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Abstract: We study the problem of testing the existence of a heterogeneous dense subhypergraph.
The null hypothesis corresponds to a heterogeneous Erdos-Rényi uniform random hypergraph and the
alternative hypothesis corresponds to a heterogeneous uniform random hypergraph that contains a
dense subhypergraph. We establish detection boundaries when the edge probabilities are known and
construct an asymptotically powerful test for distinguishing the hypotheses. We also construct an
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1. Introduction

Suppose (V, ) is an undirected m-uniform hypergraph on N := |V| vertices with an edge set £. Each edge
in £ contains exactly m distinct vertices. Without loss of generality, assume V = [N] := {1,2,...,N}. The
adjacency tensor is an m-dimensional 0-1 symmetric array A € ({0, 1}¥)®™ such that A;,4, ;,, = 1 if and
only if {i1,ia,...,4m} € €. This implies that A;,;,. ;,, = 0 if {4i1,42,...,4,} contains identical indexes, i.e.,
no self-loops are existent. Symmetry is defined as Aj iy..5,, = Ajijs. e if 01,42,...,4m is & permutation
of j1,J2,-yJm- Let p = {piyin..i,, € [0,1] : 1 < 4y < ig < -4, < N} be a collection of edge-specific
probability values. Let H,, (N, p) denote the Erdés-Rényi m-uniform random hypergraph (see [28] for m = 2).
Equivalently, A;,;,. 1<i; <ig <---iy < N, are independent Bernoulli variables with

Am s

P(Aiyiy..iyy = 1) = Divin..iy - (1)

For a positive integer n < N, a subset S C V with |S| = n and a scalar pg > 1, let H,, (N, p;n, ps) denote an

m-uniform random hypergraph with a dense subhypergraph S. Equivalently, A4;,;,. 1<ip<ig <o <

A

im < N, are independent Bernoulli variables such that

ivi.im PSy 11,12, .., 0m €5,
P(Ahiz...im — 1) — { DPivis..ipy PS 11,12 1 (2)

Pivig..im s otherwise.
The assumption pg > 1 implies that the vertices within S are more possibly connected, so S can be viewed
as an underlying dense subhypergraph. Since the Bernoulli probabilities in (1) and (2) are edge-specific,
models H,,(N,p) and H,,(N,p;n, ps) are both heterogeneous. Given A, we are interested in the following
hypothesis testing problem:

(null hypothesis) Hy: A~ Hp (N, p)
(alternative hypothesis) Hi: there exists an S C V with |S| =n and a ps > 1 (3)

such that A ~ H,,,(N,p;n, ps).
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The null hypothesis in (3) says that A follows an Erdés-Rényi m-uniform random hypergraph. The alternative
hypothesis says that A follows an m-uniform random hypergraph with an underlying dense subhypergraph.
When m = 2, [5] derive detection boundaries for testing (3). There is a lack of literature dealing with (3) for
arbitrary m which will be investigated in this paper.

Given an observed hypergraph with an adjacency tensor A, a statistical test T" for testing (3) is a function
of A such that T =1 if Hy is rejected and T' = 0 otherwise. Define the risk of T" as

on(T) =Po(T'=1) + ‘Ig‘i};ﬁbs(T =0).

Here Py and Pg are the probability measures under Hy and Hy, respectively. If ¢n (T) — 0 (or ¢on(T) — 1),
we say that the test T is asymptotically powerful (or asymptotically powerless). In this paper, we provide
conditions under which all tests for (3) are asymptotically powerless. We also provide conditions under which
(3) is asymptotically distinguishable. As an initial stage, we consider the case of known p and construct an
asymptotically powerful test statistic. We then move forward to the more realistic unknown p scenario and
construct an adaptive test statistic. Our work is a hypergrahic extension of [5]. There are rich literature on
classic homogeneous sub(hyper)graph detection or testing in which p;,;,. ;,. is constant. For instance, [24, 19,
32, 11, 18, 13, 23, 31] proposed various detection algorithms. In stochastic block models, various algorithms
for detecting the underlying communities have been proposed in [15, 16, 3, 9, 12, 21, 22, 26, 27, 20, 14, 1, 2],
and [30] established sharp boundaries for testing the existence of communities. More references could be
found in the survey paper [6]. Nonetheless, problem (3) is more challenging than the above homogeneous
scenarios due to degree heterogeneity.

The rest of the paper proceeds as follows. In Section 2, we derive detection boundaries with all model pa-
rameters being known. In Section 3, we construct an adaptive test to address the unknown edge probabilities.

All additional proofs are deferred to Section 4.

