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Abstract

Let G = (V, E) be an undirected graph, Ay the kth smallest eigenvalue of the normalized
Laplacian matrix of G, and p(k) the smallest value of the maximal conductance over all k-way
partitions Si,..., Sk of V.

Peng et al. [4] gave the first rigorous analysis of k-clustering algorithms that use spectral
embedding and k-means clustering algorithms to partition the vertices of a graph G into k
disjoint subsets. Their analysis builds upon a gap parameter T = p(k)/A,11 that was introduced
by Oveis Gharan and Trevisan [2]. In their analysis Peng et al. [1] assume a gap assumption
T > Q(APR- k%), where APR > 1 is the approximation ratio of a k-means clustering algorithm.

We exhibit an error in one of their Lemmas and provide a correction. With the correction
the proof by Peng et al. [1] requires a stronger gap assumption T > Q(APR - k%).

Our main contribution is to improve the analysis in [4] by an O(k) factor. We demonstrate
that a gap assumption ¥ > Q(APR - k?) suffices, where ¥ = puur-(k)/Ary1 and payr (k) is the
value of the average conductance of a partition Sy, ..., Sk of V that yields p(k).

*This work has been funded by the Cluster of Excellence “Multimodal Computing and Interaction” within the
Excellence Initiative of the German Federal Government.


http://arxiv.org/abs/1509.09188v1

Contents

1 Introduction

2 Some Notation

3 Structure of the Paper

4 The Vectors g; and f; are Close
4.1 Analyzing the Columns of Matrix F . . . ... ... ... .....
4.2 Analyzing Eigenvectors fintermsof f; . . ... .. ... ... .. ... .0 ..

5 Analyzing Matrix B
5.1 Analyzing the Column Space of Matrix B . . . . . . . .. ... ... ... ......
5.2 Analyzing the Row Space of Matrix B . . . . . . . .. .. ... ... .. .......

6 The Points p(¥) are Well-Spaced
7 Amended Version of [4, Lemma B.2]
8 The Proof of Lemma 1.3

9 The Proof of Lemma 1.4

13

14

15

17



1 Introduction

Let G = (V, E) be an undirected graph. For any subset of vertices S C V we denote by u(S) =
> veg deg(u) the volume of S, and we define the conductance of S by

_ |E(S,9)|
u(S)

The order k conductance constant p(k) of a graph G is defined by

¢(5) (1)

k) = min max ¢(S;). 2

p(k) i, Imas ¢(5i) (2)

The k-way partitioning problem asks to cluster a graph G into k-disjoint subsets of vertices

S1,...,5k such that the returned partition yields the value of the order k£ conductance constant

p(k). Lee et al. [1] established the following relation between the kth eigenvalue of the normalized
Laplacian matrix L5 and the order k& conductance constant p(k) of a graph G

Ae/2 < p(k) < O(k*)\/ M. (3)

Oveis Gharan and Trevisan [2] proved the existence of good clusterings' into k disjoint subsets if
the gap between the kth and (k + 1)th eigenvalue of the normalized Laplacian matrix L satisfies

Aest = QK V), (6)

i.e., if A\gy1 is larger than the upper bound on the order & conductance constant p(k) in Equation (3).
Peng et al [1] studied approximation schemes for the k-way partitioning problem. They analyzed
spectral clustering algorithms that embed the vertices of G into vectors in R¥ using the first k&
eigenvectors of the normalized Laplacian matrix L, and then partition the resulting vectors via
k-means clustering algorithms. Their analysis crucially relies on the following gap assumption

Ak+1 3
T =251 > ). (7)
p(k)
Theorem 1.1. [// Let k > 3 and let G be a graph satisfying the gap assumption T = \p11/p(k) =
Q(k3). Suppose a k-means clustering algorithm that achieves an approzimation ratio APR takes as
input a spectral embedding’ {F(u)}uey where F:V — R¥ and outputs a k-way partition {A;}F_,.
Then the following two statements hold:

i) w(A;AS;) = O(APR - K2 - Y71 1u(S;))  and i) ¢a(A;) = O(dpa(S;) + APR - k2 - Y1),

Let S be a subset of vertices. We denote by G[S] the induced subgraph whose edge set consists of all edges of G
with both endpoints in S. The inner conductance of the subset S is defined by

min 7| Es (X7Y)|
xcsu(X)<us)/2 pus(X)

o(G[S)) = (4)

where the quantities |Es(X,X)| and pus(X) are defined w.r.t. the induced subgraph G[S]. Oveis Gharan and
Trevisan [2] defined a partition Si,..., Sk of V that is (¢in, Pout)-clustering if for all ¢ € [1 : k] it holds

¢(G[SZ]) 2 ¢2n and ¢(Sz) g ¢out- (5)

They showed that there exists a k-partitioning of graph G that is a (Q(Aky1/k), O(k*v/Ax))-clustering if the gap
between the kth and (k + 1)th eigenvalue of matrix L¢ satisfies A\gp41 > Q(k2\/ Ak).
2The function F will be defined in Equation 8.



