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Constrained Multi-Relational Hyper-Graphons
with Maximum Entropy

Juan Alvarado*f Jan Ramon® Yuyi Wang 1l

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 F be an ordered set of simple graphs and u € (0, )"’
be a vector of prescribed subgraph densities.

W*(F,u) = argmax —I(W)
WES(Fu)
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where
SF,u)={W eW|tF,W)=u;foralli =1, ,|F||}

and —1 is the Shannon entropy on graphons and W the space of labeled graphonﬂ
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.

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

e 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*(F,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 7 contains the
edge and a k-stars graph. Moreover Kenyon et al. in [L1] confirm the conjecture is
true when F = [, F] and u = [p, 7] when 7 is slightly higher than pIFl 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*(F, 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*(F, u) restricted
to the space of step functions of size m, these solutions are denoted by W*("™(F, ). Us-
ing elementary results of differential geometry and constrained optimization, we prove
when the solutions W*"(F, u) are embedded in a higher dimensional vector space
whose vectors parameterize step functions of size m + 1 then W*")(F, u) are also so-
lutions in the extended space. In other words, we prove W™ (F,u) = W*m+D(F ).

1.1 Outline

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

IThis is formulation originally was established in the space of unlabeled graphons, but for the sake of
simplicity, we formulate in terms of labeled graphons.



notion of multi-relational hyper-graphons. Section[d]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 Erdds-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 [§] 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 1 y the indicator function, i.e.,
for any x, if x € X then 1y(x) = 1 else 1y (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 (a;) where a; € S.

We denote by v the Lebesgue measure on reals. We denote by X all bijective
measure-preserving maps and by X, the symmetric group on [m]. We use the standard
notation of A°, ‘A and 0 A for the topological interior, closure, and boundary of the set A
and by | A| the cardinality of a finite set A. The set of finite, simple, and non-isomorphic
graphs is denoted by G. A multi-relational graph F is defined by (V, E|, ---, E,) where
V is the set of vertices and (E, ---, E,) are the set of relations. The number of vertices
is denoted | F|.

Let F : R" — R™ be a smooth function then J.(F) denotes the Jacobian matrix of
Fatx. Let f : R” - R be a smooth function, H, f 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 g, : T,M ® T,M — R at each pointp € M,
such that the mapping p — g,(X;Y) is smooth. This structure allows us to measure
distances and angles on the manifold.



Symbol Meaning

W[g @) All labeled graphon with real-valued

W[g’d) All unlabeled graphons the quotient of Wﬂ({’d) by elements of
wird) All labeled graphon with [0, 1]-valued

wird) The quotient of W-4) by elements of =

(A, ) A step function with partition zr(Sec

wmrd) All m-step functions with real-valued (Sec.

W”(Qm”’d)(n) All m-step functions with real-valued with a fixed partition vector =
Sﬂg ’d)(F, u) All unlabeled graphons with real-valued satisfying constraints
Sﬂ({"”’d)(}’, u) All m-step functions with real-valued satisfying constraints.
Sﬂ({"”’d)(}’, u, ) All m-step functions with real-valued satisfying constraints and =z fixed.
t(F,W) Subgraph density of F from the graphon W

(F,W) Partial subgraph density (4.1)

Fypony

Table 1: Overview of important notations in this paper

By utilizing the Riemannian metric g,(-,-), we can define the length of a curve
vy * la,b] — M in the following manner: Let g,;; denote the components of the
Riemannian metric, and let ¥’ represent the coordinates of the curve y. Then, the path
length L(y) is given by the integral

b X X
L(y):/ E gy(s);ij_ds _dS ds
a l]

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
y : [0,a] —» M is said to be a geodesic if it satisfies the second-order differential
equation:

a0 gy gy
+I'j, k— =0, i,j,k=1,....m, 2.1
152 Jok= J 2.0
where y® denotes the i-th component of y with respect to a local coordinate system,

and T j, 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 Exp, : 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 € T, M such that Exp, is defined as follows:



Exp,(v) = 7,,(1), (2.2)

where y, (1) represents the unique geodesic curve that satisfies the initial conditions
7p0(0) =pandy, (0)=v.

In other words, the Exponential Map takes a tangent vector v € T, M and "expo-
nentiates” it to a point ¢ = Exp,(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 Exp, is a
local diffeomorphism when restricted to an open neighborhood of 0 € T,M. 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 & ;: R” — RX is differentiable. Then, we define the constrained set
M, = {x € R"| h(x) = 0}. 2.3)

We review the Karush-Kuhn-Tucker (KKT) conditions for which any x* € M, is a
local solution of min, ¢ M, f(x). The contents of this section are from [8]].

Definition 2.2 (Lagrangian of a function). Let f : R” — R be a differentiable function
and let § € R¥. Then the Lagrangian function of f on x € M, the constraints h = 0,

Lf)x,B) = f(x) = BT h(x).

Theorem 2.3 (First-Order Necessary Conditions). If x* € M|, is a local minimum of
min, ¢ M, f(x) then there is a Lagrange multiplier vector pf* € R¥ such that

Ve L(f)(x, %) =0,
thus
Vof =pTV .h
Hence x* € M, must be a critical point of f : M), - 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 Mg h at x € M, corresponds to vectors orthogonal to the gradient of the
constraints of M, i.e.

C .M, = {v|jv"J ,h=0}.

It is clear when the columns J h of the constraints of M, are linearly independent, the
tangent space T, M, is defined.

First, we have a necessary second-order condition for the optimality. Let HE f be
the geodesic hessian of f on M, defined by HE f = H, L(f).



Theorem 2.5 (Second-order necessary conditions). Let x* be a critical point of f :
M, — R. Then if x* is a local minimum f then v" (HS f) v > 0 for all v € Cy= M),

and a sufficient condition,

Theorem 2.6 (Second-order sufficient conditions). Let x* be a critical point of f
M, — R. Then l'fUTHf*fU > 0 forallv € C.« My \ {0}, then x* is a strict local
minimum of f on M,

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 on M.

Let M be a smooth manifold with dimension m. Since M and R™ are locally dif-
feomorphic. Let f : M — R be a smooth function, let #* € R™ be a critical point of
fandlet ¢ : R™ — M be a local diffeomorphism at u and x* = ¢(u*). By taking the
first and second derivatives of fo¢, we have

Viuf (x@) =V, f(x@)J,(x(w)),

and
H, f(xu) = J,(x@)" Hy f(x@)J,(x(@)) + V. £ (x()) H,x(u),

where J,(x(u)) is a Jacobian matrix of ¢. Since ¢ : R™ — M is a diffeomorphism,
J,(x(u)) is invertible and if ™ is a critical point then V . f(x(1)) = 0. Thus x* = ¢(u™)
is a critical point since V, f(x(u*)) = 0. Moreover if u* is critical point then H « fo¢ is
positive/negative (semi)definite iff H ) f is positive/negative (semi)definite. Hence,
we have the following lemma,

Lemma 2.1. Let M be a smooth manifold with dimension mand let f : M — R be a
smooth function. Let ¢ : R™ — M be a diffeomorphism and let H, f be the Hessian
matrix of f at x € M. Let u* be a critical point of f and u* = ¢(x*) then H, fo is
positive/negative (semi)definite iff H .« f is positive/negative (semi)definite.

3 Hypergraphons

A multi-relational hyper-graph G = (V, E|, ---, E,) is a tuple of sets where V" is the set
of vertices, and (V, E;) is a uniform hyper-graph, and E; is a relation on V' with arity d;.
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, Ey, -+, E,) where V is the set of vertices and
each E; is a set of uniform hyper-edges with arity d,. (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 E; has an arity of d;.

A multi-relational hypergraph with r relations is the tuple (V, E|, -+, E,) where
V is the set of vertices and each E; is a set of d;-hyper-edges. We denote Let W :



H2=1([O’ 119 - R) be the cartesian product of r functions [0, 11% — R. Hence each
coordinate is W}, : [0, 11% - 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 W) and defined by

,

W = (w2 TTa0, 1% = [0, 1) | Witxy, -+, xg,)
k=1

= Wk(xw(l), oo ,xv/(dk)) for /S Ed’ k € [r]}

The elements of W(®) 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

W@ = (w : Ta0. 1% = R) | Wiy, -+ xg,)
k=1
= Wk(xw(l), ,xw(dk)) for /S Ed’k S [r]}

In general, if A C R then

,
WD = (w : T]a0. 1% = A) | Wixy. . x)
k=1
= Wk(xw(l), e, xw(dk)) for /S Zd’ ke [r]}
(rd) (r,d) .
We call elements of W(O,l) and Wy’ respectively purely random graphons and real-
valued graphons and when A is omitted then A = [0, 1].
Let ~ be the equivalence relation on WD({ D defined by W ~ Viffitexistsc € X
such thatforall k € [r]and (x,, -~-,xdk) € R% we have Vk"(xl, ,xdk) =V(o(x;), - ,0(x4dy)
which is abbreviated by W = V°. The quotient spaces of W9 and Wu({ ) by ~ are
the spaces unlabeled d-hypergraphons with r relations i.e. Wird) = pird) / ~ and
IAo(rd) _ (r,d)
W =W~
We endow WH({ D g topology by the cut-norm

r

IWlg=), sup

k=1 Sl,“'SdkC[O,]]

/ Wk(xl,“'xdk)dxl "'dxdk
SIX"'Sdk

and for Wﬂ({ “) the cut-distance

_: _y°
SoW.V) = inf W = V7|



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

r

= [T W) T o
OV Y=t iy JEEL(F) i€V(F)

3.2 Quantum graphs

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

F=ZaiFi and a; € R.
i

The (r, d)-hypergraphs F; 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) = Ei a;t(F;, W).

4 Step functions in Wﬂg A)

.. . . L . i1 i
A (r, d)-step function in Wu({ “4) is a function which is constant in each box ("T, ';l]x X

ig—1 1 . . ..
(%, %] for each coordinate k € [r]. A step function has a natural parameterization

as follows:
Let v be the Lebesgue measure on R. Let S = {5}, -+, .S, } be a partition of [0, 1]

where every S; is an interval, let 7 € P such that v(S,) = x;. Let Rg"’r’d be the set of
r dimensional vectors where each coordinate is a symmetric d-dimensional array with
m¢ steps. Let P[;m) be the k-simplex of probability vectors of length m

P™ = (7 €10,11" | Zni =1}.