2. Detection boundary when p is known

In this section, we derive detection boundaries for testing (3) when p is known. Assume that n, N — oo and

et 2
i oA via...iy, = 0(1). .
SCVIS|=n {ir,imycs | ST o(1) )

Condition (4) implies that the hypergraph is suitably sparse. Let Ap = Zil _____ i ep Aivis..i,, Which is
the number of edges of the subhypergraph restricted to the vertex set D C V. Under Hy, the edge rate is
tp.m = Eo[Ap]/|D|'™ with |D|(™) .= (‘2‘). Here Ey is the expectation under Hy. Denote z Ay = min{x, y},

xVy=max{z,y} and [z]{ = max{x,0}. Let
h(z) = (z+1)log(z + 1) —z, Va € [0,1]

which is related to the Kullback-Leibler divergence between two Bernoulli distributions. Consider the fol-

lowing two scenarios regarding n, N, m, Up,m.

Scenario 1. There exist § € (0,0.5) and a positive sequence vy = o(1) such that n = O(N%5~?) and

DI N pipm
max max e —
SCV,|S|=n, DCS,|D|<n/(N/n)'N N|D| 15 m

1 m—1
max —— =o| 2 ~ |- (6)
SCv,|S|=n, [Ls,m log

<9 ()
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Scenario 2. Suppose logn = o(log N) and

ScV,|S|=n WS,m logn

oo &
max ! =o0 (1 & ") =o(1). (7)

The two scenarios above impose suitable assumptions on n, N, m, ip . For instance, (5) says that the ratio
of up.m to psm is well controlled when D C S has small cardinality, i.e., a small D C S with large node
degrees is nonexistent. Hence, (5) could be considered as a measure of heterogeneity. Condition (6) or (7)
requires the edge density in the dense subhypergraph being not too small, which implies that the underlying
subhypergraph has enough signal to be detected. The conditions degenerate to [5] when m = 2. For m > 3
and ps., = ps2, condition (6) is weaker than m = 2. The theorem below provides a circumstance that
the hypotheses in (3) are asymptotically indistinguishable, which is a generalization of [5] to arbitrary fixed
m > 3. The indistinguishable regions for m > 3 and m = 2 are significantly different and the proof is

technically much more involved.

Theorem 2.1. Under either Scenario I or Scenario II, all tests are asymptotically powerless if there exists

a constant € € (0,1) such that

D™ up mh(ps — 1
max max D™ promhips = 1) <l-e (8)
‘g‘civ Dcs |D| log _‘Jl\)f‘

Condition (8) is equivalent to that for any S C V with |S| =n,

1—e¢
hps = 1) € ——pmm (9)

max
Dcs |Dllog %

Theorem 2.1 says that if pg is close to one uniformly for S of cardinality n, then the hypotheses in (3) are
indistinguishable. When m = 2, (8) degenerates to condition (5) in [5]. To gain more insights about how (8)
varies along with m, we suppose ptp,m = pp,2 for m > 3, i.e., the edge rates are constant along with m. Since
|D|(™) increases in m, the RHS of (9) decreases in m, i.e., the range of ps becomes smaller. This implies
that testing (3) for general m > 3 becomes easier than m = 2. Proof of Theorem 2.1 proceeds by showing
that the hypotheses in (3) are asymptotically mutually contiguous under (8) which requires analyzing the

likelihood ratio statistic.

Proof of Theorem 2.1. For i1 < ig < -+ < iy, denote i, = {i1,...,4,} C D and denote p;, ;. as p;,, . Let

0. (q) = log % for any ¢ € (0,1), and A;,, (0) = log(1 —pi,, +pi,,e?). Let H,(q) be the Kullback-Leibler

divergence from Bern(q) to Bern(p) defined as H,(q) = qlog% +(1—q)log L;g, for p,q € (0,1). For a given
subset S C [N] with |S| = n, the likelihood ratio statistics based on (3) is equal to

[Ti << (pspi, ) Him (1 = pspi,, )' i

e — .5 = exp A; 05 Di,) — A, (63 Di .
s N TR (e {imzes[ w05, (psp1,) = A (05, (pspi,))]

Im

Then it’s easy to express the unconditional likelihood ratio statistic as L = (JZ )71 ZI §|=n L. We adopt
- ~1
the likelihood ratio truncation skill used in [4, 7] to get L = (]X) >_15|=n LsIrs, where I is an indicator

function for event E and

I's = { > A6, (pspi,) < Y Cpbh, (pspi,,), all D € Es},

im€D im€D
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with ¢p provided in Lemma 4.1. We will proceed by showing EqL = 1+ o(1) and EqL? < 14 0(1), where Eq
denotes expectation under Hy.

