generalization, we assume that 𝑘 = 𝑚. It is
sufficient to prove that 𝜃((𝐴∗, 𝜋), 𝜆, 𝑚) is a critical point when if (𝐴∗, 𝜋∗) is critical.

Recall the formulas to compute the first partial derivative from Theorem 4.3 we
have,

𝜕𝑡(𝐹 )
𝜕𝐴𝑖1,⋯,𝑖𝑑𝑘 ,𝑘

= 𝜋𝑖1 ⋯𝜋𝑖𝑑𝑘
∑

(𝑗1,⋯,𝑗𝑑𝑘 )∈𝑜𝑟𝑏((𝑖1⋯𝑖𝑑𝑘 ))
𝑡𝑗1⋯𝑗𝑑𝑘 (𝜕

(∙⋯∙)
𝑘 𝐹 , (𝐴, 𝜋))

and by taking the partial derivatives for (8.1), we have
𝜕𝑓𝑠((𝐴, 𝜋))
𝜕𝐴𝑖1,⋯𝑖𝑑𝑘 ,𝑘

= 𝜋1⋯𝜋𝑑𝑘𝑓
′
0(𝐴𝑖1⋯𝑖𝑑𝑘 )

Hence the constraint
𝜕𝑓𝑠((𝐴, 𝜋))
𝜕𝐴𝑖1⋯𝑖𝑑𝑘 ,𝑘

=
∑

𝑠
𝛽𝑠
𝜕𝑡(𝑠, (𝐴, 𝜋))
𝜕𝐴𝑖1⋯𝑖𝑑𝑘 , 𝑘

is reduced to
𝑓 ′
0(𝐴𝑖1⋯𝑖𝑑𝑘 ,𝑘) =

∑

𝑠
𝛽𝑠

∑

(𝑗1,⋯,𝑗𝑑𝑘 )∈𝑜𝑟𝑏((𝑖1⋯𝑖𝑑𝑘 ))
𝑡𝑗1⋯𝑗𝑑𝑘 (𝜕

(∙⋯∙)
𝑘 𝑠, (𝐴, 𝜋))

Note that the above constraint depends only on the step function (𝐴, 𝜋) and not on their
parameterization, thus

𝜕𝑓𝑠((𝐴, 𝜋))
𝜕𝐴𝑖1⋯𝑖𝑑𝑘 ,𝑘

|

|

|(𝐴,𝜋)=𝜃((𝐴∗,𝜋∗),𝜆,𝑚)
=
∑

𝑠
𝛽𝑠
𝜕𝑡(𝑠, (𝐴, 𝜋))
𝜕𝐴𝑖1⋯𝑖𝑑𝑘 ,𝑘

|

|

|(𝐴,𝜋)=𝜃((𝐴∗,𝜋∗),𝜆,𝑚)
(9.5)
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for all 𝑖1,⋯ , 𝑖𝑑𝑘 ∈ [𝑚]. Now to compute the Lagrange multiplier condition for 𝜕
𝜕𝜋𝑖

, we
need to consider the constraint ∑𝑘 𝜋𝑘 = 1, thus

𝜕
𝜕𝜋𝑖

|

|

|

∑

𝑘 𝜋𝑘=1
= 𝜕
𝜕𝜋𝑖

− 𝜕
𝜕𝜋𝑚

Hence
𝜕𝑓𝑠
𝜕𝜋𝑖

−
𝜕𝑓𝑠
𝜕𝜋𝑚

=
∑

𝑘
𝛽𝑘(

𝜕𝑡(𝑘)
𝜕𝜋𝑖

−
𝜕𝑡(𝑘)
𝜕𝜋𝑚

)

The partial derivatives 𝜕
𝜕𝜋𝑖

of 𝑡(𝐹 , ⋅) and 𝑓𝑠 are
𝜕𝑡(𝐹 , (𝐴, 𝜋))

𝜕𝜋𝑖
= 𝑡𝑖(𝜕∙𝐹 , (𝐴, 𝜋))

and
𝜕𝑓𝑠((𝐴, 𝜋))

𝜕𝜋𝑖
=
∑

𝑘
𝑑𝑘

𝑚
∑

𝑖2⋯𝑖𝑑𝑘=1
𝑓0(𝐴𝑖,𝑖2,⋯𝑖𝑑𝑘 )𝜋𝑖2 ⋯𝜋𝑖𝑑𝑘

Note that the partial derivatives 𝜕
𝜕𝜋𝑖

depend only on the step function (𝐴, 𝜋) and not on
their parameterization, thus
𝜕𝑓𝑠
𝜕𝜋𝑖