We call the elements 7 € P partition vectors of the step functions. Let A € Rg"’r’d
and 7 € P™_ Then a m-step function (A, ) : H;z ([0, 119 + R") is a function that
locally constant on S; X---x.S; foralliy,---,i; € [m]? and in each coordinate k € [r],
more precisely

m
(A, ), = Z Ail,-n,id,k]ls,.lx~~~xSidk-

i1ig, =1

We denote the space of m-step functions by Wﬂg{m’r’d). Thus W[g"’r’d) is identified by
[Rgm’r’d) x P _ Tt is convenient to define the class of step functions when 7 is fixed.
Hence WO (z) = RU™ x (). Let

n(m.r.d) = Z <m+3k_ 1>
k

k=1



then the number of parameters to define a m-step function in W[(Rm’r’d) and W[(Rm’r’d) (7)
are n(m,r,d) + m — 1 and n(m, r, d). In WD ¢(F W) is reduced to

m r

(Faam= > I II Avnu [T =

Xy Xy =1 k=1 (g JEE(F) i€V (F)

Let E(F) = U, E;(F). It sometimes convenient to write t(F, (A, 7)) as follows,

m
(F.(Ax)= Y I 4 II =
Xpuee X ) =1 (ils“‘»idk)EE(F) i€V (F)

4.1 Partial Derivatives of 1(F, (A, 7))

In this section, we develop formulas for the partial derivative of the polynomials t(F, (A, x)).
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 (a; - a;) € (V(F))* (for some k € N). We
denote this k-labeled graph by F*?1""%. For a k-labeled graph, its i-th label is a; for
i €[k].

We define the partial subgraph density of a k-labeled graph F*?1"% as a k-dimensional
functiont, ... (F*1™% W) : [0, 11¥ = [0, 1] where

r

le,..,,xk(F-al...ak,(A,n))=/ I II 4., I] 4 @b

[0,1]1FI=k 52} (i1,eig JEE;(F) T ievilk)

By definition, if k = O thent, ... (F**1""%, (A, x))is t(F, (A, x)). When considering
step functions (A, ), we will sometimes use 7 ,. iy € F*91% (A, n)) as a shorthand for
LS (F*91%, (A, rr)) where for i € [k] the value x; is in the i-th partition class, e.g.,
x; =m/2+ Z;_:ll 7.

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

o

B _ .(al...ad)
S

(ay--ay )EE(F)

O'F = 2 F.

acV (F)

and



b b b
@ @
11 %
a C g C a C
F Fo(ab) F'(ba)

Figure 1: F*@® and F*®9 are not equivalent.

where F*®%) denotes the dy-labeled hypergraph obtained from F by deleting the
hyperedge (ay -+ ag,) and labeling the vertices {a, -, adk} and F*? denotes the 1-
labeled graph obtained from F by labeling the node a, The partial subgraph densities
of these labeled hypergraphs are

(ay-aq,) —
til"'idk(F i (A, @) = Z H Axsl,mxdj,j
Xt X F|-dy (81784 )EE(F)\{ay-qq, }

/4 “4.2)

Xk
kev(F)\{a;,.a4, }

and

HE (A D)= Y T A II =

X X (g esg JEE(F) | keV(F)\la)

Note that F*(?)) and F*(®® are not always equivalent in the computation of the partial
subgraph density. Consider F*@ and F*(@ as shown in Figure([l] then

t,(F O W) = W(x,v)dx and 1,,(F® W)= / W (u, y)dy.
[0,1]

[0.1]

4.1.2 Partial Derivatives of #(F,) in W[&m’r’d)

We identify uniquely the partial derivative operator by the non-increasing

3Ai1-~-idk.k
. o g ; S
sequence iy < -+ <ig . = 1 isnon-zero when j = kand {x ---x; } = {i| - iq }
il"'idk*k J

thus

0Ay ..x, )

l=6..6 o
0A; i g Dbl
1 dy>

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

s _J1 A=B
ABT Y0 A+B

10



where A and B are finite sets.

Theorem 4.3. Let (A, 7) € W™ and let orb((i\. iy, i) by the orbit of A, ..,
gy
the actions of Zy,- Then the first partial derivative of t(F, (A, n)) are

o0t(F) _ o(e-er0)
A T T, 2 i O FL (A ) (43)
zl,...,zdk,k (jls"’»jdk)eo"b((il"'idk))
and
01(F, (A, r)) .
T 1;,(0°F, (A, m)). (4.4)

i

Example 4.4. Let F = & and let (A, 7) € WD({"I’Z). Then (&5, (A, 7)) is computed by
the formula

1(d (A, 1) = Z AijAjAimim

i,j,k=1
Then F*@0) = & hence 08 = oo+de+&s and tij(A;, (A, 7)) = Z;{"zl AikAjk”k' Hence
the partial derivative M is computed by
ij
ot(L, (A, 7)
% = mm; (16 + Lo+ R (A, 1) + (1= 5,1, + Lo + A, (4, 7))

tj

=3mm; (1%, (A, 1) + (1 = 6;)1;,(s%, (A, 7))

By the symmetry of triangle, we have 1;;(s>, (A, 7)) = 1;;(&e, (A, 1)) = 1,;({%, (A, 7).
then we have

o, Am)  _ g @-s)

oA, w7t (s%, (A, 7))

=3(2-4;) Z A Ay

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 A € (0, 1) and let k € [m]. we denote by
0C, k) = WD WD the map defined by 0((A, 1), A, k) = (0(A, 4, k), 6(x, A, k))
where 0(A, 4,k) € RUD and 0(x, A, k) € PU™D such that

TT; i<k
G A=y - br, =kl
ﬂ'i_] k+1<l§m+1

11



T ™2 3 T mp Amy (1-A)m

M1l Az | A1 Ar1 | Az |A13|A13

(A.m) = Ap | Az | Aps

> Az | A2 |Ag3|Ag3

Ae(0,1) Amy | A3 | Az |Ags|Ass

A13 | A3 | Agg

(1—MNm| A13 | A23 |Azg|Azs

Figure 2: A split map transforms the representation of a 3 step function into a 4 step
function

and

91' i k(A, A,m) = Ail""’idk’k Vne[dk]ln <M
1ty Ail,"-,idfsm-“m,k EIse[dk]ldk—s‘H Slg—sr2 = Slg=m+ !

and eils"'!idk (A, A, k) is obtained from eilf'"idk (A, A, m) by a suitable permutation o €
X, ie. 9i|,,,,’idk (A, A, k)= 91‘17'":1}1,( (A, A, m)°.

Note that the action of 0(-, A, k) on (A, ) is the split the k-th row/column of (A, x)
in two rows/columns whose weights are Ary and (1 — A)my.

The split map does not change (A, 7) : [0, 119 - R" as function only increases the
dimensions to represent (A, ). 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., WD 1o Wrd) . To do that, we extend these key results for the

case when d is a vector of constant value. Hence, W9 is the space of vectors of uni-

form multi-relational hypergraphons and Wrd) = wird) / ~. 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 € > 0 there
exists some M(e) > O such that for every W € WU there exist some m < M (e)

and some g € WD with || f — gllg < e and such that g is constant in each box
A7l gy (lazl
(= I X X (=, ).

Hence, we have the Szemeredi Regularity Lemma for W-4),

12



Theorem 5.2. For every € > 0 there exists some M (e) > O such that for every W €
W) there exist some m < M (¢) and some g € WD with || f — gllg < e, and such

. . -1 i ig=1 i
that g is constant in each box (1'7, %] X +ee X (l”T, %].

Proof. The proof is direct from Lemma 4.1 in [17]. O
Using Szemeredi’s regularity lemma, we prove the compactness of wird),
Theorem 5.3. (W4, 80y) is compact.

Proof. Based on Theorem[5.2} the proof is identical to the compactness proof for clas-
sical graphons W2 given in [16]. O

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 e WD ywe have

[t(F, W) —t(F,V)| < 6q(W,V)

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

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 ). Let G be a (r, d)-hyper-
graph. Then f9 is the graphon representation of G whose k coordinate is defined by,

L if (Upux, 1050 ) € E(G)
G = [nxy] [nx4] k
fk (g v+ xg) {0 otherwise

where n = |V (G)|.

Definition 5.5 (Random hypergraph G"-%(n, p)). Let n be a positive integer and p €
[0, 1]. The Erdbs-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 I]J’Z;,d) be the probability distribution induced by f¢ where G are random (r, d)-
hyper-graphs.

Definition 5.6 (Rate function for [P’E,r”pd)). Let I yrd) [0, 00) be the function
defined by,

1
(rid) _— —_— cee LR
I9W) = zk X /[0,1]dk hy(Wixy, - xg, )dxy - dxg

where
1- x)
l-p

hy(x) = xlog(%) + (1 - x) log(
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Theorem 5.7. (Theorem 5.4 in [19]) When r = 1. For each fixed p € (0,1), the
sequence P, , obeys a large deviation principle in the space WD with rate function

hp. Explicitly, for any closed set F C Wird)

limsup —— log P)(F) < — inf L OOW)

n—»oco N d,
and for any open set U C wird)

lim inf
n—oo (n)d

(r.d) _ (rd)
Pn’p o) > I/11/1(1£fu Ip w)

where (n), = 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 € WD and let B(x,n) = {y | og(x,y) < n}. Then
forany x € wird)

lim lim sup
1=0 nsoo (Mg,

(r,d) (rd)
log PC(B(x,m) < 109(x)

and for any arbitrary n > 0

lim inf —
n—oo (n)dl

.d ,d
log PO(B(x, ) = 10(x)
Proof. The proof is identical to the proof Theorem 2.3 in [4]]. O
Hence, we extend Theorem [5.7]for the general case.

