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Abstract. The data clustering problem consists in dividing a data set into
prescribed groups of homogeneous data. This is a NP-hard problem that can
be relaxed in the spectral graph theory, where the optimal cuts of a graph are
related to the eigenvalues of graph 1-Laplacian. In this paper, we firstly give
new notations to describe the paths, among critical eigenvectors of the graph
1-Laplacian, realizing sets with prescribed genus.

We introduce the pseudo-orthogonality to characterize m3(G), a special eigen-
value for the graph 1-Laplacian. Furthermore, we use it to give an upper bound
for the third graph Cheeger constant hg(G), that is h3(G) < ms(G). This is
a first step for proving that the k-th Cheeger constant is the minimum of the
1-Laplacian Raylegh quotient among vectors that are pseudo-orthogonal to the
vectors realizing the previous k — 1 Cheeger constants.

Eventually, we apply these results to give a method and a numerical algorithm
to compute m3(G), based on a generalized inverse power method.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The graph 1-Laplacian has been deeply studied in recent years, starting from the
pioneering works of Hein and Biihler [BHal [BHb]. The study of Laplacian eigenvalues
on graphs has applications in data clustering, that is the problem of dividing a data set
into prescribed groups of homogeneous data. This is a NP-hard problem that can be
relaxed in the spectral graph theory, where it is understood as the problem of dividing
a graph into a prescribed number of groups of nodes which are densely connected inside
and have little connection in between. The clustering quality improves if we consider the
eigenvalues of p-Laplacian as p — 1, see [Al [BHa]. This problem has also been treated
in the continuous Euclidean case [BPL [Cal [Chel, [KF [LS| [Pa] and in the anisotropic case
[BFKL [DGPD, [KN], that is when R™ is equipped with a Finsler metric.
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Furthermore, we recall that also the limiting problem of the p-Laplacian as p — oo has
been investigated (see [JLM,[EKNT] for the Euclidean case and [BK.J,Pib| for the Finsler
case). Related results are obtained when other operators and boundary conditions hold
(see e.g. [DGPal, [DP] [Pia]).

Let G = (V, E) an un-oriented connected planar graph, where V is the vertex set,
V| = n,and E C V x V is the edge set. We denote by i ~ j a couple of adjacent
vertices (i,j) € E. We study the 1-Laplacian graph operator, that is defined as

(AF); =0 > 2i5(F) | zig(F) € Sen(fi — f3), 2ju(f) = —2i;(F), Vi~ip, i=1,..n,

1,j€V
i
(1.1)
for any f € R", where
{1},  t>0,
Sen(t) = <¢ [-1,1], t=0,
{-1}, t<oO.

We remark that also other definitions of graph 1-Laplacian exist (see e.g. to [Al [BHal
Chul, vI] for references).
For any i € I, we set

di={jeV]@ij ek}, i=1,..,n

Then the 1-Laplacian eigenvalue problem is to solve a real number p(G) and a vector
f € R™ (respectively called eigenvalue and eigenvector associated to u(G) of (LI]) on G)
satisfying

0 € Ayf — u(G)D Sgn(f), (1.2)

where D := diag(dy, ...,dy,), d :== Y,y d; and Sgn(f) = (Sgn(f1), ..., Sgn(fn))”.
The study of eigenvectors of the 1-Laplacian is related to the critical values of the
function
I(f)= > Ifi= fil: (1.3)
ijev
invj

on the symmetric piecewise linear manifold

X:{feR" i3] Z:Zdilfﬂ:l},
i=1

where ||f||,, is called the L!'—weighted norm of f € R".

In [Chal [CSZ7Z], the authors extended the Liusternik-Schnirelmann theory to the study
of the critical points of (L.3)). We us consider min-max formulas (introduced by [Cul[DR])
relying on topological index theories (see [R]) involving the notion of Krasnoselskii genus.

The genus of a symmetric (i.e., A = —A) subset A of R™\ {0}, is defined as

0, if A=,
7(4) ={ 1 ‘

min{k € N, | 3 odd continuous h : A — SK¥=1} otherwise.
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The eigenvalues are characterized as compact paths along the spectrum o(G) on the
symmetries of the even functional (L3]). Specifically, in [Chal [CSZZ], at least n critical
values are obtained:

= inf I(f =1,..,n.
cx(G) Lt Tnax (£), k=1,..n

These eigenvalues can be ordered as
a(G) < ... < en(G),

but, unfortunately, it is not known if they do exhaust all the spectrum (see [CSZb| Sec.
6] for a counterexample). In this context, we denote the by K the set of all critical
points of I. Then, if there exist k,l € N such that 0 <k <n —1[ and
c(G) = cx41(GQ) = ... = cx11(G),
then v(K N I7'(¢(G)) > 1. Furthermore, we say the eigenvalue ¢(G) has topological
multiplicity [ if v(K N 17(c(G)) = I, denoted tm(c(G)) = I. We remark that other
min-max characterization holds for eigenvalues, see e.g. [DGPD] and reference therein.
Further, for any k£ > 2, we denote
m(G)=  min (@), (1.4)
g€X7 g;églv'wgkfl
glpg1,. 8Llp8r—1
where g is the first eigenfunction of (L)), &, j = 2, ...,k — 1, are inductively defined as
the vectors achieving m;(G). For any k > 1, we say that g and &; are pseudo-orthogonal
and we denote g 1, g when

n
0 € (DSen(g),81) = Y _ di Sgn(d:) (91 )i,

=1
where (-,-) denotes the usual Euclidean scalar product in R™. Let us remark that the
pseudo-orthogonality generalizes the condition of zero median when k£ = 2. For more
precise definition, see Definition in Section [l

The main objective of this paper is in investigating the case in which (I4]) is equal to
the k-Cheeger constant (particularly, the case k = 3):
0S|

hi(G) = i k=1,..,n. 1.5
k( ) Sl,Sg,...,SkHII:)Iagtition of V 121@&%% VOI(SZ) ’ 1 B ( )

For any A C V, we have denoted
vol(A) := Z d;
i€A
the volume of A and
0A:={e=(i,j) € E |eitheric A,j¢ Aorjec Ai¢ A}

the edge boundary of A.
Moreover, we recall from [CSZal [LGT], the k-way Cheeger constant

pe(G) = min max 195
81,05V 1<i<k vol(S;)’
SZ'I’WSJ'ZQ Vi#j

k=1,..n (1.6)
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Regarding the second Cheeger constant, it is known (see [Chal [(CSZal [CSZD]) that
p2(G) = c2(G) = pa(G) = ha(G) = ma(G). (L.7)

In this paper, we show a generalization of (LT to case k = 3 and give the basis for

the generalization in higher cases. Particularly, we know the following inequality (refer
to [Chal [CSZh])

Mk(G) < Ck(G) Vk € N. (1.8)
Moreover, we give a detailed proof of the following inequality (see Theorem [3.7])
ck(G) < pr(G) Vk eN. (1.9)

This is a known result (JCSZbl Th. 8]) but we give a proof that makes a smart use of
two known results. Firstly, we generalize for the third and higher critical eigenvalues
¢k(G) the description in [Cha] of a path joining the first and the second eigenvector to
characterize sets with genus 2. Then, we construct the paths realizing set with genus
k > 3 also by using the paths joining each eigenvector with (one of) its positive part(s)
as in [CSZb].