−
𝜕𝑓𝑠
𝜕𝜋𝑚

|

|

|(𝐴,𝜋)=𝜃((𝐴∗,𝜋∗),𝜆,𝑚)
=
∑

𝑘
𝛽𝑘(

𝜕𝑡(𝑘)
𝜕𝜋𝑖

−
𝜕𝑡(𝑘)
𝜕𝜋𝑚

)||
|(𝐴,𝜋)=𝜃((𝐴∗,𝜋∗),𝜆,𝑚)

(9.6)

From (9.5) and (9.6), we conclude that
∇𝑓𝑠((𝐴, 𝜋))

|

|

|(𝐴,𝜋)=𝜃((𝐴∗,𝜋∗),𝜆,𝑚)
=
∑

𝑘
𝛽𝑘∇𝑡(𝑘, (𝐴, 𝜋))

|

|

|(𝐴,𝜋)=𝜃((𝐴∗,𝜋∗),𝜆,𝑚)
(9.7)

The above constraint proves the first case. For the second case, the proof is straightfor-
ward, which is omitted.
Theorem 8.17. The split of any critical point in 𝐶𝑟(𝑚+1)( , 𝑓𝑠) does not bifurcate into
another critical point for almost all cases when 𝑢 ∈ 𝑇 ( ) and 𝑚 ≥ 𝑚0.

Proof. First, we give sufficient conditions for the smoothness of 𝐶𝑟(𝑚)( , 𝑓𝑠). Note
that 𝐶𝑟(𝑚)( , 𝑓𝑠) is defined by the constraints

𝜕𝑓𝑠((𝐴, 𝜋))
𝜕𝐴𝑖1⋯𝑖𝑑𝑘 ,𝑘

−
| |

∑

𝑘=1
𝛽𝑗
𝜕𝑡(𝑗 , (𝐴, 𝜋))
𝜕𝐴𝑖1⋯𝑖𝑑𝑘 ,𝑘

= 0 for 1 ≤ 𝑖1⋯ ≤ 𝑖𝑑𝑘 ≤ 𝑚 (9.8)

and
𝜕𝑓𝑠((𝐴, 𝜋))

𝜕𝜋𝑖
−

| |

∑

𝑘=1
𝛽𝑘
𝜕𝑡(𝑘, (𝐴, 𝜋))

𝜕𝜋𝑖
= 0 for 1 ≤ 𝑖 ≤ 𝑚 − 1 (9.9)

in the ambient space ℝ𝑛(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)+𝑚−1 + | |. Thus, if 𝐶𝑟(𝑚)( , 𝑓𝑠) is a manifold, it must
have | | dimensions independent of 𝑚. Hence, we conclude that the split of critical
points does not bifurcate other critical points.
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A sufficient condition for the smoothness 𝐶𝑟(𝑚)( , 𝑓𝑠) comes from the Constant
Rank Theorem. Hence we compute the partial derivatives 𝜕

𝜕𝐴𝑖1⋯𝑖𝑑𝑘
, 𝜕
𝜕𝜋𝑖

and 𝜕
𝜕𝛽𝑖

to the
constraints (9.8) and (9.9) to obtain the Jacobian 𝐽 = 𝐽((𝐴,𝜋),𝛽)( , 𝑓𝑠) of the constraints

𝐽 =
[

𝐻((𝐴,𝜋),𝛽)𝐿(𝑓𝑠, 𝛽) −𝐽((𝐴,𝜋))( )⊤
]

Note that𝐻((𝐴,𝜋),𝛽)𝐿(𝑓𝑠, 𝛽) = 𝐻𝑔
(𝐴,𝜋)𝑓𝑠 at (𝐴, 𝜋) and 𝐽(𝐴,𝜋)( , 𝜋) is full-rank on𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ ( , 𝑢)
since 𝑢 ∈ 𝑅𝑒𝑔( ). Thus, we must prove that 𝐽 has a constant rank on 𝐶𝑟(𝑚)( , 𝑓𝑠).Since the constraints (9.5) and (9.6) are defined by analytical functions, the rank of
𝐽 might be different in each connected component 𝐶𝑘(𝑚) of 𝐶𝑟(𝑚)( , 𝑓𝑠). In this case,
in each 𝐶𝑘(𝑚), the matrix 𝐽 might have redundant columns. These redundant columns
must be columns from 𝐻((𝐴,𝜋),𝛽)𝐿(𝑓𝑠, 𝛽) since 𝐽 is full rank. Hence the corresponding
constraints from (9.8) and (9.9) are redundant. Let 𝑉𝑘(𝑚) be the set of coordinates 𝐴𝑖𝑗and 𝜋𝑖 of 𝐶𝑘(𝑚) that correspond to redundant constraints.

