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Abstract

Different graph generalizations have been recently useanimd-hoc
manner to represent multilayer network®. systems formed by distinct
layers where each layer can be seen as a network. Similargotisns have
also been used to represent time-varying networks. Weduot® the con-
cept of MultiAspect Graph (MAG) as a graph generalizaticat tlve prove
to be isomorphic to a directed graph, and also capable oésepting all
previous generalizations. In our proposal, the set of eestilayers, time in-
stants, or any other independent features are conside@uaspect of the
MAG. For instance, a MAG is able to represent multilayer oreivarying
networks, while both concepts can also be combined to reptasmultilayer
time-varying network and even other higher-order netwo8isce the MAG
structure admits an arbitrary (finite) number of aspectseiitce introduces a
powerful modelling abstraction for networked complex eyss. This paper
formalizes the concept of MAG and derives theoretical tssugeful in the
analysis of complex networked systems modelled using thpqaed MAG
abstraction. We also present an overview of the MAG appliitpb
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1 Introduction

Many graph generalizations have been proposed in the dditgeature, e.g. hy-
pergraphs([1], with the purpose of representing edges witliipte vertices, so
that every vertex on an edge is related to all other vertiocdhat edge. In partic-
ular, k-uniform hypergraphs are sometimes referred to gsaghs or generalized
graphs([2 3, 4].

More recently, other graph generalizations have been gempéor modelling
systems that are described as the conjunction of distitetdependent networks,
where each of these networks can be seen as distinct lagets péwhich can be
represented by a graph. These generalizations, usuallyrkas multilayer net-
works [B,[6, 7] 8], propose structures where (some) veriicag be connected in
distinct layers. As an example, consider an urban multirhpdhlic transporta-
tion system. This system can be modelled by distinct laysrsh as the bus net-
work, the tramway network, the subway network, the commiénetwork, and
so on. Note that, in such an arrangement, each layer can belletbtby an in-
dependent graph and some vertices,(bus and tramway stops; commuter rail
and metro stations) may be shared by distinct layers, thoseming the whole
system. Similar graph generalizations have been propasetihfe-varying net-
works [9,[10,[11] 12, 13], where the structure of the netwag. ( vertices or
edges) may vary in time. Although these models are in usedimrestime, they
are not general enough to be able to combine these two feadn represent a
time-varying multilayer network. An example of such a netiis a multimodal
transportation system where, as before, the layers repréfsedistinct transporta-
tion modes and the vertices are the stops, but the time magldedao represent
the service schedule. In this network, an edge is constimtsix parameters, two
representing vertices, two representing layers, and tyesenting time instants.
For instance, a bus leaving the bus skpmt timet, and arriving to the stop, at
time t, can be represented by the ed@e, bus,ty, by, bus ty). There is a lack of a
formal unified representation for such complex networkestesys.

In this paper, we formalize the concept of MultiAspect GréMIA\G)@ as a fur-
ther generalization able to represent multilayer and t#aging networks, as well
as time-varying multilayer networks and even other higtreler networks. A sim-
ilar idea was briefly discussed in_[15], whereas without adhgh formalization.
In a MAG, the set of vertices, layers, time instants, or amebtndependent fea-

IDisambiguation: Note that MAG is also an acronym used in fbd]Multiplicative Attribute
Graph”. The Multiplicative Attribute Graph model intendsrhodel networks in which nodes may
have attributes and the proposed model captures the ititeradetween the network structure and
the node attributes, which is a completely different pueptisan the MultiAspect Graph (MAG)
abstraction introduced in this paper.



ture, is considered as aspect. On a MAG with p aspects, an edge is @-2uple,
formed by two elements of each aspect, grouped in two paxt$, eontaining one
element of each aspect. For instance, a multilayer netwamkbe represented by
a MAG with 2 aspects, the first being the set of vertices andsémend the set of
layers. Each edge in this example is a quadruple, contawertices and 2 lay-
ers. Note that a time-varying multilayer network, such a&spteviously discussed
multimodal transportation system, is namely a MAG with 3eag.

We formally define a MAG and its basic properties. The key Gbution of this
paper is to show that a MAG is closely related to a traditiar@nted graph. This
relation can be used to analyze properties and applicatibiiie MAG concept on
network analysis. We further discuss some general exaroptas applicability of
order 2 and 3 MAGs as well as of the basic MAG representatiahadgorithms.
It is our intent to make this work accessible to a broaderena#, which might
be interested in modelling and analyzing complex networdgestems, where the
MAG formalization introduced in this paper can prove helpfDonsequently, we
adopt a relatively verbose proof and presentation styleiaféort to increase the
readability by a broader audience.

The remainder of this work is structured as follows. Sed#adntroduces the
concept of a MultiAspect Graph (MAG). The main propertiesadflAG are de-
rived in Sectiori B. Sectidn 4 discusses the applicabilitthefMAG abstraction.
Sectior[ b concludes the paper and discusses possible fubuks.

2 MultiAspect Graph (MAG)

In this section, we introduce the concept of a MultiAspecaidr (MAG).

2.1 MAG definition

We define a MAG a#l = (A E), whereE is a set of edges anMl is a finite list
of sets, each of which is called aspect. Each aspect € A is a finite set, and
the number of aspectg = |A| is called the order oH. Each edgeee€ E is a
tuple with 2x p elements. All edges are constructed so that they are of the fo
(a,...,ap,b1,...,bp), whereay, b are elements of the first aspecttdf ay, b, are
elements of the second aspectbfand so on, untigy,, b, which are elements of
the p-th aspect oH.

As a matter of notation, we say thatH ) is the aspect list oH andE(H) is
the edge set oH. Further,A(H)[n] is the n-th aspect inA(H), |A(H)[n]| = 1,
is the number of elements if(H)[n], and|A(H)| is the order ofH. We adopt
the convention of calling the elements of the first aspect BfAG (A(H)[1]) as



vertices, and also, the convention of calling the fpgntries of the edge as the
origin elements oé, and the lasp entries as the destination elements of the axige
Further, we define the following two sets constructed fromdhrtesian products
of aspects of an ordgy MAG:

V(H) = X A(H)[n], 1)

n=1
the cartesian product of all the aspects of the MAGand

2p
E(H) = X A(H)[(n—1)(mod p) +1], )
n=1

which is the set of all possible edges in the MAGso thatE(H) < E(H).