Theorem 5.8. For each fixed p € (0,1), the sequence P, , obeys a large deviation

principle in the space WD ywith rate function hp. Explicitly, for any closed set F C
Wrd)

n—o0

i I (r.d) _ (r.d)
lim sup D logP,""(F) < ul}gF 159W)
and for any open set U € Wd)

n—o0

cine T p(rd) _ (r.d)
liminf on P, U) = nllner 12W)

Proof. Using Lemma[5.2] the proof is identical to Theorem 5 in [1]] O
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6 Non-uniform multi-relational hyper-graphons

Here, we extend the results of the previous section to )7\5(’ “4) when d is a non-uniform
vector.

Let d be a vector of arities and max(d) the maximum arity. Note that (Tv(r D 6) is
a closed space of (W(r:max(@), 807)- Hence, compactness and counting lemma hold in
Wrd_ 5.

To extend LDP, we first define the projection map /4 and apply the contraction prin-
ciple of Large Deviation Theory [3]]. Let & : W"rmax(@) _, W.d be the map defined
by

AW (X1, s Xmax(a)) = Wilxps =+ X, X g, 05 Xg, ) (6.1)
for all k € [r]. This map forgets for each k hypergraphon the last max(d) — d;, 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 : Wrmax@) _, Wrd) js continuous in (W(’ max(d)) oy

Proof. 1t is sufficient to prove that [[A(W)[|[5 < [[W]|g. Indeed, it is clear that the
inequality holds

sup / Wxy, o xg )dxy - dxy | <
S+ Sq, SI01T [ S-Sy,
sup / W(xp, s Xmax(@))d X1+ dXmaxa)
S50 Stmax(@) EL0:1] |/ 81X+ Sihax(ay

6.1 Large deviation principle for random (r, d)-hypergraphs

We prove the LDP principle for W) To do that, we apply the contraction principle
in Large Deviation Theory.

Let Pgnd; be the probability distribution induced by f, kG where G are random (r, d)-
hypergraaphs.

Theorem 6.1 (Contraction Principle Theorem 4.2.1 in [3]]). Let X and Y be Hausdorff
topological spaces and [ . X — Y a continuous function. Consider a good rat
function I : X — [0, 0].

1. Foreachy € Y, define
I'(y) =inf{I(x) | x € X,y = f(x)}

Then I' is a good rate function on Y, where as usual the infimum over the empty
set is taken as 0.

2 A good rate function is a rate function for which all the level sets I([0, «]) are compact subsets of X.
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2. If I controls the LDP associated with a family of probability measures P on
X, then I' controls the LDP associated with the family of probability measures
Pof~Lony.

A consequence of the above lemma is Wrad jg 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 P, , obeys a large deviation principle in the space WD with rate function

hp. Explicitly, for any closed set F C wird)

lim sup Z (n+ log Ip(r,d) (F) < - VIi/HEfF I[()r’d)(W)
dk

n—oo & k.n.p

and for any open set U C Wir.d)

. . l (r,d) . (r.d)
lim inf zk: ka’n’p(m >~ inf I OW)
k

where IPEZ’:’I)’ is the probability distribution induced by Gl(cr’d")(n, D).
Proof. The proof is direct from Theorem [6.1|and Lemmal[6.1] O

Definition 6.3 (Constrained region defined by quantum graphs). Let F be an ordered
set of quantum (r,d)-graphs F = [F, -, F,] and let u € R¥ be a vector of multi-
relational subgraph densities. Then we define the constrained region defined by (F, u)

SCEOF )= (W € WD | A(F W) = u,{. (6.2)
Hence, we prove the most typical random (r, d)-hyper-graphs of SCO(F, u).

Theorem 6.4. Let F be an ordered set of quantum (r, d)-graphs F = [Fy, ---, F;] and
let u € R¥ be a vector of multi-relational subgraph densities. Then the limits W*(F , u)
of the sequence (G"9(n, 1/2));"1‘;1 of growing random (r, d)-hypergraphs which are

uniformly sampled such that lim G"(n,1/2) € S D (F, u) satisfy

h— 00
W*(F.u)= argmin I{7(W) (6.3)
W eStd(F u)
Proof. The proof is identical to Theorem 3.1 in [4]. O

Hereafter we write I Y/g ) as I and hy y as 1.

7 Modeling Possible Worlds in Probabilistic Logic

Let L = (V,A,=, R}, -+, R,) 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 F
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from L and vector u € (0, 1)1 then we can form a probabilistic relational theory (F), u
by attaching each logical formula 7; with u;.

Let L = (V, A,=, Friends; Sm)be arelational signature with the predicates Friends
and Smoker(Sm). From this signature, we build the following probabilistic theory

up » V,.Sm(x)

uy 1 Vy Friends(x,y)

us : Vx’y’ZFriends(x, ) A Friends(y, z) A Friends(z, x)
Uy - Vx’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

Vx’y’zFriends(x, ¥) A Friends(y, z) A Friends(z, x)
= (Sm(x)) A Sm(y) A Sm(z))

is true?
From Theorem The most typical random (2, [2, 1])-hyper-graphs W *"-)(F u)
are the solution of the following optimization problem.

min __ l/ Iy(Friends(x,y))dxdy +/ Io(Sm(x))dx (7.1)
[Friends,smlewed 2 Jio.112 [0.1]

subjected to

u = / Sm(x)dx
[0,1]

Uy = / Friends(x,y)dxdy
[0.1]2

Uy = / Friends(x,y)Friends(y, z)Friends(z,x)dxdydz
[0,173

For the fourth constraint, we transform the formula to the equivalent one
Vv, yFriends(x,y) = (Sm(x) = S() A (Sm(y) = S(x)) (7.2)

and using the formulap = g=1-(p A gq)

1 —uy = / Friends(x,y)
[0,1)2
(I =1 =Sm@)(1 = Sm(yM)(1 - Sm(y)(1 — Sm(x)))dxdy.

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

: /|
1o —
W(F,u)l [Friend,s;]éw*(r,u) 0,11
1 =8z(x)( = Sz(y)(1 — Sz(z))dxdydz.

Friend(x, y)Friend(y, z)Friend(z, x)
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8 Computability of W*"D(F u)

WD (F, u) is defined as the solution of an optimization problem in an infinity dimen-
sional space. Hence, it is not clear whether W*"-9)(F, u) is computable. Here we show
W d)(F u) is computable in almost all cases when (F, u) is feasible.

8.1 Marginal Polytope

Definition 8.1 (Marginal map). Let F be an ordered vector of quantum graphs. Then
the marginal map t(F,-) : Wﬂ({’d) — Rl is defined by

t{(F,W)=@F, W), t1(F, W)).
We denote by J,.(F) the Jacobian of t(F, -).

Definition 8.2 (Marginal Polytope). The marginal polytope T (F) of F is the image
of t(F,-) on Wnrd) i e TU(F) = t(F, W4 We also define the total marginal
polytopes of T(F) = t(F, WDy and T(F, x) = t(F, winrd (),

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

SEDF,uy =1 (F,u)

and (m,r.d) (r.d) (m,r.d)
m,r, _ r, m,r,
SR (F,u) = SR F,u)n WR

and if we fix r € P™

S DE,u, ) = ST F, u) 0 WD ()

8.1.1 Non-empty interior of 7" (F)

To guarantee that Sﬂg{m’r’d)(}’, u) are analytical manifolds for almost all u € T (F)
by applying Theorem [8.10] (Sard’s Theorem), we need a sufficient condition for which
T (F) has a non-empty interior. Hence, it is sufficient that 7 is a set of independent
quantum graphs.

Definition 8.4 (Independent graphs). Let F be an ordered and finite set of quantum
graphs. We say that T is a set of independent graphs if for all m such that n(m,r,d) >

|F| there is (A, ) € W”(Qm’r’d) such that © € (P™)° and Joan(F) is full ran

The following lemma shows that T™(FY and TV (F, ) have a non-empty interior
when F is a set of independent graphs.

Lemma 8.1. The following statements are equivalent.

3This criterion is equivalent to say the polynomials #(F;, X) i € [|F|] are algebraically independent.
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1. F is a set of independent graphs and n(m,r,d) > |F|.
2. T"(F, z) has a non-empty interior for all x € (P™)°.
3. t(F,U) has a non-empty interior for any non-empty open set U C Wrd),

Definition 8.5 (Density function). Let f, : R — R be an analytic function. Then
fs: Wug’d) — R is defined by

’
RUSEDY / SoWi(xy. e xg Ddx -+ dxg,
ie=1 7 10,11%
(m,r,d) : :
On W, the density function f has the form

HAm) =Y D foAy oy T, o, @.1)

k=1xx,=1
Hence, we need to prove the solutions

WP uy = argmin  T(W)
WweSEd(F u)

are step functions. To prove that, we prove the solutions

W*(F,u, f)= argmin f(W)
wesD(F.u

are step functions for any density function f;. 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 Wg(r’d) (F,u, f,) are
step functions here is called the Principle of Optimization of Density functions (PO D).
The computability of W*(~)(F 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 F be a set of quantum graphs and let u € T(F). Then, the base size
of step functions is,

my(F,u) = min{m|n(m,r,d) > |F| andu € T(F)}

Theorem 8.7. Let F be a set of independent graphs and let m > my(F,u). For almost
all cases u € T (F) N Q(F) the minima of fyon S[g’d)(f’, u) lies in Sé&mo’r’d)(f’, u).
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The approach to prove POD is to approximate Wﬂz(r’d)(?’, u, f,) by a sequence of solu-

tions from the step function spaces W"g(””’d)(r, u, f,) for increasing m, defined by

WD f) = argmin  f,(W),
wesD(F u)

The above optimization is on finite-dimensional space, and the idea is to prove the split
Wg(m’r’d)(f', u, f,)is in W[F;:(mﬂ’r’d)(?’, u, f,) and there is no new solution in

WD u, fON OO D F u, £,). 4. k)

for all k € [m]. To prove Theorem , we need develop results for S[g"”’d)(?, u, ) and

SEOF, u),

Fi gureshows the theorem dependencies to prove the computability of W*(F, u, f,).
There are three cornerstones to prove POD. The first one is Theorem|[8.15] which shows
the number of connected components of S[(Rmﬂ’r’d)(?, u) is not higher than the number

(m,r.d) .
of connected components of SR (F,u). The second cornerstone is Theorem
that ensures the split of local minima of f; in S[g"’r’d)(}‘, u) is again a local minimum if
Su%mﬂ’r’d) (F,u). The third cornerstone is Theorem , which states the split of critical

points of f; on Sﬂg{m’r’d)(?‘, u) does not bifurcate into other critical points for almost all
cases u € T(F). With these three theorems, we prove in Theorem [8.20] that any local
minimum of f in SD({"H’r’d)(F, u) is the split of a local minimum of f in Srgn’r’d)(?, 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)(F, u, I) has values only in (0, 1). Finally, Theorem
[8.21] proves the computability of W *"(F, u).

