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BERRY-ESSEEN BOUND OF MODULARITY IN NETWORK

YU MIAO AND QING YIN

ABSTRACT. In this paper, the model is a specific partition of a given network. Berry-
Esseen bound and strong law of large numbers of modularity for the partition are
proved when the size of the network gets large.

1. INTRODUCTION

Networks have been the focus of much recent attention since they describe a multi-
tude of complex systems found in many fields. Existing networks often display a high
level of local inhomogeneity, with high edge density within certain groups of nodes
and low edge density between these groups. The desire to divide the network into
communities, one of the most relevant features representing real systems is community
structure.

Due to the importance of finding community structures in networks, there has been
work on this topic in such fields as computer science, physics, statistics, sociology, and
many others (see [Il 10, 15 I7]). Fortunato [5] presented some striking examples of
real networks with community structure. In this way they saw what communities look
like and why they are important. After the detection of communities, it is an impor-
tant issue to assess their statistical significance. In order to distinguish meaningful
structural changes from random fluctuations, Rosvall and Bergstrom [19] provided a
solution to this problem by using bootstrap resampling accompanied by significance
clustering. Lancichinetti et al. [12] introduced a measure aimed at quantifying the sta-
tistical significance of single communities. Zhang and Chen [21] re-examined the null
model in the Newman-Girvan modularity function and provide a statistical framework
for modularity-based community detection. Based on it, they introduced a hypothesis
testing procedure to determine the significance of the partitions obtained from maxi-
mizing the modularity function. They showed that the modularity formulated under
our framework is consistent under a degree-corrected stochastic block model frame-
work. Ma and Barnett [I4] proved that the largest eigenvalue and modularity are
asymptotically uncorrelated, which suggests the need for inference directly on modu-
larity itself when the network is large. Weighted networks with signed edges such as
correlation networks can be well-modelled by Gaussian orthogonal ensemble random
matrices under a variety of null models.

Li and Qi [13] proposed a way of evaluating the significance of any given partition by
considering whether this particular partition can arise simply from randomness under
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the assumption that there is no underlying community structure in the network. They
established a specific partition of a given network and established that the distribution
of modularity under a null hypothesis of free labeling is asymptotically normal when
the size of the network gets large. The significance of the partition is defined based
on this asymptotic distribution, which can help assess its goodness. Two different
partitions can also be compared statistically. Simulation studies and real data analyses
are performed for illustration. The model for a specific partition of a given network is
as follows.

Consider an undirected graph G consisting of n vertices {vq, vo, - - - , v, } and m edges
{e1, €9, - ,em}. Let k;(n) denote the degree of vertex v;, which is the number of edges
connected to vertex v;. In order to simplify the notation, we write k; instead of k;(n).
Then it holds that

Zki:2m, for 1 <i<n.
i=1

Let A;; be the number of edges between vertex v; and vertex v;, for 1 <4,5 < n. In
the paper, we discuss a simple graph, for which A;; is 0 or 1, and A;; = 0. So we have

j=1 j=1

Let C' denote a partition of network G (using the existing community detection
method, see Fortunato [5]), i.e., each vertex v; (1 < i < n) is associated with a group
label or color ¢; € {1,2,---, K}, where K is the total number of communities by the
partition, and we denote C' = (c1,¢9, -+, Cp)-

Newman [16] introduced the following modularity of the partition C,

Qn(c) - % Z <Aij - 2m) 5ci,cj = % %:Bij(;civcj’ (1‘1)

1,7
where 0., ., is the Kronecker delta function which takes value 1 if vertices i and j are
in the same group, i.e., ¢; = ¢;, and zero otherwise. In addition,
kik;
2m’
It is not difficult to check that —1 < @,(C) < 1, and @, (C) is the weighted sum of

B;; over all pairs of vertices 4, j that fall in the same groups. It measures the extent
to which vertices of the same type are connected to each other in a network.

