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Abstract

The problem of community detection in networks is usually formulated as finding a single partition
of the network into some “correct” number of communities. We argue that it is more interpretable and
in some regimes more accurate to construct a hierarchical tree of communities instead. This can be done
with a simple top-down recursive partitioning algorithm, starting with a single community and separating
the nodes into two communities by spectral clustering repeatedly, until a stopping rule suggests there are
no further communities. This class of algorithms is model-free, computationally efficient, and requires
no tuning other than selecting a stopping rule. We show that there are regimes where this approach
outperforms K-way spectral clustering, and propose a natural framework for analyzing the algorithm’s
theoretical performance, the binary tree stochastic block model. Under this model, we prove that the
algorithm correctly recovers the entire community tree under relatively mild assumptions. We apply the
algorithm to a gene network based on gene co-occurrence in 1580 research papers on anemia, and identify
six clusters of genes in a meaningful hierarchy. We also illustrate the algorithm on a dataset of statistics
papers.
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1 Introduction

Data collected in the form of networks have become increasingly common in many fields, with interesting
scientific phenomena discovered through the analysis of biological, social, ecological, and various other net-
works; see Newman [2010] for a review. Among various network analysis tasks, community detection has
been one of the most studied, due to the ubiquity of communities in different types of networks and the
appealing mathematical formulations that lend themselves to analysis; see for example reviews by Fortunato
[2010], Goldenberg et al. [2010], and Abbe [2018]. Community detection is the task of clustering network
nodes into groups with similar connection patterns, and in many applications, communities provide a useful
and parsimonious representation of the network. There are many statistical models for networks with com-
munities, including the stochastic block model [Holland et al., 1983] and its many variants and extensions,
such as, for example, Handcock et al. [2007], Hoff [2008], Airoldi et al. [2008], Karrer and Newman [2011],
Xu and Hero [2013], Zhang et al. [2014], Matias and Miele [2017]. One large class of methods focuses on
fitting such models based on their likelihoods or approximations to them [Bickel and Chen, 2009, Mariadas-
sou et al., 2010, Celisse et al., 2012, Bickel et al., 2013, Amini et al., 2013]; another class of methods takes
an algorithmic approach, designing algorithms, often based on spectral clustering, that can sometimes be
proven to work well under specific models [Newman and Girvan, 2004, Newman, 2006, Rohe et al., 2011,
Bickel et al., 2011, Zhao et al., 2012, Chen et al., 2012, Lei and Rinaldo, 2014, Cai and Li, 2015, Chen and
Xu, 2014, Amini and Levina, 2018, Joseph and Yu, 2016, Gao et al., 2017, Le et al., 2017, Gao et al., 2016].

Most work on community detection to date has focused on finding a single K-way partition of the network
into K groups, which are sometimes allowed to overlap. This frequently leads to a mathematical structure
that allows for sophisticated analysis, but for larger K these partitions tend to be unstable and not easily
interpretable. These methods also typically require the “true” number of clusters K as input. Although
various methods have been proposed to estimate K [e.g. Chen and Lei, 2018, Chatterjee, 2015, Wang and
Bickel, 2017, Le and Levina, 2015, Li et al., 2020], none of them have been especially tested or studied for
large K, and in our experience, empirically they perform poorly when K is large. Finally, a single “true”
number of communities may not always be scientifically meaningful, since in practice different community
structures can often be observed at different scales.

Communities in real networks are often hierarchically structured, and the hierarchy can be scientifically
meaningful, for example, a phylogenetic tree. A hierarchical tree of communities, with larger communities
subdivided into smaller ones further down, offers a natural and very interpretable representation of com-
munities. It also simplifies the task of estimating K, since, instead of estimating a large K from the entire
network we only need to check whether a particular subnetwork contains more than one community. We
can also view a hierarchy as regularizing an otherwise unwieldy model with a large number of communities,
which in theory can approximate any exchangeable graph [Olhede and Wolfe, 2014], by imposing struc-
tural constraints on parameters. We would expect that for large networks with many communities, such

regularization can lead to improvements in both computational costs and theoretical guarantees.



Hierarchical community detection methods can be generally divided into three types: estimating the
hierarchy directly and all at once, typically with either a Bayesian or an optimization method; agglomerative
algorithms that merge nodes or communities recursively in a bottom-up fashion; and partitioning algorithms
which split communities recursively in a top-down fashion. The earliest work in the first category we are aware
of is Kleinberg [2002], generalized by Clauset et al. [2008] and Peel and Clauset [2015]. These models directly
incorporate a tree by modeling connection probabilities between pairs of nodes based on their relative distance
on the tree. One line of work treats the tree as a parameter and takes a Bayesian approach, e.g., Clauset et al.
[2008], Blundell and Teh [2013]. Bayesian inference on these models is computationally prohibitive, and thus
infeasible for large networks. Even more importantly, treating each node as a leaf involves a large number
of parameters, therefore sacrificing interpretability. Agglomerative clustering algorithms for networks date
back to at least Clauset et al. [2004], which combined well-known Ward’s hierarchical clustering [Ward Jr,
1963] with the Girvan-Newman modularity [Newman and Girvan, 2004] as the objective function. The idea
of modularity-based clustering was further explored by Pons and Latapy [2005], Reichardt and Bornholdt
[2006], Wakita and Tsurumi [2007], Arenas et al. [2008], Blondel et al. [2008]. Divisive algorithms were once
very popular in machine learning problems such as graph partitioning and image segmentation [Spielman
and Teng, 1996, Shi and Malik, 2000, Kannan et al., 2004]. This class of methods appears to have first been
applied to networks by Girvan and Newman [2002], who proposed an “elbow-finding” algorithm deleting the
edge with highest betweenness centrality recursively, thereby building a top-down hierarchy. This idea was
further developed by Wilkinson and Huberman [2002], Holme et al. [2003], Gleiser and Danon [2003], and
Radicchi et al. [2004].

In spite of many practical benefits and applied work on hierarchical community detection, it is hard to
come by a rigorous analysis. The first such analysis of a hierarchical algorithm we are aware of was given
by Dasgupta et al. [2006], for a recursive bi-partitioning algorithm based on a modified version of spectral
clustering. Their analysis allows for sparse networks with average degree growing poly-logarithmically in n,
but the procedure involves multiple tuning parameters with no obvious default values. Later on, Balakrishnan
et al. [2011] considered a top-down hierarchical clustering algorithm based on unnormalized graph Laplacian
and the model of Clauset et al. [2008], for a pairwise similarity matrix instead of a network. They did not
propose a practical stopping rule, but did provide a rigorous frequentist theoretical guarantee for clustering
accuracy. However, as we will further discuss in Section 3, their analysis only works for dense networks which
are rare in practice. Lyzinski et al. [2017] proposed another hierarchical model based on a mixture of random
dot product graph (RDPG) models [Young and Scheinerman, 2007]. In contrast to Balakrishnan et al.
[2011], they use a two-stage procedure which first detects all communities, and then applies agglomerative
hierarchical clustering to build the hierarchy from the bottom up. They proved strong consistency of their
algorithm, but it hinges on perfect recovery of all communities in the first step, which leads to very strong
requirements on network density.

In this paper, we consider a framework for hierarchical community detection based on recursive bi-



partitioning, an algorithm similar to Balakrishnan et al. [2011]. The algorithm needs a partitioning method,
which divides any given network into two, and a stopping rule, which decides if a given network has at least
two communities; in principle, any partitioning method and any stopping rule can be used. The algorithm
starts by splitting the entire network into two and then tests each resulting leaf with the stopping rule,
until the stopping rule indicates there is nothing left to split. We prove that the algorithm consistently
recovers the entire hierarchy, including all low-level communities, under the binary tree stochastic block
model (BTSBM), a hierarchical network model with communities we propose, in the spirit of Clauset et al.
[2008]. Our analysis applies to networks with average degree as low as (logn)?*¢ for any € > 0, while existing
results either require the degree to be polynomial in n, or log” n for large a (e.g. a = 6 in Dasgupta et al.
[2006]) at the cost of numerous tuning parameters. We also allow the number of communities K to grow
with n, which is natural for a hierarchy, at a strictly faster rate than previous work, which for the most
part treats K as fixed. Even more importantly, when K is too big to recover the entire tree, we can still
consistently recover mega-communities at the higher levels of the hierarchy, whereas K-way clustering will
fail. Since the stopping rule only needs to decide whether K > 1 rather than estimate K, we can use either
hypothesis tests [Bickel and Sarkar, 2016, Gao and Lafferty, 2017, Jin et al., 2019], or various methods for
estimating K. Importantly, the main weakness of methods for of K, which is underestimating K when it
is large, since empirically they never underestimate it so severely as to conclude K = 1. Unlike previous
studies of hierarchical community detection, we are able to provide theoretical guarantees for a data-driven
stopping rule rather than known K. Finally, our procedure has better computational complexity than K-way
partitioning methods.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we present our general recursive bi-partitioning
framework, a specific recursive algorithm, and discuss the interpretation of the resulting hierarchical struc-
ture. In Section 3, we introduce a special class of stochastic block models under which a hierarchy of
communities can be naturally defined, and provide theoretical guarantees on recovering the hierarchy for
that class of models. Section 4 presents extensive simulation studies demonstrating advantages of recursive
bi-partitioning for both community detection and estimating the hierarchy. Section 5 applies the proposed
algorithm to a gene co-occurrence network and obtains a readily interpretable hierarchical community struc-
ture. Section 6 concludes with discussion. Proofs and an additional data example on a dataset of statistics

papers can be found in the Appendix.

2 Community detection by recursive partitioning

2.1 Setup and notation

We assume an undirected network on nodes 1,2,---,n. The corresponding n x n symmetric adjacency
matrix A is defined by A,; = 1 if and only if node ¢ and node j are connected, and 0 otherwise. We use [n]

to denote the integer set {1,2,--- ,n}. We write I, for the n x n identity matrix and 1,, for n x 1 column



vector of ones, suppressing the dependence on n when the context makes it clear. For any matrix M, we use
[|M]| to denote its spectral norm (the largest singular value of M), and ||M||r the Frobenius matrix norm.
Community detection will output a partition of nodes into K sets, Vi UVoU---U Vg = [n] and V; NV, =0
for any i # j, with K typically unknown beforehand.

2.2 The recursive partitioning algorithm

In many network problems where a hierarchical relationship between communities is expected, estimating the
hierarchy accurately is just as important as finding the final partition of the nodes. A natural framework for
producing a hierarchy is recursive partitioning, an old idea in clustering that has not resurfaced much in the
current statistical network analysis literature [e.g. Kannan et al., 2004, Dasgupta et al., 2006, Balakrishnan
et al., 2011]. The framework is general and can be used in combination with any community detection
algorithm and model selection method; we will give a few options that worked very well in our experiments.
In principle, the output can be any tree, but we focus on binary trees, as is commonly done in hierarchical
clustering; we will sometimes refer to partitioning into two communities as bi-partitioning.

Recursive bi-partitioning does exactly what its name suggests:

1. Apply a decision / model selection rule to the network to decide if it contains more than one community.

If no, stop; if yes, split into two communities.
2. Repeat step 1 for each of the resulting communities, and continue until no further splits are indicated.

This is a top-down clustering procedure which produces a binary tree, but the leaves are small communities,
not necessarily single nodes. Intuitively, as one goes down the tree, the communities become closer, so the
tree distance between communities reflects their level of connection.

Computationally, while we do have to partition multiple times, each community detection problem we
have to solve is only for K = 2, which is faster, easier and more stable than for a general K, and the size
of networks decreases as we go down the tree and thus it becomes faster. When K is large and connectivity
levels between different communities are heterogeneous, we expect recursive partitioning to outperform K-
way clustering, which does best for small K and when everything is balanced.

We call this approach hierarchical community detection (HCD). As input, it takes a network adjacency
matrix A; an algorithm that takes an adjacency matrix A as input and partitions it into two communities,
outputting their two induced submatrices, C(A) = {A1, A2}; and a stopping rule S : R**™ — {0,1}, where
S(A) = 1 indicates there is no evidence A has communities and we should stop, and S(A) = 0 otherwise. Its
output He s(A) = (¢,T) is the community label vector ¢ and the hierarchical tree of communities T. The
algorithm clearly depends on the choice of the partitioning algorithm C and the stopping rule S; we describe

a few specific options next.



2.3 The choice of partitioning method and stopping rule

Possibly the simplest partitioning algorithm is a simple eigenvector sign check, used in Balakrishnan et al.

[2011], Gao et al. [2017], Le et al. [2017], Abbe et al. [2017]:

Algorithm 1. Given the adjacency matrix A:
1. Compute the eigenvector s corresponding to the second largest eigenvalue in magnitude of A.
2. Let é(i) = 0 if @2 ; > 0 and é(z) = 1 otherwise.
3. Return label ¢.

A more general and effective partitioning method is regularized spectral clustering (RSC), especially for
sparse networks. Several regularized versions are available; in this paper, we use the proposal of Amini et al.
[2013], shown to improve performance of spectral clustering for sparse networks [Joseph and Yu, 2016, Le

et al., 2017].

Algorithm 2. Given the adjacency matrix A and regularization parameter 7 (by default, we use 7 = 0.1),

do the following:

1. Compute the regularized adjacency matrix as
d
A =A+7r—-117
n

where d is the average degree of the network.

