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ON SOME SPECTRAL PROPERTIES OF STOCHASTIC
SIMILARITY MATRICES FOR DATA CLUSTERING

DENIS GAIDASHEV, RALF PIHLSTROM, AND MARTIN RYNER

ABSTRACT. Clustering in image analysis is a central technique that allows to
classify elements of an image. We expand upon recent results in spectral analysis
for Gaussian mixture distributions, and in particular, provide conditions for the
existence of a spectral gap between the leading and remaining eigenvalues for ma-
trices with entries from a Gaussian mixture with two real univariate components.
Furthermore, we describe an algorithm in which a collection of image elements is
treated as a dynamical system in which the existence of the mentioned spectral

gap results in an efficient clustering.

CONTENTS

Preliminaries
Contraction mappings
Reproducing kernel space
Kernel matrix and kernel operator
Eigenvalues
Mixture distributions
Gaussian components
Multivariate Gaussian distribution
Estimates on the second eigenvalue of a Gaussian mixture
Clustering and simulations
Single component in R
Mixture of two components in R
Single component in R?

Mixture of two components in R?

Date: March 23, 2022.

N EHEEEBEEEBEHEHwm e oo o



2 DENIS GAIDASHEV, RALF PIHLSTROM, AND MARTIN RYNER

3.5.  Clustering of lines or shapes 211
3.6. Mixture of two components in R, redefined model 23
4. Example of the main theorem 23
5. Conclusions and further work
6. Appendix
References 311

The common feature of modern data analysis is the large amount of data which
collectively have a very high dimension. High dimensionality hinders data process-
ing, and, specifically, data clustering.

However, high dimensionality is quite often caused by data representation, while
the number of parameters needed to accurately describe the data is much smaller.

Dimensionality reduction of large data sets can be achieved by treating a collection
of elements in a set as a dynamical system. For example, if a data set is an image,
then, initially, each element of the image may be assigned a spacial coordinate
in R™, where m is typically 2 or 3, regardless of its specific shape or size (for
example, the location of the center of mass), and a set of quantifiers of its properties,
e.g. color, shape, size or granularity. In this way we have a system of, say, n
particles. This collection of points is acted upon by a matrix whose (i, j)-th entries
are correlation functions that depend on the distance between particles ¢ and j
and a measure of similarity of their properties. Such matrices are usually referred
to as similarity matrices. One application of the matrix to a m - n-dimensional
vector of coordinates produces a new state of the dynamical system. Before the
next iteration, the entries of the matrix are updated. If the entries of the matrix are
constructed appropriately then iterations of this dynamical system reduce distances
between the elements with similar properties. This process of clustering can be
also understood in terms of dimensionality reduction: if most of the eigenvalues
are small in the absolute value, then the systems quickly converges to the span of
the eigenvectors of only few dominant eigenvalues. Such dimensionality reduction

has been used, e.g. in [4] to perform k-means clustering on a linear subspace of



STOCHASTIC SIMILARITY MATRICES FOR DATA CLUSTERING 3

a smaller dimension. Dimensionality reduction techniques have been extensively
studied in [5], [6], [7], [§], [11], [10], among other works.

In this paper we analyze the spectrum of some similarity matrices, and address
one specific, but nonetheless, important issue: that of the size of the gap between
the leading eigenvalue and the rest of the spectrum.

Estimates on the size of the leading eigenvalue of the kernel associated to the simi-
larity matrix of a Gaussian mixture P = m; P47, P? (with probabilities 7 +my = 1),
have been provided in [12]. Tt is clear from the above discussion that the best scenario
for dimensionality reduction is the case when the leading eigenvalue is dominant as
compared to the second leading eigenvalue. We address this case with the our main
result of the paper: a theoretical bound on the spectral gap between the first and the
second leading eigenvalues in a Gaussian mixture in terms of computable properties
of univariate distributions in the mixture, such as the two leading eigenvalues and
the leading eigenfunctions (see Section [2| for the precise statement of the result).
Dynamical clustering and the spectral gap result are illustrated through simulations

in Sections [B] and [

1. PRELIMINARIES

We will now introduce the dynamical system that we will study.
Let (y},y?) denote the coordinate of (the center of mass for) the i-th element in

the image. Set
Y= ((yiv y%’ ce 7y'r1L)7 (yfa ygv ce ’yrQL)) e R
Assume that every element carries [ € N properties, or parameters: we call

vy = (v),07,..., 2}

79

the parameter of element .

The parameter vector of the system will be denoted by x:

€T = (33'1,1'2,...,1'”) < Rln.
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Then, let || - || stand for the Iy metric in R": We will consider the dynamical system
T, : R?" — R,
(1) To(y) = K(z) -y

where K = K Q) K, and the entries of the matrix K (z) are given by

2
1 lei=syl

(2) Kij=_e

with a fixed w € R,.

We will sometimes refer to the space of parameters x; as the parameter space X,
and that of coordinates y as the position space Y. For the dynamical system that
we have described,

X=R,  Y=R"
1.1. Contraction mappings.

