arXiv:1206.0773v1l [math.ST] 4 Jun 2012

Changepoint Detection over Graphs with the
Spectral Scan Statistic

James Sharpnack?, Alessandro Rinaldé?, and Aarti Singh *

Machine Learning Department, Carnegie Mellon University
2Statistics Department, Carnegie Mellon University

February 11, 2022

Abstract

We consider the change-point detection problem of decjdiaged on noisy measurements, whether an unknown
signal over a given graph is constant or is instead pieceagsstant over two connected induced subgraphs of
relatively low cut size. We analyze the corresponding galimsd likelihood ratio (GLR) statistics and relate it
to the problem of finding a sparsest cut in a graph. We developcsable relaxation of the GLR statistic based
on the combinatorial Laplacian of the graph, which we call #pectral scan statistic, and analyze its properties.
We show how its performance as a testing procedure depergtdigion the spectrum of the graph, and use this
result to explicitly derive its asymptotic properties omfsignificant graph topologies. Finally, we demonstraténbot
theoretically and by simulations that the spectral scaissitacan outperform naive testing procedures based oe edg
thresholding ang,? testing.

1 Introduction

In this article we are concerned with the basic but fundaaigask of deciding whether a given graph, over which
a noisy signal is observed, contains a cluster of anomaloastivated nodes comprising an induced connected sub-
graph. Such a problem is highly relevant in a variety of difienareas, such as community detection in social
networks, surveillance, disease outbreak detection, &itical imaging, sensor network detection, gene network ana
ysis, environmental monitoring and malware detection. éRetheoretical contributions in the statistical literatu
(see, e.gl, Arias-Castro et al. [2005, 2008, 2011], AddBeay et al. [2010]) have detailed the inherent difficulfy o
such a testing problem in relatively simplified settings ander specific conditions on the graph topology. From a
practical standpoint, the natural algorithm for detectddmnomalous clusters of activity in graphs is the the gener-
alized likelihood ratio test (GLRT) or scan statistic, a qartationally intensive procedure that entails scannihg al
well connected clusters and testing individually for antouaa activation. Unfortunately, its performance over gahe
graphs is not well understood, and little attention has Ipeeth to determining alternative, computationally trateab
procedures.

In this article we assume that the class of clusters of a@ivaonsists of sub-graphs of small cut size. We believe
this is a natural and realistic assumption which, as we deinate below, allows us to explicitly incorporate into the
detection problem the properties of the graph topologyubhoits spectrum. In particular, we show that the GLRT
is an integer program with a term in the objective that cqroesls to the sparsest cut in a graph, a known NP-hard
problem. With this in mind, we propose a relaxation of the G| Balled the spectral scan statistic, which is based
on the combinatorial Laplacian of the graph and, imporjaigla tractable program. As our main result, we derive
theoretical guarantees for the performance of the spesteal statistic, which hold for any graph and are based on
the spectral measure of the combinatorial Laplacian. Forparison purposes, we derive theoretical guarantees for
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two simple estimators, the edge thresholding andthéest. We conclude our study by applying the main result to
balanced binary trees, the lattice, and Kronecker graphisiggus precise asymptotic results. We find that, modulo
logarithm terms, the spectral scan statistic has neariynappower for balanced binary trees. Simulations for these
models verify that the spectral scan statistic dominatesitmple estimators.

Contributions. Our contributions are as follows. (1) We define a new classctifation patterns based on the
notion of small cut size that reflects in a natural way the togical properties of the graph. (2) We analyze the
corresponding GLR statistics and show that it is indeededlto the problem of finding sparest cuts. We then develop
a computationally tractable relaxation of the GLR statistalled the spectral scan statistic and analyze its ptieger
In our main theoretical result, we show show that the perforoe of the spectral scan statistic depends explicitly
on the spectral properties of the graph. (3) Using suchtesid are able to characterize in a very explicit form the
performance of the spectral scan statistic on a few notablghgopologies and demonstrate its superiority over naive
detectors, such as the edge thresholding ang trtest. (4) Finally, we have formulated the detection probiarder
more general and realistic scenarios, which involve contgoslll and alternative hypotheses as opposed to simple
hypotheses as is customary in the theoretical statistteshture on this subject.