Our Contribution: We give a counter example to [/, Lemma 4.2] in the Appendix and prove
a weaker statement (Lemma 7.1) that is tight up to a factor of 2. With the weaker version of the
lemma, the proof of Theorem 1.1 needs the strengthened gap assumption

T > Q(kY).

We note that all occurrences of k% in the statement of the Theorem 1.1 have to be replaced by k*.
Let O be the set of partitions {S;}¥_, with max; ¢(S;) = p(k), i.e., the set of all partitions that
achieve the order k£ conductance constant. Let

1
av k)= i 7 Sz
Pavg () s kzijtb( )

be the minimal average conductance of any partition in O and let

Akt1
Pavg(k')

For the remainder of the paper we use {Si}le to denote a partition that defines pq,y. We refine
the analysis in [1] and show the following statement.

U=

Theorem 1.2 (Main Theorem). Let G be a graph that satisfies for some fized § € (0,1) and k > 3
the gap assumption
U =20" 6" APR- k",

Suppose a k-means clustering algorithm that achieves an approrimation ratio APR takes as input
a spectral embedding {F(u)}uey where F : V — R¥ and outputs a k-way partition {A;}F_,. Then
for every i € [1 : k| the following two statements hold (after suitable renumbering of one of the
partitions):

0 o

5
1) WADS) < o5 u(S) and 2) (A7) < (1 N ﬁ> 65+ oo

The Spectral Embedding Let L5 = I — D~ 1/2AD~Y2 be a normalized Laplacian matrix,
where D is diagonal degree matrix and A is adjacency matrix. We refer to the kth eigenvalue of
matrix Lo by A\ = A\ (Lg). Let fi be the eigenvector corresponding to Ax. The vectors fi to
fn form a orthonormal basis of R™. Following Peng et al., we define the spectral embedding map
F:V — RF by .

F(u) NGH

(fi(u)seees fi ()" (8)

for all vertices u € V.

The Clustering Algorithm For a set of k centers c¢y,...,c; and a partition Xj,..., X of V,
define the cost as

k
Cost({Xi,ei}iog) = D Y du | F(u) —cil .
i=1 ueX;

Note that the norm ||F(u) — ¢;|| is weighted by d,. Alternatively, we may ask to cluster a set
containing d,, copies of F'(u). Let OPT be the minimal cost that can be obtained in this way. The



approximate k-partitioning algorithm returns a partition Ay,..., A of V and corresponding center
vectors c1,...,c such that

k
Cost({Ai,ci}ioy) =Y Y du||Fu — cil|” < APR- OPT. (9)
=1 uEAi

Throughout the paper, we use {4;, c,-}f:1 to denote the clustering returned by the approximation
algorithm. The goal is to show that this clustering satisfies Theorem 1.2.

The Proof of the Main Theorem: Part ii) follows from Part i). Indeed,
p(AD) = p(Si N Ai) = u(Si) = p(Si \ Ai) = p(Si) — (AiAS;) = (1= 8/5%) - pu(S;)

and |E(A;, A))| < |E(S;, S)| + p(A;AS;) since every edge that is counted in |[E(A;, A;)| but not in
|E(S;, S;)| must have an endpoint in A;AS;. Thus

BT B(S, S0+ ()5 5 st
o) = < e < (1 am) 4+ s

The proof of Part I builds upon the following Lemmas that we will prove in Section 8 and
Section 9 respectively.

Lemma 1.3. Under the hypothesis of Theorem 1.2, the following holds. If for every permutation
o:[L:k] = [1:k] there exists an index i € [1: k| such that u(A; ASy;) = (6/5%) 1(Sq(i))- Then
it holds that

& 2k
Cost({Ai, citioq) > 7 - APR.

Lemma 1.4. If ¥ > 4. k3/2 then there are points {p(i) le such that

2 3k k2
<(145) .2

F(u) —p® R

k
OPT < Cost({S;,p}_)) < Z Z du

i=1 ueS;

Substituting these bounds into Equation 9 yields a contradiction, since

2k2

) 2
- APR < Cost({4;,ci}L1) < APR- OPT < APR- Cost({S;, p™}*_ ) < APR - <1 + %) : %

Thus there must be a permutation 7 (the identity after suitable renumbering of one of the partitions)
such that ju(A;AS, ;) < (6/5%)-1(S,s)) for all i € [1: k. This completes the proof of Theorem 1.2.

Remark 1.5. Based on the counter example to [/, Lemma 4.2] and the weaker statement of
Lemma 7.1, we can show that the analogue [/, Lemma 4.4] of Lemma 1.5 requires an extra O(k)-
factor. More precisely, the gap assumption in [/, Lemma 4.4] has to be replaced with

3
Cost({A;, ¢} ) > Q <% -APR> ,

which leads to ©(k*) instead of the stated ©(k3) dependance in Theorem 1.1.