8.3 Smoothness of S“(;Qm”’d)(?, u)

Here, we develop sufficient conditions to ensure S[g"’r’d)(}’, u) is an analytical manifold.

Definition 8.8. Let F : M — N be a smooth function. A point ¢ € N is said to be a
regular value of F if every point of the level set F~'(c) is a regular point; otherwise, it
is a critical value.

Definition 8.9 (Regular and Critical Values of #(F, -)). Let Cri"(F) be the set of crit-
ical values of the map t(F,-) : Wu(q{m’r’d) — RIFL. Then, the set of regular values is
defined by

Reg(F) = UpysgT"(F) \ Uy5o Cri™ (F) (8.2)

and
Reg™(F) = T (F) N Reg(F).

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

Q(F) = Reg(F) \ Ups00T ™ (F)
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No new connected component

Theorem

No bifurcation of critical points Inductive local minima

Theorem Theorem m

/

Split of local minima PO

D
Theorem m Theorem

Non Extremal Statistics Computability of W*")(F, u) proof

Lemma Theorem m

Figure 3: Theorem dependencies to prove the computability of W *"9(F, u)

Note that U, ,Cri"™(F) has zero measure since it is the countable union of zero mea-
sure sets. Thus if 7U")(F) has a non-empty interior then Reg™(F) and Reg(F) are
dense in T (F) and T(F). If u € Reg(F) then SO (F,u) € 1~ (F,u) ¢ W

has only regular points for hence Su(@m’r’d)(}’, u) is an analytical manifold of n(m, , r, d) +
m — 1 — |F| dimensions since the marginal map is polynomial.

To ensure that u € T (F) 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)). Suppose M 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 (F) has a non-empty interior then from Sard’s theorem u € TM(F)
is a regular value for almost everywhere in T""(F). In other words, if F is a set of
independent graphs and we pick u € Reg(F) at random, then the probability that
Sﬂ%m’r’d)(F, u) is a smooth manifold is 1. Hereafter, we assume that F is a set of in-
dependent graphs.

8.4 The smoothness of Su;m’r’d)(T’, u, ) almost everywhere

Sﬂg{m’r’d)(T’, u, ) is a real algebraic varietyﬂ 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 R" defined by polynomial equations.
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a uniform dimension, it is a smooth manifold. However, we are interested in seeing
Su({"‘r’d)(?, u, r) 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
Su%m’r’d)(?‘, u, ) is almost everywhere but not necessarily with a uniform dimension.

First we prove that S[(Rm’r’d) ([F1, [u], #) is a smooth manifold.
Lemma 8.2. Let F be a simple graph. Then

((A,m), Vi(F, (A, m)) = | E(F)[t(F, (A, )
any (A, n) and | E(F)| is the number of edges in F.

Lemma 8.3. Let F = ), a; F} be a quantum graph. If u # 0 and n € (P™)° then
S[gn’r’d)([F, [u], ) is smooth almost everywhere.

Hence S [(Rm’r’d)([F 1, [u], ) is an analytical manifold almost everywhere for any quan-
tum graph F, u # 0 and 7 € P". Hence, we prove that Sé&m’r’d)(?, u, ) is analytical
almost everywhere.

Theorem 8.11. Let F be a set of independent graphs. Ifu € T (F)° then S H(Qm’r’d)(f’, u, )
is analytical almost everywhere for all & € (P™)°.
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[g'"r’d)([f’l, «+ F,l, [uy, =+ ,u,], 7) has regular points almost

everywhere and S[g"’r’d)([ﬂ, -+ F,1,[uy, -, u,], ) can have different connected com-
ponents and for each connected component N of dp dimensions, we have two possi-
bilities

1. The critical points of #(F,,, -) on S&"([F, -+ F, 1, [uy, -, u,], 7) have a non-
empty interior. Hence #(F, 4, -) has critical points to the entire N. In this case,
t(F,,1,) has dependency with [F, --- F, ], thus the constraint #(F, ., (A, 7)) =

Uy is redundant. It follows, Ny = N 0 S3""([F,., 1. [,4,], 7) is analytical
almost everywhere and N has d; dimensions.

2. The critical points of #(F,,,-) on S&" ([P, F,).[u}, ,u,], 7) have an
empty interior. It follows, Ny = N n S"(Qm’r’d)([}’n +11s [t,41]1, 7) is analytical
almost everywhere and N| has d; — 1 dimensions.

Hence, we conclude that S[fq{m’r’d)(T’, u, rr) is analytical almost everywhere. O

8.5 Non-increasing number of connected components of Su(%'""’d)(F, u)

One cornerstone of the main result is proof that there is no new connected component
in SD(Q"'H”’d)(F, u) \ SD(Qerl’r’d)(F, u). Hence, the number of connected components of

Sﬂg{m’r’d)(T’, u) is not increased when m is increased to m + 1. To prove this, we need two
definitions.
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W[(Rm,’r’d) o R|F| when u € T(m)(f’)' More preCiSé‘ly,

Definition 8.12. Let m < m'. Let T-™") be a set of the level sets of t(F,")

TPy = {(x € W | 1(F,x) € T™(F)).
Hence it is clear that t(F, T~ (F)y = TU(F) for allm < m'.

Definition 8.13 (The Aggregated Feasible Region). Let M (F) c Rmr-d)+m=1+[F]|
be the aggregated region of Sé&m’r’d)(f’, u) defined by

M™F) = {(x,2) e WP xR Vi e [[F|] #(Fx) - z; = 0}

Remark 8.14. Note that M (F) is the graph of the marginal map, thus M (F) is
connected. Hence, the regular and critical points of the marginal map are arbitrarily
close in S[g"’r’d)(f’, u) when u varies in T (F).

Theorem 8.15. Let F be a set of independent graphs and let u € Q(F) and let m >
mqy(F, u). Then there is no new connected component N C S ”(Qmﬂ’r’d)(P, u)\S”(Qm’r’d)(F, u).
Hence the number of connected components of Su(%mﬂ’r’d)(}’, u) is not higher than the

number of connected components of S[g"’r’d)(}”, u).

8.6 The space of critical points of /. (-) on S“(Qm”’d)(?’, u)

Recall that a point (A, ) € S[g””’d)(f’, u) is a critical point of f(-, ) if there is # € RI”'

such that
|7

V(A1) = Y BVHF,, (A, )
i=1

Here we study the critical points of all S[g"’r’d)(F, u) when u ranges over all the feasible

combinations of subgraph densities in 7" (F). Then, the spaces of critical points are
defined by

Definition 8.16. Let F be a set of independent simple graphs. Let f(-) be a smooth
function defined in and let m be a positive integer such that n(m,r,d) > |F| then

Cr(F. £) = {(A.x).5) € WD xR | ((F.(A. 1)) € Reg(F)
|F|
V- ﬂin(Fi)’(A =0k
i=1 ’

8.6.1 The split map on critical points of f

Here we prove that the split map (-, A, k) : W”(Qm’r’d) - Wﬂ(%m“’r’d) preserves the critical
points of density functions f, i.e. (Cr"(F, f,), 4, k) C CrmD(F, f).
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Lemma 8.4. The split operation preserve the critical points of f either on S D(q{m’r’d)(f’, u, )

or on S[g"’r’d)(f’, u).

1. Let (A*,7*) € SU""(F,u) be a critical point of f,. Then O((A*, %), A, k) is

a critical point of f on Su(QmH’r’d)(F', u) with the same Lagrange multipliers for
any A € [0,1] and k € [m].

2. Let (A*,7*) € Su(q{m’r’d)(?’, u, n*) be a critical point of f,. Letc € R. Let g, :
WD(QmH’r’d) — R, defined by

m+1

g((A,m) = ¢ Y (A — 0,;(A%,0, k) x;7;
ij=1

andlet f, = f,+g,. Recallthat 0(A*,0, k) is a matrix with duplicate row/columns
atk and k + 1 and Hl-j(A*, 0, k) is the ij entry.

Then O((A*, ™), A, k) is a critical point of f, on Su(q{mﬂ’r’d)(f', u,0(x*, A, k)) with
the same Lagrange multipliers for any c € R and A € [0, 1] and k € [m].

8.6.2 Smoothness of Cr™(F, f,)

A sufficient condition to prove the split operation on critical points does not bifur-
cate into another critical point is the smoothness of Cr(F, f,). Hence, we prove
crim(p, f) is smooth almost everywhere. Thus, the split does not bifurcate other crit-
ical points almost cases when u € T'(F).

Theorem 8.17. The split of any critical point in Cr+D(F, f) does not bifurcate into
another critical point for almost all cases when u € T'(F) and m > my,.

8.6.3 The split map on minimal points of f

We have seen that the split map preserves the critical points of f,. Here, we prove
that the split map preserves local minima of f,. Let (A*, #*) be a local minimum of
f, on Su(q{m’r’d)(f’, u, 7*). From Theorem Sngm’r‘d)(F, u, 7*) is smooth almost ev-
erywhere. Hence here we assume that (A™, z*) is not necessarily a regular point in
Sug"’r’d)(F, u, 7). Thus the tangent space on (A*, 7*) is not necessarily defined. Still,
it is defined the tangent cone C A*’”*)Sﬂg{m’r’d)(f’, u, #*) which generalizes the tangent
space.
First, we consider a perturbation of f; by the quadratic distance from (4%, 7*).