Bij = Aij —

1<4,5<n. (1.2)

For a given partition C' of the network, we are interested in whether this parti-
tion could be obtained by randomly assigning colors to the vertices. The global null
hypothesis H, is that the colors are assigned to vertices randomly, regardless of the
structure of the network. The probability that a given vertex is labeled as group 1 is
p1 = |Col(1)|/n, where Col(1) is the cardinality of the set of vertices with color 1; the
probability is ps = |C'ol(2)|/n for group 2, and so on. For any 1 < k < K, it is easy to
check that

pr+tpe+---+pxk=1 p.=>0.
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The labeling of different vertices is assumed to be independent so Hy is also called free
labeling.

Assume that the partition C' = (¢q, ¢, . .., ¢,) is a random vector, where ¢q, co, . .., ¢,
are independent identically distribution random variables, and have the following dis-
tribution

Plei=j)=p;, 1<j<K
Denote

Py = Zpﬁc, for 1=1,2,--- (1.3)

and -

h(cis¢;) = Ocie; — Pey — Pe; + D2, 1 <i#j <. (1.4)
In this case, we denote @Q,,(C) by @, to avoid confusion. Li and Qi [13] proved the
following asymptotic normality of (),, under some conditions:

Qn — pb

4 N(0,1), (1.5)
On
where p,, and o2 are given by
1—pe) 2
=E[Q,] = — k2, 1.6
[Qn] gy ; i (1.6)
+p —2p p
o2 = Var(Q,) = 22 AT ZB. (1.7)
1<i#j<n

Yin et al. [20] proved the moderate deviation principle of the modularlty estimator for
the specific partition of a given network. Based on the above results, we are interested
in the Berry-Esseen bound of modularity in network. The Berry-Esseen theorem and
its extensions are of great significance in probability and statistics. The following is
one version of the celebrated Berry-Esseen theorem, discovered by Berry [2] and Esseen

.

Theorem 1.1. Let {X;,1 <i < n} be a sequence of independent random variable with
EX, =0, EX? = 1 and bounded third moments: sup,, ... E|X,|> < p. Then for all

n,
P (n_1/2 ZXi < x) — O(x)
i=1

where ® denotes the standard normal distribution function and C' is an absolute con-
stant.

sup < C’n_l/zp,

—oo<r<0o0

There is a very extensive literature relating to rates of convergence in the central
limit theorem for sums of independent random variables. Comprehensive accounts are
given in, for example, Gnedenko and Kolmogorov [7], Ibragimov and Linnik [9] and
Petrov [18]. The results provide a neat and accurate estimate of the error term in
the statistician’s normal approximations, and the rate of convergence of order n=/2 is
often fast enough to justify his testing procedures. However, a fast rate of convergence
can only be achieved by imposing some type of restriction on the condition variances.
Hall and Heyde [8] established a rate of convergence of almost n~/#. In addition, Jiang
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[11] established Berry-Esseen bound for martingale array. His result on the uniform
convergence rate is the same as Hall and Heyde [§], but presented in the form of a
martingale array.

The paper is organized as follows, we study the Berry-Esseen bound and strong law
of large numbers of modularity in network when the size of the network gets large.
Our approach is based on Berry-Esseen bound for martingale array due to Jiang [I1].
Our main results are stated and discussed in Section 2. In Section 3, we state some
important lemmas that will be used in this paper. Section 4 contains the proofs of
main results. The symbol H denotes a positive constant which is not necessarily the
same one in each appearance.

2. MAIN RESULTS

In this section, we state the main results of the paper. Denote

1/2

Pe) + Doy — 2p

5n:<(2’ ) (3)) . (2.1)
m

Theorem 2.1. Assume that the degree sequence {k;,1 < i < n} satisfies the following

conditions:
maxi<i<n k;

NG < Hn~'/? (2.2)

and

Z (ZAZIA],) < Hn™*(logn)” . (2.3)

1<2 ,J<n
Then for n > 2, we have

sup ' (Q"5 "_93)—(1)(1')

Remark 2.1. If (22) and (Z:3) hold, then we have

< Hn Y*logn.

and

nh—>r20_ Z <ZAzlA]l> = 0.