Related Work. Normal means testing in high-dimensions is a well estabtisind fundamental problem in statis-
tics (see, e.gl, Ingster and Suslina [2003]). A significaottipn of the recent work in this area (Arias-Castro et al.
[2005,2008, 2011], Addario-Berry etlal. [2010]) has foalis@ incorporating structural assumptions on the signal,
as a way to mitigate the effect of high-dimensionality armbdlecause many real-life problems can be represented as
instances of the normal means problem with graph-strudtsigmals (see, for an example, Jacob et al. [2010]). These
contributions have considered the generalized likelih@id test of means when the alternative hypothesis takes on
the form of a combinatorial space. However, the performafsech test has been analyzed only for certain types of
graphs, and it is unclear to what extent those analysesaxtegeneral graph topologies. Moreover, while much is
known about the theoretical performance of the GLRT, no marns made about its computational feasibility. An-
other line of research relevant to our problem is the optiiaibtetection with nuisance parameters and matched sub-
space detection in the signal processing literature: sge Seharf and Friedlander [1994], Baygun and Hero [1995],
Fouladirad and Nikiforavi [2005], Fouladirad et al. [2008]hough our problem can be cast as a special case of the
more general problem of optimal testing of a linear subspaxier nuisance parameters considered in that line of
work, the focus on a graph-structured signal, as well asyibe 6f analysis based on the interplay between the scan
statistics and the spectral properties of the graph cogddimour work, are novel.

1.1 Problem Setup

We now formalize the problem of detecting a change of sigmal the vertices of a graph from noisy observations
in the high-dimensional setting. For a given connectedirented, possibly weighted gragh= (V, E) on|V| =n
nodes, we obsenanerealization of the random vector

y=p0+¢, 1)

whered € RV ande ~ N(0,021,), with o2 known. We will assume that there are two groups of constaivizdion
for the signal3, namely that there exists a subsetC V' such thai3 is constant within boti’ and it complement
C = V\C. We formalize this assumption by writing

B =yl +dlc, )

whereyu, § € R are unknown parameterk,c R" is an-dimensional vector of ones ang is the indicator function
of the subsetC. The parameter can be thought of as the magnitude of the background sigrhlsaa nuisance
parameter, whilé quantifies the the gap in signal between the two clustertinge = 17 3/n, we will use||3 — 8|

to measure the energy of the signal (note that this quastitydependent gf), and we will define the signal-to-noise

ratio (SNR) to be
188l _ [Iclcls
g n 0'.

We will not assume any knowledge of the true clusteri@gC), other than that it belongs to a given classf bi-
partitions(C, C') of V' such that” andC' are both large and can be easily disconnected, in that theylba cut size
. Formally, we define, for some> 0,

_ _ . loc] p
C—C(p)—{CCV,C#V).|C||C—,|§m}, 3)
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wheredC = {(i,j) € E : i € C,j € C} is the boundary of. Note thatC is a symmetric class in the sense that
C e cifandonly if C € C. We are interested in the problem of testing whether the gagarpetep in equation[(R)
is zero (i.e. the signaB is constant) or it is non-zero for sondé € C, regardless of the value @f. Thus, we can
naturally cast our structured change-point detectionlprolas the following composite hypothesis testing problem:

Hol,GE@O VS H1:,6661, (4)

whereOy = {u1,p € R}and®, = {1u+1cd, u € R, 6 € R\{0}, C € C}. Notice that the alternative can be written
as the join ovet of disjoint composite alternatives of the forlh{’: 3 € O = {1y +1cd,u € R,6 € R\ {0}},
CecC.

To make our analysis meaningful, we measure the difficultyhef detection problem in terms of the energy
parameter by assuming that, for some- 0, |3 — 3| > n, VB € ©;. Thus, we can think ofy as the minimal
degree of separation between the null and alternative hgges. Below we will analyze asymptotic conditions under
which the hypothesis testing problem described above @liEg in a sense made precise in the next definition, when
the size of the graph increases unboundedly. To this end, we will further assuratthe relevant parameters of the
model,n, o, § andp change withn as well, even though we will not make such dependence ekjpliour notation
for ease of readability. Our results establish conditimmsatymptotic disinguishability as a function of the SNR»
andp and the spectrum of the gragh

Definition 1. Let P, denote the distribution of induced by the moddl), wheref € ©4 U ©,. For a given statistic
S(y) and thresholdr € R, letT = T(y) belif S(y) > 7 and0 otherwise. We say that the hypothe#ksand H;
are asymptotically distinguished by the testr” if

sup Po{T =1} -0 and sup Pp{T =0} — 0, (5)
6€H, 9cH,

where the limit is taken as — oo. We say thaf{, and H; are asymptotically indistinguishable if there does not
exist any test for which the above limits hold.