Definition 1.1 (Contraction). Let 7" be a continuous map on a complete metric

space X. We say T is a contraction if there is a number ¢ < 1 such that
d(T'(x),T(y)) < cd(z,y)
for all z,y € X.

To demonstrate that the dynamical system 7T, is a contraction we can use the

following fundamental result.

Theorem 1.2. (Perron-Frobenius) Let K be a n x n matriz with K;; > 0 for
1 < 4,7 < n. There exists a positive real number r associated to K, called the
Perron root or the Perron—Frobenius eigenvalue, such that r is an eigenvalue of K

and any other eigenvalue A necessarily satisfies |\| < r. Moreover,
min E K;; <r < max E K ;.
(2 (2
J J

We can now see, immediately, that since the sum

_Nzi—ay

n n 2
1 5l
max g K;; = — max g e W <1,
i ’ n i
Jj=1 Jj=1
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as long as not all x; = x;,¢ # j, the Perron-Frobenius root is strictly less than 1,
and, the linear map K is a contraction on ).

Successive iterates of an initial condition y under the map 7T, converge to a fixed
point in R?", that is, eventually the positions of all points y; stabilize.

This does not imply the existence of cluster, however. The dynamical explanation
of clustering is that depending on the distribution law of the parameters x;, the matriz
IC might have several leading eigenvalues which dominate the rest of the spectrum.
This means that the speed of convergence in the complement of the span of the
ergenvectors of these leading eigenvalues is very fast, and the iterates of the initial
vector y quickly converge to a low-dimensional span of the leading eigenvectors.
Visually, this dimensionality reduction exhibits itself as formation of several clusters,
that is from a certain point on, the dynamics is described by very few numbers, e.q.

coordinates of the centers of mass of those clusters.

1.2. Reproducing kernel space.

Definition 1.3 (Kernel). We define a kernel as a symmetric mapping
K: X xX—R

We say the kernel is positive semi-definite if K(x,xz) > 0 for all z € X

We will further consider the kernel expressible as an inner product

K(xi, ;) = (o(x:), ¢(;)),

where ¢ is a nonlinear map from X to an inner product space H.

We say that K corresponds via ¢ to the inner products in H.

We call a Hilbert space Hg a reproducing kernel space, if it consists of real valued
functions f defined on X where for each x € X the functional L,(f) = f(z) is
bounded in Hg. By the Riesz representation theorem, there exists K, € Hg such

that
L.(f) = (K, f) = f(z) Vfe€ Hg.
To every reproducing kernel space Hg there corresponds a unique non-negative def-

inite kernel K. Conversely, for any non-negative definite kernel K there corresponds
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a unique Hilbert space that has K as its reproducing kernel. For more details see [1]

and the Moore-Aronszjan theorem.

1.3. Kernel matrix and kernel operator.

Definition 1.4 (Kernel matrix). Let K be a kernel. We define the associated kernel
matriz through

(Kn)i,j = K(l’ul’j), 1 S Za] S n

Definition 1.5 (Kernel operator). Let P be a probability distribution with density
function p(z), and let K be a kernel function.

We define the kernel operator, associated to K as

Kpf(z) = /X K (=) f(2)p(2)d=

as a mapping from Hg to Hg.

Any eigenfunction ¢ € Hyi and the corresponding eigenvalue \ for Kp are given

through the relation
[ Ko = o).

The kernel matrix and operator are related as follows. Let A, be an eigenvalue,

and v = (vy,...,v,) an eigenvector of K,,. Since
K,v =\,
we have that, foreacht=1,2...,n
1< Ay
E z; K([I)“ Ij)Uj = E’UZ‘.
]:

If now 1, ...,z, are samples from a probability distribution with density p(z),

and v = (¢(x1),...,¢(xy,)), then
1 n
(3) - ZK(%,JJJ‘)U]' = /K(ac,xi)qﬁ(x)p(x)dx,

From , it follows that \,/n approximates the eigenvalue A of the kernel operator
with eigenfunction ¢. A first formal proof is due to Baker [2|, showing that \,’s

converge to the eigenvalues of the kernel operator as n — oo. Koltchinskii and
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Giné |9] refined this result by showing that, in particular, the convergence rate is

1/y/n as n — oo.

1.4. Eigenvalues. Kolthinskii and Giné [9] provided a way to compare the finitely
many eigenvalues of K, with the infinitely many of the kernel operator Kp. We
briefly summarize it here.

Let z;, i € N, be independently and identically P-distributed R-valued random

variables. Set

1 n
P,=—% 0.
Let g € L} (X, R) and let Q be . The map

1
g = %(9(%(“})7 oo Tp(w))
defines for each w € () an isometry onto a subspace of R. By means of this isometry

Kp, is identified with the following linear operator on R™ with the matrix entries

n 1
Ki,j = EK(]Z‘“ .I'j).

