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Abstract

Community detection in network analysis is an attractive research area recently.
Here, under the degree-corrected mixed membership (DCMM) model, we propose an
efficient approach called mixed regularized spectral clustering (Mixed-RSC for short)
based on the regularized Laplacian matrix. Mixed-RSC is designed based on an ideal
cone structure of the variant for the eigen-decomposition of the population regularized
Laplacian matrix. We show that the algorithm is asymptotically consistent under
mild conditions by providing error bounds for the inferred membership vector of each
node. As a byproduct of our bound, we provide the theoretical optimal choice for the
regularization parameter 7. To demonstrate the performance of our method, we apply
it with previous benchmark methods on both simulated and real-world networks.
To our knowledge, this is the first work to design spectral clustering algorithm for
mixed membership community detection problem under DCMM model based on the
application of regularized Laplacian matrix.
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1 Introduction

The study of networks has received substantial attentions in past few years, see (Airoldi et al.
2008, |Girvan & Newman 2002, Newman 2004, [Newman & Leichtl 2007, Luxburg 2007,
Papadopoulos et all 2012, |Qin & Rohe 2013). Networks often have some underlying struc-
tures, ‘communities’, that is, nodes are in groups. Thus it is essential to detect communities
to study how a network is organized. If in a network one node only belongs to one commu-
nity, then the problem is known as (non-overlapping/non-mixed membership) community
detection. While if some nodes share among communities, it is known as mixed mem-
bership community detection. While, in a real network some nodes often belong to more
than one communities. Thus, it is meaningful and crucial to study the problem of mixed
membership community detection.

The stochastic blockmodel (SBM) (Holland et al) 1983) is a well-known and popu-
lar model to generate non-mixed membership networks. SBM assumes that nodes in a
same community are expected to have same degrees (popularity). While in real cases,
the degrees may vary among nodes. Thus some degree corrected models are developed,
such as the degree-corrected stochastic block model (DCSBM) (Karrer & Newman 2011))
and overlapping continuous community assignment model (OCCAM) (Zhang et all2020).
For mixed membership networks, the mixed membership stochastic blockmodel (MMSB)
(Airoldi et alll2008) is well known and it is an extension of SBM. However, similar as SBM,
MMSB doesn’t consider the degree heterogeneity. To overcome this issue, lJin et al. (2017)
proposed a Degree Corrected Mixed Membership (DCMM) model which considered both
mixed membership and degree heterogeneity. In this paper, we will analyze the perfor-
mance of regularized spectral clustering for mixed membership community detection in
DCMM.

Consider an undirected, unweighted network N and assume that there are K disjoint
blocks V), V@ V) where K is known in this paper. Let the symmetric matrix A
be its adjacency matrix such that A(i,7) = 1 if there is an edge between node i and j,
A(i,7) = 0 otherwise, for 4,j = 1,...,n. The DCMM model assumes that node i belongs
to cluster V*) with probability 7;(k), that is,

K
Piie V) =m(k), Y mk)=1 1<k<K, 1<i<n

Denote m; = (m;(1),m(2),...,m(K)) which is known as the Probability Mass Function
(PMF) (Jin et al. 2017). A node ¢ is ‘pure’ if one element of m; is 1, and the remaining
K — 1 entries are 0; and it is a ‘mixed’ node otherwise. Furthermore, max m;(k) can be



used to measure the purity of node 7, for 1 < ¢ < n. The model generates the adjacency
matrix as follows:

P(A(i,j) = 1) = )Y milk)m; (1) P(k, 1),
A(i, j) = A(4,1) ~ Bernoulli(P(A(i,j) = 1)),ind.,1 <i,j <n,

where P is a K x K symmetric non-negative, non-singular and irreducible matrix (called
mixing matrix in this paper) and P(7,75) € [0,1] for 1 <1i,5 < K, 0 = (6(1),...,0(n)) is a
positive vector which models the degree heterogeneity. Note that since P(A(i, 7)) € [0, 1],
we need 6(i) € (0,1] for 1 < ¢ < n, where (i) can not be zero otherwise node ¢ is an
isolated node which does not belong to any community and should be removed from the
network first. Define Q(i, j) = P(A(4,7) = 1),1 <i < 7 < n. Then the expected matrix of
A, Q, can be presented as

E[A] = Q = OIIPITO, (1)

where © is an n x n diagonal matrix whose i-th diagonal entry is 6(i) for 1 < ¢ < n, and
IT is an n x K membership matrix such that the i-th row of II (denoted as I1(z,:)) is m; for
all i € {1,2,...,n}. To emphasize that the DCMM model is closely related with the four
model parameters n, P, O,11, we call DCMM as DCMM (n, P,©,1I).

If all nodes are pure, DCMM reduces to DCSBM (Karrer & Newman 2011). In the case
where 0(i) = ¢y (a positive constant) for all i € {1,2,...,n}, DCMM degenerates as MMSB
(Airoldi et all 2008). Given (A, K), the primary goal for mixed membership community
detection is to estimate the membership matrix II. The identifiability of the DCMM model
has been studied by many papers, such as |Jin & Ke (2017), lJin et all (2017), Mao et al.
(2018). Similar aslJin et al. (2017), Mao et al. (2018) and |Zhang et al) (2020), the following
two conditions are assumed throughout this paper to guarantee the identifiability of the
DCMM model.

(I1) rank(P) = K, and all diagonal entries of P are ones;
(I12) Each community has at least one pure node.

Many papers have provided very nice literature reviews for community detection in-
cluding non-mixed and mixed membership networks, such as |Cai et al. (2016), [Fortunato
(2010), [Fortunato & Hrid (2016), |Goldenberg et all (2010). Here, we give a brief review
of methods for mixed membership community detection. |[Zhang et al! (2007) identified
overlapping communities by mapping the network to Euclidean space and then applying
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fuzzy c-means clustering method and finally obtaining the optimal communities by maxi-
mizing a modularity function. To detect directed, weighted and overlapping communities,
Lancichinetti et all (2011) locally optimized the statistical significance of clusters with the
help of some tools of Extreme and Order Statistics. |Gillis & Vavasid (2014) proposed a
global optimization algorithm by computing non-negative matrix factorization approxi-
mation to the adjacency matrix. [Zhang et al! (2020) constructed the model OCCAM in
which they defined a new vector which can measure the degree of a node belonging to
some other communities, and proposed a spectral clustering method based on K-median
method. Mao et all (2017) designed an optimization method called GeoNMF for mixed
membership community based on the nonnegative matrix factorization under the MMSB
model. [Jin et all (2017) proposed the DCMM model and modified the Spectral Clustering
On Ratios-of-Eigenvectors (SCORE) (Jin 2015) (which was designed for non-mixed com-
munity detection) to the mixed membership community detection problem by considering
a vertex hunting procedure and a membership reconstruction step, and called it as Mixed-
SCORE. Mao et al! (2020) developed a spectral clustering algorithm based on the leading
eigenvectors’ simplex structure of the population adjacency matrix under MMSB and pro-
vided upper bounds of error rates for the inferred community membership vector of each
node. Qing & Wang (2021) designed two regularized spectral clustering approaches based
on the ideal simplex structure and the ideal cone structure of the eigen-decomposition of the
population regularized Laplacian matrix under MMSB. In this paper, we aim at studying
the consistency and the impact of regularization on spectral clustering under DCMM.
This paper makes four contributions in relation to the use of regularized Laplacian ma-
trix on mixed membership community detection. First, based on DCMM model, we propose
a regularized spectral clustering method based on the regularized Laplacian matrix instead
of directly on the adjacency matrix under the degree-corrected mixed membership model.
Thus we call our proposed method as mixed regularized spectral clustering (mixed-RSC
for short). Our method is designed based on the ideal cone structure appeared in a care-
fully designed variant of the eigen-decomposition of the population regularized Laplacian
matrix, and we apply the SVM-cone algorithm (Mao et al. 2018) to hunt for the corners
of the variants of the eigen-decomposition of the regularized Laplacian matrix for Mixed-
RSC. Second, we show the asymptotical consistency of the proposed method and give a
upper bound for the error rate of each node under mild condition, where our condition
only needs a upper bound requirement of the network sparsity. Third, we study the impact
of regularizer on the proposed method and give a theoretical optimal choice for the regu-
larization parameter of the Laplacian matrix based on the error rate’s upper bound. Our
last contribution is, by carefully analyzing the upper bound of error rate, we find that our
theoretical results reach the separation condition of a balanced network with K clusters



and the sharp threshold of the Erdés-Rényi random graph G(n,p) (Erdds & Rényi 2011).

Notations in the paper: || - ||r for a matrix denotes the Frobenius norm, || - | for a
matrix denotes the spectral norm, || - ||; for a vector denotes the {; norm and |C| means
the absolute value of number C'. For any matrix X, set the matrix max(X,0) such that
its (7, 7) entry is max(X;;,0). For any matrix X, || X/ denotes the maximum lo-norm
of all the rows of X, || X||o = max; Y, |X(7,7)[, and x£(X) denotes the condition number
of X. For any matrix or vector X, X’ denotes the transpose of X. For convenience, when
we say “leading eigenvalues” or “leading eigenvectors”, we are comparing the magnitudes
of the eigenvalues and their respective eigenvectors with unit-norm. Let A\;(X) be the k-th
leading eigenvalue of the matrix X. X(7,:) and X(:,j) denote the i-th row and the j-th
column of matrix X, respectively. X(S5,,:) and X (:,S.) denote the rows and columns in
the index sets S, and S, of matrix X, respectively. For any vector z, we use x; or x(i) to
denote the i-th entry of it occasionally. For any matrix X € R™ ™ let diag(X) be the
m x m diagonal matrix whose i-th diagonal entry is X (i,4). 1 is a column vector with all
entries being ones. e; is a column vector whose i-th entry is 1 while other entries are zero.

2 Methodology
2.1 The Ideal Cone (IC) and the Ideal algorithms

First, we introduce a population regularized Laplacian matrix. Let 2, = & + 71, where
2 is an n x n diagonal matrix whose i-th diagonal entry is Z(i,i) = Z?:l Q(i,7), and 7 is
a nonnegative regularizer (call T regularizer or regularization parameter). The population
Laplacian matrix with regularization is defined as

L =97 09712, (2)

Let © = .@T_l/z@, and @ be an n x 1 vector whose i-th entry is (:)(z,z) for1 < i < n.
Plugging Eq () into Eq (2]), we have

£ = OIIPIT'O.

By basic algebra, we know the rank of .Z; is K. Thus .Z, has K nonzero eigenvalues. Let
{\i, m: 1| be such leading K eigenvalues and their respective eigenvectors with unit-norm.
Next two lemmas guarantee the existence of the Ideal Cone structure in the variant of
eigen-decomposition of the population regularized Laplacian matrix in the mixed member-
ship network under DCM M (n, P, ©,11), where the Ideal Cone is introduced in Problem 1
Mao et all (2018). For convenience, set F' = PII'O?II as a K x K matrix with full rank.
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Lemma 2.1. Under DCMM (n, P,O,11), let £, = VEV’ be the compact eigenvalue de-
composition of £, such that V' is an n x K matrixz containing the leading K eigenvectors
{m,m2,...,nx} and E is a K x K diagonal matriz whose diagonal entries are the leading
K eigenvalues {\1, \a, ..., Ak}, then there exists an unique K X K matriz B such that

(1) V = OILB, and the k-th column of B is the k-th right eigenvector of F, and \, is the
k-th eigenvalue of F for 1 <k < K.

(2) B can also be written as B = O (T, I)V(Z,:), where T is the indices of rows corre-
sponding to K pure nodes, one from each community.

Remark 2.2. Note that if there is another index set I such that I is the indices of rows
corresponding to K pure nodes, one from each commumty, where these K pure nodes may
differ from those in T. Since B is unique, we have ©~Y(I,T)V(Z,:) = 0~Y(T,1)V(Z,").

Actually, under MMSB, V (i,:) = V/(j,:) if II(4,:) = II(j, :). However, under DCMM, it
does not hold. Since from Lemma 21} we find that V (i,:) = €,V = €/OIIB = §(i)I1(i,:) B,
thus only if T1(¢,:) = II(j,:) and (i) = 60(j), we can draw the conclusion that V(i,:
) = V(j,:). However, if we consider the row-normalized version of V', denoted by Vi,
ie.,Vii1(i,:) = ”‘y(( 77> then we can find that if II(¢,:) = 1(7,:), Via(i,:) = Vi(j,:) hold.
We present this conclusion in the followmg lemma. For convenience, let Ny be the n X n
diagonal matrix such that Ny (i,47) = TV GITe for 1 < i < n, and then V,; = Ny V. Next
lemma shows that each row of V, ; can be expressed by a scaled combination of V,;(Z,:)
and exhibits the existence of the Ideal Cone.