Notation. We will need some mathematical terminology from algebgaaph theoryl(Godsil et al. [2001]). A
central object to our analysis is tlmbinatorial Laplacianmatrix L = D — W, whereW = (I{(v,w) €
E}), wev is the adjacency matrix of the graghandD = diag{d, },cv is the diagonal matrix of node degrees,
dy = ey Wow, v € V. If the graph is weighted theW, ,, reflects this. We will denote the eigenvalueslof
with {\;},, which we will always take in increasing order. SinGes connected, the smaller eigenvalie= 0,
with corresponding eigenvectdr, ), is known as thalgebraic connectivitand is lower bounded by{ndiam(G)] !
where dianiG) is the diameter of the graph. Throughout this study we uséBaon-Landau notation for asymptotic
statements: i, /b,, — 0 thena,, = o(b,) andb,, = w(a,).

2 Methods

The hypothesis testing problem at hand presents two clygten(1) the model contains an unbounded nuisance
parameteg: € R and (2) the alternative hypothesis is comprised of a finisgodit union of composite hypotheses
indexed byC. These features set our problem apart from virtually alk@mxg work of structured normal means
problems (see, e.g. Arias-Castro €t al. [2005, 2008, [204ddlario-Berry et al.|[2010]), which does not consider
nuisance parameters and relies on a simplified frameworkistimg of a simple null hypothesis and a composite
hypothesis consisting of disjoint unions of simple alt¢ires. Having nuisance parameters and composite hypsthesi
require a more sophisticated analysis.

We will eliminate the interference caused by the nuisancamater by considering test procedures that are inde-
pendent ofu. The formal justification for this choice is based on the tlgeaf optimal invariant hypothesis testing
(see, e.gl, Lehmann and Romiano [2005]) and of uniformly t@sstant power tests (see Weld [1943]). Due to space
limitations we will not provide the details and refer the deato Fouladirad et al. [2008], Fouladirad and Nikiforov
[2005], Fillatre and Nikiforov|[2007], Fillatre [2012], $arf and Friedlander [1994], Baygiin and Hero [1995] and
references therein for in depth-treatments of these isal&®d to the model a hand.



For the simpler problem of testing, versusH ¢ for someC' C V, the optimal test is based on the likelihood ratio
(LR) statistic (see the proof of Lemriih 2 below for a derivatio

2
_ supgeo, fo(y)) 1 V| N
2log Ac(y) = log (m) = 2O <v;yv> , (6)

wherey =y —y = (¥, v € V) andfy is the Lebesgue density &%. This test rejectd], for large values o\ (y).
Optimality follows from the fact that the statistical modet consider has the monotone likelihood ratio property.

When testing against composite alternatives, like in osegd is customary to consider instead the generalized
likelihood ratio (GLR) statistic, which in our case redutes

G = 262 1og A .
§ = max 20" log c(y)

Through manipulations of the likelihoods, we find that theRGdtatistic has a very convenient form which is tied to
the spectral properties of the gra@ghvia its Laplacian.

Lemma2. Lety =y —1(1 > ., y,)andK =I— 1117, Then

x'yy T x xLx

g = .t < 7
g xer?ozﬁi}n xTKx xKx =" (7)

whereL is the combinatorial Laplacian of the grayh.

The proof is provided in the appendix. The savvy reader vatige the connection betwedn (7) and the graph
sparsest cut program. By Lagrangian duality, we see thaptbgram [[¥) is equivalent to (for some Lagrangian
parameter)

min |6CJ - V(Ziec?i)Q

dagieie ICl|C]
the first term of which is precisely theparsest cubbjective, and the second term drives the solutibno have
positive within cluster empirical correlations. The smetscut program is known to be NP-hard, with poly-time
algorithms known for trees and planar graphs(Matula andh®ihi [1990]). Because of this fact, approximate al-
gorithms have been proposed over the past two decades, otasiynthe uniform multicommodity flow approach
of (Leighton and Raa [1988], Shmoys [1997]) and the seminitefrelaxation of the cut metric (Arora et al. [2009]).
Hagen and Kahmng [1992] observed that the minimum cut spassiftounded by the algebraic connectivifys], sug-
gesting the Fiedler vector (i.e. the second eignenvectb} td be an appropriate relaxation of the characteristicorect
of the cut. Moreover, the well known Cheeger inequality shdat the minimum cut sparsity (in a regular graph) is
bounded by the algebraic connectivity (see Chung [2004§ vl follow the tradition of bounding sparsity with the
algebraic connectivity, and provide a surrogate estintattiie scan statistic based on this simple spectral retaxati

Proposition 3. Define the Spectral Scan Statistic (SSS) as

5= sup (x'y)?stx'Lx <p x| <1,x"1=0.
xeR”™

Then the GLR statistic is bounded by the S5S:3.

