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Abstract

We propose a first-order autoregressive (i.e. AR(1)) model for dynamic network processes
in which edges change over time while nodes remain unchanged. The model depicts the dy-
namic changes explicitly. It also facilitates simple and efficient statistical inference methods
including a permutation test for diagnostic checking for the fitted network models. The pro-
posed model can be applied to the network processes with various underlying structures but
with independent edges. As an illustration, an AR(1) stochastic block model has been inves-
tigated in depth, which characterizes the latent communities by the transition probabilities
over time. This leads to a new and more effective spectral clustering algorithm for identifying
the latent communities. We have derived a finite sample condition under which the perfect
recovery of the community structure can be achieved by the newly defined spectral cluster-
ing algorithm. Furthermore the inference for a change point is incorporated into the AR(1)
stochastic block model to cater for possible structure changes. We have derived the explicit
error rates for the maximum likelihood estimator of the change-point. Application with three
real data sets illustrates both relevance and usefulness of the proposed AR(1) models and the

associate inference methods.

Keywords: AR(1) networks; Change point; Dynamic stochastic block model; Hamming distance;

Maximum likelihood estimation; Spectral clustering algorithm; Yule-Walker equation.



1 Introduction

Understanding and being able to model the network changes over time are of immense importance
for, e.g., monitoring anomalies in internet traffic networks, predicting demand and setting prices
in electricity supply networks, managing natural resources in environmental readings in sensor
networks, and understanding how news and opinion propagates in online social networks. In spite
of the existence of a large body of literature on dynamic networks, the development of the foun-
dation for dynamic network models is still in its infancy (Kolaczyk, 2017). As for dealing with
dynamic changes of networks, early attempts are based on the evolution analysis of network snap-
shots over time (Aggarwal and Subbian, 2014; Donnat and Holmes, 2018). Although this reflects
the fact that most networks change slowly over time, it provides little insight on the dynamics
underlying the changes and is almost powerless for future prediction. The popular approaches
for modelling dynamic changes include, among others, Markov process models (Snijders, 2005;
Ludkin et al., 2018), the exponential random graph models (Hanneke et al., 2010; Krivitsky and
Handcock, 2014), and latent process based models (Friel et al., 2016; Durante et al., 2016; Ma-
tias and Miele, 2017). The estimation for those models is compute-intensive, relying on various
MCMC or EM algorithms.

In this paper we propose a simple first-order autoregressive (i.e. AR(1)) model for dynamic
network processes of which the edges changes over time while the nodes are unchanged. Though
our setting is a special case of the Markov chain network models (see Yudovina et al. (2015),
and also Snijders (2005) and Ludkin et al. (2018)), a simple AR(1) structure makes it possible
to measure explicitly the underlying dynamic properties such as autocorrelation coefficients, and
the Hamming distance. It facilitates the maximum likelihood estimation (MLE) in a simple and
direct manner with uniform error rates. Furthermore diagnostic checking for the fitted network
models can be performed in terms of an easy-to-use permutation test, which is impossible under
a merely Markovian structure.

Our setting can be applied to any network processes with various underlying structures as long
as the edges are independent with each other, which we illustrate through an AR(1) stochastic
block model. The latent communities in our setting are characterized by the transition probabil-
ities over time, instead of the (static) connection probabilities — the approach often adopted from
static stochastic block models; see Pensky (2019) and the references therein. This new structure
also paves the way for a new spectral clustering algorithm which identifies the latent communities
more effectively — a phenomenon corroborated by both the asymptotic theory and the simulation
results. To cater for possible structure changes of underlying processes, we incorporate a change

point detection mechanism in the AR(1) stochastic block modeling. Again the change point is es-



timated by the maximum likelihood method. The AR(1) continuous time stochastic block model
of Ludkin et al. (2018) is based on a sophisticated construction. Its estimation is based on a
reversible jump MCMC, though a discrete-time version of their model admits the same Markov
Chain representation (2.3) below.

Theoretical developments for dynamic stochastic block models in the literature were typically
based on the assumption that networks observed at different times are independent; see Pensky
(2019); Bhattacharjee et al. (2020) and references therein. The autoregressive structure considered
in this paper brings the extra complexity due to serial dependence. By establishing the a-mixing
property with exponentially decaying coefficients for the AR(1) network processes, we are able to
show that the proposed spectral clustering algorithm leads to a consistent recovery of the latent
community structure. On the other hand, an extra challenge in detecting a change point in the
dynamic stochastic block network process is that the estimation for latent community structures
before and after a possible change point is typically not consistent during the search for the
change point. To overcome this obstacle, we introduce a truncation technique which breaks the
searching interval into two parts such that the error bounds for the estimated change point can
be established.

The proposed methods in this paper only apply to the dynamic networks observed on discrete
times. Even so the relevant literature is large, across mathematics, computer science, engineer,
statistics, biology, genetics and social sciences. We can only list a small selection of more statistics-
oriented papers in addition to the aforementioned references. Fu et al. (2009) proposed a state
space mixed membership stochastic block model (with a logistic normal prior). Crane et al. (2016)
studied the limit properties of Markovian, exchangeable and cadlag (i.e. every edge remains
in each state which it visits for a positive amount of time) dynamic network. Pensky (2019)
studied the theoretical properties (such as the minimax lower bounds for the risk) of a dynamic
stochastic block model, assuming ‘smooth’ connectivity probabilities. The literature on change
point detection in dynamic networks includes Yang et al. (2011); Wang et al. (2018); Wilson et al.
(2019); Zhao et al. (2019); Bhattacharjee et al. (2020); Zhu et al. (2020a). Knight et al. (2016);
Zhu et al. (2017, 2019); Chen et al. (2020); Zhu et al. (2020b) adopted autoregressive models for
modelling continuous responses observed from the nodes of a network process. Kang et al. (2017)
used dynamic network as a tool to model non-stationary vector autoregressive processes. For the
development on continuous-time dynamic networks, we refer readers to Snijders (2005), Matias
et al. (2018), Ludkin et al. (2018) and Corneli et al. (2018).

The new contributions of this paper include: (i) We propose a new and simple AR(1) model
for edge dymanics (see (2.1) below), which facilitates the easy-to-use inference methods including

a permutation test for model diagnostic checking. (ii) The AR(1) setting can be applied to various



network processes with specific underlying structures such as dynamic stochastic block models, as
illustrated in Section 3 below, and also dynamic dot product model, dynamic graphon model, etc.
(iii) The AR(1) structure also makes it possible to develop the theoretical guarantees for the serial
dependent network processes. For example, based on a concentration inequality, we have derived
a finite sample condition, under which the perfect recovery of the community structure can be
achieved by the newly defined spectral clustering algorithm (Theorems 1 and 2 in Section 3.2.2
below). Furthermore, we have shown that the MLE for the change-point in the AR(1) stochastic
block process is consistent with explicit error rates (Theorem 5 in Section 3.3 below). Those
results are based on some rigorous technical development for the dependent network processes.
Note that both Pensky (2019) and Bhattacharjee et al. (2020) assume that networks observed at
different times are independent with each other in their asymptotic theories for dynamic stochastic
block models. Illustration with the three real network data sets indicates convincingly that the
proposed AR(1) model and the associated inference methods are practically relevant and fruitful.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. A general framework of AR(1) network processes,
the probabilistic properties, and the MLE are presented in Section 2. It also contains a new and
easy-to-use permutation test for the diagnostic checking for the fitted network models. Section
3 deals with AR(1) stochastic block models. The asymptotic theory is developed for the new
spectral clustering algorithm based on the transition probabilities. Further extension of both the
inference method and the asymptotic theory to the setting with a change point is established.
Simulation results are reported in Section 4, and the illustration with three real dynamic network

data sets is presented in Section 5. All technical proofs are relegated to the Appendix.

2 Autoregressive network models

2.1 AR(1) models

Let {X4,t=0,1,2,---} be a dynamic network process defined on the p fixed nodes, denoted by
{1,--- ,p}, where X; = (Xf]) denotes the px p adjacency matrix at time ¢. We also assume that all
networks are Erd6s-Renyi in the sense that Xf’ i

1 or 0, where J = {(4,7) : 1 <1i < j < p} for undirected networks, 7 = {(i,7) : 1 <i < j < p}

(i,7) € J, are independent and take values either

for undirected networks without selfloops, J = {(i,7) : 1 < 4,5 < p} for directed networks, and
J ={(i,7): 1 <i+#j <p} for directed networks without selfloops. Note that an edge from node
¢ to j is indicated by X;; = 1, and no edge is denoted by X;; = 0. For undirected networks,

t t
Xij =X



Definition 2.1. An AR(1) network process is defined as

Xi; = X7 (el =0) + I(e;=1), t>1, (2.1)

2/
where I(-) denotes the indicator function, the innovations dj’j, (i,5) € J, are independent, and

. t t . t t
In the above expression, Q5 i @J are mon-negative constants, and a; ; + @J <1.

Equation (2.1) is an analogue of the noisy network model of Chang et al. (2020c). The

§7j
binary. Obviously, {X;,t =0,1,2,---} is a Markov chain, and

innovation (or noise) ! . is ‘added’ via the two indicator functions to ensure that X! ; 1s still

P(X}; =1X{1=0)=af;, P(X[;=0[X/;'=1)=5], (2.3)
or collectively,
P(XXio1,+,Xo) = P(XefXeq) = [ P(XEIXEY (2.4)
(i.5)ed
_ H (af,j)Xit’j(l_Xit;l)(l B af,j)(l_Xf’j)(l_Xf;l)(ﬁf,j)(l_xf‘j)xf’;l(1 B Bf,j)Xit’ij’;l.

(i,9)eT

It is clear that the smaller O‘f, ; is, the more likely the no-edge status at time ¢t —1 (i.e. Xf’;l =0)
will be retained at time ¢ (i.e. vaj = 0); and the smaller Bij is, the more likely an edge at time
t—1 (ie. Xf;l = 1) will be retained at time ¢ (i.e. Xl{j = 1). For most slowly changing networks
(such as social networks), we expect O‘g,j and ﬁf,j to be small.

It is natural to model dynamic networks by a Markov chain. See, e.g. Hanneke et al. (2010);
Krivitsky and Handcock (2014); Yudovina et al. (2015); Friel et al. (2016); Crane et al. (2016);
Matias and Miele (2017); Rastelli et al. (2017); Ludkin et al. (2018). For example, the Markovian
transition probabilities under a discrete version of the stationary independent arcs network model
of Snijders (2005, Section 5) can be written equivalently as (2.3) with o} ; = a and 8} ; = §.
In this paper we build the Markovian structure based on the explicit AR(1) model (2.1), which

enables us to study the theoretical properties of the network processes, and to develop simple and

efficient inference methods with appropriate theoretical guarantee.

2.2 Stationarity

Note that {X;} is a homogeneous Markov chain if

a;j =aq;; and ﬁf,j =f;; forallt>1 and (i,j) € J. (2.5)



Specify the distribution of the initial network Xo = (Xg ;) as follows:
P(X);=1)=m;=1-P(X}; =0), (2.6)
where m; ; € (0,1), (4,5) € J, are constants.
Proposition 1. Let the homogeneity condition (2.5) hold with o ; + B;; € (0,1], and
mij = /(o + Bij), (4,7) € T. (2.7)

Then {X¢,t =0,1,2,---} is a strictly stationary process. Furthermore for any (i,j),({,m) € J
and t,s >0,

B Xf ) = #7 Var Xf ) = M, 2.8
(i) i+ Bij (i) (vij + Bij)? (28)
s (1 — OG5 — BL ’)|t75| if (27.7) = (67 m)7
pi(1t = sl) = Corr(XLj, X5) = { S | (2.9)
0 otherwise.

The Hamming distance counts the number of different edges in the two networks, and is a

measure the closeness of two networks (Donnat and Holmes, 2018).

Definition 2.2. For any two matrices A = (A; ;) and B = (B; ;) of the same size, the Hamming
distance is defined as Dy(A,B) = >, . I(A;; # Bij).

Proposition 2. Let {X;,t =0,1,---} be a stationary network process satisfying the condition of
Proposition 1. Let dg (|t — s|) = E{Du(X¢,Xs)} for any t,s > 0. Then dg(0) = 0, and it holds
for any k > 1 that

20,; 1B ; -
dy(k) = dy(k—1)+ 2aigbis (1 gy gyt (2.10)
(e @ T Pii
20,55
> m{l — (L= aij = Bij)"} (2.11)
1,] 7,7

(3,9)eT

Proposition 2 indicates that the expected Hamming distance dp(d) = E{Dp(X¢, X¢ir)}

increases strictly, as k increases, initially from dg(1) = > % towards the limit dy(oc0) =
5] 2]
> % which is also the expected Hamming distance of the two independent networks
,] ,]

sharing the same marginal distribution of Xj.
Proposition 3 below shows that {Xy, ¢ = 0,1,---} is a-mixing with exponentially decaying
coefficients. Note that the conventional mixing results for ARMA processes do not apply here,

as they typically require that the innovation distribution is continuous; see, e.g., Section 2.6.1 of



Fan and Yao (2003). Let F° be the o-algebra generated by {XF

ppa <k < b}. The a-mixing
t=0,1,---} is defined as

: t
coefficient of process {Xi, o

oI (1) = sup sup |P(ANB) — P(A)P(B)|.
keN AeF§,BeF .,

Proposition 3. Let condition (2.5) hold, «;;,fBi; > 0, and «;; + Bij < 1. Then o (1) <

pij(1) = (L — iy — Bij)" for any T > 1.

2.3 Estimation

To simplify the notation, we assume the availability of the observations Xg, Xy, -+, X, from a
stationary network process which satisfies the condition of Proposition 1. Without imposing any
further structure on the model, the parameters (o j, 5 ;), for different (4, j), can be estimated
separately. Condition on Xg, the maximum likelihood estimators are
5 = Z?:;Xf,j(l - f{;1)7 Ai,j _ Z?:l(ln_ th]_)let;l
> 11— Xi; ) > -1 Xij

See (2.4). For definiteness we shall set 0/0 = 1. To state the asymptotic properties, we list some

(2.12)

regularity conditions first.
C1. There exists a constant [ > 0 such that a; ;,8;; > [ and «o;; + 8;; < 1 for all (4,5) € J.
1
C2. n,p — o0, and (logn)(loglogn)y/ =22 — 0.

Condition C1 defines the parameter space, and condition C2 indicates that the number of nodes

is allowed to diverge in a smaller order than exp {W}.

Proposition 4. Let conditions (2.5), C1 and C2 hold. Then it holds that

. /logp 2 [logp
max |a; ;i — ;| = O and ma i — Bl =0 )
(i,j)e);‘ J 7]| P ( n > (i,j)er 1B J—B ,J’ P ( n

Proposition 4 provides a uniform convergence rate for the MLEs in (2.12). To state the

joint asymptotic normality. Let J; = {(i1,71),- -, (imysJmy) }s J2 = {(k1,01), .., (kmy, by ) }

be two arbitrary subsets of J with mj,ma > 1 fixed. Denote @, 7, = (Qiyjis-- ) Uiy jmy s
By by - - - ,Bka,gm)T, and correspondingly denote the MLEs as @, j, = (Qiy jis- -+ Xy jiom, »
~ ~ T

/Bkl,fla o 7/8km2,€m2)

Proposition 5. Let conditions (2.5), C1 and C2 hold. Then \/ﬁ(@JLJQ -05.5) > NO,XZ; 1),

where 3, 5, = diag(o11, - - -, Omy+ma,mi+ms) S @ diagonal matriz with
a--l—a--a--—i—--
Opr = 1r:]r( 'Lm]r)( LrsJr B%ﬂv]r)j 1 S r S mi,
ﬁir'vj'r“
1-— Q +
O’,r,r — 5kr;f’r( ﬁkryci'r)( kr"eT BkTveT)’ ml + 1 g r S ml + m2-
kr Ly



2.4 Model diagnostic check

Based on estimators in (2.12), we define ‘residual’ € A{j, resulted from fitting model (2.1) to the

data, as the estimated value of E(e! i ”,Xt D, i

1 - ﬁm Qi,j

+I(Xltd = 1’Xit»;1 = O> - I(Xi] = O’ngl = 1)7 (7’7.7) € jv = 17 e,

I(X};=0,X/7"=0)

One way to check the adequacy of the model is to test for the independence of Et = (Efj) for

t=1,---,n. Since & ,, t = 1,--- ,n, only take 4 different values for each (i,j) € J, we adopt

Z ] ?
the two-way, or three-way contingency table to test the independence of Et and gt,l, or Et, Et,l

and gt_g. For example the test statistic for the two-way contingency table is

IJI > Z{nw (k, 0) — i j(ky )ni (-, 0/ (n — )Y ngj(k, )ni (-, 0)/(n — 1)}, (2.13)

(4,§)€T k=1

where |J| denotes the cardinality of 7, and for 1 < k, ¢ < 4,
ik, 0) = Zf{au wi (), &5 =i (0},

n; j(k Zl{em =uij(k)}, mig(,0) => HE =ui;(0)}).