Furthermore, introduce

~ 1 .

Next, assume that Kp is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator (i.e. [, K(z,y)*dP(z)dP(y) <
00). Let the eigenvalues of both K™ and Kp be non-negative and sorted in the non-

increasing order, repeated with multiplicity,

ME™Y) = (I, 1), Lh>lh>...

MEP) = (o Ay M= Ao >

After filling up the first vector with zeros, define the following [, distance

o0

2 [ _ o \2
SO AKe) = i 520~ Ao

where o(N) is the set of all bijections on N. We then have the following.
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Theorem 1.6 ( [9], Theorem 3.1). Suppose that Kp is a Hilbert-Schmidt kernel

operator. Then

BAE"), A(Kp)) —> 0.

An important result in the same direction is the following theorem, due to Bonami

and Karoui [3].

Theorem 1.7 ( [3], Theorem 4). Let X' be a locally compact metric space, and let
P be a probability distribution on X. Let K(-,-) be a Hermitian kernel, continuous
on X X X, and positive semi-definite. Let K™ be the associated kernel matriz, and
let Kp denote the integral operator. If K(-,-) is bounded and if R := sup, |K(x,z)|

is finite, then we have

R(E+1)
N

for any € > 0, with probability at least equal to 1 — et

IACK™) = AP, <

1.5. Mixture distributions.

Definition 1.8 (Mixture distribution). We call

a
P=> m,P
g=1
a mazture distribution with weights m, and mixing components P9, g = 1,...,G,

and where Zngl Ty = 1.

For each mixing component P9, the corresponding operator Kpy is
Kpaf(@) = [ K(o2)f(:)aP(c).

One of the central results about the spectrum of Kps is an estimate for the top

cigenvalue of the kernel operator, due to Shi et al. [12].

Theorem 1.9 ( [12], Theorem 3). Let P = m P! + mP? be a mizture distribution
on RY with m + 7y = 1. Given a positive semi-definite kernel K, denote the top

eigenvalues of Kp, Kp1, Ky as Ao, A, A2, respectively.
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FIGURE 1. Density of a mixture of three normal distributions (u; = 5,

po =10, uz = 15, 01 = 09 = 03 = 2 with equal weights.)
Then Ao (the top eigenvalue of Kp) satisfies

max(m A, TaAg) < Ao < max(mAy, ToAg) + 7

r = (mz / / Kz, z)QdPI(:c)dPQ(z))l/Q.

The same authors also provide an estimate on the leading eigenvector of the

where

mixture distribution.

Corollary 1.10 ( [12], Corollary 2). Let P = 7 P! + 15 P? be a mizture distribution
on RY with m + 7, = 1. Given a positive semi-definite kernel K, denote by N, A}
and N} and ¢o, ¢¢ and @3, the top eigenvalues and the associated eigenvectors of
K,, K, and K, respectively. Let t = \g — A1, the eigenvalue-gap of Kp. If the

constant r defined above satisfies r < t, and

<e

L3

m [ K(x,y)o0(y)dP*(y)

Ra

such that € +r < t, then m A} is close to Kp’s top eigenvalue Ao,
‘7'('1)\(1) — )\0| S €
and ¢} is close to Kp's top eigenfunction ¢ in the L% sense,

1 €
||¢0 - ¢0||L§3 < :
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1.6. Gaussian components. The eigenvalues and the eigenvectors of the kernel
operators for the univariate Gaussian N(u,0?) were calculated in [14] and [13].
Specifically, if one considers the kernel

r—y 2
K(z,y) = e , weR,,
and the corresponding integral operator
Kif(o) = [ Kw2) (o)
R

_ (2—1)2

- / B f(2)p(2)dz,

then the following holds.

Theorem 1.11 ( [13]|, Proposition 1). Let 8 = 20%/w? and let H;(z) be the i-
th order Hermite polynomial. Then the eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of K% for

1=20,1,...,n are given by

L+ 26)'° oyt v

“= i ()
YA+ B8+ VIF28) 21+ B8+ VI+28)
di(r) = ———=—-¢ H;

1428 1/4x—,u
V204! ( 4 > o |

The eigenvalues form a geometric series with a common ratio

P <1.
1+8+V1+28

It is clear that the sequence of the eigenvalues converges to zero faster for smaller

values of 3.

1.7. Multivariate Gaussian distribution.

Theorem 1.12 ( [13]). Let N(u,X) be a multivariate Gaussian in R Let ¥ =

¥4 o?uul be the spectral decomposition of the covariance matriz Y. Set

2
_llz==|l

Kif@) = [ < @)
R
Then K% can be decompose as a direct sum

Kp = @?:1[(;1'
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where P; is the one-dimensional Gaussian distribution with variance o? and mean
{(u,u;) along the direction of ;.

Then the eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of K¢ can be written as

d
Afiteia] = H)‘i (K;JJ)
j=1
d
Blin, i (K3) () = [ [ ()
j=1
where [i;, ..., 1q] is a multi-index over all components.