Proof. First let us notice thak = I — %11T is the projection onto the subspace orthogonal.tBecaus& is thus
idempotenty1l = 0, andL1 = 0 we can rewrite
TooT T
max (KX ¥y (Kx) o, (Kx) LKx) )
xe{0,13"\{0,1}  (Kx)T(Kx) (Kx) T (Kx)

g:

So, we have the following relaxation,




Remark 4. By Lagrangian duality and the Courant-Fischer theorem,spectral scan statistic can be written as
§=minx(yy' —vA)+uvp
v>0

wherex(A) is the maximum non-zero eigenvalue of the matrix

Notice that because the domath= {x € R" : x'Lx < p, ||x|| < 1,x"1 = 0} is symmetric around the origin,
this is precisely the square of the solution to

V3= sup x"ystx Lx < p, x| <1,x"1=0, (8)
x€R™

where we have used the fact thaty = (I — 1117)x)"y = x"y becausex'1 = 0 within X. This previous
formulation shows that the SSS is related to the supremun@Gafussian process ovét. This fact will turn out to be
extremely convenient, as we show next.

3 Theoretical Analysis

We first derive a simple condition for asymptotic indistimghability based on testing the null versus a single compo-
nent in the alternative. A more refined analysis of the lowerr for the general hypothedis (4) is beyond the scope
of this article.

Theorem 5. Suppose that there existse C such that% = 1. ThenH, and H; are asymptotically indistinguishable

if n/o = o(1).

The proofis in the appendix. We will analyze the performanfale SSS statistic by relying on its representation
(8) as the square of the supremum of a Gaussian process. Wehdewily on the theory of the generic chaining,
perfected in Talagrand [2005], which essentially redubegptroblem of computing bounds on the expected supremum
of Gaussian processes to geometric properties of its imuioes Recall that, under alternative hypothédgis; 3| > n
uniformly over©;.

Theorem 6. The following hold with probability at leadt— §. Under the nullH,

2

2
§< 202 Zmin{l,p/\i_l} +4/202 1ogg ,

i>1

2
§> (n—\/20210g§> .

Proof. We use generic chaining to control the procgs$y} .« x appearing in the SSS. First, we notice that the index
setX is the intersection of an ellipsoid and the unit ball, whishHe intuition behind the following lemma.

while the alternatived;

Lemma 7. LetL have spectrumi); } ;. Then undeid,,

Esupx'y < [202 Zmin{l,px\i_l}.
xex i>1

The proof is provided in the appendix. We then can use the kyellvn phenomena, that the supremum of a
Gaussian process concentrates around it's expectatiertiiseppendix). Hence, by Lemind 14 the first statement in
Theoreni 6 holds. The second statement follows by applyargistrd concentration results to the univariate Gaussian

BB ici B-B BBy _13_3
EEIRA and noticing tha R X andE Ay = I8 — Bl > nunderH;. O

As a corollary we will provide sufficient conditions for aspiotic distinguishability that depend on the spectrum
of the LaplacianL. As we will show in the next section, these conditions can jpeliad to a number of graph
topologies whose spectral properties are known.



Corollary 8. The null and alternative, as described in THih. 6, are asytigatity distinguished by andg, (y) if

g =w (\/Zl min{l,px\il}) 9)

Other stronger sufficient conditions are
n_ < ko M) (10)
(o

if k& is large enough thak; 1 > p.
Proof. To see equatiofi[9) we note that, due to Thedrem 6, if

\/202 Zmin{l,p)\fl} + /202 log% =0 (77 —1/202 1og§>

i>1

then we attain asymptotic distinguishability by choosing ¢hresholdr between, and sufficiently far from, the left
and right hand side of the previous display. To show equdfi@hwe note that by choosirigsuch that\; 1 > p we

see that
Z min{1, p\; '} <k = Zmin{l,px\zl} <(n—k) P
1<i<k i>k Akt1 n

Interestingly, there are no logarithmic termslih (9) thatally accompany uniform bounds of this type, which is
attributed to the generic chaining. Notice that the leftchaide of [9) is always less thayin — 1, which we will see
characterizes the performance of the naive estimgtdr

For comparison, we consider the performance of two naivequhore for detection: the energy detector, which
rejectH, if ||y||? is too large and the edge thresholding detector, whichtréjgdf max(, .)cr [y, — yu| is large.