Definition 8.18 (Perturbation of f; at the local minimum (A*, 7*)). Let (A*,7*) €
W[g"“’r’d) and and € > 0. Then f, = f, + g. where g, : WD(Q'"H’V’d) — R is defined by

m+1

g (A, m) =€ ) (A — Ay mym;.
ki=1
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Note that if (A*, #*) is a local minimum of f; on S[fq{m’r’d)(f‘, u, 7*) then (A*, #*) is

a local minimum of f,.
. PR .. (m,r,d) *

Recall from Theorem if (A*, #*) is a local minimum of f; on S[R (F,u, ™)
then HfA*,,,*)fs is positive semidefinite on C(A*ﬂ*)S[(Rm”’d)(F, u, 7*) and HfA*’,,*)fe is
positive definite on C A*’ﬂ*)Su(Qm’r’d)(F, u, ).

Now we prove the following theorem that shows the preservation of local minima
of £, on Sﬂ({"”’d)(?, u) by the split map for sufficiently small A > 0.

Thus it is clear that if Cr™(F, £,) is smooth then #(F,-) : Cr™(F, f,) — RIFlis
a
Lemma 8.5. Let f, be a perturbed f given in Definition[8.18| Let F be a set of inde-
pendent graphs and let u € T(F) and let m > mo(F,u). Let (A*,n%) € S[g"’r’d)(f’, u)
be a local minimum of f, on Sug{m’r’d)(}’, u). Then for a given € > 0 and k € [m] there
is a Ay > 0 such that 0((A*, ©*), Ay, k) is a local minimum of f, on S[Em’r’d)(f’, u).

The following theorem extends the conclusion of the above lemma from a 45 > 0
to Ay € (0, 1).

Theorem 8.19. Let F be a set of independent graphs and let u € T'(F) and let m >
my(F,u). Let (A*, n*) € Su(q{m’r’d)(?’, u) be a local minimum of f on Sug{m’r’d)(}’, u). Then
0((A*,7%), A, k) € STV (F,u) is a local minimum of f, on S4*"(F,u). for any
A €[0,1] and any k € [m].

The next theorem proves that every global minimum in W[S (m+1”’d)(7-’, u, f,) is the
split of a local minimum on SD(Qm’r’d)(F, u).

Theorem 8.20. Let F be a set of independent graphs and let u € T(F) and let m >
my(F,u). For almost all cases u € T™)(F) N Q(F) we have

U H(Wu;(m’r’d)(r’ u, fs)7 A, k) = W[};(M+l,r,d)(7:" u, fs)

A€10,1]
k € [m]

Proof. From Theorem , the split of any local minimum of £, on Su(q{m’r’d)(}’, u) is
a local minimum on SU(QmH’r’d)(F, u). Hence, it is sufficient to prove that there is no
global minimum on S[g"H’r’d)(F, u) different from the split of a global minimum on
S[(Rm’r’d)(f’, u). Note that any local minimum can only be created by the bifurcation or

by creating a new connected component in Sng{'"“”’d)(r, u). From Theorem 8.17L the
split operation does not bifurcate into another critical point for all cases u € T(F).
There is no new connected component from Theorem , SD(QmH”’d)(F, u). Hence,

we conclude that any global minimum of f; on Sug{mﬂ’r’d)(}’, u) is the split of a global

minimum of f; on S[g"’r’d)(?, u). O
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8.7 Proof of the principle of optimization of density functions

From Theoremand by induction, we conclude W[;(mo’r’d) F,u, fg) C W[g(m’r’d)(f“, u, f).
To prove POD, it is necessary to prove Wﬂz(m’r’d)(F‘, u, fs)\W[F:(mo’r’d)(F, u, f,)is empty.
First, we need to prove that f; and I are continuous functions in Li([0,11%) topology
Lemma 8.6.

1. Let f : W[g’d) — R be the function defined by

W) = W, (x, -, dx: - d
fs(W) ,Z{/[o,l]dk JoWi(xy, -+, xg ))dx; - dxg,

where f, : R = Rissmooth.. Then f is continuous in W[g’d) in Ll(Hk[(), 119%)
topology.
2. Let I : W4 — R be the function defined by

r

w)=y / To Wy, xg iy - dxg,
i=1 J 10,11%

where Iy(x) = xlog(x)+(1—x)log(1—x). Then I is continuous in Ll(Hk[O, 119)
topology when |W| < 1.

Here, we have all the ingredients to prove POD.
Theorem 8.7. Let F be a set of independent graphs and let m > my(F,u). For almost
all cases u € T (F) N Q(F) the minima of fy on S[g’d)(f‘, u) lies in S;Qmo’r’d)(f’, u).
Thus to compute a global minimum W*(F, u, f,), itis necessary to compute i, (F, u)
and then to compute a global minimum W* of f; on Sug{mo(r’")’r’d)(f’, u).

8.7.1 The case when f| is the rate function /

Note that if f; = I, then f is not entirely defined on Wug D put if H I is continuous at

any local minimum of Wu(q{m’r’d), then Theoremcan be applied. The following lemma
warranties that H I is continuous at any local minimum.

Lemma 8.7. Let F be a set of independent graphs and let u € Q(F) and let m >

my(F,u). Then every local minimum of I in Srd) (P y) is in S(((')"i)(’F, u).

Finally, we prove the computability of W*"-)(F u).

Theorem 8.21. Let T be a set of independent graphs, then every global minimum of I
on SUD(P, u)isa mqy(F, u) step function for all almost cases when m > my(F, u) and
u e Q(F).
Proof. From Lemma every local minimum W*(F,u, I) is in S(((')"(l’;(F, u); hence 1
is a smooth function at any local minimum. Locally, I is a function defined on Wu({"’r’d).
Thus, the conditions to apply Theorem 8.7 hold.

U
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9 Concluding Remarks and Open Problems

That W*"-(F 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*"9(F u)

For Statistical Relational Learning (.S L R), this a natural problem because the complex-
ity to compute t(C, W*"(F, u)) is O(mg(F,u) F©l)) and S LR is interested in having
probabilistic inference methods with polynomial computational complexity.

Radin et al. [22]] found the solution W*(:2([8, &), [p, z]) when 0 < p < 0.5 and
0 < 7 < p> has a closed form given by

p—2z x,y<1/2orx,y>1/2

1 1 0.1
pt+z x<5<y0ry<5<x,

WHD(F, u D(x.y) = {

and there is only one global optimum. Hence, the computational complexity to ob-
tain W *( ’d)(F, u) is polynomial. Still, there can be other combinations of (F, 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 (F, u) yields W*"9(F u) ob-
tained with polynomial complexity.

We conjecture that a sufficient condition to compute W*">)(F, ) in a polynomial
time is W*"9(F,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*rd(F u).

9.2 Uniqueness of W*")(F y)

The uniqueness problem of W*("“))(F, 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 (F, u) such that W is uniquely deter-
mined by (F,u). For our problem, (F,u) is finite forcible if W*"-4)(F, u) is unique.
Lovasz conjectured that Finite Forcibility is true, but recently, Grzesik et al. in [7] have
shown that the extremal solutions of #(F,-) or I(-) on St ) (F,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 (F, u), W*"(F 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 # is the number of
nodes of G. Examples of these methods are given in [23], [6] and [14].

These methods allow learning implicit constraints (F, u) of an observed network G.
The idea is to assume that G is the most typical random graph from G(n, W*-4)(F, u))
where (F, u) is unknown.

Let W (G) be a Stochastic Block Model (step function) estimated from G. Hence,
we assume W (G) = W*"(F u); hence, W(G) is a critical point. Thus there is
p € RI7l such that

7|
VI(W(G) = Y. B;VH(F,, W(G)
i=1
for some unknown 7. Hence given 7, the problem to find § becomes a linear regression
problem, i.e.

|7
mﬂin IVI(W(G)) - Z BiVi(Fi, W(G))ll,- 9.2)
i=1
Thus to find the constraints (7, u) is equivalent to find the best set of variables { V#(F, .)}
from the infinite set of simple graphs G such that

|7
IVIW(G) = Y BVIF, WGy <e and  [[W(G) - W*Full; <e
i=1

where € is a given error and #(F, W (G)) = u. Thus, the problem is given an € > 0
combinatorial search of a finite subset F of G, 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, ) € W[;{m’r’d) and let orb((iy, iy, -+ ig ) by the orbit of A; ...;,
e
the actions of Zy,- Then the first partial derivative of t(F, (A, r)) are

at(F) o(e-eee )
Dm0 6
iy k Ursr+sday JEOrb((iy ++ig,)
and
ot(F,(A,n)) .
S = 4(0°FL (A ). @4

1

Proof. In the next lines, we abbreviate t(F, (A, 7)) as t(F). For the first partial deriva-
tive, we compute

oH(F) i 0 M 4 I1 -
0A, . 0A; .. Xy Xy o Xs
i1eigy K xpxpy=l O laok (s sy DEEE) | sevp)
m ana. “Xg
= X 2 i I A
le""xlFI:l (al...adu)eE(F) ll"'ldk’k (sl-»-sdj)eE(F(al"'adu)) J
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By plugging (#.1.2) into the above formula, we have

m

0t(F)
A - 2 > BukO{xy, gy Wirig, )

ipsesigy ok xpxp =1 | (ayaq,)EE(F)

H Axsl "'xsdj N H ”Xs

(51 ...de)eE(F(ﬂl ad,)y SEV(F)

Then

0t(F)
A B xgy g Wlir-ig, )
iy ok (@) -+ag, JEEL(F) xp,-+-.x =1 k

H AXS]"'xsd.’j H ﬂ:xs

(51754, JEE(F 1) R
Note that 6, ...} i..i, ) 15 1 only in orbit of A; _; by the actions of X, . Let
a ady *’ k k

orb((iy, iy, - iy )) be orbits of A; .; by the actions of £, then
k

d
ot(F) .
A . ) )3 ) Btxa; xgy i -ig,
’1’"'”dk’k (01"'adk)€Ek(F)Xl""’xlFl—dk=1(/'ls""jdk)eorb(([l"'[dk))
H Axslu.xsdj’j H ”xs
(5154 )EE(F 10 SEVE)
Hence
o
oA, T T
ipseeigy K (j1,~~~,jdk)€orb((i1~~~idk))(al---adk)EEk(F)
m
Z H Axxl'"xxd.’j H x
Xl""’X\F\*dkzl(51'~~s,1.)eE(F(almad’<>) sV
j
Thus
ﬂ = JT: e+ JT: . . (a.(almadk) (A 7[))
oA, . i " g, Jida T
11,~~~,tdk,k (jl,"'sjdk)eorb((il“'idk))
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and

0t(F) - a
O 3 A ()

! X1 X Flal (sHEE(F) 1 \seVv(F)
n on,
= 2 I 4 2 5= 11 =
X1 X pl=1 (sHEE(F) acV(F) "1 seV(F)\{a}
= ) 4(F(An)
aeV (F)

= 1,(0'F, (A, n)).