1<i,5<n

Therefore, the conclusion (1.3) holds if (2.2) and (2.3) are satisfied (see (2.6) of [20]
and Theorem 1 of Li and Qi [13]).

Remark 2.2. A sufficient condition for (2.3) is

i nkz _
PRI < o (log) . (2.4)
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In fact, we deduce

Z (ZAllAyl> s% 3 kZAZ,Aj,

1<z J<n \l=1 1<i,5<n =1
1
= 2 E E szzl E Ajl
m - -
1<i<n 1<i<n 1<j<n

| /\

1
ik D K D A
1<i<n  1<i<n
2 max; <j<, k7
—
If
maxi <;<p ki
D
then (2.3) holds. Moreover, there exists a positive integer Ny, for any n > Ny, we
conclude that (2.4) is also sufficient for (2.2).

Remark 2.3. For the network G considered in the present paper, since A; = 0 and
A;; € {0,1} fori # j we have

0<m<nn-1)/2 and Oglrga%xkign—l.

< /8 (log n)5/2 ,

Notice that, if max k; ~ \/n, then

maxi<i<n K H\/ﬁ
— >
Vm n(n —1)

so the conditions (2Z3) and (24) do not hold in this case.
Corollary 2.1. Assume that the conditions (2.2) and (2.3) are satisfied. Then for

n > 2, we have
sup ) (Q" Hn < :)3) — d(x)
—oo<r<oo On

Theorem 2.2. Assume that {b,,n > 1} is a sequence of positive constants such that

> Hn Y% > Hp =5/ (log n)5/2 ,

< Hn Y*logn.

b, logn
vm
and the conditions (22) and (2.3) hold. Then we have

bn (Qn - /~Ln) & 0. (26>

—0 as n—o0 (2.5)

3. PRELIMINARY LEMMAS

In the proofs of main results, we make use of the following lemmas.
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Lemma 3.1. ([0 (2.18)]) Let {X;,1 <7 < n} be a sequence of independent identically
distributed random variables, and for any 1 < i,j < n, h;j(u,v) : R* = R be mea-
surable and symmetric with respect to its arguments. For any 1 < i # j < n, assume
that E(h; ;(X;, X;)|X;) =0, E(h; ;(X;, X;)|X;) =0 and E|h; ;( X1, Xs) [P < oo for some
p > 2. Then we have

Y hig(X X))

1<i<j<n

P p/2
§4pppE< > h X,,X) .

1<i<j<n

Lemma 3.2. Under the conditions in Lemma [31, if there exist positive constants
{aij,1 <i,j < n}, such that |h; ;(u,v)| < a;; for all1 < 4,5 < n and all u,v € R,

then for any x > 8eD,,, we have
>z | <Le <
X J—
=P\ 4D, |

|
Dn:< > aij>1/2.

1<i<j<n

Z,j( iy

1<i<j<n

where

Proof. From Lemma B.], we have

> hii(Xi, X;)

1<i<j<n

P p/2
§4ppp< > aij) =1 (4D,

1<i<j<n

Let p = z/(4eD,,) for any x > 8eD,,. Then, by the Markov’s inequality, we have
x
P > < — .
< x) = &P { 4eDn}

Lemma 3.3. ([3 Lemma 2]) For any random variables X, Y, a real number x and a
constant a > 0,

sgp‘IP’(X—I—Y <z)—®(z)| < Sup IP(X < z)— ®(x)] + \/% +P (Y| >a),

i,j( (3]

1<i<j<n

O

where ®(x) is the standard normal distribution.

Lemma 3.4. ([I1I Theorem 8.8]) Let {S,; = Z;Zl Xnj, Fni, 1 <i < n} be an array
of martingales, where Fp; = 0(Xpn1, Xpa, ..., Xni). Let

= DB (i), 15iEn

Write S, = Sy, and V> = V2 . Suppose that
max |X,;| < Mn~Y? a.s. (3.1)

1<i<n

and
P(|V?—1|> 9M2Dn_l/2(logn)2) < Hn Y*logn (3.2)
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for constants M, H, and D (> ¢). Then forn > 2,
sup  |P(S, <) — @(x)| < (24 H +TMDY?)nV*logn,

—oo<r<oo

where ®(x) is the standard normal distribution.