Theorem 9. Hy and H; are asymptotically distinguished Hly || if and only if

LA w(vn —1).

g

The proof (given in the appendix) is a standaftanalysis. In_Sharpnack etlal. [2012] the authors examined
the problem of exact recovery of cluster boundaries in tteplgrstructured normal means problem by taking dif-
ferences between observations corresponding to adjacelesn The following result stems from Theorem 2.1 of
Sharpnack et al. [2012], and the fact th@t|C|/» scales likemin{|C|,|C|} up to a factor ob.

Theorem 10. H, and H, are asymptotically distinguished byax, ez [yo — Yu| if

ﬁ_w<\/ max |C’|logn> .
o CecC,|C|<n/2

If C contains balanced clusters, i.e. bipartitig6s C) such thatlsl < 1, then this result matches the scaling in

Icr
Theoreni ® up to a log factor.

4 Specific Graph Models

In this section we demonstrate the power and flexibility oéditen{® by analyzing in detail the performance of the
spectral scan statistic over three important graph tope¢odpalanced binary trees, the s-dimensional lattice hed t
Kronecker graphs (se¢e Leskovec and Faloutsos [2007], kesket al. [2010]).



4.1 Balanced Binary Trees

We begin the analysis of the spectral scan statistic by appiyto the balanced binary tree (BBT) of degthThe
class of signals that we will consider have clusters of amtssignal which are subtrees of size at least for
0 <c¢<1/2,0<a < 1.Hence, the cut size of the signals arandp = [cn®(1 — cn®~1)] L.

Corollary 11. For the balanced binary tree with vertices, the spectral scan statistic can asymptoticalinguish
H, from signals withp = n[en®(n — en®)]~1 if the SNR is stronger than

1

n_ w(n™= logn).

g

We simulate the probability of correct discovery of champgénts (rejectingd, when the truth isH;) versus the
probability of false alarm (falsely rejectinidy). These are given for the four estimators in Fidure 1 andfei3SS as
n = 2%1 — 1 increases. In these simulations a subtree at el sizen/4) was chosen a§, the gap-to-noise ratio
is fixed até /o = 0.8, andp = 4/n. We see that even in the lowregime, exploiting the graph structure is essential to
improve the power of testingf, againstH;. Asn increases witld /o fixed the performance of the SSS dramatically
increases.
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Figure 1: Above:

4.2 Lattice
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the simulated probability of correct discovery (@ojvagainst false alarm (size) of the SSS compared to the
energy detector, edge thresholding and the unconstraib&T @f the BBT (left), Lattice (middle), and Kronecker grafiight).
Below: the performance as n increases.

We will analyze the performance guarantees of the SSS oee2-fimensional lattice graph withvertices along
each dimensioni{ = p?). We will assume thap = Cn~'/2, as this is the cut sparsity of rectangles that have a
low surface area to volume ratio. By a simple Fourier analysee Sharpnack and Singh [2010]), we know that the
Laplacian eigenvalues a2 — cos(2miq1/p) — cos(2miz/p)) for all i1,i2 € [p]. We will appeal to[(ID). Because

1 — cos(2mi1/p) ~ (2miy/p)? for iy << p, if we rewritei = (i1,4z) for iy, iz € [p] then)g, ;) ~

Hence,

Then by choosing+1 < ,/pthe termin the root of the LHS df (10) is bounded by A+ 1]+

k= |{(i1,iz) : i + i3 <

n
82

M1} < [{in o 45 <

modulo lower order terms. We arrive at the following conaus

n
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Corollary 12. For thep x p square lattice, the spectral scan statistic can asympadificistinguishH, from signals
with cut sizeCn—'/2 if the SNR is stronger than,

T o(n3/8
p w(n°’®)
We demonstrate the improvement of the SSS over competitsgeSigurd 1. In these simulationsa/2x /n /2
square was chosen to liewith p = 4/,/n. Despite the weaker guarantee in Corollary 12 the SSS damtessthe
importance of exploiting the graph structure.