2 Some Notation

We use the notation adopted by Peng et al. [1] and restate it below for completeness. Let Lo =
I — D Y2AD=1/2 be a normalized Laplacian matrix, where D is diagonal degree matrix and A
is adjacency matrix. We refer to the kth eigenvalue of matrix L5 by Az = \x (£g). The (unit)
eigenvector corresponding to Ay is denoted by f.

D2y, . .. .
Let g; = m, where xg, is the characteristic vector of a subset S; C V. Note g; is the

normalized characteristic vector of S; and that HDl/ 2XSZ-H2 = > ves, deg, = pu(Si). We will write
w; instead of u(S;). The Rayleigh quotient is defined by and satisfies that

G Lo 1 E(S, S

— G )

R(gz) £ % = _XEZLX& = M = (bSm
gi Gi Hs; us;

where L = D — A is the graph Laplacian matrix.

The eigenvectors {f;}7; form an orthonormal basis of R™. Thus each characteristic vector g;
can be expressed as g; = 2?21 ozg-i) fj for all i € [1 : k]. We define its projection onto the first &
eigenvectors by ﬁ = Z?:l ozg»i) fj-

Peng et al. [1] showed that span({f; k) =span({f;}%_,) if T is sufficiently small. In Lemma 4.2
we will show that equality holds if ¥ sufficiently small. Hence, each of the first k eigenvectors can
be expressed by f; = Zle ﬂ](-i)fj. Moreover, they demonstrated that each vector

k
5=26"7
j=1

approximates the eigenvector f; for all 7 € [1: k], if T is sufficiently small. Theorem 4.1 states that
¥ being small suffices.
In the proof of Lemma 1.4, we will use the points

. 1 T
() _ (1) (k)
p = By B : (10)
1(5:) ( >
For any vertex u € S;, we have
¥ = (|07 (). [D7G) (w)) (1)
Indeed, for any h € [1: k],
125 () 172D xs, L om
DG = 3 89D (w) = g,
1<j<k 1(5:) p(Si)

Our analysis builds upon the following two matrices. Let F, B € R**F be square matrices such
that for all indices i,j € [1 : k] we have

F;,= ag-i) and Bj; = ﬂ](-i). (12)

)



—~ . Lemma 4.3 _ DY2xg, n (%)
7= ]?: Oé(~2)f' — i = i :Z.:la‘ f
’ Zj o Ifi = Till® < bs, /A1 ' v u(Sh) ! 7

N Theorem 4.1 - D)
fi= Z?:l 5]( )fj gi = Z?:l 5;- )gj

1fi = il < (1 + 3K/ ) - k/ ¥

Figure 1: The relation between the vectors f;, ﬁ, gi and g;. The vectors {f;}?_, are eigenvectors of the normalized Laplacian
matrix Lg of a graph G satisfying ¥ > 4 - k3/2. The vectors {Ei}i?:l are the normalized characteristic vectors of an optimal
partition {S;}¥_,. For each i € [1 : k] the vector i is the projection of vector gi onto span(fi, ..., f;). By Lemma 4.3 the
vectors fz and g; are close for ¢ € [1: k]. By Lemma 4.2 it holds span(f1,..., fx) = span(fi7 ooy fr) when ¥ > 4. E3/2 and
thus we can write f; = Z?zl ﬁ§l)]§. Moreover, by Theorem 4.1 the vectors f; and g; = Z?zl ﬁy)gﬁ are close for i € [1: k].

3 Structure of the Paper

In Section 4, we will show that if U > 4 - k%/2 then the vectors g; and f; are close for all i € [1 : k],

i.e.,
~ 3k k
Hfz - gi||2 < (1 + E) : E
The proof follows [1] but our analysis depends on the less restrictive gap parameter W.
In contrast to [1] we exhibit in Section 5 key spectral properties of the matrices B'B and

BB™. More precisely, we show that they are close to the identity matrix in the following sense. If
U > 10* - k3/e? and ¢ € (0,1) then for all distinct 4,5 € [1 : k] it holds

1—e< <Bi,:,Bi,:> <14¢ and |<BZ‘,;,B]‘7;>| < \/E (13)

Peng et al. (c.f. [1, Lemma 4.2]) proved that the Ly square norm between any distinct estimation
center points satisfies

O — p0|* > 1103 - & - mi -1
[p = p@|" > [10° - k- min {u(S0), u(5)}]

In Section 6 we improve their result by ©(k)-factor. Our analysis depends on a less restrictive
gap assumption ¥ > 20% - k3 and builds upon Equation 13. We show in Lemma 6.2 that for all
distinct 4, j € [1 : k] it holds

[p =59 13- suin (. (5531

In Section 7, we formulate and prove a weaker version of [/, Lemma B.2] that is optimal up to
a factor of 2. We demonstrate its tightness in the Appendix.