Lemma 8.1. The following statements are equivalent.
1. F is a set of independent graphs and n(m,r,d) > |F]|.
2. TY(F, n) has a non-empty interior for all = € (P"™)°.
3. t(F,U) has a non-empty interior for any non-empty open set U ¢ Wr-d),

Proof. (1) = (2). Let #/ € (P"™)° be the partition vector such that Joar z1\(F) for
some A’
It is sufficient to prove that for any in 7 € (P"™)°, there is A € [Rg"’r’d) such that

(A, ) is a regular point of the marginal map #(F, -) restricted to Wnrd) (),
m m m M
Let [Zil“'idl iy =1 [Zil'“id, iy iy, =1 and [y;]”, be symmetric arrays of real

variables whose domain ranges Wﬂ({{m’r’d). Recall formula ll

_oF)  _ T, o TT, to (0" (A, 7))
0A. ] i idy 1y s , ,
ioeeedag ok Uroeeesla JEOPB(iy i, )
Letr(z,y) = W | A=z 7=y We observe that r(z, y) is a homogeneous polynomial
ij

of grade |V (F)| + ’|E(F)| — 1 on variables z and y.

Let G(A, n) = Je A’,[)(F)T Je A,”)(F) be the gramian matrix of the Jacobian matrix of
marginal map #(F,-) : WD (zm) 5 RIFI Recall also that G(A, ) is square and
G(A, r) is full rank iff J(A,,,)(F) is full rank.

Let Q(z,y) = det(G(A, )| Azz’,,:y). Hence O(z, y) is a homogeneous polynomial
of grade (|V(F)| + |E(F)| — 1271 on variables z and y. Note that every monomial
q(z,y) of O(z,y) is equal to r(y)s(z) where r and s are homogeneous polynomials as
well.

Since F is a set of independent graphs, Q(z, z’) is a non-zero polynomial. Hence
we can obtain another polynomial Q(z, z) from Q(z, z’) by substituting each monomial
q(z, 7') = r(z')s(z) of Q(z, 7") by q(z, #) = r(x)s(z). Since = € (P™)°, r(x) of each
monomial g(z, ) is non zero. Hence, Q(z, 7) is a non-zero polynomial. Therefore
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thereis A € Rg"’r’d) such that Q(A, rr) # 0. It follows that (A, ) is regular point of the
marginal map #(F, -) restricted to W4 (r).

(2) = (3). Since T")(F, z) has a non empty interior in RIFI, J_(F) is full rank
almost everywhere in W"9(z) due to Sard’s theorem and the analyticity of #(F, -).
Then J(F) is full rank almost everywhere in W(™"4)_ Hence, for any non-empty open
set U c wimrd), t(F, U) has a non-empty interior.

(3) = (1). Now we assume that 7")(F, z) has a non-empty interior for some
7z € P"™_ Hence, from Sard’s theorem, the regular values of the marginal map #(F, -)
are dense in T""(F, ). Hence there is a regular point (A, 7) € W4 (x) of t(F,-).
This implies that 7 has independent graphs.

O
Lemma 8.2. Let F be a simple graph. Then
(A, 7), VI(F, (A, 7)) = |[E(F)|1(F, (A, 7))
any (A, n) and | E(F)| is the number of edges in F.
Proof. From the partial derivative formula given on (4.3)), we have
((A, ), VH(F, (A, 7))
- Z Z Ty T, 4 1y ok
ki <eeiy Uroreoday YEOrb((iy g, )
(.....)
{10ega, O F (A7)
= Z 2 Z Tiy ’dk ll”'idk7k
k (a1~~~adk)€Ek(F)11< -<ip
£y gy (F7), (A, 7))
m
=2 XX e, T A, e
k= (ay--ag )EEL(F) iy-ix=1
=Y Y HFAmD)=EF)IA, 1)
k (a1~-~adk)eEk(F)
O

Lemma 8.3. Let F = ), a, F, be a quantum graph. If u # 0 and n € (P™)° then
S[é{m’r’d)([F, [u], ) is smooth almost everywhere.

Proof. From Lemma[8.2] we have
(A, ), V1Y, ayFi (A, 1)) = Y exayt(Fy, (A, )
k

k
where e, = |E(F))|. To prove Sug{m’r’d)([}’, [u], ) is smooth almost everywhere, it is

sufficient to prove that there is a (A, 7) € W"4) such that they satisfy the following
conditions

Y at(Fi (A, 1) = ) at(Fy. (A, 7)) = . 9.3)

k k
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and

(Am), VY ayFi (A m) = ). epayt(Fy, (A, 1) # 0 (9.4)
k k

Let ¢(F) = {Fy, -, F,} be the constituents of the quantum graph F. Note that if we
consider each (Fy, (A, 7)) as a variable z, then the constraints and become a
hyperplane and hyperplane complement in RI“F)lie. 3, a,z, = uand Y, aze z; #
0. Since u # 0, the hyperplane is not contained in the hyperplane complement. Hence
we can find step functions (A, 7) € W[g"’r’d) satisfying and .

Theorem 8.15. Let F be a set of independent graphs and let u € Q(F) and let m >
mqy(F, u). Then there is no new connected component N C S, H(Qm"'l’r’d)(f‘, u)\SH(Qm’r‘d)(F, u).
Hence the number of connected components of S[gnﬂ’r’d) (F,u) is not higher than the

number of connected components of S[g"’r’d)(?, u).

Proof. Note that

1rd Lr.d
syt e = ) SeH @ w6, 2. k).

x e pm
A€[0,1]

Hence it is sufficient to prove that if 4 € (0, 1), then the number of connected compo-
nents of S[g"ﬂ’r’d)(ﬂ u,0(r, 4, k)) is not higher than the number of connected compo-

nents of S;&m’r’d)(F, u,0(x,0, m)). By contradiction. There is a new connected compo-
nent, say

Ny € SEHOF u,0(x, Ay, m)).

The existence of N, is due to the new connected component N C SD(QmH’r’d)(P, u) \

S[g"’r’d)(F, u) containing N, otherwise N is not a new connected component. Let
A =inf{A: N SO E, 0,0, A,m)) # 6).

If 2* = 0 then there is x € N arbitrary close to S[g"’r’d)(r,u) c T~o-m  Hence
there is a sequence {x,}° C N C T~omD(F)\ T=("0-m(F) such that «(F, x,) = u
for all n > 0 and the distance to 7~ "0-")(F) converges to zeroi.e. d (x,, T-tmom) (F)) >
0 as n — oo. Hence we conclude that u € a7 (F) which is a contradiction since
u € T (F)° ¢ TM(F)°. Thus 4* > 0.

First we assume u € Reg"™(F). Let (A, 8(x, A*,m)) € NnSé&mH’r’d)(T’, u, 0(z, A*, m)).
Since u € Reg(F), Su""" (F,u) is a smooth manifold of n(m,r,d) +m— 1 — |F| di-
mensions.

Let U C N be an open neighborhood of (4, 8(x, A*, m)) in S[E{mﬂ’r’d)(?’, u). More-

over note that Sug{’””’d)(r, u, )N Sﬂg{m’r’d)(T’, u,n')=@if r # 7’ and

sertra = || S0,
zePM
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Let Exp! 1 U > T, xSﬂ({"H’r’d) (F, u) be the inverse of exponential map (see Eq. ( )
defined on a neighborhood of U of x. From Theorem , Su(q{'”H’r’d)(P, u, 0(z, A*, m))
is smooth almost everywhere, but with non-uniform dimension, each connected com-
ponent could have a different dimension.

If x = (A, 8(x, A*, m)) is a regular point of Su({"H’r’d)(F, u, O(x, A*, m)) at the con-
nected component C C SD(QmH”’d)(F, u,0(rr, A*, m)) which has n; dimensions and n; >
n(m+ 1,r,d) — |F| then

T,C C T STV (P, u).

Recall that Su(q{'"H’r’d)(T’, u) has n(m+1, r, d)+m—|F| dimensions. Let O, be the orthog-
onal complement of 7T, C in TXSU({"H’r’d)(F, u). Let Uy C O, be an open neighborhood
of 0. Note that O, has n, = n(m + 1,r,d) — |F| — n; dimensions and n, € [m]. It fol-
lows that only n, vectors in TXS[g"H’r’d)(T’, u) can vary the parameters of the partition
vector 7' € P of the step functions in S[g"ﬂ’r’d)(?, u) through the exponential
map Exp, : V — U where V C TXSH({"H’r’d)(F, u) is a neighborhood of 0.

If n, = 0 then T,C = T,.S¢""""(F,u). It follows that U = U n C and since

S[(Rm+1’r’d) (F,u) and C are analytical manifolds then N = C. If dimension of C is
higher than n(m + 1,r,d) — |F| then there are at most |F| — 1 active constraints but
on Sﬂg{ml’r’d)(?’, u) there are |F| active constraints. This a contradiction. Thus, n, is at
least equal to 1.

In the worst case when n, = 1, only one parameter in P""*+! can be varied by the
vectors in O, C TXSH(Q'"H’r’d)(F, u).