We callu € V(H) a composite vertex of MAG H. As a matter of notation,
a composite vertex is always represented as a bold loweletisg as inu, for
instance. By construction, a pdu,v) of composite vertices is closely related to
an edgeee E(H). In fact, it can be seen that for every edgeE(H) there are two
composite vertices,v e V(H) such that the entries ofmatch the origin elements
of eand the entries of match the destination elementseofFrom this, for an edge
e= (ag,ap,...,ap,by,by,...,by) € E(H) we can define the functions

o E(H)— V(H) 3
e= (ag,ap,...,ap,by,by,...,bpy) — (ar,a,...,ap),

which maps the origin elements of an edge to a compositexyentel

my:E(H) - V(H) (4)
e=(ag,a,...,ap,by,by,...,by) — (by,by, ... bp),
which maps the destination elements of an edge to a compasiiex. Based on
these two functions, we also define the bijective function
Y:EH) - V(H) X V(H) (5)
€— (TE)(e)v T@(e)) = ((a17a27 cee 7ap)7 (b17 b27 LR bp))
Similarly to a simple graph, we do not allow the presence iffleep edges on

a MAG, i.e. forany MAGH, if e, € E(H) is a self-loop edge, thesy ¢ E(H). In a
MAG, a self-loop edge is an edgee E(H), such thatri,(e/) = my(ey).



Further, since on an ordgrMAG an edge is a tuple with 2 p elements, we
also define Z p canonical projections, where each of those projectionssraap
edge to one of its elements:

T E(H) — A(H)[n] (6)
(a,...,ap,b1,...,bp) — an,

Thint E(H) — A(H)[n] )
(al,...,ap,bl,...,bp) — bn.

We also use the projections to 11, defined above to recover each of the values
that compose the-tuple which characterizes a composite vertex. This is ais@b
of notation, since the domain of these projections is a setigés instead of a set
of composite vertices, but the intuition and readabilityngd with this notation
justifies its use.

2.2 Aspect sub-determination

The sub-determination of the composite vertices in a MAGartitions V(H)
into equivalence classes considering only a partial aspdglist. As a conse-
guence, the sub-determination of the composite verticadsléo edge and MAG
sub-determinations. For instance, the traditional aggeshdirect graph, com-
monly found in the time-varying graph literature, is a parar case of MAG sub-
determination. We detail this in the following subsections

2.2.1 Sub-determined composite vertices

On a given MAGH, we use a honempty proper sulfisf the aspects of the MAG
to characterize an equivalence class, which is then useartitign the set of com-
posite vertices.

For a MAGH of orderp, there are 2— 1 proper sublists oA(H). As we re-
quire the sublist of aspects used to characterize an equsgklass to be nonempty,
it follows that it can be characterized i? 2 2 distinct ways. For each of these
2P — 2 ways, we have a lisAc(H) < A(H) of the aspects used to determine an
equivalence class. Note that in a MAG of orge« 1 (i.e. a traditional graph), a
vertex can not be sub-determined, sin€e-2 = 0.

Let ¢, with 1< ¢ < 2P—2, be an index for one of the possible ways to con-
struct a proper nonempty sublist of aspects. From this, wedefine a canonical

2A proper sublist of a given list is a sublist which is strictly contained Inand so necessarily
excludes at least one memberiof



representation of the sub-determination directly defined.d-or any giver?, we
consider thep-bit binary expansion of that is used as an indicator showing which
aspects of the original MAG are present on the sub-detetramaMore specifi-
cally, the least significant bit indicates the presence seabe of the first aspect
and the most significant bit indicates the presence or absdrthbe last aspect. By
this convention, in a MAG witlp = 3 aspects, we have that= 001, corresponds
to the sub-determination where only the first aspect is ptege= 010, corre-
sponds to the sub-determination where only the secondasgeesent{ =101,
corresponds to the sub-determination where both the fidsttanthird aspects are
present, and so on. By using this convention, we can direstbpciate a gived
to its corresponding aspect sublist.

Therefore, for eaclf, we have a unique subligt;(H) of aspects, such that
p; = |Az(H)| is the order of the sub-determinatign We now define the set

Pz

Ve(H) = X A¢(H)[n], (8)

n=1

whereV,(H) is the cartesian product of all the aspects in the subligt) of
aspects, according to the indéx We callu; € V,(H) a sub-determined vertex,
according to the sub-determinatign

We can now define the function

& 1 V(H) —» Vz(H) ©)
(a]_,az,.. . ,ap) — (azl,azz,.. . ,azm),

wherem = p;. S, maps a composite vertaxe V(H) to the corresponding sub-
determined composite vertex € V,(H), according to the sub-determinatign
As (az,,az,, -..,8z,) € V7(H), it follows thata;, € A;(H)[1],...,az, € A;(H)[m].
From the definition, it can be seen that the functi®nis not injective. Hence,
the functionS; for a given sub-determination can be used to define a eqonele
relation=; in V(H), where for any given composite vertices/ € V(H), we have
thatu =, vif and only if §; (u) = §(v).

2.2.2 Sub-determined edges

From the sub-determinatiofi of orderp,, we can also construct the set

2xpg

E¢(H) = X Az(H)[(n—1)(mod pg) + 1], (10)
n=1



wherep; = |A;(H)| is the order of the sub-determinatign andE, (H) is the set
of all possible sub-determined edges according.ttée then define the function

¢ E(H) — By (H) 1)
(a]_,az,. .. ,ap,bl,bz,.. .,bp) — (azl,azz,.. . ,azm,bzl,bzz,. "7me)’

wherem= p; anda,,b;, € A;(H)[1],8z,,2,, € A;(H)[2],...,az,,bz, € Az (H)[m].
This function takes an edge to its sub-determined form auogrto ¢ in a similar
way as defined above for composite vertices. In general,uhetibn E; is not
injective. Consider two distinct edges e, € E(H), such thake; ande, differ only

in aspects which are not iA;(H). SinceE;(-) only contains values for aspects
present inA; (H), it follows thatE;(e;) = E;(€;), and therefore; is not injec-
tive. Further, consider an edge E(H) and its sub-determined edge = E; (e),
such thatg(e;) = Ty(€e;), i.e. € is a self-loop. Since self-loops are not allowed
to be present on a MAG, it follows that ¢ E;(E(H)). As consequence, we have
that |E¢ (E(H))| < [E(H)|

2.2.3 Sub-determined MAGs

For a given sub-determinatiofiwe have the sublish; (H) of considered aspects
and also the sub-determined edges obtained fforBased on them, we can now
obtain a sub-determined MAG. For a given sub-determinatiome define the func-
tion

Mg D (A(H),E(H)) — (A7 (H),E¢(H)

) (12)
H— (A7 (H),E¢(E(H))).

SinceA; (H) is the sublist of aspects &f prescribed by, andE;(E(H)) is the set
of all sub-determined edges according to the sub-detetioim4, it follows that
(Az(H),Ez(E(H))) is a MAG obtained fronH according to the sub-determination
{.As|A;(H)| < |A(H)|, it follows that the order oM, (H) is lower than the order
of H. Further, since self-loops may be created by edge subrdiettiion and
discarded, and also sin& is not injective, it follows thatE; (E(H))| < |[E(H).