The redundant constraints appear when there are non-isolated critical points since
the coordinates from 𝑉𝑘(𝑚) can have any value and do not change the condition that 𝑥 ∈
𝐶𝑟(𝑚)( , 𝑓𝑠) is a critical point. By dropping the redundant coordinates, we conclude
the variation of these coordinates does not bifurcate the critical points in 𝐶𝑘(𝑚). Note
that from (9.7) in proof Lemma 8.4, the split operation only adds redundant constraints.
Thus 𝐶𝑟(𝑚)( , 𝑓𝑠) is smooth almost everywhere and each connected component 𝐶𝑘 has
a dimension | | + |𝑉𝑘(𝑚0)|.Hence, the split operation can not bifurcate critical points in 𝐶𝑘 for almost all cases
when 𝑢 ∈ 𝑇 ( ). Since any region defined by analytical constraints has at most a count-
able number of connected components, we conclude the split operation does not bifur-
cate into another critical point for almost all cases when 𝑢 ∈ 𝑇 ( ).

Lemma 8.5. Let 𝑓𝜖 be a perturbed 𝑓𝑠 given in Definition 8.18. Let  be a set of inde-
pendent graphs and let 𝑢 ∈ 𝑇 ( ) and let 𝑚 ≥ 𝑚0( , 𝑢). Let (𝐴∗, 𝜋∗) ∈ 𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ ( , 𝑢)
be a local minimum of 𝑓𝜖 on 𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ ( , 𝑢). Then for a given 𝜖 > 0 and 𝑘 ∈ [𝑚] there
is a 𝜆0 > 0 such that 𝜃((𝐴∗, 𝜋∗), 𝜆0, 𝑘) is a local minimum of 𝑓𝜖 on 𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ ( , 𝑢).

Proof.

1. Since (𝐴∗, 𝜋∗) is a local minimum on 𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢, 𝜋∗), hence from Theorem 2.5,

we have
𝑣⊤

(

𝐻𝑔
(𝐴∗,𝜋∗)𝑓𝑠

)

𝑣 ≥ 0

for any 𝑣 ∈ 𝐶(𝐴∗,𝜋∗)𝑆
(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢, 𝜋∗). Hence 𝑣⊤

(

𝐻𝑔
(𝐴∗,𝜋∗)𝑓𝜖

)

𝑣 > 0. Hence
there is a 𝜆1 > 0 such that 𝑣⊤

(

𝐻𝑔
𝜃(𝐴∗,𝜋∗),𝜆1,𝑘)

𝑓𝜖
)

𝑣 > 0 for any
𝑣 ∈ 𝐶𝜃(𝐴∗,𝜋∗),𝜆1,𝑘)𝑆

(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢, 𝜋∗).

2. Let 𝑈 (𝜋∗) ⊂ 𝑃 (𝑚) be an open neighborhood such that for any 𝜋 ∈ 𝑈 (𝜋∗) there is
an isolated local minimum 𝑊 ∗(𝜋) of 𝑓𝜖 on 𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ ( , 𝑢, 𝜋).
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3. Let 𝑊 (𝜋, 𝜆, 𝑘) = 𝜃(𝑊 ∗(𝜋), 𝜆, 𝑘) and 𝜋(𝜆, 𝑘) = 𝜃(𝜋, 𝜆, 𝑘), hence 𝑊 (𝜋∗, 0, 𝑘) =
(𝐴∗, 𝜋∗). Since 𝑣⊤

(

𝐻𝑔
(𝐴∗,𝜋∗)𝑓𝜖

)

𝑣 > 0 for any 𝑣 ∈ 𝐶(𝐴∗,𝜋∗)𝑆
(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢, 𝜋∗),

there is 𝜆1 > 0 such that 𝑣⊤
(

𝐻𝑔
𝜃((𝐴∗,𝜋∗),𝜆1,𝑘)

𝑓𝜖
)

𝑣 > 0 for any

𝑣 ∈ 𝐶𝑊 (𝜋∗,𝜆1,𝑘)𝑆
(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢, 𝜋∗(𝜆1, 𝑘))

and for all 𝑘 ∈ [𝑚]. Hence 𝑊 (𝜋∗, 𝜆1, 𝑘) = 𝜃((𝐴∗, 𝜋∗), 𝜆1, 𝑘).
4. We claim that 𝑊 (𝜋∗, 𝜆1∕2, 𝑘) = 𝜃((𝐴∗, 𝜋∗), 𝜆1∕2, 𝑘) is a local minimum of 𝑓𝜖

on 𝑆(𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢). Let 𝑉 be an open neighborhood of 𝑊 (𝜋∗, 𝜆1∕2, 𝑘). By con-

tradiction, let (𝐴′, 𝜋′) ∈ 𝑆(𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢) be a different point from𝑊 (𝜋∗, 𝜆1∕2, 𝑘)in a neighborhood 𝑉 of 𝑊 (𝜋∗, 𝜆1∕2, 𝑘) such that .