Recall that every (A’, 7) € S[g"“’r’d)(}‘, u) is invariant under permutations of m+ 1
row/columns. Hence, we have the freedom to choose which coordinates of the par-
tition vectors are varied by vectors in O,. Let’s assume the vectors in O, vary the
m-coordinate of P"*1). Hence these vectors in O, correspond to the variation of pa-
rameter A in (A, O(x, A, m)). Hence we conclude that U can contain step functions with
partition vectors of the form (A’, 0(x, 13, m)) € U where 13 < A*.

If x = (A, 0(x, A", m)) is a singular point of S;QmH’r’d)(F, u,0(x, A*, m)) and since
Su%mﬂ’r’d)(F, u, 0(z, A*,m)) is smooth almost everywhere then there is a regular point

z € Sé{"“’r’d)(?, u,0(x, A*, m)) arbitrary close to x. Hence we apply the arguments
for the case x = (A, 0(x, A*, m)) and conclude Exp,(U) contains step functions with
partition vectors of the form (A’, 0(x, 13, m)) € U where 13 < A*.

Both cases contradict that A* is the infimum of A such that

N ST OF, u,6(x, A, m)) # 6.

Now we assume u € Cri?(F).
From Remark [8.14] there are arbitrary close regular points #’ to u such that the

points of SH(Q'”H’r’d)(T’, ') are arbitrary close to points of S[fq{mﬂ’r’d)(?, u). For the feasi-

ble region S[g"ﬂ’r’d)(F, u') there is no new connected component in Suggmﬂ’r’d)(}’, u')\

5The number of parameters of partition vectors in P is m — 1 since Y, z; = 1.

35



(m,r,d)
S R
ponent.

(F,u') . Hence, we conclude that Sﬂg{mH’r’d) (F,u) has no new connected com-

O

Lemma 8.4. The split operation preserve the critical points of f either on S[(Rm’r’d)(f’, u, )
or on S[(Rm’r’d)(f’, u).

1. Let (A*,z*) € Sy"" (. u) be a critical point of f,. Then O((A*, %), A, k) is

a critical point of f on S[(Rmﬂ’r’d)(?, u) with the same Lagrange multipliers for
any A € [0,1] and k € [m].

2. Let (A*,n*) € Sugm’r’d)(?’, u, n*) be a critical point of f,. Letc € R. Let g, :
Wﬂg{mﬂ’r’d) — R, defined by

m+1
g.((A,m) = ¢ Y (A; = 0,,(A",0,k)Ym;x,
ij=1
andlet f, = f +g,. Recallthat 0(A*,0, k) is a matrix with duplicate row/columns
at k and k + 1 and 0,;(A*,0,k) is the ij entry.

Then 6((A*, 7*), A, k) is a critical point of f, on S4"*""(F,u,0(x*, 2,k)) with
the same Lagrange multipliers for any ¢ € R and A € [0, 1] and k € [m].

Proof. In the first case. Without loss generalization, we assume that k = m. It is
sufficient to prove that 8((A*, z), 4, m) is a critical point when if (A*, z*) is critical.

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

0t(F)

A, . ., Ty o ﬂidk tjl"'jdk
11,"-,tdk,k (il""ajdk)eo"b((il“'idk))

O F, (A, 1))

and by taking the partial derivatives for (8.I), we have

Af(A,m)
0A. . .

/
7[1 ces ][dka(Allldk)
l1,~"ldk,k

Hence the constraint

f((A, ) ot(Fy, (A, )
04, =20 0A; i, ok

’1"'idk’k 3 g,
is reduced to

THZAPED W > sy, O o (A )

Ut»reday )EOrD((iy g, ))

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

9f;((A, 7)) Z 5 ot(Fy, (A, 1))

0Ai1~~idk,k (AT)=0((A* ) dm) aAil‘“idk’k (A,2)=0((A* %), Aum)

9.5)

36



foralliy,---,i, € [m]. Now to compute the Lagrange multiplier condition for %, we

need to consider the constraint ), 7, = 1, thus

0 0

a_n,.|zknk=1 " on,  om,
Hence
()t(Fk) ot(Fy)
s Z , ( - — &
m

The partial derivatives E of t(F,-) and f, are

ot(F,(A, )

=1,(0"F,(A, x))
on

i
and

9/,((A, 7))
e D?l o = Z dy 2 Jo(A;; Lo, Idk)”lz h ”idk

a’ iyeig =1

Note that the partial derivatives 3izr~ depend only on the step function (A, 7) and not on

their parameterization, thus

of, _of,

or; 0w,

o1(Fy)  01(Fy)
<A,n>=9<(A*,n*>,z,m)_; o, om, ‘(A,n>=a(<A*,n*>,A,m)

(9.6)

i
From (9.3) and (9.6), we conclude that

V(A m)| = Y AVilF. (4.1)| . ©.7)
k

(A, m)=0((A*,m*),A,m) (A,m)=0((A*,7*),A,m)

The above constraint proves the first case. For the second case, the proof is straightfor-
ward, which is omitted. O

Theorem 8.17. The split of any critical point in Cr'"*D(F, f.) does not bifurcate into
another critical point for almost all cases when u € T'(F) and m > my,.

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

Af (A7) E 5 A A )
S )

aAil...idkyk k=1 aAil"'idk,k

=0 for 1 Sll o Sidk <m (98)

and
7]
M—Z kat(r"’(A ") _0 forl<i<m—1 9.9

in the ambient space R""-d+m=1 4 || Thus, if Cr™(F, f,) is a manifold, it must
have |F| 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™(F, fs) comes from the Constant

Rank Theorem. Hence we compute the partial derivatives o , % and %to the
iyig i i

constraints and to obtain the Jacobian J = J((4 ) 5)(F, f;) of the constraints

J = HampLFs D) | =Jam @7 |

Note that H(4 z) 3 L(f5, #) = HfA’ﬂ)fS at (A, 7) and J 4 ,\(F, #) is full-rank on S[S&m’r’d)(r, u)

since u € Reg(F). Thus, we must prove that J has a constant rank on Cr™(F, fo)-

Since the constraints (9.5) and (9.6) are defined by analytical functions, the rank of
J might be different in each connected component C, (m) of Crim(F, fs). In this case,
in each Cy(m), the matrix J might have redundant columns. These redundant columns
must be columns from H 4 ) 5)L(f,, B) since J is full rank. Hence the corresponding
constraints from and are redundant. Let V;(m) be the set of coordinates A;;
and z; of C;(m) that correspond to redundant constraints.

The redundant constraints appear when there are non-isolated critical points since
the coordinates from V) (m) can have any value and do not change the condition that x €
Cr™(F, f,) is a critical point. By dropping the redundant coordinates, we conclude
the variation of these coordinates does not bifurcate the critical points in C;(m). Note
that from in proof Lemma(8.4] the split operation only adds redundant constraints.
Thus Cr™(F, f) is smooth almost everywhere and each connected component C; has
a dimension |F| + |V (mg)|.

Hence, the split operation can not bifurcate critical points in C; for almost all cases
when u € T(F). 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'(F).

O

Lemma 8.5. Let f, be a perturbed f given in Definition Let F be a set of inde-
pendent graphs and let u € T(F) and let m > mo(F,u). Let (A*,n*) € S[(Rm’r’d)(f', u)
be a local minimum of f, on S[g"’r’d)(F, u). Then for a given € > 0 and k € [m] there
is a Ag > 0 such that 0((A*, ©*), Ay, k) is a local minimum of f, on Su(q{m’r’d)(}’, u).

Proof.

1. Since (A*, 7*) is a local minimum on Sﬂ({"r’d)(}’, u, ), hence from Theorem
we have

T (e
v <H(A*,zr*)fs> vz0
for any v € C(A*’”*)Sﬂim’r’d)(f‘, u, 7*). Hence v' (HfA* ”*)f€> v > 0. Hence

there is a 4; > 0 such that v’ <H§(A*,n*),/11,k)f€> v > 0 for any

rd
ve Ce(A*,z*),zl,k)S[mer NF,u, n%).

2. Let U(z*) € P™ be an open neighborhood such that for any # € U (z*) there is
an isolated local minimum W *(z) of f. on S[(Rm’r’d)(F, u, ).
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3. Let W(x, 4, k) = OW*(x), A, k) and 7(4, k) = O(x, A, k), hence W (x*,0, k) =

(A*, 7). Since 0T <HfA*’”*) f€> v > 0forany v € CopepeyST" D (F, u, 7,

there is A; > 0 such that v7 (Hg((A*,ir*),/ll,k)f€> v > 0 for any

ve CW(n*,Al,k)Sug{m’r’d)(F, u, 7 (44, k))
and for all k € [m]. Hence W (x*, A1, k) = 0((A*, 7*), A, k).

4. We claim that W (z*, 4, /2, k) = 0((A*,7"), A4;/2, k) is a local minimum of f,
on Sugm+l’r’d)(F, u). Let V be an open neighborhood of W (x*, A, /2, k). By con-
tradiction, let (A’, 7) € SU™*""V(F, u) be a different point from W (x*, 4, /2, k)
in a neighborhood V' of W (z*, A, /2, k) such that .

f(A, 7)) < f. (W (x*, A /2,K)). (9.10)

Since V can be arbitrary small, z’ can be arbitrary close to 6(x, A1/2, k). Hence
there is a 7/ € U(x*) C P such that 2/ = 6(x", A,/2,k) and for some
Ay € (0, Ap).

By definition, W*(x”) is a local minimum of £, on S&*""(F,u, z""). Hence,
we have the chain of inequalities,

f W (x*,21/2,K) = f(A*, 7))
< f W) = f(W (", 2,/2,k) < f((A', 7). (9.11)
Hence we have f.(W (z*, 4,/2,k)) < f.((A’, z’)) which contradicts (9.10). Hence

W (z*, 41 /2.k) = O((A*, 7*), 4, /2, k) is alocal minimum of £, on S&"* " (7, u)
and thus we set 4, to 4;/2.