Q5

In the above expressions, u; (1) = —1,u;;(2) = —&,ui,j(?)) = laig’j and u;;(4) = 1. We
“Bi;

calculate the P-values of the test T based on the following permutation algorithm:

1. Permute El, e ,gn to obtain a new sequence €7, -, Er. Calculate the test statistic 7 in

the same manner as T with {€,} replaced by {&}.

2. Repeat 1 above M times, obtaining permutation test statistics Tj*, j=1,--- M, where
M > 0is a large integer. The P-value of the test (for rejecting the stationary AR(1) model)

is then

M
Z (T < TY).

3 Autoregressive stochastic block models

The general setting in Section 2 may apply to various network processes with some specific
underlying structures as long as the edges are independent with each other. In this section we

illustrate the idea with a new dynamic stochastic block (DSB) model.



3.1 Models

The DSB networks are undirected (ie. X{, = X};) with no self-loops (i.e. X}, = 0). Most
available DSB models assume that the networks observed at different times are independent
(Pensky, 2019; Bhattacharjee et al., 2020) or conditionally independent (Xu and Hero, 2014;
Durante et al., 2016; Matias and Miele, 2017) as connection probabilities and node memberships
evolve over time. We take a radically different approach as we impose autoregressive structure
(2.1) in the network process. Furthermore, instead of assuming that the members in the same
communities share the same (unconditional) connection probabilities, we entertain the idea that
the transition probabilities (2.3) for the members in the same communities are the same. This
reflects more directly the dynamic behavior of the process, and implies the former assumption on
the unconditional connection probabilities under the stationarity. See (2.7). Furthermore, since
the information on both «; ; and j; ;, instead of that on m; j = o j /(v j+ ;. ;) only, will be used in
estimation, we expect that the new approach leads to more efficient estimation. This is confirmed
by both the theory (Theorem 1 and also Remark 3 below) and the numerical experiments (Section
4.2 below).

Let 14 be the membership function at time ¢, i.e. for any 1 < i < p, 14(7) takes an integer value
between 1 and ¢ (< p); indicating that node ¢ belongs to the v4(i)-th community at time ¢, where
q is a fixed integer. This effectively assumes that the p nodes are divided into the ¢ communities.

We assume that ¢ is fixed though some communities may contain no nodes at some times.

Definition 3.1. An AR(1) stochastic block network process {X; = (Xj;),t = 0,1,2,---} is
defined by (2.1), where for 1 <i < j <p,

Plejj=1)=0ai; =050,y Plei;==1)=8;=m6u06) (3.1)
Pleiy=0) =1=ai; = Bi; = 1= 0,0 0() = Tu(ym(s)"
In the above expressions, 02 e,n,ié are non-negative constants, and Q,tM + T],tM <1forall<k<

{<q.

The evolution of membership process v, and/or the connection probabilities was often assumed
to be driven by some latent (Markov) processes. The statistical inference for those models is
carried out using computational Bayesian methods such as MCMC or EM. See, for example,
Yang et al. (2011); Xu and Hero (2014); Durante et al. (2016); Matias and Miele (2017); Rastelli
et al. (2017). Bhattacharjee et al. (2020) adopted a change point approach: assuming both the
membership and the connection probabilities remain constants either before or after a change
point. See also Ludkin et al. (2018); Wilson et al. (2019). This reflects the fact that many
networks (e.g. social networks) hardly change, and a sudden change is typically triggered by some

external events.



We adopt a change point approach in this paper. Section 3.2 considers the estimation for both
the community membership and transition probabilities when there are no change points in the
process. This will serve as a building block for the inference with a change point in Section 3.3.
Note that detecting change points in dynamic networks is a surging research area. In addition to
the aforementioned references, more recent developments include Wang et al. (2018); Zhu et al.
(2020a). Also note that the method of Zhao et al. (2019) can be applied to detect multiple change

points for any dynamic networks.

3.2 Estimation without change points

We first consider a simple scenario of no change points in the observed period, i.e.
Vt(') = V() and (9};,@777]2[) = (ek,@nk,f)? = 17 RN 1 < k < 14 < q. (32)

Then fitting the DSB model consists of two steps: (i) estimating v(-) to cluster the p nodes into
g communities, and (ii) estimating transition probabilities 0y, and 7, for 1 < k < ¢ < ¢. To
simplify the presentation, ¢ is assumed to be known, which is the assumption taken by most
papers on change point detection for DSB networks. In practice, one can determine ¢ by, for
example, the jittering method of Chang et al. (2020b), or a Bayesian information criterion; see

an example in Section 5.2 below.

3.2.1 Why does it work?

We first provide a theoretical underpinning (Proposition 6 below) on identifying the latent com-
munities based on «;; and B; ;. The stochastic block model with p nodes and ¢ communities
can be parameterized by a pair of matrices (Z,Q), where Z = (z; ;) € {0,1}P*? is the member-

ship matrix such that it has exactly one 1 in each row and at least one 1 in each column, and

Ok,
Ok, e+nk,0°

Q = (W r)gxq € [0,1]7%9 is a symmetric and full rank connectivity matrix, with wy =
Then z; ; = 1 if and only if the i-th node belongs to the j-th community. On the other hand, wy »
is the connection probability between the nodes in community k& and the nodes in community /,
and s; = Y F_| 2 is the size of community k € {1,...,¢}. Clearly, matrix Z and function v(-)
are the two equivalent representations for the community membership of the network nodes.

Let W = ZQZT. Under model (3.2), the marginal edge formation probability is given as
E(X;) = W — diag(W). Define

Ql = (Qk,f)qxqa QQ = (1 - nk,[)qxqa
W1 = Z91ZT = (ai,j)pxpa W2 = ZQQZT = (1 — Bi,j)po,

10



where @i ; = 0,y 1(j), Bij = Mu(i)w(j)- Then W1 —diag(W1) can be viewed as the edge formation

probability matrix of the latent noise process 51{’; = (gij = 1). Furthermore, under model (3.2),

the latent network process {(53’f)1§i,j§p,t =0,1,2,...} has the same membership structures as
{X; = (X};), t=0,1,2,---}. Since X]; = 1is implied by ¢} ; = 1 under model (2.1), the elements
in W, — diag(W1) are thus positively correlated with the elements in W — diag(W). Similarly

Wy — diag(W3) can be viewed as the edge formation probability matrix of the latent noise
2

i7

as {Xy, t=0,1,2,---}. Since Eij = —1 implies vaj = 0, the elements in Wy — diag(W3) are also

process 522; = I(Eij # —1), and {(e f)lgingp,t =0,1,2,...} has the same membership structure

positively correlated to those in W — diag(W). Let D; and Dy be two p x p diagonal matrices

with, respectively, d;1,d; 2 as their (i,7)-th elements, where

P P
dig = Zai,j7 dip = Z(l — Big)-
j=1 J=1
The normalized Laplacian matrices based on W1 and Wy are then defined as:
L, =D;*W,D;"?  L,=D,"*W,D;"?, L=Lj+Lo. (3.3)
Correspondingly, let s = (s1, ... ,sq)T. We denote the degree corrected connectivity matrices as

ﬁl = ]51_1/291]51_1/2, ﬁg = ]52_1/292]52_1/2, ﬁ = ﬁl + ﬁg,
where D; = diag{€2;s} and D, = diag{€2s} are diagonal matrices with, respectively, the degrees
of the nodes in the i-th community corresponding to €21 and €29 as their (4,%)-th elements. The
following lemma shows that the block structure in the membership matrix Z can be recovered by

the leading eigenvectors of L.

Proposition 6. Suppose Q s full rank, we have, rank(L) = q. Let 1"qA1";1r be the eigen-
decomposition of L, where A = diag{A1,...,\;} is the diagonal matriz consisting of the nonzero
eigenvalues of L arranged in the order |A\i| > --- > |\;| > 0. There exists a matric U € R4
such that T'y = ZU. Furthermore, for any 1 <1i,j < p, z;U = z;U if and only if z; = z;, where
z; denotes the i-th row of Z.

Remark 1. The g columns of I'; are the orthonormal eigenvectors of L corresponding to the ¢
non-zero eigenvalues. Proposition 6 implies that there are only ¢ distinct rows in the p X ¢ matrix
I';, and two nodes belong to a same community if and only if the corresponding rows in I'; are

the same. Intuitively the discriminant power of I'; can be understood as follows. For any unit

vector vy = (’71, s ,’Yp)T7

T Vi %\ Vi v\2
v Ly=2- Qi j - —) - (1—Biy) -—). (3.4)
1<§<p ]( diy \/dj 1<Zj:<p ’ ( di2 dﬂ)

11



For « being an eigenvector corresponding to the positive eigenvalue of L, the sum of the 2nd and
the 3rd terms on the RHS (3.4) is minimized. Thus |vy; — ;| is small when «; ; and/or (1 — 5; ;)
are large; noting that d; , = d; for k = 1,2 when nodes 7 and j belong to the same community.
The communities in a network are often formed in the way that the members within the same
community are more likely to be connected with each other, and the members belong to different
communities are unlikely or less likely to be connected. Hence when nodes ¢ and j belong to the
same community, «; ; tends to be large and f; ; tends to be small (see (2.3)). The converse is
true when the two nodes belong to two different communities. The eigenvectors corresponding to
negative eigenvalues are capable to identify the so-called heterophilic communities, see pp.1892-3

of Rohe et al. (2011).

3.2.2 Estimating membership v(-)

It follows from Proposition 1, (3.1) and (3.2) that

P(X} =1) = 0o w()/ Ouiiy (i) + Mt (i) = Wotiywii)y 1<1<j<p,

provided that X?j is initiated with the same marginal distribution. A simple approach adopted
in literature is to apply a community detection method for static stochastic block models using
the averaged data X = > 1<t<n Xt/n to detect the latent communities characterized by the
connection probabilities {wy ¢, 1 <k <€ < q}. We take a different approach based on estimators
{(@;, Bm-), 1 <i < j <p} defined in (2.12) to identify the clusters determined by the transition
probabilities {(0k¢, k), 1 < k < £ < g} instead. More precisely, we propose a new spectral
clustering algorithm to estimate I'; specified in Proposition 6 above.

Let V/\\fl, V/\\72 be two p xp matrices with, respectively, a; j, (l—gm) as their (i, j)-th elements for
i # j, and 0 on the main diagonals. Let f)l, f)g be two p X p diagonal matrices with, respectively,

&;,1, 3@2 as their (i,7)-th elements, where

P P
=2 i =2 (1= B
=1 =1
Define two (normalized) Laplacian matrices
L, =D;'*wW,D;"?  L,=D,"*W,D,"* (3.5)
Perform the eigen-decomposition for the sum of L; and Lo:
~ =~ = - ~ ~ T
L=L; + Ly =Tdiag(A,--- ,\p)T (3.6)
where the eigenvalues are arranged in the order /)\\% > ... > Xf,, and the columns of the p x p
orthogonal matrix T are the corresponding eigenvectors. We call /)\\1, . ,Xq the ¢ leading eigen-

values of L. Denote by fq the p X ¢ matrix consisting of the first ¢ columns of f‘, which are called

12



the leading eigenvectors of L. The spectral clustering applies the k-means clustering algorithm
to the p rows of fq to obtain the community assignments for the p nodes v(i) € {1,---,q} for
i=1,--,p.

Remark 2. Proposition 6 implies that the true memberships can be recovered by the ¢ distinct

rows of I';. Note that
L=L; +L,~L; —diag(L;) + Ly — diag(Ly) = L — diag(L).

We shall see that the effect of the term diag(L) on the eigenvectors I'; is negligible when p is
large (see for example (A.6) in the proof of Lemma 5 in Appendix A), and hence the rows of f‘q
should be slightly perturbed versions of the ¢ distinct rows in I',.

The following theorem justified the validity of using L for spectral clustering. Note that |- 1l2

and || - || denote, respectively, the Ly and the Frobenius norm of matrices.

Theorem 1. Let conditions (2.5), C1 and C2 hold, and )\;2 <\ / % +14 ;) — 0, asn,p —
0o. Then it holds that

~ ~ ~ log(pn 1 1
max |\ — | < ||LL — LL|» < |yLL—LL|yF:Op< Blp )++). (3.7)
1=1,...,p np n p

Moreover, for any constant B > 0, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that the inequality

= log(pn) 1 1
2
IT, — T O||r < 4X,%C ( vl S (3.8)

holds with probability greater than 1 — 16p [(pn)_(HB) + exp{—B\/ﬁ}], where Oy is a q¢ X q or-

thogonal matrix.

It follows from (3.7) that the leading eigenvalues of L can be consistently recovered by the
leading eigenvalues of L. By (3.8), the leading eigenvectors of L can also be consistently estimated,
subject to a rotation (due to the possible multiplicity of some leading eigenvalues L). Proposition
6 indicates that there are only ¢ distinct rows in I'y, and, therefore, also ¢ distinct rows in I';Oy,
corresponding to the ¢ latent communities for the p nodes. This paves the way for the k-means

algorithm stated below. Put
My, ={M € RP*?: M has ¢ distinct rows}.

The k-means clustering algorithm: Let

~ ~\T . kS 2
Ci,- - ,C =arg min |[I'; — M]||%.
@ &) =g in B, — M}
There are only ¢ distinct vectors among €1, - - - , Cp, forming the ¢ communities. Theorem 2 below

shows that they are identical to the latent communities of the p nodes under (3.8) and (3.9). The

13



latter holds if / smax)\q_zC <\/b‘§gjm + % + 71)) — 0, where spmax = max{si,..., sy} is the size of

the largest community.

Theorem 2. Let (3.8) hold and

1/ ! >4x/§Aq2C< 1Og(pn)+1+1>. (3.9)
Smax np n b

Then ¢; =<¢; if and only if v(i) = v(j), 1 <i,5 <p.

Remark 3. By Lemma A.1 of Rohe et al. (2011), the error bound for the standard spectral

clustering algorithm (with n = 1) is O, <1(\’§5p + %), where the term % reflects the bias caused by

the inconsistent estimation of diagonal terms (see equation (A.5) and subsequent derivations in
Rohe et al. (2011)). This bias comes directly from the removal of the diagonal elements of L, as
pointed out in Remark 2 above. Although the algorithm was designed for static networks, it has
often been applied to dynamic networks using % >+ X; in the place of a single observed network;
see, e.g. Bhattacharjee et al. (2020). With some simple modification to the proof of Lemma A.1
of Rohe et al. (2011), it can be shown that the error bound is then reduced to

Op (10%) + ;) ; (3.10)

provided that the observed networks are i.i.d. The error would only increase when the observa-

tions are not independent. On the other hand, our proposed spectral clustering algorithm for
(dependent) dynamic networks entails the error rate specified in (3.7) and (3.8) which is smaller
than (3.10) as long as n is sufficiently large (i.e. (p/n)%/log(np) — 0). Note that we need n to

be large enough in relation to p in order to capture the dynamic dependence of the networks.

3.2.3 Estimation for 0, and 7,
For any 1 < k </ < g, we define

{(,):1<i#j<puld)=kv()=0  ifk#
Sy = { (3.11)
{(i,j):1<i<j<pur@i)=k=v(j) =1} if k=1,
Clearly the cardinality of Sy ¢ is npe = spse when k # £ and ny ¢ = si(sy — 1)/2 when k = £.
Based on the procedure presented in Section 3.2.2, we obtain an estimated membership func-

tion U(-). Consequently, the MLEs for (0 ¢,mk¢), 1 < k < £ < ¢, admit the form

o= ix;,ju—xt 1/2 Z (1- X1 (3.12)

(i,j)Egkyg t=1 (’L j)GSk Y t=1
o= > Z - XXG Y S (3.13)
(i,7)€Sk,e t (i,j) €Sk, t=1

14



where
S { (6D 1SI 2520 7O =k 7 =0 it
{(i,7): 1 <i<j<p, v(i)=v(j) =k} if k=4.
See (2.12) and also (3.1).

Theorem 2 implies that the memberships of the nodes can be consistently recovered. Conse-
quently, the consistency and the asymptotic normality of the MLEs ék,,g and 7, ¢ can be established
in the same manner as for Propositions 4 and 5. We state the results below.

Let 1 = {(i1,41),- -+, (bmy, Jmy) } and Ko = {(k1, 1), ..., (kmy, lm,)} be two arbitrary subsets
of {(k,0): 1<k <t <q} with m;,mg >1 fixed. Let

'
Vi, K, = (91'17]'17 S 76im17j7n1 2 Mky s - - - 777km2’£m2> )

and let Wi, «, denote its MLE. Put N, xc, = diag(ni, jys -+« s Wiy gy s Wt a5+« + s Wiy by ) WheTe

ny.¢ is the cardinality of Sy, defined as in (3.11).

Theorem 3. Let conditions (2.5), C1 and C2 hold, and ~ ;;"a" ( logég") + % + ;}) — 0. Then
q
it holds that

~ log q P log g
max |(9k’g — 9k7g| = Op ( %) and max |77k,f - nk,@’ = OP ( % > ’

1<k, <q NS 1<k, <q NS hin
where Syin = min{sy, ..., sq}.