2. ESTIMATES ON THE SECOND EIGENVALUE OF A (GAUSSIAN MIXTURE

In this Section we will provide bounds on the second eigenvalue of the kernel
operator for a Gaussian mixture P = m; P! 4+ mP?. Our goal is to come up with
computable bounds which can guarantee, if the parameters of the Gaussian mixture
are chosen appropriately, that there is definitely a spectral gap between the top
eigenvalue (see Theorem and the second one. As we will demonstrate with
numerical simulation, clustering of a Gaussian mixture with such a spectral gap

invariably results in a formation of a single cluster.

Main theorem: Second leading eigenvalue of mixture distribution. Let
P = 7+ P +myP? be a mixture distribution. Let the top and the second eigenvalue
of Kp, Kp, and Kp, be denoted by Ao, A1, Yo, 71 and vy, v1, respectively. Denote

- lp =11 llz2,, and similarly for P' and P?. Assume m > 7o, and let

0(2) = dp(2) — do(2).

Then an upper bound for A\ is given by
1
VTl

T K s A2+ 7

1 2
A < T (W_1 + —WIA‘F A) + 217 | K| 1 (

= +a) 4

where

1 1
Aol + 2led + 2% A< (2= 1) loble + bl

1
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r= (mm / / K(x,z)ZdPl(a:)dPQ(z))é.

Moreover, a lower bound is given by

and

1
Ao»———[ﬁm+mmwmg—mMMﬁ@mwmmw—

— D+ Do
20l o 181+ ol + o [ oh)ab(aaP (@) - ]
where
D1 = T + 2‘6|7Tl|‘5||p + 62 + 26271'1”(5”}3 + 627T1||(5H2P,
Dy = mo||¢1 (|32 + 2le|m ||| plld1]l p2 + €*ma|dplI*+
+2¢°my |0l pll gpll 2 + €*ma |15
and where

- / (& — 6o)dP — 7 / SlodP?.

Remark 2.1. If we assume Corollary [1.10, then
16l <€/t —¢).
Remark 2.2. All norms in the above theorem are estimated in the Appendix.

Proof. Upper bound. We first prove the upper bound. For this, we present the
standard calculation for f in the othogonal compliment V' of the span of ¢ in L%.

We have

= oy K@ 2) () f(2)dP()dP(z)
(4> )\1 - fev ff(l’)QdP(fE) )

and that for any such f,
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/ K(z,2)f(x)f(z)dP(z)dP(z :71'%/ K(z, 2) f(z)f(2)dP"(z)dP'(z)

+ 73 //K T, 2) (2)dP*(x)dP*(2)+
—|—27r17r2/ K(z,z) (2)dP'(x)dP?(2)
<nt [[ Ko (16 Imija>+F@)x

U()@mwﬁ%u+mewwmww+
wadu [(F@)dP )+
(5) + 277y // K(z,2)f(x)f(2)dP*(x)dP?(z),

and
F(2) = (projly f)64(2) = (proilyf — proju, f)64(2)

and where the second equality follows from f € V. Therefore, the bound (|5) becomes

[ K@ ar@ eap@are)
gﬁ%/ow—@mwwwﬂ%ﬂm+
+2r? / K(z,z) (projly )@h() ) F(x) dP'(2)dP" () +
+7r1/ K(z,2)F(2)F(z) dP'(2)dP"(x) +
+731 / f(x)*dP?(x) +
(6) +27, 7y / / K(z,2) (2)dP'(x)dP?(2).
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We take the terms one by one in @ For the first, we write

[ (@) = roity (@) P (@) = I = (prodtyob

< (Ifllpr +1IE|pr)?

1 2
< | — F
—<m—1+” ||p1)

where we in the last step have normalized f.

For the second term, we write

‘/ K(z, ) — (projg fep(z )) F(x)dP'(2)dP(x)
‘/ (/K (z,2) — (projg f)op (2 )) dPl(z)) F(z)dP(z)

\// / K(e.2) (1) = (proigy£)04(:)) dpl(z>)2df’1<x> 1
< \///K(J;,z)del(z) | = @roigy st i

f = (projg feg

< 1Kl prscpr U lLer + [1E ) [E]] pr

1
< 1Kl (5

AP () [|F]| ps

<K proep AP

F I ) 1F -
For the third term,

\ [ K@ F@RIP P @) < 1Kl 1

For the fourth,

Wguo/f(x)QdPZ(x) < malp.
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For the last term,

2 / K(z, 2)f(2) f (2)dP (2)dP2(=)

<2m2\// K(z, 2)2dP" ()dP2(= \///f PP (2)dP?(2)
:2\/m2 / K (z, 2)2dP (2)dP2(2) x
« \/m / f(x)zdPl(a:)\/m / F(2)2dP(2)

< \/m2 / K(x, 2)2dP\(z)dP2(2) x
X (m / f(2)2dP"(z) + 7 / f(z)QdP2(a:))

—r [ fwprire)

where

e (mg / / K(x,z)QdPl(m)dP%z))é.