2.2.4 Aggregated directed graph

The concept of aggregated graph is usually found in theatilee associated with
time-varying or multilayer networks. In these environnsgiitt consists of ignoring

the time and layer aspects while projecting all edges owewértices set. Since
MAGs can be used to represent time-varying and multilayaplgs, we present a
similar concept extended to the MAG environment.

7



The aggregated graph associated with a MAG is a directechgnagated by a
particular case of MAG sub-determinatiof= 1, whereA;(H) = [A(H)[1]], the
sublist ofH which contains only the first aspect of the MA& In this case, for a
given MAG H with p aspects, we have

Ei:E(H) —AH)[1] X A(H)[1] (13)

(al,az, e ,ap, bl, bz, ey bp) — (a]_, bl),
whereay,b; € A(H)[1], and

My 2 (A(H),E(H)) — ([A(H)[1]], A(H)[1] X A(H)[1]) (14)
H — ([A(H)[1]], E1(E(H)))-

Note that sinceM;(H) is an order 1 MAG, it follows thaM;(H) is a traditional
directed graph, as evegye A(H)[1] is a vertex, and every edge E;(E(H)) <
AH)[1] X A(H)[2].

3 MAG properties

In this section, we derive the main properties of a MAG a®fed. Sectioh 3]1 dis-
cusses isomorphisms between MAGs. Sedtioh 3.2 presentsiphisms between
MAGs and traditional directed graphs. The theoretical ltespbtained in Sec-
tion[3.2 are key for the subsequent subsections, where ldt@rebetween MAGs
and directed graphs is further explored. Sedfion 3.3 deflresoncept of degree
on a MAG. Sectiom_3]4 explores adjacency on MAGs and itsiogldb adjacency
in directed graphs. Sectidn 8.5 discusses the relationgelatwalks, trails, paths,
and cycles on a MAG and on a traditional directed graph. Sesl8.6 discusses
shortest paths on MAGs.

3.1 MAG isomorphism

Two MAGs of orderp, H and K, are isomorphic ip = |A(H)| = |A(K)|, and
there arep bijective functionsf, : A(H)[n] — A(K)[n] such thatay,a,...,ap,b1,
bo,...,bp) € E(H) if and only if (fi(a1),..., fp(ap), f1(b1),..., fp(bp)) € E(K),
whereay, by € A(H)[1], a2,bo € A(H)[2],...,ap,bp e A(H)[p].

Since the MAG isomorphism is an equivalence relation, thetall MAGs
isomorphic to a given MAGH form an equivalence class in the set of all MAGs.
This equivalence relation partitions the set of all MAGs.rtker, since the func-
tions fy, are bijections, it follows that if two MAG#$1 andK are isomorphic, they
necessarily are of the same order, and each pair of aspektsaimd K has the

8



same number of elemenise. |A(H)| = |A(K)| and|A(H)[n]| = |A(K)[n]|, for all

0 < n< p. From the requirement that an ed@g,a, ...,ap,by,by,...,by) exists
in H if and only if the edgg(f1(ay), f2(a2), ..., fp(ap), f1(b1), f2(b2), ..., fp(bp))
exists inK, it can be seen that two isomorphic MAGs also have the saméeaum
of edgesj.e. [E(H)| = |E(K)|.

In addition to the isomorphism between MAGs, a special cdsheo MAG
isomorphism can be constructed, which characterizes aatasomorphismi(e.
a natural choice of isomorphism) between a MAGand a directed grap. To
achieve this, we make the directed graplsuch that its vertex s&t(G) is equal
to the setV(H) and use the identity functioh: V(H) — V(G) as the bijective
function to characterize the isomorphism.

In Sectior 3.2, we present Theorem 1 with a more general jpfdbé existence
and uniqueness of the isomorphism between a MAG and a dirgetmh. Note
that the idea of the natural isomorphism we just mentionadocavide an intuitive
insight for the proof of Theoreif 1.

3.2 Isomorphism between MAGs and directed graphs

We say a MAGH is isomorphic to a traditional directed graph G when there is
bijective functionf : V(H) — V(G), such that an edgee E(H) if and only if the

edge(f(mo(e)), f(mu(e))) € E(G).

Theorem 1. For every MAG H of order p > 0, where all aspects are non-empty
sets, thereis a unique (up to a graph isomorphism) directed graph G with Hﬁzl Ty
vertices which isisomorphic to the MAG H. Notethat 1, = |A(H)[n]| isthe number
of elements on the n-th aspect of H.

Proof. We show that for any such MA@ there is a unique (up to a graph isomor-
phism) directed graph witﬁ[ﬁzl T, vertices for which there is a bijective function
f:V(H) — V(G), such that any edge= (aj,ay,...,ap,b1,by,...,by) e E(H) if
and only if(f (1o (e)), f(rw(e))) = (f((ag,az,...,ap)), f((br,b2,...,bp))) e E(G).

e Existence ofG:

Given the MAGH, we construct a directed graph which satisfies the
isomorphism conditions. We start with a directed gr&phwith Hr'?:l Ty
vertices and no edges. Note that the number of vertices eguals the
number of composite vertices K, i.e. |V(G)| = [V(H)| = []"_; . We
then take an arbitrary bijective functioh: V(H) — V(G). Since the sets
V(G) andV(H) have the same number of elements, such bijection exits. Fi-
nally, for every edgee = (ar,ap,...,ap,b1,bs,...,by) € E(H) we add an
edge (f(1p(e)), f(y(e))) to E(G). Since f is injective, it follows that



if To(e) # my(e) then f(1p(e)) # f(mu(e)). Therefore, each distinct edge
ec E(H) is mapped to a distinct eddé (15(e)), f(1(e))) € E(G). As the
only edges irE(G) are the ones mapped fro{H ), it follows that the edge
ec E(H) if and only if the edgg f(m(e)), f(T(e))) € E(G), as required.
Note that, as a consequence, we have flBét )| = |E(G)|. This gives us
a directed grapl& and a bijective functiorf that satisfies the isomorphism
requirements. Therefore, we have shown that the requiredtdd graptG
exists.

e Uniqueness o6:
Let's assume that in addition to the MA, the directed graps, and the
bijective functionf described above, we also have another directed graph
with TTP_, 1, vertices and a bijective functiop: V(H) — V/(J), such that
any edgeee E(H) if and only if the edgéd j(1(e)), j(Tg(e))) € E(J). Since
both f and j are bijective functions, it follows that the composite ftion
(jof~1):V(G) - V(J)is also a bijection. Further, from the definitionsfof
andj, it follows that the vertices,ve V(G) are adjacent iG if and only if
the verticeg jo f~1)(u), (jo f~1)(v) e V(J) are adjacent id. The converse
follows from the same argument applied to an edg&(d). Therefore,G
andJ are isomorphic directed graphs, and tiiss unique up to a graph
isomorphism.