Theorem 4. Let the condition of Theorem 3 hold. Then

1 ~ ~
\/ﬁNIQCh/CQ (‘II’CL’CZ - \IJIC1JC2) - N(Oa 2/(:1,&2)7

where 3y, ko, = diag(d11, - - - s Omitmo,mi+ms) With
~ Oi, i, (1 —0;,.5.)(6i, 5. + i j
Gy = 1r7]r( 'Lm]'r)( ryJr Th'rv]r)’ 1 S r S ma,
771'7‘7]'7‘
~ 1- 6 +
5 = Mt nkrgr)( bete FMhele) g .
kr,r

Finally to prepare for the inference in Section 3.3 below, we introduce some notations. First
we denote U by 71", to reflect the fact that the community clustering was carried out using the
data X1, -+, X, (conditionally on Xj). See Section 3.2.2 above. Further we denote the maximum
log likelihood by

1(1,m; D1) = 1({Bkp e s D) (3.14)

to highlight the fact that both the node clustering and the estimation for transition probabilities
are based on the data X1, - ,X,.
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3.3 Inference with a change point

Now we assume that there is a change point 79 at which both the membership of nodes and the
transition probabilities {0 ¢, nk ¢} change. It is necessary to assume ng < 79 < n — ng, where ng
is an integer and ng/n = ¢y > 0 is a small constant, as we need enough information before and
after the change in order to detect 79. We assume that within the time period [0, 79, the network
follows a stationary model (3.2) with parameters {(01 k¢, m k) : 1 < k,1 < ¢} and a membership
map v (-). Within the time period [rp + 1,7] the network follows a stationary model (3.2) with
parameters {(02 k¢, m2k¢) : 1 < k,I < g} and a membership map v™T1"(-). Though we assume
that the number of communities is unchanged after the change point, our results can be easily
extended to the case that the number of communities also changes.

We estimate the change point 79 by the maximum likelihood method:

~

F=arg max {I(1,7; DY) +1(r+1,n; D7), (3.15)

no<r<n—ng

~

where [(-) is given in (3.14).
To measure the difference between the two sets of transition probabilities before and after the
change, we put

1
Af = (W11 = Waalfb+ W2 = Waal 7).

where the four p X p matrices are defined as
Wit = Orm@uing), Wiz = (1= 0ma00070()),

W271 = (GQ,VTO""L”('L'),VTO(j)—l—l,n)’ WQ»Q = (1 - 771,V"0+17n(7j),u7'0+1*n(j))‘

Note that Ap can be viewed as the signal strength for detecting the change point 79. Let Spmax, Smin
denote, respectively, the largest, and the smallest community size among all the communities
before and after the change. Similar to (3.3), we denote the normalized Laplacian matrices
corresponding to W, ; as L;; for i,j = 1,2. Let |X;1| > [Xi2] > ... > |Xi4| be the absolute
nonzero eigenvalues of L; 1 + L; 2 for ¢ = 1,2, and we denote Apin = min{|Aq 4], |A2,4|}. Now some

regularity conditions are in order.

C3. For some constant [ > 0, 0; k¢, M ke > 1, and 0; o +1n; ke < 1foralli=1,2and 1 <k <
l<q.

_ log(np)/n log(n: np?
C4. log(np)/\/p — 0, and / smaX)\m?n( log(pn)/np + % + % + g(np)/ +A2Fg( p)/(np )) -0

C5.

log(np) /n++/log(np)/(np?)
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Condition C3 is similar to C1. The condition log(np)/,/p — 0 in C4 controls the misclassification
rate of the k-means algorithm. Recall that there is a bias term O(p~!) in spectral clustering
caused by the removal of the diagonal of the Laplacian matrix (see Remark 2 above). Intuitively,
as p increases, the effect of this bias term on the misclassification rate of the k-means algorithm
becomes negligible. On the other hand, note that the length of the time interval for searching
for the change point in (3.15) is of order O(n); the log(n) term here in some sense reflects the
effect of the difficulty in detecting the true change point when the searching interval is extended
as n increases. The second condition in C4 is similar to (3.9), which ensures that the true
communities can be recovered. Condition C5 requires that the average signal strength A% =

p_Q[HWM - Wa, \% + |[Wi2 — WQQH%\] is of higher order than logflnp) + loig;p) for change

point detection.

Yudovina et al. (2015) deals with the MLE for a change-point in a network Markov chain but
without a latent community structure. Hence it does not have the complication to estimate the
community memberships in addition. Allowing the membership change in our setting leads to an
extra challenge: in the process of searching for the location of the change-point, the estimation
for the latent communities before or after a specified location may not be consistent. To overcome
this obstacle, we introduce a truncation which breaks the searching interval into two parts such
that the error in the estimated change-point can be bounded. Bhattacharjee et al. (2020) also
allows the membership change. But it assumes that the networks observed at different times are

independent with each other.
Theorem 5. Let conditions C2-C5 hold. Then the following assertions hold.

(i) When vt = protin

n, n . _ 1
ot (Y o)
— = X min < 1,

p
n A% AFSmin

(ii) When vt #£ pyrotln

og(n, og(n, . — 1
-7 _ <1gfl”)+ tost min {1, (n =Yg log(np)) 1} 4 }
— =0Up

X min ¢ 1 + ——
' AFsmin A%*

n

Notice that for 7 < 79, the observations in the time interval [T + 1, n] are a mixture of the two
different network processes if v #£ p70FThn In the worst case scenario then, all ¢ communities
can be changed after the change point 75. This causes the extra estimation error term in

Theorem 5(ii).

1
A%
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4 Simulations

4.1 Parameter estimation

We generate data according to model (2.1) in which the parameters a;; and f;; are drawn inde-
pendently from U[0.1,0.5], 1 < i, < p. The initial value Xy was simulated according to (2.6)
with m;; = 0.5. We calculate the estimates according to (2.12). For each setting (with different p
and n), we replicate the experiment 500 times. Furthermore we also calculate the 95% confidence
intervals for o;; and 3;; based on the asymptotically normal distributions specified in Proposition
5, and report the relative frequencies of the intervals covering the true values of the parameters.

The results are summarized in Table 1.

Table 1: The mean squared errors (MSE) of the estimated parameters in AR(1) network model
(2.1) and the relative frequencies (coverage rates) of the event that the asymptotic 95% confidence
intervals cover the true values in a simulation with 500 replications.

Qi j Bi,i

n p | MSE | Coverage (%) | MSE | Coverage (%)

5 100 | .130 39.2 131 39.3

5 | 200 | .131 39.3 131 39.4
20 | 100 | .038 86.1 .037 86.0
20 | 200 | .037 86.1 .037 86.0
50 | 100 | .012 92.3 .012 92.2
50 | 200 | .011 92..2 .012 92.2
100 | 100 | .005 93.7 .005 93.8
100 | 200 | .005 93.8 .005 93.9
200 | 100 | .002 94.5 .002 94.5
200 | 200 | .002 94.6 .002 94.5

The MSE decreases as n increases, showing steadily improvement in performance. The cover-
age rates of the asymptotic confidence intervals are very close to the nominal level when n > 50.

The results hardly change between p = 100 and 200.

4.2 Community Detection

We now consider model (3.1) with ¢ = 2 or 3 clusters, in which 6;; =n;; =04 fori=1,--- g,
and 0; ; and n; j, for 1 <4i,j < ¢, are drawn independently from U[0.05,0.25]. For each setting,
we replicate the experiment 500 times.

We identify the ¢ latent communities using the newly proposed spectral clustering algorithm
based on matrix L = fl + fJQ defined in (3.6). For the comparison purpose, we also implement

the standard spectral clustering method for static networks (cf. Rohe et al. (2011)) but using the
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average

X = znjxt (4.1)
t=1

in place of the single observed adjacency matrix. This idea has been frequently used in spectral

S|

clustering for dynamic networks; see, for example, Wilson et al. (2019); Zhao et al. (2019); Bhat-
tacharjee et al. (2020). We report the normalized mutual information (NMI) and the adjusted
Rand index (ARI): Both metrics take values between 0 and 1, and both measure the closeness
between the true communities and the estimated communities in the sense that the larger the
values of NMI and ARI are, the closer the two sets of communities are; see Vinh et al. (2010). The
results are summarized in Table 2. The newly proposed algorithm based on L always outperforms
the algorithm based on X, even when n is as small as 5. The differences between the two methods
are substantial in terms of the scores of both NMI and ARI. For example when ¢ = 2,p = 100
and n = 5, NMI and ARI are, respectively, 0.621 and 0.666 for the new method, and they are
merely 0.148 and 0.158 for the standard method based on X. This is due to the fact that the

new method identifies the latent communities using the information on both «;; and 3; ; while

Qi
o i+

After the communities were identified, we estimate 6; ; and 7; ; by (3.12) and (3.13), respec-

the standard method uses the information on ; ; = only.

tively. The mean squared errors (MSE) are evaluated for all the parameters. The results are
summarized in Table 3. For the comparison purpose, we also report the estimates based on the
identified communities by the X-based clustering. The MSE values of the estimates based on the
communities identified by the new clustering method are always smaller than those of based on
X. Noticeably now the estimates with small n such as n = 5 are already reasonably accurate, as

the information from all the nodes within the same community is pulled together.

5 Illustration with real data

We illustrate the proposed methodology through three real data examples in this section. More

real data analysis can be found in Appendix B.

5.1 RFID sensors data

Contacts between patients, patients and health care workers (HCW) and among HCW represent
one of the important routes of transmission of hospital-acquired infections. Vanhems et al. (2013)
collected records of contacts among patients and various types of HCW in the geriatric unit
of a hospital in Lyon, France, between 1pm on Monday 6 December and 2pm on Friday 10
December 2010. Each of the p = 75 individuals in this study consented to wear Radio-Frequency

IDentification (RFID) sensors on small identification badges during this period, which made it
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Table 2: Normalized mutual information (NMI) and adjusted Rand index (ARI) of the true com-
munities and the estimated communities in the simulation with 500 replications. The communities
are estimated by the spectral clustering algorithm (SCA) based on either matrix L in (3.6) or
matrix X in (4.1).

SCA based on L | SCA based on X
ql p n | NMI ARI NMI ARI
2| 100 5 .621 .666 148 .158

20 | .733 755 .395 .402
50 | .932 .938 572 .584
100 | .994 .995 .692 .696
21200 | 5 | .808 .839 375 .406
20 | .850 .857 .569 .589
50 | .949 .953 712 722
100 | .994 .995 .790 .796
3 | 100 5) .542 .536 .078 .057
20 | .686 .678 .3561 325
50 | .931 .929 .81 .62
100 | .988 987 .696 .670
3| 200 5) 729 731 195 175
20 | .779 763 .550 .42
50 | .954 .952 726 711
100 | .994 .994 .822 .802

Table 3: The mean squared errors (MSE) of the estimated parameters in AR(1) network models
with ¢ communities. The communities are estimated by the spectral clustering algorithm (SCA)
based on either matrix L in (3.6) or matrix X in (4.1).

SCA based on L | SCA based on X
p n 0;.; ij 0; Nij
100 | 5 | .0149 .0170 .0298 .0312
20 | .0120 .0141 .0229 .0233
50 | .0075 .0083 0178 0177
100 | .0058 .0061 0147 0148
21200 | 5 |.0099 .0116 .0223 .0248
20 | .0093 0111 .0219 .0248
50 | .0068 .0073 .0140 .0145
100 | .0061 .0062 0117 .0118
31100 | 5 |.0194 0211 0318 0325
20 | .0156 .0181 .0251 .0255
50 | .0093 .0104 .0193 .0193
100 | .0081 .0085 .0163 .0162
31200 | 5 |.0143 .0162 0287 .0301
20 | .0134 .0156 .0200 .0205
50 | .0090 .0093 .0156 .0153
100 | .0079 .0083 .0130 .0131

[\V) ftal
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possible to record when any two of them were in face-to-face contact with each other (i.e. within
1-1.5 meters) in every 20-second interval during the period. This data set is now available in R
packages igraphdata and sand.

Following Vanhems et al. (2013), we combine together the recorded information in each 24
hours to form 5 daily networks (n = 5), i.e. an edge between two individuals is equal to 1 if they
made at least one contact during the 24 hours, and 0 otherwise. Those 5 networks are plotted in
Figure 1. We fit the data with stationary AR(1) model (2.1) and (2.5). Some summary statistics
of the estimated parameters, according to the 4 different roles of the individuals, are presented
in Table 4, together with the direct relatively frequency estimates 7; ; = Xi,j = Z?:l vaj /5.
We apply the permutation test (2.13) (with 500 permutations) to the residuals resulted from the
fitted AR(1) model. The P-value is 0.45, indicating no significant evidence against the stationarity
assumption.

Since the original data were recorded for each 20 seconds, they can also be combined into
half-day series with n = 10. Figure 2 presents the 10 half-day networks. We repeat the above
exercise for this new sequence. Now the P-value of the permutation test is 0.008, indicating the
stationary AR(1) model should be rejected for this sequence of 10 networks. This is intuitively
understandable, as people behave differently at the different times during a day (such as daytime
or night). Those within-day nonstationary behaviour shows up in the data accumulation over
every 12 hours, and it disappears in the accumulation over 24 hour periods. Also overall the
adjacent two networks in Figure 2 look more different from each other than the adjacent pairs in
Figure 1.

There is no evidence of the existence of any communities among the 75 individuals in this data
set. Our analysis confirms this too. For example the results of the spectral clustering algorithm
based on, respectively, L and X do not corroborate with each other at all as the NMI is smaller

than 0.1.

5.2 French high school contact data

Now we consider a contact network data collected in a high school in Marseilles, France (Mas-
trandrea et al., 2015). The data are the recorded face-to-face contacts among the students from 9
classes during n = 5 days in December 2013, measured by the SocioPatterns infrastructure. Those
are students in the so-called classes preparatoires — a part of the French post-secondary education
system. We label the 3 classes majored in mathematics and physics as MP1, MP2 and MP3,
the 3 classes majored in biology as BIO1, BIO2 and BIO3, the 2 classes majored in physics and
chemistry as PC1 and PC2, and the class majored in engineering as EGI. The data are available at

www.sociopatterns.org/datasets/high-school-contact-and-friendship-networks/. We
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Table 4: Mean estimated coefficients (standard errors) for the four types of individuals in RFID
data. Status codes: administrative staff (ADM), medical doctor (MED), paramedical staff, such
as nurses or nurses’ aides (NUR), and patients (PAT).

Qg5
Status ADM NUR MED PAT
ADM | .1249 (.2212) | .1739 (.2521) | .1666 (.2641) | .1113 (.2021)
NUR 2347 (.2927) | .2398 (.3022) | .1922 (.2513)
MED 3594 (.3883) | .1264 (.2175)
PAT .0089 (.0552)
Status ADM NUR MED PAT
ADM | 1666 (.3660) | .2326 (.3883) | .2925 (.4235) | .2061 (.3798)
NUR 3714 (.4470) | .3001 (.4167) | .3656 (.4498)
MED 4187 (.3973) | 2311 (.4066)
PAT 0198 (.1331)
ij = aij/(Qij + Bij)
Status ADM NUR MED PAT
ADM | 2265 (.3900) | .2478 (.3672) | .1893 (.3119) | .1239 (.2490)
NUR 2488 (.3244) | .2729 (.3491) | .2088 (.3016)
MED 3310 (.3674) | .1398 (.2660)
PAT 0124 (.0928)
%@j = Xz
Status ADM NUR MED PAT
ADM | 1250 (.3312) | .1583 (.3652) | .1704 (.3764) | .0887 (.2845)
NUR 1854 (.3887) | .1730 (.3784) | .1542 (.3612)
MED 3901 (.4881) | .0027 (.2902)
PAT 0090 (.0946)

have removed the individuals with missing values, and include the remaining p = 327 students in
our clustering analysis based on the AR(1) stochastic block network model (see Definition 3.1).
We start the analysis with ¢ = 2. The detected 2 clusters by the spectral clustering algorithm
(SCA) based on either L in (3.6) or X are reported in Table 5. The two methods lead to almost
identical results: 3 classes majored in biology are in one cluster and the other 6 classes are in the
other cluster. The number of ‘misplaced’ students is 2 and 1, respectively, by the SCA based on
L and X. Figure 3 shows that the identified two clusters are clearly separated from each other
across all the 5 days. The permutation test (2.13) on the residuals indicates that the stationary
AR(1) stochastic block network model seems to be appropriate for this data set, as the P-value
is 0.676. We repeat the analysis for ¢ = 3, leading to equally plausible results: 3 biology classes
are in one cluster, 3 mathematics and physics classes are in another cluster, and the 3 remaining
classes form the 3rd cluster. See also Figure 4 for the graphical illustration with the 3 clusters.

To choose the number of clusters ¢ objectively, we define the Bayesian information criteria
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Table 5: French high school contact network data: the detected clusters by spectral clustering
algorithm (SCA) based on either L in (3.4) or X. The number of clusters is set at ¢ = 2.