2. Let D, = diag(d1,dr2, - ,drpn) where dry =5 y A;;; and calculate the regularized Laplacian

L,=DIY?A D72

3. Compute the leading two eigenvectors of L., arrange them in a n x 2 matrix U, and apply K-means

algorithm to the rows, with K = 2.
4. Return the cluster labels from the K-means result.

The simplest stopping rule is to fix the depth of the tree in advance, though that is not what we will
ultimately do. A number of recent papers focused on estimating the number of communities in a network,
typically assuming that each community in the network is generated from either the Erdds-Renyi model or
the configuration model [Van Der Hofstad, 2016]. The methods proposed include directly estimating rank by
the USVT method of Chatterjee [2015], hypothesis tests of Bickel and Sarkar [2016], Gao and Lafferty [2017]
and Jin et al. [2019], the BIC criteria of Wang and Bickel [2017], the spectral methods of Le and Levina
[2015] and cross-validation methods of Chen and Lei [2018], Li et al. [2020]. The cross-validation method of



Li et al. [2020] works for both unweighted and weighted networks under a low rank assumption, while the
others use the block model assumption.

Under block models, empirically we found that the most accurate and computationally feasible stopping
criterion is the non-backtracking method of Le and Levina [2015]. Let By be the non-backtracking matrix,
defined by

By = . (1)
—I A

Let A;,i € [2n] be the real parts of the eigenvalues of By (which may be complex). The number of

1/2 This is because

communities is then estimated as the number of eigenvalues that satisfy |A;| > || Bul|
if the network is generated from an SBM with K communities, the largest K eigenvectors of By, will be

well separated from the radius || Byy|'/? with high probability, at least in sparse networks [Krzakala et al.,

2013, Le and Levina, 2015]. We approximate the norm ||By]|| by % {ﬁ — 1, as suggested by Le and Levina
[2015]. For our purposes, we only need the real parts of the two leading eigenvalues, not the full spectrum.
If we want to avoid the block model assumption, the edge cross-validation (ECV) method of Li et al. [2020]
can be used instead to check whether a rank 1 model is a good approximation to the subnetwork under
consideration.

The main benefit of using these estimators as stopping rules (i.e., checking at every step if the estimated
K is greater than 1) is that the tree can be of any form; if we fixed K in advance, we would have to choose
in what order to do the splits in order to end up with exactly the chosen K. Moreover, empirically we
found the local stopping criterion is more accurate than directly estimating K, especially with larger K.
For the rest of the paper, we will focus on two versions, “HCD-Sign” which uses splitting by eigenvalue
sign (Algorithm 1), and ”HCD-Spec”, which uses regularized spectral clustering (Algorithm 2). Any of the

stopping rules discussed above can be used with either method.

2.4 Mega-communities and a similarity measure for binary trees

The final communities (leaves of the tree) as well as the intermediate mega-communities can be indexed by
their position on the tree. Formally, each node or (mega-)community of the binary tree can be represented
by a sequence of binary values 2 € {0,1}!=, where [, is the depth of the node (the root node has depth
0). The string = records the path from the root to the node, with z, = 1 if step ¢ of the path is along
the right branch of the split and x, = 0 otherwise. We define the z for the root node to be an empty
string. Intuitively, the tree induces a similarity measure between communities: two communities that are
split further down the tree should be more similar to each other than two communities that are split higher
up. The similarity between two mega-communities does not depend on how they are split further down the
tree, which is a desirable feature. Note that we do not assume an underlying hierarchical community model;
the tree is simply the output of the HCD algorithm.

To quantify this notion of tree similarity, we define a similarity measure between two nodes z,z’ on a



binary tree by

s(x,2") = min{q : x4 # z}.

For instance, for the binary tree in Figure 1, we have s(000,001) = 3, while s(000,11) = s(000,110) =
s(000,111) = 1. Note that comparing values of s is only meaningful for comparing pairs with a common tree
node. So s(000,111) < s(000,001) indicates that community 000 is closer to community 001 than to 111,
but the comparison between s(000,001) and s(10,11) is not meaningful.

A natural question is whether this tree structure and the associated similarity measure tell us anything
about the underlying population model. Suppose that the network is in fact generated from the SBM. The
probability matrix P = EA under the SBM is block-constant, and applying either HCD-Sign or HCD-Spec
to P will recover the correct communities and produce a binary tree. This binary tree may not be unique;
for example, for the planted partition model where all communities have equal sizes, all within-block edge
probabilities are a and all between-block edge probabilities are b. However, in many situations P does
correspond to a unique binary tree (up to a permutation of labels), for example, under the hierarchical
model introduced in Section 3. For the moment, assume this is the case. Let ¢ and T be the binary string
community labels and the binary tree produced by applying the HCD algorithm to P in exactly the same
way we previously applied it to A. Let é and T be the result of applying HCD to A. The estimated tree
T depends on the stopping rule and may be very different in size from T'; however, we can always compute
the tree-based similarity between nodes based on their labels. Let St = (s7(c(i),¢(j))) be the n x n matrix
where s7 is the pairwise similarities induced by 7', and S; = (sT(é(z), 6(]))) the corresponding similarity
matrix based on 7. S can be viewed as an estimate of S7, and we argue that comparing St to S; may
give a more informative measure of performance than just comparing ¢ to c¢. This is because with a large
K and weak signals it may be hard or impossible to estimate all communities correctly, but if the tree gets
most of the mega-communities right, it is still a useful and largely correct representation of the network.

Finally, we note that an estimate of St under the SBM can be obtained for any community detection
method: if ¢ are estimated community labels, we can always estimate the corresponding P under the SBM
and apply HCD to P to obtain an estimated tree 7. However, our empirical results in Section 4 show
that applying HCD directly to the adjacency matrix A to obtain S; gives a better estimate of St than the
S constructed from post-processing the estimated probability matrix produced by a K-way partitioning

method.

3 Theoretical properties of the HCD algorithm

3.1 The binary tree stochastic block model

We now proceed to study the properties of HCD on a class of SBMs that naturally admit a binary tree
community structure. We call this class the Binary Tree Stochastic Block Models (BTSBM), formally



defined in Definition 1 and illustrated in Figure 1.

Layer 4

000 001

100 101

Figure 1: An 8-cluster Binary Tree SBM. Rectangles correspond to mega-communities.

Definition 1 (The binary tree stochastic block model (BTSBM). Let Sz := {0, 1}¢ be the set of all length
d binary sequences and let K = |Sy| = 2¢. Each binary string in Sy encodes a community label and has
a 1-1 mapping to an integer in [K] via standard binary representation Z : Sy — [K]. For node i € [n], let
c(i) € Sq be its community label, let Cy, = {i : ¢(i) = x} be the set of nodes labeled with string « € S4, and
let ny, = |Cyl.

1. Let B € RE*X be a matrix of probabilities defined by

Bz(),z(2) = Pp(a.e’
where pg, p1,...pq are arbitrary d + 1 parameters in [0, 1] and
D(z,2") = (d+1—s(z,2"))[(x #2'),

for s(z,2') = min{q : z, # x;} defined in Section 2.4.

2. Edges between all pairs of distinct nodes 4, j are independent Bernoulli, with

P(A;; = 1) = Br(c(i)) z(c())

corresponding to the n x n probability matrix P = FA.



For instance, the BTSBM in Figure 1 corresponds to the matrix

Po P1 |P2 P2 |P3 P3 P3 P3
P1 Do |P2 P2 |P3 P3 P3 D3

P2 P2 |Po P1|P3 P3 P3 P3
b2 P2 |P1 Po|P3 P3 P3 P3

P3 P3| P3 P3|Po P1 P2 P2
ps P3| P3 P3| P1 Po P2 P2
ps P3| P3 P3| P2 P2 Po P1

pP3s P3| P3 P3| P2 P2 P1 Do

A nice consequence of defining community labels through binary strings is that they naturally embed
the communities in a binary tree. We can think of each entry of the binary string as representing one
level of the tree, with the first digit corresponding to the first split at the top of the tree, and so on. We
then define a mega-community labeled by a binary string z € S, at any level ¢ of the tree as the set
{i:c(i)p = zn,1 < h < g}, defined on a binary tree T. The mega-communities are unique up to community
label permutations, and give a multi-scale view of the community structure; for example, Figure 1 shows
four mega-communities in layer 3 and two mega-communities in layer 2.

The idea of embedding connection probabilities in a tree, to the best of our knowledge, was first introduced
as the hierarchical random graph (HRG) by Clauset et al. [2008], and extended by Balakrishnan et al. [2011]
to weighted graphs and by Peel and Clauset [2015] to general dendrograms. The BTSBM can be viewed
as a hybrid of the original HRG and the SBM, maintaining parsimony by estimating only community-level
parameters while imposing a natural and interpretable hierarchical structure. It also provides us with a

model that can be used to analyze recursive bi-partitioning on sparse graphs.

3.2 The eigenstructure of the BTSBM

Let Z € R X be the membership matrix with the i-th row Z; = €1(c(s)) containing e;, the j-th canonical
basis vector in R¥, where Z is the integer given by the binary representation. Then it is straightforward to
show that

P=FEA=Z2ZBZT —pyl.

The second term comes from the fact that A;; = 0. For the rest of the theoretical analysis, we assume equal
block sizes, i.e.,

np=ng=...=ng =n/K=m. (2)

This assumption is stringent but standard in the literature and can be relaxed to a certain extent, as indicated
in our Theorem C.3 in Appendix C. For the BTSBM, this assumption leads to a particularly simple and

elegant eigenstructure for P.
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Given a (mega)-community label denoted by a binary string x, we write 20 and z1 as the binary strings
obtained by appending 0 and 1 to z, respectively. We further define {z+} to be the set of all binary strings

starting with . The following theorem gives a full characterization of the eigenstructure for the BTSBM.

Theorem 1. Let P be the n x n community connection probability matrix of the BTSBM with K = 2¢
and define P = P + pol = ZBZT. Then the following holds:

1. (Eigenvalues) The distinct nonzero eigenvalues of P, denoted by Ag, Ao - , Ad+1, are given by
d d—q
A=mlpo+ Y 27 'p), Agp1=m (po +) 27, - 2d_qu—q+1> ;g=1,....d (3)
r=1 r=1

2. (Eigenvectors) For any 1 < ¢ < d and each x € S;_1, let v4™! be an n-dimensional vector, such that for
any i € [n],
1 if e(i) € Sqn{z0+},
vt =0 —1 if e(i) € Sqn {xl+},

0 otherwise.

Then the eigenspace corresponding to eigenvalue Aq11 is spanned by {vatl .z € Sq—1}. The eigenspace

corresponding to A; is spanned by 1.

It is easy to see that each v4T! corresponds to a split of the two mega-communities in layer ¢, at an
internal tree node x. For instance, consider the colored rectangles in Figure 1, which correspond to d = 3 and
q = 2. The vector 1§ has entry 1 for all nodes in the (solid blue) mega-community 00, entry —1 for all nodes
in the (dashed blue) mega-community 01 and 0 for all the other nodes, thus separating mega-communities
00 and 01. Similarly, v} has entry 1 for the nodes in (solid orange) mega-community 10, and entry —1 for
nodes in the (dashed orange) mega-community 11. The binary tree structure is thus fully characterized by
the signs of eigenvectors’ entries. Note that due to multiplicity of eigenvalues, the basis of the eigenspace is
not unique. In Appendix A, we use another basis which, though less interpretable, is used in the proof of
Theorem 2 and Theorem 3 to obtain better theoretical guarantees.

While the previous theorem is stated for general configurations of pg,---,pg, the two most natural

situations where a hierarchy is meaningful are either assortative communities, with

Po>p1>...> pa, (4)

or dis-assortative communities, with

po<p1<...<pg. (5)

Recall that the HCD-sign algorithm only depends on the eigenvector corresponding to the second largest
eigenvalue (in magnitude). Theorem 1 directly implies that under either the assortative or dis-assortative

setting, such eigenvalue is unique (has multiplicity 1) with an eigenvector that yields the first split in the

11



tree according to the signs of the corresponding eigenvector entries.

Corollary 1. Let P be the n x n probability matrix of the BTSBM with K = 2¢ and balanced community
sizes as in (2). Under either (4) or (5), the second largest eigenvalue (in absolute value) of P for a BTSBM

is unique and given by
d—1

(m—1)pg+m Z 2= 1p, — m2971p,

i=1
and the gap between it and the other eigenvalues is Ay = nmin{pg, (pa—1 — pa)/2} in the assortative case

and Ay = n(pg — pa—1)/2 in the dis-assortative case. The corresponding (normalized) eigenvector is

Lo T \T
U2 = ﬁ(ln/Qv *1n/2) :
In a slight abuse of notation, we still denote the kth eigenvalue of P (instead of P) by A whenever it is

clear from the context.

3.3 Consistency of HCD-sign under the BTSBM

The population binary tree T' defined in Section 2.4 is unique under the BTSBM, and thus we can evaluate
methods under this model on how well they estimate the population tree. Given a community label ¢ and the
corresponding balanced binary tree T of depth d, define mc (T, ¢, q) € [29]™ to be the community partition of
all nodes into the mega-communities at level ¢ corresponding to ¢. In particular, at level d, mc(T, ¢, d) gives
the true community labels ¢, up to a label permutation. This quantity is well defined only if the binary tree
is balanced (i.e., all leaves are at the same depth d), and we will restrict our analysis to the balanced case.
The convention in the literature is to scale all probabilities of connection by a common factor that goes to
0 with n, and have no other dependency on n; see, e.g., the review Abbe [2018]. We similarly reparametrize

the BTSBM as

(p07p17"'apd):pn(17a17"-aad)- (6)

Let 1y be the eigenvector of the second largest eigenvalue (in magnitude) of A. If
sign(tg;) = sign(ug;) for all 4, (7)

with high probability, then the first split will achieve exact recovery. A sufficient condition for (7) is concen-
tration of u5 around us in the /o, norm. The ¢, perturbation theory for random matrices is now fairly well
studied [e.g. Eldridge et al., 2017, Abbe et al., 2017]. By recursively applying an £, concentration bound,
we can guarantee recovery of the entire binary tree with high probability, under regularity conditions.