We begin with the first-order moment. It is easy to verify EoL = PsT's. Note that 6; (pspi,. ) ~ logps
uniformly for all i, € S with |S| = n by a similar proof of equation (54) in [5]. By Bennett’s inequality, it
follows that

1-Pglg =Psl§ < ZP(Z Aim><DZpim>§ Zexp( ps Y, Pinh <——1)>

DeFEg im€D im€D DeFEgs im€eD

By Lemma 4.2, we get

1-— i PsI' < - -1
e < 5o (s S ( )>
DeEg im€D
< max i N exp | —ps Z i -— —1
- ch,|S|:n = = mh
< klog — — 2= -1
< zexp( s 3t ( ))
< Y et =o(1),

k=m

Hence, EoL =1+ o(1).
We next consider the second-order moment. For S1, Sy C V with |S;| = |S2]| = n, let D = S1NSs. Clearly,

we have the following

. N\ 2
]E0L2 = (n) Z E0L511F51 LS2IF52
[S1|=n,|Sz2|=n

Eo <IF51 Irg, exp < Z A, 105, (ps,pi,,.) + 65, (ps.pi,, )] — A, (05, (ps,pi, ) — As,, (65, (ps2pim))>>

im €D

E [IDGESIEO <IF51 exp < Z 24,0, (ps,pi,,) — 2A4,, (65, (PSJ)%))))]

imeD

IN

+E | Ipgps, Eo (IF51 exp ( > 24, (65, (ps,pi,,) — 2As,, (63, (pslpim))>>]

im€D

R1 + Ro.

We shall show R; = o(1) and Ry <1+ o(1). Since p;,, = o(1), we have
i —1)?
Ag: :=log (1 + pi’"l(psl ) ) <pi, (ps, — 1)
— b,
Besides,

P(|D| = k) < exp <—k <10g Z—f + 0(1))) .
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Consequently, by the definition of Eg, one has

R2 S E [IDQEsl exp ( Z AE:)

im €D

¢ N|D| N
E [ID€E51 exp ((1 - §)|D| (log R log log E))}
- Nk N Nk
< 1+ ,; exp <k (logﬁ —loglog E) —k <logF + O(l))) =1+o0(1).

Note that lfggpcg ~ 90;:((5:11;:3) uniformly for i,, € D, D € Eg, and |Si| = n. For any = € [0,1] and

D € Eg,, we have

IN

R, < E lIDeEsl Eo <exp ( > 26i,(ps,pi,) (T4, + (1= 2)Cppi,,) — 24, (65, (mmm)))ﬂ ;

im€D

i, (CDPiyy) ~ _log¢p
201, (P51 D1 ) 2logps,

which is minimized at z = by (50) in [5]. Plugging this into the above equation yields

Ry < E

Ipens, Eoexp < > Aﬁ)] < 57 exp (k(~2¢, + O(1))) = o(1),
im€D k=m

where Ai(i) = Hy, (Cppi,,) — 2Hpg py, (CDPi,, ), the second inequality follows from the proof of Theorem 1

in [5] and the last step follows from Lemma 4.2. Then the proof is complete. O

Next, we shall show that the condition (8) in Theorem 2.1 is also necessary for indistinguishability. Define
the hypergraphic scan statistic as
A
o o ([t — 1)

T,= max Tp, where Tp =
Dcv,[Dj<n |D| log%

(10)

In the above, Eo[Ap] = >_; ppi,, Which is available given that p is known. For any S C V with [S| = n,
let

D¥ = argmax o MD’X; :
Dcs |D| log D]

Theorem 2.2. Suppose n = o(N) and psEg [ADE] — 00. The scan test Ty, is asymptotically powerful if there
exists a constant € € (0,1) such that

D|(™) mh(pg — 1
min max 2L #pmb(ps — 1)

scv bcs |D log 2
|S|=n Dl & 107

>1+e (11)

Theorem 2.2 can be proved similarly as Theorem 2 in [5]. Specifically, it applies the Bennett’s inequality
to show that the yy-risk of the scan test T;, tends to zero. Theorems 2.1 and 2.2 together depict a detection
boundary for testing (3).