O

Theorem 8.19. Let F be a set of independent graphs and let u € T(F) and let m >
my(F,u). Let (A*, n*) € SD(Qm’r’d)(T’, u) be a local minimum of f on S[(Rm’r’d)(f’, u). Then
0((A*, %), A, k) € Sé&mﬂ’r’d)(f’, u) is a local minimum of f on Su(%m’r’d)(f’, u). for any
A€ [0,1] and any k € [m].

Proof.

1. Let f, be a perturbed f given in Definition [§.18] From Lemma [8.5] there is
Ay > 0 such that (A4, 6(x, Ay, k)) is a local minimum of £, on Sﬂ(g'"H’r’d)(F, u).

2. Now, we claim that 6((4, 7), 4, k) is a local minimum of £, on S&"*""(F, u)
for all A € (0, 1).
Since u € Reg™ (F), the tangent space T4 g+, Lk))Su(q{mH’r’d) (F,u)is defined for
all A € (0, 1). Let U be alocal neighborhood of (A, 8(z*, Ay, k) in S&" "V (P, ).
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Letgp : U — SD(Q"'H”’d)(F, u) be a local diffeomorphism such that
D((A,0(x", Ay, k))) = (A, 0(z*, A, k).

Hence ¢! : ¢(U) — U is a diffeomorphism. From Lemma , local diffeo-
morphism preserves critical points and H is semidefinite positive

’ g
(A,0(z*,A.k))” €
+1,r,d .
on ]-'(A,e(ﬂ*,l,k))Sme " )(P, Ll) lff

g -1 . . .,
H (A6 10,k feodp™" is semidefinite positive
(m+1,r,d)
on T’(A,G(n’*,io,k))SR (7:‘, Ll).

Hence to prove that §((A*, 7%), 4, k) is local minimum of £, in ST+ (F, u),
it is sufficient to prove that 8((A*, 7*), A, k)) is a local minimum of feod)‘l.

Note that for every open neighborhood V' C ¢(U), we have ¢~ (V) c U and
since 0((A*, %), Ay, k)) is a local minimum of £, in U, thus 0((A*, 7*), Ay, k)) is
a local minimum of f.o¢~!inV C SD(QmH”’d)(F, u) for any 1 € (0, 1).

Lemma 8.6.

1. Let f : Wug’d) — R be the function defined by

1 =% [ W g g
k=17 [0,1]%

where f : R = Rissmooth.. Then f is continuous in Wﬂg’d) in Ll(Hk[O, 11%)
topology.

2. Let I : W4 — R be the function defined by
r
IW) = Z/ To(W(xy, . xg )dxy = dx.
=17 [0,11%
where 1y(x) = xlog(x)+(1—x)log(1—x). Then I is continuous in Ll(Hk[O, 119)

topology when |W | < 1.

Proof. LetW € Wﬂ({ D and V € U where Y isan open neighborhood of W sufficiently
small. To prove both cases, it is sufficient to prove that there is a constant C > 0 such
that

Lfs(W) = fMI < CIW =Vl and [TW) = T(V)| < CIIW =V,
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Thus we have

lfs(W) = f,(V)| =

/;/[;),l]dk (fO(Wk(xl’"'xdk))_fO(Vk(xl""xdk)> dxl"“dxdk
< 2/0 d |f0(Wk(x]’"'xdk))_fO(Vk(xh"'xdk))ldxl,"'dxdk
k=17 [0,1]%

,
<C 2/ L IWiGxpseeexg ) = VieGxy, o xg ldxy, - dxg, = ClIW = V.
k=1 [0.1]%

In the second case. Note that |Ié(W)| and II(;(V)l can be bounded by |I(;(A(W, 18)]
where

AW ,V) = min inf (W (xq, -y x4 ),
kelr] (xl,...xdk)e[o,l]dk A i
|1 - Wk(x]’ ’xdk)l’ |Vk(x1’ 9xdk)|7 |1 - V-k(x]’ ’xdk)l}

/ — X
and Io(x) = log <E) Thus

W) —-1(V)| =

r
Z / (10(Wk(x1, xdk)) - Io(Vk(xl, cee xdk))> dxl, dxdk
k=1 10.11%

r

< Z/ [ Ig(Wi(xq, -+ xdk)) = LoV (xyq, - xdk))|dx1, dxdk
k=1710.11%

,
< Z |I(,)(A(W,V))|/ J |Wk(x1, Xdk) - Vk(xl, ---xdk)|dxl, dxdk
k=1 [0,1]%

= AW, V)W = V.
O

Theorem 8.7. Let F be a set of independent graphs and let m > my(F, u). For almost
all cases u € T™)(F) 0 Q(F) the minima of f, on S (F, u) lies in STV (F, u).

Proof.

1. Let W, be a global minimum of f; on Sug{m’r’d)(}’, u). By iterating Theorem ,
starting at m = mgy(F), we obtain a sequence of local minima (W,,) that of the

same step function W), . Hence W, 'is a global minimum of f in U5, S”(Qm’r’d)(F, u).

2. We claim that W, is a global minimum of minWe Slg,d) Fa f,(W). By con-

tradiction let assume that W) is a global minimum such that ¢; = f,(W]) <
fs(WmO) = a. From Lemma f 1s continuous, hence the level set B(e) =
7Y (le,€)) N Sg(F,u) is open in L ([, [0, 11%) topology for any ¢ > 0. By
the density of the step functions in Ll(Hk[O, 11%) topology, there is a step func-
tion W, € B(e) such that f((W,) < a = fs(WmO) for a sufficient small € > 0
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which is not possible since W, is a global minimum of all step functions. Thus
W, is a global minimum of f, on Su({ ’d)(F, u) when we consider the neighbor-
hoods of W, from L'(T] 10, 11%) topology. The same conclusion holds for cut-
norm topology || - || because L'(T] «L0, 11%) topology is stronger than cut-norm
topology, hence every open neighborhood of W, includes open neighborhood
in cut-norm topology.

3. Finally, it is sufficient to prove that it is not possible that W*(F,u, f,) is a non-
step function. Let C* = f(W*(F,u, I)).

By contradiction. Let V' be a non-step function solution of W*(F,u, f). Hence
fs(V)=C*. Letd(x,y) = |lx — yl|; be the metric on L!(T],[0, 11%) norm.

Since V' be a non-step function, there is an € > 0 such that d(V, x) for all
x € anno(?’u)’r’d). Hence, V' has an open neighborhood U C Wu({’d) that con-
tains step functions whose size is larger than m,(F,u). Note that for every step
function x € U, we have f (x) > C* since C* is the global value. Since the step
functions are dense in U in LI(H 10, 119%) topology, let (V,) be a sequence of
step functions that converge to V. Hence lim,,_,  f,(V;) is strictly higher than
C* and f(V) = C*. This implies that f; is not continuous. From Lemma 3.6]
this is a contradiction.

O

Lemma 8.7. Let F be a set of independent graphs and let u € Q(F) and let m >
my(F,u). Then every local minimum of I in Srd) (P y) is in S(((')"i)(?, u).

Proof. First we prove that if (4, 7) € oW n SrD(F y)y and u € TM(F) N
Q(F) then there is an open neighborhood U of (A, z) in S”(Qm”’d)(F, u) such that U N

S(‘(')"{)(F, u) # 9.

By contradiction. We assume that U nS((g' )1 )(F u) = . It follows that there is neigh-

borhood V of (A, z) with a non-empty interior in W"% such that V' n S(((')” i)(F, wn =
@ as shown in Figure [4] for the quotient space. From Lemma(8.1] the image #(F,-) :
wmrd) _ RIFI on any open set has a non-empty interior. Now t(T, VYNOT"(F) # ¢

since (A, 7) € OW"D_ Since V can be arbitrary small, we conclude that t(F, (4, 7)) €
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T ™ (F). This is a contradiction since u & T (F). Thus there is an open neighbor-

hood U of (A, ) in S&™""(F, u) such that U n S(((Ti)(r, u) # 0.

Without loss generalization we consider that (A, ) € awmrd) and (A, ) has only
one zero entry i.e. Al’,,,l’l = 0. We have proven that there exists a neighborhood

U in S (P yu) such that S(((;"i)(f’, u)NU # @. Take one step function (C, ) €

S(((')"i)(}’, u)NU # @. Let y be a rectifiable path connecting (A, x) i.e. y(0) = (A, =) and
y(1) = (C, x). Thus, it is sufficient to show that the line integral

I((A, 7)) = I(y(e)) = / dI(y(s);7'(s))ds 9.12)
0

is negative for some € > 0, where d I(W; V) is the the Gateaux derivative of I(-) at W
in the direction V =/, i.e.
IW +AV)—I(W)

A

dI(W;V) = lim
A—-0

hence we obtain

dI(W;V)=Z/ . Vk(xla"'»xdk)l(;(Wk(xl,"‘,xdx)dxl,‘“7dxdx
k=1 10,1]°

where I(’)(u) =log (ﬁ ) ‘We observe that

e Ifu e(0,1)is fixed then Ié(u) is bounded
o lim,_o I)(u) = —co
o lim, Ié(u) = 400

Hence the definite integral is,

I((A, 7)) — 1(y(e)

m

€
- /0 Z I(,)(?’(S)i,--.idl )J”(S),'l...,»d1 RSN

’l‘]“’dl =1 l
i # el #

d
L1t )7 )7} | ds + K(©)

where

e m
K(e):/o Z Z Ié(y(s)i1~-~tdl)Y’(S)ir-idl”tl oy, ds

k=2 iy -wig, =1
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and lim,_ 5+ | K(€)| < oo0. Using the Mean Value Theorem, we obtain:

I((A. 7)) — 1(y(e)

— !/ !
= ¢ D Lo @y, Y @y 7 oo,
iy iy =1
i # 1) #1

d
@11 )Y @17, | ds + K ()

is bounded and the second adding is negatively unbounded when ¢ — 0% and then
a — 0%. Hence there is a a > 0 such that I((A, 7)) — I(y(a)) < 0.

where @ € (0,¢). Note that the sum over all 1 < i, - s, < m except (1,---,1)

O
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