Lemma 2.3. Under DCMM (n, P,©,11), there exists a Y, € R%K and no row of Y7 is 0
such that

V*,l = Y1V*,1(Ia 3),

where Yy can be written as Y, = Ny ,TIO YT, T)N,;(Z,T), Ny, is an n x n diagonal
matriz whose diagonal entries are positive. Meanwhile, for any two distinct nodes 1, j,
when (i, :) = 11(7,:), we have V. 1(3,:) = Vi1(J,:)-

Remark 2.4. Since B=0"Y(T,T)V(Z,:), where © (T, T) is a diagonal matriz, we have
Vii(Z,:) is also obtained by normalizing each rows of B to have unit-length. Since B is

unique by Lemma (2.1, we say that V. 1(Z,:) is unique, i.e., if there is another index set
7 # T, we still have V,1(Z,:) = Vi1(Z,:).



Lemma [2.3] shows that the form of V,; = Y7V, 1(Z,:) is actually the Ideal Cone men-
tioned in [Mao et al! (2018). Since rank(Vi ;) = K, which gives that rank(V, ;(Z,:)) = K,
suggesting that the inverse of V. 1(Z,:)V/,(Z,:) exists. Therefore, Lemma also gives
that

Vi = Vo Ve (L) V(T )V (Z.) 7 3)

Remark 2.5. Since V.1(Z,:) € RE*K s full rank and V*,_ll(I,:) = VI(Z,)(Vaa(Z,:
WILZ, )™, we can also set Yy = 1/;711/'*7_11(1, ).

Since Vi1 = Ny'V,Y; = Ny, IO Y(Z, T) N, (Z,T), we have Ny, ' Ny, IO~ Y(Z, )N, (Z,T) =
VVI(Z,:)(Vin(Z,:)V!(Z,:))"", which gives that

Ny Nan 1L = VVI (2, (Vea (Z, )V (Z,2) " Nv(Z, 1)O(Z, D). (4)

Recall that %, = OIIPII'O = VEV’, we have .Z.(Z,7) = O(Z, T)II(Z,:)PII'(Z,:)O(Z,T) =
V(Z,:)EV'(Z,:), where we have used II(Z,:) = I as in the proof of Lemma 2.1l Then we
have ©(Z,Z)PO(Z,T) = V(I,:)EV'(Z,:), combine the above equality with the fact that
all diagonal entries of P are ones, we have

= Vdiag(V(Z,:) EV'(Z,)). ()
Set J; = NV(I 7)O(Z, ), then we have J;, = \/diag(NV(I, I)VV(Z,:)EV'(Z,:)Ny(Z,I) =
Vdiag(Vi(Z, ) EV/L,:).

For convenlence, set Zy = Ny'NagILYey = VV/(Z,:)(Vir(Z,:)V]((Z,:)™ . By Eq
(@), we have

Zy = Yordy = VV(T ) (Var T,V (T,0) 7y Jdiag(Van (T, BV, L) (6)

Meanwhile, since Ny, N M, 1S an n X n positive diagonal matrix, we have I1(i,:) = %
for 1 < i < n. The above analysis shows when 0, K are given, we can obtain %, and its
leading K eigenvalues and eigenvectors, once we know the K x K corner matrix V, ;(Z,:),

we can exactly recover II by setting I1(i,:) = i ZZ 1((2 for 1 <i <n.

Thus, the only difficulty is in finding the corner matrlx Vi1(Z,:). From Lemma 23 we
know that V,; = Y1V, 1(Z,:) forms the Ideal Cone. In Mao et all (2018), their SVM-cone

algorithm (presented in the supplemental material) can exactlyl obtain the corner indices

IThe corner indices set Zsy ar—cone returned by SVM-cone may not equal to Z, but it is the indices of
rows of V1 corresponding to K pure nodes, one from each community, see section D in supplementary
material for detail. By Remark 224 we have Vi 1(Z,:) = Vi 1(Zsv M—cone,:), i-e., when the input is Vi ;
in the SVM-cone algorithm, we can exactly obtain Vi 1(Z,:) by the index set returned from SVM-cone
algorithm, hence we state here that SVM-cone can exactly recover Z.
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T from the Ideal Cone such that if the condition (YpY5)™'1 > 0 (in Mao et al. (2018)’s
notations) holds. We find that (V. 1(Z,:)V/(Z,:))~"1 > 0 holds (see Lemma [2.6]), which
suggests that we can take the advantage of SVM-cone algorithm to deal with V, ; which
has the ideal cone structure such that V., = Y1V, 1(Z,:).

Lemma 2.6. Under DCMM (n, P,©,11), (V.1(Z,:)V!,(Z,:))""1 > 0 holds.

The above analysis gives rise to the following three-stage algorithm which we call Ideal
Mixed-RSC.

Input 2, K. Output: IL.

Obtain .Z;. Compute V, E' from .7, and obtain V. ;.

Run SVM-cone algorithm on V,; and K to obtain the index set Zgya—cone. Then
obtain the corner matrix V; ;(Z,:) (By Lemma 24l V,1(Z,:) = Vi1(Zsvar—cone; :)-)-

Obtain Y, 1, Ji, and Z; =Y, 1J;.

Recover I1(i, :) by setting I1(4,:) = % for 1 <i <n.

The above analysis shows that the Ideal Mixed-RSC exactly recovers the membership
matrix II.

To demonstrate that V,; has the form of ideal cone structure, we drew Figure [Il The
result shows that all rows respective to mixed nodes of V, ; are located at one side of the
hyperplane formed by the K (where K is 3 in this figure) rows respective to pure nodes
of Vi 1. Meanwhile, we can exactly obtain the corner matrix V, 1(Z,:) using the index set
returned by SVM-cone algorithm. The data in Figure [Il is generated with the following
settings: n = 400, K = 3, and each cluster has 40 pure nodes. For a mixed node j (j =
1,2,...,280), we set I1(j, 1) = rand(1)/2,11(j, 2) = rand(1)/2,11(5,3) = 1 —T11(5, 1) —I1(j, 2)
where rand(1) is an arbitrary value in (0,1). For 1 <i < n, (i) is a random value in (0, 1).

The matrix P is set as
1 04 0.3

P=104 1 01
03 01 1

Then, when n, II, K, P, © are fixed, after computing €2, we obtain .Z;, and then obtain V, ;.
Run SVM-cone algorithm on V; ; to obtain Zsy pr—cone. Since Vi1(Z,:) = Vi1 (Zsvm—cone: :)
by Remark 2.4] we obtain the K corners returned by SVM-cone algorithm. After finishing
the above settings, we can plot Figure [Il



Figure 1: Plot of V, ; and the hyperplane formed by V. 1(Z,:). Blue points denote rows of
Vi1 where these rows are respective to mixed nodes; Black points denote the K rows of
Vi1 (Zsv ar—cone, 1) when the input is V.1 (note that Vi 1(Zsvar—cone, :) is actually Vi 1(Z,:) by
Remark 2.4]); We also plot the hyperplane formed by the triangle of the 3 rows of V, 1(Z,:).
For visualization, we have projected and rotated these points from R3 to R2. Note that by
Lemma [2.3] rows respective to pure nodes are same if these pure nodes are from the same
cluster, hence rows refer to pure nodes coincide in R? in this figure.



2.2 The algorithm: Mixed-RSC

We now extend the ideal case to the real case. The following algorithm, which we call Mixed
Regularized Spectral Clustering (Mixed-RSC for short) method, is a natural extension of
the Ideal Mixed-RSC.

Algorithm 1 Mixed-RSC
Input: The adjacency matrix A € R™™", the number of communities K, and a regularizer
7> 0.
Output: The estimated n x K membership matrix IL.
1: Obtain the regularized Laplacian matrix by

LT — D;1/2ADT_1/2,

where D, = D + 71, D is an n x n diagonal matrix whose ¢-th diagonal entry is
D(i,i) = "5, A(4, j) (unless specified, a good default 7 is 7 = 0.1log(n)).

2. Let V be the n x K matrix containing the leading K eigenvectors {m,...,nx} of
L., let £ be the K x K diagonal matrix whose diagonal entries are the leading K
cigenvalues {Ay,..., g} of L, (i.e., VEV' is the leading K eigen-decomposition of
L.). Normalize each row of V to have unit length, and denote by \A/*,l, ie., IA/;vl(i,j) =
V@i, )/ (T V@ )) Y i=1,. . nj=1,... K.

3: Apply SVM-cone algorithm on the rows of f/*,l assuming there are K clusters to obtain
the near-corners matrix f/;vl(lﬁl, 1), where 7, is the index set returned by SVM-cone.

4: Compute Yo; = VV/ (L1, ) (Vi (Z1, )V/1(Z1,:)) " Set Yoy = max(0, Y, ;). Compute

Ji = \Jdiag(V.s(Z1. ) V2, (£, ). Estimate Z, by Zy = Vi, 1.
5: Estimate I1(4, :) by setting I1;(,:) = Z1(i,:) /|| Z1(i, ) ||, 1 < i < n.

Remark 2.7. Mized-RSC is a straightforward extension of Ideal Mizved-RSC except that
we set Y, 1 = max(0, Y. 1) to tmnsform negatwe entries on. 1 1nto positive in the MR step

due to the fact that VV*’J(L, Y(Van (T, .)V;,I(Il, )~ may contain a few negative entries
i practice.

2.3 Equivalence algorithm

As stated in Lemma G.1 in Mao et al. (2018), one can apply SVM-cone on \A/*,g (f/*g is the
row-normalization of V5, where Vo = V'V'.) instead of V. ; with the same results, but it
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helps a lot on the theoretical analysis. Thus, we give an ideal equivalence algorithm and
an empirical equivalence algorithm based on Vi ,, and then we show it returns the same
outputs as Mixed-RSC.

By Lemma I}, we know that V = OIIO~Y(Z,Z7)V(Z,:). Since Vi(Z,:) = V(I,:)V",
we have Vy = VV' = OIIO~Y(Z,T)V(Z,:)V’' = OIIO~Y(Z,Z)V,(Z,:). The normalization
can be written as V5, = Ny, Va2, where Ny, be an n x n diagonal matrix with Ny, (i,7) =
(IIVa(i,)]|#) 7t As Vo € R™™ we have V5 .(Z,:) € RE*". Similar as Lemma 23] we have
the following lemma for V, 5.

Lemma 2.8. Under DCMM (n, P,©,11), there exists a Yo € R%K and no row of Yo is 0
such that

Voo = YaVas(Z, ).

And Yy can be presented as Ny, 1107 1(Z, I)N;, M (Z,T) where Ny, is an nxn diagonal matriz
whose diagonal entries are positive. For any two distinct nodes i, 7, if 11(i,:) = 11(j,:), we
have Vi 2(i,:) = Via(J,:).

Again, the form of V.o = Y3Vio(Z,:) is the Ideal Cone. Since rank(V.) = K and
V.o € REX" we have rank(V,2(Z,:)) = K, suggesting that V. 5(Z,:) is not invertible but
the inverse of V. o(Z,:)V/,(Z,:) exists. From Lemma 2.8, we have

Yy = Vo Vio(Z, ) (Ve Z, ) Vi L (Z, D)

Since V., = Ni, Vo and Y3 = Nap, 10(Z, T)N,, (T, T), we have Ny N O (T, I) Ny, (T, Z) =
VoV o(Z, ) (Vio(Z,:)V/5(Z,:)) 7", then

N Nag U= VaVlo(Z, ) (Vo T, )V o(Z, )" Ny (2, T)O (T, D). (7)

Set J, = Ny, (Z,7)O(Z,T). By Eq @), we have J, = \/diag(Ny, (Z, 2)V (Z, )) EV'(Z, ) Ny, (Z, 7).
Set Zy = Ny, NI and Y, o = VoV, (T, ) (Vi o(Z,)V/,(Z,:)) ™. By Eq (@), we have

Zy = }/0,2J2 = V2V*/,2(Iv :)(V;Q(Iv :)‘/;/,2(1-7 :))_1\/diag(NV2 (Iv I)V(Iv Z))EV/(I, :>NV2 (Iv I)
(8)

Since Ny, ' Ny, is an n x n diagonal matrix, we have

. ZZ(i7:) .
II 1,1) = . 5 1 S 7 S n.
&) = 1z

By applying the SVM-cone algorithm on V, o, we can exactly obtain the corner matrix
Vi2(Z,:). The Ideal Mixed-RSC(equivalence) can be presented as following.
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Input: Q, K. Output: II.

Obtain .Z;, V5, and Vi 5.

Obtain the corner matrix V. s(Z,:) by applying SVM-cone algorithm on V, , and K.

Compute Y, o, Jo and Zy = Y, 2Ja.
e Recover I1(i, :) by setting I1(7,:) = szj(inl for 1 <i<n.