Finally,

1 ? 1
w <t (=18l )+ 22 (1Kl (S + 1F1m ) 171 )

2
+ 77% ||K||P1><P1 | |1 + 7.
Lower bound. Let

O} = 6} — (proj,, @1 do = 6} + do(projly 8t — proj,oh),
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where in the second equality we have used that (projé)(l] ®1)¢o = 0. Further,

projlyol — proju,ol = [ el @) - [ enl2)ol(z)aP(:
= [ hol:dP' () - [ an(el )P

/gbo )1 (2)dP(z /gbo )1 (2)dP(z

—7T2/¢1 2)¢o(2)dP?(2)
— [A)64) - nl2)ir (e
~ 2 [ GNP ()

Let now

(/@ (@h(2) = ou(:NdP(E) ~ ma [ o1z %)M%O

= edo(T)

where

e—/% (6}(2) — do(2))dP(= —m/% (2)6(2)dP%(2),

so that, by definition,

S S K 2) )91 (2)0} (2)dP(x)dP(2)
))?

J(}(x))2dP(x)
_ S K(@,2)(¢n(x) + E( ))((bl( ) + E(2))dP(x)dP(z)
J1oi(x )]de( )

_ Kz, )¢ (x)¢s (2 ) | J K@, 2)éi(2) E(z)dP(z)dP()

J1oi(z) + E(x )]de( ) J16i(x) + E(x))2dP(x)
I K2 E@0)()dP()aP()

J16i(z) + E(2)]*dP(z)
N [[ K(z,z)E(x)E(2)dP(x)dP(z)

(7)

We will bound terms in the numerator of one by one.
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First term in @ The numerator in the first term is

[ K@ 2siweleaP@ar)
- [([ &6 20iirw) sieare)
- [ ([ k@ 2si@ar' e + [ mk.2el@are ) ol )
- [ (mnsitr+ / (2,6 (a)P) ) 61 ()P
— [ mnel(el(1iPG) + [ [ mk (e 20kl ()P @)aP(o).

We take the terms one by one, and write

[ mnsielire)
— [maol@a@dPe) + [ mmmol)ol:)dP )

= My + Ymime||d] || e

For the second, we write

// K (2, 2)¢1(2) ¢ (2)dP?(z)dP(2)

/¢1 (/ oK (2, 2)0} (2 )dp?(x)) dP(2)
< \/ / ¢%<z>2dp<z>\/ / K (z, z>¢%<x>dP2<x>>2dP<z>
< m\/ / ¢%<z>2dp<z>\/ | [ E@apar) [awrre) dpe)

<m |61l p |6l po 1K N pacp

Second term in . We write

//sz¢1 ()dP(x)dP( —//szqbg()gbl( VAP (z)dP(2)

17
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We focus on

[ K@ 2@siwir@ire
- [t ([ K@ m(1ar) ) arw
~ [ Snn()ir@)
o [ el@)(6h(o) + 5P
o [ 3@)ol(@)dP(@) + do [ Sh(a)oh(@)iP (o)

(8) <o 1811 - 16!1p + Ao / 61 () @b (z)dP(x).

Since the Third term in is precisely symmetrical to the second, we go directly
to the Fourth term in @ Here we have

62/ K(z,2)p0(2)do(2)dP(x)dP(2) = €*\g.

For the denominator of we write
/(cbi(w) + E(x))*dP(z) = /(cﬁ(w) + ¢o(x)e)*dP(x)
— [l + 64(@) + s(@)eaPla).

We focus first on integrating with respect to P!,
m [(@la) + l6lfa) + S(a)edP (@)
= [ éllarap'(a) + 2m [ Gl@o) + S(@)edP ()
+ e*m / (p5(x) + 6(x))?dP*(x)
=m + 2em / ¢1(2)0(x)dP (x) + e*m / (p5(x))?dP*(z)
+ 2% / 61(2)8(2)dP () + ey / (6(x))2dP\(z)

S T+ 2‘6’7T1H(5”p1 -+ 6 T+ 2e 7T1H6”p1 + 627T1H5H2pl

(9) < 1+ 2lelm 0]l + e*my + 2e*m ||0]]p + e*m ] 3][%.
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Similarly, for P2,
m [(@}) + 0h(a) + B(a))e 2P a)
= [(@@)PaPa) + 27 [ Gl@)o(o) + S(@)edP’ )
+e%3/@a@+6@»mP%@
= [(@}@)PaPa) + 2em [ Gh(@)3()iP @)
+ e%my /(gbé(m))Qsz(m) + 2627r2/¢(1)(x)5(x)d]32(x)

+¥m/@@WMﬂm
< ol |2 + 2lelma|6]| pll¢r ]l p2 4 €*malldpl e

(10) +2¢*ma 10| pllgp | 2 + 2|61

3. CLUSTERING AND SIMULATIONS

3.1. Single component in R. Fig. |2 presents clustering after one iteration. The
parameters are set to u = 10, 02 = 1. After repeated iterations the points tend
either to contract to a single point or form a straight line. In general the clustering
seems satisfactory given that the deviation is not too high. In a certain sense, the
clustering respects the underlying data structure: if there, to begin with, do exist
clusters in the underlying data, these will show up in the final plot. And conversely:
if there are no clusters to begin with (the points may be very dispersed because of

a high deviation), no clusters will later show up.