3. An adaptive test

In practice, p is often unknown so the test statistic T,, may not be applicable. Instead, we will propose a new
test which is adaptive to the value of p. This problem is challenging since p contains N unknown param-
eters and estimation of these large amount of parameters seems infeasible. To reduce the amount of over-

parametrization, consider a special case that p;, ;= H;nzl W;, for an unknown vector W = (Wq, ..., Wy)
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with W; € [0,1]. When m = 2, this is just the rank-1 model studied in [5]. Moreover, assume that

Wmam m m N m=1=0m
(72) —o(nmw [Wmm (3) D (12)

where 6,,, = 0 for even m and §,,, € (0,1) for odd m, Wi,4,, = max {Wi,..., Wy} and Wy, = min{Wy, ..., Wy}.
Note that the RHS of (12) converges to zero faster when m is even. Condition (12) accommodates hetero-
. 1
geneity in the hypergraph. To see this, consider n = v N and W; = (%) FmED in which k > 4 is a constant.
Since Zi\il W; =< %N, it is easy to verify that the average degree of node N (of order N™~1) is
1 1
approximately N*@+1 times of the average degree of node 1 (of order N wmFD ).

When the edge probability p is unknown, we need to modify the scan test. Essentially, we have to estimate

Eo[Ap] for any subset D C V by pp . defined as follows:
. 1 L 1\™
Po.m = o (A{;" - (Ay — 2AD,DC)m) ,

where

1 &
Ap,pe = — > (2;:1 1) > Aiy i

k=1 {i1,.ory Qo1 CD®
{i2k,. sim YCD

tm = 5 for even m, and t,, = mTH for odd m, and D¢ =V — D. Define

Sk =~ |D|m 2m N
pD,m:pDvvaIOg ﬁ

We then propose the following modified scan test statistic:

7 L Gt (13)
n = max s = -
DCV,|D|<n b p |D|10g‘—g‘

Note that fn does not involve p and hence is adaptive. Theorem 3.1 shows that fn is asymptotically powerful
under the condition (11).

Theorem 3.1. Suppose n = o(N) and psEo[Apz] — oo. If (11) holds, then the modified scan test T, is
asymptotically powerful.

Based on Theorem 3.1, the modified scan test fn still can achieve the detection boundary in Theorem
2.2. Moreover, the rate n71 is optimal under Scenario I and Scenario 2 and it can’t be improved.

The main ingredient in the proof of Theorem 3.1 is to show that pp ., can accurately estimate Eo[Ap],
hence, fn will perform similarly as 7T;,. Before proving Theorem 3.1, let us provide a quick sketch on the
estimation accuracy of pPp .. Under assumption (12), it can be shown that for any D C V, >y, p Wi —

> _icp Wi is non-negative for large N. Therefore, we have

e - g (e m)- (5] [(mem) T

ieD iey ieV—D ieD iey i€ev—D ieD
Note that

<Z Wi> = m”EQAV + Z Wil e Wim

eV [{i1,82, 0 sim H<m—1
{il,...,im}CV
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and, by binomial formula,

5z

eV—D €D
m o 2k—1 m—2k+1
m
- (Z Wi+ZWi> —22(%_1) (Z Wi> <ZW>
i€V—D €D k=1 i€cV—D i€D

o 2k—1 m—2k+1

[{i1,52,0 eyim | <m—1 i€EV—D i€D
{i1,enyim JCV

By law of large number, it can be shown that Ay = (1 + op(1))Eg[Ay], and for any D C V, Ap pe =
(14 0p(1))Eo[Ap,p-]. By assumption (12), it can be shown that, for any D C V,

1
[{i1,02,.yim | <m—1
Tlgeney T CcD

which leads to that

(Z Wi) = (I+op(1))m!Ay,

eV
(Z Wi—Zm) = (14o0p(1))m!Ay —2(1 4 0p(1))m!Ap pe.
i€V—-D €D
Hence, we get
Eo[Ap] = Z Wi, - Wi,

11 <ig<-<im
{i1,...im }CD

1 "y

1

= 1o (g (4~ 24p,00%)" — o(Eo[4n)

= (1+0p(1))pp,m — o(Eo[Ap]). (14)

Therefore, (14 op(1))pp,m = (1 +op(1))Eo[Ap], i-€., Pp.m is proven a good estimator of Eq[Ap].

Proof of Theorem 3.1. Firstly, we control the type I error. Note that for a > b, ah ([% — 1} +) < bh ([% — 1]+).
We only need to prove

max

Eo[Ap]

~x
n#F T <|D|<n PD

<1+ 0y(1). (15)

Define D = {D CV:inmm < |D| <n,pph m < EO[AD]}. It suffices to prove (15) for D € D. By the definition
of pp » We have
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which implies ) .., W; > l il r log %. Besides, by assumption (12), we have W, > —m——s—. Hence,
“m N m
| 2k—1 m—2k+1
m
Eo[Ap.pe] = oo <2k— 1) ( Z Wi) <Z Wi)
k=1 iev—D ieD
1 ton m—2k+1
m
> _ N — D 2k— lw2]€ 1 W
> Y (o (2
k=1 i€D
m—2k+1
tim _ 2 N
L m ) v (D1 ) »
= m! 2k — 1) N2 (2k-1) N Bt (m—2k+1)