Then the empirical Mixed-RSC(equivalence) algorithm can be presented as:

Algorithm 2 Mixed-RSC(equivalence)
Input: A e R™" K, and 7 > 0.

Output: The estimated n x K membership matrix flg. R
1: Obtain L, V F as in Algorlthm I Let Vo = VV’, then obtain V., and the diagonal

matrix NV such that V* 2= 1Vy, Vg

2: Assuming there are K clusters, apply SVM-cone algorithm on the rows of \A/*,g to obtain
the near-corners matrix ‘A/*Q(Z, 1), where Z is the index set returned by SVM-cone.

3: Compute Yoo = VoV 5 (Lo, ) (Vao (Lo, )V! (L2, 1)) !, Set Yap = max(0,Ys,). Compute
Jy = \Jdiag(Ny, (Zo. To)V (o, ) EV' (2. ) Ny, (L2, o). Estimate Zy by Zy = Vana.

4: Estimate TI(4, ) by setting IIy(i,:) = Zo(i,:) /|| Z2(i,)|]1,1 < i < n.

2.4 The Equivalence

We now emphasize the equivalence of Algorithm [Il and Algorithm 2] from the ideal case to
the empirical case by Lemma 2.9

Lemma 2.9. For the ideal case, under DCMM (n, P,©,11), we have Ny, = Ny, V., 2(Z,:
WiaZ,:) = Vir(Z,)VI(Z,:), Ny = Ny, Yo = Y1, Yeo =Yoo, Jo = J1, Zy = Zy. For the
empirical case, we have Iy = Z,‘A/;g(fg, :)V*’Q(Z, ) = ‘A/*J(Z, :)‘A/*’J(Z, :),ffl = }72,}7,72 =
Yoi, o = Ji, Zo = Z,, 1, = 10,

From now on, for notation convenience, set N = NV, NM = NMl, Y = Yl, Ye=Yo1,J
Jl,Z Zl, andN NV,I Il,Y Yi,Y Kl,J Jl,Z Zl,H H1
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3 Theoretical analysis

In this section, we establish the performance guarantee for Mixed-RSC. First, we make the
following assumption

log(n® K —8)

IR — 0, as n — oo.

(A1) For two positive numbers « and 3,

Assumption (A1) means the network can not be too sparse when n is large. Note that

since O(log(n®K %)) = O(log(n)), assumption (A1) also reads 6:%((”7;)”1 — 0asn — oo. We

consider the two positive numbers o and  here mainly for the convenience of theoretical
analysis.

For simplification, set iy = min Z(1,1), dmax = max Z(i,1), Opin = ming<;<,0(i),
1<i<n 1<i<n ==

Omax = maX1gi§n9(i)a émin = min1gi§n9(1)a Omax = maX1gi§n9(i)-

Lemma 3.1. Under DCMM (n, P,©,11), if assumption (A1) holds, with probability at

least 1 — 0(%), we have

0(\/ Omax 110502 K P)y e, /B 1] 110800 K P) < 7 + Omin < COuac 101

T+6min
O(Lmellloelr 0 - ihen 7+ Gunin < C'/Buna 0] 110g (0 KP).

HLT - g‘f” =

Y

In order to directly study the influence of parameters on the proposed method, the
theoretical error bound given in this paper is directly related with the model parameters
(n, P,©,1II) and K. For convenience, denote err,, = || L, —.%,||. Note that when a = 1,8 =
0, we have a general probability 1 —o(n~?), and some authors use this probability for their
theoretical analysis (Jinl 2015, lJin et all2017).

For Mixed-RSC, the main theoretical result (i.e., Theorem [B.0]) relies on the row-wise
deviation bound for the eigenvector of the regularized Laplacian matrix. In fact, lJin et al.
(2017), Mao et all (2018, 2020) also hinge on a row-wise deviation bound but they are on
the eigenvectors of the adjacency matrix. Next lemma provides the row-wise deviation
bound for the eigenvectors of the regularized Laplacian matrix under DCM M (n, P, ©,11).

Lemma 3.2. (Row-wise eigenvector error) Under DC MM (n, P,©,11), suppose assump-
tion (A1) holds. Assume |Ag| > Cema;ri v(gzlzg(n); with probability at least 1 — 0(%), we

have

(T 4 Omax)Omax/ Klog(n)
(T+5min)‘92 |>\K(P)|>\K(H/H)

min

IVV' = VV'||sm0e = O

).
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For convenience, we set @ = ||[VV' — VV'|laseo. We emphasize that Lemma
considers both positive and negative eigenvalues of %, and L,. Now, by Lemma [3.1] and
the conditions in Lemma [3.2] we can obtain the choice of 7 as following:

e By Lemma B.I, when C'y/0nax||0]l1log(n®K—F) < 7 4 6min < COmax||0]]1, we have

err, =C \/0”‘””9!:;%("”{ ) And by the assumption in LemmaB2l|\x| > C "‘a’; m gig(n
and the facts Qﬁlaxn > Omax||0]|1, we can find that [Ag| > Cerr,. As shown in Lemma
5 in the supplementary materials, we know |Ax| < A; < 1, which could lead to err, <
1/C. Then by the expression of err,, we have T + iy > C’\/Qmax||9||1log(naK—ﬁ)
which is consistent with the condition of 7 + d,;,. While, by Lemma B, when

T+ Omin < C\/Bax|01log(n*K—7), we have err, = c"max“g’jlfgjfg”( < \2/C <

1/C. Then we see that 7 4+ Omin > \/COnax||0]]1log(n*K—#), which is a contra-
diction. Hence, to make the condition of the lower bound of |[Ag| hold, we need
C\/ﬁmax||9||llog(naK—ﬁ) < T 4 Omin < COpax||0]]1, then err, should be written as

_ ¢V Omax]lf]l1log(n> K —5)
err, = O( - ).

Lemma provides the bound of the difference between ‘72* and V5., which is the
corner stone to characterize the behavior of the proposed algorithm.

Lemma 3.3. Under DCM M (n, P,0,11), when conditions in Lemmal3.2 hold, there exists

RKXK K48

a permutation matriz P € such that with probability at least 1 — o(-Gz=r), we have

(T 07 K250, k3 (I'IT) /A (I
||‘/2,*(I,Z) _PVZ*(I>:)||F — O( max né ) 1( )

),

where n = miny<x<x ((Va(Z,:)V/(Z,:)) 1) (k).

Now if we know the bounds for the row-wise deviation between Y, and Y,, and Z and Z ,
we can get the error rate bound for the estimation of the proposed method. The following
two lemmas give such bounds.

Lemma 3.4. Under DCMM (n, P,©,11), when assumptions in Lemmal3.2 hold, then with

probability at least 1 — o( i 61) we have

. 910 K35w kA5(TT'TT
max;<i<n|e;(Ye = YoP) |l p = O(— 10 S

min

).
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Lemma 3.5. Under DCM M (n, P,©,11), when conditions in Lemma[3.2 hold, with prob-

ability at least 1 — o( ffaﬁl), we have

R 910 K35 4(H/H)

maxi<i<nl|€;(Z — ZP)||r = O(-%]

' m1n77 V )‘K H/H
For convenience, set Ty, = ming<x<x1’lle, which measures the minimum summation

of nodes belong to a certain community. Increasing m,;, makes the network tend to be

more balanced, vice verse. Next theory guarantees that the estimation of Mixed-RSC is
consistent.

).

Theorem 3.6. Under DCM M (n, P, ©,11), when conditions in Lemmal3.2 hold, with prob-

ability at least 1 — o Ifaﬁl), we have

1P 911117ax(7- + 5maX)9K7”€4'5(H/H) 1 (TTT) Ormax | 0|1 1V log(n
masisisnllel (= TPl = O P meae (I

min

When we closely look into the assumption (Al) and the parametric probability 1 —
0(%), we can find that when decreasing « and/or increasing [, the network could be
less sparse, however, the parametric probability decreases. Therefore, we can conclude that
there is a trade-off between the sparsity of a network and the probability for successfully
detecting its mixed memberships. Especially, if a network is too sparse (which can be seen
as « is too small or § is too large in assumption (A1), then the probability of successfully
detect such network decreases.

Since dmin < Omayx, increasing 7 decreases error bound in Theorem B.6, suggesting that
a larger 7 gives better estimations. Recall that 7 + dpin < COpax||0]]1 (the analysis after
Lemma 3.2), therefore the theoretical optimal choice of 7 is:

Topt. = O (Omax[0]]1)- (9)

Meanwhile, the theoretical optimal choice of 7 is larger than 0, suggesting the benefits of
regularization (i.e., 7 > 0) compared with no regularization (i.e., 7 = 0) in regularized
spectral clustering. As is known, most real-world networks are sparse, and if we consider
the sparest network with O..[|0]l1 = O(log't?"(n®K=7)) for v — 0% satisfying assumption
(A1), the optimal choice for the regularization parameter 7 is

Topt = O(log(n®K 7)) = O(log(n)). (10)

After plugging the optimal value for 7 in Eq (@) into Theorem [3.6], we have the following
corollary.
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Corollary 3.7. Same as the conditions in Theorem[3.d, with probability at least 1—0(%),
we have

Or I 722 (T Ay (T a0 1 /108 (1
Ozl A (P) | Tmin AR (IVIT)

min

max; <;<, || e;(II — TIP) || p = O(

Especially, for the sparest case when Omax||0])1 = O(log"™(n)) for v — 0T, we have

> 017, KRS (VT (I log 2 (n)
maXlSiénHei(H —P)|[r = O( 920 Ax(P )|7rmin)\}{5(H,H) ).

min

If we further make more assumptions on K, €,ax, Omin, Tmin and A;(I'IT) as Corollary 3.1
in Mao et al. (2020), we can have a reduced error bound which is showed in the following
corollary:.

Corollary 3.8. Under DCMM (n,
K = O(1), i = O(3), A\ (I'ID)

1—o ffaﬁl), we have

P,©,11), conditions in Theorem [3.8 hold, and suppose
= O(x

S
O(%), and Opax < COmin, with probability at least

. B log(n) B 1 log(n)
max<i<p € (I = 1IP)[[p = O(Hmm|>\K(P)|\/ﬁ> B O(P\K(Pﬂ Hmaxl|9||1)'

Especially, for the sparest case when Omay||0]|1 = O(log"™(n)) for v — 0T, we have

1
A (P)[log™(n)
Actually, in Corollary 3.8 the assumption for the lower bound of |Ax(P)| (in Lemma
B2) can be presented as [Ag(P)| > O(y/~2"_). Please refer to the Remark 8 in the

max”eul

max; <<, ||e;(Il — IIP) || » = O(

).

supplementary material for more details.

Remark 3.9. (Comparison to Theorem 2.2 in|Jin et all (2017)) It is easy to see that their
conditions in Theorem 2.2 are our Condition (A1) and )\K(H’H) O(3) actually. When
K = O(1) and Opax < COpin (i.e., the settmgs in our Corollary [3.8), we see that the

error bound in Theorem 2.2 in|Jin_et all (2017) is O(p\ ] grii(”r;” )) (where their (3, is

gust our | Ak (P)| actually). Therefore, the error rate for the proposed method is consistent
with Mized-SCORE (Jin_et al. |2017) for networks generated from P whose K-th leading

eigenvalue should also satisfy | A\ (P)| > O(4/ er:iw) under the settings of Corollary[3.8.
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Remark 3.10. (Comparison to Theorem 3.2 in [Mao et al. (2020)) When © = /pol,
DCMM (n, P,©,11) degenerates to the MMSB model considered inlMao et al. (2020) (here,
po_is the sparsity parameter). First, we’d note that as stated in Theorem VI.1 (Mao et al.
2020) and Table 1 (Lei\2019), | Mao et al. (2020)°s Assumption 3.1 on pon should be pon >
O(log®(n)) for &€ > 1 instead of pon > O(log(n)). For comparison, our requirement on
pon in our assumption (A1) is pon > O(log®(n)) (Bumax|0ll1 = pon under settings con-
sidered in this remark). Theorem 3.2 (Mao et al! 12020) gives that their error bound is
O(m) under the settings of Corollary[3.8 while our error bound for Mized-RSC is

O(|/\K1(P)‘ 105)(2))' Though the error bound O(m) for Mao et al. (2020) is smaller

than our bound for Mized-RSC, |Mao et all (2020) needs stronger requirement on the net-
work sparsity parameter py. Meanwhile, by Assumption 3.1 (Mao et all2020), we know
that their | Ak (Q2)| should be larger than \/po—nlogg(n). By their Lemma I1.4, | Ak ()| has
a lower bound po| Ak (P)|Ax(II'IL) (which is O(po| Ak (P)n) under the settings of Corol-
lary [Z8). Thercfore, to make the requirement |Ar ()| > \/ponlog®(n) always hold, one
only need po|Ag(P)|n > \/ponlog®(n), which gives that Theorem 3.2 (Mao et al.|2020) re-

quires | Ag(P)| > O(%). For comparison, ours error bound for Mixved-RSC requires

[Ax(P)] > O(4 /1°gn ), and surely our requirement on the lower bound of |\ (P)| is weaker
than that of Mao et all (2020).