We prove Lemma 1.3 in Section 8 and Lemma 1.4 in Section 9. The analysis of these two
Lemmas builds upon our improved results from Section 4 to Section 7, and in contrast depends on
the gap parameter ¥ instead of T.

4 The Vectors g; and f; are Close

In this section we prove Theorem 4.1. We argue in a similar manner as in [1], however, in terms
of ¥ instead of Y. For completeness, we show in Subsection 4.1 that the span of the first k



eigenvectors is equal to the span of the projections of the characteristic vectors of the S; onto the
first k eigenvectors. Then in Subsection 4.2 by expressing the eigenvectors f; in terms of the vectors
fi we conclude the proof of Theorem 4.1.

Theorem 4.1. If U > 4 - k32 then the vectors §; =S ;?:1 ﬁ](-i)g_j, i €[1: k], satisfy
3k k
12
i~ gl s |1+ — ) —.
h-at< (145 )

4.1 Analyzing the Columns of Matrix F

We prove in this subsection the following result that depends on gap parameter V.

Lemma 4.2. If ¥ > k3?2 then the Span({ﬁ- k) =span({f;}%_,) and thus each eigenvector can be
expressed as f; = Z§:1 ﬁ](-l) . E for every i € [1: k.

To prove Lemma 4.2 we build upon the following result shown by Peng et al. [4].

Lemma 4.3. [/, Theorem 3.1 Part 1] For any i € [1 : k] it holds that

oy (ay’))?gR(E) _ s,

Pt Mol Akl

~

g; — fi

Based on the following two results we prove Lemma 4.2.
Lemma 4.4. For everyi € [1: k] and p # q € [1: k] it holds that

2
1 —¢s,/Aut1 < || fi

’ <1 and ‘<ﬁ,,f;>‘ = \(al’yoﬂﬂ < @

Ak+1

“Joe

Proof. The first part follows by Lemma 4.3 and the following chain of inequalities

S ) R )

2

~

1 &gl—'il(ay))z:\f

- 7
Akt1

We show now the second part. Since {f;};-; are orthonormal eigenvectors we have for all p # ¢
that

(fp, fq) = Zal(p) -ozl(q) =0. (14)
=1

We combine Equation 14 and Cauchy-Schwarz to obtain

(57| = Zk:al(p)'%(q) Zn:az(p)’az(q)
=1

I=k+1
n

£ )| 5 i) < B

I=k+1 I=k+1

N

Lemma 4.5. If U > k%2 then the columns {F;J}?:l are linearly independent.



Proof. We show that the columns of matrix F are almost orthonormal. Consider the symmetric
matrix FTF. Tt is known that ker (FTF) — ker(F) and that all eigenvalues of matrix FTF are real
numbers. We proceeds by showing that the smallest eigenvalue )\min(FTF) > 0. This would imply
that ker(F) = () and hence yields the statement.

By combining Gersgorin Circle Theorem, Lemma 4.4 and Cauchy-Schwarz it holds that

_ Zk: ‘<a(j>7a<z’>>‘

S, k3/2
>\k+1 v

AFTE) > (FTF), ‘FTF
(F'F) > minq ( Z ;

| ¢s; | s,
z 1_].2: Mot V| Ak >1-Vk Z

We present now the proof of Lemma 4.2.

min { o

J

>\k+1

Proof of Lemma 4.2. Let X be an arbitrary non-zero vector. Notice that
k R k koo k k ‘ k
SN fi=)N Zaﬁl’fj => (Z Amﬁ-”) £i =Y vt where ~;=(F;,A). (15)
i=1 i=1  j=1 j=1 \i=1 j=1

By Lemma 4.5 the columns {F;,i}le are linearly independent and since v = F A, it follows at least

~ k
one component 7; # 0. Therefore the vectors { fi}' are linearly independent and span R¥.  m

4.2 Analyzing Eigenvectors f in terms of J/‘;

To prove Theorem 4.1 we establish next the following result.

Lemma 4.6. If U > k%/2 then for i € [k] it holds

26\ ! D\ 2 2k\ 7!
(%) <) <(-%)

J=1

Proof. We show now the upper bound. By Lemma 4.2 f; = Z§:1 ﬁ](.i)f;- for all i € [1 : k] and thus

k k
. Hfi\|2=<26§“ﬁ,26§”ﬁ>
a=1

To prove the inequality (x) we consider the two terms separately.