4. PROOFS OF MAIN RESULTS

Proof of Theorem[21]. Since

> B;=Y B;=0
i=1 j=1

we deduce that
n n

2. By= 3, By=2 Bu=-3 Bu
1<i#j<n 1<i,j<n i=1
Note that by (1) and (IC4]), we have
Q—l nB+1 > Byhlei,c;)
n — om 1 om - ] Ci, C]
1=1 1<i#5<n
1
+ % Z Bij(pcl cJ Z BZ]
1<i;£ i<n 1<z;£ i<n
e = = (4.1)
p ZB,, + > Byh(ei,c;) Z Biipe.
1<2<]<n
= 27 Z Bm + E Z Bzyh Ci, Cj Z Bu pcl p(2
i=1 1<i<j<n
Combining (L6]), (21 and the above equation together, it holds that
8y mby, Z Bwh i ¢5) m5 Z Bii(pe, -
1<i<j<n
1 kik;—
Z Azyh' Ci, C] 2m5 Z m (Cia Cj) (42)
1<2<j<n " 1<i<j<n

s
2md,, —~'m Pei

Let

—1

—_
3
k:

Aijh(ci, ) Zznj, (4.3)
On 1 i=1 j=1

J=11

where z,; = 0 and z,; = > 7_ _1A h(ci,cj) for 2 < j <mn. Let F; = o(c1,¢2,...,¢)
denote the o-algebra generated by {cl, Co,...,¢i} for 1 <j <n. From (L3)) and (L4,
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for any 1 <i < j < n, it is easy to check that
E (B(Ci, Cj)|fj_1) =E (B(Ci, Cj)|CZ')
=E (5ci,c3- — Pe; — p + )|Cz)
= DPe; = Pe; — P(2) +p =0,

where
E (5ci7cj|ci) =P(¢; =¢;) =p, and E (pcj|c, =Ep., = Zpk =
Then we have
E (znj|Fj-1) =0 for 2<j <n.

Therefore, for each n > 2, {2,;,2 < j < n} forms a martingale difference with respect

to {F;}. By (@2), (£3) and Lemma [3.3] we have
sup ' (Q"5 < a:) — O(x)

—oo<r<o0

< g [PE<o) 0wl oo (4.4

1 kik; 1 k2
P J
i (‘Qm(snl Z m hle¢) - 2ms,, Z (pe, = e ))‘ g an> ’

<i<j<n

where
an = n"%(logn) =2 (4.5)
Now, we consider the first part, applying Lemma B.4] with the following martingale

array
noj—

1
n Aljh' CZ7CJ 5 § Zng-

m
]121

Denote

1 n
2 Z 2
Vn = m2s2 E (an|fj_1) .
Firstly, we will check the condition (BI). By condition (Z2) and the fact |h(c;, ;)| < 2,

we can derive

maxj<;j<n Znj
mo, 1<j<n

maxicjn by _ 12

mo,
Next, we will check the condition ([3.2]). It follows that

. 2
1 =
Vn2 = m252 ZE < Aijh(ci,cj))
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+ SN B (A ) (Auhlene) 15 )

nog=1 1<i<i<j—1

m252 Z Z A ( (ci, ¢5) )2 ‘E‘—l)

i=1 j=i+1

2 _
+ m262 Z Z AijAE Cu Cg)h(Ch Cj)|-7:j—1) . (4.6)
n1<i<i<n—1 j=Il+1

Since A;; € {0,1}, we have A7, = A;;, which together with (L3) and (L4) yield that