For even m and a constant c¢; > 0, using the last term k = % in (16), we have

N
[AD Dc] > 01|D| 10g
[DJ
For odd m and a constant ¢ > 0, using the last term k = L in (16), we have

N
[AD Dc] > 62N1+5m > co |D|10g |D|

Take ¢ = min{cy, c2}. For a constant ¢g > 0, by Bennett’s inequality we get

. 1 N
P (glel%AD)Dc Eo[Ap p] < \/20( +co> Eo[Ap,pe]|D]|log |D|>

n 2¢ (L + o) |D|log 2
c |D]
< E E exp | —Eo[Ap, pe|h
=it P ko] \/ Eo[Ap,pe]
< En E exp [ —c¢ —l—co |D|log — N
s m |D|=k D]

< éexp (klog %) exp (—c (% + co> klog %) =o(1).
Here, we used the fact that h(z) ~ % for x = o(1). Consequently, we have
Ap,pe = (1+ 0p(1))Eo[Ap,pe],
uniformly for D € D. Obviously,

Av = (1 + Op(l))Eo[Av].

By Lemma 4.6, we obtain
Z/)ka,rn ]/Q\D,m
Eo[Ay] — Eo[Av]

Then by the proof of Theorem 2.2, the type I error goes to zero.

=1+ o0,(1).

Next, we control type II error. Obviously, we have
AD*,D*C = (1 + Op(l))El [AD*_’D*C], Ay = (1 + Op(l))El [Av]

)m_l_ém . Then

m
By assumption (12), since pgW™. < 1, then pg < (Wm”‘) (ﬂ

min — 7nat n

Eo[Ap+ c—p~]
EO[AD*yD*C] ’

1 < E1[Ap+ pee] <14 Ei[Ap- c—p~]

< =1+
Eo[Ap~ p-e] Eo[Ap- p-c] Ps
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For even m, we have

Eo[Ap~.c—p~] ( |D*|(n — |D*[)™=1 v |D*|™ W >
, -0 mat \ — o(1).
PS5 FolAp. o] S - oy ) oW

min

For odd m, we have

E1[Ap+,c—p+] ( (n—|D*|)™ Vv [D*[™ W >

— = =0 mazr ) — o(1).

Sl O\ oy W, ) Y

Hence, E1[Ap+ pr] = (1 +0(1))Eo[Ap+,p+c]. Similarly we can get E1[Ay] = (14 0(1))Eg[Ay]. Consequently,
we have

AD*,D*C = (1 + OP(l))Eo[AD*ﬂD*C], Ay = (1 + Op(l))Eo[Av].
By Lemma 4.6, one has pp+ m = (1 + 0,(1))Eo[Ap-~]. Hence,
|D*[™

Nm—l

Ppem = (1+ 0p(1))Eo[Ap-] V log™™"

D[
If pp . = (14 0,(1))Eg[Ap+], the proof is the same as Theorem 2.2.

Next, we assume pp. ,, = IA?MI,WI log®™ \IZ?V*\ > Eo[Ap-]. Note that h=1(z) > \/z. Then condition (??)

implies that

Nm—1 1

*|m—1 2m—1 N °
|D*|"=1 log D]

ps >

Recall that Wi, > ————. Hence,
N

m

Er[Ap] _ _ps|D|" Wy

in >
o =", 2m N =
Pp+,m Nm—1 log D] log [D*]

Since Ap- = (14 op(1))E;[Ap-] and h(x — 1) ~ xzlogx for  — oo, we have

Ap- E{[Ap-
]?},*mh(ﬁk’j —1] ) > ﬁg*ymh< %—1] )
D*'m + pD*,m +
E{[Ap-
> El[AD*]log@
pD*,m
Ps
> Ei[Ap+]log —5
log™ 157
> Eqi[Ap-]logps = Eo[Ap~]h(ps — 1)
. N
> (1+¢)|D |1ogW.
Proof is complete. O

4. Proof of additional lemmas

In this section, we prove the lemmas. For a subset S C V, define

_ e —1)2 _ € NID| _ N
Eg = {D CS:(ps—1)"Eo[Ap] > (1 2) |D| (10g 3 loglog - .

The following preliminary lemmas can be found in [5].
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Lemma 4.1. Under the conditions of Theorem 2.1, for any S C V with |S| = n and D € Eg, there is an

unique number (p > 1 satisfying

(1 + Eo[Ap]h(Cp — 1) = |D|log %l

and 9i1...im (CDpi1...im) < 29i1~~~im (pSpi1~~~im) fOT ilv ) 7im eD.