Given the existence and uniqueness of the directed gEaphe existence of the
function f, and sinceH is an arbitrary MAG, we conclude that the theorem holds.
O

As a matter of notation, hereafter we wet® refer to MAG edges anslto refer
to traditional directed graph edges.

Corollary 1. Given a MAG H and a directed graph G isomorphic to H, there is
a bijective function from E(H) to E(G), built upon the isomor phism characterised
by the bijection f, and which takes each edge e E(H) to its corresponding edge
se E(G).

Proof. Let H be a MAG andG a directed graph isomorphic té. SinceH and
G are isomorphic, an edgebelongs toE(H) if and only if a corresponding edge
s= (f(mp(e)), f(ry(e))) belongs toE(G), and the functionf is a bijection from
V(H) toV(G). Consider the following function

h:E(H) — E(G) (15)



SinceH andG are isomorphic, it follows that #e E(H ) thens= (f(1%(e)), f(T(e)))
€ E(G). Further, since functiori is bijective, for everyse E(G) there is a unique
ee E(H) such thats = h(e). Therefore, we can conclude thais also bijective
and the corollary holds. O

Theoren{ ]l as well as Coroldry 1 represent an important thieareesult be-
cause this allows the use of the isomorphic directed grajphtasl to analyze both
the properties of a MAG and the behavior of dynamic procesgesa MAG.

3.2.1 MAG representation by composite vertices

We now show that it is possible to create a representationyogaen MAG using
composite vertices. This is equivalent to the natural isgmiem between MAGs
and directed graphs, presented in Thedrém 1.

Given a MAGH, and by using the identity as the bijectibrused in Theoreinl 1,
we obtain the directed grapB, = (V(H),E(G)), whereE(G) < V(H) x V(H).
Note thatG,, is isomorphic taH and corresponds to the natural isomorphisril of
In this case, we have that the functibmelated to the isomorphism betweEi(H )
andE(G) (see Corollaryl, Equatidn 1L5) is written as

by E(H) — E(G) (16)
(a17a27' .. >ap7blvb27' ~>bp) = ((al>a2>" . 7ap)7 (b17b27' ">bp))7

whereE(G) < V(H) X V(H). Here,h; represents the particular casenaibtained
by the natural isomorphism betwekhandG.
Therefore, for any given MAGI = (A, E), we can now define the function

9: ((A(H),E(H))) = (V(H),E(G)) (17)
H— (I(V(H)),hi(E(H))),

such thatg(H) is the composite vertices representation of the MAG Since
the graphg(H) is the same graph obtained by the natural isomorphism shown i
Sectior 3.1, it follows thag(H) is isomorphic to the MAGH. Note that since a
MAG is isomorphic to a traditional directed graph, it follswhat a sub-MAG is a
notion equivalent to the notion of sub-graphs in traditiatieected graphs.

3.2.2 Order preserving

From the MAG definition, aspects are not required to be orlesds. As a con-
sequence, the isomorphism defined in Thedrém 1 does notseetgepreserves
aspect ordering. If, however, a sublist of aspects on a MAGsc@port order, it is
possible to obtain an isomorphism to a directed graph tlestgoves this order.

11



Consider a MAGH of orderp, such thatA(H) (i.e,, the aspect list o) has a
sublist{, = (01,02, ...,0n) Where the seb; x 02 X ... x 0y admits order. Note that
the sublist(, characterizes a sub-determination of the MIAGIf we now consider
the composite vertex s&t; (H) of the sub-determined MA@, it follows that this
vertex set admits order, sind& (H) = 01 x 02 X ... X Op.

Since by construction each composite vertexafas exactly one element of
each set inf,, it follows that we can partition the s&t(H) by the elements of
V¢, (H), sothatT'(H) = V(H)/V, (H) is the set of equivalence classes induced by
{o in V(H). Therefore, as each equivalence clas§ @ ) has exactly one element
of V, (H), it follows thatT(H) can be ordered in the same way\gg(H).

This property can be useful for MAGs that, for instance, hawe aspect that
represents time instants. In this case, the MAG can be atderéme by making
each time instant correspond to an equivalence class.

3.3 Degree

The concept of degree in a graph is associated with the cootertex. In a
MAG, it is associated with an aspect, of which, as per our entien, a vertex is a
special case. We therefore, define aspect and composiexdagrees. Since the
edges on a MAG are naturally directed, we adopt the sameioias in directed
graphs of the indegree of a vertexdenoted asleg~ (u) and the outdegree of a
vertexu denoted asleg™ (u).

3.3.1 Aspect degree

We define the aspect degree as the number of edges incidergiteraelement
of an aspect. Since the edges are directed, we distingutsiede indegree and
outdegree. The formal definition of aspect degree can thergbe written as

deg” (&) = [{ec E(H) : mi(e) = &}, (18)
deg™(a) = [{ec E(H) : mp1i(€) = &}, (19)

whereg € A(H)[i] is an element of théth aspect of the MA@, andrs is the
canonical projection onto aspeictlefined in the beginning of Sectigh 2. There-
fore, deg™ (a) is the number of edges originated at elen@randdeg (&) is the
number of edges destined to elemapntoting thata; € A(H)][i].

3.3.2 Composite vertex degree

We also consider the degree based on composite verticescohhgosite vertex
degree considers the degree of a vertex taking into accduheaaspects present

12



on the MAG. This follows directly from the definition of a cogite vertex:
deg™ (u) = [{ee E(H) : o(€) = u}], (20)
deg™(u) = [{ec E(H) : mu(e) = u}|. (21)
That is,deg™ (u) is the number of edges originated at the composite verteshile
deg~ (u) is the number of edges destined to the composite vertex

3.4 Predecessor and Successor

Given an edgec E(H) for a MAG H, we say that the composite vertex= 1, (e)
is the predecessor of = 14(€e), or thatv = 1y(e) is the successor af = 1(e).
Note that the same is valid for sub-determined vertices dgeé®

We say that two edges are adjacent if they have exactly onpasite vertex in
common,i.e,, if there are two distinct edges, e, € E(H) and there is a composite
vertexu € V(H), such thau € {T(e3), Ty(€a)} andu € {1, (ep), T (&)}

Theorem 2. Given a MAG H and a directed graph G isomorphic to H and a pair
of composite vertices u,v e V(H), it follows that u is the predecessor of v if and
only if their corresponding verticesin G hold the same relation.