𝑓𝜖((𝐴′, 𝜋′)) < 𝑓𝜖(𝑊 (𝜋∗, 𝜆1∕2, 𝑘)). (9.10)
Since 𝑉 can be arbitrary small, 𝜋′ can be arbitrary close to 𝜃(𝜋, 𝜆1∕2, 𝑘). Hence
there is a 𝜋′′ ∈ 𝑈 (𝜋∗) ⊂ 𝑃 (𝑚) such that 𝜋′ = 𝜃(𝜋′′, 𝜆2∕2, 𝑘) and for some
𝜆2 ∈ (0, 𝜆1).
By definition, 𝑊 ∗(𝜋′′) is a local minimum of 𝑓𝜖 on 𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ ( , 𝑢, 𝜋′′). Hence,
we have the chain of inequalities,

𝑓𝜖(𝑊 (𝜋∗, 𝜆1∕2, 𝑘)) = 𝑓𝜖((𝐴∗, 𝜋∗))
≤ 𝑓𝜖(𝑊 ∗(𝜋′′)) = 𝑓𝜖(𝑊 (𝜋′′, 𝜆2∕2, 𝑘)) ≤ 𝑓𝜖((𝐴′, 𝜋′)). (9.11)

Hence we have 𝑓𝜖(𝑊 (𝜋∗, 𝜆1∕2, 𝑘)) ≤ 𝑓𝜖((𝐴′, 𝜋′))which contradicts (9.10). Hence
𝑊 (𝜋∗, 𝜆1∕2, 𝑘) = 𝜃((𝐴∗, 𝜋∗), 𝜆1∕2, 𝑘) is a local minimum of 𝑓𝜖 on𝑆(𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ ( , 𝑢)
and thus we set 𝜆0 to 𝜆1∕2.

Theorem 8.19. Let  be a set of independent graphs and let 𝑢 ∈ 𝑇 ( ) and let 𝑚 ≥
𝑚0( , 𝑢). Let (𝐴∗, 𝜋∗) ∈ 𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ ( , 𝑢) be a local minimum of 𝑓𝑠 on 𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢). Then

𝜃((𝐴∗, 𝜋∗), 𝜆, 𝑘) ∈ 𝑆(𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢) is a local minimum of 𝑓𝑠 on 𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ ( , 𝑢). for any
𝜆 ∈ [0, 1] and any 𝑘 ∈ [𝑚].

Proof.

1. Let 𝑓𝜖 be a perturbed 𝑓𝑠 given in Definition 8.18. From Lemma 8.5, there is
𝜆0 > 0 such that (𝐴, 𝜃(𝜋, 𝜆0, 𝑘)) is a local minimum of 𝑓𝜖 on 𝑆(𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ ( , 𝑢).
2. Now, we claim that 𝜃((𝐴, 𝜋), 𝜆, 𝑘) is a local minimum of 𝑓𝜖 on 𝑆(𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ ( , 𝑢)
for all 𝜆 ∈ (0, 1).
Since 𝑢 ∈ 𝑅𝑒𝑔(𝑚)( ), the tangent space 𝑇(𝐴,𝜃(𝜋∗,𝜆,𝑘))𝑆(𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ ( , 𝑢) is defined for
all 𝜆 ∈ (0, 1). Let𝑈 be a local neighborhood of (𝐴, 𝜃(𝜋∗, 𝜆0, 𝑘)) in𝑆(𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ ( , 𝑢).
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Let 𝜙 ∶ 𝑈 → 𝑆(𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢) be a local diffeomorphism such that

𝜙((𝐴, 𝜃(𝜋∗, 𝜆0, 𝑘)) ) = (𝐴, 𝜃(𝜋∗, 𝜆, 𝑘)).