3.2. Mixture of two components in R. Fig. |3 presents a clustering of a mixture
with two components. The parameters are set to yu; = —5, s = 5, o3 = 0.1,
02 = 0.1. Note the high separation of distributions, accurately portrayed in the
final clustering by the large separation between the two blue and green groups (the

distance between groups is large compared to the distance within each group).
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FIGURE 2. Clustering in R. Single component. p = 10, 02 = 1. The
algorithm clusters the points in a continuous spectrum measured with

respect to color.
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FiGURE 3. Clustering in R. Two components. pu; = —5, ps = 5,

0? = 0.1, 03 = 0.1. Because of the high separation of distributions,
two distinct and well-separated clusters are produced. The algorithm

preserves, or, respects the underlying data structure.

3.3. Single component in R?. Besides color, one could also measure, for instance,

size. These measures could have weights, reflected in the kernel

K ;= e (ci—c;)?+az(si—s;)?

where a1, a0 € R,. Fig. presents a clustering using this kernel. The color

parameters are set to u; = 20, 02 = 1. The size parameters are set to y, = 10,
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a% = 0.1. Here we have constructed the weights a; and as so that the algorithm

practically discards color in flavor of size. In this particular example, a; = 0.0001

and oy = 1.
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FIGURE 4. Clustering in R?. Single component. The color parameters
are set to g1 = 20, 07 = 1. The size parameters are set to uy = 10,
ag = 0.1. The weights are set to a; = 0.0001, s = 1. Because

ap > oy, the algorithm practically discards color in flavor of size.

3.4. Mixture of two components in R%. Fig. 5| presents a mixture of two com-
ponents in R%. The color parameters are set to p; = —20, py = 20, 02 =1, 03 = 1.
The size parameters are set to puz = 10, puy = 20, 02 = 0.1, 07 = 0.1. The weights

are set to ay = 0.01, ap = 1. Four distinct clusters are seen.

3.5. Clustering of lines or shapes. The clustering seems (more or less) indepen-
dent of the initial shapes. Sometimes objects may be placed on lines (underlying
clusters themselves), but the resulting clustering is not affected. Fig. |§] presents
a mixture of two components in R?, in which the initial points liec on some given
structure. The color parameters are set to u; = —20, ps = 20, 0? = 1, 02 = 1. The
size parameters are set to uz = 10, py = 20, 02 = 0.1, 02 = 0.1. The weights are set

to a; = 0.01, ap = 1. Four distinct clusters are seen.
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FIGURE 5. Clustering in R2. Two components. The color parameters
are set to py = —20, s = 20, 07 = 1, 05 = 1. The size parameters
are set to uz = 10, pg = 20, 03 = 0.1, 02 = 0.1. The weights are set

to a; = 0.01 and ay = 1. Four distinct clusters are seen.
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FIGURE 6. Clustering of lines in R?. Two components. The color
parameters are set to py = —20, uy = 20, 07 = 1, a% = 1. The size
parameters are set to us = 10, puy = 20, 0§ = 0.1, 62 = 0.1. The
weights are set to a; = 0.01, ap = 1. Four distinct clusters are seen.
Independent of initial structures, the algorithm separates the points

into distinct and well separated clusters.
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3.6. Mixture of two components in R, redefined model. As an adaptation of

the original model we suggest the following redefinition of the kernel,

1
o= i1 /w?

(11) K; ;= :

n

where 0 = max(oy,...,0;). Clustering with this kernel seems more stable than the
original one. Fig. [7] represents a clustering after one iteration with the original
model. The parameters are set to u; = —10, us = 10 and o; = 10, 0o = 10. Note
the high values of deviations, making the points very much dispersed in parameter
space. The effect of scaling by on is clearly seen if comparing this last picture with
that of Fig. , where the kernel given in was used. Although being dispersed

initially, the points seem to cluster remarkably well under this redefined kernel.

06 4 o 0.020
0.4 ... . : 00157
° o« * P : « * 0.010 4 r (]
] ° :‘.: s’ ".’” o * 0.005 1 ;. (od
004 ‘ Y ' z [ ] ] | ‘ o
e . . .:’f‘: H ... . 0.000 f:ﬁ“.. o s
‘ o o o® O —0.005 1 L
oal .' ot 00, { s
~0.010
—0.6 1 . —0.015 4
06 04 02 00 02 0.4 0.6 —0.01 0.00 0.01 0.02
F1cURE 7. Clustering in R. Two components. p; = —10, ps = 10,

0? =10, 02 = 10. Because of the high values of deviations, the points
are very much dispersed in feature and will therefore not be clustered

efficiently by the algorithm.