Proof. Sinceu is the predecessor of it follows that there is an edgee E(H)
such thau = m,(e) andv = my(e). From Corollan[ ] we have that there is an edge
s=(f(m(e)), f(u(e))) € E(G), wheref is a bijection fromV(H) toV (G), so that
f(me(e)) e V(G) corresponds to and f(my(e)) € V(G) corresponds to. Hence,
asf is a bijection, the theorem holds. O

Theorem 3. Let H be a MAG of order p, { a sub-determination, and e,, e, €
E(H), two distinct edges such that S;(1h(€a)) # S (Th(€a)) and S (To(&y)) #
S (my(ep)) and Ez(€a) # Ez (&) . If €4 and &, are adjacent edges in H, then the
sub-determined edges E; (e,) and E; (e,) are adjacent on the sub-determined MAG
M¢(H).

Proof. Sincee, andg, are adjacent edgeslhi, it follows that they share a common
composite vertex, and are therefore, incident to threéndistomposite vertices.
Letu e V(H) be the shared composite vertex, and € V(H) the other two com-
posite vertices to whick, ande, are incident. Without loss of generality, we can
assume thatl = my(e;) = To(&), V = Th(€a) andw = 1y(&y). SinceE;(€a) #

E; (&), it follows that they are edges &, (H), i.e. E;(€a),E; (&) e E{(H). Fur-
ther, S (u) = & (Th(€a)) = S (To(&)), § (V) = & (To(€a)) aNdS; (W) = S (T (&)
Therefore §; (u), S (v) andS; (w) are three distinct composite verticesMp(H),

so thatE; (es) andE; (e,) are adjacent, sincg, (u) is a composite vertex shared
by them. O
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3.5 Walks, trails, paths, and cycles

We define a walk on a MAG! of orderp as an alternating sequenge= [us,e;, Uy,
€,Us,...,Uk_1, &-1,Ux] of composite verticesi, € V(H) and edge®m € E(H),
such thatu, = my(e,) andun+1 = my(ey) for 1 < n < k. Note that from this def-
inition we have that for all pairs of consecutive composigeticesu,, andum, 1,
1 <m<Kk, are adjacent and also that for all pairs of consecutive sdgand
gj+1,1< j <k, are adjacent as well.

A walk is closed ifu; = ux and open otherwise. The set of composite vertices
in the walkW is denoted a¥ (W) and the set of edges in the wakkis denoted as
E(W). Since the edges W contain elements of every aspectA(H ), it follows
that a walk has the samg aspects of the MAGH where the walk is defined,
i.e. |JAW)| = |A(H)|. However, for each aspe&(W)[n] € A(W), we have that
A(W)[n] < A(H)[n], since not necessarily each element of a given aspect will be
reached by the walk. Therefore W is a walk on a MAGH, thenV (W) < V(H),
E(W) < E(H), |JAW)| =|A(H)|, andA(W)[n] < A(H)[n] for 1 < n< p, where
p = |AW)| = |A(H)| is the order of botiw andH.

Note that each edg®, in a walkW can be determined from the composite ver-
ticesu, andun, 1 by noting thatu, is the predecessor af, 1. ThereforeW can be
fully described by the sequence of its composite vertdgss= [u1, Uy, ..., ux]. We
may refer to a walk using this notation in cases where thaggeafetermination of
the edges is not needed. The sequence of composite vafficissnot necessarily
equal to the se¥ (W) of composite vertices in the walk, sinceW there may be
repeated composite vertices.

Further, each edgg in a walkW also fully determines the composite vertices
uj; andujy1, sinceu; = () anduj 1 = y(ej). Hence W can also be deter-
mined by its sequence of eddék = [e},e,..., &-—1]. We may use this notation
when the precise identification of the composite verticesoisneeded. The se-
quence of edgedf is not necessarily equal to the set of edg€®/), since there
may be repeated edgesW:. The length of a walk is determined by the number
of edges the walk containse. Len(W) = |Wg|.

As a short notation, in cases where there is no ambiguitheidentity of the
composite vertices and edges in the walk is irrelevant, we aten identify a walk
W only by its starting and ending composite vertice$\as: u; — uy.

We define a trail in a MAGH as a walk onH where all edges are distinct.
Since all edges are distinct, we can identify a tveil= [u1,e;,Uz,€, U3, ..., Uk_1,
&—1,Ux] with the MAG Hy = (A(W), E(W)), whereE(W) < E(H), |AW)| =
|A(H)|, andA(W)[n] < A(H)[n] for 1 < n< p, wherep = |A(W)] is the order of
W. Therefore, the trail W is a sub-MAG &f. A trail is closed when the first and
last composite vertices are the same, u; = Uk, and open otherwise. A closed
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trail is also called a tour or a circuit.

We define a path on a MAE as a walk orH where all composite vertices are
distinct. We can associate a p&h= [u1,e;,Up,€,Us, ..., Uk_1, &-—1, U] with the
MAG Hp = (A(P), E(P)), whereE(P) < E(H), |A(P)| = |A(H)|, andA(P)[n] <
A(H)[n] for 1 < n< p, wherep = |A(H)| is the order oH. Since all composite
vertices inP are distinct, it follows that all edges Mare also distinct, because each
edge inP is determined by the two composite vertices adjacent tadier&fore, we
have that the patR is a sub-MAG ofH.

Proposition 1. Walks, Trails, Paths, and Cycles
Theorem([d] assures that every MAG H has a unique directed graph G isomorphic to
it. From Corollary[T] it follows that every edge in a MAG H has a unique edge as-
sociated with it in the G. Finally, from Theorem|[Z, it follows that the isomorphism
between MAGs and directed graphs preserves the predecessor and successor rela-
tion of vertices.

As a direct consequence of these theorems, the following propositions hold.

1. Analternating sequence W of composite vertices and edgesina MAGH isa
walk on H if and only if there is a corresponding walk Gy in the composite
vertices representation of H.

2. Thelength of a walk W on a MAG H is the same as the length of the corre-
sponding walk Gy on the directed graph g(H).

3. Awalk Hy onaMAG H isatrail onH if and only if thereis a corresponding
trail Gw ong(H).

4. Thelength of atrail Hy on a MAG H isthe same as the length of the corre-
sponding trail Gy ong(H), i.e. Len(Hw) = Len(Gw).

5. Awalk PonH isapath on H if and only if there is a corresponding path Gp
ong(H).

6. The length of a path P on a MAG H is the same as the length of the corre-
sponding path Gp ong(H), i.e. Len(P) = Len(Gp).