Hence 𝜙−1 ∶ 𝜙(𝑈 ) → 𝑈 is a diffeomorphism. From Lemma 2.1, local diffeo-
morphism preserves critical points and 𝐻𝑔

(𝐴,𝜃(𝜋∗,𝜆,𝑘))𝑓𝜖 is semidefinite positive
on 𝑇(𝐴,𝜃(𝜋∗,𝜆,𝑘))𝑆(𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ ( , 𝑢) iff 𝐻𝑔
(𝐴,𝜃(𝜋∗,𝜆0,𝑘))

𝑓𝜖◦𝜙−1 is semidefinite positive
on 𝑇(𝐴,𝜃(𝜋∗,𝜆0,𝑘))𝑆(𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ ( , 𝑢).
Hence to prove that 𝜃((𝐴∗, 𝜋∗), 𝜆, 𝑘)) is local minimum of 𝑓𝜖 in 𝑆(𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ ( , 𝑢),
it is sufficient to prove that 𝜃((𝐴∗, 𝜋∗), 𝜆0, 𝑘)) is a local minimum of 𝑓𝜖◦𝜙−1.
Note that for every open neighborhood 𝑉 ⊂ 𝜙(𝑈 ), we have 𝜙−1(𝑉 ) ⊂ 𝑈 and
since 𝜃((𝐴∗, 𝜋∗), 𝜆0, 𝑘)) is a local minimum of 𝑓𝜖 in 𝑈 , thus 𝜃((𝐴∗, 𝜋∗), 𝜆0, 𝑘)) is
a local minimum of 𝑓𝜖◦𝜙−1 in 𝑉 ⊂ 𝑆(𝑚+1,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ ( , 𝑢) for any 𝜆 ∈ (0, 1).

Lemma 8.6.

1. Let 𝑓𝑠 ∶  (𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ → ℝ be the function defined by

𝑓𝑠(𝑊 ) =
𝑟
∑

𝑘=1
∫[0,1]𝑑𝑘

𝑓0(𝑊𝑘(𝑥1,⋯ , 𝑥𝑑𝑘 ))𝑑𝑥1⋯ 𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑘

where 𝑓0 ∶ ℝ → ℝ is smooth.. Then 𝑓𝑠 is continuous in  (𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ in𝐿1(

∏

𝑘[0, 1]𝑑𝑘 )
topology.

2. Let 𝐼 ∶  (𝑟,𝑑) → ℝ be the function defined by

𝐼(𝑊 ) =
𝑟
∑

𝑘=1
∫[0,1]𝑑𝑘

𝐼0(𝑊𝑘(𝑥1,⋯ , 𝑥𝑑𝑘 ))𝑑𝑥1⋯ 𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑘

where 𝐼0(𝑥) = 𝑥 log(𝑥)+(1−𝑥) log(1−𝑥). Then 𝐼 is continuous in𝐿1(
∏

𝑘[0, 1]𝑑𝑘 )
topology when |𝑊 | < 1.

Proof. Let𝑊 ∈  (𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ and 𝑉 ∈ 𝑈 where 𝑌 is an open neighborhood of𝑊 sufficiently

small. To prove both cases, it is sufficient to prove that there is a constant 𝐶 > 0 such
that

|𝑓𝑠(𝑊 ) − 𝑓𝑠(𝑉 )| ≤ 𝐶‖𝑊 − 𝑉 ‖1 and |𝐼(𝑊 ) − 𝐼(𝑉 )| ≤ 𝐶‖𝑊 − 𝑉 ‖1
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Thus we have

|𝑓𝑠(𝑊 ) − 𝑓𝑠(𝑉 )| =
|

|

|

|

|

𝑟
∑

𝑘=1
∫[0,1]𝑑𝑘

(

𝑓0(𝑊𝑘(𝑥1,⋯ 𝑥𝑑𝑘 )) − 𝑓0(𝑉𝑘(𝑥1,⋯ 𝑥𝑑𝑘 )
)

𝑑𝑥1,⋯ 𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑘
|

|

|

|

|

≤
𝑟
∑

𝑘=1
∫[0,1]𝑑𝑘

|𝑓0(𝑊𝑘(𝑥1,⋯ 𝑥𝑑𝑘 )) − 𝑓0(𝑉𝑘(𝑥1,⋯ 𝑥𝑑𝑘 ))|𝑑𝑥1,⋯ 𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑘

≤ 𝐶
𝑟
∑

𝑘=1
∫[0,1]𝑑𝑘

|𝑊𝑘(𝑥1,⋯ 𝑥𝑑𝑘 ) − 𝑉𝑘(𝑥1,⋯ 𝑥𝑑𝑘 )|𝑑𝑥1,⋯ 𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑘 = 𝐶‖𝑊 − 𝑉 ‖1.