Lemma 4.2. Under the conditions of Theorem 2.1, we have

. , |D|™ ¢ n
n = 1- mh| = —1] —log — .
T SeVlS|=n DEPs <( o PsHomh 0 °61p]) 7
Lemma 4.3. Under the conditions of Theorem 2.1, for any S CV with |S| =n and D € Eg, we have
log log &
[D] g0
lo V1) =o(l),
e (ogps VD =o(),
Proof of Lemma 4.3. Firstly, we consider Scenario I. For any S C V with |S| = n, define ng > pg such that
n(m) NS,mh(nS - 1) —1_ %
n log &¥ 3
Hence, by (6), we get
nlog &
h(ns — 1) < —>—"— = o(1),
n(m)MS,m
which implies s = 1+ o(1). Hence, h(ns — 1) ~ M If |D| < Wa then we have
Eo[Ap] 2 [D|™)
(ps —1)° < (ns—1) 1D,m
1D D
|S| ()
< b(ns —1)° [i8,m
S|
2¢ log X
= (1-Z)6(ns — 12—
(1-5 ) otns - v
2 N
= <1 — —€> 20 log —
3 n
<

€ N|D| N
(1 — 5) (log > — loglog E) .

This is a contradiction to the fact that D € Es. As a result, we have |D| > %5 . Then the desired result

(%)

follows.

Under Scenario II, the proof is almost the same as in [5]. We omit it here. O

Lemma 4.4. Under the assumption (12), we have |D*| > nm

Proof of Lemma 4.4. Note that the function f(z) = (x —1)---(x —m+1)/(log N —log x) is increasing for
x < N. Suppose |D| < nm for any D C V, then we have

DI ppm DI Wi, nm |0 W,
|D| log% - | D] 1og‘—g‘_ |nﬁ| 1og‘ f\iﬂl
o
B R i L Ol I o
|nm;+1| log—N— — |n}n+—+"i| log‘—g‘
n 7|

81 Wity _ 151 s
ST log & = IST log &
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Hence, by the definition of D*, we get |D*| > nw O

n k
i=1%i

4 = be a function on x; €
i=1 11)

Lemma 4.5. Suppose n,k > 2 are fized integers. Let f(x1,...,x,) = (
[a,b],i=1,2,...n and 0 <a <b< 1. Then

k=1 t
zo(ak — bF) + nb” 1 b
max f(@e, .. ) < = (k — 1)ni=1 ; a)’

I'Le[a7b]7i:1)"'7n [xo(a/ — b) + nb]k
where
e (a* — b*)nb — kn(a — b)b*
07 (k= 1)(a—b)(aF —bF)
Proof of Lemma 4.5. Consider f(x1,...,2,) as a function of 21 with the rest arguments fixed. The derivative

with respect to z1 is equal to

k
kYo k—1 Dico xf w
fxl - n el I o n )

(>im i) 2ima i

-1

1
n k T—1 n k T—1
When z1 > (zz:ffzz) : 1, f(x1,...,x,) is increasing as a function of z1. When z; < ( ZZZ)k 1,
fx1,...,x,) is decreasing as a function of z;. Hence, we get
k n k k n k
a®>+ > bR+ > ar
max  f(x1,...,2,) = 23:*2 =V 2%4 o
21€lad) (a+> o) (b+ o)
Repeating this procedure for each xo, ..., z,, we conclude
k k kE_ 3k k
za® + (n —x)b x(a® —b") +nb
max flae,. ... z,) = max (—)kg m ( ) o
z;€[a,b],i=1,...,n 0<z<n,z:integer [ICL + (n _ I)b] 0<z<n [I(CL _ b) + nb]

z(a® —b")+nb"

Let 9(2) = Tamrrmir

for 0 <z < n. The derivative of g(x) is
_ (k=1)(a—b)(a* —b")

’ [z(a — b) + nb]*
When < 20, g(z) is increasing. When = > x, the g(x) is decreasing. Hence, max,co,n 9(x) = g(z0). Note

that

(g — ).

k k k
b ik & (a® — b")nb — kn(a — b)b &
—b b = b
zo(a )+ n ) +n

n(a* b+ a" 202 + - 4 ab !+ bF) — nb”

k—1
nak k—1 é t
k—1 a)’
t=1
knb knb*
k—1 (k—1)(aF=1 4+ a*=2b+ - 4 bk 1)

kna (b (3)1@ kna 1\
B k—1<5_2’“1(§)t>2k—1<1_g>—”‘1'

zo(a —b) +nbk =

Hence, we have
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Lemma 4.6. Under the assumption (12), if
Ay = (1+0p(1))Eo[Ay],
Ap pe = (14 0p(1))Eo[Ap,pe],
uniformly for all D C 'V with nwr < |D| < n, then
Pom = (14 0p(1))Eo[Ap],

uniformly for all D CV with nm < |D| < n. Under Hy, the above result still holds.