We start from a condition for the stopping rule. Recall that we defined the stopping rule as a function
U such that W(A) = 1 indicates the adjacency matrix A contains communities and ¥(A) = 0 indicates there

is no evidence of more than one community.
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Definition 2. A stopping rule for a network of size n generated from an SBM with K communities is

consistent with rate ¢ if P(U(A) =1) >1—n"% when K > 1 and P(¥(A4) =0) >1—n"% when K = 1.

With a consistent stopping rule, the strong consistency of binary tree recovery can be guaranteed, as

stated in the next two theorems.

Theorem 2 (Consistency of HCD-Sign in the assortative setting). Let A € R™*™ be generated from a
BTSBM with parameters (n, pp; a1, ...,aq) as defined in (6), with n = Km = 2¢m. Let ¢ be the community
labels and 71" the corresponding binary tree computed with the HCD-Sign algorithm with stopping rule V.

Suppose the model satisfies the assortative condition (4). Let ag = 1 and for any ¢ € [d], define
Ny = m1n{2 nd r41:7 €[]}, where n, = min{a,, |a,—1 — a,|/2}. (8)
Fix any £ > 1,¢ > 1 and ¢ > 0. Then there exists a constant C(¢), which only depends on ¢, such that,

Kt/d max{log® n, Nt
| B <), (9)
nPn N

and the stopping rule W is consistent for all the subgraphs corresponding to mega-communities up to the

for any ¢ € [d], if

¢+ 1 layer with rate ¢’, then for a sufficiently large n,

min H(mc(j’, ¢,q)) =me(T,c,q), forall g </,
nnePerm(q)
with probability at least 1 — 2K (¢+D¢/dp—¢ _ (@' +1)t/dp~¢" The mega-community partition me(7T, ¢, q) is
defined at start of Section 3.3 and Perm(g) is the set of all label permutations on the binary string set S,,.

Further, if the conditions hold for ¢ = d, then with probability at least 1 — 2K (¢t p—¢ — 2K(¢'+1)n’¢/, the

algorithm exactly recovers the entire binary tree and stops immediately after it is recovered.

Theorem 2 essentially says that each splitting step of HCD-Sign consistently recovers the corresponding
mega-community, provided that the condition (9) holds for that layer. Note that, according to (8), in the

assortative setting,

KYd 1 1 1 1
npn 1M npn 77([) mmln{? 2 nd (r— 1),T € [E]} .

As /¢ increases, the set over which we minimize grows, while each individual term remains the same. Thus

the whole term increases with £. We also have

|Ktdlogtn  2¢/*1og"n 1
Npn 7)) nPn min{Q_%lnd_(T_l),r € [E]}7

which also increases in £. Therefore, (9) gets strictly harder to satisfy as £ increases, and even if recovering
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the entire tree is intrinsically hard or simply impossible (condition (9) fails to hold for ¢ = d), HCD-Sign
can still consistently recover mega-communities at higher levels of the hierarchy, as long as they satisfy the
condition. This is a major practical advantage of recursive partitioning compared to both K-way partitioning
and agglomerative hierarchical clustering of Lyzinski et al. [2017]. A similar result holds in the dis-assortative

setting.

Theorem 3 (Counsistency of HCD-Sign in the dis-assortative setting). Suppose the model satisfied the dis-

assortative condition (5). Under the setting of Theorem 2, the conclusion continues to hold if (9) is replaced

by
Kt/ vy max{log® n, ey, }
\/7 O < c(e), (10)
nPn M)
where
V(gy = max {27%%—#1 ire M} . (11)

It is easy to verify that condition (10) also becomes harder to satisfy for larger ¢. Therefore in dis-
assortative settings we may also be able to recover mega-communities even if we cannot recover the whole
tree.

The theorems apply to any consistent stopping rule satisfying Definition 2. In particular, the non-
backtracking matrix method we use in the implementation is a consistent stopping rule based on the recently

updated result of Le and Levina [2015], as we show next.

Proposition 1. Define

l=r 551 —r 2
1+> 7. 277 a;, — 2 "a,_,
C(¢) = min {( 2=t e—rJ+1 i1 cre) , T € [E]} . (12)
1+ 27y
If
d—e+1
K ,
Wlogn < min g—?logn,l + Z 2J71aj ; (13)
n j=1
and
npnpmax{1,ag} < n?13, (14)

then for a sufficiently large n, the non-backtracking matrix stopping rule, described in (1), is consistent with

rate 1 under BTSBM for all mega-communities up to the layer £ + 1.

Proposition 1 directly implies that if (13), (14) and (9) or (10) hold at the same time, the conclusions
of Theorem 2 and Theorem 3 hold when using the non-backtracking matrix as the stopping rule. In the
proposition, condition (14) constrains the network from being too dense. We believe this to be an artifact
of the proof technique of [Le and Levina, 2015]. Intuitively, if the method works for a sparser network, it
should work for a denser one as well, so we expect this condition can be removed, but we do not pursue this

direction since the non-backtracking estimator is not the focus of the present paper. A similar argument
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shows that another class of stopping rules based on Bethe-Hessian matrices [Le and Levina, 2015] also gives
consistent stopping rules which will also give consistent recovery.

Next, we illustrate conditions (13) and (9) in a simplified setting. Consider the assortative setting when
the whole tree can be recovered (¢ = d).
Example 1. Assume an arithmetic sequence a,, given by a, =1 —r/(d+1). In this case, taking £ = 1.01, it
is easy to see that (9) is

K(d+ 1)?10g**n = O(np,). (15)

Some simple algebra shows that condition (13) simplifies to
Klogn =O(np,) and Kd*= O(npy,).

Thus the additional requirement for strong consistency with the non-backtracking matrix stopping rule

is redundant and we only need the condition
K(d+1)%*log***n = O(np,).

Example 2. Assume a geometric sequence a,., given by a,, = 8" for a constant § < 1. Let 5 =277 for v > 0.

The condition (13), after some simplifications, becomes
Klogn = O(npy).

On the other hand, for (9), we have

-1_1
o/, = min{2r/4ar, 2T/4(ar_1 —a,)/2} = (21/4_7)7’ min {1, B 5 } .

If v < 1/4, then 74 > min {1, 572_1 }, and (9) with £ = 1.01 becomes

Klog®"n = O(np,).

If v > 1/4, then gy = (2V/477)4min {1, ﬁi;_l} = O(K'/*7), and (9) becomes

K% =O0(np,) and K2*/210g2%2n = O(np,).
In summary, the following conditions are sufficient for exact recovery:

K" =0(np,) and K™{27F1/21} 1562020 — O(np,,). (16)
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3.4 Comparison with existing theoretical guarantees

In this section, we compare our result with other strong consistency results for recursive bi-partitioning. We
focus on the assortative setting since this most existing results require it [Balakrishnan et al., 2011, Lyzinski
et al., 2017]. To make this comparison, we have to ignore the stopping rule, since no other method showed
consistency for a data-driven stopping rule.

Strong consistency of recursive bi-partitioning was previously discussed by Dasgupta et al. [2006]. Their
algorithm is far more complicated than ours, with multiple rounds of resampling and pruning, and its
computational cost is much higher. For comparison, we can rewrite their assumptions in the BTSBM
parametrization. Their Theorem 1 requires np, > log®n , and the gap between any two columns of P

corresponding to nodes in different communities to satisfy

min  ||P, — P2 = Q(K%p, logn). 17
min | I3 = (K pu log n) (1)

Under the BTSBM, it is straightforward to show that the minimum in (17) is achieved by two communities

corresponding to sibling leaves in the last layer and

n
i P.—P,l2=2—p2(1-ay)?.
C<u”§§?(u)” Il wPn(l—a)

Assume that K = O(n®) for some w < 1. Then for sufficiently large ¢ > 0, K¢*'n=% = o(1). To compare
our result (with £ = d) to (17), we consider two cases.

1. Arithmetic sequence: Suppose that a, is given by a, =1 —1r/(d+ 1). Then (17) gives
K"(d+1)%logn = O(np,) < K" log® K logn = O(np,),
whereas our condition (15) is only
K(d+1)%log***n = O(np,) <= K log® Klog*>"*n = O(np,),

which has a much better dependence on K.

2. Geometric sequence: Suppose that a, is given by a, = 8". Then the condition (17) becomes
K"logn = O(npy).

From (16), it is easy to see that HCD-sign has a better rate in K if v < 7/4, which is equivalent to
B >277/*=0.2973.
The algorithm proposed in Balakrishnan et al. [2011] is similar to ours, though their analysis is rather

different. Under BTSBM, each entry in the adjacency matrix is sub-Gaussian with parameter 1 (which
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cannot be improved), i.e., Eexp{a(A;; — EA;;)} < exp{a?/2} for any a > 0. In order to recover all mega-
communities up to layer ¢ (with size at least n/2%), it is easy to show that a necessary condition in their
analysis (Theorem 1) is

pn = w(n15/16).

Thus the consistency result in Balakrishnan et al. [2011] only applies to dense graphs.

Lyzinski et al. [2017] developed their hierarchical community detection algorithm under a different model
they called the hierarchical stochastic blockmodel (HSBM). The HSBM is defined recursively, as a mixture
of lower level models. In particular, when a, = 8" with 8 < 1/2, the BTSBM is a special case of the HSBM
where each level of the hierarchy has exactly two communities. Lyzinski et al. [2017] showed the exact
tree recovery for fixed K and the average expected degree of at least O(\/ﬁlog2 n), implying a very dense
network. By contrast, our result allows for a growing K, and if K is fixed, the average degree only needs to
grow as fast as 10g1+§ n for an arbitrary £ > 1, which is a much weaker requirement, especially considering
that a degree of order logn is necessary for strong consistency of community labels under a standard SBM

with fixed K.

3.5 Computational complexity

We conclude this section by investigating the computational complexity of HCD, which turns out to be better
than that of K-way partitioning, especially for problems with a large number of communities. The intuition
behind this somewhat surprising result is that, even though HCD has to perform clustering multiple times,
it performs a much simpler task at each step, computing no more than two eigenvectors instead of K, and
the number of nodes to cluster decreases after each step.

We start with stating some relevant known facts. Suppose we use Lloyd’s algorithm [Lloyd, 1982] for
K-means and the Lanczos algorithm [Larsen, 1998] to compute the spectrum, both with a fixed number of
iterations. If the input matrix is d; X dg, the K-means algorithm has complexity of O(d;d2 K). In calculating
the leading K eigenvectors, we take advantage of matrix sparsity, resulting in complexity O(||A||oK) where
[lAllo is the number of non-zero entries of A. Therefore, for K-way spectral clustering, the computational
cost is

O(nK? + ||Al|oK). (18)

Turning to HCD, let A;, denote the adjacency matrix of the j-th block in ¢-th layer. For comparison
purposes, we assume the BTSBM and the conditions for exact recovery, so that we construct the entire tree.
Then A, ¢ corresponds to 2¢=¢m nodes. Note that for both Algorithm 1 and Algorithm 2, the complexity is
linear in size. As with (18), the splitting step applied to A;, has complexity O(2¢9=*m + ||A;¢||o) for both
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HCD-Sign and HCD-Spec. Adding the cost over all layers, the total computation cost becomes

d 2° PR
O > > " m+l4;ello) | =0 | nlog K+ > [ A;llo | » (19)

(=1 j=1 (=1 j=1

where we use the facts that K = 2¢ and n = mK. Since the blocks corresponding in ¢-th layer are disjoint,

21{
> I 4jllo < 1A, (20)
j=1
and thus (19) is upper bounded by
O (nlog K + ||Allolog K) . (21)

This is strictly better than the complexity of K-way spectral clustering (18) for large K.
Moreover, the inequality (20) may be overly conservative. Under the BTSBM, the expected number of
within-block edges in the ¢-th layer is

2¢ d—0 o55—1
_ 2 _ _ po + i= 2 Di
EZ | Aj.ello = 2° (2d Zm) pe, where pp = =2 %d_lz -

Jj=1

As a result,

d 2° d  _ d NP1
p dpo + 2 i—1(d = 1)2"" "pi
]EZZHAJ‘,KHOZ<Z2g;O>E||A||0=< 0t 2zl =) )EIAHO-

d o
=1 j=1 =1 Po+ > 27 s

The coefficient before E||A||p is O(1) in many situations, including Examples 1 and 2 discussed at the end

of Section 3.3. In these cases, the average complexity of HCD algorithms is only
O(nlog K + E||Alo).

Last but not least, the HCD framework, unlike K-way partitioning, can be easily parallelized.