7. Apath P ona MAG H isacycleif and only if the corresponding path Gp in
g(H) isacycle.

Theorem 4. Given a MAG H and a sub-determination Z, the projection of a walk
on H onto M, (H) corresponds to awalk on M (H).
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Proof. Let H be a MAG of orderp, M;(H) a sub-determined MAG of and
W = [u1,€1, U2,€,U3,...,Uk_1, &-_1,Ux] a walk on MAGH. ConsiderW; =
[S7(u1),Ez(e1), S (U2), B¢ (€2), S (U3), ., S (Uk-1), Ez (&-1), S (u)]. If all the
edgese, € E(W) are such tha&; (1(en)) # S (Tu(€n)) andE; (en) # Ez(éns1),
then every consecutive pair of composite verti€éun) and S; (un,1) are dis-
tinct and this theorem holds as a direct consequence of &wéadr If for a given
edgee, € E(H) we have that; (15(en)) = S (T4(€n)), this means tha, (€,) is
a self-loop. In this casek;(e,) and S;(un,1) are dropped fronW;, eliminat-
ing the self-loop. If for a given pair of consecutive edgase,, 1 we have that
E;z(en) = Ez(éns1), then bothE; (e,) andE; (en,1) are self-loops, so thd, (&),
S (Un, Ez(€nt1) andS; (uny1) are dropped fronW;. Once all self-loops are re-
moved fromW,, the remaining alternating sequence of composite vertres
edges is a walk oM, (H) and therefore, this theorem holds. Note, however, that
W; may be reduced to a single composite vertex and no edge. O

Since Theorerhl4 holds for any given sub-determination,sib &lolds for the
aggregated graph &f, since it is a special case of sub-determination.

From Theorerh4, we have that the projection of a ihbnto a sub-determined
MAG M, (H) is a walk,i.e. the projection of a trail does not necessarily lead to
a trail onM;(H). Consider the trail;W = [uy, (uz,uz),uz, (Uz,u3), us, (Uz,us),
Us, (Ug,Us), us], where all five composite nodes are distinct, 8utu;) = S;(us)
and$; (uz) = § (us). Note thatE, ((ug,u2)) = Ez((us,us)) and, therefore\V; is
not a trail onM;.

From Theorerh4, we have that the projection of a pdthnto a sub-determined
MAG M, (H) is a walk. We intend to show that such projection of a path do¢s
necessarily lead to a trail dvi; (H). Consider the pat = [ug, (uz,u2),uz, (U2,U3),
us, (Us, Us),Us, (Us,Us), us], where all five composite nodes are distinct, §uu;) =
$ (us). Since all composite nodes @ are distinct,W is a path on the MAG
H. Let's consider the projection ontel,;, W; = [S;(u1),E;((ug,uz)),S; (u2),
E((u2,Us)), S (Us), E¢((Us,Ua)), S (ua), E¢ ((Us,Us)), S (Us)].  Since S (u1) =
& (us), there is a repeated composite verteXn and therefore\V; is not a path
onMg.

3.6 Shortest paths on a MAG

Before defining a shortest path in a MAG, we first present thneept of shortest
walk. Given two distinct composite vertices, up € V(H) in a MAG H, such that
there is at least one walk from, to up, we define the shortest walk betwagpand
Up as the walkWws from uy to uy such that no other walk from, to uy is shorter
thanWs. Note that a shortest walk between a given pair of distinchpasite
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vertices is not necessarily unique.

Theorem 5. A shortest walk Ws between a given pair of distinct composite vertices
on a MAG is necessarily a path.

Proof. (by contradiction)
Let H be a MAG of orderp, uz,uq € V(H) two distinct composite vertices i,
andP = [ug,Up,...,Uq] a shortest walk fronu; to ug in H. We now assume th#t
is not a pathi(e. P has at least one repeated composite vertex). Then, thak is (
least) a pair of composite verticas, ux € P, such that; = uy, j #k, andj <k. In
this casePs = [ug, Uy, ..., Uj,Uks1,. .., Uq] is a walk fromu; to uq which is shorter
thanP. This is a contradiction, sind@is a shortest walk fron; to ug in H.

Note that the same argument holds for particular cases,asalhenj = 1 or
k = g. We can therefore conclude tHais a path, and the theorem holds. O

Theorem 6. A path P between two composite verticesu and v ona MAG H isa
shortest path between these vertices if and only if the corresponding path Gp in
g(H) is a shortest path between the verticesu andving(H).

Proof. e — (by contradiction)
Letu,ve V(H) be two composite vertices on a MA& andP be a shortest
path fromu to v. Further, letGp be the corresponding path fromto v on
the graphg(H). From Propositio]1(6), we have thagn(P) = Len(Gp).
Let’s suppose thabp is not a shortest path fromto v ong(H). This means
that there is a pat®p, from u tov ong(H), such thaten(Gp,) < Len(Gp).
Then, by Propositionl 1.{5) anfl(2), there must be a correspgruathPs
fromutov onH, such thaten(Ps) < Len(P). This is a contradiction, since
P is a shortest path from to v onH. ThereforeGp is a shortest path from
utovong(H).

e «— (by contradiction)

Letu,veV(g(H)) be two vertices og(H) andGp be a shortest path from
u tov. Further, letP be the corresponding path fromto v on the MAGH.
From PropositiofiJ1[{6), we have tHagn(Gp) = Len(P).
Let's suppose tha® is not a shortest path from to v on MAG H. Then,
there must be a pat®s fromu tov in H, such that.en(Ps) < Len(P). Thus,
from Proposition IL[(5) and(2), there must be a corresponpatGp, from
utovong(H), such thaten(Gp,) < Len(Gp). This is a contradiction, since
Gp is a shortest path froma to v ong(H). Therefore,P is a shortest path
fromu to v on the MAGH.

O
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4 MAG applicability

The MAG concept is a graph generalization able to represettilayer and time-
varying networks, as well as time-varying multilayer netkg Aspects in a MAG
represent key independent features of the complex netd@aykstem to be repre-
sented, such as time instants or layers, generalizing thennof vertex. In this
section, we thus present an overview of the applicabilitthefproposed MAG ab-
straction. Tablé€]1 summarizes the possible MAG applidgtals a function of the
MAG order |A|, i.e. the number of aspects present in each case. Order 1 MAGs
are traditional directed graphs, order 2 MAGs can represemt-varying graphs
(TVGs) or multilayer graphs, order 3 MAGs can representabjlike time-varying
multilayer graphs, and so on.

Table 1: MAG applicability as a function of the MAG ordg|.

|A| Composite Vertex Edge Examples

1 single object ordered pair directed graph

2 ordered pair ordered quadruple TVG or multilayer

3 ordered triple ordered sextuple Time-varying multilayer
4  ordered quadruple ordered octuple

The remainder of this section discusses some general ezarapthe appli-
cability of order 2 and 3 MAGs as well as of the basic MAG reprgation and
algorithms.