12

Proof of Lemma 4.4. Define a function f(z,y) = (x# —(z — 2y)%)m for x > 2y. At a fixed point (a,b),

the Taylor expansion is

fla,y) = fla,b)+ 57 (" y )(I—G)+a—y(x ¥ )y —b),
where z* is between a and z, y* is between b and y and
of 1 ANl em 1-m
ey = (2T —@=2)7) (a7 —@—2)"),
of Z(x%—(x—2y)%)

%(I,y) N (x% — (z — 2y)%) (x — Zy)l_%'

min man

Under the assumption (12), (%) < (%)miliém Wikin < (%)miliém' Then

= o(1).

n

Eo[Ap,pe] - Sy (37 1) (N = n)?Etpm=2btiyyn, < N e
Eoldy] = N

min

(17)

(18)

Hence, we get f(Eo[Av],Eo[Ap.pe]) = (1 + 0o(1))E¢[Ay] uniformly in D. For (z,y) = (Ay,Ap pe) and

(a,b) = (Eo[Ay],Eo[Ap,pe]), we also have

of
ox

of

(@",y%) = 1+ op(1), 3—y(£v*7y*) =2+ 0y(1).

By (17), it’s easy to check

2"Ppm _ f(Av, Ap,pe)

Eo[Av]  f(Eo[Av], Eo[Ap pe])(1 4 o(1))
It suffices to show Eg[Ay] = 2™Eg[Ap]. To this end, by (14) and (18), we only need to prove

=14 o0p(1).

1
Eo[AD] > % Z W; "'Wim7
|{’i1,i2 ..... ’L‘m}|§77l71
{il ..... ’Lm}CD

for any |D| > n=71 . Note that

1 1
]EO[AD] — % <Z WZ) - m Z WZl st W’Lm-
ieD [{i1yi2ee ey }| <m—1
{il ..... Zm}CD
Obviously, (i i, im}<m—1 Wiy -+ Wi
{i17~~~;i7n}CD
1,2,...,m. By Lemma 4.5 and assumption (12), for the term »_,_ WF with k > 2, we have

K2

ep WF bl T
ZzED 7 - -0 :EC . <Wmam> -0 O(Hkit ) _ 0(1)
(ZieD WZ) |D| N Winin nmFI

Hence, (19) holds. Under Hy, the result can be similarly proved.

m

can be written as a summation of products of Y., W}

(19)

k=



M. Yuan and Z. Shang/Heterogeneous Dense Subhypergraph Detection 13

References

[1] Ahn, K., Lee, K. and Suh, C. (2016). Community recovery in hypergraphs, 5/th Annual Allerton Confer-
ence on Communication, Control, and Computing (Allerton). DOI: 10.1109/ALLERTON.2016.7852294.

[2] Ahn, K., Lee, K. and Suh, C. (2018). Hypergraph Spectral Clustering in the Weighted Stochastic Block
Model. IEEE Journal of Selected Topics in Signal Processing 12(5), 2018.

[3] Angelini, M., Caltagirone,F., Krzakala, F. and Zdeborova, L. (2015). Spectral detection on sparse hyper-
graphs. Allerton Conference on Communication, Control, and Computing, 66-73.

[4] Arias-Castro, E. and Verzelen, N. (2014). Community detection in dense random networks. Annals of
Statistics, 42, 3: 940-969.

[5] Bogerd, K., Castro, R., Hofstad, R. and Verzelen, N. (2019). Detecting a planted community in an
inhomogeneous random graph. Bernoulli, 27, 1159-1188.

[6] Bi, X., Tang, X., Yuan, Y., Zhang, Y. and Qu, A. (2021). Tensors in statistics. Annual Review of Statistics
and Its Application, 8.

[7] Butucea, C. and Ingster, Y. (2013). Detection of a sparse submatrix of a high-dimensional noisy matrix.
Bernoulli, 195B, 2652-2688.

[8] Bulo S. and Pelillo, M. (2009). New Bounds on the Clique Number of Graphs Based on Spectral Hyper-
graph Theory. Learning and Intelligent Optimization. LION 2009,45-58.