12
By Lemma 4.4, Hf]H > 1~ ¢s,/A\y1. We then apply >, a:b; < (32;a:)(>_; bi) for all non-
negative vectors a,b and obtain

i@?ﬁ@—%:i@fﬁ > (4) 5> (- 4) 2 ()"

A A
Jj=1 kt1 j=1 j=1 k+1 =

gain by Lemma 4.4, we have Aa,/;, s, ¢s, / Ak+1, and by Cauchy-Schwarz it holds
Again by L 4.4 h fas f ¢5, 05, /A d by Cauchy-Sch hold

k

k k

S Y8087 (fuk) = /3“ \ (T 1))
a=1 b#a a=1

/\ b5, - |8y Vos,

L
2
2(5 o) = k()
Akﬂ ; v = J
The lower bound follows by analogous arguments. [

We are ready now to prove Theorem 4.1.

Proof of Theorem 4.1. By Lemma 4.2, we have f; = Zle ﬁ](-i)]/‘";- and recall that g; = Z§=1 Bj(i)g_j
for all ¢ € [1 : k]. We combine triangle inequality, Cauchy-Schwarz, Lemma 4.3 and Lemma 4.6 to
obtain

15 =389 (7 - 5) <<i|ﬂ§|-1\fj9ﬂ)

Jj=1 Jj=
k k 1 k
A\ 2 ~ 2 2k 1
< @) ) XB-w ) <0-F) (5o
; v Ak+1

7j=1 7j=1 j=1
2\ "k 3k\ K
= (1-22 1+ 2E) 2,
(%) s<(+%) 3

where the last inequality uses ¥ > 4 - k. [

5 Analyzing Matrix B

In this section we bound the inner product of any two rows of matrix B (c.f. Equation 12).

Theorem 5.1. If ¥ > 10 - k3/e% and ¢ € (0,1) then for all distinct i,j € [1 : k| it holds
1-e<(B;,B;.)<1+e and [(B;.B;.)|<e.

The proof is divided into two parts. We show in Lemma 5.4 that 1 —e< (B;,,B;:) <1l+c¢,
and we establish the second statement [(B;.,B;.)| < /¢ in Lemma 5



5.1 Analyzing the Column Space of Matrix B
We show below that the matrix B'B is close to the identity matrix.

Lemma 5.2. (Columns) If U > 4 - k3/2 then for all distinct i,7 € [1 : k] it holds

3k 3k k
1- E (B:,ia B:,i> <1+ E and |<B:,i7 B,]>| <4 E

Proof. By Lemma 4.6 it holds that
k
3k7 3k7
1— (B.;,B.. ( ) o

Recall that g; = Z? 1 ﬁ(-i) - gj. Moreover, since the eigenvectors { fz}iC , and the characteristic
vectors {gl} _, are orthonormal by combing Cauchy-Schwarz and by Theorem 4.1 it holds

k .
(B...B.j) = > 878" <ZB(” ga,25b > T 3
=1

<(£/7\z _fz) + fis (.gj _f]) +fj>
(9 — fi 05 — fi) (G — fo, £3) + ([, G5 — [5)
1g: = fill - g — f5ll + lgi — fill + g5 — S5l

3k
1 —
o

Using a stronger gap assumption we show that the columns of matrix B are linearly independent.

N

N

Lemma 5.3. If ¥ > 25 k3 then the columns {B;,i}f:1 are linearly independent.

Proof. Since ker (B) = ker (BTB) and BTB is SPSD? matrix, it suffices to show that the smallest

eigenvalue
TB'B
ABTB) = min =——7 > 0.
x#0 Tr-x

By Lemma 5.2,

==

Ek k 2
33l (0,80} < (Zw) < e -
i=1

i=1 j#i
and
k . k . k ]2 ko F . .
sTBTBz — <Z xi5(1)7 Z x]ﬂ(J)> — Zw? @ & Z szwj <ﬁ(2), B(J)>
i=1 j= i=1 i=1 j#i
; k
> <1 - —) 5 —ZZM 21 (80, 8)]| > <1 - 5k\/@> .
i=1 j#i
Therefore A(BTB) > 0 and the statement follows. [ |

$We denote by SPSD the class of symmetric positive semi-definite matrices.

10



5.2 Analyzing the Row Space of Matrix B

In this subsection we show that the matrix BB" is close to the identity matrix. We bound now
the squared Lo norm of the rows in matrix B, i.e. the diagonal entries in matrix BB™.

Lemma 5.4. (Rows) If ¥ > 400 - k3/e? and € € (0,1) then for all distinct i,7 € [1 : k| it holds
1-e<(B;:;,B;.) <1+e.