4.3 Kronecker Graphs

Much of the research in complex networks has focused on vibggstatistical phenomenathat is common across many
data sources. The most notable of these are that the degtebution obeys a power law (Faloutsos et al. [1999])
and networks are often found to have small diameter (Milgfa@67]). A class of graphs that satisfy these, while
providing a simple modelling platform are the Kroneckemrs (seé Leskovec and Faloutsos [2007], Leskovec et al.
[2010]). Let H; and H, be graphs om vertices with Laplaciand.;, L, and edge set&, E5 respectively. The
Kronecker productfl; ® Ha, is the graph over verticés| x [p] such that there is an edg€, i2), (j1,72)) if i1 = 71
and(is, j2) € E5 Orig = jo and(iq, j1) € E1. We will construct graphs that have a multi-scale topologing the
Kronecker product. Let the multiplication of a graph by alacéndicate that we multiply each edge weight by that
scalar. First lef{ be a connected graph withvertices. Then the graph for ¢ > 0 levels is defined as
]%H@)]%H@...(@%H@H
The choice of multipliers ensures that it is easier to malte atithe more coarse scale. Notice that all of the previous
results have held for weighted graphs.

Corollary 13. For G be the Kronecker product graph described above with p¢ vertices, the spectral scan statistic
can asymptotically distinguisil, from signals with cuts within thé coarsest scaley < p?*—¢~1), if the SNR is
stronger than,

g _ w(pQ(Z—i— 2)n(2k+1)/€)

The proof and an explanation pfis in the appendix. Again, we demonstrate the improvemeth®fSSS over
competing tests in Figufd 1. For these simulations the bemghdl was chosen to be two trianglek’§) connected
by a single edge (p = 6). At the coarsest scale one ofitheubgraphs was chosen to Gewnith p = 4/n.

5 Discussion

We studied the heretofore unaddressed problem of how ttabiyadetect change-points in networks under Gaussian
noise. To this end we developed the spectral scan stasisiiygesting it as a computationally feasible alternative to

the GLRT. We completely characterized the performance ®f38S for any graph in terms of the spectrum of the

combinatorial Laplacian. For comparison purposes, weldpeé theoretical guarantees for two simple estimators.

We applied the main result to three graph models: binaryreaid trees, the lattice and Kronecker graph. We see that
not only is it statistically inadmissible to ignore graphusture, but for the balanced tree the SSS gives near optimal
performance. This claim is backed by both simulation andrjhe
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6 Appendix

6.1 Proofs in Section 2

Proof of Lemm&l2.To expedite the proof, we express the LR statistics in terihe sufficient statisticyy =
ﬁZiecyl' ~ N(Bo,02) andy; = ﬁZieC‘yl' ~ N(pB1,0%) for o9 = o/+/|C| andoy = o/+/|C|. Then,
we obtain

2log Ac(y) = %(YO —3)2 + %(W - B)?
0 i

WhereB = Ug‘iz Yo + O_{faz y1 is the MLE underH,. (The likelihood under the alternative balances with the
0 1 0 1
normalizing constant of the null likelihood.) Thus,

1 o3 > o? 2
2logAc(y) = 5 | =—=o—y1) | + =5 | =00 —¥y1)

o5 \0g + 07 o1 \0g + 07
_ (yo —y1)* _ L |C||C|
02+ 0? o2 |V|
1 V] [IC] IC]
= A | 17 2o Yo~ o Do Ve
a? |CN|C] \ V] UZ \4 Z
1 v |0| 1 v i
= ST pATelltel] Yo | - (11)
o2 |C|C] (; Z ) a2 |C|C] < )

Now we letx = 1, making the statistic above

(Yo —y1)?

x'yyx and oC||V| x'Lx
xKx IC]IC]  xTKx'

20 log Ao (y) =
The result now follows by considering all the indicator ftinns corresponding to the setsdn O

6.2 Proofs in Section 3

Proof of Theorerhl5L et the trueC € C be known. The performance of the optimal test withknown, which by
the Neyman-Pearson Lemma is base@twg A (y), bounds the performance of that withunknown. To this end,
note that, undefy, the LR statistic[(6) has &%, while under the alternativé/¢ it has ax?(\) distribution with
non-centrality parameter

s lclc] _ »?

o2 V| — o%

which is the square of the SNR. For fixéd asymptotically indistinguishable éf,, versust/, follows by considering
any threshold and noticing that the associated type 1 arg 2yprrors are non-vanishing under the SNR scaling
assumed in the statement. Since the risk of testipgersusH; is no smaller than the risk of testirfg, versusH},,

the result follows. O

A= —

We remark that the proof of the previous result shows thatwehgtinguishingH, from HE, the power of the test
is maximal wher|{C| = |C/ for a fixed value of the SNR.