SCA based on L SCA based on X
Class | Cluster 1 | Cluster 2 | Cluster 1 | Cluster 2
BIO1 0 37 1 36
BIO2 1 32 0 33
BIO3 1 39 0 40
MP1 33 0 33 0
MP2 29 0 29 0
MP3 38 0 38 0
PC1 44 0 44 0
PC2 39 0 39 0
EGI 34 0 34 0

(BIC) as follows:
BIC(q) = —2max log(likelihood) + log{n(p/q)*}q(q + 1).

For each fixed ¢, we effectively build ¢(¢ + 1)/2 models independently and each model has 2
parameters 0 ¢ and 1y ¢, 1 < k < £ < g. The number of the available observations for each model
is approximately n(p/q)?, assuming that the numbers of nodes in all the ¢ clusters are about the
same, which is then p/q. Thus the penalty term in the BIC above is >, <<, 2log{n(p/q)?} =
log{n(p/q)*}a(q +1).

Table 6 lists the values of BIC(q) for different ¢q. The minimum is obtained at ¢ = 9, exactly
the number of original classes in the school. Performing the SCA based on L with q =9, we
obtain almost perfect classification: all the 9 original classes are identified as the 9 clusters with
only in total 4 students being placed outside their own classes. Figure 5 plots the networks
with the identified 9 clusters in 9 different colours. The estimated 60;; and n; ;, together with
their standard errors calculated based on the asymptotic normality presented in Theorem 4, are
reported in Table 7. As 5” for ¢ # j are very small (i.e. < 0.027), the students from different
classes who have not contacted with each other are unlikely to contact next day. See (3.1) and
(2.3). On the other hand, as 7;; for ¢ # j are large (i.e. > 0.761), the students from different
classes who have contacted with each other are likely to lose the contacts next day. Note that é\“
are greater than é\” for i # j substantially, and 7, ; are smaller than 7, ; for ¢ # j substantially.
This implies that the students in the same class are more likely to contact with each other than
those across the different classes.

To apply the variational EM algorithm of Matias and Miele (2017) to analyze this data set, we
use the R package dynsbm. The algorithm is designed to identify time-varying dynamic stochastic
block structure in the sense that both the membership of nodes and the transition probabilities

may vary with time. Furthermore it also identifies the nodes not belonging to any clusters. The
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Table 6: Fitting AR(1) stochastic block models to the French high school data: BIC values for
different cluster numbers gq.
q 2 3 5 7 8 9 10 11

BIC(q) | 43624 | 40586 | 37726 | 36112 | 35224 | 34943 | 35002 | 35120

number of the clusters selected by the so-called integrated classification likelihood criterion is also
9. The identified 9 clusters are always dominated by the 9 original classes in the school, though
they vary from day to day. The number of the identified students not belonging to any of the 9
clusters was 15, 17, 24, 32 and 28, respectively, in those 5 days. Furthermore the number of the
students who were not put in their own classes was 14, 9, 12, 10 and 12, respectively. The more
detailed results are reported in Appendix B. Those findings are less clear-cut than those obtained
from our method above. This is hardly surprising as Matias and Miele (2017) adopts a general

setting without imposing stationarity.

5.3 Global trade data

Our last example concerns the annual international trades among p = 197 countries between 1950
and 2014 (i.e. n = 65). We define an edge between two countries to be 1 as long as there exist
trades between the two countries in that year (regardless the direction), and 0 otherwise. We
take this simplistic approach to illustrate our AR(1) stochastic block model with a change point.
The data used are a subset of the openly available trade data for 205 countries in 1870 — 2014
(Barbieri et al., 2009; Barbieri and Keshk, 2016). We leave out several countries, e.g. Russia and
Yugoslavia, which did not exist for the whole period concerned.

Setting ¢ = 2, we fit the data with an AR(1) stochastic block model with two clusters. The
P-value of the permutation test for the residuals resulted from the fitted model is 0, indicating
overwhelmingly that the stationarity does not hold for the whole period. Applying the maximum
likelihood estimator (3.15), the estimated change point is at year 1991. Before this change point,
the identified Cluster I contains 26 countries, including the most developed industrial countries
such as USA, Canada, UK and most European countries. Cluster II contains 171 countries,
including all African and Latin American countries, and most Asian countries. After 1991, 41
countries switched from Cluster II to Cluster I, including Argentina, Brazil, Bulgaria, China,
Chile, Columbia, Costa Rica, Cyprus, Hungary, Israel, Japan, New Zealand, Poland, Saudi Ara-
bia, Singapore, South Korea, Taiwan, and United Arab Emirates. There was no single switch
from Cluster I to II. Note that 1990 may be viewed as the beginning of the globalization. With the
collapse of the Soviet Union in 1989, the fall of Berlin Wall and the end of the Cold War in 1991,

the world became more interconnected. The communist bloc countries in East Europe, which had
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Table 7: Fitting AR(1) stochastic block models with ¢ = 9 clusters to the French high school
data: the estimation parameters and their standard errors (in parentheses).

Cluster 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
1 .246 .001 .004 .006 .001 .009 .003 .024 .003
(.008) | (.001) | (.001) | (.001) | (.001) | (.001) | (.001) | (.002) | (.001)
2 .136 .024 .0018 .001 .007 .001 .001 027
(.009) | (.002) | (.001) | (.001) | (.001) | (.000) | (.001) | (.002)
3 .252 .001 .002 .007 .001 .001 .022
(.011) | (.001) | (.001) | (.001) | (.001) | (.001) | (.002)
4 .234 .020 .001 .024 .002 .001
(.010) | (.002) | (.001) | (.002) | (.001) | (.001)
9}]- 5 .196 .001 .020 .002 .004
(.008) | (.001) | (.002) | (.000) | (.001)
6 181 .001 .010 .007
(.008) | (.001) | (.001) | (.001)
7 .252 .003 .006
(.009) | (.001) | (.001)
8 .202 .001
(.006) | (.001)
9 219
(.008)
1 .563 .999 .959 .976 .999 .867 .870 .792 .909
(.015) | (.001) | (.036) | (.098) | (.001) | (.054) | (.001) | (.000) | (.051)
2 472 761 .888 .999 .866 .999 .999 .866
(.024) | (.036) | (.097) | (.001) | (.054) | (.001) | (.000) | (.026)
3 .453 .999 .928 .864 .999 .999 772
(.016) | (.000) | (.066) | (.048) | (.000) | (.000) | (.031)
4 .509 .868 .999 784 .956 .999
(.017) | (.028) | (.000) | (.029) | (.041) | (.000)
0. 5 544 .999 .929 .842 .935
(.017) | (.001) | (.021) | (.078) | (.041)
6 .589 .999 .793 .923
(.019) | (.001) | (.040) | (.036)
7 .480 .999 .814
(.014) | (.000) | (.051)
8 .504 .999
(.127) | (.000)
9 471
(.014)

been isolated from the capitalist West, began to integrate into the global market economy. Trade
and investment increased, while barriers to migration and to cultural exchange were lowered.
Figure 6 presents the average adjacency matrix of the 197 countries before and after the change
point, where the cold blue color indicates small value and the warm red color indicates large value.
Before 1991, there are only 26 countries in Cluster 1. The intensive red in the small lower left
corner indicates the intensive trades among those 26 countries. After 1991, the densely connected

lower left corner is enlarged as now there are 67 countries in Cluster 1. Note some members of
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Cluster 2 also trade with the members of Cluster 1, though not all intensively.

The estimated parameters for the fitted AR(1) stochastic block model with ¢ = 2 clusters
are reported in Table 8. Since estimated values for 51,2, n1,2 before and after the change point
are always small, the trading status between the countries across the two clusters are unlikely to
change. Nevertheless 5172 is 0.154 after 1991, and 0.053 before 1991; indicating greater possibility
for new trades to happen after 1991.

Table 8: Fitting AR(1) stochastic block model with a change point and ¢ = 2 to the Global trade
data: the estimated AR coefficients before and after 1991.

t <1991 t > 1991
Coefficients | Estimates | SE | Estimates | SE
01,1 .062 .0092 .046 .0005
01,2 .053 .0008 .154 .0013
t2.2 .023 .0002 .230 .0109
M1 .003 .0005 144 .0016
.2 .037 .0008 .047 .0007
72,2 .148 .0012 .006 .0003

A final remark. We proposed in this paper a simple AR(1) setting to represent the dynamic
dependence in network data explicitly. It also facilitates easy inference such as the maximum
likelihood estimation and model diagnostic checking. A new class of dynamic stochastic block
models illustrates the usefulness of the setting in handling more complex underlying structures
including structure breaks due to change points.

It is conceivable to construct AR(p) or even ARMA network models following the similar
lines. However a more fertile exploration is perhaps to extend the setting for the networks with
dependent edges, incorporating in the model some stylized features of network data such as
transitivity, homophily. The development in this direction will be reported in a follow-up paper.
On the other hand, dynamic networks with weighted edges may be treated as matrix time series for
which effective modelling procedures have been developed based on various tensor decompositions

(Wang et al., 2019; Chang et al., 2020a).
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Appendix: Technical proofs and further real data analysis

A.1 Proof of Proposition 1

Note all X7 ; ! . take binary values 0 or 1. Hence

P(X};=1)=P(X); =1)P(X}; =1|X7; =1) + P(X}; = 0)P(X}; = 1|X}; = 0)

Qi j _ By iyj

— (11— B = =,
@ij+ 5z‘,j( 2 a;j + ﬁm aij+Bi;
Thus E(X%j) = E(ng). Since all X! are Erdés-Renyi, £(X') = £(X°). Condition (2.5) ensures

that {X;} is a homogeneous Markov chain. Hence £(X!) = £(X") for any ¢ > 1. This implies

=mi (1= Bij) + (1 —mj)oi; =

the required stationarity.

As E(Xfyj) = P(vaj = 1), and Var(XfJ) = E(Xit,j) — {E(Xij)}Q, (2.8) follows from the
stationarity, (2.6) and (2.7).

Note that (2.1) implies a Yule-Walker equation

Yij(k) = (1 =iy — Bij)vijk—=1), k=1,2,---, (A1)

where v; (k) = Cov(Xf';k,Xf])

Since the networks are all Erdos-Renyi, (2.9) follows from the Yule-Walker equation (A.1)
immediately, noting p; j(k) = 7 ;(k)/7i,;(0) and p; ;(0) = 1. To prove (A.1), it follows from (2.1)
that for any k > 1,

E(XITEX] ) = (XX ) P(e? = 0) + P = 1) EXY;

= (1= iy — Bij ) E(XIIXE ) + of /(0 + Big)-

Thus
2
a, .
k k ’
Yig(k) = BXTEX] ) = (BX))" = BX[7X5) — m
(1 - @iy — By B(X{FXE)) =t )
= — QO + 7 a
] Y b a;j + Bij aij + Bij
2
a. .
— (1= iy — B {BXFIXE ) - 20y (1) — By (k- 1).

(@i + Bij)?
This completes the proof.

A.2 Proof of Proposition 2

We only prove (2.11), as (2.10) follows from (2.11) immediately. To prove (2.11), we only need to

show
20,505

d; (k) = P(X!. # Xtk = 0900
7]( ) ( 1,7 7é 2,] ) (ai,j+6i,j)2

(1-(1—aij— B} k=1,2---. (A.2)



We Proceed by induction. It is easy to check that (A.2) holds for k = 1. Assuming it also holds
for k > 1, then
dij(k+1) = P(X[; =0, X" = 1)+ P(X{; = 1, X/T* = 0)
=P(X}; =0,XTF =1, X[ = 1) + P(X}; =0, X[TF =0, X[T*1 = 1)
+P(X]; =1, XHE =0, X[ = 0) + P(X{; = 1, X[FF =1, X[+ = 0)
= P(XL; = 0, X1 = 1)(1 = B,,) + {P(XL; = 0) — P(XL; = 0, X1 = D}ay,
+P(X{; = 1LX[7F = 0)(1 —ai) +{P(X]; =1) - P(X{; = L,X;T* = 0)}8;;

20 1By
={P(X}; = O,ijk =1)+P(Xj; = 1,X;3k =0)}(1 — iy — Bij) + ﬁ
=dij(k)(1 — i) — Biy) + —2—=L = SLE A= (1 — sy — Biy)" )

aij+Bij (g +Bij)
Hence (A.2) also holds for k£ 4+ 1. This completes the proof.

A.3 Proof of Proposition 3

Proof. Note that for any nonempty elements A € f(’]“,B € Fpi,, there exist Ay € ]:(lffl and
By € Fi5 .. such that A = Ag x {0}, Ag x {1}, or Ag x {0,1}, and B = By x {0}, By x {1},
or By x {0,1}. We first consider the case where B = By x {xx} and A = Ay x {zps.} where

Zk, T+ = 0 or 1. Note that

P(A07ij = xk,Bo,XS;FT = Tjir)
= P(BolX}"[" = 2prr) P(X[TT = tpsr, Ao, XJj = )
P(XFT = | X = 1)
P(sz,;‘” = Thir)
P(XHT = tpsr, XE; = ap)
P(XT = 240 ) P(XE, = a3)

= P(Bo, X[I7 = wpyr) P(Ao, X[j = 1) -

= P(BO,X;*;;T = Tjir) P(A0, X[j = a) -

On the other hand, note that

P(X{T=1,X;=1) - P(X{]T = )P(X}; = 1) = pij(7);

P(XMT =1,X}; =0) - P(X}{T =1)P(X}; =0)
= P(XFT=1)-PXHT=1X};=1)- P(X}]T =11 - P(X}; =1)]

= —pij(7);

P(XMT =0,X};=1) - P(X}{T =0)P(X}; =1)
= P(X};=1)-PXT=1,X;=1)-[1-P(X/I™ = 1)]P(X}; =1)

= —piy(7);



P(XT =0,Xf; =0) - P(X}/T = 0)P(X}; = 0)
= P(X[TT=0)-P(X[IT=0,X}; =1)— P(X]7 =0)[1 - P(X}; =1)]
= pi(7).

Consequently, we have

|P(Ao, X[; =y, Bme;-rT = Tper) — P(Ag, XJ; = xk)P(Bo,Xf;rT = Tppr)|

P(XIT = 2y, XF) = 1) »
)

P(XIT = a4 ) P(XE, = ay

= |P(Ao, X[j = wx) P(Bo, X} = wiyr)
< pi(T).

In the case where A = Ay x {0,1} and/or B = By x {0,1}, since A and B are nonempty,
there exist integers 0 < k; < k and/or ko > k + 1, and correspondingly A; € .7:6“1_1 x {zk, }
and/or B € Fpo, 1 X {Tkytr} With Ty, 2,4 = 0 or 1, such that P(AN B) — P(A)P(B) =
P(A1NBy)— P(A1)P(B;). Following similar arguments above we have P(ANB) — P(A)P(B) <
pij (T + ks — k1) < pij(T). We thus proved that a®J(7) < p; ;(7). The conclusion of Proposition 3

follows from Proposition 1. O

A.4 Proof of Proposition 4

We introduce some technical lemmas first.

Lemma 1. For any (i,j) € J, denote Ylf] = X7 (1~ Xit’;l), and let Y, = (Yifj)lﬁi,jgp be the
p X p matriz at time t. Under the assumptions of Proposition 1, we have {Y¢,t = 1,2...} is

stationary such that for any (i,7),(l,m) € J, and t,s > 1, t # s,

b Qi @i,jBi (g + Bij — i jBij)

b= , Var(Y}) = 5
Y iy By (¥ia) (cvij + Bij)?
i jBij(1—aij—Bi )l if (i) =
- o s B3 ,j)—(l,?’ﬂ),
pri (|t = s)) = Corr(Y],;, Yi5,) = Pt

0 otherwise.

—1 -1 .
Proof. Note that Y}'; = X! (1 - Xj51) = (1= X[71)I(e} ; = 1). We thus have:
-1 -1 i,5Bi.5
E(Y};) = P(X;;" = 0)ai; = (1 - EX;;aij = 5055

Var(Y;) = E(Y)[1 — E(YY))]

o B ( o aiiBig \ _ iiBii(eii+Bi—ai,iBi)
For k = 1 we have E(Y,Y'H) = E[(1 — X{7") X! (1 - X! )X/T'] = 0. For any k > 2, using

i j+Pij aijthij) (a5 +6i,5)2 ’
5] 7 4,]



the fact that E(X5 X ™) = ot B (1 — oy — Bij)F + aij}, we have

E(Y,YSh) = EBIX[;(1-X5H0 - X7 hIES = 1)

= i B[X{;(1- X5 - X[
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Therefore we have for any k > 1,

k k k
Cov(Y, Vi) = EXLYS®) - EYEYS
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Consequently, for any [t — s| = 1,2,..., the ACF of the process {Y}! ot =1,2...} is given as:
(‘t— SD _ _al%jﬁi%j(l — %y BZ )|t o1 . (aiaj +ﬂi7j)2
(cij + Bij)? i Bij (v + Bij — 6 iBij)

B (1— iy — Big)l el
a;j+ Bij — i jBij

O

Since the mixing property is hereditary, Yt is also a-mixing. From Proposition 3 and Theorem

1 of Merlevede et al. (2009), we obtain the following concentration inequalities:

Lemma 2. Let conditions (2.5) and C1 hold. There exist positive constants C1 and Cy such that

1
fo7‘alln24and5<m;

n
(3o - ext
t=1

n
P ( WSO - Y
t=1

Now we are ready to prove Proposition 4.