4 Numerical results on synthetic networks

In this section, we investigate empirical performance of HCD on synthetic networks, both on networks
with hierarchical structure and those without. We generate networks with hierarchical structure from the
proposed BTSBM, and consider BTSBMs with a fully balanced tree and equal block sizes, which are covered
by our theory, as well as BTSBMs with unbalanced trees and different block sizes, which are not. The
non-hierarchical networks will be generated from the regular SBM, included as a general sanity check.

We compare methods using the following five measures of accuracy.
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1. Accuracy of community detection, measured by normalized mutual information (NMI) between true
and estimated labels [Yao, 2003]. NMI is commonly used in the network literature [Lancichinetti and
Fortunato, 2009, Amini et al., 2013] and does not require the two sets of labels to have the same number

of clusters, a property we need when comparing trees.

2. Accuracy of recovering the hierarchical structure, measured by the error in the tree distance matrix
h||Ss — S7%/|1S7||%, where St is defined in Section 2.4. For baseline methods that do not output
a hierarchy, we apply the HCD procedure to their estimate of the probability matrix estimated to

construct a tree.

3. Accuracy of mega-community detection at the top two layers, measured by the proportion of correctly

clustered nodes. We only compute this for balanced BTSBMs.
4. Accuracy of estimating the probability matrix P, measured by ||P — P||%/||P||%.

5. Accuracy of estimating K, measured by comparing the average K with K. Spectral clustering is
excluded since it requires K as input; instead, we report the error of the non-backtrackign estimator

of K, shown to be one of the most accurate options available for the SBM [Le and Levina, 2015].

We compare the two versions of HCD (sign-based and spectral clustering) with three other baseline
methods: regularized spectral clustering, the Louvain’s modularity method [Blondel et al., 2008], which
is regarded as a most competitive modularity based community detection algorithms by empirical studies
[Yang et al., 2016], and the recursive partitioning method of Dasgupta et al. [2006]. The first two methods
are not hierarchical. Spectral clustering requires K as an input, and we use the K estimated by hierarchical
spectral clustering (HCD-spec) for a fair comparison. For mega-communities, we also include RSC with the
true number of clusters (K = 2 for layer 1 and K = 4 for layer 2), which can be viewed as an oracle version
of RSC. We use the default parameter settings with regularized spectral clustering and Louvain modularity.
Unfortunately, the algorithm of [Dasgupta et al., 2006] involves several tuning parameters and the paper do
not provide recommendations on how to tune them. For the purposes of this comparison, we tried a number
of settings and used a configuration that seemed the best on average.

While we include multiple benchmarks, the main focus of our comparisons is on hierarchical vs K-way
clustering implemented by the same method (regularized spectral clustering), since it focuses on the central

contribution of this work. All simulation results are averaged over 100 independent replications.

4.1 Balanced BTSBM

We start with a balanced BTSBM with n = 3200 = m2?, K = 2%, and the values of d = 2,3,4,5,6. The
parameter 3 is set so that the average out-in ratio (between-block edge/within-block edges) for all K is fixed
at 0.15 and p,, is set so that the average node degree is 50. These values of 8 and p,, are not too challenging,

so we can be sure that the main impact on accuracy comes from changing K.
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Figure 2 shows the results as a function of K. First, the difference between the two versions of HCD
is negligible, with the RSC-based splitting slightly better, so we will simply refer to HCD in comparisons.
HCD outperforms all other methods on both finding all the communities and constructing the hierarchy
(Figures 2a and 2b), and as predicted by theory, the gain increases with K. While all methods’ performance
on recovering all communities gets worse as K increases, Figures 2¢ and 2d show that HCD recovers the
two top layers of the tree essentially perfectly for all values of K, while other methods do not. This is also
consistent with theory which predicts that hierarchical clustering can retain full accuracy on the top levels
of the tree. HCD methods also consistently outperform other methods on estimating the probability matrix
(Figure 2e), as one would expect since the probability matrix depends on accurate community estimation.
Finally, while all methods underestimate the number of communities when K is large, HCD is more accurate
than other methods, except for K = 64 when Dasgupta’s method is better. In summary, as K grows and
the problem becomes more challenging, the advantages of HCD become more and more pronounced.

Next, we use the same configuration, except now we vary the average degree of the network, fixing
K = 16, and holding the out-in ratio at 0.15. Results are shown in Figure 3. Again, HCD performs better
and the accuracy improves with degree as suggested by theory. The errors of the modularity method and
Dasgupta et al. [2006], on the other hand, appear to converge to a constant as the degree increases and do
not suggest consistency will hold in this setting. With an exception of one value of K where Dasgupta’s

method is closer to the true value of K, the HCD algorithm gives the best performance for all tasks.
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Figure 2: Results for the balanced BTSBM with n = 3200 nodes and K varying in {4, 8,16, 32,64}. For (a), (c), and
(d) higher values indicate better performance; for (b) and (e), lower values are better. For (f), the truth is shown as
the 45-degree line.
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Figure 3: Results for the balanced BTSBM with n = 3200 nodes and varying average degree. For (a), (c), and (d)
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4.2 Unbalanced BTSBM with a complex tree structure

Community tree
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(a) Example 1

Community tree
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communities

(b) Example 2

Figure 4: Examples of unbalanced community trees.

The BTSBM gives us the flexibility to generate complex tree structures and communities of varying sizes.
However, it is difficult to control these features with a single parameter such as K or the average degree,
so instead we just include two specific examples as an illustration. The first example corresponds to the
hierarchical community structure shown in Figure 4a. It is generated by merging 4 pairs of the original
communities from a balanced BTSBM with 32 communities, resulting in K = 28 total, with 4 communities
of 200 nodes each and 24 communities of 100 nodes each. This is a challenging community detection problem
because of the large K, and the varying community sizes make it harder. The second example is shown in
Figure 4b. It is generated by merging 2 pairs of leaves one level up, and 8 pairs three levels up in 32 balanced
communities again, thus making it even more unbalanced. This tree has two communities with 800 nodes,

two with 200 each, and the remaining 12 communities have 100 nodes each. In both examples, the average

degree is 35.

Table 1: Clustering and model estimation accuracy for Examples 1 and 2

Performance metric | HCD-Sign HCD-Spec RSC  Modularity Dasgupta
NMI 0.665 0.677 0.552 0.386 0.282
Similarity error 0.015 0.014 0.043 0.103 0.107
Example 1 | P error 0.134 0.128 0.214 0.343 0.352
level-1 accuracy 0.999 0.999 0.992 0.996 0.988
level-2 accuracy 0.998 0.998 0.73 0.892 0.973
NMI 0.753 0.764 0.626 0.533 0.335
Similarity error 0.025 0.025 0.033 0.085 0.085
Example 2 | P error 0.080 0.075 0.129 0.223 0.236
level-1 accuracy 0.999 0.999 0.993 0.999 0.997
level-2 accuracy 0.998 0.999 0.794 0.872 0.982

Table 1 shows performance for these two examples. The HCD methods perform better on all tasks, which
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matches what we observed in balanced settings. All of the methods give reason clustering for level-1 and
level-2 mega-communities but HCD methods are clear advantage as one moves down the tree as indicated
by NMI, probability estimation error and similarity recovery. Table 2 shows the average selected K , and
the HCD methods are also more accurate in model selection than the others and is inferior to Dasgupta’s
method for Example 1. However, this only exception may be due to the over-selection of Dasgupta’s method

we generally observed.

Table 2: Average K in Examples 1 and 2

Performance metric | HCD-Sign HCD-Spec NB Modularity  Dasgupta
Example 1 (K =28) | K 16.19 16.27 10.45 3.70 24.03
Example 2 (K =16) | K 10.11 10.11 7.43 3.53 23.75

4.3 Networks with no hierarchical communities

As a benchmark, we also test HCD methods on networks generated from the SBM without a hierarchical
structure. These networks are generated from the planted-partition version of the SBM, with P;; = p
if ¢(i) = ¢(j) and P;; = Bp if ¢(i) # ¢(j). Since all between-community probabilities are the same, no
meaningful hierarchy can be defined. To make results fully comparable to the previous settings, we still use
K estimated by HCD-Spec as input to RSC.

Figures 5 and 6 show performance of all the methods under consideration on clustering accuracy (mea-
sured by NMI), estimating the probability matrix, and estimating K, Figure 5 as a function of K (with
average degree set to be 50) and Figure 6 as a function of average degree (with K = 16). In this non-
hierarchical standard SBM setting, the non-backtracking method estimator gives the best estimate of K
and regularized spectral clustering and Louvain modularity have the best clustering accuracy, which is not
surprising. Unlike in hierarchical settings considered so far, HCD-Spec works substantially better than HCD-
Sign, but is still inferior to RSC. Louvain modularity can be slightly better than RSC in easy settings (small
K or high degree), but it degrades quickly as the problem becomes harder. We also observed that the both
non-backtracking method and the HCD estimate a small K when the problem becomes really difficult, which
could be seen as indirect evidence that there is just not enough signal to find communities in those settings.

Results in this non-hierarchical setting match empirical observations on clustering in Euclidean space
from computer science [Shi and Malik, 2000, Kannan et al., 2004]. In practice, we will not know whether the
community structure is hierarchical, although the completely flat structure of the planted partition model is
not likely to occur naturally. However, as Figure 5 shows, all methods fail completely with K > 16 if there is
no hierarchical structure; it might be that for large K community detection is the only possible when there

is a hierarchy anyway.

24



NMI

NMI

Figure 6: Results for all methods on the SBM with no hierarchy with average degree varied. K is fixed to be 16 in
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5 Hierarchical communities in genes associated with anemia

We illustrate the HCD method by fitting hierarchical communities to a network of genes that have been

found to associate with anemia. Another detailed example of hierarchical communities of topics in statistical

research literature is included in Appendix F.

Anemia is a blood disease that is caused by either a decrease in the number of red blood cells, or a

general lower capability of the blood for oxygen transport. Arguably the most common blood disorder, it

was estimated by the World Health Organization to affect roughly a quarter of humans globally in 2005

[De Benoist et al., 2008]. Causes for anemia include acute blood loss, an increased breakdown of red blood
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cell populations or a decreased production of red blood cells. The causes for an increased breakdown of red
blood cells also include genetic conditions, e.g., sickle-cell anemia. Here, we investigate associations between
genes in the context of anemia using the DigSee framework [Kim et al., 2017], which identifies disease-related
genes from Medline abstracts. We look for associations of anemia with biological events related to mutation,
gene expression, regulation and transcription. A total of 4449 papers were found that link genes to anemia.
We only retain papers that link at least two genes to anemia, resulting in a set of 1580 papers that relate
anemia to the biological events defined above. In total, 1657 genes are mentioned across these papers. We
represent the gene co-occurrence information by a network in which two genes are connected if they were
mentioned together in at least two papers. Following Wang and Rohe [2016], we focus on the 3-core of the
largest connected component of the network, ignoring the periphery which typically carries little information
about the structure of the core. The resulting network, shown in Figure 7a, has 140 nodes (genes) and
the average node degree is 7.03. The hierarchical clustering result on the 140 genes is robust to the core
extraction step, since it is similar to the result on the largest connected component of the initial network
(see Appendix E).

The community labels and hierarchy returned by the HCD-Sign algorithm are given in Figures 7a and
7b, respectively. The gene communities turn out to be associated with different types of anemia or different
processes causing the disease. We use the MSigDB database [Liberzon et al., 2011] to perform enrichment
analysis by computing overlaps with known functional gene sets, as a way to interpret the communities.

Table 3 provides a summary of high-level interpretations.
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(a) The network and detected communities. (b) Estimated hierarchy of communities.

Figure 7: Hierarchical communities in a network of 140 genes associated with anemia.

The left branch of the dendrogram consists of communities 1 and 2. The major biological processes related
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to these communities are both involved in the activation of cells due to exposure to a factor, leading to the
activation of immune cells and hence contributing to an immune response [Liberzon et al., 2011]. Indeed,
many genes in these communities are associated with “cluster of differentiation molecules”, which are genes
coding for cell surface markers that can be used by the immune system to activate cells and communicate,
amongst others [Zola et al., 2007].

The right branch of the hierarchical splitting tree consists of four communities resulting from three
sequential splits. Community 3 contains several genes coding for interleukins, the signaling molecules that
are mainly used by the immune system, and other signaling related genes such as MAP kinases. The
most significant gene set for this community, response to cytokine, confirms that these genes are related
to molecular signaling within the immune system. Community 4 is well separated in the network. Nine
out of the 16 genes in the community are related to the FANC protein core complex, a set of proteins that
have been linked to fanconi anemia. The fanconi anemia pathway is involved in removing DNA interstrand
crosslinks (ICL), a form of DNA repair, during DNA replication and transcription [Ceccaldi et al., 2016].
Studies have related the mutations in these genes (typically FANCA, FANC and FANCG) to bone marrow
failure [Schneider et al., 2017]. Related, the most significantly enriched gene ontology term of this community
is DNA repair. The conjecture that the genes in community 4 are related to fanconi anemia can be verified
by checking the keywords in the titles. Specifically, for each community, we define its “signal” papers to be
the set of papers that link at least two genes within the same community. Within this set, we found 68%
of the signal papers for community 4 have the word “fanconi” in their titles, significantly more than other
communities (see Figure 8a). The most significantly enriched biological process for genes in community 5 is
related to cytokine signaling. It contains one of the core genes of the FANC protein core complex (the gene
“FANCC” in Figure 7a), which interestingly connects many FANC genes with the other genes in the network,
therefore acting as a connection between the fanconi anemia community and the remainder of the network.
Finally, the genes in community 6 are related to oxygen transport. Note that impaired oxygen transport can
be a result of insufficient healthy red blood cells to transport oxygen around the body. Sickle-cell anemia,
caused by a mutation in the Hemoglobin- Beta (HBB) gene, results in red blood cells with a sickle-like
morphology that impairs their oxygen transport. We hypothesize that the genes in this community are thus
related to sickle-cell anemia. Indeed, the sickle-cell anemia causative gene, HBB, is a hub in community
6 (see Figure 7a). Correspondingly, the fraction of signal papers for community 6 that mention the word
‘sickle’ or ‘thalassemia’ is significantly higher than in other communities (see Figure 8b).