4.1 Multilayer graphs

Multilayer graphs are used to represent networked systdmasandistinct complex
networks interact with each other and can be representedagered system [5].
Examples of such systems are, for instance, power supplyonet, which have
distinct power and control networks [16], or an arrangenwntnultiple online
social networks (such as facebook, linkedin, and twittdreke users with accounts
on multiple networks act as an interconnection between them

Note that this kind of multilayer networked systems can lgesented by
using order 2 MAGSs, with one aspect for the vertices and amatspect for the
layers, which are the key independent features of this kKisgisiems. For instance,
in the case of power supply networks, these networks coulpesented by a
MAG with aspects “device” and “layer”, while the multiple lome social networks
can be represented by an order 2 MAG with aspects “user” antin® social
network”.
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4.2 Time-varying graphs (TVGS)

Recently, there is an increasing interest in studying tuaging networks, which
can be seen as networks whose structure (vertices and edggspry in time. As
a consequence of this interest, a number of distinct reptaisens for this kind of
network has been proposed [9) 10} [17,[18, 19]. Some of thesesentations are
equivalent. However, some of them are nd, it is not possible to directly trans-
late a network from a model to another one.[In/[13], we show thausing a TVG
constructed with a MAG model.€., a order 2 MAG), we derive an unifying model
that can represent several previous (classes of) modetsrfervarying networks
found in the recent literature, which in general are unableepresent each other.
In particular, the previous classes of models for TVG regméstion that are shown
in [13] to be unified by a MAG-based TVG representation inelddVG models
based on: (i) snapshots, such as those used by [10, 17, ) Yoiftinuous time
intervals [9]; (iii) spatial and temporal edges [18]; and) fiemporal and mixed
edges|[20]. The fundamental characteristic that allowsviA&-based TVG rep-
resentation proposed in [13] to unify these previous (elss¥) models is that it
has a set of types of edges that is able to represent all thmpsemodels. More
specifically, an edge = (u,ta,V,tp), whereu andv are vertices whil¢, andt, are
time instants, in the MAG-based TVG model may be classified four classes
depending on its temporal characteristic:

1. Spatial edges connect two nodes at the same time instais,in the form of
e= (u,ta,vta), whereu # v,

2. Temporal edges connect the same node at two distinct time instaats,in
the form ofe = (u,ta, u,ty), wheret, # tp;

3. Mixed edges connect distinct nodes at distinct time instaets in the form
of e = (U,ta, W tp), Whereu # v andt, # ty;

4. Jpatial-temporal self-loop edges connect the same node at the same time
instant,eis in the form ofe = (u,t,, u,ty).

Each of the previous TVG models actually uses a subset of thpes of edges.
In particular, for the TVG models based on continuous tinterirals, a discretiza-
tion process is applied in order to have a discrete congtrutthat uses a subset of
these types of edges. In a similar way, the use of differdngetis of these types of
edges is why the previous models are unable to representotfaeh In contrast,
since the MAG-based TVG representation allows for the usaldhese types of
edges, it is able to be a unifying model for previous (clasgemodels for TVGs,
which are unable to represent each other. We refer the steeteeader to [13] for
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further details and examples on this unifying MAG-basedesgntation for TVG
models.

Building upon this MAG-based unifying model for TVGs, Coshal. [21]
introduce and investigate the notion of time centrality valeate the relative im-
portance of time instants in TVGs. It is shown that diffusiiarting at the best
ranked time instantd.€. the most central ones), according to the considered met-
rics, can perform a faster and more efficient diffusion pssda TVGs.

Due to the time-varying characteristic of TVGs, in some sasean be of
interest to determine distances in terms of time. This kinémporal distance can
be extracted from a MAG representation of a time-varyingvoet. In particular,
in a MAG where the time instants are ordered, and all edgdsantime component
follow the increasing order of time, the temporal distantca path can be obtained
from the sub-determination of the path upon the time asp&ctrépresenting the
path only on the time aspect). Note that a temporal or mixeg ed- (u,ta, v,tp)
can be progressivey(< tp) or regressivet{ > ty) in time. Progressive temporal
edges represent the intuitive evolution in time of the TViGcontrast, regressive
temporal edges can intrinsically model cyclic (i.e., pdied behavior in dynamic
networks [13].

4.3 MAG representation and algorithms

In this paper, we introduce the MAG abstraction, briefly diing its applicability
in this section. For practical use, however, it is necessahave ways to properly
and efficiently represent MAGs. Furthermore, it is also seagy to have a set of
basic algorithms capable of manipulating MAGs that can keglus build more
advanced algorithms for the particular analysis of theiapfbn of interest.

In this context, we provide in a companion pager! [22] discus$n further
details such basic MAG representations and algorithms.attiqular, we present
basic manipulation algorithms that can perform operatitesbuild MAGS, ex-
tract sub-MAGs, and make MAG sub-determinations. As iredat the end of
Sectior 3.2.11, sub-MAGs are the equivalent of sub-graphMf&Gs. In contrast,
a MAG sub-determination, defined in Section 2.2.3, is sintitathe concept of
aggregation, which is well-known in the theory of multilaygraphs and time-
varying graphs. Aggregations consist in projecting allesigpon a single layer
of the graph and thereby transforming it into a traditionapdn. In time-varying
graphs, for instance, this corresponds to eliminate thiematf time, whereas in
multilayer graphs an aggregation corresponds to elimittegdayers. However,
in MAGs with order greater than 2, there are many complex wayd aggrega-
tions. In fact, a sub-determination is a generalizationggfragation. Further, we
recall that Section 2.2.1 shows that an orgeWlAG admits 2 — 2 distinct sub-

20



determinations, coinciding with the fact that traditiommbphs (order 1 MAGS)
cannot be sub-determined. In short, we remark that a Sub-k&Gces the num-
ber of composite vertices of the original MAG, whereas adetermination of the
same MAG reduces its number of aspects.

Further, in[22], we also present more elaborated graplritthgos for MAGS,
such as breadth-first search (BFS) and depth-first searcB)(EHat can be used as
building blocks for other uses, thus allowing the extensibthe MAG applicabil-
ity. Concerning algorithm complexity, given the isomoigrhibetween a MAG and
a traditional directed graph, we expect MAG algorithms tegthe same complex-
ity as the equivalent algorithms for traditional directedmghs. For instance, if the
MAG algorithm is derived from a given traditional algorithwhich is polynomial
for traditional graphs, the resulting algorithm for MAGslivie polynomial in the
size of the composite vertices representation of the MAG.

As discussed in[[22], MAG algorithms are presented in twonfar (i) the
natural form, where the result is expressed in terms of fothposite vertices;
and (ii) the sub-determinated form, where the result isrgie sub-determinated
vertices. Sub-determined algorithms are algorithms thetive a given MAG, its
companion tuple, and a given sub-determination. The ouipstb-determined
algorithms is expressed in terms of sub-determined vetteecording to the sub-
determination provided to the algorithm. At a first glandas tseems similar to
sub-determine the MAG and run the natural form of the desatgdrithm on the
resulting sub-determined MAG. However, in this case, tesuly be affected by
spurious paths potentially created by the sub-deternoingirocess, in a similar
way to what may happen in a traditional aggregation proaedsrie-varying or
multilayer graphs. Since the sub-determined algorithns uke original MAG,
the results can be computed disregarding potentially spapaths generated by a
sub-determination, therefore always getting the corresilts [22].