In the second case. Note that |𝐼 ′0(𝑊 )| and |𝐼 ′0(𝑉 )| can be bounded by |𝐼 ′0(Δ(𝑊 ,𝑉 ))|
where

Δ(𝑊 ,𝑉 ) = min
𝑘∈[𝑟]

inf
(𝑥1,⋯𝑥𝑑𝑘 )∈[0,1]

𝑑𝑘
{|𝑊𝑘(𝑥1,⋯ , 𝑥𝑑𝑘 )|,

|1 −𝑊𝑘(𝑥1,⋯ , 𝑥𝑑𝑘 )|, |𝑉𝑘(𝑥1,⋯ , 𝑥𝑑𝑘 )|, |1 − 𝑉 ⁃𝑘(𝑥1,⋯ , 𝑥𝑑𝑘 )|}

and 𝐼 ′0(𝑥) = log
(

𝑥
1−𝑥

)

. Thus

|𝐼(𝑊 ) − 𝐼(𝑉 )| =
|

|

|

|

|

𝑟
∑

𝑘=1
∫[0,1]𝑑𝑘

(

𝐼0(𝑊𝑘(𝑥1,⋯ 𝑥𝑑𝑘 )) − 𝐼0(𝑉𝑘(𝑥1,⋯ 𝑥𝑑𝑘 ))
)

𝑑𝑥1,⋯ 𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑘
|

|

|

|

|

≤
𝑟
∑

𝑘=1
∫[0,1]𝑑𝑘

|𝐼0(𝑊𝑘(𝑥1,⋯ 𝑥𝑑𝑘 )) − 𝐼0(𝑉𝑘(𝑥1,⋯ 𝑥𝑑𝑘 ))|𝑑𝑥1,⋯ 𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑘

≤
𝑟
∑

𝑘=1
|𝐼 ′0(Δ(𝑊 ,𝑉 ))|∫[0,1]𝑑𝑘

|𝑊𝑘(𝑥1,⋯ 𝑥𝑑𝑘 ) − 𝑉𝑘(𝑥1,⋯ 𝑥𝑑𝑘 )|𝑑𝑥1,⋯ 𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑘

= |𝐼 ′0(Δ(𝑊 ,𝑉 ))| ⋅ ‖𝑊 − 𝑉 ‖1.

Theorem 8.7. Let  be a set of independent graphs and let 𝑚 ≥ 𝑚0( , 𝑢). For almost
all cases 𝑢 ∈ 𝑇 (𝑚0)( ) ∩ Ω( ) the minima of 𝑓𝑠 on 𝑆(𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ ( , 𝑢) lies in 𝑆(𝑚0,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢).

Proof.

1. Let𝑊𝑚 be a global minimum of 𝑓𝑠 on 𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢). By iterating Theorem 8.20,

starting at 𝑚 = 𝑚0( ), we obtain a sequence of local minima (𝑊𝑚) that of the
same step function𝑊𝑚0

. Hence𝑊𝑚0
is a global minimum of 𝑓𝑠 in∪𝑚≥𝑚0

𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢).

2. We claim that 𝑊𝑚0
is a global minimum of min𝑊 ∈𝑆(𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ ( ,𝑢) 𝑓𝑠(𝑊 ). By con-
tradiction let assume that 𝑊1 is a global minimum such that 𝑐1 = 𝑓𝑠(𝑊1) <
𝑓𝑠(𝑊𝑚0

) = 𝑎. From Lemma 8.6, 𝑓𝑠 is continuous, hence the level set 𝐵(𝜖) =
𝑓−1([𝑐, 𝜖)) ∩ 𝑆ℝ( , 𝑢) is open in 𝐿1(

∏

𝑘[0, 1]𝑑𝑘 ) topology for any 𝜖 > 0. By
the density of the step functions in 𝐿1(

∏

𝑘[0, 1]𝑑𝑘 ) topology, there is a step func-
tion 𝑊2 ∈ 𝐵(𝜖) such that 𝑓𝑠(𝑊2) < 𝑎 = 𝑓𝑠(𝑊𝑚0

) for a sufficient small 𝜖 > 0
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Figure 4: Since (𝐴, 𝜋) ∈ 𝜕 (𝑚,𝑟,𝑑) ∩ 𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)( , 𝑢), 𝑡( , (𝐴, 𝜋)) ∈ 𝜕𝑇 (𝑚)( )

which is not possible since 𝑊0 is a global minimum of all step functions. Thus
𝑊𝑚0

is a global minimum of 𝑓𝑠 on 𝑆(𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ ( , 𝑢) when we consider the neighbor-

hoods of𝑊𝑚0
from𝐿1(

∏

𝑘[0, 1]𝑑𝑘 ) topology. The same conclusion holds for cut-
norm topology ‖ ⋅‖□ because𝐿1(

∏

𝑘[0, 1]𝑑𝑘 ) topology is stronger than cut-norm
topology, hence every open neighborhood of 𝑊𝑚0

includes open neighborhood
in cut-norm topology.