Proof. We show that the eigenvalues of matrix BBT are consentrated around 1. This would imply
that 1Z-TBBT1,- = (B;.,B;.) =~ 1. By Lemma 5.2 we have

(1 _ %)2 < <5<i>>T BBT 50 = 50 - <5<j>,5<z'>>2 < <1 N %)2 L L6k L 23R
£i

v v v v

and

<l (00} <5 (1) g w105 <y

=1

‘ <5(i))T .BBT. g0

By Lemma 5.3 every vector « € R* can be expressed as x = Zle ;3.

k k
BBz = Y 4 (ﬁ(i))T ‘BBT.} 4,80
=1 i=1
k T ’ ko k T
= Y (5(2')) BB 50 £33 iy (5@) .BBT . g0
1=1

i=1 j#i

@%—m[ ) Iy11? > (1—14k\f ) I

k k k 9 k k
D RICERES v EUES » oA CRR)
i=1 j=1 i=1 i=1 j#i

By Lemma 5.2 we have ‘Zle Zf# ViYj <B(i),ﬁ(j)>‘ < )2 4k‘\/§ and Hﬁ“”f <1+ % Thus it

holds (1_5k \/z) P < o <1+5kﬁ> 1

k k
1 —20ky/ — < AM(BBT) <1+ 20ky/ —.
Oky/ 5 S ABBT) < +o\/\y

WV

and

ﬁ(i)

Therefore

We have now established the first part of Theorem 5.1. We turn to the second part and restate
it in the following Lemma.

Lemma 5.5. (Rows) If ¥ > 10* - k3/e% and e € (0,1) then for all distinct i, € [1 : k] it holds
’<Bi7:7Bj,:>’ < \/E

11



To prove Lemma 5.5 we establish the following three Lemmas. Before stating them we need
some notation that is inspired by Lemma 5.2.

Definition 5.6. Let BB = I+ E, where |E;;| < 4\/5 and E is symmetric matriz. Then we have
(BB")’ =B (1+ E)B" = BB" + BEB".

Lemma 5.7. If U > 40% - k3/? and € € (0,1) then all eigenvalues of matrizc BEBT satisfy

|IA(BEB™)| < ¢/5.
Proof. Let z = BT2z. We upper bound the quadratic form

[k (& i [k
T T T 2
|z"BEB z| = |zTEz| < Z [Bijl 2l 23] < 44/ g - (2 |z2-|> < ol - 4y -
] =

By Lemma 5.4 we have 1 —e < A(BBT) < 1 + ¢ and since [|z]|* = sBB [|||? it follows that

Ty
[Edl o _ Izl
< < ,
1+e I 1—e¢
and hence ‘ - . ‘
T z-BEB" k
IA(BEB")| < max T 4(14¢)-k v < g/5.

Lemma 5.8. Suppose {ui}le 1s orthonormal basis and the square matriz U has w; as its ith
column. Then UTU =1=UU".

Proof. Notice that by the definition of U it holds UTU = I. Moreover, the matrix U™! exists.
Hence, we have UT = U™!, and thus UU"T =1 as claimed. [

Lemma 5.9. If ¥ > 40%-k3/¢% and & € (0,1) then it holds (BEBT),;| < ¢/5 for everyi,j € [1 : k].

Proof. Notice that BEBT is symmetric matix, since E is symmetric. By SVD Theorem there is an
orthonormal basis {ui}le such that BEBT = Zle M(BEBT) - w;ul. Thus, it suffices to bound
the expression

k
(BEB");j| < IM(BEB™)| - |(wu ).
=1

By Lemma 5.8 we have

S M)l - 1)) < /I P10, )12 =

We apply now Lemma 5.7 to obtain

k

> INBEBT)| - |(uuf )ij] < Z\ (w)i | <

=1

oﬂm

12



We are ready now to prove Lemma 5.5, i.e. |(B;.,B;.)| < /e for all i # j.

Proof of Lemma 5.5. By Definition 5.6 we have (BBT)2 = BBT+BEB”. Observe that the (4, j)th
entry of matrix BBT is equal to the inner product between the ith and jth row of matrix B, i.e.
(BBT)Z.]. = (B;.,B;.). Moreover, we have

k k
|:(BBT ] Z BBT BBT Z Bz ,Bl Bl,:yBj,:> :
=1 =1

~

For the entries on the main diagonal, it holds

(Bi.,Bi.) +Z (B;.,B,.)* = (BB")?]; = [BB" + BEB"];; = (B, .,B;.) + (BEB")
1#i

i
and hence by applying Lemma 5.4 with ¢/ = £/5 and Lemma 5.9 with ¢/ = & we obtain

BBy <Y (BB < (145) 42— (1-5) <=

1£i
|

6 The Points p¥ are Well-Spaced
Peng et al. (c.f. [1, Lemma 4.2]) showed that the Lo square norm between any distinct estimation

center points (defined in Equation (10)) is lower bounded by

[p9 = || = [10° k- in G5 5]

We now improve their result by O(k)-factor. We achieve this by building upon Theorem 5.1, rather
than invoking [4, Lemma 4.2]. We use the following fact.

Lemma 6.1. [/, Lemma B.1] We have Hp“”‘z e[(1+ 1—10) 1(S;)] for every i € [1: k]
Lemma 6.2. If ¥ > 20* - k3 then for distinct i,j € [1 : k] it holds that
@ _ | - -1
[P = pD|" > 13- min (S, ()17
Suppose ¢; is the center of a cluster A;. If HCZ — p(il)H > HCZ — p(iQ)H then it holds
(i2) ||

(i) ||?