Furthermore, we recall that the reverse of (IL9) holds when at least one eigenfunction
associated to ci(G) has k nodal domains [CSZb, Th. 8]. On the other hand, it is easily
seen the following inequality

pk(G) < hig(G) VEk e N. (1.10)
Therefore, by (L), (L3), (LI0), we have
1ie(G) < cx(G) < p(G) < hy(G) Vk €N
Furthermore, in Theorem [4.9], we prove
Once proven this last equality, we are in position to state the main result.
Theorem 1.1. Let G = (V, E) be a graph, then
13(G) < c3(G) < p3(G) < hg(G) < m3(G). (1.11)
The paper is organized as follows. In the next Section, we give definitions and prelimi-
nary results on the graph 1-Laplacian eigenvalue problem. In Section 3] we describe sets
of prescribed genus realizing critical eigenvalues. Furthermore, in Section ] we show a
suitable characterization of Cheeger constants based on pseudo-orthogonality and prove

the main Theorem. Eventually, in Section Bl we show an application of these results to
spectral data clustering, based on the inverse power method.

2. THE GRAPH 1-LAPLACIAN EIGENVALUE PROBLEM

Throughout this paper, for any subset A C V', we denote 14 the characteristic function

1, 1€A
1 ;= ) )
(14) {o, i¢ A,

and 1,4 the normalized characteristic function

A= vol(A)’

>
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Proposition 2.1 (Cor. 2.5 [Chal). Let G be a graph and £ an eigenvector associated to
w(G), then

() = ().
The system (L2]) can be re-written (see [Chal) in the coordinate form as

>ijev Zij € p(G)d; Sgu(fi), i=1,..,n,

Zi,jngSgn(fi — i), (2.1)

zl?] - _Zivj'
The set of all eigenvectors, i.e., all solutions of the system (L.2]) (or equivalently (2.1])), is
denoted by o(G). The spectrum of a graph G is finite and the elements can be ordered
as
,U'l(G) < :U'Q(G) <..< ,U'm(G)v

where each eigenvalue is repeated according to its multiplicity and m > n.

2.1. The first eigenpair. Now we recall from [Cha] some known results on eigenvalues
and eigenvectors of graph 1-Laplacian.

Proposition 2.2. Let G = (V, E) be a graph, then
(1) all eigenvalues u(G) of Ay satisfy 0 < u(G) < 1;
(2) it holds u(G) = 1 if and only if any nodal domain of the associated eigenvector
f consists of a single vertex;
(8) it holds u(G) < 1 if and only if any nodal domain of the associated eigenvector

f consists at least of a pair of adjacent vertices;
(4) if 0 < u(G) < 1, then 2 < p(G) < 2=2,

We also recall that the first eigenvalue is equal to zero and the first eigenvector is
constant.

Proposition 2.3. Let G = (V, E) be a graph, then
(1) the first eigenvalue 1 (G) = 0 is simple;
(2) the eigenvector associated to 1 (G) = 0 is 1y := 11y =1(1,..,1).

Remark 2.4. Let us stress that in this paper we study only connected graph. If G consists
of r connected components, then the eigenvalue u(G) = 0 has topological multiplicity r.

2.2. The role of the nodal domains. To study the second and the higher eigenvalues
of the graph 1-Laplacian, it is fundamental to be able to classify the vertices of the graph
in groups according the signature of any prescribed vector f. We call nodal positive,
nodal negative and null domains

Df ={ieV | f;i >0}, Dy :={ieV| [, <0}, DY :={ieV|fi =0}

respectively. Let r(f) and r~(f) be the numbers of positive and negative nodal domains
and r(f) := r™(f) + r~(f). We have the following decomposition:

rH(f) r=(f)

v=| U@ Ul U @s | UD2

a=1 ps=1
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We denote
0f = di, Op:=0f +0; and 0f:=d— 4.
ieDF
Let us observe that d = 6 +6; + 7. Moreover, from [TH], we recall the following nodal
domain Theorem.
Proposition 2.5. Let G = (V,E) be a graph and fk be an eigenvector associated to
ck(@), k e N. If tm(cg) =1, then
r(fe) <k +1-1.
2.3. The first and the second Cheeger constants. We recall that, in [Chal Th.
2.6], it has been proved that any nonconstant eigenvector of (II]) is pseudo-orthogonal

to the first one, that means that has zero weighted median. Here we state this result for
which we include the proof for the sake of completeness.

Proposition 2.6. Let G = (V,E) be a graph, £ be an eigenvector associated to the
eigenvalue p(G) # 0. Then £ zero null weighted median:

0 € (DSgn(f),1) = Zdi Sen(fi),
=1

or, equivalently
| 6f —op | < ¢
Proof. By (21]), we have

3" 2 € w(G)di Sen(fi), i=1,...m.

ijev
g
Therefore, since
n
> w=0,
i=1i,j€V
Jr~i
then
n
0€ > diSen(f)
i=1
and the conclusion follows. O

In this paper, we investigate the deep relationship between eigenvalues and Cheeger
constants for graphs, especially related to the study of the number of nodal domains.
Our aim is in generalizing to higher indices the following equality result holding for the
second Cheeger constant (see [Chal, [CSZh]).

Proposition 2.7. Let G = (V, E) be a connected graph, then
0 < (G) = p2(G) = p2(G) = ha(G) = ma(G),
where
me(G) = min_ I(g).
gexgziy
gJ—pr
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We remark that it is redundant to ask g # 1y, because 1y is not pseudo-orthogonal
to itself.

3. PATHS AMONG EIGENVALUES

In this Section, we describe how to construct paths among eigenvectors in the sublevel
set of the corresponding higher eigenvalue.

3.1. New notations to treat 1-Laplacian. We firstly give the notations to describe
the paths among eigenvalues. Since, by Proposition 2.6] each eigenvector is equivalent
to the normalized characteristic function of (one of) the positive nodal domain, we give
the result for the normalized eigenvectors with only one positive nodal domain. To this
aim, for each couple of vectors f and g, we set

o= E di, B:= g di, v:= g di, €:= E d;. (3.1)
i€DENDE i€DFNDY ieDINDF ieDINDY

They are the degrees of the intersections of the nodal domains of f and g, as represented
in the following table:

D | DY
D% a | v
Dy | B €

+ _ . 0 _ . — . _
Moreover, we denote by Ef = ZieDf* e, Ef = ZieD? e;, E, = ZieDf*an e, Eg =

ZieD;ng e, By = ZiengDg e, Be = Zz‘eDgan €i-
Furthermore, we partitionate the set of edges F in ten subsets. We denote the subset
of couples of F for which the indices are in the same intersection of nodal domains as

A:={e=(i,j) € E|i, j € Df n D},
B:={e=(i,j) € E|i, j € Df nDY},
C:={e=(i,j)€E|i, j€D{ nD}},
D:={e=(i,j) € E|i, j€ D{ nDJ}.