3. Finally, it is sufficient to prove that it is not possible that 𝑊 ∗( , 𝑢, 𝑓𝑠) is a non-
step function. Let 𝐶∗ = 𝑓𝑠(𝑊 ∗( , 𝑢, 𝐼)).
By contradiction. Let 𝑉 be a non-step function solution of 𝑊 ∗( , 𝑢, 𝑓 ). Hence
𝑓𝑠(𝑉 ) = 𝐶∗. Let 𝑑(𝑥, 𝑦) = ‖𝑥 − 𝑦‖1 be the metric on 𝐿1(

∏

𝑘[0, 1]𝑑𝑘 ) norm.
Since 𝑉 be a non-step function, there is an 𝜖 > 0 such that 𝑑(𝑉 , 𝑥) for all
𝑥 ∈  (𝑚0( ,𝑢),𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ . Hence, 𝑉 has an open neighborhood 𝑈 ⊂  (𝑟,𝑑)
ℝ that con-

tains step functions whose size is larger than 𝑚0( , 𝑢). Note that for every step
function 𝑥 ∈ 𝑈 , we have 𝑓𝑠(𝑥) > 𝐶∗ since 𝐶∗ is the global value. Since the step
functions are dense in 𝑈 in 𝐿1(

∏

𝑘[0, 1]𝑑𝑘 ) topology, let (𝑉𝑛) be a sequence of
step functions that converge to 𝑉 . Hence lim𝑛→∞ 𝑓𝑠(𝑉𝑛) is strictly higher than
𝐶∗ and 𝑓𝑠(𝑉 ) = 𝐶∗. This implies that 𝑓𝑠 is not continuous. From Lemma 8.6,
this is a contradiction.

Lemma 8.7. Let  be a set of independent graphs and let 𝑢 ∈ Ω( ) and let 𝑚 ≥
𝑚0( , 𝑢). Then every local minimum of 𝐼 in 𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)( , 𝑢) is in 𝑆(𝑚)

(0,1)( , 𝑢).

Proof. First we prove that if (𝐴, 𝜋) ∈ 𝜕 (𝑚,𝑟,𝑑) ∩ 𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)( , 𝑢) and 𝑢 ∈ 𝑇 (𝑚)( ) ∩
Ω( ) then there is an open neighborhood 𝑈 of (𝐴, 𝜋) in 𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ ( , 𝑢) such that 𝑈 ∩
𝑆(𝑚)
(0,1)( , 𝑢) ≠ ∅.

By contradiction. We assume that𝑈∩𝑆(𝑚)
(0,1)( , 𝑢) = ∅. It follows that there is neigh-

borhood 𝑉 of (𝐴, 𝜋) with a non-empty interior in  (𝑚,𝑟,𝑑) such that 𝑉 ∩𝑆(𝑚)
(0,1)( , 𝑢)∩ =

∅ as shown in Figure 4 for the quotient space. From Lemma 8.1, the image 𝑡( , ⋅) ∶
 (𝑚,𝑟,𝑑) → ℝ| | on any open set has a non-empty interior. Now 𝑡( , 𝑉 )∩𝜕𝑇 (𝑚)( ) ≠ ∅
since (𝐴, 𝜋) ∈ 𝜕 (𝑚,𝑟,𝑑). Since𝑉 can be arbitrary small, we conclude that 𝑡( , (𝐴, 𝜋)) ∈
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𝜕𝑇 (𝑚)( ). This is a contradiction since 𝑢 ∉ 𝜕𝑇 (𝑚)( ). Thus there is an open neighbor-
hood 𝑈 of (𝐴, 𝜋) in 𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)

ℝ ( , 𝑢) such that 𝑈 ∩ 𝑆(𝑚)
(0,1)( , 𝑢) ≠ ∅.