Now, we consider a standard network by setting © = \/pol and P = wlg + (1 —w)g Iy
for 0 < w < 1 (we have Ag(P) = w) under the settings of Corollary 3.8 Note that when
© = /pol, we have Q = OIIPI'© = IlpyPII' = II'BIl', where B = pyP and B is the

probability matrix now. Then the error rate in Corollary B.8 is O(; /\Kl(P)‘ lopgo(:)). For

convenience, set Bpax = maxi<pi<xB(k,1) = po, Bmin = minj<y <xB(k,1) = po(1l — w).

Under such P and settings in Corollary [3.8] since the error rate is O(l lopg#) to obtain

log

consistency estimation, w should grow faster than . Therefore, the probability gap

Biax — Buin = pow should grow faster than 4/ %, and the relative edge probability

gap @ = wy/po should grow faster than @. Especially, for the sparest case

When pon = O(log"™(n)) with v — 0%, the probability gap should grow faster than
bg ) Undoubtedly, this two separations are consistent with that of lJin et all (2017), since

Theorem 2.2 (Jin et all2017) shares the same error rate O( 7y ( 3l log(" ) for the standard

network.
Next, we consider the Erdos-Rényi (ER) random graph G(n,p) (Erdés & Rényi 2011).
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To construct the ER random graph G(n,p), set Q@ = /pol, K =1 and Il is an n x 1 vector
with all entries being ones. Since K = 1 and P is assumed to have unit diagonal entries
by the default condition (I1), we have P = 1 in G(n,p) and hence Ag(P) = 1. Then we

have Q = IIpPIl' = IIpIl" = TIplIl’, i.e, p = po. Since the error rate is O( By 1 log(”)) =

(P)] pon

O( loigl)) For consistency estimation, we see that p should grow faster than log(" , which
is just the sharp threshold in Theorem 4.6 (Blum et al!2020) and the first bullet in Section

5 (Abbd 2017). Meanwhile, since our assumption (A1) requires pon > O(log®(n)) for
§ > 1, it gives that p should grow faster than %

consistent with the sharp threshold.

since p = po under G(n,p), which is

4 Simulations

In this section, a small-scale numerical study is applied to investigate the performance of our
Mixed-RSC by comparing it with Mixed-SCORE (Jin_et all2017), OCCAM (Zhang et al.

2020) GeoNMF (Mao et alll2017) and SVM-cone-DCMMB (Mao et al.2018). We measure
the performance of these methods by the mixed-Hamming error rate:

manE{KXerrmutatlon matrlx} ||HO II H 1,

where II and IT are the true and estimated mixed membership matrices respectively. Here,
we also consider the permutation of labels since the measurement of error should not depend
on how we label each of the K communities. For simplicity, we write the mixed-Hamming
error rate as > . ||7t; — m||1/n.

For all cases, we set n = 500 and K = 3. Let each block own ny number of pure
nodes for 0 < ng < 160. Let the top 3ng nodes {1,2,...,3n0} be pure and let nodes
{3ng + 1,3n¢ + 2,...,500} be mixed. Assume all the mixed nodes have four different
memberships (z,z,1—2z), (z,1—2z,x), (1 —2x,2,2) and (1/3,1/3,1/3) with z € [0,1/2),
each with (500 — 3ng)/4 number of nodes. For p € (0,1), the mixing matrix P has unit
diagonals and off-diagonals p. For z > 1, we generate the degree parameters such that

1/60(i) ~ “ U(1, z), where U(1, z) denotes the uniform distribution on [1, z]. For all settings,
we report the averaged mixed-Hamming error rate over 50 repetitions.

Case 1 Fix (z, p, z) = (0.4,0.4,4) and let ny range in {40, 60, 80, 100, 120, 140, 160}.
Case 2 Fix (z,ng, 2z) = (0.4, 100,4) and let p range in {0,0.05,0.1,...,0.5}.

Case 3: le (no, p, z) = (100, 0.4,4), and let x range in {0,0.05,...,0.5}.

Case 4 (no, p, ) = (100,0.4,0.4), and let z range in {1,1.5,2,...,5}.
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As is known, a larger ng indicates a case with higher fraction of pure nodes, thus we
study how the number of pure nodes influence the performance of methods. The numerical
results are shown in the subfigure (a) in Figure 2 (note that SVM-cD is used to denote
SVM-cone-DCMMSB.). From this figure we can find that all methods perform poor when
ng < 60, but when ng > 60 the error rates for all methods decrease rapidly. In detail, for
a large ng Mixed-RSC performs similar as Mixed-SCORE and SVM-cone-DCMMSB while
OCCAM and GeoNMF perform poorer than the other methods in this case.

The results for case 2 are displayed in the subfigure (b) in Figure Pl From this figure
we can find that all methods perform poorer as p increases. This phenomenon occurs
due to the fact that a lager p generate more edges across different communities (hence
a dense network), and more edges across different communities lead to a case that these
communities tend to be in a giant community and hence a case that is more challenging
to detect for any algorithms. Meanwhile, the results suggest that Mixed-RSC has similar
performances as Mixed-SCORE and SVM-cone-DCMMSB, and they perform better than
OCCAM and GeoNMF.

In case 3, = is changed which has effect on the purity of nodes. By the setting, we can
find that when x increases to 1/3, these mixed nodes become less pure and they become
more pure as x increases further. The subfigure (c) of Figure 2lrecords the numerical results
of this case. From the results we can see that when x increase up to 1/3, the error rates
for all methods increase, while they decrease when x increases from 1/3 to 1/2. Thus we
can make a conclusion that purity of nodes is higher, all methods perform better. Overall
Mixed-RSC performs slightly better than Mixed-SCORE and SVM-cone-DCMMSB, and
the three methods significantly outperform OCCAM and GeoNMF.

In case 4 we study the effect of degree heterogeneity. A larger z gives smaller 6(i) for
any node 7, hence a more heterogeneous case and fewer edges generated. The last panel of
Figure 2] presents the results. We see that the error rates for almost all methods increase
when the value of z increases. Thus all methods perform poor when a network has high
degree heterogeneity. When we make a comparison of these five methods, we can drew
a similar conclusion as in other three cases, i.e., Mixed-RSC,Mixed-SCORE and SVM-
cone-DCMMSB have competitive performances and all the three methods enjoy better
performances than OCCAM and GeoNMF.

5 Real data analysis

The SNAP ego-networks dataset contains substantial ego-networks from three platforms
Facebook, GooglePlus, and Twitter. The dataset can be find in http://snap.stanford.edu/data/.
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Some others are also worked on this dataset, such as|McAuley & Leskoved (2012), Zhang et al.
(2020). We obtain the SNAP ego-networks parsed by Yuan Zhang (the first author of the
OCCAM method (Zhang et al.[2020)). The parsed SNAP ego-networks are slightly differ-
ent from those used in [Zhang et al. (2020), for readers reference, we report the following
summary statistics for each network: (1) number of nodes n; (2) number of communities
K; (3) average node degree d where d = Y"1 | D(i,i)/n; (4) density > A6 g)/ (n(n=1)),
i.e., the overall edge probability; (5) the proportion of overlapping nodes r,, i.e., r, =
number of nodes with mixed membership Y7o peport the means and standard deviations of these

n
measurements in Table [T

Table 1: Mean (SD) of summary statistics for ego-networks.

#Networks n K d Density To
Facebook 7 236.57 3 30.61 0.15 0.009
- (228.53) (1.15) (29.41) (0.058) (0.008)
GooglePlus 58 433.22 222  66.81 0.18 0.005
- (327.70) (0.46) (65.2)  (0.11)  (0.005)
Twitter 255 60.64 2.63 17.87 0.33 0.02

- (30.77) (0.83) (9.97)  (0.17)  (0.008)

We present the average mixed Hamming error rates over each of the social platforms
and the corresponding standard deviation in Table 2l For the Facebook platform which
only has 7 networks, the proposed Mixed-RSC method has smallest averaged error rate,
0.2473, which is slightly smaller than 0.2483 for Mixed-cone-DCMMSB and 0.2496 for
Mixed-SCORE. OCCAM has the largest averaged error rate. When we turn to GooglePlus
networks we can find that the Mixed-RSC performs much better than other four methods.,
and OCCAM, GeoNMF and SVM-cone-DCMMSB have similar results. The averaged
error rate for Mixed-RSC is 0.3182, while error rates for other methods are all larger than
0.35, and it for Mixed-SCORE even reaches to 0.3766. The Twitter has a large number
of networks, 255. The averaged error rates for the proposed method is 0.2601 which is
the smallest value among all compared methods. OCCAM and GeoNMF have similar
results, 0.2864 and 0.2858 respectively. Mixed-SCORE has the largest averaged error rate
for Twitter’s networks. In all, Mixed-RSC always outperforms Mixed-SCORE, OCCAM,
GeoNMF and SVM-cone-DCMMSB for all the networks in these three platforms. From
Table[I], we see that d is much smaller than the network size n, suggesting that most SNAP-
ego networks are sparse. Our Mixed-RSC enjoys better performances on empirical networks
because it is designed based on regularized Laplacian matrix which can successfully detect
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Table 2: Mean (SD) of mixed-Hamming error rates for ego-networks.
Facebook GooglePlus Twitter

Mixed-SCORE 0.2496 (0.1322)  0.3766 (0.1053)  0.3088 (0.1296)
OCCAM 0.2610 (0.1367)  0.3564 (0.1210)  0.2864 (0.1406)
GeoNMF 0.2537 (0.1266)  0.3520 (0.1078)  0.2858 (0.1292)

SVM-cone-DCMMSB  0.2483 (0.1496)  0.3563 0.1047)  0.2985 (0.1327)
Mixed-RSC 0.2473 (0.1340) 0.3182 (0.1259) 0.2601 (0.1378)

sparse networks with a good choice of 7, as the discussion after Theorem [3.6l

6 Conclusion

In this paper, we propose a regularized spectral clustering method Mixed-RSC to mixed
membership community detection under the DCMM model and study the impact of reg-
ularized Laplacian matrix on spectral clustering with the proposed method. We show
the consistency of the estimation of Mixed-RSC under mild conditions. By analyzing the
theoretical results, we find the optimal choice of the regularization parameter 7 for our
Mixed-RSC. We also compared our theoretical results with two previous works (Jin et al.
2017, Mao et al) 2020), and find that our error bound is consistent with Jin et al. (2017)
and competitive with Mao et al! (2020). Furthermore, our theoretical results match the
classical separation condition of a network with two equal size clusters and the sharp thresh-
old of the Erdés-Rényi random graph G(n, p). Numerically, Mixed-RSC enjoys competitive
performances with the benchmark methods in simulated networks and has excellent per-
formances in empirical data.
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Supplementary material

In this section, we provide the technical proofs of lemmas and theorems in the main
manuscript.

A Ideal Cone

A.1 Proof of Lemma 2.1

Proof. Before we present the proof of Lemma 2.1, first we give one simple lemma.

Lemma A.1. For any membership matriz Il € R™*E whose i-th row [I1(4, 1), 11(3,2), ..., 11(i, K)]
1s the PMF of n0~de 1 for1 <i<mn, suc@ that each community has at least one pure node,
then for any X, X € REXE 4fIIX =I1X, we have X = X.

Proof. Assume that node i is a pure node such that II(i, k) = 1, then the i-th row of
X is [X(k,1), X(k,2),...,X(k,K)| (i.e., the i-th row of ILX is the k-th row of X if
I1(i, k) = 1); similarly, the i-th row of I1X is the k-th row of X. Since IIX = I1.X, we have
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(X (k,1), X (k,2),...,X(k,K)] = [X(k,1),X(k,2),...,X(k,K)] for 1 < k < K, hence
X=X O

Since £,V = VE and £, = OIIPII'O, if we assume that there exists B such that
V = OIIB, then we have

#.OlIB = OIIBE
J
OIIF B = OIIBE

¢
IIFB =1IBE

which gives that II(F'B — BE) = 0, since we assume that each row community has at least
one pure node, by Lemma [A.T], we have F'B = BE. Therefore B exists and its i-th column
is the right eigenvector of F', and Ay is the k-th eigenvalue of F' for 1 < k < K. Further
more, if there exists another B such that V = ©IIB = OIIB, then we have I1(B — B) =0,
since each community has at least one pure node, by Lemma[A1] we have B = B, hence B
is unique. Note that, for 1 < k < K, though the k-th column of B is the right eigenvector
of F', it may not be unit-norm.