(3.2)

The subset of couples of E for which the indices are in one nodal domain but in different
intersections of nodal domains are denoted as

E:={e=(i,j) € Df x Df C E |eitheri € D}, j € Dy or j € DY, i € DF},
F:={e=(i,j) € D{ x DY C E | either i € D}, j € DJ or j € DY, i € D}},
G :={e=(i,j) € Df x Df C E | eitheri € Df, j€ D orje DY, i€ Df},
H:={e=(i,j) € Dy x Dy C E | either i € Df, j € D{ or j € D{, i € Df},

(3.3)

where we use E instead of E, since this yet denote the set of the edges. Furthermore,
the subset of couples of E for which both the indices are in different nodal domains and
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in a different intersections of nodal domains are denoted as
L:={e=(i,j) € E|
cither i € Df N D}, j € DY N Dy or je DN Dy, i € Df NDS},
M :={e=(i,j) € E |
cither i € DY N DJ, j € Df N Dy or j € Df NDY, i € D{NDE}.

(3.4)

These ten subsets of E are represented in the following table

Df D}
A C
G
Dg ~
Bl D F
M,
0
Dg
7}
B D

Now, we denote a = |A|, b= |B|, ¢c=|C|, d=|D|, é = |E|, f = |F|, g = |G|, h = |H]|,
I =|L|, m = |M|. By the use of this notation, the following equalities hold:

Sf=a+pB=2a+2b+2+g+h+1+m,
N =y+e=2c+2d+2f+g+h+1+m,
5;:a+’y:2a+20+2g+é+f+l+m,
bg=B+e=20+2d+2h+é+ f+1+m.

Furthermore, if f and g are also eigenvectors, then, by Proposition 2.6, they have zero
weighted median. This property leads to the following inequalities:

at+b+e<c+d+ f,
a+c+g<b+d+h.

By summing these inequalities we also have

a<e,
2a+¢+g<2d+ f+h.
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Moreover, if the eigenvalues p¢(G) and pg(G) are associated to f and g, respectively,
we have

29 + 2h + 21 + 2m
pe(G) = ~ ,
2a+2b+2e+g+h+1l+m

2% + 2f + 21 + 2m
pg(G) = > )
2a+2c+2g+e+ f+14+m

Using the notation in (B.2)-(B.3)-(34]), we have that
6 =2a+2b+26+g+h+1+m,
0g =2a+2c+29+é+ f+1+m.
3.2. The behaviour of the eigenvectors.
Proposition 3.1. Let G be a graph and f = iDj and g = iDg two eigenvectors,
respectively associated to pg(G) and pug(G). Then
0 € (D Sgn(f), g) — (D Sgn(g), f);
0 € (Aif,g) — (Aig, f);
0 € (Aif, g) — pue(G)(D Sgn(f), g);
0 € (Mg, f) — ug(G){(D Sgn(g), f).
Proof. Using the notation in (B.1]), we have that

(D Sgn(f), g) — (D Sen(g), ) = 2=+l (Z /i> 3??05(2 ;)ﬁ(a + ) Sgn(0)

~—~ o~ —~
co g O Ot
" — D D

contains 0 and (3.35)) is proved.
Using the notation in (3.2))-(B.3)-(3.4]), we have that

6 =2a+2b+286+g+h+1+m,
0g =2a+2c+29+¢é+ f+1+m.

We have

l—m)+ (2a+2c+é+ f)Sen(0
(At g) =55 Sen(fi - 1)) gz—( )+ ( - f)g(),

eV jeV g

invg

I—m)+ (2a+2b+ g+ h)Sgn(0
Big 1) = X Y Sl g £y = (T B9 W80

i€V jev f

i~
Hence the difference
[—m)(2b+eé+h—2c—g—f
(Alf,g>—<A1g,f> = ( )( 5?5; )
[(2a+2c+e+ f)(2a+2b+2¢+ g+ h+1+m)Sgn(0)
' 568
N (2a+2b+g+h)(2a+2c+2g+¢é+ f+ 1+ m)Sgn(0)
5708
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contains 0 and (B.6]) follows.

The eigenvectors f and g satisfies
0 e Af — pue(G)DSgn(f) and 0 € Aig — pg(G)D Sgn(g).
By multiplying the first relation by g and the second one by f, we have (B7)-(3.38]). O

3.3. Paths among eigenvalues. To characterize the sets realizing the third (and
higher) critical eigenvalues, we need to construct paths between eigenvectors. In this
context, for any ¢ € R, we denote the level and the sublevel set of I on X as

I.={feX|I(f)=c¢} and I ={fec X |I(f)<c}
respectively.

Definition 3.2. Let G = (V, E) be a graph. For any A CV, we say that £ and h € R"
are equivalent in A and we denote £ ~ h in A, if there exists a path v(t) in X such that
v(0) =1, v(1) =h and v(t) € A for any t € [0,1], .

Proposition 3.3 (Th.1 [CSZb]). Let G = (V,E) be a graph, £ be an eigenvector of
(@LI) associated to the eigenvalue ug(G) # 0. Then the positive (or negative) part of
an eigenvector realizes the same eigenvalue, that is V o € ({1,...,77(f)}) (orV B €

{1,...,7r=(f)}), we have

f~ iDg (or f ~ iDE) in o(Q) ﬂf;f(G).

Proposition 3.4. Let G = (V,E) be a graph and 1y, f; and f5 eigenvectors of (L)
associated to the eigenvalues 1 (G), u2(G) and ps(QG), respectively. Then

(1) ?v ~ f‘Q in 1;:2(0);
(2) }V ’lAfg inA 1(G)
(3) 5 ~1f3 in L)
Proof. To prove item (1) we remark that, by Proposition B3, f, ~ 1 i in J 1p» then it
is sufficient to prove that 1y ~ 1 sz in I,,,. Let us consider

. . t 1—t 1—t
= — — + - "0
gD(t)—t].Dg—F(l )1y <5g+ y >Ef2+ y Eg, tel0,1].
We set
Ey ={e=(i,j) € E | either i € Df, j € DY, ori € Dy,, j € DE}.

Then, we have I(p(t)) = 1B and ||tiD;r + (1 — t)1y||w = 1 and hence
2

=5
A t|E|
(p(t)) =
o,
Therefore the conclusion follows by noting that
E
1oy =2l 5 0,
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and that
I(p(0)) = I(1y) = (G) = 0 < pa(G) = I(f2) = I((1)).
The proof of item (2) follows analogously. To prove item (3), again by Proposition B3]
it is sufficient to prove that 1 D = 1 D in I,,. Let us consider the following path
2 3

. A 1-—t¢ t t 1—1¢
t) =1t1 +(1-1¢)1 =|——=+— | Eo+—Egs+—E.,, t€]0,1].
¢() D;; ( )Df‘; (5;‘2 52;)) a 5;‘; B 52; Y [ ]

Using the notation in &) and 32)-B3)-B4), with g = f, and f = f3, we have

2 + 2f;2l +2m I((0)) = I(f2) = pa(G) <

" A 29 +2h + 20+ 2m (39)
<ps(G)=1(f3) = 1(¥(1)) = :

+
5f3
Then, we have
+ + (95 +
2é+2f+2l+2m + t6f2 (2g+2h+2l—2m)—6f3 (26+2f—|—2[+2m) 6f3
5t st 5t 46t
I(y(t) = 2 + 20 e B8
2é+2f+2l72m + t5f2 (29+2h+2l+2m)75f3 (2€+2f+2172m) t > 5f3
o, 3¢, O, = & 1ot

and ||tinJ; +(1- t)inJ;Hw = 1. Therefore I(4(t)) = I(1(t)) and

8¢ (2g+2h+21—2m)—5; (28+2f+21+2m) [ < 5t
5368, 6L +o1 7

/ _ f3 T Of3

I'((t) = 5;; (zg+2h+zz+2m)—5;; (264+2f+21—2m) 5;;
5f of b2 Fer
fa7f3 f3 ' 7f3

Finally, by (8.9), the term in the second line is nonnegative and hence the conclusion
follows. O

We remark that the first item of this Lemma has been proven in |[Chal, Lem. 5.1] by
using different notations.