[WZZA () 70|

=1 j=i+1

mz 52 Z Z A E E ((E(Civcj)f ‘]'—j—lﬂ

n =1 j=i+1

n—1 n ~
:mi(;z Z Z AyE _E ((5%0]* — Pe; — De;j +p(2))2 ‘-7:;'—1”

noi=1 j=i+1

1 n—1 n ~
:m252 Z Z AijE _E ((5%% _pci)2 + (p(2) —ch)z

noi=1 j=i+1

+2 ((5@ ¢ = Per) (P@) = Pe,) | Fiz1)]

Z Z AUE [ ( C +pgl - 25ci,cj-pci +p%2) +p33 - 2p(2)pcj

=1 j=i+1

m252

+25ci,cjp(2) - 250@'703'3903' — 2p@)Pe; T 2Pe,Pe; |-7:]—1)}

n—1 n

1 ) )
=55 D > AuE [pe = 30, + 2peype, — o) + P
noi=1 j=i+1
1
262 (p(2 +p(2 2]9(3 Z Alj
1<i,j<n
2m 5
T om2s2 (P + Pl = 23) = 1. (4.7)

Moreover, for 1 < i <[ < j <n, by ([L3) and (L4), we deduce
E r Ci, ¢) Clvcy)}
=B [E [(0c;.c; = Pes = Pe; +22)) (cre; — Pey = Pe; + D)) [ Fi] ]
=K [E [501-,03- Ocpe; = Ocire;Pey — Ocsre;Pe; F Ocse;P(2) = Ocye;Pe; F PeiPey + PesPe; — PesP(2)

_(ScL,CjPCj + Pe;Pc + ng — Pe;P(2) + 5cl,cj-p(2) — P@2)Pc; — P(2)Dc; + p |E 1]}

pCi +pcl

5~ Peiba PE + PeiP(@) — PeiPe, + PeiPe, + PeiD(@) — PeD(2)

—E|E (4.
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— P2+ DeP@) + @) — Py T PeP(2) — PeDi2) — Mm+p\qﬂ

=E |:E <6Ci’cl Ci : — Pe;Pe; — pzl + pczp(Q) - pzl +pclp(2) + p(g) — p?2)|c7,):| = 0,

which implies that

E

2 —
m252 Z Z Az]Al] Cl>cj)h(cl>cj)|fj—l)]

n1<i<i<n— 1] I+1

) _
T m242 > ZAZJAU (hes, p)her, )| )] (4.8)

N 1<i<I<n—1 j=Il+1

2

- m262 Z Z AZJAl] Cla C])E(Cl, Cj))

1<i<i<n—1 j=Il+1

= 0.

Substituting (A7) and (£J) into (&G), we have EV? = 1. Tt follows, from Markov’s
inequality, that

P (V2 —1| > Hn ?(logn)?) < HWE [(Vn2 — 1)2] : (4.9)

Note that

E|(v:-1)°] -E (ml

n 2
2,52 ZE (Zfzju:j—l) - 1)
n j=1

1 n
v (SRR - mQaz)

j=1
1 n j-1 2
= v ar Y E ( A”h(c,,cj)) Fi
" j=1 i=1
1 n j—1 j—1
= mast Var ZE < Ailei2jh(Ci1?Cj)h(cigycj) ‘E—l))
" ]:1 i1=11i2=1
1 n j—1 j7—1
~m's) e Z Z AirjAiz; B (h(civ ¢;)h(ciy, Cj)|]:j—1)>
" j=11i1=11i2=1
1 " B
- m*oy, Var|2 Z Z AjyjAigi B (h(civ Cj)h(ciza Cj)|]:j—l)
" J=1 1< <ia<j—1
n j—1 B ,
+ AyE ((h(ci,cj)) ‘}—j—1>>
7j=1 =1

1 n B B
~ mio Var| 2 Z < Z AWAZ’M’) E (h(ciy, ¢j)h(ciys )| Fjoa)

n 1<i1<ia<n—1 \j=tiga+1
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+ Z (Z A”> ((Aei, ) \fj_1)>

i=1 \j=i+1
2
4 " _ B
~ mie] Z < Z Aileizj) Var (E (h(ciy, ¢j)h(ciy ¢5)| Fj-1))
N 1<ii<ig<n—1 \j=iz+1
m4<54 Z < Z Azy) Var ( <(E(Ciacj))2 ‘fj_l)) , (4.10)
" oj=1 \j=i+1

where the last line follows by E (h(c;,, ¢;)h(ciy, ¢;)|F;—1) and E((h(c;, cj))2 |F;—1) are
orthogonal. Putting (2.3), (£3), @I0) and the fact [h(c;, ¢;)| < 2 together, we obtain