Proof of Lemma&l7 Without loss of generality, let ~ A(0,I). We recall that, sincé& is connected, the combinatorial
LaplacianL is symmetric, its smallest eigenvalue is zero and the remgigigenvalues are positive. By the spectral
theorem, we can writk = UAUT, whereA is a(n— 1) x (n— 1) diagonal matrix containing the positive eigenvalues
of L in increasing order and the columns of thex (n — 1) matrix U are the associated eigenvectors. Then, since
each vectok € R with 1" x = 0 can be written a¥Jz for a unique vectoz ¢ R"~!, we have

X = {xeR":x"Lx<px'x=1,1"x<0}
= {UzeR":zecR" ! 2T U'LUz<p,z2'U'Uz< 1}
= {UzeR":zcR" ' 12TAz<1,2"2< 1},
P

11



where in the third identity we have used the fact dtU = 1I,,_;. LettingZ = {z € R*~!: %zTAz <1l,z'z<1},
we see that

supx'y =supz' U'y 4 supz' €,

xXeEX zeZ zEZ
where¢ ~ N(0,1,,_1) and< denotes equality in distribution.

Next, we show that the sef, which is the intersection of an ellipsoid with the unit biallR"~!, is contained in
an enlarged ellipsoid. The supremum of the Gaussian praces®ver Z will then be bounded by the supremum
of the same process over this larger but simpler set, whichvilébe able to bound using directly a result from
Talagrand|[2005] based on chaining. To this end Aet %A = diag{a;}"~' andd = max{j : a; < 1}. For for
avectorz € R* ! setz; = Z[q), Z2 = Z[p—1]\[4)» @NdAo = diag{a;};~4. Then, we observe the following chain of
implications, holding for vectors ¢ R*—1:

2] <127 Az <1 = o] 1) aiz? <1
i>d
max{1,a;}

2 <.
g =

:>z1rz1+z;A2zz§2:>Z
i

Hence, we have the bound

EVi<E sup z' €St Z2max{1,ai}xf <1.

zeRn—1
Recalling thata; = A—p“ fori =1,...,n — 1, where\;;, is the(i + 1)th eigenvalue oL, by Proposition 2.2.1 in
Talagrand|[2005] the right hand side of the previous exjiwass bounded b)\/? > i1 min{1, pA; L O

Supplement to the proof of TheoreEmThe following property of Gaussian processes effectivetiuces the study of
their supremum to the study of its expectation. It was eistabtl by Borelll[1975] and Cirelson etlal. [1976] and can
be found in Ledoux [2001].

Lemma 14. Consider a Gaussian proce$<; } <, wherel{ is compact with respect to metric
d(s,t) = (E(Zs — Z)HY?,  s,t,el,

and leto? > sup,,, EZ?. We have that with probability at least— §

2
<1/20210g5.

Notice that the natural distance is givendifyo, x1) = (E((xo—x1) "y)?)"? = o||xo — x| forxg,x; € X. O

sup Z; — Esup Z;
tel teu

Proof of Theorerhl9Recall thaty = Ky, whereK =1,, — %HT is the orthogonal projection matrix into tfe — 1)-
dimensional linear subspace of vectors orthogonal.ttynder Hy, y ~ N(0, %K), and, thereforel|y||*> ~ x2_;,
since t{K) = n — 1. On the other hand, undéf{ for a fixedC, y ~ N(K3,c?K), whereg is given in as in[(R).