For comparison, we also applied regularized spectral clustering to this the dataset, with results reported
in Appendix E. The clustering labels of the RSC match 72% of the HCD labels. However, community sizes

from RSC are very unbalanced and interpretation is more difficult, and of course there is no hierarchy.
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Table 3: Most significantly enriched gene sets for each community.

Community | Most significantly enriched gene set

1 Cell activation involved in immune response
Cell activation
Response to cytokine
DNA repair
Cytokine mediated signaling pathway
Oxygen transport
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04 05 06
0.10 0.15
| ]

Fraction
Fraction

0.3

0.2
0.05
|

0.1

] — — ]

1 2 3 4 5 6 1 2 3 4 5 6
Community Community

0.00
L

(a) Papers with “fanconi” in the title. (b) Papers with “sickle” or “thalassemia” in the title.

Figure 8: The proportion of papers with certain key words in the title, out of the signal papers for each community
(papers that mention at least 2 genes within that community).

6 Discussion

We studied recursive partitioning as a framework for hierarchical community detection and proposed two
specific algorithms for implementing it, using either spectral clustering or sign splitting. This framework
requires a stopping rule to decide when to stop splitting communities, but otherwise is tuning-free. We have
shown that in certain regimes recursive partitioning has significant advantages in computational efficiency,
community detection accuracy, and hierarchal structure recovery, compared with K-way partitioning. An
important feature of hierarchical splitting is that it can recover high-level mega-communities correctly even
when all K smaller communities cannot be recovered. It also provides a natural interpretable representation
of the community structure, and induces a tree-based similarity measure that does not depend on community
label permutations and allows us to quantitatively compare entire hierarchies of communities. The algorithm
itself is model-free, but we showed it works under a new model we introduced, the binary tree SBM. Under
this model, the hierarchical algorithm based on sign splitting is consistent for estimating both individual
communities and the entire hierarchy. We conjecture that the advantage of hierarchical clustering carries

over to more general models; more work will be needed to establish this formally.
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Appendix

A More on the eigenstructure of the BTSBM

Recall that Z € R™*¥ is the membership matrix with the i-th row given by Z; = €1(c(i)), where e; is the j-th
canonical basis vector in R¥ and 7 is the integer given by the binary representation. Under the BTSBM,
we have

P=FEA=Z2ZBZT —pyI.

Without loss of generality, we can rearrange the nodes so that

1,, 0 0
S |0 e 0 |
0 0 1.,

where 1,, denotes an m-dimensional vector with all entries equal to 1. Under (2), Z/1/m has orthonormal

columns and we can rewrite P as

T

Z
Z =2
vm Po vm

T

P ﬁ

(mB) (mB — pol) (A1)

_Z

=
Therefore P = ZBZ" has the same eigenvalues as mB and the same eigenvectors as (Z//m)V, where
V € REXK is any basis matrix that gives the eigenspace of mB. Therefore, Theorem 1 in Section 3 is a

direct result from the following eigenstructure of B that will be proved at the end of this section.

Theorem A.1l. Let B be the K x K community connection probability matrix of the BTSBM with K = 2¢.
Then the following holds.

1. (Eigenvalues) The distinct nonzero eigenvalues of B, denoted by Ago > Ag1 > ... > Agq, are given by

d d—q
Ao =Po+ > 2" 'pr. Aag=po+ Y 2 'pr =2 py_gi1, g=1,....d. (A.2)
r=1 r=1
2. (Eigenvectors) For any ¢ € {1,...,d} and each x € S;_1, let % be a K-dimensional vector, such that

for any k € [K],

1 GfZ'(k) € Sgn {z0+)),
v =8 1 GETN(R) € Syn {zl4)),
0 (otherwise).

where Z~! maps the integer to its binary representation and {204}, {z1+} are defined above Theorem 1.

Then the eigenspace corresponding to A, is spanned by {I/;Sd’q) cx € Sy_1}.



Theorem A.1 gives one representation of the BTSBM eigenspace. While it is easy to describe, it is not
technically convenient, because all the eigenvectors except the first two are sparse, with £, norm much larger
than ﬁ However, since P has at most d + 1 << n distinct eigenvalues, there are many ways to represent
the eigenspace, and in particular, we can find a representation such that all entries of all eigenvectors

corresponding to non-zero eigenvalues are iﬁ.

. Po DP1 1 1 1
We start from d = 1. In this case, B; = .Let U; = 7 . Then
P1 Po 1 -1
+ 0
By = U, Po T D1 U,
0 Po — P1
Next, consider d = 2. By definition,
Po P1 P2 P2
B P1 Po P2 P2 B, palald
2 = =
P2 P2 P1 Do p2l217 B,
P2 P2 Po D1
Note that
Po +p1 0 2p3 0
B, =U Ur, p3lal] =04 Uy.
0 Po — P1 0 0
We can rewrite By as
Do + D1 0 2po 0
0 Po — P1 0 0
By = (I, ® Uy) (L ®U)
2p2 0 Po + p1 0
0 0 0 Po — P1
1 0
where Iy = and ® denotes the Kronecker product. Using the block diagonal structure and observing
1
that
Po +p1 2p2 _ 1, Do + p1 + 2p2 0 U,
| 2p2 po+pr] i 0 po+Dp1— 2p2
Po — P1 0 _ 1, Do — D1 0 U,
0 Po — 1| | 0 Po — P1




we obtain

Do + D1+ 2p2 0 0 0
0 — 0 0
By = Uy Po —P1 U,
0 0 Po + p1 — 2p2 0
0 0 0 Po — P1

where Uy = (I @U;) (U1 ® Is) = U; @U;. In other words, Us is the standard 4 x 4 Hadamard matrix rescaled

by % The following theorem describes a similar structure for the general case.

Theorem A.2. For any positive integer m, let ords(m) = max{q : m is divisible by 2¢}. Let A4 be a 2% x 2¢

diagonal matrix with

A 1=1
Ngii = -0 ( ) (A.3)
Adyd—ords(i-1) (1 >1)
where \’s are defined in (A.2). Then for any d,
By = UPAUE. (A.4)

where U?d = ﬁH & 1s symmetric and orthogonal, with Hg the standard K x K Hadamard matrix.

Theorem A.2 gives a complete and precise description of the eigenstructure of B. There are d+ 1 distinct
eigenvalues and there exists an eigenvector basis such that all entries are on the scale of 1/y/m = /K /n. This
representation will be important in later proofs, but note that it does not reflect the hierarchical community

structure.

Proof of Theorem A.2. We prove (A.4) by induction. We have already shown the result holds for d = 1
and 2. Suppose it holds for d — 1. Then

By 1 Palga— 1%2171
B, =
paloa-113, By

By the induction hypothesis,

®(d—1) ®(d—1) T ®@(d—1) 27pa 0 ®(d—1)
Bd,1 = []1 Ad,1U1 ; pdlzd—l 12d_1 = Ul O 0 Ul .

Write



where A\y_1,0 € R and Ag_qis a (2971 — 1)-dimensional diagonal matrix. Then

Ad—1,0 0 2¥1p; 0

_ 0 Ag_ 0 0 _
Bi=(Leuf“) ! (eup ™)
24-1py 0 Ad—1,0 0
0 0 0 Ag_q
Note that
Ai—10 247'pg I Ad—1,0 + 297 1py 0
=U 1
297 1py Aa—10 0 Ad—1,0 — 297 1pg
and for any j,
Ajj ~0 s Ajj ~0 U,
0 Ay 0 Ay
Therefore,
)\d—l,O + 2d71pd 0 0 0
0 Ag_q 0 0
By =Uy Uq
0 0 Ai—10-—2%1pgs 0O
0 0 0 Ag_q
where

Uy = (12 ® U{W*”) (U ® Lya1) = US.

Finally, by definition,

Ai—1,0+ 2 pa = Aao, Aa—10 — 297 pa = a1
Then it is easy to verify that
/\d—l,O + Qdilpd 0 0 0
A 0 Ag_q 0 0
0 0 Aa10—-2%'pg O
0 0 0 Ag_q

This completes the proof.
Using Theorem A.2 we can now prove Theorem 1.

Proof of Theorem 1. Part (i) has been proved in Theorem A.2 and now we need to prove part (ii). It

is easy to see that {V%q), cey uég),l} are mutually orthogonal. By Theorem A.2, Ay, has multiplicity 2971



Thus it remains to prove that V](-q) is an eigenvector. For any i € {1,...,2%}, let BY be the i-th row of B.

Then .
2

BIv =3By = > Bu— > B (A.5)
h=1

hes{? , hes{ |

Noting that
SS L ={i+2 0 i e S5 LY,

we can rewrite (A.5) as

BiTuj(.q) = Z (Bin — Bi(htai-a)) -
heSég)_g

Let 4145 ...4q (resp. hihs...hg) be the binary representation of i (resp. h), with zeros added to the front of

the list whenever necessary. Then
h e 55312 <= hihs...hq is the binary representation of 2j — 2.
As a consequence, hy = 0 and hence
hihg...(hq+ 1)hgt1 ... hq is the binary representation of h + 24-q,

By definition,

d+1—min{r: i, # h, i h
Bin = puw(i,n), where w(i,h) = { #he} (i#h)
Thus, if (il, ce ,iq_l) 7é (hl,. . .,hq_l)7 then

w(i,h) = w(i,h+279) =d+1—min{r < q—1:4, # h,.} = By, — Bj(h42d-ay = 0.

Thus,
BT\ = 0. (A.6)

If (41,...,4g—1) = (h1,..., hg—1), we consider two cases. If i, = 0, then

d+1—min{r >q:i. #h.} ifi#h
0 ifi=nh

w(i,h+27 ) =d+1-¢q, w(i,h)=



Then

B;'TVJ('q) = (pO _pd+17q) + Z (pd+17min{r>q:ir;£hr} - derlfq)
hess? \{i}

d—q
= (po — Pa+1-q) + Z 27~ (Pj = Pd+1-q) = Aq- (A7)
j=1
Similarly, if i, = 1, then
BIV\? = -\, (A.8)
Putting (A.6) - (A.8) together, we conclude that Byj(-q) = /\quj(-q). O

Finally, Corollary 1 is a direct consequence of Theorems 1 and A.2.

Proof of Corollary 1. By Theorem A.2, under (4), we have

Ao — Ad1 = 2%pq >0,

)‘d,q - )‘d,q-i-l = 2d_q(pd—q - pd—q-H) >0

for g =1,...,d — 1. Thus Ay4 is decreasing in ¢q. Since P has the same eigenstructure as mB — pol, the

second largest eigenvalue of P is

d—1

Ay =mAa1—po=(m—Dpo+mY 27 py —m2*'py,
i—1

and the eigengap is

Ay =mmin{Ago — Aa.1, Aa1 — a2} = mmin{2%g, 27 (pa_1 — pa)}

=nmin{pg, (Pa—1 — pa)/2} = np, min{aq, (ag—1 — aq)/2}.

If on the other hand we have dis-assortative sequence (5), the above inequalities are reverted thus Ag, is
increasing in ¢ but we have

>\d,d < 0.

Thus Ag1 < Ag2---, < Ag,a < 0. However, notice that [Ag1] is still larger than [Aq 4|, ¢ > 1 so it is still the
one with second largest magnitude.

To prove the claim about us, note that



It is easy to prove by induction in d that the first column of Hy is 154. The (297! + 1)-th column is

12d—1
—12d—1
By definition,
1 1 1 | 12
Uy = ——27 (Hd[, 2d-1 + 1]) = —
vm \VK Vi1,

B Proof of exact recovery by the HCD-Sign algorithm

Throughout this section, we denote the eigenvalues of P and A by Ay > ... > A, and 5\1 > > an,
respectively. Let uq,...,u, (resp. 4y,...,4,) be an orthonormal set of eigenvectors (not necessarily unique)

satisfying Pugs = Asus, and similarly, At = Asiis. Let
H=A-P

For completeness, we state some results on concentration of adjacency matrices we will use.

Lemma B.1 (Theorem 17 of Eldridge et al. [2017]). Let X be an n x n symmetric random matrix such that
EX = (0) and all of its entries on and above the diagonals are independent, E|X;;|P? < 1 for all 4,5 € [n]

and p > 2. Let u be an n-vector with ||ul| = 1. Given constants £ > 1 and 0 < k < 1, with probability at

least 1 — nfi(l‘)gu n)¢~*(log,, e)’é,
| XPulo < (logn)P* for all p < g(logg n)

where p = %_H

We also need the matrix perturbation result based on the Neumann trick, again from Eldridge et al. [2017].

However, the original paper contains a mistake in the proof of Theorem 12 where the authors claimed in

Al )’“ A
< , VE>1.
(m — ] A — [ H]

their equation (10) that

This is clearly wrong as the RHS is bigger than 1. Fortunately, this error can be fixed, though the conclusion
has to be changed. In addition, there is a missing assumption in the original statement of Eldridge et al.
[2017]. Here we state the corrected version with a slightly different conclusion. A self-contained proof can

be found in Appendix D.