> 5) < exp{—Cine?},

> 5) < exp{—02n62}.



Proof of Proposition 4:
Let e = C k’% with C?Cy; > 2 and C?Cy > 2. Note that under condition (C2) we have

€= 0((%) Consequently by Lemma 2, Proposition 1 and Lemma 1, we have

logn)(loglogn) /"
1
> Cy 0§p> < exp{—C?C; log p},

n
PllntS xt, Qi
( ; Mg+ By
1
> C4/ ng) < exp{—C*Cylogp}.
n

n ;i Bi i
P n—l § }/;t] _ 3%
= 7 gt B

Consequently, with probability greater than 1 — exp{—C?C logp} — exp{—C?Cylog p},

o i Bi.g i, Bi,j
i,j+Bi,j -C a;,j+Bi,j +C
B S @iy S B
logp i,j logp
7, »J - =
a;j+Bi,; + n T C aijt+Bijy m ¢

Note that when n and 2 are large enough such that, < o logp < 1/4, we have

i B, /logp . [logp logp
a; ]]-5-52]] c 200[%] n + ¢ n < 31~ 1C / logp
n

al’] -

Bi, logp Bi.j
ai,j+J/8i,j + ﬁ +C n oy i+ 5

and

Oéi,jﬁi,] C logp 200[ logp +C logp

o j+0Bi,j VALY, V 1 llogp

Bij 1 C log p T g = 52‘,]' _ 1 =67°C n

aij+Bi; n n @ijthii 2

Therefore we conclude that when when n and = are large enough,

lo gp
P (|&Z~] ;| > 6171Cy gp) < exp{—C2%C} log p} + exp{—C?Cy log p}. (A.3)

As a result, we have

1
P ((m)axj|a” ;| < 67 lC\/ o8P > > 1 — p*exp{—C?Cylogp} — p? exp{—C%Cylogp} — 1.
1,7)€E

Consequently we have max; je 7 |@ij — aij| = Op <\/ loﬁp). Convergence of 3; ; can be proved

similarly.

A.5 Proof of Proposition 5

Note that the log-likelihood function for (e j, 8; ;) is:

n

g, Bij) = log(a, Z J =X +log(l—aiy) Y (1 - X[ )1 - X[
t=1
n

n
+log(Big) Y (1= XI)XEG! +log(1 — i) Y- XL X[

t=1 t=1



Our first observation is that, owing to the independent edge formation assumption, all the
(&iﬁj,@',j),(i,j) € J pairs are independent. For each pair («;j,f;;), the score equations of
the log-likelihood function are:

O, Bij) _

8ai7j

§jl—Xt o),

7] t 1
i, Bij) 1 < N ¢ opte1
—_— e 1-X; X, X
9B, Bi t:l( XS 1 —52,] ; o
Yt (e )i@f %)
Bl,j —1 J /Bz,j 1 _Bi,]
1 1 -
s Xi;+0(1
</82,J 1= 5@]’) tz: M1 BZ,J ;

1 1 1 1
Clearly, for any 0 < a5, Bi j, i + Bij < 1, (ﬁ + T=ar m) and (5 + 1= 1-Bi; 1 51 ) are
linearly independent. On the other hand, from Proposition 3, Lemma 2 and classical central limit
theorems for Weakly dependent sequences (Bradley, 2007; Durrett, 2019), we have % oy Yt
and f Yo XL ; and any of their nontrivial linear combinations are asymptotically normally
distributed. Consequently, any nontrivial linear combination of %(‘%(%ﬁ”), (i,j) € J; and
ﬁal(ogbifi’j), (i,j) € Jo converges to a normal distribution. By standard arguments for con-
sistency of MLEs, we conclude that (v/n(@;; — o ;), \/ﬁ(fj\” — fi;)) converges to the normal

distribution with mean 0 and covariance matrix I(«; ;,3;;)~*, where I(«;;, [ ;) is the Fisher

information matrix given as:

S XEO-XTY Y, (=Xt )a-x[0Y 0
Il i B i) = —F i + (1—as,5)*
(OugPrg) = . LAO-XXE! | S X
B7 (1-Bi,5)*

Note that

*E 1_Xt]. *E 1_Xt -1 _ alv]ﬁlﬂ ,

> S0 =
*EZ (1 - X1 = Bij By (1 —ij)Biy

aij+Bij gt By iyt Big

7EZXt Xt 1_ 0627‘7(1—,817‘7)
" aij + B



We thus have

i Bi,j + Bi,j 0
(i, Bij) = aij(as+tBi5)  (au,j+Bi,)(1—c j)
3] P [N Qi 5
L 0 Bi,j (i j+Bi 5) + (1=Bi,5) (i, +Bi.5)
i Bij 0
— | aiglai+Bi5)(1—ai ;)
0 e
L Bi,j (i, j4Bi,5) (1= B 5)
Consequently, we have
~ oci7-(aiy,--l—Bi),-)(l—ai,,-)
V(@i — ai ) —>N(0 Louigh . » 50 e >
-~ Y ®, i,'+ i —Bi,j *
V(B = Biy) 0 SV

This together with the independence among the (@ ;, B\z ), (i,7) € J pairs proves the proposition.

A.6 Proof of Proposition 6
Denote N = diag{/s1,...,/54}. Note that
L = D;Y?z0,2'D;? +D,"*20,2 D, "/*
— zD;'?o,D; 7" + zD,"*Q,D,"*z"
= Z(Q + Q)ZT
= (ZN"HNON((ZN-HT.

Note that the columns of ZN~! are orthonormal, we thus have rank(L) = ¢. Let QAQT = NON
be the eigen-decomposition of NQN, we immediately have L = (ZN-1)QAQT (ZN-1)T. Again,
since the columns of ZN~! are orthonormal, we conclude that r, = ZN-'Q, and U = N~ 'Q.
On the other hand, note that U is invertible, we conclude that z; U = z; U and z;. = z;. are

equivalent.

A.7 Proof of Theorem 1

The key step is to establish an upper bound for the Frobenius norm Hf;f, — LL||F, and the
theorem can be proved by Weyl’s inequality and the Davis-Kahan theorem. We first introducing

some technical lemmas.

Lemma 3. Under the assumptions of Proposition 1, we have, there exists a constant C; > 0 such

that

n n n n
t—1 t—1

Cov <Z v, Z(l - X3 )) =—Cov (Z Y, ZXi,j )

=1 t—1 =1 =1
na; ;B 120 (1 — Big) + aij + Bij — 267,]

= 3 + Civj’
(o + Bij)
with |C; ;| < Cy for any C; 5, (i,7) € J.




Proof. In the following we shall be using the fact that for any 0 <z < 1, Y ;— }xh 1 1=z _

11—z

L +o(1), and Y321 hat ! = 1%“(?&1;)?)1“_1 = O(1). In particular, when = = 1 — a;; — Bi;,

xT

under condition C1, we have 2l < 1 —z < 1, the O(1) term in will become bounded uniformly
for any (i,7) € J. In what follows, with some abuse of notation, we shall use O;(1) to denote a
generic constant term with magnitude bounded by a large enough constant C; that depends on [

only.

Cov (Z ”,Z 1—Xf7 ! ) =—Cov (Z ZJ’ZX5;1>
t=1 t=1

= — E(l — Xt-hxt xs-1 _ iiBij Qi
ZZ[ ( m) 1,5 4,5 o+ Big g+ Bij

t=1 s=1
2
_ Qg [ﬁ [t—s+1| } ai,jﬁi,j }
o _ 06—5 +Od"—
zz{ o[- 0 - ) o]~
D) IEEHERD
t=1 s=1

- 2.2
- ZZ @i jBij(l —aij — ﬁm’)'t o+ _n ai,j(l — Bij)
az

t=1 s=1 N +Bl,j)2 (a'L:] +B'LJ)2
+@2n - DEX XY+ EXIXL X+ Y B(XSIXLXSY. (A4)
s<t s>t+1

For the first three terms on the right hand side of (A.4), we have

R\ |t—s+1] n2a2 (1 =B .
—ZZ CYZ]B’LJ — Q54 522,]) _ z,g( B’Lg) n <2n_ 1)E(Xf;1Xf])
=1 51 (cij + Bij) (s + Bij) J T
ai:jﬁi,j I: 2”( — Q5 — Bz ])] n? O‘ ( Bz,])
(g + Bij) @ j + Bij (aw + Bij)?
Zna,j [ﬁi,j(l —aig — Big) + Oém‘]
(g + Bij)?
3nwi ;i 2na ;Bi j 2na; ;B 2”0%2,]' n?a? (1= Bij)

= e - P — + + O;(1).
(cij+ Bij)?  (aig+Big)®  cuj+Biy  (cay+Bif)? (aw + Bij)? W)

+

+ O;(1)




For the last two terms on the right hand side of (A.4), we have

2 BN+ D BN

s<t s>t+1
= Y P(X[;=1X'=1)P(X'=1,X;7"=1)
s<t
; z PO = 11X = DP(XE = 1XG = 1)
s>t+1
= (1-Biy) Y EXF'X5H+ (- 8y) Y. EB(X7'XE)
s<t s>t+1
-1
¢! @J S h
(1= Bij)e nz: P [Bii(1—ai;— Bi) " + aisl
(alJ +ﬁz,] l] 2y 2% ,]
_ (n—1)%az;(1 —5z}j) n 2n(1 — B; j) i jBij + o)
(aij + Bij)? (aij + Bij)?

Consequently, we have

Cov (Z ”,Z 1—Xf7 ! ) =—Cov <Z ”7in31>
t=1 t=1

3na ;B 2nai i Bi 2na; ;B 2na; ; n*af (1= Bij)
(ig+Big)?  (auj+Biy)®  aij+Biy (i +Big)° (am + Bij)?
N (n—1)%a?;(1 - Bi;) N 2n(1 — By j)0 B
(aij + Bij)? (cvij + Bij)?
Ina ;B ; 2na ;B 2na; ;B 2?”60412,]-51‘@
(Qig+Bis)?  (aij+Big)*  aij+Biy (g +Bij)?
2n(1 — Bi ;) jBi; +0(1)
(cig + Bij)?
Ina ;B ; 2”0%]5 (1 + i j + Bij)
(aij + Bij)? (O‘m + Bi )3

This proves the lemma. O

+ O(1)

+O(1).

Lemma 4. (Bias of @; ; and f)’\i,j) Ket conditions C1, C2 and the assumptions of Proposition

1 hold. We have

1
i j[2005(1 = Bij) + i + Bij — 287] N Rz(,j) L Om?)

Ea;j—ajj=—
i,j i,J n(aij + Bij)Bij "

2
Bij[20i (1 = Bij) + aij + Bij — 2671 Rz(,j) 2
+ +0(n™7),
n(aij + Bij)oij n

E@g —Bij =

where Rg’lj) and RE’) are constants such that when n is large enough we have 0 < RE J), R( ) <R

for some constant R; and all (i,7) € J.



Proof. From Lemma 2 we have, under Condition C2, the event {|n=1 Y7, X?_.l — i < (11—
mi.;)/2,1 <, j < p} holds with probability larger than 1—O(n~2). Denote Z := I(]')f1 Doy Xt 1_

mijl < (1 —m;)/2,1<1i,5 <p). By expanding =T aroun

1
1-n~—t Z?:l z,;
forvRys
nly X (1_Xt 1)1.

n~! Zt—l(l - Xf,j 1)
1 (W 3 XS —my) & (Y X —m)*

_ 7E J1— XL + + Z.
Z ) [1 — Ti,j (1 —m )2 2 (1 =y )*tt

—1 n t—1_ __ Nk
Write R} = B, X010 - X5 (2, (7 iz Xy ) )z. By Taylor series with La-

(1—mm;,5)k+1

grange remalnder we have there exist random scalars 7} ; € [n DR ¢ j ~1 mi ] such that
~1 t—1 2
t—1 (n Zt 1 X — Tij )
B § J1— X5 ( ; 7>0.

On the other hand, note that

Z‘n_l Zt 1Xt ! 7-‘—i,j|kl.
(1 —m5)k+t

k=2

IN
VR
|
—
>i
»—l
[
3
&,
v
il
—
|
3
Q
D-
1\3
=

Therefore,

INA
/—\
v

}_L
|
ol
Q
%

— 2 t 2 - ..

= V) 1 n;( —h),ow(h)]

B 2 By gnil _ B ]

C (=mig)3 (e + By)? b Ut (n=h)(1 =y = fy)

_ 2 b [1 201 — aij = Biy) | oyp1 ]
(L=mij)3  (cuj + Big)? " aij + Bij (™)

_ 2 2z =By | oy,

(1= mig)*my  ay+ Bij

Again, since 0 <[ < oy 5, B j, i j + Bij < 1 holds for all (4, j) € J, we conclude that there exists

10



a constant R; such that R( ) < R;. Together with Lemma 3, we have

Eam» = Ea@jl + Ea@j(l — I)
_ 1)
1< 1 (n=t Y0, XI5 — i) R
= E-) XI.(1-x1 T+ —L +Ea;;(1-T
n ; Z,]( i, ) [1 — T + (1 _ 7_(_1’])2 + n + Oél,]( )

n 1
Coo(Xr, Y, S Xt) R

7] _2
= o 0)
Oéz,] + ’I’L2(1 — le)2 + n + (n )
o 2 (1)
= i @ j[2005(1 = Bij) + aijj + Bijj — 251‘,]‘] " R;; i O(niQ).
n(aij + Bij)Bij n
_ t—1 o (IR X emi)E 1.
Similarly, write R =EY X (1 - X Do - 1)k 4 7' where 7' :=
Mg
{In 150 (1 — )Xt '| < m;;/2}. We have,
-1 n t t—1
~ n (1 —-X; X
b, = p Tl -XL)
nty X
1 n 1 —1 Xt 1 T
- E= (1_Xt )th1[ ( 21 i.j)
"= LY m i\j

$- T EL X

Y.
Tig) |7+ BB -T)

+
k=2 (= 1)k7rk,y+1
Cou(S, Vi, S0 ~ X +x%) RY
_ Bi,j _ t=1 zg t2 12 i,J %] + ;LJ + O(n_2)
n 7T i
200 (1 — B ) 4+ s+ B s — 282, R@.)
_ 52‘,]‘ + /Bw[ w( Bw) 2,] 5%4 ﬂm] + 2,7 + O(n_2).
n(a; + Bij)c, n

Here in the second last step we have used the fact that En_l(XZ-OJ —X7)(n n~tS 0 Xt Lomi) =
O(n™2), and in the last step we have used the fact that

_2EZ j(L= XD - X))

n
t—1yt 30 t—1yt yn
ZXi,j Xi,inJ o ZXi,j Xi,in,j
t=1 t=1

— a2 n?[E(X]))* — B(X];X7))]

n
= [ Y Pl = XS = DPOXGT = 11X = DP(XY = 1)
=1

n
—S PP = 10X = )P = X = )P(X = 1)} +Oo(n?)
t=1
= O(n™?
On one hand, similar to R(l-) , we can show that when n is large enough, there exists a R; such

that R( ) < R, for any (i,j) € J.
O

11



Lemma 4 implies that the bias of the MLEs is of order O(n~!). The bound R; here also
implies that the O(n~!) order of the bias holds uniformly for all (i,5) € J.