Thus, unde ¢, ||3|2 ~ x2_;()\), where the non-centrality parameter is given by

2
\=BTKB= 8T KKE= - p"> T (12)

where the second identity is due to the fact thais symmetric and idempotent and the last inequality to our as
sumption on the minimal separationbetweenH, and any of the alternatives. Thus,ijfoc = w(y/n — 1), then

A = w(n — 1). Hence, using standard chi-square tail bounds (see for grapnoposition 2 of Azizyan and Singh
[2012]) and since the bound(|12) holds uniformly over@lE C, it follows that the null and alternate are asymptoti-
cally distinguishable using the test statigig]| if and only if Z = w(v/n — 1). O
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6.3 Proof in Section 4

Proof of Corollary{11. The study of the spectra of trees really began in earnestthathivork of Fiedler|[1975]. No-
tably, it became apparent that tree have eigenvalues vgthrhiltiplicities, particularly the eigenvalieMolitierno et al.
[2000] gave a tight bound on the algebraic connectivity dfibeed binary trees (BBT). They found that for a BBT of

depth/, the reciprocal of the smallest eigenvalu\éeb is
0 1 __ol—1
2[_2“2_2 V2(20 —1 -2 w

— < + (3 — 2v2cos
)\ge) - o2 _ 1 — \/5(2@71 —-1) ( s(

-1
20 — 1)) (13)

<2+ 1051{¢ < 4}

Rojo [2002] gave a more exact characterization of the spectf a balanced binary tree, providing a decomposition
of the Laplacian’s characteristic polynomial. Specifigate characteristic polynomial &f is given by

2272 2[*3

det(\L—L) = p2 " (\p2 (N3 (Np2_s (Npe—1(N)se(N) (14)

wheres,()) is a polynomial of degreé andp;()\) are polynomials of degreewith the smallest root satisfying the
bound in [IB) with¥ replaced with. In|Rojo and Sotd [2005], they extended this work to more garimlanced trees.

By (I4) we know that at most+ (¢ — 1) + (¢ — 2)2 + ... + (¢ — 5)29~1 < ¢27 eigenvalues have reciprocals
larger tharR‘=7 + 1051{j < 4}. Letk = max{[£2/(1=)] 23}, then we have ensured that at mbstigenvalues are
smaller tharp. Forn large enough

¢
Zmin{l,p/\fl} <k+p Z 0292477 = |+ £(¢ — log k)np = O(n*~*(logn)?)

i>1 j>log k
O

Proof of Corollary{I3. The Kronecker product of two matricels, B € R"*" is defined asA @ B € R(#xm)x(nxn)
such thalA @ B)(;, i,),(j1.j2) = Air .1 Bis,j»- SOMe matrix algebra shows thatify andH, are graphs op vertices
with Laplaciand.,, L then the Laplacian of their Kronecker produllt, ® H», is given byL =L; ® I, + I, ® Lo
(Merris [1998]). Hence, iv1, vo € RP are eigenvectors, vid.yv; = A;vy andLave = Aavy, thenL(v; ® va) =
(M +X2)v1 ®va, Wherev; ® vy is the usual tensor product. This completely charactetimespectrum of Kronecker
products of graphs.

We should argue the choice pfx p?*~*~1, by showing that it is the results of cuts at lekeM/e say that an edge
e = ((i1, ..., 40), (j1,.--, jo)) has scalé if i, # ji. Furthermore, a cut has scdléf each of its constituent edges has
scale at least. Each edge at scalehas weighp*—¢ and there ar@’~! such edges, so cuts at scalbave total edge
weight bounded by
k

b p— =T P
—1 i— k—1 ph—1!
E <
p pt P P p—1 —p-—1

Cuts at scalé leave components of sizé—* intact, meaning that o« p**—‘~1! for large enough.
We now control the spectrum of the Kronecker graph. Let tigemialues of the base graph be {uj}é.’:l in
increasing order. The eigenvalueg®fre precisely the sums

1 1 1
)\i = Fl/il + FVZ'Z + ...+ ];1/7;£71 + I/ig

fori = (i;){_, C [p]. The eigenvalue distributiof\; } stochastically bounds

14
1 Vo
/\i Z —.VQI{V»L'J. }é O} Z Q7
JZZl pf—j pZ(z)

where Z(i) = min{j : v;,_, # 0}. Notice that ifi is chosen uniformly at random thefi(i) has a geometric
distribution with probability of succes® — 1)/p. Also p/(S%zy) = p? D21 Jup > 1if Z(i) > £ +1 — 2k +
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logp V9, SO

1 Qb1 LE+172k+logp va |

Z+2k—0—1 2k—t—1
. pPy_D p lp—1_({+2)p
— g min{l, —} < + g — <
' i€[p]* { )\i} V2 z=1 v p%p 2

This followed from the geometric probability mass functiowe also know that the algebraic connectivity, is
bounded from below byp—2, so the following result holds.
O
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