Lemma B.2 (Modified Theorem 9 of Eldridge et al. [2017]). Given any t € [n], suppose A; has multiplicity
1. Define the eigengap as
Ay =min{|\; — Ag| 1 s £ t}.

If ||H|| < |A\t]/2, then for any set of eigenvectors uy, ..., u,, it holds for all j € [n] that

min ‘(ﬂt —Cut)j\

¢e{-1,+1}
AlH|* | 2] H]|| 4V2|H|| As
< Lt 1] A28 (ue HoN 72— s (ug; Hy M) .
—( A2 ] g | + 285 (ue; H, Ae) + A, N (Jus,j| + &5 (u t))

s#£t

where £(u; H, A) is a n-vector whose jth entry is defined to be

st =Y () )

p>1

Finally, we will need a concentration result for the adjacency matrix, stated here in the form proved by

Lei and Rinaldo [2014].

Lemma B.3 (Lei and Rinaldo [2014]). If nmax;; P;; > ¢ologn for some universal constant co > 0, then

given any ¢ > 0, there exists a constant C (¢, o), which only depends on ¢ and ¢p, such that

|Hl < C(@,co), frnmax Py,

with probability at least 1 — n~¢.

We are now ready to prove the following lemma about the concentration of adjacency matrix eigenvectors

in /o, norm.

Lemma B.4. Let A € R™*" be generated from the BTSBM with parameters (n, p,;a1,...,aq) as defined

in (6), with n = Km = 29m. Let 14 = min{ag, |aqg_1 — aq|/2}. Assume that

log® nmax{1,aq} 1

<
VTPnTld o

: (B.9)

=~ |

for some £ > 1. If one of the following conditions is true:
1. the model is assortative as (4),
2. the model is dis-assortative as (5),

then for any ¢ > 0, there exists a constant C7(¢), which only depend on ¢, such that

. - 1 max{l,a
min i — Cuslloe < C1(6) 1, aa}

1 max{1,aq} }
ce{-—1,+1} Vi \/nprna ’

max {logg n,
Nd



with probability at least 1 — 2n~? for sufficiently large n.

Proof of Lemma B.J. Let H = A — P be the symmetric Bernoulli noise matrix. Recall that P = P + pol
and define A = A + pol. As discussed, A and P have the same eigenvectors as A and P respectively and
H=A—P=A—P. Since we only need to study the perturbation bound on the eigenvectors of A, we can
apply the lemmas to A and P instead of A and P. Therefore, we would ignore the trivial difference caused
by enforcing zeros on diagonals of A for the rest of the proof.

We first show the result in the assortative setting. By Corollary 1,

d—1 d—1 ;-1 d—1
i _ 1+ i— 2 a; — 2 aq
)\Q:mpo—i—mZ;Q 1pi—m2d 1pd:npn Lzt % :
. (1—aq)+ Z?;ll 2171 (a; — ag)
Pn I
d—1 6i—1
14> 720
> npn(ag—1 — ad)%
= npnw > NPnpNd- (B.10)
By Theorem A.2,
Hyg Hyg
B- <2d/2) Ad (Wz) .
By (A.1) and recalling that P has been replaced by P + pol,
_ — ZH ZH
P =UAUT, where U = 225 = 22K
m24 \/ﬁ
Set wuy,...,ux as the columns of U and ug41,...,u, to be arbitrary eigenvectors of the eigenvalue 0.
Without loss of generality, we assume that (2, u2) > 0. Then
| L VselK),jem (B.11)
Us ;| = —=, Vs , nl. .
)] \/ﬁ J
When n > 3,
log? n 2
npPp > 5— >log™ n > logn.

UF

Then Lemma B.3 implies that there exists Cy(¢) > 0 that only depends on ¢ such that
P(Ey) >1—-n"°, (B.12)

where

Eo = {[|H|| < Co(¢)v/npn} - (B.13)



Since /nppng > 41og® n, for sufficiently large n

(e-g., n = exp(Co(9)/€)),

2Co(¢)/1pn < nprna-

(B.14)

Note that (B.30) and (B.10) imply that ||H| < |A2|/2. Thus Lemma B.2 holds for ¢ = 2. By Corollary 1,

02 = min{|Aa — Ag| : 8 # 2} = np, min{ag, (ag—1 — aq)/2} = nprna.

Thus, by Lemma B.2,

(A
(i 2>Jsﬁ((

4v2|H
| 2|

2||H||>
4+ 2&;(ug; H, A
npana)? - NPpt (i, 2o)
As 1
> | (\/ﬁ +§j(U57H,>\2)> .

nPnNd

s#£2,s<K

The summands with s > K in the last term can be dropped because A\s = 0.

P
Next we derive a bound for &;(us; H,A2) = 3 (ﬁ) |(HPus);|. First let

Y =+/npn, X =H/y.

For sufficiently large n (e.g., n > 3), we have v > 1 and hence |H,;/v| < 1, since |H;;| < 1. Then

E|H;; /v <E|H;;/v)? =

Let

Er = {nxpusnoo < (log )" [Ju s, for all p<

Then by Lemma B.1 with x = 1/2,

PZ(].*.PZ) < maxijPi- _ pini 1
— 2

7 72 ¥

&)~

(log® n)} .

P(Els) >1- ’n,_%(l()gu n)gil(l(’gn 6)757 where w= 4/3

This implies

K
P(Ey) > 1 —n 108w 108, 07+ where By = () Eis.
s=1

Since ¢ > 1, for sufficiently large n, the above probability is larger than 1 — n~?. Now let

E =FynE,

then P(E) > 1 —2n"%.

10

(B.15)

(B.16)

(B.17)

(B.18)

(B.19)

(B.20)



Let M = |log®n/16]. If event E holds, by (B.11) we have

(log n)?¢

< P <

, Vp € [M],s € [K].
In addition, using ||v||ec < ||v]|2 for any vector v, for all p > 1,

[XPuslloo < [ XPusll2 < [ XPI| < Co(4)".

Using these properties, we have

€ (st H. M) Z(”) (X7u,); i( 1) erul+ 3 (32 e

2

p>1 p=1 p>M
M
<L 1 Z(Qv logn) ) (2’700(¢)>
A2
p=1 p>M
M p
~ L Z 21og® n N Z <2CO(¢)) , (B.21)
=\ Vputla S \VPnld
where the last line uses (B.10). Since \}%ﬁ} < 4, for sufficiently large n (e.g., n > eCo(¢))
3
2max{log® n, Co(¢)} < 1 (B.22)
N 2
Then (B.21) implies that
1 2log n & 2C(
&(us; H, X o--1) 4 2C0(9) 5~ o)
(i B, 22) < 7 \/mndz mnd ;VI
_ 1 41ogé n N 4Co(9) 5 (B.23)

~Vn VPnNd /PN

Since M = log€ n/16 and & > 1, 2= decays faster than any polynomial of n. Thus for sufficiently large n,

27 M < — Cy(e) <logtn. (B.24)
f
This simplifies (B.23) to
1 810g n
e H,A B.25
G 2= NN (B.25)

11



By (B.15) and (B.25), assuming event E,

. 1 [4Co(4)2  2C 1 16logn

(e —uil <z (S + T2 )+ e

n L4\/§Co(¢>) (1 " 8log® n> Zs;éz,sg]( |As
NN N A2

1 22log'n 1 12V2C0(¢) Xrzsci sl

VIMpaa N1 \/Tpnnd A2

K
! (22 logén + 12ﬁco(¢)w> )

IN

IN

Si-

npntd A2

where the second inequality uses (B.30), (B.22) and (B.24). By Theorem A.2,

d
Ar=m <p0 +) 2r_1pr>
r=1

and for any j € [d],
d—j
Agimip1 =...= Ay =m (po + Z 2" 1p, — 2d_JPd—j+1> -
r=1

Since pg > p1 > ... > pa,

d—j
Azi = m(po = pa—j1) +m Y 2" (pr — pa—jsr) 2 0.
r=1
As a result,
K K d
1 1 1 1 _
Ezl&l = EZ‘:)‘S =Mt *XEQJ o
s= s= J=

d d d—j
S S (po PSRy, zd—apm)
r=1 j=1 r=1

d d d—r
=po [1+D 271 |+ o lp (14 2t o
j=1 r=1 j=1

=2y = den.

Further, by (B.10) we have

K
Zs:l |)‘s| _ m2dpn < Npn < 77_1
Ao Ao T nppng d

Plugging this into (B.37), we conclude that, assuming event E,

1

itz — u2);] < ;ﬁm (22108° n+ 12v2Ch (@)

12

(B.26)



The proof of assortative case is then completed by setting Cy(¢) = 22 + 12v/2C ().
For the dis-assortative case, the proof is almost the same and we only point out the steps with slight

different arguments. First, (B.10) would become
|A2| > npnna. (B.27)

Lemma B.3 implies that there exists Cy(¢) > 0 that only depends on ¢ such that

P(Ey) >1—n"?, (B.28)
where
Eo ={[|H|| < Co(¢)v/npnaa} - (B.29)
From %Zj < 1 for sufficiently large n, we have
ay < 1/npnna
4 log*n
and

Vipnnalog® n > 4aglog® n > 1/4

Thus for sufficiently large n

1/npn
2C0(8)ypnad < 2C0(0)) [npn g ¥

Nd 1 UF
= npny | T = Py | T —
V1P IOgg n 4 vV 1Pnd IOg5 n
1
< nppy/ 14773 = nppng. (B.30)

Thus the condition ||H| < |A2]/2 is still true under the event Ej. Next, for the bound of §;(us; H, A2) =
p
D1 (i) |(HPus);|. We instead take

NG,

[Az2]
Y =/npnaa, X =H/y.

For sufficiently large n

P,;(1-Py)  max;; Py ppag 1
2 _ j _ _
E|Hyj /7| < ElHy /7" = =3 S—=Tm (B.31)

13



As with (B.17), (B.18), (B.19) and (B.20),

p
(s o) < 1 < logn ) N (2720(@)
\/ﬁp:1 p>M 2
M P P
_ L Z<2adlog n) N (200(¢)‘M> . (B.32)
n e \/mnd p>M PnNld

¢
: aqlogsn
Since N 4, for sufficiently large n

2 max{a, log® n,aqCo(¢)}
V1P d

< (B.33)

DN =

Then (B.32) implies that

1 2ay4 log n 1 2a4Co (¢ 1)
&i(ug; Hy \p) < 9~ (p—1) 4 ZAVORT) 2~ (-
( )< Z o 'y

SL4adlog n 4CO(¢)ad27M' (B.34)
Vo \/Mppnd VPnMd

p>M

Again, as M = log® n/16 and & > 1, 2=M decays faster than any polynomial of n, for sufficiently large n

27M <~ Cy(¢) < log®n. B.35
\f (¢) (B.35)
This simplifies (B.34) to
1 8ad10g n
&i(usi Ho M) < . B.36
( 2) < NN T (B.36)
y (B.15) and (B.36), on event E,
_ 1 [4Cy(¢)?a? QCU(QS)ad) 1 16aq log n
Uy —ug)j| S—= + +—
(e el ﬁ< wownd | ibana ) VR b
L4\/§CO(¢)ad - 8aqlog® n Dsr2,5<k sl
NN VP Az
<i22adlog n+i12\/§Co(¢)ad Dsz2,s<i 1As|
“Vnompena N/ \/mpana | Az
1 SE A
221og® n + 12v20) (¢) ==L ) B.37
e (b o -

where the second inequality uses (B.30), (B.33) and (B.35). By Theorem A.2,
d
=m (Po + Z 2T1pr>
r=1

14



and for any j € [d],
d—j
Agi-ip1 =... =Xy =m (po + Z 2" 'p, — 2d_JPd—j+1> -
r=1

Since pg < p1 < ... < Pa,

d—j
Aai = m(po —pa—jt1) +mY 2" (pr —pa—ji1) <O
r=1
As a result,
K d
1 1 1 ,
L= da -2,
s=1 Jj=1
d d d—j
=po+)y 27— 27 (po +> 2, - 2d‘3pdj+1>
r=1 J=1 r=1
d d d—r
j=1 r=1 j=1
d
= [ X2 ) - 2" - 2p0 <2*pu
Jj=1
Thus,

S Al m2tps 204
2| T mpana Nd

Plugging this into (B.37), we conclude that, on event E,

- 1 aq _
—up);| € =2 (2210g€ n + 24V/2C 1).
(2 = w2)s| < —=—o (2108 4 24V 2Co(G)aary
The proof of dis-assortative case is then completed by setting Cy(¢) = 22 + 24v/2Cy(¢).

O

Corollary 2. Fix ¢ > 0. Under the settings of Lemma B.4, there exists a constant Ca(¢) > 0 which only
depends on ¢ and ¢ € {—1,+1} such that, for some £ > 1, if

max{1,aq} { ¢ max{l,aq} }
——— " max< log*n, —————= % < Cy(¢),
VP & Tla 2(?)

then

sign(ta;) = sign(usg;)¢ for all j
with probability at least 1 — 2n~=?.

Proof. Without loss of generality, assume (tia, uz2) > 0 and take s = 1. Let Cy(¢) = 1/ max{4,2C1(¢)} where

15



C4(¢) is defined in Lemma B.4. Under our condition, the condition (B.9) in Lemma B.4 is satisfied since

max{1,aq} < max{1,aq}log®n

< Cop) < 1/4.