[9] Bolla, M. (1993). Spectra, euclidean representations and clusterings of hypergraphs. Discrete Mathemat-
ics, 117(1), 19-39.

[10] Bollobds, B. and Erdos, P. (1976). Cliques in random graphs. Mathematical Proceedings of the Cambridge
Philosophical Society, 80, 419-427.

[11] Bhangale, A., Gandhi, R. and Kortsarz, G. (2017). Improved approximation algorithm for the dense-3-
subhypergraph problem. https://arxiv.org/abs/1704.08620

[12] Chertok, M. and Keller, Y. (2010). Efficient high order matching. IEEE Transactions on Pattern Anal-
ysis and Machine Intelligence, 32(12), 2205-2215.

[13] Chlamtac, E., M. Dinitz, C. Konrad, G. Kortsarz, and G. Rabanca. The Densest k-Subhypergraph
problem. SIAM Journal on Discrete Mathematics. 32 (2):1458-77.

[14] Florescu, L. and Perkins, W. (2016). Spectral thresholds in the bipartite stochastic block model. 29th
Annual Conference on Learning Theory, 49: 943-959.

[15] Ghoshdastidar, D. and Dukkipati, A. (2014). Counsistency of spectral partitioning of uniform hypergraphs
under planted partition model. Advances in Neural Information Processing Systems (NIPS), 397-405.

[16] Ghoshdastidar, D. and Dukkipati A. (2017). Consistency of spectral hypergraph partitioning under
planted partition model. The Annals of Statistics, 45(1), 289-315.

[17] Hall, P. and Heyde, C. C. (2014). Martingale limit theory and its application. Academic press.

[18] Hu, S., Wu, X. and Chan, T-H. (2017). Maintaining densest subsets efficiently in evolving hyper-
graphs Proceedings of the 2017 ACM on Conference on Information and Knowledge Management,929-
938,Singapore.

[19] Kim, S. 2011. Higher-order correlation clustering for image segmentation. Advances in Neural Informa-
tion Processing Systems 1530-8.

[20] Ke, Z., Shi, F. and Xia, D. (2020). Community Detection for Hypergraph Networks via Regularized
Tensor Power Iteration. https://arxiv.org/pdf/1909.06503.pdf.



M. Yuan and Z. Shang/Heterogeneous Dense Subhypergraph Detection 14

[21] Kim, C., Bandeira,A. and Goemans, M. (2017). Community detection in hypergraphs, spiked ten-
sor models, and sum-of-squares. 2017 International Conference on Sampling Theory and Applications
(SampTA), 124-128.

[22] Lin, C., Chien, I. and Wang, I. (2017). On the fundamental statistical limit of community detection in
random hypergraphs. Information Theory (ISIT), 2017 IEEE International Symposium, 2178-2182.
[23] Luo, Y. and Zhang, A. (2020). Open problem: average-case hardness of hypergraphic planted clique

detection. Proceedings of Machine Learning Research, 1-4, 2020.

[24] Liu, H., Jan, L. and Yan, S. (2015). Dense subgraph partition of positive hypergraphs. IEEE Transac-
tions on Pattern Analysis and Machine Intelligence, 37, 3:541-554.

[25] Peng, X. (2016). The Ramsey number of generalized loose paths in hypergraphs. Discrete Mathematics
339 (2):539-46.

[26] Rodriguez, J. A. (2009). Laplacian eigenvalues and partition problems in hypergraphs. Applied Mathe-
matics Letters, 22(6), 916-921.

[27] Rota Bulo, S. and Pelillo, M. (2013). A game-theoretic approach to hypergraph clustering. IEEE Trans-
actions on Pattern Analysis and Machine Intelligence, 35(6), 1312-1327.

[28] Soderberg, B.(2002). General formalism for inhomogeneous random graphs. Phys. Rev. E. 66,066121.

[29] Verzelen, N., Arias-Castro, E.(2015). Community detection in sparse random networks. Ann. Appl.
Probab., 25, 6:3465-3510.

[30] Yuan, M., Liu, R., Feng, Y. and Shang, Z. (2018). Testing community structures for hypergraphs. arXiv
preprint arXiv:1810.04617.

[31] Yuan, M. and Shang, Z. (2021). Sharp detection boundaries on testing dense subhypergraph.
https://arziv.org/abs/2101.04584

[32] Zhou, D., Huang, J. and Scholkopf, B. (2006). Learning with hyper graphs: Clustering, classification,

and embedding. Advances in Neural Information Processing Systems. 6:1601-8.


http://arxiv.org/abs/1810.04617

	1 Introduction
	2 Detection boundary when p is known
	3 An adaptive test
	4 Proof of additional lemmas