4. EXAMPLE OF THE MAIN THEOREM

In the following section we illustrate the main theorem (see Table[I]for the relevant
parameters). The top three (experimental) eigenvalues were calculated to be \g =
0.62, \; = 0.22, Ay = 0.08. We compare, in particular, the second of these values
to the prediction interval as estimated by Theorem [2, which was calculated to be

(0.18,0.33). We note especially that the value of A\; is well within the interval and
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Ficure 8. Clustering in R. Two components. Redefined model.
pur = —10, uy = 10, o} = 10, 05 = 10. Although being dispersed
initially, the redefined algorithm produces a remarkably satisfactory

clustering.

almost in its center. We also note that the prediction interval does not include the
values of Ao and As.

In the provided example m; is large compared to my. Both the lower and upper
bound seem sensitive to w1, and improve for m; close to 1. The estimated bounds,
we suggest, can be improved by finding a better estimate for ||d||.

Fig. [0 presents clustering with parameters as in Table [I In the sequence of
pictures, each frame is separated from the next by one iteration.

Since the dynamical system 7T, is a linear contraction, the vector y will eventually
converge to zero. However, Theorem [2| predicts that the eigenvalue )y is dominant
for the chosen values of parameters, while all other eigenvalues are quite smaller.
This means that long before all points converge to zero, the dynamical system T}, will
become two-dimensional (recall, = K ® K), which experimentally is observed as
convergence of all points to a single cluster (see Fig. @ The location of the system in
the two-dimensional hyperplane to which it has contracted is, for example, described

by the two coordinates of the center of mass of the cluster.
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n ™ T2 241 2 01 02 w

20 0.98 0.02 —10 15 1 1 1

TABLE 1. Simulation parameters for exemplifying Theorem [2]
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FIGURE 9. Clustering with parameters as in Table [T
Since )\ dominates, the system converges to a cluster before it converges to the

origin.
5. CONCLUSIONS AND FURTHER WORK

We have described a particular algorithm which treats a collection of elements
of an image as a certain dynamical system. As input we use a Gaussian mixture
distribution of several components. The clustering seems efficient when compared
to its overall simplicity. As described, the algorithm preserves, or, respects the
underlying data structure. In general the clustering seems satisfactory given that
the deviation of components is not too high as compared to the sizes of the standard
deviations. As an adaptation, we suggest a certain redefined model less sensitive
to high deviations in the Gaussian mixture distributions. This algorithm produces

remarkably efficient clustering even if the components of the mixture distribution
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are not well isolated (that is the standard deviations are comparable in size to the
difference between the means).

We also construct bounds for the second largest eigenvalue of the kernel matrix
used in the algorithm for a Gaussian mixture P = m P! + mP?. The bounds
seem reasonable given that m; is large. When the choice of the parameters of the
Gaussian mixture is such that the upper bound on the second eigenvalue constructed
in Theorem [2|is visibly less then the lower bound on the top eigenvalue, provided in
Theorem [1.9] then clustering of such mixture invariably results in a single cluster.
We were not able to bound higher eigenvalues rigorously at this point, however, we
do observe numerically that in the case when there is a further gap between the
second and the third eigenvalues, the dynamical system 7, (y) quickly converges to

two-dimensional.

6. APPENDIX

Calculating r. We have

ro= (mm / K (2 y)*dP (2)dP*(y))

_ _2(p1+np2) 2
— W 40‘2+4o'2+w2
= 1T 2@ i 2
V4ol + 402 +w
/ (a1 tpo)?
W 40‘%+4a‘%+w2

e
(402 + 403 + w?)i

= 4/ T

Calculating || K|z 12 -
P2
/szQdPQ YdP(z /szdp2 (z)dP'(2)+
+7r2/ K(z,2)*dP?(x)dP?(z)

(u1 +rug)?
451 T+402+w2 +

\/401 + 402 + w?

2
8ug

W 67 803 +w? )

/803 + w?

‘|‘7T2
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Calculating ||@1|| pz. We have

2
/(b%(x)Qsz(x) = /AoeAl(‘r‘”)QHl (AQx M1> e~ As@—12)* g

01
where
0 — 9 271'0'% ) 1 — 20_% ) 2 — 4 ) 3 —

and 3* = 20% /w?. We calculate
— A1z — )? = Az(z — po)?
= —Ai(2? = 2z + i) — As(2® — 2wp + i3)
= —(A; + A3)2® + (2u1 Ay + 2u0Az)r — Ayui — Asp

A A Ayp? + Agpi
:_(A1+A3)<x2—2”1 1t il AT 3“2>

Al + A3 Al + A3
p1 AL + ppAs ? (MlAl + M2A3)2
= (A, +A B e I e
( 1 3) (’x Al + A3 > Al + A3