Now, we can generalize the result of the previous Proposition. The proof can be easily
given by following line by line the proof of Proposition [3.4

Proposition 3.5. Let G be a graph and f, and £, associated, respectively, to the eigen-
value pp(G) < up(G). Then

fh ~ fk in I s
Furthermore, we recall the following inequality results from [CSZb].

Proposition 3.6. Let G = (V, E) be a graph. Then
(1) cx(G) < pp(G), for all k € {1,...,n};

(2) if i, is an eigenvector associated to c(G) such that r(f,) > s, then py(G) <
cx(G).
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Since at this point, we are able to construct (and explicitly describe) sets with genus
k realizing the k-th critical value ¢x(G), we can give a detailed proof of the inequality

(G) < pe(G).
Theorem 3.7. For any k € N, we have
1i(G) < ck(G) < pir(G) < hi(G).

Proof. The first and the last inequalities are easily seen since the critical values do not
exahust all the spectrum and since the class of the k-partition of V' is contained in
the class of the all k-tuple of disjoint sets, respectively. Hence we only need to prove
ck(G) < pr(G). Firstly we analyze the inequality for k = 3: ¢3(G) < p3(G).

We observe that p3(G) > c2(G) and that, since I is continuous and we are considering
a compact set, the minimum is achieved. Hence it exists ¥ € R” such that p3(G) = I(¥).

Therefore, even if we are not able to say that p3(G) = p;(G) for some j > 3, we can
suppose that W is a characteristic function of a certain domain, because the vectors real-
izing the Cheeger constants are normalized characteristic functions of a certain domain

A, indeed we have VL‘?—&J) =1(14) = I(14).

Let us denote by f, and f; the (normalized positive) eigenvectors associated to pa(G),
w1 (G) = 0, respectively. By Lemma B35 it is possible to construct a path 7, connecting
U and f}, a path o connecting f, and 1y and a path 3 connecting ¥ and f,. Since it is
seen that f'l, £, and ¥ are equivalent in f;g( , we consider the linear convex combination

T7 of vertices W, fg and f'l. We have

G)

Ti(ty,to) = t1fy + tofo + (1 — t) — )W,
with t1,t3 > 0 and t; + to < 1 (see the graph below). Then, we have

3¢ (2g+2h+21—2m)—5; (28+2f+21+2m)]
2

2g+2h+20+2 2g+2h+20+2
g+5t+m_tlg+5t+m+t ot
£5 £5 £, OF.
5;;(17251)
<
I(T1(t1,t2)) = DA
(T1(t1,t2)) 99+2h+21—2m 99+2h+21—2m 5f (29+2h+20+2m) =6 (2642 f+21—2m)]
5+ - tl 5+ + t2 5+ 6+
f3 f3 fa7f3
> 5;;(1—t1)
g >t 7
\ o,
and
[T (t1, t2) [ = 1. (3.10)
. Sg (1—t1)
Therefore I(Ty(t1,t2)) = I(T1(t1,t2)) and, when to > ‘%T’ we have
3 3

29 +2h + 20+ 2m
o,
O (29 + 2h + 21 + 2m) — 0f (26 + 2f + 21 — 2m)
st <0
Og. Og,

1Tyt 1)) =

0
dts <5

d
—I(Ty(tq1,t =
s (Th(t1,t2))
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Hence, by noting that 77 (t1,t2) = t1f +tofs € f;Zg(G) when t1 +t3 = 1, that 77(1,0) = £,
Tl(O, 1) = flg and Tl(O, 0) = U, we have I(Tl(tl, tg)) < pg(G), forti1,to > 0and t1+t9 <1

(see the graph below).

to

I

f5

>t
v, £, !

Therefore T (t1,t3)) € f;S(G), for ty,ty >0 and t; +t5 < 1.

Similarly we can construct the other seven linear convex combinations T3, i = 2,...,8
with the first vertex between +=W, the second one between +f5 and the third one between
+f;. Since the norm of T}, i = 1, ..., 8 is unitary as in (3.I0]), then this result can be also
showed by using the convexity of I. For the convenience of the reader, we preferred to
give the proof without using this property.

We remark that, when considering +f;, +f» and +W¥, the previous construction could
not give a set with genus 3. Hence, alternatively, we could also consider the other two
normalized characteristic functions 1z and 1g of the triple realizing p3(G). Indeed, £,
+1p and +1g are in IAp_g(G

By gluing the eight convex combinations T;, ¢ = 1, ..., 8, we obtain a set A isomorphic
to S?. Hence v(A) > 3 and then

) and the span < ¥,1x,1g > has genus 3.

= 1 < .
c3(G) y(%fzg max I(f) < p3(G)

Therefore the conclusion follows.

Finally, this result also lead to the description of sets with genus k for any k£ € N.
We consider a linear convex combination Zf\il t;f;, for t; > 0, zg\il t;, N € N. It has
unitary norm, indeed

N
Z t:f;
=1

ki,nkio1, ki1, kn — Dk ki1 + ki1 k ]
where DFur--ki—1,Hkj+1 N — Df11 N... ﬂijJil ﬂij ﬂijJH N... ﬂDf]i[V, for k; € {+,0}.
By using the convexity of I and constructing analogously the iper-surfaces in any 2"™-ant,
the conclusion follows. O

N j717+,kj+17~~~7kN’ N

‘Dkl,...,k
Sy |y -

w i=1 k;j #k; f; i=1

We conclude this Section by analyzing the pseudo-orthogonality of eigenvectors of two
special graphs: the path graph Py and the cycle graph Cjg in dimension n = 10.
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Example 3.8. The degree of each vertices of the graph Pig is equal to two, except
for the first and the last one, for which the degree is equal to one. The spectrum is
o(Py) = {O, iil111 1}. We draw the eigenvectors in a form representing the

mazximum number of nodal domains.

|
CT)%
CT)U

|
1
i

@@@@G:D@@@@
@@@@CT)@@GL
@@@@CT)@@@@
@@@@Cﬁ@@@w
ONONONONORORONCOS

1 "
ﬂQ—g,fQ.ﬁ

|
&

|

|

|

|

|

1 .
H3:77f3-ﬁ

(T—
@_
O—0—
pa= bt ds (D—(D—
@_
@_
@_
@_

|
T
CT)@@
|
|

|
1
1

_ 1 .4
M6—§,f6-ﬁ

|
1
1

1 L1
N7:§7f7-ﬁ

@@@@(T)@@@w

|
1
T

The second eigenvector fo is orthogonal to f1, according with the results on the second
Cheeger constant. It is easily seen that f5 achieves the lower eigenvalue among the

eigenvectors pseudo-orthogonal to £; and fy. Furthermore, we have hg(Pio) = pus(Pio) =
1

1

Example 3.9. The cycle graph Cig is a graph for which every vertices have degree 2.
The spectrum is o(C1g) = {0, %, i, %, %, 1}.
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TS 0000000000
G000 000
ST00000009 Q90
O—0 O—) O— O—) O—C) O—C)

The second eigenvector fo is orthogonal to f1, according with the results on the second
Cheeger constant. It is easily seen and that £y (to be more precise, only the postive part)
achieves the lower eigenvalue among the eigenvectors pseudo orthogonal to f; and f5.
Furthermore, we have h3(Pio) = pa(Pro) = %.