Since rank(P) = K, we have %, = OIIPII'O© = VEV’'. Without loss of generality,
reorder the nodes such that II(Z,:) = I, then we have V(Z,:)EV’' = O(Z,7)PII'6. Now
VE =2V = @HPH’@V @H(PH’@)V @H(@ YZ,7)V(T,)EV')V =ele YZ,T)V(Z,:
)E, right multiplying E~' gives V = OII0~Y(Z,7)V(Z,:), i.e., B can also be written as
B=06"YZ,T)V(Z,:). And B is full rank surely. O

A.2 Proof of Lemma 2.3
Proof. For convenience, set M; = IO~Y(Z,T)V (Z,:), since
V =016 YZ,1)V(Z,:),

we have V = ©M,, which gives that V (i,:) = 6;M,(i,:). Therefore, V, ,(i,:) = V(.i:’:) =

" V@E)lr
m which gives that
1
Mi(1,:)/|[Ma(L, )|l [ZACSIr 1
Vi, = M1(27 3)/H.M1(27 )HF _ ML (27 . M,
Mi(n,:)/|[Mi(n, )| e
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r 1
ML)

M2,

[TI(1, ) /|| M (L) e |
10(2,:) /|| My (2,2) ||

T, /]| Ma ()] |

[TI(1,2) /|| M0 (1, |
I(2, ) /| M (2, )| F

T, /1M (n, )| |

[TI(1,:)/|[ My (1, )| F |
10(2,:) /|| My (2,2) ||

T, ) /]| Ma ()] |

Therefore, we have

where Ny, =

Y,

I(L, ) /| My (1) 7
I(2, ) /| M (2, 7

H(n, )/ My (n, ) |

1
M1 (L)) F .

1M1 (2] »

ne—Yz,7)v(z,:)

[M1(n5)l P

o YZ,7)V(Z,:)

0~ YZ,I7)N; (Z,T)Ny(Z,T)V(Z,")

O YT, )N, " (T, T)V.(Z,").

0~YZ,7)N; (Z,T) = N\, JIO"Y(Z, )N 1 (Z, T),

. Sure, all entries of Y] are nonnega-

1
[M1(n5)l P

tive. And since we assume that each community has at least one pure node, no row of Y;

is 0.
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Then we prove that V, 1(4,:) = Vi 1(4,:) when II(7,:) = II(j,:). For 1 <i < n, we have

1

M1 (1)
Vialis)) = eVir =€ 2 M = e, M,
1M (2, )| e
1
M1 (n5)l 7
1 1 ~
- M, = _ IO YZ,T)V(Z,:)
le;Ma]lr IO~ I, Z)V(Z. ) |lr
1 .
(i, )0 YZ,T)V(Z,"),
TGS T DV e
which gives that if TI(j,:) = I1(q, :), we have V. 1(4,:) = Vi1(J,:). O

A.3 Proof of Lemma 2.6

Proof. Since I = V'V = V'(Z,:)0"Y(Z,7)II'O* 10 1 (Z,T)V ( ) and rank(V(Z,:)) = K
(i.e., the inverse of V(Z,:) exists), we have (V(Z,:)V'(Z, )) YT, T)II'e1e-Y(Z,1).
Since Vi 1(Z,:) = Nv(Z,T)V(Z,:), we have

(Var(Z, )V (Z,)) " = Ny YT, 7)0 71 (Z, T)II'O* IO (Z,T) Ny, (T, T).

Since all entries of Ny, YzZ,7),11, © and nonnegative and N, © are diagonal matrices, we see
that all entries of (V;1(Z,:)V/(Z,:))~" are nonnegative and its diagonal entries are strictly
positive, hence we have (V. 1(Z,:)V/,(Z,:))"'1 > 0. O

A.4 Proof of Lemma 2.8

Proof. Set M, =110 YT, T)V,(Z,:). Since Vi = OIIO YT, I)V,(Z,:), we have Vo = OM,.
Follow a similar proof of Lemma 2.3, we have Y, = Ny, II07(Z, )Ny, (Z,T), where Ny,
is a n x n diagonal matrix whose i-th diagonal entry is m Meanwhile, all entries
of Y5 are nonnegative and no row of Y5 is 0. The last statement can be proved easily by
following similar proof as the one in Lemma 2.1 and we omit it here. O

A.5 Proof of Lemma 2.9

Proof. For 1 < i < n, by basm algebra, we have V,(i,:) = (VV')(i,:) = V(4,:)V’, which

gives that Ny,(i,i) = ||V2(2 T T VG 1)V’||F = ”V(l)”F where the last equality holds by
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Lemma A.1in[Yu et al. (2015). Hence, we have Ny, = Ny,. Then, by basic algebra, we have
Vio(Z,:)V = Ny, (Z, D)W,V = Ny (Z,Z)VV'V = Ny (Z,Z)V = V. 1(Z,:). By basic algebra,
we have Vo(Z,:) = (VV')(Z,:) = V(Z,:)V', which gives Vis(Z,:) = Ny (Z,2)V,(Z,:) =
Ny(Z,T)V(Z,:)V' = Vi1(Z,:)V'. Then we have V.o(Z,:)V/,(Z,:) = Vi1 (Z,)V'VV!(Z,:
) = Via(Z, )V (Z,:). Meanwhile, we also have V.o = Ny, Vo = Ny VV' = V,;V'. Based
on the above equalities, we have

Yo = Voo VIo(Z, ) (Vo (T, ) Viao(Z,0)) ™! = Vil VIV (T, ) (Via (T, ) Vi (Z,0) 7 = Y,

Yoo = VaVio(Z,))(Via (T, )Vio(Z,2) ™ = VV'VV (T, ) (Vi (T, ) VI (T, )T = Ve,
= V/diag(N,(Z, D)V (Z,:)) EV'(Z,:) Ny, (L, T)

= \/dlag (Nv(Z,2)V(Z,:))EV'(Z,:)Ny(Z,T) = J,.

Since Z1 =Y, 1J1, Zy = Y, 22, we have Z; = Z,. Meanwhile, note that M, = Hé_l(I, HVI(Z,:

) € RE M, = TIO~ (I IYWL(Z,:) € R™™ gives M; # My, we still have Ny,
PN 1 _ 1 _ 1

Ny, based on the fact that Ny, (i,1) = LG = Al = i@ I%E

1 _ .. .
e T Eva v, = (i) for 1< <n.

Similarly, we have Ny, = Ny, , where Ny is the diagonal matrix such that ‘A/*J = NVV.
By Lemma G.1 in|Mao et al/ (2018), the outputs of the SVM-cone algorithm using V, ; and
V. 2 as inputs are same, therefore we have Il fg. Then, follow a similar analysis as that
of the ideal case, for the empirical case, we have V, 1 (Z;, :)‘A/Z,l(fl, ) = Via(Do, :)‘7,"72@2,:
),}715172,}7,72537.71,@5j1,22521,ﬂ15ﬁ2. O

B Theoretical properties for Mixed-RSC

Lemma [B.] provides a further study on the Ideal Cone given in Lemma 2.3, it shows that
Vi1(i,:) for Mixed-RSC can be written as a scaled convex combination of the K rows of
Vi1(Z,:). Lemma [B.]is consistent with Lemma A.1. in [Mao et al! (2018). Meanwhile,
Lemma is one the reasons that the SVM-cone algorithm (i.e, Algorithm [3)) can return
the corner matrix V, ;(Z,:) when the inputs are V,; and K in the SVM-cone algorithm, for
detail, refer to Appendix

Lemma B.1. Under DCM M (n, P,©,1I), for 1 <i <n, Vi1(i,:) can be written as V. (i,
) = 11(0)®1(2,)Van(Z,:), where r1(i) > 1. Meanwhile, 7’1( ) =1 and ®1(i,:) = ¢}, if i is a
pure node such that I1(i, k) = 1. Similarly, Vi 2(i,:) can be written as Vi 2(i,:) = r2(1)Po(4,
Wia(Z,:), where ro(i) > 1. Meanwhile, ro(i) =1 and ®o(i,:) = e, if I1(i, k) = 1.
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Lemma [B.2]is powerful to bound the behaviors of ||V ||z and ||V2]|2-s00, and the result
in Lemma [B.2] is called as the delocalization of population eigenvectors in Lemma 3.2 in
Mao et _al. (2020).

Lemma B.2. Under DCMM (n, P,0,11), we have

emin emax

- <[V )lr <

- ,1<1<n
Omax\/ KA1 (IT'IT) Omin\/ A (IT'IT)

Note that since Va(i,:) = e,VV' = V(i,:)V’, by Lemma A.1 in [Yu et all (2015), we
have ||[Va(i, )|l = ||V (4, :)V'||r = ||V (i, :)|| r, therefore results in Lemma [B.2] also holds for
Va(i, ).

Lemma B.3. Under DCMM (n, P,0,11), we have

. 02 Kk(I'TI . 02 k(I
MV AVE ) < Pl O and v (V2,12 (2.2 2 P T,

Lemma [B.3] will be frequently used in this paper since it is useful for obtaining the
bound of A (Vi1(Z,:)V/(Z,:)) for further study.

Lemma B.4. Under DCMM (n, P,©,11), we have
k| > 62, A (P) A (IVTT) and Ay < 1.

Lemma [B.4 gives the lower bound of |\x| and upper bound of A;.

B.1 Proof of Lemma B.1]
Proof. Since Vi1 =YV, 1(Z,:), for 1 <i < n, we have

Y (1,:)
Y(i,:)1

Vir(iy:) =Y (4, )Ver(Z,:) =Y (4,:)1 Vii(Z,:) = r(0)®(i, ) Vin(Z, ),

where we set r1(i) = Y (i,:)1, ®1(i,:) = ;/((ZZ))I, and 1 is a K x 1 vector with all entries
being ones. ' .
By the proof of Lemma 2.3, we know that Y (i,:) = =2t &~(Z, T)N~Y(Z, Z), where

- — ML GATe
M, = IO~YZ,I)V(Z,:). For convenience, set T'= 0~(Z,7),QQ = N"Y(Z,Z), and R =
V(Z,:) (note that such setting of T, @, R is only for notation convenience in the proof of

Lemma [B.1).
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One the one hand, if node 7 is pure such that I1(i, k) = 1 for certain k among {1,2,..., K}

(e, 11(i,:) = e if 113, k) = 1), we have M(i,:) = I1(i,)0~ (L. T)V(Z.) = T(k, F)R(k,:),
and T1(i,:)TQ = T(k,k)Q(Fk,:), which give that Y (,:) = ”f(gjk’“;)}g?(,g’f:)ﬂp s Recall
that the k-th diagonal entry of N™YZ,Z) is ||[V(Z, :)](k,:)||F, i-e., Q(k,:)1 = ||R(k,:)||F,
which gives that ry (i) = Y (¢,:)1 = 1 if II(i, k) = 1 and ®4(¢,:) = €}, if H(z’, k) =1.

On the other hand, if 7 is not a pure node, since

1M (i, )| =|T0(i, )0~ N(Z, e = HZH i, k)T (k, k)R(k,:)||r
<Y T BT (k, k)| R(k,:)l|» = Zﬂ(i,k)T(k‘, )Q(k, k),
k=1
combine it with TI(3,))TQ1 = S°&_ TI(i, k)T(k, k)Q(k, k), s0 (i) = ”‘jV}@:{)l”F TPl >

1. Following the above proof, the results for V., can be obtained. Here, we omit the
details. O

B.2 Proof of Lemma [B.2
Proof. Since [ = V'V =V'(T,:)0~(Z,T)I'O410~(Z,T)V(Z,:), we have
(07T, V(T )N(O T, V(L)) = e,
which gives that
maxy || e, (O HZ, T)V(Z,))||% = maxye, (0~ 1{1, )V(z,:))(é—lgz,I)V(z, ) ex
< maXy<17 (O YT, D)V, )OO T, T)\V(T,:))x

1
A (I9211)°

where x is a K x 1 vector whose [, norm is 1. Meanwhile, we also have
ming||e;,(07(Z, T)V(Z, )|} = mingel (O~ ( DV(Z,:))(0 T, DV(T, ))

> miny, =2’ (0 1(Z ,I)V(I, NWONZL, T
= (07T, D)V(Z,)) (0T, T)V(Z,:

NN
~—

~
~—
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By Lemma 2.1, we have V (i,:) = 6,11(i,:)0~Y(Z,7)V(Z,:) for 1 < i < n, which gives that

IV (i, )lle = 16116, )0 (T, V(T )| r
= 0:||T1(i, )0~ (T, T)V(Z, 1)l »
< O;max;||TI(i, (O M, DV(Z.1))|r
< 6, maxl||e ((:) Iz, )V(I, iz

O~
0~
i,:)|| Fmax;||€;

m

N \/)\K e211) \/)\K e211)