P(|V;;—1|> Hn_1/2(logn)2)

n 2 n—1 n 2
< H% 3 ( 3 Ailem) +Y) (Z Ai])

logn
(logn) o\ 1<ip<is<n—1 \j=ia+1 i=1 \j=it1

n 2
gHﬁ 3 (ZA,-MA,-M)
j=1

(lOg n) " 1<iy,ia<n

(4.11)

< Hn V4 logn.
Hence, it is straightforward that
sup  |P(T,, < z) — ®(z)| < Hn Y*logn. (4.12)

—oo<r<oo
> an>

Now, we consider the last past,

1 kik;— R
P E iy Cj) — E —(pe;, —
(‘27715“ m (cir ¢5) 2mé, = m(pz Pe)

1<i<j<n
1 kik a

< Mty n

_P<‘2m5n Z - h(cl,cj) > 2)

 an

5 |-

1<i<j<n
1 = k2
P L (pe. —
+ (‘zmén ; L (pe, — p2)
Together with (L3 and (4]), we can verify that
2
Var(pe, — pe) =E [(pcz- — D) } — [E (pe, — p2)) ]
2
=E (p2, +p?2) —2pe,pe) — (P2) — P2))

=p@E) + pé) - 2p?2)
=DE) — p%g) (4.13)

2

and
— 2

Var(h(c,c;)) =E [(E(Ci,cj))Z] — [E (h(c,-,cj))}
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— E[E ((Flee))’[F)]
_E [E ((5ci,cj — Do — Do, + D) }]:j—lﬂ
= P2 +p?2) — 2p().- (4.14)

From (2.2) and (ﬂﬂ) we get
<i< nk2 1 znkz ?

=1

Combining @13), @14, (m and Markov’s inequality together, it holds that

2
1 kik;— a 4 1 kik;—
P “Lh(cs,c; 2| < =E e
(‘ Z m (C 70]) > 9 ) — a% <2m5n 1<;<n m (C 70.7))

1<i<j<n
1 k2k? _
— pEErD Z — J s-Var(h(ci, cj))
n 1<z<]<n
2
- a2m?
< Hn Y*logn (4.16)

and

2
1 K a 4 1 a k2
P —~(p,.. — < R E : Clp
('2m5n Z m(pCZ p(z))‘ - ) a2 <2m5n : m(pcl p(2))>

S )
= ar(pe.
a2m?o? — m2 Pe; = P)

n 242
S H (Zi:l kl )
a2m3
< Hn Y*logn. (4.17)
which, together with ({4]), (£3) and (£I2), implies that

sup ' (Q"5 "_93)—(1)(1')

Proof of Corollary[21. Applying (L), (L7) and (1) together, we have

n — Hn 1
Q Unu = > Bih(ci.c;) manZ:B“ De; —

1<i<j<n

1 _ 1 ki —
; ]h(ci,cj)

< Hn Y*logn.

mao, = “— 2mao, & “—
1<i<j<n 1<i<j<n
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Let

n -1
E E Cm Cj - E Zngjs
man " mo,

=1 =1

where z,; = 0 and z,; = Z] 1A ih(ciycj) for 2 < j < n. Since {z,;} forms a
martingale difference with respect to {F;}. Then by Lemma B3] we have

sup ‘ (Q" "< x) — O(x)
—oo<r<oo On
< sup |P(E, <z)-®(2)|+ on

B —oo<r<0o0 " vV 2T (418>

n

Y NI o L TP S ol A P
2mao, m v 2mo,, m Pei — P@) "l

1<i<j<n i=1

where
= n"3%(logn) /2. (4.19)
We consider the first part, applying Lemma [3.4] with the following martingale array