Lemma 5. Let conditions (2.5), C1 and C2 hold. For any constant B > 0, there ezists a large
enough constant C > 0 such that

(A.5)
~ ~ lo 1 1 r ]
P {HLlLl CLiLi|[r > C ( gﬂfﬁ”) +o p) } < 8p | (pn)" B 4+ exp{—B/p}| ,
~ o~ log(pn 1 1 r ]
P {HL2L2 —Lols|lrp > C ( géi ) + - + p) } < 8p |(pn)~HB) 4 exp{—B\/p}|,
~ o~ log(pn 1 1 r i
P {||L1L2 ~LiLyr > C ( grg ) ~+ p) } <8p |(pn)” ") +exp{-Bp}|,
~ ~ log(pn 1 1
P { |ILoL1 — LoLi||p > C ( glen) | L, ) } <8p [(pn)_(1+B) T exp{—B\/ﬁ}} .
np n o op
5)

Proof. We only prove the first inequality in (A.
proved similarly. Denote

Ly := Ly — diag(Ly) = D] /? [W; — diag(W);] D] /%,

and for any 1 < 4, j < p we denote the (i, j)th element of L:L;—L;L; as d;,j. Correspondingly, for
any £ =1,...,p, we define c?m = dy1 — aypy. We first evaluate the error introduced by removing
the diag(L1) term. With some abuse of notation, let &; j = «; j for 1 < i # j < p and &;; = 0 for
i=1,...,p. We have W — diag(W) = (& j)1<i j<p- Therefore,
16| = zp: da‘”f&’w N~ kO
k=1 K1V dindi k=1 di1y/diad

Consequently, we have

Qi j Qi j 0 2

< + < )
diin/dindj1r  djiv/diadin — (p—1)%12

ILiLy — LiLy|2 = (LI — LiLy) + (oL — LiLy)|%
< 2 [Hilil — f41f41||2p + qufq — L1L1HH
= 2Ly - LiLy|3+2 > 67
1<i,j<p
8
(p— 14

IN

2| LDy — LiLy |3 + (A.6)

Next, we derive the asymptotic bound for ||i1f,1 - qual”%u

For any 1 <i,j < p, we denote the (7, j)th element of LiL; — LiL; as A; j. By definition we

have,
A — Q kO 5 Q kO 5
Ly T E: ~ ~ < /7. ; ’
1<k<p \dp11\/di1d;1 di1y/diydjy
k#i,j

12



where 6/1\571 =3P _ Jayranddyy => 0 _joup forl=1,...,p. Note that @ 1,...,@a;, are indepen-
dent. Denote O'Z-Z’k = Var(a;), and T2 = Z:l Uik. Similar to the proofs of Lemma 3 we can
show that, when n is large enough, their exists a constant C, > (2{)~! and ¢, := I(1—1) such that
coen P <02, < Con! for any (i,j) € J. Consequently, 72 ~ O(n~'p). On the other hand, from

Lemma 4 we know that there exists a large enough constant C, > 0 such that |[Eq; j — o j| < %
|Edy1—dg.1| < |Edg,1 —dg1|
p = p

We next break our proofs into three steps:

for all (i,j) € J, and consequently, + % < % + % forany I = 1,...,p.
Step 1. Concentration of p_lcig’l.
Note that |ay ;| < 1. By Bernstein’s inequality (Bennett, 1962; Lin and Bai, 2011) we have,

for any constant Cy > O:

gy —d
P(mmm log<pn>+0a+1>
P np n p

p p

dy1 — B(d, 1 W 1 |B(dgy) —d
P<| = Bl | [loglen) | Co 1 |E() m)
p np n

.
. P(w,l (@)l 1og<pn>)
p np

< 9 VPC3n~ 1 log(pn)
< 2expl —

2(/pCs /1 + aCqr/log(pn)/n)

C2n~11
2exp{ — VpCqn™ log(pn) . (A.7)
2(/pCs/n + Cae(61~1 + C’a)\/log n/(an)\/log(pn)/n)

When /pCy/n > Cye(6171 +Cy)\/log n/(Csn)+/log(pn)/n), for any constant B > 0, by choosing
Cy>2y/(B+1)C,, (A.7) reduces to

oy —d 1 W 1
p [ 1de1 —del > c og(pn) +07+7
p np n p

VPCan 1 log(pn) _
— 4(1\@ G }<2(pn) (B+1), (A.8)

When /pC,/n < Cae(6171 4+ Cp)+/logn/(Csn)\/log(pn)/n, by choosing Cy = 4Be(61~! +
Co)/V/C3, (A7) reduces to

dp1—d 1 h 1
p<\mmzcd Og(lm)+0+>

< 2exp{

p np n p
BRI % SP
- 4Cqe(6171 + Cy)+/logn/(Csn)+/log(pn)/n
2exp{—-By/p}. (A9)

IN

From (A.7), (A.8) and (A.9) we conclude that for any B > 0, by choosing Cy to be large enough,

13



we have,

dyi—d ] c, 1
I=1,....p p np n p

< 2p [(pn)_(HB) + exp{—B\/ﬁ}] . (A.10)
Step 2. Concentration of A; ;.
Using the fact that ag, =0 for £ =1,...,p, we have,

p

A — Z Q; Ok j Q; Ok j N Z ( Q; kO j i kO j )
/L’J - -~ -~ -~ o . . . . o . . :
=1 \dp1y/dirdy dp1v/di1dj 1 1Sy dpiv/dindj1  diiv/dindjn

k#i,j

We next bound the two terms on the right hand side of the above inequality. For the first term,
denote e}, := (c/l\kl —dy,1)/p- From (A.10) we have there exists a large enough constant C'p such

that

1 1 1
P {kinax lex| < Cp < log(pn) +—+ > } >1-2p [(pn)_(HB) + exp{—B+/p}| .

np n. . p

=1,...,

Denote the event {maxk:h_,’p lex| < Cp < % + % + ;) } as £€g. Under £p, we have, when

n and p are large enough, \/p~1di1 + e = \/p~ 1 di1 + ex/(2y/p~1dk,1) + O(e}), and hence there

exists a large enough constant Cj g > 0 such that for any 1 <4,5 < p,

QG kA 5 QG L 5

dp1\/diad; div/dijidj
‘p_ldk,l Vo tdiap~tdj1 — (07 ik +ex)/ (P din +e)(pldj + ej)‘

p*(p~tdi + ek)\/(p_ldm +€)(p~tdj1 + ej)p~tdpi\/pdiip~idjn
= O(p~*(les| + lej| + lex]))

C log(pn 1 1
1,23 g(p )+7+7 '
p np nop

Consequently, we have, under &g,

IN

zp: Qiglpj Q0 < Qs ( log(pn) 1 1) (A.11)
P (/i\k,l @71@’1 kom b np n p

For the second term, note that for any 1 <,j < p and k # 1, j,

| B0 kO j — Qi gk,

|E(Qk — ig)(Qrj — okj) + E(Qr — qig)ag; + By g(Qk; — agj)]

~ ~ 2C
|B@ig — i) (@ — ang)| + == (A12)

IN
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When i # j, by Lemma 4 and the fact that a;; and @y ; are independent (since k # i,7j), we
have |Ea; Qg ;j — o pou | < C’MTF1 for some large enough constant Cj; > 0. Using the same
arguments for obtaining (A.10), we have, there exists a large enough constant D; g > 0 such that

when n and p are large enough,

Qi kO, j Qi kOl Dyp [ [log(pn) 1 1
P | max ) sl > — 4+ —+ -
1<i#j<p 12;7 (dk,lx/di,ldﬂ di,1+/dijndj p np nop
i g
< 2 [(n)" 0P + exp{-~Byp}] - (A.13)
D te th ¢ O 1 Or, j _ G kO < Dy, g log(pn) 1 1
enote ¢ even 1§r?;]?;p Zléffjp <dk,1\/di,1dj,1 dk,l\/di,1dj,1 - P np + n + p

as Ap. From (A.11) and (A.13) we conclude that, when n and p are large enough,

C D 1 1 1
P{ max |A] > LT ( Og(p”>++>}
1<i#j<p p np n . p

< P(&p) + P(Aj)

< 4p[(pn) ) 4 exp{-Byp}] - (A.14)

When i = j, by applying Lemma 4 and (A.3) to (A.12), we have, there exists a large enough
constant Cj o > 0, such that

|Ea; 0k,i — o ok i < Cro (
n o p

1 1 1
og(pn) 1 )

Consequently, similar to (A.14), we have, there exists a large enough constant Cj 3 > 0, such that

. Ciz [ |log(pn)  log(pn) 1 —(14B)
p{ggmz,p p( Tt <4p[(pn) +exp{—B\/5}}.(A.15)

Step 3. Proof of the first inequality in (A.5).

Note that ||f11f41 — fqilnp = Zlgz‘,jgp A%j < pmaxi<i£i<p |Ai,j‘ + \/ﬁmaxlgigp |A1,Z|
From (A.6), (A.14), (A.15) and the fact that % < logégn) + % + 11)) =0 <\ / % +14 11,)

we immediately have that there exists a large enough constant C' > 0 such that when n and p are

large enough,

~ o~ 1 1 1
P {||L1L1 —LiLy||p > C ( M + — + ) } < 8p [(pn)_(H’B) + exp{—B\/ﬁ}} .

np n.p

This proves the first inequality in (A.5).
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Lemma 6. Let conditions (2.5), C1 and C2 hold. For any constant B > 0, there ezists a large
enough constant C' > 0 such that

(A.16)

P {Hf‘i — LLHF > 4C < logrrgjn) -+ % + ;) } < 16p [(pn)*(lJrB) + exp{—B\/ﬁ} .

Proof. Note that from the triangle inequality we have
|ILL ~ LL|»
= (L1 + L2)(L1 + Lo) — (Ly + L) (Ly + Lo) |
= |(LiL; — LiLy) + (LiLg — LyLy) + (LoLy — LoLy) + (LoLy — LoLo) | r

IN

qufq —LiLy||r + qufa —LiLo||r + Hizfq — LoLq||r + qufa — LoLs|| .

Together with Lemma 5 we immediately conclude that (A.16) hold.

Proof of Theorem 1

From Weyl’s inequality and Lemma 6, we have,

< o ~= log(pn 1 1
4mw\ﬁ—xﬂsuL—LMbsmm—wa—op< g@>++).
i=1,...,p np n P

(3.8) is a direct result of the Davis-Kahan theorem (Rohe et al., 2011; Yu et al., 2015) theorem

and Lemma 6.

A.8 Proof of Theorem 2

Recall that I'; = ZU where U is defined as in the proof of Proposition 6. For any 1 <i# j <n
such that z; # z;, we need to show that ||z;UO, — z;U,Oy|2 = ||z;U — 2z;U]|» is large enough,
so that the perturbed version (i.e. the rows of f‘q) is not changing the clustering structure.

Denote the ith row of I';O, and fq as =, and 7,, respectively, for i« = 1,...,p. Notice that
from the proof of Proposition 6, we have UUT = N71QQ'N~! = N2 = diag{sl_l, R s;l .
Consequently, for any z; # z;, we have:

9
|7 —vjll2 = [|22U004 — 2;U,Oy||2 = ||2;U — z;U|[]2 >

(A.17)

max

We first show that z; # z; implies ¢; # ¢;. Notice that I';O, € M, . Denote C =

(€1, - ,Ep)T. By the definition of C we have
IT404 — C|I% < Ty — CllE + [ITg — TyOqll% < 2|[Tg — T4Oq| - (A.18)
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Suppose there exist i,j € {1,...,p} such that z; # z; but ¢; = c;. We have
IT40, = ClI% > |2:UOg — €il|3 + [12;U0, — €[5 > [|2:U0, — 2;U0,|J3. (A.19)

Combining (A.17), (3.8), (A.18) and (A.19), we have:

e = 1 1 1
< IT40, — €llr < V3T, — T,0,r < 4var;2C [ /180 1 1)
q np

Smax

We have reach a contradictory with (3.9). Therefore we conclude that ¢; # c;.

Next we show that if z; = z; we must have ¢; = ¢;. Assume that there exist 1 < i # j <p
such that z; = z; and ¢; # ¢;. Notice that from the previous conclusion (i.e., that different z;
implies different ¢;), since there are ¢ distinct rows in Z, there are correspondingly ¢ different rows
in C. Consequently for any z; = z;, if ¢; # ¢; there must exist a k # ¢, j such that z; = z; # z;

and €; = Cj. Let C* be C with the jth row replaced by ¢;. We have
ITq = C*|f% = I - C|I%

= |13; —<ill3 - 17; —<xli3

17 =+ —Cll5 - 175 =5+ — e + 7k — i3

< 7=+ -Gl + 17, = + 7k —Ckll3 = llvi — 7l

~ ~ 2
< 2|y =T 04| + [T,0, — Clf% —

max
2
1 1 1 2
< 4{4>\q20< og(pn) ++>} -
np n p Smax

< 0.

Again, we reach a contradiction and so we conclude that if z; = z; we must have ¢; = ¢;.

A.9 Proof of Theorem 4

Note that from Theorem 2, we have the memberships can be recovered with probability tending
to 1, i,e, P(V # v) — 0. On the other hand, given 7 = v, we have, the log likelihood function of
(Okesmkp), 1<k <L<gq,is

(({Oemetiv) = > > {Xit,j(l — X7 log O+ (1= X} ))(1 = X7 log(1 — b10)
(4,4) €Sk, t=1

(1= XE )X og s + X1, XI5 og(1 = ms) -

Using the same arguments as in the proof of Proposition 5, we can conclude that when v = v,
1

\/ﬁNi,Jg({I\l’CLIQ — \I’;QJQ) — N(O, iICLICg)- Let Y ~ N(O, ilCl,ng)- For any Y C R™1™2 Jet
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®(Y) := P(Y €)), we have:

|P(VANZ e, (Wi, e, — T, k,) € V) — B(V))|
< P #v)+ [P(VaNE, o, (B, i, — By icy) € VD =v) — @(D)]
= o(1).

This proves the theorem.

A.10 Proof of Theorem 5

Without loss of generality, we consider the case where 7 € [ng, 0], as the convergence rate for

T € [19,n — no| can be similarly derived. The idea is to break the time interval [ng, 7p] into two

: . — —2 | log(np) log(np)
consecutive parts: [ng, 7] and |7, p, 7o), where 7, , = LT() LAY { TR Y s for some

large enough x > 0. Here [-] denotes the least integer function. We shall show that when 7 € [n—

1n0,Tn,p) [Mn (T) -
M,,(7) holds in

/V\’r+1,n

10, Tn,p), in Which might be inconsistent in estimating v+ we have SUp,¢

M, (70)] < 0 in probability. Hence argmax, cp,, -, Mn(7) = argmax ¢, -
probability. On the other hand, when 7 € [7,,, 70|, we shall see that the membership maps
can be consistently recovered, and hence the convergence rate can be obtained using classical
probabilistic arguments. For simplicity, we consider the case where v = p70TL7 — 1 first, and

modification of the proofs for the case where v £ p70+1L" will be provided subsequently.

A.10.1 Change point estimation with v = p7othn —

We first consider the case where the membership structures remain unchanged, while the con-
nectivity matrices before/after the change point are different. Specifically, we assume that
vbmo = prothn — 4 for some v, and (O1k0:mke) # (O2k0,m2ke) for some 1 < k <[ < gq.
For brevity, we shall be using the notations Sk, sk, Smin and ny ¢ defined as in Section 3, and

introduce some new notations as follows:

Define
To—7 O01,k,eM k0 n—1o 02.k,6M2,k,¢ T0—7 O01,k,eM k0 n—ro 02,k,0M2,k,¢
pa _on=T 01 ket ke n—7 02k ¢+N2 k¢ . _ on=T O ket ke n—7 02 1 e+M2 ke
2.kl = To—7 Tkt n—rg__ 2.kt 2kl T L Ok n—1g__ 92,k
n=7 01 ket ke =T 2k 02,80 n—7 01 ket ke | N—T Oz et N2.k 0

Clearly when 7 = 75 we have Qg?k,e =0y ¢ and ng?kl = N2kt

18



Correspondingly, we denote the MLEs as

0= > Z 1—X“/Z Zl—X“

(1.4)€ST 10 =1 (i.5)€8] 4 0 =1
_ t t—1
M= Y Sa-xx5/ Y Y
(w)esfk y) t=1 (i J)ESIk y t=1
Orre= > Z J=-x5h/ 3 Z 1= X5,
(1.5)€SF ., =71 (0,4)€53 5, =71
n
= > > =Xipx5 /> Z Xi7h
(i.4)€8g ,, , =T+ (1,5)€SG 4,0 =TT

where §1TH and §2TH are defined in a similar way to §k’g (cf. Section 3.2.3), based on the

1,7 and 7 >T7+1n

estimated memberships v , respectively.

Denote

My (7) = l({eik,bﬁ{,k,ﬁ}; 51’7) + l({0§7k75,?]§7k75}; DT“’”),
M(r) = EU({01 g e} v27) + BU{OG oo} 070",

We first evaluate several terms in (i)-(v), and all these results will be combined to obtain the
error bound in (vi). In particular, (vi) states that as a direct result of (v), we can focus on the
small neighborhood of [7;, ;,, T0] when searching for the estimator 7. Further, the inequality (A.38)
transforms the error bound for 7p —7 into the error bounds of the terms that we derived in (i)-(iv).
(i) Evaluating M(7) — M(7).

Note that 79 = arg maxy <r<n—n, M(7), and for any 7 € [ng, 10},
M(T) - M(To) = El({el,k,é, nl,k,é}; I/l’T) + El({ag,k,b 7757&6}; V7'+l,n)
—Bl{01 6,0 m e} V5 ™) — EU{O2 1,0, m2 e} v H™)
= Bl({0F 015} VT) = BU{ G110, s )

B0 k0o M3 k0337 T) = EU{ 020, 1200}V,

Recall that

l({@kj, T]k’g}; Z Z Z { 1 — Xt 1) log ak’g

1<k<l<q (i,)€Sk, t=1

(1= X)L = XL log(L = Oe) + (1= X)) X! og e + XL X! log(1 = ) .