Without loss generalization we consider that (𝐴, 𝜋) ∈ 𝜕 (𝑚,𝑟,𝑑) and (𝐴, 𝜋) has only
one zero entry i.e. 𝐴1,⋯1,1 = 0. We have proven that there exists a neighborhood
𝑈 in 𝑆(𝑚,𝑟,𝑑)( , 𝑢) such that 𝑆(𝑚)

(0,1)( , 𝑢) ∩ 𝑈 ≠ ∅. Take one step function (𝐶, 𝜋) ∈

𝑆(𝑚)
(0,1)( , 𝑢)∩𝑈 ≠ ∅. Let 𝛾 be a rectifiable path connecting (𝐴, 𝜋) i.e. 𝛾(0) = (𝐴, 𝜋) and
𝛾(1) = (𝐶, 𝜋). Thus, it is sufficient to show that the line integral

𝐼((𝐴, 𝜋)) − 𝐼(𝛾(𝜖)) = ∫

𝜖

0
𝑑𝐼(𝛾(𝑠); 𝛾 ′(𝑠))𝑑𝑠 (9.12)

is negative for some 𝜖 > 0, where 𝑑𝐼(𝑊 ;𝑉 ) is the the Gâteaux derivative of 𝐼(⋅) at 𝑊
in the direction 𝑉 = 𝛾 ′, i.e.

𝑑𝐼(𝑊 ;𝑉 ) = lim
𝜆→0

𝐼(𝑊 + 𝜆𝑉 ) − 𝐼(𝑊 )
𝜆

hence we obtain

𝑑𝐼(𝑊 ;𝑉 ) =
𝑟
∑

𝑘=1
∫[0,1]𝑑𝑘

𝑉𝑘(𝑥1,⋯ , 𝑥𝑑𝑘 )𝐼
′
0(𝑊𝑘(𝑥1,⋯ , 𝑥𝑑𝑥 )𝑑𝑥1,⋯ , 𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑥

where 𝐼 ′0(𝑢) = log
(

𝑢
1−𝑢

)

. We observe that
• If 𝑢 ∈ (0, 1) is fixed then 𝐼 ′0(𝑢) is bounded
• lim𝑢→0 𝐼 ′0(𝑢) = −∞

• lim𝑢→1 𝐼 ′0(𝑢) = +∞

Hence the definite integral (9.12) is,
𝐼((𝐴, 𝜋)) − 𝐼(𝛾(𝜖))

= ∫

𝜖

0

⎧

⎪

⎨

⎪

⎩

𝑚
∑

𝑖1 ⋯ 𝑖𝑑1 = 1
𝑖1 ≠ 1,⋯ 𝑖𝑑1 ≠ 1

𝐼 ′0(𝛾(𝑠)𝑖1⋯𝑖𝑑1 )𝛾
′(𝑠)𝑖1⋯𝑖𝑑1𝜋𝑖1 ⋯𝜋𝑖𝑑1

+𝐼 ′0(𝛾(𝑠)1⋯1,1)𝛾 ′(𝑠)1,⋯1,1𝜋
𝑑1
1

}

𝑑𝑠 +𝐾(𝜖)

where
𝐾(𝜖) = ∫

𝜖

0

𝑟
∑

𝑘=2

𝑚
∑

𝑖1⋯𝑖𝑑𝑘=1
𝐼 ′0(𝛾(𝑠)𝑖1⋯𝑖𝑑1 )𝛾

′(𝑠)𝑖1⋯𝑖𝑑1𝜋𝑖1 ⋯𝜋𝑖𝑑𝑘𝑑𝑠
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and lim𝜖→0+ |𝐾(𝜖)| <∞. Using the Mean Value Theorem, we obtain:
𝐼((𝐴, 𝜋)) − 𝐼(𝛾(𝜖))

= 𝜖

⎧

⎪

⎨

⎪

⎩

𝑚
∑

𝑖1 ⋯ 𝑖𝑑1 = 1
𝑖1 ≠ 1,⋯ 𝑖𝑑1 ≠ 1

𝐼 ′0(𝛾(𝛼)𝑖1⋯𝑖𝑑1 )𝛾
′(𝛼)𝑖1⋯𝑖𝑑1𝜋𝑖1 ⋯𝜋𝑖𝑑1

+𝐼 ′0(𝛾(𝛼)1⋯1,1)𝛾 ′(𝛼)1,⋯1,1𝜋
𝑑1
1

}

𝑑𝑠 +𝐾(𝜖)

where 𝛼 ∈ (0, 𝜖). Note that the sum over all 1 ≤ 𝑖1,⋯ , 𝑖𝑑1 ≤ 𝑚 except (1,⋯ , 1)
is bounded and the second adding is negatively unbounded when 𝜖 → 0+ and then
𝛼 → 0+. Hence there is a 𝛼 > 0 such that 𝐼((𝐴, 𝜋)) − 𝐼(𝛾(𝛼)) < 0.
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