Denote

and
™ =P@©) +P%2) - 217(3), To =DP@B) — P%z)-
Note that by (L7) and (2.1, we deduce

5721 & (a1

oz, (grﬁ Di<izjen By T 0 i Bi) OB BE+ Y BY (4.20)
then
O _ 1‘ "L~ g dacizicn By — 1 Xim B
% 37 Q<izj<n Bl T 52 i Bi
1 (1 — S 1<iti<n B.2.> _r Z?—l B2
- 5 D i<injen B T 2 2 B (4.21)

7‘2

= 1

2717,11 m = Zl<i;ﬁj<n
B 2m Zl<z;ﬁ]<n B2
It follows, from (I2)), that

k2k2 kik;
2 2 i 'V
> Bi= 2 (A”’ e i, )

1<i#j<n 1<i#j<n
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1§i;£j§n 1<i#j<n

which together with (L2)), (2:2) and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality yield that

" B2
Llom— Y B4 PEElTu 2o Bi
m L m
1<i#j<n

! k? k kj 7“22 1 B
< — AZ =
—2m Z 4m2 Z J m

1<i#j<n 1<z;£]<n

Tl (Zz 1 k?) 1 2 2 /{224

< 8m3 2m2 Z Ay Z kikj Z 4m2
1<i#j<n 1<i#j<n =1 (422)

LS TR (T R
- 8ms3 m3 4m3

ryMaxi<j<p k2 maxi<i<n ki maxij<j<n k2
S S e

2 m vm m

maxi<j<n k.

<H I < Hn~ V2,

m

Since Var(h(ci,c2)) = pa) + Dy — 20 = 11 and Var(pe, — pa)) = pe) — Py = T2
then from (A.22)), we obtain

B? " B2
lim Lasiticn By “1 and  Gim 2= BE g (4.23)
n—00 2m n—00 m
Substituting (£23)) into (A.20) yields
2
0oz =L

then for any € > 0, there exists a positive integer NN, such that for every n > N, we
deduced that

2
o2~ 1‘
Therefore, it is straightforward that
52 62
—ggmax{l—l—a,—g,lgigj\f}. (4.24)
On 7

Firstly, we will check the condition (B.1]) of Lemma .4l By applying (22)), (£.24) and
the fact |h(c;, cj)} < 2, we can derive

mMaXi<j<p Znj  Op MAXi<j<pn Znj  On
_— = — ———— — — Tnax
moy, On mo, oy 1<i<n




BERRY-ESSEEN BOUND OF MODULARITY IN NETWORK 15

7—1
< 2on max Aij < =iz i < Hn 2
oy 1<j<né= md, moy,

1=

From (A.23), then for any € > 0, there exists a positive integer N, such that for every
n > N, we have

. B%
Dcizjen Bij 1| <,
2m
which implies that
,._ B% ., BZ
—Zl<’§]<" Y > min {1 — ¢, —ZK’;N“ Y1<k< N} : (4.25)
m m
Combining (A.21]), (£22]) and ([4.25), it holds that
52
; —1| < Hn™'/2. (4.26)

Next, we will check the condition [3.2)) of Lemma B4l It follows, from (A1), (£24)
and (£.20), that

P(|L —1| > Hn_1/2(logn)2)

1
= m2 2ZE nJ]:J 1) = 1| > Hn~ 1/2(logn)>
on =
o 2 0n  On 1/2 2
=P U_Zm252 ZE(an|‘Fj—l)_O__n2+O__Z_1 > Hn *(logn)
o | 1 O ~1/2 2
<P 02 |m262 ZE n]|]:J 1) — 1+ ﬁ_l > Hn™/*(logn)
52
ZP(U—"Z}VQ 1}+ —2—1 >Hn_1/2(logn)2)
2

<P(|V:-1] > Hn" 12 (log n) %)
< Hn Y*logn.