A

where we use ||I1(7,:)||r < 1 since Z,I::lﬂ(z',k) =1, and ¢; is a n x 1 basis vector whose
i-th entry is 1. Since A\g(IVO?I) = A\g (O > A (O (I'I) = 62, Ak (II'ID), we
have

. O max
V(i )llr < = ~
Omin\/ A (TT'1D)

Similarly, we have

V@) e = 16116, )07 (T, V(T )|l
= 0,|11(3,:)0 (T, D)V(Z e
> f;min; ||T1(4, :) || pmin; ||} (O~ Y(Z, 2)V(Z, )|
> 0, mlﬂz||€ (é Z,D)V(Z '))HF/\/7

\/K)\l H’@2H \/K)\l H’@2H

where we use the fact that min,||T1(4, )| > \/% since Zszl (7,k) = 1 and all entries of II
are nonnegative. Since \;(I'O2II) = A\, (O2II'IT) < A\, (02)\ (IV'IT) = 62, A (IT'II), we have

. emin
V@, e = = -
Brome /K 1 (IT10)
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B.3 Proof of Lemma

Proof. In this proof, we will frequently use the fact that for any two matrices X; and X,
the nonzero eigenvalues of X; X5 are the same as the nonzero eigenvalues of X, X;. By the

proof of Lemma 2.6, we know that V(Z,:)V'(Z,:) = ©(Z, T)(II'©%I1)~'O(Z, Z),which gives
M(Ver(Z )V (Z,0) = M(N(EZ,D)V(Z, V(T )N(T, 1))

= M(N(Z,7)6(Z, T)(I*1)~'6(Z, I)N(Z,T))

= M(N(Z,D)ONT, )’ m) ™)

< X(N(Z,7)0(Z, 7))\ (IT'e%1) )

= M(N(Z,1)6(Z, 7)) /A (I'O°I)

< (maxiezf(0)/ ||V (i, )| #)? /A s (1I'O°T)

H/ 2
<K ALl 9 1) by the proof of Lemma

T A\ (IO21)
52 /
< K= M by the proof of Lemma
02, A (I
Hﬁlame(H’H)
02, ’
where we use the fact that N(i,i) = ”V( 57+ Similarly, we have
Ak (Vin(Z, )V, (Z,9) = A (N (T, D)V(Z,)V'(Z,:)N(Z,1))
=\ (N(Z, )0 (2, ) (6" O(Z, )N (Z, 1))
= A\ (N*(Z,1)0%(Z, Z)(I'O*1L) )

> N (N(Z,1)O(Z, 1)) Ak (II'O°1) )
= Xk (N(Z,7)6(Z,7))/\(I1'6°1)

> (miniez0(i)/ ||V (i, :) ]| r)* /2 (ITO10)
Q)2
> M by the proof of Lemma
A (IT'O210)
02 /
M by the proof of Lemma
T 02 (1)
()
02 '

max
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B.4 Proof of Lemma [B.4

Proof. Set H = PI'O2IIP € RE*K . By basic algebra, H is full rank and positive definite.
Then we have

il = M (2] = A (BTIPIT)| = /A (BT PIIOTIPIIG)

= \/)\K OIIHII'® \/)\K OIIHY/2H/211' \/)\K HY/2II'O1H/?)

= AK(HIVO) > /A () A (16711) = \/ A (PTVOTIP) A (TF62T)

:\/)\K(P2H’(§2H))\K(H/(§2H \/)\K P2))\2.(IT'62I1) \/)\2 )2 (TI'©211)
= Ak (P) Ak (I'O°TT) > [ Ak (P)|0rsu i (I'TD),

where we have use the fact that for any matrix 7' € R™*¥ with rank K < n, 77" and T'T
have the same leading K eigenvalues. Since ||2~1/2Q2~1/2|| = 1, we have

M= 1 = 1272092 = 12, 2 2 97 g P9 P g )|

. ) ) . P(i,7)
< 1/2 1/22 1/2 1/2) _ Lo — , ’
<2772 P27 2097 | = |27 91| = maxicicn— D

Similarly, we have A\; = || L. | < 1. O

min

<1

C Proof of consistency for Mixed-RSC

C.1 Proof of Lemma 3.1
Proof. Since
1Lr = Z || = | D 2PADTY? — 97120271 2|
— |D7YVPADSY? — 97 2 A9 4 g P AGIY? — g 20912
<12. A9V — 971291 | + || DS VPAD R — 9 R AG R,

we next bound the two terms of the last inequality separately.

For the first term, since |25 2 A2 — 972097 || = |97 2(A - 0277 <
1271 A-Q| = ”A 9| , we only need to bound ||[A—€||. We apply Theorem 1.4 (Bernstein
inequality) in Troma (2012) to bound ||A — ||, and this theorem is written as below
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Theorem C.1. Consider a finite sequence { Xy} of independent, random, self-adjoint ma-
trices with dimension d. Assume that each random matriz satisfies

E[Xk] = 0,and Apax(Xk) < R almost surely.
Then, for allt >0,

—t2/2

IP’(/\max(Z X)) >t) < d-eXp(m

k

),

where o* := || >, E[X7]]].

Let e; be an n x 1 vector, where e;(i) = 1 and 0 elsewhere, for nodes 1 < i < n.
For convenience, set W = A — Q. Then we can write W as W =31, 37 | W(i, j)e;e].
Set W) as the n x n matrix such that W) = W (i, j)(e;¢} + e;¢;), which gives that
W =" 1cicjcn W9, Then we have E[W/)] = 0 and

WD = W (i, ) (ese + ejes) | = [W (i, 5)|| (ese + esel) | = [W (i, 5)| = |A(, §) — Q@ §)| < 1.

Next we consider the variance parameter

o= Y BN

1<i<j<n

We obtain the bound of E(W?2(i,5)) as below

E(W(i, 7)) = E((A(, j) — Q. 5))*) = E((A(i, j) — E(A(, 5)))*) = Var(A(i, j))
= Q6 )(1 = Q6 5)) < Q. j) = 00 ()G ) PIT(j, ) < 0(2)0()),

where we have used the fact that I1(i,:) PIT'(j,:) < 1. Next we bound o? as below

o* =1l Y EW5))(ec; + esel) (e + e

1<i<j<n

= > EW33i,j)(ee; + esef)l|
1<i<j<n
2/. . . .
< ggg;lZ;E(W (4, 9)] < max 19(1)9(3) < Omax[|0]]1-
j= j=
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Set t = \/3—?’29max||9||110g(naK—5), according to Theorem with 02 < a0, R =
1,d = n, we have

—t2/2
o2+ Rt/3

—Blog(n®K—") K"

32log(n> K —5) ) = pia-1’

P(W[ >t =P( > W) >1) < nexp( 5
1+ 3 30max |01

1<i<j<n

) < nexp(

where we have use assumption (A1) such that 1+ %\/32log(n°‘K—ﬁ)/(39max||9||1) < % for

sufficiently large n in the last inequality. Hence, with probability at least 1 — 0(%), we
have

C'V/Oinax|0]]11og (n K —7)

H.@_1/2A.@_1/2 . @—1/299—1/2” <
T T T T = T+ 0

C'\/Omax 0] 11og(n K —B
T+6min

D72 ADTY? — 972 A7V Since

|IL:|| = | D7 *AD; V2| = | D2 DYAD™Y2AD ™2 DV DR
< ||DT—1/2D1/2||||D—1/2AD—1/2||||D1/2D;1/2|| _ HD;1/2D1/2HHDl/zDT_l/zH <1,

) for convenience.

Now, set t =

For the second term

we have

||DT_1/2ADT_1/2 _ 97_1/2/1-@7_1/2”
= HDT_1/2ADT_1/2 _ @;1/2Di/2LTDi/2@T_1/2H
= (1 = 272 DYL, DY 1 L, (1~ DY)
< |- ‘@;1/2Di/2||||LTH ’|Di/2@;1/2|| LN - Di/2@;1/2’|
< [T = 2-Y2DY2|| | DY2 G- V2| + |1 — DY29=272||
< ||I — 27V2DY|DYV29= V2 — [+ I|| + ||I — D297
<|[I — 272D\ DY? 2V — I|| + 1)) + /T — DY? 22|
= || — 2-'2DY?||(|DY? 2% — I|| + 1) + || — DM
= 21 - DY27 | 4 |1 - DY
Next we bound || — DY?297' 2| Apply the two sided concentration inequality for each
i,1 <i <mn, (see for example |Chung et al. (2006), chap. 2)
2 2

0 0
2260t eXp(_m)'

P(|D(i,1) = 2(i,4)| = o) < exp(—
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Let 0 = #(2(i,i) + 7), we have

i —2(D(i,i) + 7)? —2(D(i,1) 4+ 7)°

P(|D(i, i) = 2(i,1)| 2 1(2(i, 1) + 7)) < exp( ) + exp(

29(i,1) 29(i,i) + 21(D(i,i) + 7)
(20 +7)* (2(ii) + 7) £ (Omin + 7)
< 2exp(—(2 I 2000) + 7_)) = 2eXp(—T§t~) < 2eXp(—T%£)
- L KV
= 2exp(—4log(n®K ") ) <2

— b
8(r+0min) | 8 [log(noK—7) nio
C20max|0]1 3C Omax||0]]1

where we have used the facts that 7 + Opin < Clpax||f]|1 and assumption (A1) in the last

inequality (for sufficiently large n, we have &%‘m + % % <1).
Since
D(i,i)+ 1 D(iyi)+ 1
I — DY?9712|| = max <jcn|y | —2t—— — 1| < max <jcp| —2t—— — 1],
I L2 1<i<n] 6.0 17 | 1<i< |9(z,i)+7 |
we have

P(IT - DY) 2 §) < Plmasicicnl i+ =11 2

< P(Urcisa{ (DG 0) +7) = (2(i,4) + 7)| 2 U 2(i,i) +7)})
= P(Ur<i<a{|D (i, 0) — 2(i,1)| > (2, (i, i) + 7)})

K4
<2

Therefore, we have

IDPADSY? — 91 P AG V2| <21 — DP9 V2| + [T — DY 2|12 < 28+ 2,
with probability at least 1 — o ifa 61)

Combining the two parts ylelds

emax||9||110g(n“K_6)> N O(\/Hmax||9||110g(n“K‘6)
(T + 5min)2 T+ 5min
(\/Gmaxllﬁllﬂog(naK 5))7 when C\/emaxHeHllog(naK—ﬁ) < T4 Sy < CemaxHeHl’

og(n® s
O((’ma"”?T”j:&i(n) K0) when 7 + i < C'v/Omax |01 Jog (n /£ =F).

L, — Z| <+ 3t = Of

)

Y

with probability at least 1 — 0(%). O
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C.2 Proof of Lemma 3.2

Proof. To prove this lemma, we apply Theorem 4.2.1 (Chen et all 2020) and Lemma
5.1 (Lei et all 2015) where Lemma 5.1 (Lei et al. 2015) is obtained based on the Davis-
Kahan theorem (Yu et alll2015). First, we use Theorem 4.2.1 (Chen et all2020) to bound
|[Vsgn(H) — V|20 Where sgn(H) is defined below. Let H = V'V, and H = Uy~ 5V}, be
the SVD decomposition of H with Uy, Vg € R™ X where Uy and Vj represent respec-
tively the left and right singular matrices of H. Define sgn(H) = Uy V},. Since E(A(i, j) —

SN N C 2] A(i,j) _ Q(irj) 2 <
969) = 0, B(Lo(6) ~ £ = B Gtttz ~ Tommiramm) | S
E[(A(i,5)— Q.5 Var(A(i,j . NN N 02 .
AP . Y6 = O, 5)(1 — Q(,5))/7 < Q3,5)/7 < D | Lo () —

= Il

Z(i,7)] < max(%rl, T+§ —) = = where we set 7 = min(7 + 1,7 + Ouin), then by assump-
tion (A1), Lemma[B.2l and basic algebra, we have ¢, = ~9max\/1/( — = ”‘;”2%0 log( ) <
n/(ulog(n max

1 +Omax log(n 1 +0max /1og(n Omax [ T+0max log(n Omax [ _log(n)
m\/:""&mm \/KAK HIH - Cemin 77——'i'6r1)1n C mm 77:+6min max < C mm emax”el”
O(1) where p = % Meanwhile, since we can simply set O((7 + dpin)/7) = O(1),the
requirement |[Ag| > C%2x/nlog(n) in Theorem 4.2.1. |Chen et al! (2020) reads [Ax| >

C’Gma’; — énlog . Now, Theorem 4.2.1. [Chen et _all (2020) gives that with high probability,

[Vsgn() — Vs sy < E) e VI 1L O/ Kl0B(0)

| Ak |(T + 6min)
By Lemma B.2] p < (T+6(,:;5H::)16<%X?H,H) Since 62, > - +fg::a by Lemma [B.4 we have
Ak | > T+‘§‘“ Ak (P)|Ak(II'IT). Then we have