LAuid A3M%]
A+ Az

=—a [(a: —b)2+c]

with a, b and ¢ defined appropriately. Thus

2
AO/ ¢y (x)*dP?(x) = A / e-all@=0+0) . (AQQS—M) dzx

01

2
_ Aoeac/ea(xb)2H1 <A2x ,ul) dx
01

o1y )2
e [

o1 —a‘iQ(y—Az b_‘”)Q
= Ag—e *° / e /) Hi(y)dy.
Let # = As(b— pu1)/oy and R = ao?/A3, so the above is

Aoﬂe’“ / e’R(y"%)QI-[l2 (y)dy.
Ay

Since

Ry VT(2RZ? + 1
/e =D 1 (y)dy = (2R3/2 )
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we get

(12) [@lwyarn) = aStene T LY

Note that we have made implicit the assumption R > 0.
Calculating Ao [ ¢1(x)ph(x)dP(z). We have
Y [ éla)sh(@)iP (o)
2 [ mal@)o(adP (@) + do [ maol@)b()iP (@)
= om [ 6l(a)o ()P (o)
= /31632(’”“1)2}[1 (Bs(x — 1)) Bye B2le—m)® g~ Bole—p2)® g
~ BB, / ¢ 2B B B (By (1 — puy))d,

where

B _om (1+25*)”8 g VITZF -1 (1+25*>1/4
1 — ) 2 — ’ 3 — )
\/ 2703 V2 4o} 4

. 1
By= (142875 Bs =5
2

We have

—2Bs(x — ) — Bs(r — pa)?
= (—2B2 — B5)I’2 + (QBQ[,Ll —+ B5l1,2>21' — QBQ/J/% — B5M§

2Bspy + B5/~L2x 2By + Bspi
2B, + B: 2B, + Bs

. 2Bypur + Bspia ([ 2Bapi1 + Bspo ?
2B2 + B5 2B2 + B5

= (—2By — Bs) (;c? —2

= (~2B, — By) +

2By + Bs

= —d((z — )"+ f),
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where d, e and f are defined appropriately. Thus

Ao / 0L (2)64(4)dP(x) = B, Bye™ " / e~ H, (By(z — pn))de

3134 et [ e ) b (g

BlB4€df/€ Bz(y+B3#1 eB3)?

Hi(y)dy

BlB4 e_df 2 (y—2

Hy(y)dy

with z is defined appropriately.
Let S := d/B3, then since

we get

BB
o [ el = 2

>\07T2 (1+2B*>% \/_ \/_A 7df
V2mo?2 21 (1428418 \/_

~

21602\/_

Calculating ||¢3|| pz- We have

/¢é(y)2dp2(y) — /BZBW232(1”1)2635(‘%“2)2([3;7

29
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where B, and Bjy are defined above. We concentrate on

— 2By(x — p1)? — Bs(x — pp)”
= (=2By — Bs)x* + (2Bop1 + Bspz)2x — (2Bau; + Bsp)
2Bsjiy + Bsjiy  2Bopf + Bsﬂ%)

— (—2B, — Bs) (x —9

2By + Bs 2By + Bs
2Bojiy + Bspiz \ 2By + Bspiz \
— (2B, — B _ 2Dl T Bspia ) - (2P0 T Dspia
(=28, = Bs) ((w 2B, + Bs 9Bs + Bs +
2By} + Bspij
2By + Bs

= —u((x— )’ + ),
with u, v and w defined appropriately. Thus

H¢(1)”?)2 — /BzBse—u((ﬂ?—vﬂ—i-w)dw — BZB5e—uqu/€_u(x_v)2dx
= BZBse "™ \ﬁ
u

Calculating || F||3,

1713 = [ ( [ dhorsnr e >)2¢é<z>2dpl<z>
= [ ([ sborr@a? D [ >) GL(2)2AP (2)
- [ [t - antansware) + (£ 1) / Oa)f(@)dP(a)

-2 [ gl ap >] O(=2dP(2)

= / (/(ébé(x) — ¢o(x)) f(x)dP(x) + A)Zﬂ%(z)dpl(z)

< IlIENf1IE + 2081l pllfll A + A

= [l8l15 +2[16] A + A?
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where §(2) = ¢p(2) — ¢o(2), and

1 /% -2 [Garire

2
ol pllfllp + =gl 2|1 £l p2
T

T2
V98l + malloblzs + Y263 lloe /1113 = mll 11
f
6t

2

V/W14-W2H¢3H%z

Calculating €. Set

= [ (=] K(x,y>¢é<y>dp2<y>)2dP(as>.

Then

¢ < MK |2 plldolpe.

Calculating e. We have

m / qﬁ}(y)%(y)dPZ(y)‘

o] < \ [ i - ¢0(y))dp(y)‘ ¥

IN

Iotllsle + | [ ¢i<y>¢é<y>dp2<y>\
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€
——/m + w0l +

m [ ¢1<y>¢a<y>dpz<y>\.
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