4. THE PSEUDO-ORTHOGONALITY FOR CHARACTERIZING THE CHEEGER CONSTANTS

Throughout this paper we assume that it is always possible to consider three disjoint
non-empty sets of V. In this way, it is always possible to define the third Cheeger
constant. Hence, we focus on giving some characterizations of non-trivial 1-Laplacian
eigenvalues in the form of continuous optimizations.

4.1. The asymptotic behaviour of the graph p-Laplacian eigenvalue in the
continuous case. To motivate our treatment on the graph 1-Laplacian, we remark
that it is deeply related to the Cheeger problem, also in the continuous case. Indeed,
let ©2 be a bounded domain of R™ n > 2, then, for any 1 < p < 400, the p-Laplacian
operator is defined as

Apu = div (|Vu|p_2Vu) . uweWwhr(Q).
Let us consider the following Dirichlet eigenvalue problem:

{ —Apu = AP (Q)u[P~%u in Q,

u=20 on Of). (4.1)

Cheeger [Che] proved the “Cheeger inequality”:
P
AP (Q) > <@> 7
B p
where p;(2) is the first k-way Cheeger constant, defined as

- {42
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with P denoting the perimeter of E in R™. Afterwards, Kawohl and Fridman [KF]
studied the asymptotic behavior of the first eigenvalue of (41]), as p — 1:

lim AP (Q)F = py(Q). (4.2)

p—1

In [LS], the authors show the asymptotic convergence to the 1-Laplace eigenvalues:
lim AP (Q)r = AP(Q) vk eN.
p—1

Then, similarly to (L)), in the continuous case, the higher k-way Cheeger constants are
defined as

P(E; . .,
k() ::inf{'nllaxk |(E|) : B, CQ, |E;| >0V, EiﬂEj:@Vz;ﬁ]}.

Subsequently, asymptotic results as in (4.2]) have been generalized to higher eigenvalues.
Particularly, in [Pa], it has been proven the Cheeger inequality for the second eigen-

value )\;p)(Q) of (&I): )
M(@) = <M>

p
and the limit property

lim sup )\gp)(Q)% =p2(Q) and limsup )\lgp)(Q)% < pr(Q). (4.3)
p—1 p—1
The reason of the discrepancy between the two relations in (£3]) relies on the fact that
every second eigenfunctions has exactly two nodal domains but, on the other hand, a
k-th eigenfunction generally have not k nodal domains.
Regarding the higher Cheeger constant, it has been proven that the two quantities

AP(Q) =inf{ S ANE) : BicQ, |B| >0V, BENE;=0Vi#j3,
i=1,....k

Li(p, Q) ::inf{lnax NP(E) + Eicq, B >0V, EmEj:@vz'7éj},

i=1,...,

have the following limit behaviours (see [Cal] and [BP] for further details):

;quAlgp)zinf Y pE) : EiCQ |E|>0Vi, EENE;=0Vi#£j,
i=1,...,k

Ly L1(p, 2) = pr(€2).

The relationship between the 1-Laplacian eigenvalues and the Cheeger constants has
been investigated also in the discrete case. Indeed, the graph 1-Laplacian is the limiting
operator, as p — 1, of the graph p-Laplacian:

(Dpf)i = > |fi = FHiIP2(fi— 1) (4.4)
i,jeV
g~
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and it has been proven that the second eigenvalue of the graph p-Laplacian approximate
the second Cheeger constant arbitrarily well (see [Al [BHal).

Regarding the approximation of the higher Cheeger constants with the higher eigen-
values of the p-Laplacian (£4]) as p — 1, the following Cheeger inequality (see [TH])
holds for any k € N:

2\ @) _
B < uP(@) < 207 (G 45
(ims) 22 <lic) <2 o) (45)
where j = 2, .., k is the number of nodal domains of the k-th eigenfunction.

Since the discrete nodal domain Theorem [DLS| [TH] states that the k-th eigenfunc-
tions have at most k nodal domains, than the inequality (4.5) gives better estimates
when considering eigenvalues admitting eigenfunctions with exactly k£ nodal domains.

4.2. The role of the orthogonality. In [Chul p.6] the following characterization of
the graph (2-)Laplacian eigenvalues is given:

o Sijev [ fi = fil? >ijev [ fi = fil?
G) = min S = min max I , 4.6
G = B T A e R S s e O

where C}, is the subspace spanned by eigenfunctions achieving ,LLS?)(G), for 1 <j<k.
The fact that the 1-Laplacian eigenvalues are asymptotically the Cheeger constants
(£3) and the characterizations in ([6]) motivate us to look for similar characterizations
for the second, the third (and higher) Cheeger constants.
The following example motivates the use of the pseudo-orthogonality L,. Indeed it
is possible to find two different eigenvectors, associated to two different eigenvalues,
such that they are pseudo-orthogonal but not orthogonal, in the sense that their scalar

product is not zero. To this aim, let us consider the following.

Example 4.1. Let us consider G = (V, E), where V.= {1,2,3,4} and E = {e; =
(1,2);e2 = (2,3);e3 = (3,4)}. The eigenvectors fa = %(1,1,0,0) and f3 = (1,0,0,0),
represented below, are, respectively, associated to the eigenvalues po = % and pu3 =1 and

they are not orthogonal, since <f'2, fg) = %

. @1 @2 @3 @4
. @1 @2 @3 @4

4.3. The graph Cheeger constants in form of continuous optimizations. There
were developed many methods and techniques to clusterize a graph (refer to [vL] for an
overview) but, up to our knowledge, it is yet difficult to determine the optimal number
of clusters in a data set, since it depends on the method used for measuring similarities
and the parameter used for partitioning. Since the 2-clustering has been deeply studied
(see e.g [BHal BHD] and reference therein), we focus on the 3-clustering, that is the
division of the nodes into three groups. This is the motivation for which we focus on the
third Cheeger constant.
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In this Section, for any A, B C V, we denote
E(A,B) :={(i,j) € E | eitheri € A, je Bor j€ A, i € B}.

In [Chu, Th. 2.6] and [Chal Lem. 5.14] is given the following characterization of the
second Cheeger constant. We improve the proof and generalize this characterization for
the third Cheeger constant.