K'(gr)emax V K,U + emax KIOg(n)
|)\K|(7' + 5min)

(7- _I' 6max)9max K(gT)emax (7_ + 6max)n
<
S o) e P (TTD  bie | (7t B (1) | V180

[Vsgn(H) — Vasye <

_ (7_ + 5max)9max Kl(gT)emaX (’7‘ + 5max)n
N O( (7‘ + 6m1n)912mn|)\K(P)|)\K(H/H) max( Qmin \/(7- + 6min))\K(H,H)7 \/m»

(T + Omax ) Omax y/ Klog(n)
(7 + Omin) O | A (P) [ A (TI'TT)

el ).
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Second, we apply the principal subspace perturbation introduced in Lemma 5.1 (Lei et _al.
2015) to bound ||V — V'sgn(H)|| . We write this lemma as below

Lemma C.2. (Principal subspace perturbation (Lei et alll2015)). Assume that X € R™"
is a rank K symmetric matriz with smallest nonzero singular value ox (X). Let X be any
symmetric matriz and U, U € R™X be the K leading eigenvectors of X and X, respectively.
Then there exists a K x K orthogonal matrix O such that

2W2K|| X — X||

—UO||» <
|U—-UO|r < o (X)

Let X = L., X = 2, U = V,U = V,0x(X) = |Ak|, by Lemma [C2] there exists a
K x K orthogonal matrix O such that

2V 2K||LT - gTH
| Ax] '

1V — VO||F <

By the proof of Theorem 2 (Yu et alll2015), we know that O = sgn(H), combine it with
Lemma [B.4l and 3.1, we have

\/767"7%
m1n|)‘K( )|)‘K(H/H) '

|V - VOHF <C

Now we are ready to bound ||[VV’ — VV’||s_00. Since

[VV! = VV||asse0 = maxicicnl|e}(VV = V)|
= maxy<i<p||€}(VV' — Vsgn(H)V' + Vsgn(H)V' — VV')| #

By Lemma A.1 Yu et al. (2015) , ~ o , ~,
< maxi<i<nl|€;(V — Vsgn(H))||p + maxi<i<plle;V (sgn(H)V' — V') || p

= ||V = Vsgn(H) 200 + maxi<i<nl|e;V (sgn(H)V' = V') ||

< ||V = Vsgn(H) |l2m00 + maxy<i<p ||V | rllsgn(H)V = V||

= ||V = Vsgn(H) 200 + maxi<i<nl|e}V || 2|V = Vsgn(H) ||

= ||V = Vsgn(H) 200 + maxy<i<nl|e}(Vsgn(H) — V + V)|V — Vsgn(H)||p

< ||V = Vsgn(H)|lomsoo + (||[Vsgn(H) = Vossoo + ||V [|l200) |V = Vsgn(H) || p

By Lommam
<

~ ~ émax >
V — Vsgn(H o+ (|Vsgn(H) — V||gyoo + = V —Vsegn(H
I gn(H)|[2m00 + ([[Vsgn(H) — Vo . AK(H,H))II gn(H)| r

39



(T 4 Smax)Omax / Klog(n)
((T + Omin ) 02,5 | A (P) | Mg (TVIT)

min

).

C.3 Proof of Lemma 3.3

Proof. By Lemma 2.6, we see that Vi (Z,:) satisfies condition 1 in [Mao et al! (2018).
Meanwhile, since (Vi 1(Z,:)V/;(Z,:))"'1 > 0, we have (Vi1(Z,:)V/,(Z,:))"'1 > 01, hence
Vi1(Z,:) satisfies condition 2 in [Mao et al) (2018).

By Lemma 2.9, we have V,o(Z,:)V/,(Z,:) = Vi1(Z,:)V](Z,:), hence V,5(Z,:) also sat-
isfies conditions 1 and 2 in|Mao et all (2018). The above analysis shows that we can directly
apply Lemma F.1 of Mao et al. (2018) since the Ideal Mixed-RSC satisfies conditions 1 and
2 in [Mao et all (2018). Let ‘A/;g and K be the inputs of SVM-cone algorithm, there exists
a permutation matrix P € R¥>*X guch that

K(e
AR (Vea T, 1)) VI(Z, )

IVea(Z,2) = PVia(Z, )| = O ),

where ( < AR = O( and € = max;<i<,||Via(i,:) —

77)‘}%5(‘/*,2(17:)‘/::,2(17:))
(Via(i,:)||p. Next we bound e. Since

K
Z,:

AR (Vi ( )V*l,l(zv:)))7

Vo (i, ) [Va(i, )l — Va(i, )| Va(i, 3l 2/|Va(i,2) — Va(i, )l r

Viai:) = Viz i )l < |

|F <

IVa(i, )|l Vali, )l 1Va(i, )|l
2[|Va = Va|lomoo 201 2w, _ 2w, __ 2m
= AaG@)lle T Vel )l VYOG )IE  IVEDVIE (V) F

_ 2Wrmax 1 1/ K A (TI'IT)

— ~ Y

Hmin

Omax1 /KA (TI'TD) ). Finally, by

where the last inequality holds by Lemma we have € = ( —
Lemma [B.3], we have

07 K5t k3(II1) /A (IVTD)
ny,

min

IVaa(Z,:) = PVas(Z, ) |r = O( )-
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C.4 Proof of Lemma 3.4
Proof. For convenience, we set V,1(Z,:) = Ve, Vii(Z,:) = V. Then we have
lei(Ye = YoP) || = [lej(max(VVE(VeVE) ™, 0) = VVE(VeVE) ' P)lle
< lef(VVE(VaVE) ™ = VVE(VEVE) Pl e
= [lef(V = V(V'V)VEVeVE) ™ + ei(VIVIVIVE(VEVE) ™
~ V)P VeV (Ve V) e
< |les(V - V(V'V))VC(VCVC) e+ eV (V) VEVeVE) ™
— (P'(VeVe)(VE) V'V ) e
< sV = VIV VNIEIVEIEI(VEVE) e + eV (VV)VEVeVE) ™
— (P'(VeVe)(VE) V'V e
= VEK||e,(V = VIV VeI (VaVE) e + eV (VVIVE = (PVe(V'V) e
< K|lef(V =VV'V)lp/Ax(VaVE) + leV (VV)(Ve! = (P /VC<V/V))_1)HF
= K7 - vy o Bt oyt - PV )l

min

By Lemma A.1 in Yu et al. (2015) or Remark 3.2 in Mao et al. (2020)
62k (IT'D)

< K0 = vl o) ety ()7 = (P
L U U L

where we have used similar idea in the proof of Lemma G.3Mao et al) (2020) such that ap-

1 M
(V 7 , then by Lemma[B.3, we have — ERD < O( z )-

Now we aim to bound ||eZV(V f/)(VC — (PVe(V'V))™)|r. For convenience, set T =
V'V, S =P'VesT. We have

|V V'Vt = (PVe(VV) e = VTS ™S = Vo) Ve s

ply O(Vi‘/,)) to estimate

- ~ ~ ) - ~ K
< VTS = TV e < VTS (8 - Vel E
Ak (Vo)
/ — > K Hmax Kr(IT'11
= VTS (S Vol < VTS (S — Voo EEI
ez i
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. 0,/ Kk (TVTT
VT VAV (S — Vo) | o P KR AT

. )
/ _ ~ émax KFL H'H
YV (S — Vo pone KAL),
) . Omaxr/ K r(TI'TI
— eYP(s - V) oty KD,
O, K (IT'IT)
< |lefYallpllS = Vel rO( )
By the proof of Lemma 3.5 9r2nax K,{(H’H) Hmax Kk (H’H)
< = IS = Ve[ rO( )
Hmm Ax (IT'TT) O,in
Kr(IT'TT , , e 03 KR(ITTT
||VC — PV V|| 3max ( ) ||(VCV PVVIOV e — ( )
emln AI{(]:[/]:[) Hmln )\K (H/H)
A 03 Kr(II'II
S ||chl _ P,VCV,H max K’( )
H?mn )\K(H/H)
emma K/{ H/H
By Lem 29”‘/20—7)‘/20” 3max ( )
emln )\K(H,H)
K k(IT'TI)
Vo — PV + (P —P"HV- O
< (120 = PYaclle + 1P = P)Vacl) =l
By Lemma 3.3 H;axK2 o1 k3 (IT'TT)/ Aq (TT'IT) , HﬁnaXK/{ IT'1I
» Lemma 330 D) 4 (P — Vi ) e E AT
nemln emln )\K (H/H>
07 K25 3 A (IIT Kr(TI'T
< (O( max Wik ( ) 1( )) K\/7) 3max '%( )
nemln Hmln )\K(H/H)
j10  Jr3.5 45(I'T1
_ o Pt
nd1a,
Then, we have
02 Ko k(I
lel (Ve = YoP) 1 < O( QoKD iy (1 — PV (V)

2

02 K 11 gL 35 11
_ O( max ~wl’%( )) + O( max ? K’ ( ))
I%’lin nei’?ln



10 7035
_ O(GmaxK oo kA (TUTT)
6’10

min

)-

C.5 Proof of Lemma 3.5

Proof. For convenience, denote wy = ||[Va.(Z,:) — PVa.(Z,:)||r. We begin the proof by
providing bounds for several items used in our proof.

e For 1 < ¢ < n, by Lemma [B.2 we have N(i,i) = ||V(i1:)||F < GmaxvéKfl(H’H) and

N(’l, Z) Z émin\é AK(H,H) .

e Since Z(Z,7) = O(Z,7)PO(Z,T) = V(Z,:)EV'(Z,:) and P has unit diagonal en-
tries, for 1 < k < K, we have \/(diag(V(I VEVI(Z, ) (k, k) = (0(Z,1))(k, k) >
Onin. For 1 < k < K, let J, be the k-th diagonal entry of J, we have

Jie = (N(Z, D)) (k, k)\/(diag(V(Z, ) EV'(Z, ) (k, k) = (N(Z,Z))(k, k)Bumin
92 e (LTT)

min

Y
Hmax

and Jj, < Fian v/ K1 (IVIT) . Meanwhile, we also have ||J||p < < B/ @)

mm gmin

e For 1 <i<n,since Y, =VV/(Z,:)(V.(Z,:)V/(Z,:)) ' =Y.V YZ,:), we have
VK

leiYallr = IV (i, )V T )lle < IVEIRIVTHET e < IIV(Z}:)IIFm

o VK 02 /Kr(II')
= VGl s i@ N = B, e

For1 <k <K, let jk be the k-th diagonal entries of J. Since inA Lerpma 3.3, we consider
permutation matrix P, let p(k) be the index of the k-th row of V. 5(Z,:) after considering

permutation matrix P. Since Vi; = V.5V, f/*,l = IA/*Q‘A/, we have V,1(Z,:) = Vio(Z,:
W, Vii(Z,:) = Via(Z,:)V, which gives that

J= \/dlag (L, EV! (T \/dlag (L, )VEVIV!,(T,2)),
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J = \/diag(Vi\(Z,:)EV/,(Z, diag(Vio(Z, :)VEV'V! ,(Z,:
) 2

Again, for convenience, set Vae = Vio(Z,:),Vae = V*Q(I :). Since ||V] = 1,||V|| =
LIE| = |4 — Ly + L[| < err +1 = 0(1), ||EH = ||E E + E|| < O(1) by Weyl’s
1nequahty, and ||e} P'Vac|| = [|P'Vacer| = ||[Vacer|| < |leiVacllr = 1, we have
|JE = J20| = llekVacVEV ' Vygey, — e, P'VacVEV' Vi Pey|
< |lex(Vac = PVac)VEV Vyger|| + [P Vac(VEV' = VEV)Vycer|
+ (| P VacVEV! (Vae = Vo Pes|
< le(Vae = PVa) IIVINEINIV [ Vacerll + P Vac [V EV = VEV'[[[[Vaeer|
+ e P Vae [IVINENV I (Vae = VaeP)ex|
= |lex(Vac = PVac)[Il E|| + [[VEV' = VEV'|| + [|(Vae — VaeP)exlI|1 E]]
< [lej, (Voo = PVao)|O(1) + [VEV' = VEV'|| + [|(Vae: — VaeP)exl|O(1)
= [[(PVac = Vac)exl[rO(1) + [[VEV' = VEV'|| + |lef(Vac — P'Vac) [O(1)
< 2wy0(1) + ||[VEV' = VEV'|| < O(ws) + O(err,),
where the last inequality holds by below analysis: from the properties of the SVD, we
know that VEV' is the best rank K approximation to L, in spectral norm, therefore
\VEV'— L. || < ||-% — L;|| since &, = VEV' with rank K and .Z, can also be viewed as a

rank K approximation to L,. This leads to |VEV' —VEV'| = |[VEV'— L.+ L. — %,|| <
2| L, — Z|| < O(erry,). Then, we have