By Taylor expansion and the fact that the partial derivative of the expected likelihood evaluated

at the true values equals zero we have, there exist 0} , € 101 k.0, 9§7k7€]’ Mo € (M1 k.t nng’g], 1<k<
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£ < g, such that

EU{03 ko3 ko3 vT7) = EU{O1 k0 k)30

1 Oriemige (9300 = O1keN2 (1= 01 p0)m s (0510 — O1k0\2
= — Y npelro—7) . + .
01 ke + M ke 0% 0 01,10 + M1 ke 1—6;,

1<k<t<q

O1,k,0M k0 (Ug,k,z - Ul,k,ﬂ)Q N (1 =11 1,0)01 10 <77§,k,e - 771,16,@)2
01,k + 11kt 01,k + 11,k 0 L=,
< —Cilro—=7) Y. npel(Orme — O2p0)® + (M — 2p0)°]
1<k<t<q
< =Ci(ro—7)[[W11 = Wai %+ [[Wia — Was| 7],

*
Mo

for some constant C; > 0. Here in the first step we have used the fact that for any (¢, j) € Sy and
_ _ 0 _ 1-6
t S T0, EXfJ(]. _ X,i]l) — EXZtJI(]- _ XZJ) _ 1,k,0"1 k¢ E(]. _ Xf7j)(1 _ th’]l) — ( l,k,Z)nl,k,E,

T 01 ket ke’ 01 k011 k¢

t yvit—1 _ A=m,5001,ke Qi . T T
and EX; X;"" = RIRWETTwRE Similarly, there exist 0; , € [02,k,6,05 5 o], Mg ¢ € [M2k,0, M5 1 4)5 1 <

k < ¢ < g, such that

EU{0F 615 e}V T0") = EL({020, e} ™)

1 Z naes(n — 7o) 02,162,k ¢ (95,/1@,8 - 92,k,¢>2 n (1 —02k0)n2.k0 (05,k,é - 92,W>2
’ 02,0 + 12,k 0 o, O2,k,0 + M2,k 0 1-6!,

1<k<t<q

)

02 1.0m2 k0 <77§,k,e - 772J<:7K>2 (1 —m2k0)02,k.0 (n;,k,f - 7727/%@)2}

02,10 + N2k, 77,1 ' 02 1.0 + M2, k.0 1-— 7711 ’
2
nie(To — T
< —Gn-m) Y (;—TV)K@&W—%&0”+WMJ—WMMW
1<k<i<q
Co(g — 7)2
< —(n_T)[HWLl ~ W15+ Wi — Was|7],

for some constants C%, Co > 0. Consequently, we conclude that there exists a constant C3 > 0

such that for any ng < 7 < 19, we have
M(7) = M(79) < =Cs(10 — 7)[|[W11 = Wailz + [Wia — Was|Z]. (A.20)

(ii) Evaluating sup,c(,, - P(0(7) # v).

Let () be either %™ or 71", Note that the membership maps of the networks before/after
7 remain to be v. From Theorems 1 and 2, we have, under conditions C2-C4, for any constant
B > 0, there exists a large enough constant Cp such that

sup  P(0(7) # v) < Cp(7o — Tup)pl(pn) " P*Y + exp{-B/p}].

TE(Tn,p,70]

(ToTn,p)log(np)> .

2.2
N7 S min

Note that by choosing B to be large enough, we have p(m9—7,,)(pn) =B+ = o (

(TO_Tn,p)S?ﬂin _

. log(np) . . . .
On the other hand, the assumption that 5 0 in condition C4 implies pn oglp) - =
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o(exp{B,/p}) for some large enough constant B. Consequently, we have (7o—7pp)pexp{—B/p} =

(TO *Tn,p) lOg(np)
n?s

, and hence we conclude that sup ¢, -1 P(U(1) #v) =0 Ww

min min

M, (7) — M(7)] when v(7) = v.

0
(iii) Evaluating sup.¢[,, -1l

From (ii) we have with probability greater than 1 — o ( MW), v(r) =vforall T €

nQSmin
[Tn,p, T0). For simplicity, in this part we assume that §1T’M = §2TJ€,€ = Sk, (or equivalently oL =
p7Hn = 1) holds for all 1 < k < ¢ < ¢ and Tnp < T < 79 without indicating that this holds in
probability.
Denote

T

91,50, m57 Z{ 1—Xt 1)logG

t=1
+(1— X! )1 — XI5 log(1— 0) + (1 — X} ,)XL5 1logn+X§,jX;;110g(1—n)},

and

92,i,5(60,m;7) = Z {Xt (1-Xx7; Y log 6
t=7+1

+(1— X )1 — X[ log(1 —60) + (1 — X[ ;) X! logn + X ;X! log(1 — n)}-

When 7 = v, we have,

(A.21)
M (7) — M(7)

= S i esm) + > Y 920505400557

1<k<l<q (i,j)ESk,e 1<k<t<q (i,7)€Sk,e
T .
—-F Z E 91,0, (01 k0 M ks T E E 92,i,5(63 k.0 112, k,05 7)
1<k<t<q(i,j)ESk,e ISkSZSq( 1,5)€Sk,e

. nr S
= 91i7j(91k£7771,k,év7- )+ Z Z 92,i,j(92,k,£7772,k,477)

1<k<t<q (1,j)ESk.e

91,0501 ke M ks T Z Z 92,5 (05 0 M3 1005 T)
1<k<l<q (4,5) €Sk e

€S,
Z
+ Z Z 1,ij (01 ks M3 T Z Z 92,5 (05 k0 M3 1005 T)
S,
Z

<k<t<q (i, 1<k<0<q (.)€ S ¢

91 z,] (61 k0 k63 T Z Z gQ,z,j 2]97@’77;719,4;7_)
1<k<l<q (i,j)E€Sk ¢ 1<k<l<q (i,j)E€Sk.¢

Note that {07 ; ,,77 ;. o} is the maximizer of 3 ) /<, E(i,j)esk,,g 91,i,5 (0.0 M0 7). Applying Tay-

T

lor’s expansion we have, there exist random scalars 6, , € [07, ;, 01 k)M, € [T ko> ke) Such

sy
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that

Z Z gl,i,j(é\ik,bﬁik,ﬁT)_ Z Z 91,15 (01,05 M 03 T)

1§k§f§q (i,j)GSk,g 1§kaSq (i,j)GSk,g

Z {(01 kol 91 k, z) n (91,&@ - air,k,K)Q n (Ul,k,é’ - ﬂyk,e)Q n <771,k,£ - ﬁi—’k’g>2}
3 Nk — —_ o — .
2 1<k<t<q 0 V] 1 - Qk,z Uy 1- Uy,

On the other hand, when ¥ = v, similar to Proposition 4 and Theorem 3, we can show that for any

B > 0, there exists a large enough constant C™ such that max;<p</<,, €[ p,70] |§{k Vi 01 k0| <

C /"B and maxy <j<r<qrefr i) T e — Mkel = C7 (/S22 hold with probability greater

Inln mln

than 1 — O((np)~P). Consequently, we have, when U = v, there exits a large enough constant

CY4 > 0 such that

Z Z 91,i5( 1k£anlk€> Z Z 91,15 01k M1 k05 T)

1<k<l<q (4,j)ESk,¢ 1<k<l<q (4,j)ESk,¢
log(np
<o 3 g, )
1<k<t<g  min
2]
o Garp”log(np) (A.22)
ns2

min
Similarly, we have there exists a large enough constant C5 > 0 such that with probability greater

than 1 — O((np)~5),

Z Z 92,i,j(9§,k,z,ﬁ§,k,e;7)— Z Z 92,z‘,j(9§,k,zﬂ7§,k,e?7)
1<k<l<q (4,j)€Sk0 1<k<e<q (i,5)€Sk,e
_ 2]
L Gsn T)Qp og(np) (A.23)
nsmin

On the other hand, similar to Lemma 2, there exists a constant Cg > 0 such that with probability

greater than 1 — O((np)~5),
(A.24)
S Y giiOueemest) —E > D 9160k mpe )
1<k<(t<q (i,j)ESk,e 1<k<l<q (i,j)€Sk,e
1
< Cyrp? og(gp) 7
P
and
(A.25)
Z Z 92,03 0y M 03 7) — E Z Z 92,1, (03 jo.0s M3 1o 05 T)
1<k<(<q (i,/)ES.¢ 1<k<€<q (i,j)ESk ¢
log(np)
< Cs(n—7)p? =
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Combining (A.21), (A.22), (A.23), (A.24) and (A.25) we conclude that when ' = v, there exists
a large enough constant Cy > 0 such that with probability greater than 1 — O((np)~?),

(A.26)
log(np log(n log(n
sup M, () — M(r)] < Comp? { 28U [IO8URIL_ (1 [loslin) )
TE[Tn,p,70] S min np S hin
(iv) Evaluating E'sup,c(,, -1 [Mn(7) — M(7) — My (79) + M(70)|.
Notice that when 7 = v,
M (1) = M(7) — Mn(70) + M(70)
= > Y 0 Oe s+ D> > 920505407 ks T)
1<k<l<q (i,j)E€Sk.e 1<k<l<q (4,j)ESk,e
= Z Z 91,15 (010 M k05 T Z Z 92,502 k0 M3, 1e,05 )
1<k<0<q (3,5)E€Sk ¢ 1<k<l<q (i,5) €Sk,
Z Z 1,5 1“77711@(’70 Z Z 92,05 ( zkev%kzvm)
1<k<0<q (3,5)ESk ¢ 1<k<€<q (i,j)€Sk,e
+E > > giiOueemes ) E D Y 924020 m2k0 T0)
1<k<l<q (i,j)€Sk,e 1<k<(t<q (i,j)ESk,e

Note that

91,15 O o M 5 ) — 91,05 O 0 115 5 70) = (91,15 (016,05 M1 est5 ) = 91,05 (01,5 11,165 70)]

. t t—1 é\1 k. t t—1 1- é\Ik /
= > X=X log = + (1 - X[ ) (1 - X! log ——=
97‘0 »J ] 1 — g
t=1 l,k’,Z 17k7£
1 Xt Xt 1 1 771,k,g t t—1 1— ﬁ'{,k,f > t t—1
+(1 = X 5) 8= T Xi; X log 1—70 ( Z Xi (1= X;57)log 91 ¥
M ke Mk, t=r11

+(1—Xij)(l—Xf};l)log(l—é?;f’kl) (1- X} )X 1logAI°M+X X 1log( ﬁ;}kl)}

+tE Z { (1= X[ 1og O ke + (1 — X7 ) (1 — X[5 1) log(1 — 01 5.0)
t=7+1

(1= XL XE og e + XL X1 og(1— )}

When sum over all (i,j) € Sk, and 1 < k < £ < ¢, the last two terms in the above inequality
can be bounded similar to (A.22) and (A.24), with 7 replaced by 79 — 7. For the first term, with

some calculations we have there exists a constant ¢; > 0 such that with probability larger than

1- O(np)_B)a
~ro 70— 7 |log( np
sup ‘911@@ ‘91kz 14/ - & (A.27)
1<k<t<q Shin

T — T log np
sup 771 kT 771 k e
1<k<t<q rnm
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Brief derivations of (A.27) are provided in Section A.10.3. Consequently, similar to (A.26), we

have there exists a large enough constant cs > 0 such that

Z Z [91 i,j 91 k0T EeT) — Ql,i,j(eiok,ev ﬁI?k,é; 7'0)]

1<k<€<q (i,j)€Sk,e

-E > ) {gug 01 k.05 M k05 T) — gl,i,j(el,k,&nl,k,é;7—0)}‘

1<k<l<q (4,j)E€Sk,e

2
Smin

Here in the last step we have used the fact that 79 ~ O(n), 4 floelnp) - log "2) and (0= T) bg("p ) —

0( Mﬂ) Similarly, note that,

min

< o \/ (ro — 7) log(np) (A28)

(A.29)

92,1505 10 3,10, T) — 92,1,5 (050 02 Ty e 03 70) — E192,0,5(03 1o 013 1o,05 T) — 92,1, (02,105 02,10,65 70|

= t—1 é\gké egké t t—1 1_92k€
= X0 = X5 [ log === —log === | + (1 — X} ;)(1 = X;77) - | log ——=>=
97’0 1,] 7,7 1 97’0
t=70+1 2,k0 2.kt — ke
—log T + X5 (1 - X5 o g 2kt —1ogn2” +XEXE o g mkt
1 — 02,0 Mo ke 12,k,0 - Mo ke
1 B ng,k’f T T
—log ——| b +[92:,5(05 k0513 .03 T0) — 92,15 (02,105 M2,k,63 T0)]
1 _ 772,]6,6 s vy slvy
T0
T T . . t t—1
~Elg2,i,5 (05 5.0 M5 1,01 T0) — 92,6, (B2p.0: M2 ei T0)] + D {X (1= X! log 03,
t=7+1

+(1-X};)(1 - ngl) log(1 —63,,) + (1 — X] )Xt "log M3k + Xf,ij,;l log(1 — ﬁ;,k,ﬂ)}

= Z { (1 — Xt 1) log 05 ket (1- Xf,j)(l - ngl) log(1 — eg,k,é)
t=7+1

+(1— X} )X ogng o+ X1 ;X! log(1 — 775,16,6)}
= I+ II—-I1IT+1V —-V.

For IT — 111, from Lemma 2 and the fact that ’05’“ — 92713,(‘ < %’ and 175?,674 — M| <

c3(10—7)
n—r

such that with probability greater than 1 — O((np)~5),

for some large enough constant c3, we have there exists a large enough constant ¢4 > 0

(A.30)

oY -1 <’ log(”zp) :0<p2\/(70—;)10g(np)>.

T .
1<k<f<q (i,§)€Sk ¢ op min
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When sum over all (i,5) € Sy and 1 < k < ¢ < g, the IV —V term can be bounded similar to
(A.22) and (A.24), with 7 replaced by 179 — 7, i.e., there exist a constant ¢; > 0 such that with
probability greater than 1 — O((np)~5),

70 — 7)log(n lo
SOy av-n Sc5p2[(0 Jlognp) | o g]f >]

ns: .
1<k<l<q (i,§)ESk ¢ min

_ O<p2 \/ (0 — ;) }og(np)) (A31)

Lastly, similar to (A.27), we can show that there exists a constant c¢g > 0 such that with probability
larger than 1 — O(np)~?P),

AT
— log(n
sup  [log =t — log Y noT g p (A.32)
07 0
1<k<t<q 2,k,0 2,k.¢ Smin
7o
Mk 0 M.k, /To—T log np
sup |log —= —log
1<k<(t<gq 75, k.l 772 k.l Smin

A brief proof of (A.32) is provided in Section A.10.3. Consequently, we can show that there exists
a constant c; > 0 such that with probability larger than 1 — O(np)~?),

Z Z [92714 03 o0 20,63 T) — 92,i,j(9§?k,e»ﬁ§?k,e% TO)]

1<k<€<q (i,j)€Sk,e

-E Y ) {gQ,iJ(eg,k,éang,k,K;T)92,i,j(02,k,€77]2,k,£§7’0)}|

1<k<l<q (i,j) €Sk ¢

< ep? \/ (70—73 log(np) (A.33)

Smin

Now combining (A.28) and (A.33) and the probability for 7 # v in (ii), we conclude that there

exists a constant Cy > 0 such that

E sup |My(7) —M(1) — My (70) + M(70)|

TE[Tn,p,70]
np) L np) 1
- coan{ \/(m 7o) og<np>+0< \/m ros) og(np))}
— )]
< 2C’0p2\/ (7o ng’? og(np) (A.34)

(v) Evaluating sup ¢n, 7, ] [Mn(7) — My (70)].
In this part we consider the case when 7 € [n — ng, 7,,5]. We shall see that sup ¢y -, ,J[Mn(7) —
M, (70)] < 0 in probability and hence argmax ¢, 7, Mn(7) = argmax ¢, -1 M, (7) holds in
probability. Note that for any 7 € [n — ng, 7pp),

M, (7) — M, (10) = My, (1) — M(7) — M, (109) + M(79) — [M(79) — M(7)]. (A.35)
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I’/\T+1,n

Given 77 and , we define an intermediate term

M:L(T) = l({e;,k,f’ n;k,g}; 1//\1,7) + l({@jjw, n:,k,ﬁ}; I/)T—i-l,n)‘

where
S e 01.0(0).0 () M) () S 01,0 () ()M (D) ()
- — (1.3 EST ke O1,0(0) 0 () H0 ()0 () — = @DEST e O1ui) () T, G)
e Z NG Mo (i).v() R Z N 01,0(i),v () ’
(€S e Orwtirw ) HiLw (i) (BDEST ko 01w () HML0 (i) ()
and
S [(0=T)010(0) () M) | (P=T0)02.0() w() T2 (i) () |
H* — (60)€55 ke L 01 wi) TN v() 02,0(),w () T2, (i) v ()
Tvk/lvﬁ - [ (T 77’) i 1 (TL*T ) i i T ’
Z P 0—T)M,v(5),v(5) 0)12,0(3),v(5)
(6)€53 ke LOLv@ i) TMw@wG)  O206)00) T12060),00) ]
Z PN [ (T0=7)01.0() .0 () M v (i) 0 () (n=70)02 (1) v () M2, () w () |
0t = GDEST pe | 1w w() P00 () 02,00y w() T2 (i) () |
e Sa [ (0=7)010)v () (n=70)02,0.(5) v(j)
(1,)€53 o LO1,0)w() TMw) () | O2,00),00) T12,0(0) 0 0) ]
We have

M, (1) — M(7) = M, (7) — EM (1) + EM, (1) — M(7).

Note that the expected log-likelihood EZ1§i§j§p g1,ij(01,j, 1,5, 7) is maximized at oy ;; =
01.0() () Brig = M) A0 B D21 cicj<p 92,052,055 Bo,i.g, T) s maximized at ag i j = 0r(i) ()

B2,i,j = Nrw(i)w(j): We have
EM, () — M(7) <0.