Proposition 4.2. Let G = (V,E) be a graph. Then there exist two vectors ys and y3
such that

>oijev [(y2)i — (y2);
ho(G) = max ——=2=
O =& 5 o, dlwi =

>ijev [(Ws)i — (ys)j — c2((y2)i — (y2);)]

h3(G) < max I
R S S WA g (T
Proof. By definition, there exists a set A C V such that
04|

he(G) = Vol(A) with vol(A4) < vol(A°),

where we have denoted A° =V \ A. We verify that y5 := 14. Indeed,

>igev [(y2)i — (y2)5l >ijev [(La)i — (La);]
max ——=2"" = max —=2 "
ceR iy dil(y2)i — ¢ c€R Y ey dif(1a)i — ¢
> ijev [(La)i — (La);]
_ gi
ming<e<t Y ey dif (1a)i — ¢
|0A |0A
ming<.<i(1 — ¢) vol(A) + cvol(A¢)  vol(A) 2(G)
Now, let us consider a set B C V such that B ¢ {0, A, A°,V'} and
0B 0B° (AN B¢ 0(A°N B
w8 <o, OB OB _ 0B +paenB)

vol(B)’ vol(B¢) ~ vol(AN B¢) +vol(AcN B)’
The triple {B, AN B¢ A°N B¢} is a partition of V' and therefore, by definition, we have
0B| |0(ANB°)| |0(A°NB°)|\  |9B]
vol(B)’ vol(A N B¢)’ vol(AcN Be) | vol(B)’
where the last equality holds up to rename the sets. Hence, we have
> ijev |(1B)i — (1B); — ca((1a)i — (1a);)]
gt
max
ce€R Y oy di|l(1)i — c1(lv)i — ca(1a)i
E(ANB,ANB®)+c2 E(ANB,A°NB)+(1—ca) E(ANB,A°NB®)

hs(G) < max {

+(14c2) E(ANB°,A°NB)+c2 E(ANB®,A°NB°)+E(A°NB*°,A°NB) |0B|
= max ~ = > h3(G)
c1,62>0 (1701702)VOI(AOB)+(01+CQ)VOI(AOB ) VOl(B)
c1+ea<l +(1—c1) vol(A°NB)+-c1 vol(A°NB*)

(4.8)
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We say that y3 = 13, where B is the set achieving the minimum in the first term of
(48]) among sets verifying (A7), that is

2igev ()i — (ys); — c2a((y2)i — (y2);)]

Jr~i
max
c1,026R Y iy dilgi —c1 — ca(1a);l
> ijev |(1B)i — (1B); — ca((1a)i — (1a);)]
. g~
= min max > h3(@G).
Bg{0,A,AcV} c1,c2€R Zie\/ di’(lB)i — 01(1\/)@' — CQ(lA)Z" - 3( )
vol(B)<vol(B¢)

|0B]| |0B€| [0(ANB®)|+]9(ANB)|
vol(B) ’vol(B¢) = vol(ANB¢)+vol(A°NB)

0

Remark 4.3. We stress that the proof of the previous result implies that the inequality
stated for the third Cheeger constant holds as an equality if two of the three sets realizing
h3(G) are entirely contained in A or in A°.

4.4. The pseudo-orthogonality. In this Section, we introduce the concept of pseudo-
orthogonality and we use it to study the critical points of the functional I. Throughout
this Section, for any couple of matrices A = (a;5), B = (b;;) € R™", we denote the
matrix product

n
C = AB where c¢;; = Zaihbhj Vi,j=1,...,n,
h=1
and the Hadamard product

C=A0DB where ¢ =a;b; Vi,j=1,..,n.

Moreover, we denote W = (w;;) € R"*™ the weight matrix, that is the symmetric matrix
defined such that w;; is equal to 1 or 0 if i ~ j or @ # j, respectively.

Proposition 4.4. Let G = (V, E) be a graph and g a vector of R™. Let 1y and fy the
first and the second eigenfunctions of the graph 1-Laplacian eigenvalue problem (L2]).
Then the following holds.

(1) The critical points of the function ¢ € R — ||g — cly||w are achieved for ¢ such
that 0 € (D Sgn(g — ¢ly ), 1y). Moreover, for any g with 0 € (D Sgng, 1y ), we
have |[|g||, = minger [|g — Ly ||w-

(2) The critical points of the function (c1,ca) € R? +— ||g—c11y —cafs||w are achieved
for (¢1,¢2) such that 0 € (D Sgn(g—¢c11y —éafs),1y) and 0 € (D Sgn(g—ci11y —
cofs), f5). Moreover, for any g with 0 € (D Sgn(g),1y) and 0 € (D Sgn(g), f2),
we have ||g||yw = ming, c,er ||g — c11lv — cofal|y-

(8) The critical points of the function ca € R — I(g — cofy) are achieved for ¢,
such that 0 € ((wi;) © (Sgn((g: — g5) — €2((f2)i — (f2);)) © ((f2)i — (f2);)1v, Lv).
Moreover, for any g with 0 € ((wij) © (Sgn(gs — ;) © ((f2)i — (f2);)1v,1v), we
have 1(g) = maxc,cr I(g — cof2).

(4) The critical points of the function (c1,c2) € R — I(g— 11y — cofy) are achieved
for (¢1,¢2) such that 0 € (D Sgn(g—c1ly —caofy),1y) and 0 € ((w;;) © (Sgn((g; —
g;) —e2((f2)i — (f2);)) © ((f2)i — (f2);)1v, 1v)||lg — &1ly — eabollw — I (g — 11y —
éof2)(D Sgn(g — ¢11y — caofs), f2). Moreover, for any g with 0 € (D Sgn(g),1y)
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we have 1(g) = maxc, c,cr I(8 — c1ly — cofy).
Proof. (1) The critical points ¢ are such that:
0¢€ Zdi Sgn (g; — ¢) = (D Sgn(g — cly), 1y).
2%
In particular, we are saying that ¢ is the weighted median of g.
(2) The critical points (¢1, ¢2) are such that:

0e Z dz‘ Sgn (gi —C] — Eg(fg)i) = <D Sgn(g —cly — ngg), 1v>;
eV

and 0 € ((wiz) © (Sgn(gi — g;)) © ((f2)i = (f2);)1v, 1v)|Ig|lw — 1(8)(D Sgn(g), f2),

0 diSgn (g — &1 — Ga(f2)i)(f2)i = (D Sgn(g — &1ly — Gaf), o).
iev

(8) The critical points ¢o are such that:
0€ Y Sen(gi — gj — e2((f2)i — (f2);)) - (f2)i — (fo);)

1,j€V
g

=((wij) © (Sen((g; — g;) — e2((f2)i — (f2);)) © ((f2)i — (f2);)1v, 1v)
(4) The critical points (¢1,¢2) are such that:
I(f — 11y — eofy)

Hf —Cly — EQfQH%U

>ijev Sen(fi — 15— a((f2)i = (f2);)) - ((f2)i = (f2);) - [If — @11y — Gafa |y

wn~]

0e <D Sgn(f —Ccly — ngg), 1\/>;

0e

||f —c1ly — 52f2||%v
B I(f —ci1ly — 52f2)<D Sgn(f —cily — ngg), f2>
||f —cily — 52f2||%v
~ ((wiz) © (Sgn((gi — g5) — c2((f2)i — (f2);)) © (f2)i — (f2);)1v, I [f — &1y — Cofy|w
B If —e1ly — &bl
B I(f —Cly — EQfQ)(D Sgn(f —Ccly — ngg), f2>
If —a1ly — ebhl[f '

O
Proposition [£.4] leads to the following inductive definition of pseudo-orthogonality.