As a further contribution, we also make available Pythonlemgntations of
all the algorithms presented in [22] at the following URIEtp://github.com/wehmuthklaus/MAG_A

5 Conclusion

In this paper, we have formalized the MultiAspect Graph (MAGncept and have
proved that a MAG is isomorphic to a traditional directedpira This leads to
an important theoretical framework because this allowsueof the isomorphic
directed graph as a tool to analyze both the properties of &Mid the behavior of
dynamic processes over a MAG. Further, we have also denatedtthat other key
MAG properties, such as adjacency, walks, trails, and patiesalso closely related
to their counterparts in a traditional directed graph. Sdemonstrated properties
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http://github.com/wehmuthklaus/MAG_Algorithms

allow MAG-based models of complex networked systems to la¢yaed with the
help of directed graph arguments.

The MAG concept thus enables the modelling of networkedabbjeith char-
acteristics similar to traditional graphs, but that siran#ously also present some
dependency on othaspects, such as layers and/or time. Since the MAG structure
admits an arbitrary (finite) number of aspects, it hencedhices a powerful mod-
elling abstraction for higher-order networked complexteyss. As future work,
we intend to further investigate the MAG applicability, bus studying centrality
analysis on higher-order networks using MAGs and applyiregMIAG concept on
the modeling of higher-order networked systems from cgifiéidomains.

Acknowledgment

This work was partially funded by the Brazilian funding agexs CAPES (STIC-
AmSud Program), CNPq (grant number 308.729/2015-3), FIXgEent number
0615/11), and FAPERJ (grant number E-26/103.207/2011)elisaw/the Brazilian
Ministry of Science, Technology, Innovations, and Comroations (MCTIC).

References

[1] R. Distel, Graph Theory, 4th Edition, Springer, 2010.

[2] P. Erdos, | On extremal problems of graphs and genechtizaphs, Israel
Journal of Mathematics 2 (3) (1964) 183-190.

[3] B. Bollobas, On generalized graphs, Acta Mathematicadirica 16 (3-4)
(1965) 447-452.

[4] V. Chvatal| Hypergraphs and Ramseyian theorems, Pditge of the Amer-
ican Mathematical Society 27 (3) (1971) 434.

[5] M. Kurant, P. Thiran, Layered complex networks, PhysiRaview Letters
96 (13) (2006) 138701.

[6] M. De Domenico, A. Solée-Ribalta, E. Cozzo, M. Kivela,
Y. Moreno, M. Porter, S. Gomez, A. Arenas,
Mathematical formulation of multilayer networks, PhysiceReview X
3 (4) (2013) 041022.

[7] S. Gbmez, A. Diaz-Guilera, J. Gobmez-Gardefies, CP8rez-Vicente,
Y. Moreno, A. Arenas, Diffusion dynamics on multiplex netks), Physical
Review Letters 110 (2) (2013) 028701.

22


http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/BF02759942
http://www.akademiai.com/index/V84963547704K070.pdf
http://www.jstor.org/stable/2036470?origin=crossref
http://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.96.138701
http://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevX.3.041022
http://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.110.028701

[8]

[9]

[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

[18]

[19]

[20]

[21]

M. Kivela, A. Arenas, M. Barthelemy, J. P. Gleeson, Y. iMpo, M. A. Porter,
Multilayer networks, Journal of Complex Networks (201452

A. Casteigts, P. Flocchini,  W. Quattrociocchi, N. Santo
Time-varying graphs and dynamic netwcrks, Internationaburdal of
Parallel, Emergent and Distributed Systems 27 (5) (2012}-388.

P. Holme, J. Saramaki, Temporal networks, PhysicsoReb19 (3) (2012)
97-125.

P. Flocchini, B. Mans, N. Santoro, On the exploratiortinfe-varying net-
works, Theoretical Computer Science 469 (2013) 53-68.

P. Holme, J. Saramaki (Eds.), Temporal Networks, ri&pmi, 2013.

K. Wehmuth, A. Ziviani, E. Fleury, A unifying model foepresenting time-
varying graphs, Proceedings of the IEEE International €a@mfce on Data
Science and Advanced Analytics (DSAA), (2015).

M. Kim, J. Leskovec, Multiplicative Attribute Graph Miel of Real-World
Networks, Internet Mathematics 8 (2) (2012).

P. J. Mucha, T. Richardson, K. Macon, M. A. Porter, J.hnela,
Community structure in time-dependent, multiscale, anttipiex networks.,
Science 328 (5980) (2010) 876-8.

S. Buldyrev, R. Parshani, G. Paul et al. Catastrophgcade of failures in
interdependent networks, Nature 464 (7291) (2010) 1025-8.

A. Ferreira, Building a reference combinatorial moéa MANETS, IEEE
Network 18 (5) (2004) 24-29.

V. Kostakos. Temporal graphs, Physica A: Statisticaldiianics and its Ap-
plications 388 (6) (2009) 1007-1023.

J. Tang, S. Scellato, M. Musolesi, C. Mascolo, V. Lai@aall-world behav-
ior in time-varying graphs, Physical Review E 81 (5) (2010)-84.

H. Kim, R. Anderson, Temporal node centrality in compteetworks, Physi-
cal Review E 85 (2) (2012).

E. C. Costa, A. B. Vieira, K. Wehmuth, A. Ziviani, A. P. Silva, Time cen-
trality in dynamic complex networks, Advances in Complexstgyns (ACS),
18 (07n08) (2015) 1550023.

23


http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/17445760.2012.668546
http://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0370157312000841
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20466926

[22] K. Wehmuth, E. Fleury, A. Ziviani, MultiAspect Graph8igebraic represen-
tation and algorithms, arXiv:1504.07893, (2015) 1-61.

24


http://arxiv.org/abs/1504.07893

	1 Introduction
	2 MultiAspect Graph (MAG)
	2.1 MAG definition
	2.2 Aspect sub-determination
	2.2.1 Sub-determined composite vertices
	2.2.2 Sub-determined edges
	2.2.3 Sub-determined MAGs
	2.2.4 Aggregated directed graph


	3 MAG properties
	3.1 MAG isomorphism
	3.2 Isomorphism between MAGs and directed graphs
	3.2.1 MAG representation by composite vertices
	3.2.2 Order preserving

	3.3 Degree
	3.3.1 Aspect degree
	3.3.2 Composite vertex degree

	3.4 Predecessor and Successor
	3.5 Walks, trails, paths, and cycles
	3.6 Shortest paths on a MAG

	4 MAG applicability
	4.1 Multilayer graphs
	4.2 Time-varying graphs (TVGs)
	4.3 MAG representation and algorithms

	5 Conclusion