¢~ p > 12 min {4u(S},), 1(Si,)}]

IR

Proof. We argue in a similar manner as in [4] but in contrast apply Theorem 5.1 with e = 1/4 to

obtain ' '
<p(z) pU) >_ (Bi.,B;.) _ N

@ o] -

BB T -3

W.l.o.g. assume that Hp(i)H2 > Hp(j)Hz. Then by Lemma 6.1 we have

9 _
> <5 [min {u(S:), n($)} "

pof
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Let Hp(j)H = Hp(i)H for some « € (0,1]. Then

. (@) (4) .
"+ - )

2 -1
> [3 - min {p(S), 1(S5)} ™,

Hp(w _p(j>H2 _ Hpa)

<a2 — % o+ 1) Hp(i)

since for all @ € R it holds a? — 4a/3 +1 > 1/2.
The second claim follows immediately from the first. [ |

]

WV

7 Amended Version of [1, Lemma B.2]

In Appendix 9 we give a counter example of [{, Lemma B.2]. Here, we formulate and prove a
correction. The counter example in the appendix shows that the revised statement is tight up to a
factor of 2.

Lemma 7.1. Let S1 to Sy, and Ay to Ay be partitions of the vertex set. Suppose for every permu-
tation 7 : [1 : k| — [1: k] there is an index i € [1 : k] such that

(A ASLGy) = 26 - p(Sr)), (16)

where ¢ € (0,1 — 1/k) is a parameter. Then there is an index j € [1 : k| and distinct indices
J1,J2 € [1: k| such that

€ .
p(A; N S51) 2 u(Ay 0 Sj,) 2 -— - min{p(S;,), 1(Sg2)} -

Proof. We argue in a similar manner as in [1], but correct an oversight in Part 1, Case 2. We begin
by defining a function

1(A N S5)
o(l) = argmax ——=.
() = wre s =S,

Part 1. Suppose o is a permutation. By Equation 16 there is an index ¢ such that
p(AiASy 1)) = (S \Ai) + 1(Ai\So)) = 2€ - 1(Ss())-

Case 1: Suppose u(S,()\Ai) = € 1(Se())- Since S,)\Ai =Uj2; u(A4; N So(i)), there is an index

j # i such that

€

€ .
WA N Sow)) 2 =7 (S6(s)) > 7 - min {1(So())s 1(Sa(i)) } -

Moreover, by the definition of ¢ it holds that

WA N So) w40 Som) e
1(Ssiy))  ~ mlSewy) T k-1

Thus

€ .
1(Aj N Sy = T min {1(Ss(3)), 1(So(i)) }

14



Case 2: Suppose (1(A;\Sy(;)) = € 1(Sy(s))- Since A;\Sy(;) :Ua(j#a(i) Ai N Sy(j), there is an index
o(j) # o(i) such that

€ .
p(A; N Sa(j)) > 1 ,U(Sa(j)) > 7_1 - in {N(Sa(j))aﬂ(sa(i))} .

If w(Ai N Se(y) < (L —2) - 1u(Soi))s Dojzi (A N Soiy) = € - 11(Se(i)) and we are in the first case.
Otherwise, for every o(j) # o(i) it holds

1(Ai N Sy(y) = (1 =€) - p(Spy) = - min {1(Sy(5))s 1(Sai)) } -

Part 2. Suppose o is NOT a permutation. There is an index | € [k] such that [ ¢
{c(1),...,0(k)}. Since {Ai}le and {Si}le are partitions, there is an index j € [k] such that

1
#4508 = - - min{p(So()), 1(S1)}-
Notice that o(j) # | and thus by the definition of o it holds

#A; N Se()  pAnS) 1
p(Soy)  ~ wS) Tk

Thus 1
w45 N So()) > - min {1(Ss())s 1(S1) } -
n
8 The Proof of Lemma 1.3
We first establish
P& T
Cost({A;, ¢; f_ > - APR'/2. 17
eedin> |23 . i (17

Observe that

k

Y3 Y dlrw -l

k
i=1 j=1u€A;NS;
k Kk

> Y3 S a9
i=1 j=1u€A,;NS, i=1 j=1 u€A;NS;
k
2330 X duf| a9l
i=1 j=1ucA;NS;
k _
> XY Y | - 2VAEPR T - Costi{s: p V),
i=1 j=1ucA;NS; ]

15



where the first inequality follows from

1P - al? = |(Fa-p?)+ (o9 - ) ‘2 > (|Fu =29 o s )2
_ ‘F“_p(j)Her Hpm el _Q‘Fu_pmH . Hpm .
We prove now that
k . .
55 3 alaro o
i=1 j=1u€A,NS;
k

D A Rl Jii Sl e

i=1 j=1ucA;NS; u€A;NS;
V2 (APR + 1) - Cost({S;,p™}¥_})

To upper bound the first summation we use the fact that

»S W =y

i=1 j=1u€A;NS; Jj=1u€s;

) H = Cost({S;, pV}).