. J2 — J? J2_ 2 y
= dyl = 2ol ol T
Jp + Jp(k) Ji Qmm )\K(H’H)
), 08 2.5 3.5 (17
< (O(w2) + O(erry))= Ormax _ O(emaxK w52 (IT'D) )
6)ﬁain )‘K(H/H) nemm

Then, for 1 < i <n, since Z = Y.J,Z = }Af.j, we have
1€}(Z — ZP)||p = ||ei(Ye — YaP)J + €)Y P(J — P'JP)||r
< ||} (Ya = YaP) el Il + €Y Pl pllJ — P IP|| 5
< ||e}(Ye = YoP) el = P'IP + P IP|p + ||€}YPr|] — P IP|r
< ||} (Ya = YaP) e (| = P IP||e + | JI|e) + lleYellpllJ — P IP||s
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= |lei(Ye = YP) p(|J = PIP || + | J|lF) + €Yl ol — PIP|| 5
010 K30m k(1) 08, K3 k5 (1) )+ maXK«/)\l H’H

< O( iy )(O( i .
anax Kk (II'T) anaxK?’wm >(I'M)
(%;K%4mﬂ>)

I’I‘LIHT7 \% H/H

C.6 Proof of Theorem 3.6

Proof. Since the difference between the row-normalized projection coefficients I and IT can
be bounded by the difference between Z and Z, for 1 <1 < n, we have

ez VA e Z|leZ || — e.ZP| e Z]|
|mmF_wwﬂw“:” le.Z ) plle; 2 p
_deMﬂb—deﬂb+%ﬂM2M—dZMMﬂwH
- le, 2 elle;Z "
_ 62l Zllr = eiZlleiZIrllr + 1l 21l Zllr — € ZPllei 2| e
le,Z ) plle,Z p
e ZliellleiZllr = ek Zlle| + el Zllplle;Z — 2P r
N leiZ||plle;Z|| 7
_ lletZlle — I 2llel + 162 = 2Pl _ 2leiZ = ZP)]r
le;Z] = [le€Z]r
2|lei(Z — ZP)||r

T minigi<llej 2 F

le; (1T — 1IP) |- = ||

£

Set mz = minj<;<,|le;Z]|r for notation convenience. Next, we give a lower bound for

myz. Since Z = Y,J = N~ Ny,II, where Ny, is defined in the proof of Lemma 2.3, i.e.,
1
My (1)

Ny, = P& , where M, = II6~Y(Z,7)V(Z,:). Thus, for

1
M1 (n9)ll
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1 <14 < n, we have
1€ 2]l = N1 (é,8) Nag, (2, )10, 2) || 2 = N7HE, 1) Na, (6, 0) || €311

> miny<jc, N7 (7, J)ming<j<n Nag, (7, 7)ming <<, || €510

1 . IRV o
> ———minj<j<p, N 1(.]7.]>m1n1§j§nNM1(.]7.])

K05
K—O.S

maxi<j<n IV (J, j)maxi<j<nll€; M| r’

where we use the fact that min;||eIT||z > 1/K%5. Since for any 1 < i < n, we have
;M| = €O T, V(T :)l|r < [l #|©HT, DV(Z. ) ||r

- - VK K
<167 @DV )llr < 107 T DIFIVE e < 7—IVZllr < 7—Vll2ooc

min min

By Lemma émaXK
ér2nin V )\K(H/H) '

By the proof of Lemma 3.5, we have N(i,i) < Gonao v/ T ) VQKM(H,H) Combine the uppers bound

of ||e;M;||r and N(i,1), we have my > L, which gives that

= 2, K2\ /R(TT)
. ez —Z 2 eZ — ZP)|| p02, K2\/k(ITTT
Hei(H_HP)HF < ||6z( P)HF < ||ez( P)HF max ’KL( )

B mz B érsnin
By Ler%ma 3.5 O(éil?ax~K5.5wll{4.5(H/H) )
M0 v/ Ax (IV11)
Now, we give a lower bound for 5. By the proof of Lemma [B.2, we have (V(Z,:)V'(Z,:
)"t =0"YZ,7)II'e*1I6~(Z,Z), which gives that
(VAZ, VT, )t = (NI, DV(Z,:)V'(T,))N(Z,T))""

= NYZ,7)67Y(Z,7)ITe* 116~ (Z,I)N~*(Z,T)

Y

where we set Nyax = maxi<i<,N(7,7). By the proof of Lemma 3.5, we have Np.x <

Omax+/ KA1 (T

- ), which gives that

Gmin
N4
(V@ VAT ) > —omin
04 K\ (II'ID)



Since miny << g, I = i, we have 5 = ming << i (Vi(Z, VAT, )7 11) (k) > o minTmin__
which gives that

912 K55 4.5 HIH 916 K65 4.5 HIH )\ H/H
max1<2<n||e (H HP)HF < O( max Wik ( )) S O( max Wik ( ) 1( ))
nﬁmm Mg (TT'TT) Hrlfmﬂmm Ax (IT'TT)
Since émax = max; 6() < fmax apqd émin = min; 6(0) > —min , by Lemma 3.1,

\/T-i-_@(i,i) - \/T+5min \/T-‘r@(’i;i) - \/7'+6max

we have

015 (T + G ) K O900 545 (T Ay (IT'TT
max1<2<n||e (H HP)HF < O( max( ) 1 ( ) 1( )
918 (T + 5min)87rmin )\K(H/H>

min

).

O( (T4+0max )Omax+/ Klog(n)
(7—+6m1n)6r2mn|>‘K( )IAK(H/H

By Lemma 3.2, since tw; = )), we have
OL7 (T + Omax) P K TP (IUI) Ay (IT'TT)  /log(n)
i<n H H < max
B NG W Ep /S [ V)

min

).

Since Omax = max; Z(i,4) = max; y 5, Q4, j) = max;0(5) d_7_, 0(5) P(gi, 95) < Omaxl|0]]1,
combining it with the fact that 7 4+ dpin < Clpax||0||1 by Lemma 3.1, we have T 4 oy <
COpmaxl||0]]1, which gives that

- Hgax(T + 5maX)9K7’€4'5(H,H>>‘1 (H, maXHQH 1V log
N N e 5 R VT

min

C.7 Proofs of Corollaries 3.7 and 3.8
'r+6max)9 _

Proof. For Corollary 3.7, since Topt = O(Omax||€]]1) and dmax < Omax||0]]1, we have (r+5min
O(1), hence Corollary 3.7’s first result follows. For the sparest case, simply use log' ™ (n)
to replace Oax||f]|1, and then we can obtain the result.

For Corollary 3.8, when 0. < COpin, we have Oiny/n = /02, .n = O(\/02,.n) =
O(\/Omax|lfll1). Now, simply substitute K = O(1), min = O(n/K) = O(n), A (II'IT)
O(n/K) = O(n), k(II'IT) = O(1) into Corollary 3.7 and Corollary 3.8 follows.

AN O

Remark C.3. In Corollary 3.8, for consistency estimation (i.e., max; <<y € (II—IIP) | &
1), we need [Ag(P)| > O(y/5727-).

Omax |01
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Recall the condition |\g| > C—5—— Inex V08 Lemma 3.2. Set T as Topt 0 Eq (9), this

+6m1n
condition reads |Ag| > C'Y %Tf . By Lemma[BJ}, we know that | x| > 6%, | Ak (P)|Ag (IV'IT) >

Oinn"\iiéi'l;\f(nl ) O( m‘“‘)‘g;(axﬂg\'ﬁ(n H)). Under the settings of Corollary 3.8, to make the

condition |\ | > C' ¥ riog(n always holds, by Lemma we only need Ouin

16111
CYE™ & O Akc(P) VA = C\/log(n) & |AK<P>WmaX||9|‘|1 > C/Tog(n) < |Ax(P)| >

O( aii('r;)'h ), which is consistent with the consistency estimation requirement on | Ak (P)].

Therefore, under the settings of Corollary 3.8, for consistency estimation when the lower
bound requirement on |Ax(P)| in Lemma 3.2 holds, \x(P) should satisfy

[Ax (P)[ A (IT'TT)
max”lg”l

Ae(P)] = O —(,jnjfm).

D Omne-Class SVM and SVM-cone algorithm

In this section, we briefly introduce one-class SVM and SVM-cone algorithm given in
Mao et al! (2018).

As mentioned in Problem 1 in Mao et al! (2018), if a matrix S € R™™ has the form
S = HS¢, where H € R™¥ with nonnegative entries, no row of H is 0, and Sg € REx™
corresponding to K rows of S (i.e., there exists an index set Z with K entries such that
Sc = S(Z,:)), and each row of S has unit ly norm. Then problem of inferring H from S
is called the ideal cone problem. The ideal cone problem can be solved by one-class SVM
applied to the rows of S. the K normalized corners in S are the support vectors found
by a one-class SVM:

maximize b s.t. W' S(i,:) > b( fori=1,2,...,n) and [|w|r < 1. (11)
The solution (w,b) for the ideal cone problem when (S¢S;)~'1 > 0 is given by

o (SeSe) ™1 B 1
w=>b".5 U AREE b= (55T (12)

for the empirical case, if we are given a matrix S € R™™ guch that all rows of S have unit
Iy norm, infer H from S with given K is called the empirical cone problem (i.e., Problem
2 in Mao et al. (2018)). For the empirical cone problem, we can apply one-class SVM to
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all rows of S to obtain w and b’s estimations W and b. Then apply K-means algorithm
to rows of S that are close to the hyperplane into K clusters, the K clusters can give the
estimation of the index set Z. Below is the SVM-cone algorithm given inMao et all (2018).
As suggested in [Mao et all (2018), we can start v = 0 and incrementally increase it until

Algorithm 3 SVM-cone

Input: S € R™™ with rows have unit o norm, number of corners K, estimated distance
corners from hyperplane ~.
Output: The near-corner index set 7. R
1: Run one-class SVM on S(4,:) to get w and b
2: Run K-means algorithm to the set {S(4,:)[S(i,)W < b+ ~} that are close to the
hyperplane into K clusters
3: Pick one point from each cluster to get the near-corner set 7

K distinct clusters are found.

Now turn to our Mixed-RSC algorithm. Set wy = b;'V/,(Z, :)1’(V*,1(Z,:)V;y1(2,:))*1’

- (Vi2(Z)V] (1) 7"

\/1’(\/;,1(I,:;Vg,l(f,:))*ll’ and w; = b21v*/72(1’:)1’(V*,z(27:)\}§,2(17:))*1’b2 - \/1’(V*,2(I,Z;V*’72(Z,:))*ll
such that wy and b, are solutions of the one-class SVM in Eq (II]) by setting S = V. 1, and
wy and by are solutions of the one-class SVM in Eq (Il by setting S = V.5 . By Lemma
we see that if node ¢ is a pure node, then we have V, ;(4,:)w; = by, which suggests
that in the SVM-cone algorithm, if the input matrix is Vi 1, by setting v = 0, we can find
all pure nodes, i.e., the set {Vi 1(4,:)|Vi(4,:)W1 = b1 } contain all rows of V,; respective to
pure nodes while including mixed nodes. By Lemma 2.3, we see that these pure nodes
belong to K distinct clusters such that if nodes 7, j are in the same clusters, then we have
Vi1(i,:) = Vi1(4,:), and this is the reason that we need to apply K-means algorithm on
the set obtained in step 2 in the SVM-cone algorithm to obtain the K distinct clusters,
and this is also the reason that we said SVM-cone returns the index set Z (the K indexes
of Z denote the indexes of K pure rows of V, ;, one from each cluster) when the input is
Vi1 in the explanation of Figure 1. Similar arguments hold when the input is V. 5 in the
SVM-cone algorithm.

(V*,l(zvz)v*lyl(zvz))ill b o
1 =

Lemma D.1. Under DCMM (n, P,©,11), for 1 <i<n, Vi1(i,:), if node i is a pure node
such that T1(i, k) = 1 for certain k, we have

‘/*71(2., Z)’U)l = bl and ‘/*72(’&., Z)’U)Q = bg,

Meanwhile, if node i is not a pure node, then the above equalities do not hold.
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Proof. We only prove that V, (7, :)w; = b; when II(4, k) = 1, since the second equality can
be proved similarly. By Lemma [B.I, we know that when node 7 is a pure node such that
II(i, k) = 1, Vi1(4,:) can be written as Vi 1(i,:) = €. Vi1(Z, ), then we have Vi 1(i,:)wy = by
surely. And if i is a mixed node, by Lemma [B.I] we know that () > 1 and ®(i,:) # ey, for
any k=1,2,..., K, hence V. 1(i,:) # e, Vi1(Z,:) if 7 is mixed, which gives the result. O
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