VNPnNd \V/NPn"d
Thus by Lemma B.4,
_ . _ Ca(¢) 1
_ — _ <C <
[tz — uzllo efn [z — Cuzloc < C1(0) AR N
with probability at least 1 —2n~?. The proof is completed by noting |us;| = 1/y/n. O

Proofs of Theorem 2 and Theorem 3. We first prove the theorem assuming a perfect stopping rule

without error is used. Define
T(6;¢) =1+ 2°7T(€ - 1;¢), T(0;¢) =0.

Then
T ¢)  TH—-1;9) 1

?
1
516+ — 2D T gy — - = L(0:¢) *Z; i =1

Thus T(¢; ¢) < 240+ = (20)¢+1 = gHSFV/d ] Tt is left to show that Theorem 2 and Theorem 3 hold with
probability 1 — 2T(¢; ¢)n~?, with C(¢) = Cz(¢) where Cy(¢) is defined in Corollary 2.

We prove this by induction in d and ¢. Starting with the case of £ = 1, let E,, be the event that the
top two mega-communities which form the first split are exactly recovered by HCD-Sign. For convenience

we write ap for max{1,ac}. By definition, 9y =14 and v(1) = 2-1/23,. Note that

Ga max{log® n, aany '} = V2 27124, max{log® n, aqn; '}
VPl VPl e

K1/d max{log® n, &dﬁ(_li} 19~
_ (271/%aq).
npn (1)

In the assortative case, g = 1. By (9) in Theorem 2, we have

K1/d max{log® n, aqn; '} K1/d max{log® n,n '}
€)) (271/2%) < s C(0).
npPn ) nPn ()

In the dis-assortative case, g = a4. By (10) in Theorem 3, we have

| 1/d max{log® n, agn;'} K1/d max{log® n, v2vqyn; Y
(1) (2_1/2&d) < W)y V) < \/§C(¢)
nPn M) npPn (1)

16



Thus, for both cases,
aq max{log® n,asn; '}

< Cy ((Z))
\V1Pn"d
Then Corollary 2 implies that
P(Eiop) > 1 —2n77. (B.38)

When d = 1, the claim holds because T'(1; ¢) = 1. For d > 1, let Ty and T;. be the left and the right branches
of the root node. Let Eiey and Fiigne be the events that T, and T, respectively, are exactly recovered by
HCD-Sign. Note that each branch is itself a BTSBM with parameters (n/2; pn,a1,...,aq-1). We can again
apply Corollary 2 to each branch with n’ =n/2, d’ =d — 1, #/ = ¢ — 1. Notice that in both assortative and

dis-assortative setting, if we use the definitions of (8) and (11)

Ny = min{na—r41 07 €[]}
=min{ng_r41:2<r </{}

> min{ng—r41: 7 € [f]} = 0.

and

Z/EZ,) = max{2_e Ea max{1l,aq_r+1}:7 € [{']}

= max{2_2717+1 max{l,aqg_1—ry1}:7 €[ —1]}

= maux{?‘h£+1 max{l,aq4_ry1}:2<r </}

< max{27£7;+1 max{l,aqg_ry1} : 7 € [{]} = v(p).

Thus, in the assortative case,

K1/d max{log5 n, 77_,1 } K1/d max{log5 n, 77_1}
(4] < (£) < C(d))
\' 7on ) npn Q)

and in the dis-assortative case,

2 V() max{log® n’, 1/&,)77(;,)1} _ 2t V() max{log® n, V(g)?’](_l;} < C(9)
n’/)n 772@1) - NpPn (o) .

Then the induction hypothesis implies that

P(Elert) > 1 —2T(0;0)(n/2)7%,  P(Erignt) > 1 —2T(¢'; ¢)(n/2)~%.

17



Let E' = Eiop N Eley N Erigne be the event that T is exactly recovered, i.e.,

min  I(me(T, ¢, q)) = me(T,¢,q), forall ¢</
nePerm(q)

where Perm(q) contains all potential permutations of labels in S;. A union bound then gives
P(E)>1—-2(1+T;¢)2°Yn=% =1 - 2T(4; ¢p)n~?,

as claimed.
Finally, if one uses a consistent stopping rule with rate ¢’, the only additional components we need to
insert is we need to make sure that the stopping does not make error up to level £. By the union of events,

it is easy to see that the error probability is upper bounded by

ze:Q(d)’-H)rn—qﬁ/ — K@ +D/dy—¢"
r=0
Finally, at the end of ¢ = d, the stopping rule make false split the final K communities with probability
no more than K(n/K)~% = K(1+ ¢')n=?.
This completes the proof.
O

Before proving Proposition 1, we will need the result about model selection consistency of the non-

backtracking matrix from Le and Levina [2015], as stated next.

Lemma B.5 (Modified version of Theorem 4.2 of Le and Levina [2015]). Given a network A generated from
probability matrix P as the inhomogeneous Erdos-Renyi model, assume all nodes have the same expected

degree, with = 377, Pi; for all i € [n]. Furthermore, assume

p° - max Py < n~ /13 (B.39)
ij
and for some constant C' > 0,
u > Clogn. (B.40)
Also, assume P is rank K with nonzero eigenvalues [A1]| > |A2| -+ > |Ag| > 0. We have the following two
properties:
1. If K > 2 and

A1 > |Aa] > 4y + C/logn, (B.41)

then for sufficiently large n, with probability at least 1 — 1/n, the non-backtracking matrix has at least

18



2 real eigenvalues larger than

(1 +C (1057’)1/4) N

2. If K =1 and |A1] > 4,/n+ C/log n, then for sufficiently large n, with probability at least 1 —1/n, the

non-backtracking matrix has exactly 1 real eigenvalue larger than

(ivo(22)") s

Proof of Proposition 1. For notational simplicity, we will ignore the difference between P and P. As can be

seen clearly, this does not change our result, except on slightly different constants. We assume ¢ = d without
loss of generality. It is left to show that the stopping rule is consistent with rate 1 for any node. Note
that the subgraph corresponding to a mega-community at layer r is drawn from a BTSBM with parameters
(po, - -, Pd—r+1). Fix a mega- community at layer r.

By Theorem 1 and noting that each block in the mega-community is of size m, we have

d—r+1
pw=mpy | 1+ Z 2]71(1], ,
j=1
while
d—r
|>\2| = Mpn 1 + Z 27‘716LT — 2d77‘+1ad_7~+1 .
j=1

First we verify (B.39). Since the megacommunity has size 22~""'m and the maximum probability is py =

pnmax{l,aq—ri11} < pp max{1,aq}. Additionally,

p < mpp2 " max{1, aq} < np, max{1,aq}.

By (14),
p®(nmax Py;) < (np, max{1,a4})® < n'?/1% — p® max Pj; < n~1/13 < (247 Hy) /18,

Thus, (B.39) holds. By (13),
d—r+1
logn < mp, <mp, |1+ Z 207 a; | = .
j=1

Thus (B.40) holds with C' = 1. On the other hand, by definition of (),

25 _(1 0o ta, 24Ty, 0)? A
mpn 1+ Yt or-ta, mpn
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Thus, (B.41) holds with C' = 1 because

A2 > 5y/j > 4y/p + /logn.

Since the conditions (B.39), (B.40) and (B.41) hold for any r, the stated consistency is a result of Lemma
B.5.
O

C The eigenstructure of the BTSBM with unequal block sizes

Our main presentation assumed the communities have equal sizes for simplicity and clarity. This assumption
can be relaxed to community sizes of the same order within the same theoretical framework, at the cost of

more involved calculations.

Theorem C.3. Let P be the probability matrix of an assortative or a dis-assortative BTSBM with K = 2¢
communities and parameters pg, p1,...,pq- Let n; denote the size of the i-th community. Let Ay be the
second largest eigenvalue of P in absolute value, and wy the corresponding eigenvector, and do the gap
between A2 and A3. Then there exists a constant ¢ > 0 that only depends on K and py,...,pq such that if

B 1‘ <c, (C.42)
n

max
7

then Ay has multiplicity 1,

nmin{py/2, (pa—1 — pa)/4} (assortative case)

n(pa — pa—1)/4 (disassortative case)
and
LI lug;| < [ug;i| < 2 (C.44)
—— < min |ug;| < max |ug;| < —. .
PN )

Proof. First note that we can replace P by P = P+ po! since this does not affect the eigenvalue multiplicity,

the eigengap and the eigenvector. Then

pP=27BZ".
Let IT = diag(\/Kn1/n, ...,/ Kngk/n) and

1.,/ /1 0 . 0
0 1.,/ /2 - 0

0 0 T N T
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Then QTQ = I and
p= %QT(HBH)Q.

Let /\;» be the j-th largest eigenvalue of IIBII and v; the corresponding eigenvector. Further let (5; =
min{\;_; — A}, A% — Al }. Then

R
n n n n
>\1:? /13 AQZ? /21 )\SZE/\%:>62:E6,2’ (C.45)
and

vigly, [/

v921,, /\/N2
uy = : (C.46)

Vg2l /K

Let ¢ < 1. Then

[TIBII — B| < 2||B(IL = I)|| + [[(IT = I) B(IL = T)
< (2¢+ )|B < 3| B
Let A\;(B) be the j-th largest eigenvalue of B. Consider

< mm{)\l(B) — AQ(B),)\Q(B) — )\d(B)}
12| B ’

By Weyl’s inequality,

min{A; (B) — A2(B), A2(B) — A3(B)}
. :

[N, = X;(B)| < |IIBIL - B|| < 3¢||B]| <

This implies

Ny = Ny 2 Ay — A — int(B) - AZ(BZ)’AQ(B) —X(B)} %(Al ~Xa),
and
Ny — Ny > Ag — Ay — it (B) - AZ(BQ)’AQ(B) —X(B)} %()\2 WY

Thus A has multiplicity 1 and the eigengap is at least the half of the eigengap of B. By Theorem A.1,

K min {pg, (pa_1 — pa)/2 tati
win {0 (B) — \a(B). ha(B) - As(B)} > min {pg, (pa—1 — pa)/2} (assortative case)
K(pa—1 —pa)/2 (disassortative case)
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Therefore, (C.43) follows from (C.45).
Let vo(B) denote the second eigenvector of B and assume v3 vo(B) > 0 without loss of generality. From

the Davis-Kahan theorem [e.g. Cape et al., 2019, Theorem 6.9]

2||TIBII — Bj| 6c|| Bl|

l02(B) = o> < min{\ (B) — 3a(B), % (B) — 3s(B)} = min{n(B) — % (B), % (B) — As(B)}

Consider
min{A; (B) — A2(B), A2(B) — A3(B)}

c < ’

24||B|VK

then

1
[[v2(B) — v2]lo0 < [[v2(B) — v2]l2 < —#=.

WK

By Theorem A.1,
1 3

VE VK

By (C.46), the condition (C.42) and the restriction ¢ < 1,

|u -|>#min|v-|> K 3 > 1
2l = max; \/1; i zl = (I1+e)navK ~ 2¢/n

(1+e)K 5 2
- 7 S N
n  4/K ~ Vn

[v2i(B)| = < Jugg| <

5
WK’

and

lug;| < miaX|'U2i| <

1
min; \/n;
O]

Theorem C.3 implies a certain degree of robustness of the eigenstructure to unequal community sizes.
When max; n; differs from min; n; by a constant, the eigengap and the eigenvector behave essentially the
same as they do with equal community sizes, except for a multiplicative constant. We can then prove

Theorem 2 and Theorem 3 for this case using exactly the same arguments.

D Proof of Lemma B.2

Our Lemma B.2 is a corrected version of Theorem 9 of Eldridge et al. [2017], whose original proof contained
a mistake we fixed. After we made the earlier draft of this paper online, Eldridge et al. [2017] also posted
a similar corrected version. The Lemma B.2 we use for the proof has a slightly different form compared to

that of Eldridge et al. [2017]. For completeness, we give a full proof of Lemma B.2 here.