Definition 4.5. Let G = (V, E) be a graph and gy, the vector realizing my(G) as defined

in (L4). Since we know that g1 = 1y, we say a vector g is pseudo-orthogonal to g, and
we denote

glpgr < 0¢e(DSgn(g)1y),
that is when g has zero weighted median.

Since we know that go = fo, we say a vector g is pseudo-orthogonal to go and we
denote

0 € (D Sgn(g), 1v),
Blre {0 € ((wij) © (Sgu(gi — g7)) © ((fa)i — (f2);)1v, 1v) — I(g)(D Sen(g), o).
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Remark 4.6. Let us observe that the following conditions
0 € (DSgn(g),1lyv),
0 € (D Sgn(g), f2), (4.9)
0 € {(wij) © (Sgn(gi — g;)) © ((f2)i — (f2);)1v,1y)

imply that g is pseudo-orthogonal to g1 and go. This observation could be further inves-
tigate to state that, for any k € N, the following conditions

0€ (DSgn(g),gm) Ym=1,..k,
0e <(wi,j) © (Sgn(gi - gj)) ©) ((gm)z - (gm)j)lv, lv> Vm = 2, vy k.

imply that g is pseudo-orthogonal to g1, ..., k-

Proposition 4.7. Let G = (V, E) be a graph. Then my(G) is an eigenvalue of (L)
for any k > 2.

Proof. The result for k = 2 easily follows by Proposition 2.7l For k > 3, let us consider
gr € X (one of) the vector realizing my(G). Then, since my(G) is a critical point for
the functional I on the subset of vectors pseudo-orthogonal to the vectors realizing the
previous constants mi(G), ..., mi_1(G), then

0€ — Y 1gn)i — (gr);] + tws — ;) — mi(G)||g + tullw | li=o

for any u € R™. By choosing any u = (uq,0, ...,0), we have
0€ Y Sen((gr)1 — (gr);)w1 — mi(G)d; Sgn((gr)1)ur.
1~
This means that
0€ Y Sen((gr)1 — (gr);) — mi(G)d; Sen((gr)),
1~j

that gives the first component of eigenpair as in (L2]). Analogously the other n — 1
components are obtained and the result follows. ]

4.5. Proof of the main results. Now we consider a characterization through the span
of the first and second eigenfunctions of the 1-Laplacian.

Proposition 4.8. Let G = (V, E) be a graph. Then:

>ijev 9 — il
ho(G) = min ma St
2( ) gZ<ly> ceﬂg ziEV di]gi — C‘

Yijevlgi — g5 — c2((f2)i — (f2);)]

h3(G) < min max I
(@) gZ<1ly ,f2>c1,c2€R Zie\/ di|lgi — c1 — ca(fa2)il

)
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Proof. Since y» in Proposition is not in < 1y >, we only need to prove that

ZZJEV 9i — g5l
ho(G) < min  max —2~

gZ¢<ly> c€R Zzev dilgi — |’

Sievlg: = 95 = eal(f2)i = (£2))]
h3(G) < min max J
3(G) = gZ<ly,fo>c1,c2€R Ziev di’gi —C — CQ(JCZ)Z"
For any g ¢< 1y >, let us fix ¢ such that 0 € (D Sgn(g — ¢ly),1y). Then, for any

o € R, we consider a function counting the edges between the superlevel set and the
sublevel set of g — ¢ly:

Glo)={(,j) €E | gi—c< o <g;—c}l.

Therefore, we have

400
>ijev 19 — il G(o) do

gt —oo

ZiGV dilg; — el B ziev di|gi — |

0 +o0
__Glo) | __Glo) |
_ /OO Zgi_5<0 d; Zgi—5<a dl dO- + /0 Zgi—5>o d; Zgi—6>a dl dU

ey dilgi — ¢l
+oo
/ Z i —Cc<0o d do + Zgi—6>a dl do
> hy(G 0 = hy(G).
2iev dilgi — ¢

Hence the conclusion for the second Cheeger constant follows by passing to the supremum
for any real constant and to the infimum for any g ¢< 1y >.

Now, for any g €< lv, fy >, let us fix ¢1, ¢2 such that 0 € (D Sgn(g—¢11y — éafy, 1),
0 € {(wi;) © (Sen(g: — g5)) © ((f2)i = (f2);)1v, 1v)l|gllw — 1(g){D Sgn(g), f2). Then, for

any o € R, we CODSlder a function counting the edges between the superlevel set and the
sublevel set of g — ¢11y — éofo:

G(o)=|{(i,)) € E : gi—t1—&(fa)i <o <g;—a—afa)if].

Therefore, we have

400
Yijev1gi — g5 — e((f2)i — (f2)5)] G(o) do
joi _ oo
>iev dilgi — & — &a(f2)il Y icv dilgi — ¢1 — e2(f2)il
0 +oo
G(o) ' G(0) A
/OO D g;—51—3o(fo);<o i Zgi751752(f2)¢<0 di do + /0 S i1 —ca(fa)i>o G Zgi*(fl*(fz(fg)¢>0' di do
- > icv dilgi — ¢1 — Ca(fa)il
+o00
/ Zngcl 02(f2 i <O d dO' + zgifélfég(fg)i>0' d'l dU
> h3(G = h3(G).

> iev dilgi — &1 — 62(f2) |
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Hence the conclusion for the third Cheeger constant follows by passing to the supremum
for any couple of real constants and to the infimum for any g €< 1y,fy >. O

Therefore, by Propositions [£.4] and B8] we prove the following.
Theorem 4.9. Let G = (V, E) be a graph, then:
(1) he(G) = ma(G),
>igev lgi — g5 — c2((f2)i = (f2);)]

g~

11) ms3(G) = min max
( ) 3( ) gé¢<ly fa> c1,c2€R zievdi’gi—cl—CQ(fg)i’

(iii)  h3(G) <m3(G),

)

Proof. To prove (i), we need to prove two inequalities.

e Firstly, we prove ho(G) > ma(G). From Proposition 2] we know there exists
y2 such that

>ijev |(y2)i — (y2);
ho(G) = max It
A A [ p

Let us set ¢ such that 0 € (D Sgn(ys — ¢ly),1y) and hence zo = y3 — cly.
Therefore zo 1, 1y, and we have:

digev (W2)i — (w2)il Xijev [(y2)i — (y2);

he(G) = max —2~ > Joi _
ceR Y iy dil(y2)i — ¢ Yicy dil(y2)i — ¢
2igev |(z2)i = (22);] Yijev |z — zj]
2 I Z min J — mQ(G),
Zie\/ dil(22)i zlply ZieV d; |z

where my(G) is defined in (L4).
e Now, we prove that ma(G) > ha(G). Let us denote by g2 a vector in X pseudo-
orthogonal to 1y such that

ma(G) = > [(G2)i — (92);-
ijev

Let us set ¢ such that 0 € (D Sgn(gs — ¢ly), 1y ), then by Propositions [£4] (1)
and [£.8, we have

>ijev 1(92)i — (G2)5]

ma(G) = Z (92)i — (G2)5] = max i.wv di|(g2)i — |

ijev
i
2ijev 19 = gjl
> inf sup —<21— = ha(G).