Hence, we deduce

sup  |P(E, <z)—®(z)| < Hn Y*logn. (4.27)
—oo<r<oo

Now, we consider the last past,

n

| kik, 1 k2
P (‘Qman Z m (Civcj) - 9 Z _(pcz _p(2))‘ > an)

m
1<i<j<n noi=1
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Applying ([A10), (£17) and ([@.24]), we have
1 Fik;— an\
IP’(' Z - h(ci,c;) >?) —IP’(

2mao,
1 kik;
< ]
<P ( 2mé Z m e CHEY

o 1 kik;

— —Lh(e;, ¢))
Op2md, “— m
1<i<j<n

5 &
2
> Han)

1<i<j<n
" 1<i<j<n

< Hn Y*logn

and
S Ry .
o, 2mb, Z E(pci _p(z))‘ > 7)

Ny a
P —(pe. — =P
(gl 3) (i
1 k?
SP(‘Qm%Z ~(Pe; — P2) >Han>

< Hn~ V4 logn,

which, together with (£I8]), (I19) and (£.27), implies that

sup ) (Q"U "_93)—(1)(1')

< Hn Y*logn.

O
Proof of Theorem[2Z2. Putting (A1) and (LG) together, we deduce that
by,
‘bn (Qn - ,un) ‘ = E Z Bzyh CZ,C] ZBZZ pcl -
1<i<j<n
b, — by, kik;—
= E Z Aijh(Ci, Cj) — E Z 277; h(Ci, Cj)
1<i<j<n 1<i<j<n
by = k2
+ m ; %(Pcz
_ b, kik;
Z Aijh(ci,cj)| + - Z o h(ci, ¢;)
1<i<j<n 1<i<j<n
by e k2
— —(pe. — 4.28
EPIETR (4.25)
From (2.2), [2.5)) and the fact [p., — p)| < 1, for n — oo, we have
by, ~ k2 b, 2mmaxi<i<n k; b, maxi<i<n k;
on i (p,, — <n Sisn i _ sisni ), 4.29
m ; Qm(p ‘ p(2)) —m 2m m ( )
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Hence, ([2.6]) follows immediately from (4.28) and ([@.29) if

b —
- E A;ih(c;, c;) 22
m J (Cvcj> 0

1<i<j<n

and

by kikj— a.s.
— Z om h(Ci, Cj) — 0.
1<i<j<n
Firstly, we need to verify the condition x > 8eD,, of Lemma[B.2l From the notation of
Lemma 3.2 and the fact |h(c;, ¢;)| < 2, we have

}Aijﬁ(ci,cj)} S 2A1J = aij,

then
1/2 1/2
1<i<j<n 1<i<j<n
Putting (£30) and (23] together, for n — oo, we obtain
mr mr mr ND
SebaDy = e

172
8eb, (Zl§i<j§n(2Aij)2) 32eby <Zl§i<j§n A?j)
Then, the condition mr/b, > 8eD,, holds. By using (2.0), we deduce for any r > 0,

iP(% >r> gf:exp — mr
n=1 n=1

/
8eby, <21§i<j§n A?j)l i
> \/ﬁr)
< _
<> ew (-4

< Z exp(—tlogn)

n=1

o
= g nt< 00,
n=1

where ¢ is a constant and ¢t > 1. Using the Borel-Cantelli lemma, we have

b _
_n Alh Z” y il 0.
m E : J (c CJ) ”

1<i<j<n

> Ayh(ci ;)

1<i<j<n

In addition, combining (2.2)), (2.5]) and Markov’s inequality together, we obtain for any
r >0,

00 bn

kik;—
Z o h(Ci, Cj)

1<i<j<n

2
> B ik —
o) ( 3 )

n=1

1<i<j<n

= b2 kk3 _
< Z " Z T Var (h(ci, ¢;))

n=1 1<i<j<n
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b2 k?
< H E Z l )

2
S H Z b_n maxlgign k’l
m

m
n=1

S 1
< H — <
; n(logn)? o

which implies that

b, kik;
=y 2th( ¢ ¢i) 255 0.

1<i<j<n
Hence, this completes the proof of Theorem O
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