Lemma D.6 (Theorem 8 of Eldridge et al. [2017]). Fix any w, ..., Uy, @1, ..., U, and t € [n]. Suppose that
|H| < A;. Then

Uy = Zn: %(ﬂt,uﬁ Z (i)pus.

s=1 "'t p>0
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Lemma D.7 (Theorem 2 of Yu et al. [2014]). Let %,% € RP*P be symmetric matrices with eigenvalues
A1 > A2 > ... 2> A, and ;\1 > ;\2 > ... > ;\p respectively. Fix 1 <r < s < p and assume that min{\,_; —
Ar,As — Asy1} > 0 where A\g =00 and A\pp1 = —00. Let d =s—r+1 and let V = (v, vp41,...,05) € Rpxd
and V = (O, Dpy1,--.,0s) € RP*? have orthonormal columns satisfying Yv; = Aju; and flf)j = j\jﬁj for

j=mrr+1,...,s. Then

' ) 2Vd||E - 2,
oV, V)|r < ”
[sinO(V,V)|lr < min{A—1 — A, As — Agy1}

where || - || denotes the Frobenius norm and ©(V, V) denotes the principal angle matrix between V and V.
Proof of Lemma B.2. Note that u; is unique up to the sign, because A; is unique and both sides of the

bound are invariant to signs. This allows us to assume (uy, %) > 0 without loss of generality. Let r = s =1¢

in Lemma D.7. Since d = 1 we have

2||H
sin @(ﬂt,ut) = || sin @(ﬂt,ut)HF < % (D47)
t
This implies
i N2 2 o 4| H|?
1 — (g, ue) <1 — (U, us)” = sin” O(dg, uy) < 7 (D.48)
t
Let wy,...,u4—1,%¢41,...,u, be any set of orthonormal vectors that span the orthogonal subspace of w;.
Then
AlH|2\? _ 8||H|?
> (i, ug)? =1 — (g, up)® <1 (1— I 2” ) < I 2” , (D.49)
oy b h
and therefore
2v2||H
Iglgtx|<ﬁt,us>| < \fdl” (D.50)
Since 2||H|| < A, by Weyl’s inequality,
el > (Xl = HI| > [H|, and (A > (Al = [[HI| > [Ae]/2. (D.51)
By Lemma D.6, for any j,
_ - As - H\"
Uyj = Zl/Jst,j, where s = == (ty, us) Z — | us. (D.52)
s=1 At p>0 At
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Then

(T —ug)j| = |ue; — Zwst,g < ugj — 1/’ttg|+ SZ#¢st,j . (D.53)
——
Iy
By definition,
At . H\?
I = Ut_~t<utaut>2(~> Ut
A P20 \N ;
J
At . At . H\”
§ 'U,t,J ~—<ut,ut>ut7j —+ ~—<ut,ut>z - Ut
t )\t p>1 >\t 7
A 5 HPugl;
< 1= iy, uy) |ut,j|+2|<ut,ut>|.z”~7]ﬂ| (D.54)
At 1 Il
At . (|)\t|>p |[HPus)
= |1 — == (U, us)| |ue 5| + 2|{Us, ug)| - —_— ] —
5y ) s 245wl 32 (124 ) S5
At . -
< 1= T ) o+ 2 )] - & H ). (D-55)
t

where (D.54) uses the first part of (D.51) and (D.55) uses the second part of (D.51) and the definition of ;.
The first term in (D.55) can be bounded as follows:

At . -
‘1 — g, ug)| < |1 — (g, ue)| + ‘1 — 22 (g, ug)
At ¢
4HH||2 At — M|
- D.56
<2 WIK ) (D56)
- 87 |)‘t|
AHE ]| D5%)
- 87 |\l
4|H|? 2| H]||
< D.
-6 |Ael (D-59)

where (D.56) uses (D.48), (D.57) uses the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, |[(Ge, ur)| < ||G¢||||ue]] = 1, (D.58) uses
Weyl’s inequality, |\; — A¢| < ||H|| and (D.59) uses the second part of (D.51). Thus, (D.55) implies

4|H||2  2|H -
nos (HEE + 28 1+ 200wl s 1100
t
(s, 210
— 2
o | Al

) e, ;| + 285 (ues H, Ar). (D.60)
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Next we derive a bound for I5. By definition (D.52) of 15 and (D.50), it holds for any j that

s | o H\? 2V2||H|| | As H\?
ol =i | (5) ) [ 25585 |S ) =)
t p>0 t ) t At p>0 At )
J J
42| H | | Xs ‘ (H)p ’
< ol Zs ). =] D.61
- 0y At ;) At ( )
pP= .
J
AV2[H| [ As |[HPus]j|
<P el e 2
Ot At =N
42\ H| | M
< DU 2]l + €5 0, (D.62)

where (D.61) uses the second part of (D.51) and (D.62) uses the same argument as in (D.55). Thus,

4V2||H A
1y < YRS 12 a4 (s M) (D.63)
6t )\t
s#t
The proof is then completed by combining (D.60) and (D.63). O
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E Additional results for the anemia gene network
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(a) Confusion matrix by Jaccard index. (b) Estimated communities by the RSC.

Figure E.1: Additional results about the gene network analysis. (a): The confusion matrix represented by the Jaccard
index between the communities of the 140 genes from the 3-core of the largest connected component (n = 140 nodes)
and the largest connected component (n = 285 nodes). The 3-core community labels are show along the y-axis
while the largest connected component community labels are shown along the axis. In both situations, the number
communities is determined by the HCD algorithm. It can be seen that that clustering of the 140 genes are very
consistent, as indicated by the high Jaccard index for matching communities. (b): Communities found by regularized
spectral clustering on the anemia gene network. Compared to HCD, these communities are less balanced and less
interpretable.

F Hierarchical communities in a statistics citation network

This dataset [Ji and Jin, 2016] contains information on statistics papers from four journals considered top
(the Annals of Statistics, Biometrika, Journal of the American Statistical Association: Theory and Methods,
and Journal of the Royal Statistical Society Series B) for the period from 2003 to 2012. For each paper,
the dataset contains the title, authors, year of publication, journal information, the DOI, and citations.
We constructed a citation network by connecting two authors if there is at least one citation (in either
direction) between them in the dataset. Following Wang and Rohe [2016], we focused on the 3-core of the
largest connected component of the network, ignoring the periphery which frequently does not match the
community structure of the core. The resulting network, shown in Figure F.2, has 707 nodes (authors) and
the average degree is 9.29.

The two HCD algorithms (HCD-Spec and HCD-SS) give the same result on this network. We used the
edge cross-validation (ECV) method [Li et al., 2020] as the stopping rule instead of the non-backtracking
method, because ECV does not rely on the block model assumption. In this particular problem, ECV
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chooses a deeper and more informative tree with 15 communities, shown in Table 4, compared to the non-
backtracking estimate of 11 communities. For a closer look at the communities, see the listing of 10 authors
with the highest degrees in each community in Table 5. Community labels in Table 4 were constructed semi-
manually from research keywords associated with people in each community. The keywords were obtained
by collecting research interests of 20 statisticians with the highest degrees in each community, from personal
webpages, department research pages, Google Scholar and Wikipedia (sources listed in order of inspection),
with stop word filtering and stemming applied. The three most frequent keywords from research interests
in each community are shown in Table 4. Note that the citations are from publications between 2003 and
2012, while the research interests were collected in 2018, so there is potentially a time gap. However, it is
evident to anyone familiar with the statistics literature of that period that the communities detected largely

correspond to real research communities, looking both at the people in each community and the associated

keywords. degree percentile
[0,0.5]

oo (0.5,0.75]

(0.75,0.9]

(0.9,0.99]

. (0.99,1]

Figure F.2: The 3-core of the statistics citation network. Node size is proportional to its degree and the color indicates
degree percentile.

The hierarchical tree of research communities contains a lot of additional information, shown in Fig-
ure F.3, and clearly reflects many well-known patterns. For example, Bayesian statistics and design of
experiments split off very high up in the tree, whereas various high-dimensional communities cluster to-
gether, multiple testing is closely related to neuroimaging (which served as one of its main motivations),
functional analysis and non/semi-parametric methods cluster together, and so on. These relationships be-
tween communities are just as informative as the communities themselves, if not more, and could not have

been obtained with any “flat” K-way community detection method.
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Table 4: Statistics research communities detected by the HCD algorithm, identified by research area constructed from
research interests. The community size is shown in brackets and the three most frequently used research keywords
were obtained from 20 highest degree nodes in each community.

Community research area [size]

Top three research interests keywords (from webpages)

Design of experiments [16] design experiment theory
Bayesian statistics [98] Bayesian model inference
Biostatistics and bio applications [35] model inference sampling
Causal inference and shape (mixed) [15] | inference estimation causal
Nonparametrics and wavelets [26] model nonparametric estimation
Neuroimaging [18] imaging Bayesian model
Multiple testing/inference [92] inference multiple test

Clinical trials and survival analysis [45] survival clinical trial
Non/semi-parametric methods [38] model longitudinal semi-parametric
Functional data analysis [96] functional model measurement
Dimensionality reduction [35] dimension reduction regression
Machine learning [21] machine learning  biological mining
(High-dim.) time series and finance [36] | financial econometrics time
High-dimensional theory [29] high-dimensional  theory model
High-dimensional methodology [107] high-dimensional = machine learning  model

This network was also studied by Ji and Jin [2016], though they did not extract the core. Our results
are not easy to compare since there is no ground truth available and the number of communities they found
is different. Briefly, they found three communities initially, and then upon finding that one of them is very
mixed, further broke it up into three, which can be seen as manually hierarchical clustering. They interpreted
the resulting five communities as “Large-Scale Multiple Testing”,“Variable Selection”, “Nonparametric spa-
tial/Bayesian statistics”, “Parametric spatial statistics”, and “Semiparametric/Nonparametric statistics”.
Though some of the labels coincide with our communities in Table 4, it seems more mixed, and the hier-
archical information which allows you to see which communities are close and which are far apart is not

available from a flat partition.
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High—-dimensional methodology [107]
High—dimensional theory [29]
(High—dim.) time series and finance [36]
Machine learning [21]

Dimensionlity reduction [35]

Functional data analysis [96]
Non/semi-parametric methods [38]
Clinical trials and survival Analysis [45]
Multiple testing/inference [92]
Neuroimaging [18]

Nonparametrics and wavelets [26]
Causal inference & shape (mixed) [15]
Biostatistics and bio applications [35]
Bayesian statistics [98]

Design of experiments [16]

_{

Figure F.3: The dendrogram of 15 communities obtained by HCD from the 3-core of the statistics citation network.
Research areas are manually labeled based on keywords from webpages, and community sizes are shown in brackets.

Table 5: The ten statisticians with the highest degrees for each of the 15 communities shown in Table 4, ordered by

degree within each community.

Community [size]

Ten highest degree nodes, ordered by degree

Design of experiments [16]

Boxin Tang, Rahul Mukerjee, Derek Bingham, Hongquan Xu, Peter Z G Qian, Randy R Sitter, C Devon Lin,
David M Steinberg, Dennis K J Lin, Neil A Butler

Bayesian statistics [98]

David Dunson, Alan E Gelfand, Abel Rodriguez, Gareth Roberts, Hemant Ishwaran, Michael I Jordan, James
O Berger, Marc G Genton, Peter Muller, Gary L Rosner

Biostatistics and bio

[35]

applications

James R Robins, Haibo Zhou, Ian L Dryden, Dylan S Small, Huiling Le, Paul R Rosenbaum, Tapabrata Maiti,
Zhiqiang Tan, Andrew T A Wood, Hua Yun Chen

Causal inference & shape (mixed)

[15]

Marloes H Maathuis, Jon A Wellner, Sungkyu Jung, Nilanjan Chatterjee, Piet Groeneboom, Alfred Kume,

Fadoua Balabdaoui, Richard Samworth, Lutz Dumbgen, Mark van der Laan

Nonparametrics and wavelets [26]

Tain M Johnstone, Bernard W Silverman, Subhashis Ghosal, Felix Abramovich, Aad van der Vaart, Axel

Munk, Marc Raimondo, Theofanis Sapatinas, Anindya Roy, Dominique Picard

Neuroimaging [18]

Jonathan E Taylor, Joseph G Ibrahim, Hongtu Zhu, Armin Schwartzman, Stephan F Huckemann, Heping
Zhang, Bradley S Peterson, Stuart R Lipsitz, Ming-Hui Chen, Rabi Bhattacharya

Multiple testing & inference [92]

T Tony Cai, Larry Wasserman, Jiashun Jin, Christopher Genovese, Bradley Efron, Yoav Benjamini, David L

Donoho, John D Storey, Sanat K Sarkar, Joseph P Romano

Clinical trials and survival analysis

[45]

Dan Yu Lin, Donglin Zeng, Xuming He, Lu Tian, L J Wei, Jing Qin, Michael R Kosorok, Guosheng Yin,

Jason P Fine, Tianxi Cai

Non- & methods

[38]

semi-parametric

Raymond J Carroll, Naisyin Wang, Xihong Lin, Enno Mammen, Wenyang Zhang, Zongwu Cai, Annie Qu,
Jianxin Pan, Xiaoping Xu, Arnab Maity

Functional data analysis [96]

Peter Hall, Hans-Georg Muller, Fang Yao, Jane-Ling Wang, Lixing Zhu, Hua Liang, Gerda Claeskens, Jeffrey
S Morris, Yanyuan Ma, Yehua Li

Dimensionality reduction [35]

Hansheng Wang, Bing Li, R Dennis Cook, Yingcun Xia, Liping Zhu, Chih-Ling Tsai, Lexin Li, Ligiang Ni,

Francesca Chiaromonte, Peng Zeng

Machine learning [21]

Hao Helen Zhang, Xiaotong Shen, Yufeng Liu, Yichao Wu, J S Marron, Jeongyoun Ahn, Michael J Todd,
Junhui Wang, Wing Hung Wong, Yongdai Kim

(High-dim.) time series and finance

[36]

Jianging Fan, Qiwei Yao, Song Xi Chen, Yacine Ait-Sahalia, Yazhen Wang, Cheng Yong Tang, Bo Li, Jian

Zou, Liang Peng, Sam Efromovich

High-dimensional theory [29]

Peter J Bickel, Cun-Hui Zhang, Alexandre B Tsybakov, Jian Huang, Emmanuel J Candes, Martin J Wain-

wright, Terence Tao, Sara van de Geer, Alexandre Belloni, Lukas Meier

High-dimensional methodology [107]

Hui Zou, Runze Li, Peter Buhlmann, Nicolai Meinshausen, Yi Lin, Elizaveta Levina, Ming Yuan, Trevor J

Hastie, Jianhua Z Huang, Ji Zhu
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