For the second summation we introduce a vector F, for every u € A; N S;. Then it follows that

. 2 _ 2 2
P9 =i < (|7 =29 + 17 = ) <2[1Fu—p<ﬂ>u +\|Fu—cz-u2]
and thus
k
ZZ du p(j)_cz ’
i=1 j=1ucA;NS;
[k & e kK
< 2|33 Y Y Al -l
_i:1 7j=1 uEAiﬂSj =1 j=1 ueAiﬁSj
[ ek
<2 afm -+ Y B - el
j_l u€esS; i=1 ucA;
< 2(APR+1) - Cost({S;, p®}r)),
since

k
SN dullFy —al® = Cost({A;,ci}_y) < APR - Cost({S;, ¢} }i)

i=1 ucA;

< APR- Cost({S;, ™}~ ).

Moreover, by Lemma 1.4 we have

) 2
STAPR 1) - Cost({Si, p™}E ) < 7; . VAPR.
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Having established Equation 17, it is now easy to complete the proof of Lemma 1.3. By
Lemma 7.1 there is an index ¢ and distinct indices i; # ¢5 such that

(A 182, 1A 01 53,)} > - min {a(S3,),1(53,)}

Let ¢; be the center of the cluster A;. Assume w.l.o.g. that Hc, — p(il)H > ch — p(i2)H. We lower
bound C4 by the loss accumulated from points only in the subset A; N .S;,. By Equation 17, the
choice of 4; N S;, and Lemma 6.2 it holds that

k k 9
>y e

i=1 j=1 uEAiﬂSj uEAiﬂSil

1

ol s stans oot >

This completes the proof of Lemma 1.3.

9 The Proof of Lemma 1.4

By Theorem 4.1 we have || f; — Gi||* < (1+35) - & and thus

k
2
Z > du||F(u) = |
i=1 ues; i=1 ues; i=1 j=1ues;
k

> (AORY Zuf] gt < (1+3)- 4
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Lemma 9.1. [/, Lemma B.2] Let (Ay,...,Ag) and (Si,...,Sk) be partitions of the vertex set of a
graph G. Suppose for every permutation w : {1,...,k} — {1,...,k} there exists index i such that
(A ASiy) = 2€ - 1(Sr())- Then, for any index i, there are €; and distinct indices iy and iy such

that Zle gi =€ and
1(Ai N Siy) 2 p(Ai N Siy) 2 & - min(p(Si, ), u(Si,))-
In the arXiv-version of the paper [3], the Lemma is formulated weaker.

Lemma 9.2. [/, Lemma 4.8] Let (Ay,...,Ax) and (S1,...,Sk) be partitions of the vertex set of a
graph G. Suppose for every permutation 7 : {1,...,k} — {1,... k} there exists index i such that
p(AiASy) = 2€ - j1(Sr())- Then one of the following statements holds:

o For any index i, there are €; and distinct indices i1 and i9 such that Zle €; =€ and
1(Ai NSy ) =2 u(Ai N Si,) 2 & - min{u(S;,), u(Si,) }-
e There are indices i', j, { (they mean j # £) such that

1
Ay 0155) 2 p(Ay 050) = - 1(Se)-

The Counter Example: Let G be any regular graph. Then the volume of a set of vertices is
proportional to the cardinality of the set. The partition S7 to Sy is into equal sized sets, and the
number of disjoint sets satisfies k > 4. The partition A; to Ay is such that for a fixed € € (0,1/4)

it holds
2e

k—1

1) S1 €A and 2) 4, CS; and pu(A1NS;) = - u(S;), fori > 2.

Notice that pu(A1) = (14 2¢) - u(S1).

We verify next that the above instance satisfies the hypothesis of Lemma 9.1 and Lemma 9.2.
Observe that
p(Ar\ S1) =2e-p(S1) ifj=1,
() + (A > p(S1) iG> 1.

Thus for every permutation 7 of the integers 1 to k, there is an ¢, namely ¢ = 1, such that
(A AS ) 2 2e - p(Sqiy)-

How about the conclusion of Lemma 9.1 and Lemma 9.27 Since A; C S; for j > 2, for any two
distinct indices j; and jo, we have

min{pu(A; N S;,), u(A; N Sj,)} = 0.

n(A1AS;) = {

Thus the conclusion of Lemma 9.1 and the first alternative of Lemma 9.2 do not hold, due to

Ek g =¢€1 = 2¢ <€
: i = 1—]{:_1 .
=1

The second alternative of Lemma 9.2 certainly does not hold for ¢ > 2. On the other hand, for
' =1 and ¢ > 2 we have

2e 1
1 A0 <1 ul(S),

and hence the second alternative of Lemma 9.2 does not hold.

p(A1 N Sp) =

18
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