On the other hand, notice that given v, {6_, ,,1_, ,} is the maximizer of El({0 ¢, Mk ¢}; v17) and
{0% 1. 0% 1 o} 1s the maximizer of El({0k¢,Mke}; p7thn). Similar to (A.26), there exists a large
enough constant C7 > 0 such that with probability greater than 1 — O((np)~?),

log(np) N log(np)

sup M, (1) — EM(7)| < Crnp? 5

TEM0,Tn,p] " np

Consequently we have, with probability greater than 1 — O((np)~5),

log(np) log(np)

sup  [M, (1) — M(7)] < Crnp? { =2 4 [ =2 b (A.36)
TEMO,Tn,p) [ " ] n np2
We remark that since the membership structure 71" can be very different from the original v,

the spmin in (A.26) is simply replaced by the lower bound 1, and hence the upper bound in (A.36)

is independent of 717 and 71",
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Combining (A.35), (A.36), (A.20), (A.26) (with 7 = 79), and choosing k > 0 to be large
enough, we have with probability greater than 1 — O((np)~?5),

sup My, (7) — My (70)]

TE[NO,Tn,p)

log(n log(n log(n log(n
< oot st g (i, )
" np nsmin np
—C3(70 = Tup) W11 — Wanl[ + [[Wi2 — Was|7]
< 0.

Consequently we have,

(A.37)

TE[no,70] TE[Tn,p,T0]

P (arg max [I\\/Jln(T) — Mn(ro)] = arg max [Mn(T) — Mn(m)]) >1-— O((np)—B).

(vi) Error bound for 7p — 7.
One of the key steps in the proof of (v) is to compare M, (7), the estimated log-likelihood
evaluated under the MLEs at a searching time point 7, with M (7), the maximized expected log-

n

likelihood at time 7. The error between M, (7) and M (7), which is of order O(an(log(np) +

%) reflects the noise level. On the other hand, the signal is captured by M (m9) — M (1) =

O(|mo — 7|p?A%), i.e., the difference between the maximized expected log-likelihood evaluated at

the true change point 7y and the maximized expected log-likelihood evaluated at the searching

time point 7. Consequently, when |rg — 7|p?A% > m[an(logflnp ) 4 loig;p ))] for some large

enough constant £ > 0, we are able to claim that |70 — 7| < |19 — 7| = O, (nA;Q [% +

%} ) By further deriving the estimation errors for any 7 in the neighborhood of 7y with

radius O(AIZ2 [bggnp ) + loig;p )D, we obtained a better bound based on Markov’s inequality
(see (A.38) below).

From (A.37) we have for any 0 < € < 79 — 7y, ,

P(ro—7>¢) < P( sup M, (7) — M, (79) > 0> + O((np)~B).

TE[Tn,p,To—€]
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Note that from (i) and (iv) we have

TE[Tn,p,T0—€]

(i)
p( sup n(T>—Mn(m)zo> (A.38)
(

< P(_ s [(a0r) M) - Mol + i)~ (M) - ()] > 0)
TE|Tn,p,T0— e
< (5w Mr) ~ M(r) = M) + ()| > Coep? )
TE[Tn,p,T0—€]
_ ESup,eir, . ro—d |Min (1) — M(7) — M (70) + M(70)|
B C36p2A%
2Cop? —(TO_”;’S ) log(np)
< min
- Csep? A%,
We thus conclude that 70—7 = O, (AEQ WM) . By the definition of 7;, ;, and condition
C5 we have,
~1/2
_9 (TO - Tn,p) log(np) o T0 — Tn,p log(np) 1Og(np) log(np)
Ap 2 = 0 2 + 2 :
Smin AF NShin n np

Consequently, we conclude that

min {1, (n~1p? log(np))* }
70 —T7=0p | (1o — Thp)min ¢ 1,
AFsrnin

A.10.2 Change point estimation with 170 £ p7othn,

We modify steps (i)-(v) to the case where v1:70 £ p7o+ln,

With some abuse of notations, we put Wi 1 = (a14,j)pxp With aq; j = 6, Y170 ()10 (5) Wio =

(1 — ﬁ17i7j)p><p with 5171'7]' = Mu170 (i), 170 (5) 1 W2 1= (agu)pxp with oy i
and Wy 2 = (1 = Ba,i j)pxp With Baj =

92 l/70+1,n(i) ‘ro+1,n(j),

No,ymo+1m(3) yro+im(j)- Similar to previous proofs we define

M, (1) == Z gl,i,j(aii,j?ﬁii,jvT)—i_ Z 92,7273'(&5,1',3‘752771’,]'77)7

1<i<j<p 1<i<j<p
R o . . . o . . . T T
M(T) — E é gl,z,] (al,l,ja /81,7/,]7 T) + E § : gQ,Zv] (a27i,j’ ﬂ2vi7j’ 7)7
1<i<j<p 1<i<j<p
where
To—T Q1,i,581,i,5 n—7y ©2,i,02,i;j
of = T i tBLig T T 00 By
23,3 TO—T B1,i,j n—ro B2,i; ’
n=T at;j+P1ij = N=T 024025
T0—T Q1,i,581,i,5 n—1y _2,i,jB2,i
gy . =T iP5 MeT a2+,
21,9 To—T __ Ql,ij n—To Q25,5 )
n—7 o1,i,;+081,i,j n—T a2,,;+062,ij
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and

~T T T _ T
a1 = O prr(y o) Bliy = Mptr(i)o1r(j):

Q:

ﬁ‘f" 2
35 = Us prevn(i)prevn(y)y  Blig = M7 prein () praim(j):

Note that the definition of M (7) here is now slightly different from the previous definition in
that the aj ; J and 37 ; i will generally be different from 92 To+Ln (3) pTo 1 () and 7 pT0FLn (i) oL (7))

unless v17 = p70+thn We first of all point out the main difference we are facing in the case where

1,7 _ /V\T+1,n

vh7o £ p7othn s Consider a detection time 7 € [7,,,70]. In the case where U =,

we have of ; ; = 07, , for all (i,7) € Sk¢, and we have ‘é\g,k,f =054 = Op( 1?5%”) for all

min

. ~ 1 . .
1 <k </ <gq, or equivalently, |a§7i’j —0§7V(i)7y(j)| = Op( %) for all 1 < i < j < p. However,

min

when pb7 = pb7o prHln — protln pyug 7o £ 70+ the order of the estimation error becomes

Op< % + 0= T) Here ™7 is a bias terms brought by the fact that o™ # 7+ The main

issue is that the the followmg terms from the definition of 957,{7{:
t t—1 t-1)
DD SETIEETUNIED DRI SN
(i:)€87 1 o =7 H (i)€85 5 =T

are no longer unbiased estimators (subject to a normalization) of the following corresponding

terms in the definition of 65, ,:

01, k,0M1 ke 0 01 k.0,
, .
Orke +mMmpe  Orpe+ ke

The proof of (i) does not involve any parameter estimators and hence can be established

similarly.

For (i), note that |@f, ; — az, | < [ag,;; —af, .| + O(™=T) holds for all 1 <i < j < p,
where the O(M) is independent of 4, j. This implies that when estimating the asg; j, we have
introduced a bias term O(TO T) by including the 79 — 7 samples before the change point. From
the proofs of Lemma 5, and condition C4, we conclude that (ii) hold for 7+1",

For (iii), replacing the order of the error bound for 0+k ¢ and g ke from \/ log(np to \/ log(np)

mln

=T " we have there exists a large enough constant Cy > 0 such that

IN

sup M, (1) — M(7)|

2 2 2
TE[Tn,p,70] n

NSin np

log(n T — Top)?
_ O<np2{ o8(r0) , (0 7n) })

For (iv), the error bounds related to g1, (:,-;-) remain unchanged. Note that the decom-

_ 2
Conp? {log(np) n log(np) N (70 — Tnp) }

position (A.29) still holds with 05 k.0 5.1, teplaced be af ; ;. B3, . and a;,k,bﬁ;,k,é replaced be
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a5 ;s 527” The bound for (A.30) still holds owing to the fact that [a; ; — g, ] = O (%) and

Smin n

18345 — Ba.ijl = (70 T) The bound for (A.31) would become O <p2 (o—7)log(np) | (TO_TS”“)Q) .

Notice that similar to (A.32), we have with probability larger than 1 — O((np)~5),

/\7— /\7-0

sup  |log 2289 _ g (2L Qo g /7‘0 -7 log np 7‘0 -7
1<i<j<p 042 .7 Q2 k0 m1n ’
BT ﬁ _ 1 _
sup  |log 52T,m —log 2kt | _ 0 TO—T og(an) + 0T .
1<i<j<p B3 »82 k€ n "Shin n

Consequently, we have

E sup |My(r) —M(7) — My(70) + M(7o)| < Cop? {\/(TO - Tnép) logtrp) (10 — Tn,p)} :

TE[Tn,p,TO] Smin
By noticing that {a1j, 81,15, @5 ; ;, 53, ;} is the maximizer of M(7), we conclude that (v) also
holds. Consequently, for (vi), we have

CopQ (Toan,g)log(np) + CopQ(To . Tn,p)

Smin

CgepQA%

P< sup M, (1) — M, (m9) > O> <

TE[Tn,p,T0o—€|

Consequently, we conclude that

min {1, (n~1p? log(np))i} 1 }

70 —7=0p | (10— Thyp)min< 1, +
P ( np) { AFSmin A%‘

A.10.3 Proofs of (A.27) and (A.32) when v =v

For (A.27), note that

(A.39)

t—1 t 1
(4,7)ESk,e Zt 1(1 B Xi,j ) Z(l}j)esk,e t:1(1 B Xi,j )

—1 1
or gro ) ‘Z 4,) €Sk, i1 ’LJ( B Xf,j ) Z(i,j)GSk,z Xt (1 B Xt )
Lkl Y1kl —

Similar to Lemma 2, we can show that for any constant B > 0, there exists a large enough

constant B; such that with probability larger than 1 — O((np)~(B+2)),

1
> Z (1- X151~ HM < By, ognp)
P ()8 t=1 L, Mk 0 TN
: t—1 M.k, log(np)
™ Z ZX,J 1—X’]) ﬁSBl - ,
e (4,J)ESk,¢ =1 Lk, T M,k kel
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and

s Swew][  Soow)

(=7 n” (4,5)€Sk,e t=1 (i,5) €S0 t=T+1
1> »x 1X”H > S-xi]| < myf Lo
(6,5)€Sk,¢ t=T+1 (i,§)ESk ¢ t=1 (70 — T)rue

Plug these into (A.39) we have with probability larger than 1 — O((np)~(F+2)),

‘gr g ‘ _cr(n—m)ni, [ log(np) _ coyro—7 [log(np)
LhE T TLke| = ToTN: , (0 — T)nge — 0 Ny

for some constant ¢y > 0. Since 79 ~ O(n), and nge > 52 we conclude that there exists a

=~ “min’

constant ¢; > 0 such that with probability larger than 1 — O(np)~ %),

~ro TO—T log np
sup ‘91ke glkz 14/
1<k<t<q mm

For (A.32), note that

nr 70
log Ot — log @
97 0
2,k 0 2,k,L
1 t—1 n t t—1
~ 1o ng,e(n—r) Z( 1,5) €Sk, 2= T+1 XU( —Xi; ) lo Z(i,j)ESk,z Zt:To-i-l Xid(l —Xij )
- & To—7 O01,k,eM k0 n—mo "M2,k,eN2,k,¢ & nké(n _ 7-0) L M2k, M2,k,
n—7 01 ko0 ke n—T 02 1. ¢+12,k,¢ ’ 02,k,0472,k,¢
1 n _ yt-1 n _ yt—1
1 ng,e(n—r) Z(l}j)esk,e Zt:T+1(1 Xi,j ) 1 Z(Z}j)Gsk,z Zt:To+1(1 Xiyj )
—1og T0—T M, k.l n—To 2.k, + log n (TL — T ) X 2,k,L :
n—T7 01 g e+01,k,¢ n—7 02k ¢+n2,k,¢ k¢ 0) " By ki tmore

It suffices to establish a bound for

t—1 n t t—1

A L ’I’Lkg n— T) E (4,J)ESk,e Zt T+1 < X ) z(iJ)Esk,e Zt:q’o—i-]_ XZ,_](l - Xz,] )

TO,T T To—T 01,k,0M1 k0 4+ n=mo N2,k,£72,k 0 nsz(n _ 7-0) . 2.k, 0M2,k 00 ’
n—T7 01 k e+01,k,¢ n—T7 02k ¢+M2,k,¢ ’ 02, k012 k,0

Note that for any B > 0, there exists a large enough constant Bs such that with probability
greater than 1 — O((np)f(BJrZ)),

t _ yt—1 01,k,6M1 k0
|A < nke n—r) Z(%] )ESk,¢ Zt T+1 [X (1 X ) 91,k,l+771,k,4i|
T0,Tl = To—7 01,k,6M k.0 n—ry "M2,k,N2,k,¢
n—T7 01 k 0+N1 ke n—T7 02 g et12,k,¢
1 1
. ng,e(n—T7) _ _"w,e(n—To) Z Z [Xt 1_Xt 1)
To—T Y1,k.0M ke 4+ n=To N2,k,0M2,k ¢ N2,k 072,k i3
n—7 01 e+ ke n—7 02 e+n2, ke O2,k,etM2,k,0 | (3,5)ES),e t=To+1
AN AN, ]
02,10 + M2, k0
TO— T log(np TO— T lo
< B Be) . p, glrp)
n-—T (T()—T)"I'Lk,[ n—T ( T)nkg

A.32) then follows by noticing that =T log(np)  _ (o= log(np)
(A.32) y g that 7=

(n—70)np 0 n—7\/ (to—T)ng ¢
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Appendix B: Real data analysis

B.1 French high school contact data (cont.)

The more details of the data analysis in Section 5.2 are presented below.

We now compare the dynamic stochastic block model method in Matias and Miele (2017)
which is implemented in an R package dynsbm. We note that the model in Matias and Miele
(2017) allows the membership probabilities and the transition parameters to vary over time.

We use the dynsbm package to analyze the same French high school contact data as we reported
in the main text. The function selection.dynsbm can automatically select the number of clusters
by maximizing the so-called integrated classification likelihood (ICL) criterion. Figure 7 shows
that the optimal cluster number is selected to be 9 using ICL for this data set. This agrees with

our findings reported in the main text when using the BIC selection criterion. We then compare

,'73

e Loglikelihood
e ICL

| | | | | | I
f0O 75 80 85 90 95 100

Mumber of groups

Figure 7: Integrated classification likelihood (ICL) and log-likelihood corresponding to different

cluster numbers for French high school data.

the detected clusters from dynsbm with the actual class types in Table 9 at all the five time points.
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Table 9: Clusters for French high school data by using the model in Matias and Miele (2017).

Detected clusters
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We may notice that dynsbm method reserves one group as “0” for subjects with no edges (the
absence nodes). Our algorithm, in comparison, is not affected by those subjects.
The grouping results from dynsbm method is quite stable over the five time points. Such results

lend support to our method which assumes the constant cluster structure over time. Furthermore,
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Table 10: Detected clusters for the French high school data by using our method.

Detected clusters

Class types
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our clustering results, shown in Table 10, appear to be more accurate and agree more closely to
the true grouping (class types) for this data analysis.

Another practical advantage of our method is its relatively short computing time. Using a
computer with Intel(R) Core(TM) i7-10875H CPU and 32.0 GB RAM, we need to spend 0.36 and
252.39 seconds to obtain the community detection results with our method and dynsbm method,

respectively.

B.2 Enron email data

The Enron email dataset contains approximately 500,000 emails generated by employees of the
Enron Corporation. It was obtained by the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission during its
investigation of Enron’s collapse. The data file was published at https://www.cs.cmu.edu/~.
/enron/.

Rastelli et al. (2017) developed a latent stochastic block model for directed dynamic network
data. They applied their methods for the Enron email data. To compare with their results, we
used data for all the emails exchanged from January 2000 to March 2002 (n = 27) between the
Enron members. The number of nodes in our analysis is 184 (which is different from Rastelli
et al. (2017) where they have kept 148 subjects).

Using our spectral clustering algorithm for the whole network data and using the BIC, we
obtain the best number of cluster is 13. Rastelli et al. (2017) used the exact ICL criterion and
found 17 clusters but 4 groups seem to be extremely small or just contain inactive nodes. Their
algorithm is for directed graph and also assume time-varying membership. It seems our results
are still quite close to Rastelli et al. (2017). Similar to their analysis, we can see that there is a
high degree of heterogeneity with 13 different clusters for this data set. When applying dynsbm
package on this data the optimal number of cluster is only 6.

Next we considered the change point analysis. Using our binary segmentation methods, we

detect one change point at October 2001 which is exactly the month corresponding to the disclo-
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sure of Enron bankruptcy (see the log-likelihood functions plotted in Figure 8). This again agrees

with the empirical findings in Rastelli et al. (2017).
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Figure 8: Log-likelihood functions corresponding to different change points in time for Enron

email data.
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