g@(iv) ceR Dy dilgi — |

To prove (ii), we need to show two inequalities.
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e From Proposition 4.2] we know that there exist ys and ys3 such that
> igev [(y3)i — (ys); — cal(y2)i — (y2);)]

g~
max
c1,62€R Y iev dil(y3)i — c1 — ca(y2)il

Let us set ¢; and ¢ such that 0 € (DSgn(ys — ¢11y — é2y2),1y) and 0 €
((wiz) © (Sgn(((ys)i — (y3);) — c2((y2)i — (¥2);)) © ((y2)i — (y2);)1v, 1v)||ys —
aily — &ysallw — I(ys — ¢1ly — c2y2)(D Sgn(ys — c1ly — ¢2y2),y2) and hence
z3 = y3 — ¢11y — C2y2. Therefore z3 1, y2 and z3 L, 1y, and we have:

>igev |(Ws)i — (ys); — ca(y2)i — (y2);)]

J~

max
c1,c2€R Y icv dil(y3)i — 1 — ca(y2)il

Yijev 1(Ws)i — (y3); — e2((y2)i — (2);)]
g~
> icv dil(y3)i — 1 — e2(y2)il
>igev |(23)i — (23);] Yijev |z — ]
> —= > min —L= = m3(G).
zlpfo

e Now, let us denote by g3 a vector in X pseudo-orthogonal to 1y and f; such
that
m3(G) = > [(g3)i — (33);l-

ijev

g~
Let us set ¢; and ¢ such that 0 € (D Sgn(gs — 11y — éaofy),1y) and 0 €
((wij) © (Sen(((93)i — (93);) — e2((f2)i = (f2);)) © ((f2)i = (f2);)1v,1v)[|&s —
c1ly — efollw — I(83 — c1ly — cofo)(D Sgn(gs — e1ly — c2fz),f2). Then by
Propositions [£.4[(4) and [£.8] we have

m3(G) = > [(g3)i — (93);]

>ijev (33)i = (g3); — c2((f2)i — (f2)5)l

i
= sup )
c1,02€R Y iev dil(g3)i — c1 — ca(f2)il
>ijev|gi — gi — c2((f2)i — (f2);)]
g~

> min max
~ gé(lv,f2) c1,c2€R Yy dilgi — c1 — ca(f2)i

Finally, the claim (i) easily follows from Proposition 4.8 and the previous point:

Yoijevlai — g5 — ca((f2)i — (f2)5)]

h3(G) < min max it = m3(G).
() B e S~ — (o (@)

0

Proof. Theorem [I1l. The desired chain of inequalities (LII]) follows by Theorems [B.7]
and [£91 O



PSEUDO-ORTHOGONALITY FOR 1-LAPLACIAN EIGENVECTORS AND APPLICATIONS 25

Remark 4.10. Following the ideas exposed in this paper, it would be hopeful to char-
acterize the third Cheeger constant as the minimum of functional (I3]) among vectors
pseudo-orthogonal to g1 = 1y and go = f5. Furthermore, it would be reasonable to gen-
eralize these results to k-Cheeger constant, for k > 3. More precz'sely, we expect that the
k-th Cheeger constant is the minimum of (L3)) among vectors g such that

g J‘]) g1, g J*p g2, ceey g J‘]) 8k—1- (410)

5. APPLICATION OF THE INVERSE POWER METHOD TO SPECTRAL DATA
CLUSTERING

We perform the 1-Spectral Clustering based on the inverse power method. The inverse
power method (IPM) is a standard technique to obtain the smallest eigenvalue of a
positive semi-definite symmetric matrix A based on the following iterative scheme:

Afk+1 _ fk ke N,

trasformed in the optimization problem:
1
[ = arg min - (u Au) — (u, f¥) keN.

The IPM can be extended to nonlinear cases as in [BHDJ.

Before explain how our algorithm works, we give the definition of Cheeger constants
in a more treatable way for numeric applications. The main input data we need to
perform the algorithm we are presenting, is the weight matrix W = (w;;)? =1 that is

a symmetric n x n matrix defined such that w;; is equal to 1 or 0 if i ~ j or i # j,
respectively. For any subset A C V we call the cut of A the quanity

cut(A, A°) Z Wij.
1EA,JEAC

Moreover, given A, B,C C V', we denote the normalized 2-Cheeger cut and the normal-
ized 3-Cheeger cut the quantities

NCCy(A, B) :max{cut(A, A°) Cut(B,Bc)}

vol(A)  vol(B)

cut(A, A°) cut(B, B¢) cut(C,C*)
{ vol(4) 7 wvol(B) = wvol(C) }
Furthermore, we call the second and the third optimal normalized Cheeger cut (that are

the second and the third Cheeger constant, respectively) the quantities:
he(G) = A,%lévNCCQ(A’ B), h3(G):= N 1anCVNCCg(A, B,(0).

Py =

NCC3(4, B,C) =

The algorithm we propose is based on a transformation of the graph Cheeger problem
(LH) into a problem of optimizing the functional (L3]). Therefore the vector realizing
the third Cheeger constant is characterized as in (4.9]).

We modify the algorithm that has been proposed in [BHb|. Particularly, f; is com-
puted by an iteration in which each times the weighted median is subtracted. Similarly,
the vector realizing the third Cheeger constant is obtained by an iterative process in
which each time the weighted median is subtracted and the obtained vector is worked
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by the routine PseudoOrt. Specifically, this routine realizes the second pseudo orthog-
onality condition in Definition from a starting vector is subtracted Afy, for suitable
real constant .

Algorithm to compute the second eigenvector

Initialization with fy non costant vector such that median(fp) = 0 and ||fo||; =1
Repeat

1. gk‘Jrl = arg mianH%Sl {% Z?le wijl fi — fil — Mk(f ’ Uk)}
2. fH1 = g5l — median(gFt?)

) sign(fF*), if fF 0,
1 k k
3. ?}i+ = |f++1|_|f_+1| g
o o e
4, g = ()
E+1 ok
7

Algorithm to compute the third eigenvector

Initialization with fp non costant vector such that median(fo) = 0 and (sign(fp) - uz) =0
Repeat
1 g"tt = arg min;| 2« {% Sty wislfi = fil = R (S - Uk)}
2. Repeat
LR = gh 1 median(ght)
ii. f*! = PseudoOrt(g**!, us)
Until I(f*+1) increases

sign(fF*), if fFH £ 0,
k+1 k+1 k+1
3o =0 [ = I if A
IR
4. MkJrl — I(fk+1)
E+1 _ K
Uneil 10
1%

For the convergence of the Algorithm, we refer to [BHD], in particular Lemma 3.1,
Theorems 3.1 and 4.1.

Remark 5.1. We focus on the 3-clustering but these methods can be easily adapted to
higher clustering. As highlighted in Remark[{.10, for the k-clustering (k > 3) we expect
that ([@IQ) are the conditions characterizing the k-th Cheeger constant. Therefore one
can adapt the optimal tresholding of the second, the third, ... and the k-th eigenvector
using the IPM as described before.

On the other hand, the proposed algorithm for 3-clustering deeply rely on [BHD]’s
algorithms for 2-clustering. So, a smart use of a combination of these algorithms could
give very good approximation for the k-clustering with prescribed order k > 3 .

We modify the [BHD]’ code, to implement the described algorithms and methods on
"MMathLab platform. The code is free downloadable at https://github.com/GianpaoloPiscitelli/0
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