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Persistent Homology Lower Bounds on
High Order Network Distances
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Abstract—High order networks are weighted hypergraphs col- - graphlet degree distributioris [17]. [18]. While computaglly
lecting relationships between elements of tuples, not nessarily  simpler, the use of features is application dependentzesil
pairs. Valid metric distances between high order networks have only a small portion of the information conveyed by the

been defined but they are difficult to compute when the number twork d ield flicti tive iud i
of nodes is large. The goal here is to find tractable approximgons ~NEWOIKS, and may yieid conflicing comparative juagements

of these network distances. The paper does so by mapping highb€cause the triangle inequality is not necessarily valid. A
order networks to filtrations of simplicial complexes and stowing proper distance between pairwise and high order networks

that the distance between networks can be lower bounded by éh  gvercomes these drawbacks. This is the motivation for the
difference between the homological features of their resmtive definition of network metrics that generalize the Gromov-

filtrations. Practical implications are explored by classfying . - —— .
weighted pairwise networks constructed from different gerer- Hausdorff distance between metric spaces [19]} [20] to-pair

ative processes and by comparing the coauthorship networksf ~Wise [21] and high order networks [22].
engineering and mathematics academic journals. The perdint The metric distances between high order networks defined
homology methods succeed in identifying different generate jn [22] have been applied to compare networks with small
models, in discriminating engineering and mathematics comu-  ,;mper of nodes and have succeeded in identifying collabora
nities, as well as in differentiating engineering communies with . .
different research interests. tion patterns.of coauthor;hlp networks. However, becdnesg'F
have to consider all possible node correspondences (Definit

(), network distances are difficult to compute when the numbe
of nodes in the networks is large. The goal of this paper is to
|. INTRODUCTION develop network discrimination methods that are compeatabl

. . . . in networks with large numbers of nodes. These discrimamati
High order networks describe reIatlonshlp_s betwegn eIﬁ'fethods are constructed by drawing a parallel between high
ments of tuples that go beyond the pairwise reIauonshbq

that are more often considered [3]] [4]. High order networlﬁ%

f‘Tel |rt'np0rtar(;t |n|a{opllcaé|0ns |n_v¥h|c|h relatl(_)nshWis t;eilrzlve networks and shown to providewer boundsfor the actual
riplets, quadruplets, and genenetupies are important. or ook distances. Although distance lower bounds suffer

e*?‘mp'e’ coauthorshlp .networll<s can be cor_1$tructed by (?r%'m some of the same problems associated with feature com-
tailing the number of joint publications by pairs of schelar

L . L RS arisons, they nonetheless have important properties.rgmo
but adding information on publications of individual autho b y P brop g

d ioint publicati b ific trinlets of auth them, we know that a large lower bound entails a large distanc
and joint publications Dy specific triplets of authors genes ¢ \ve can use lower bounds to estimate distance ifgerva
a more accurate description. The relevance of express

; . o Békause upper bounds are easy to determine.

tup!e relatlon_shlp_s othgr than pairwise has _been n.otgd "he paper begins with a review of high order networks
various d?,ma'.”s’ including sensor ngtworks [SJ’_ [61, COgBI ond high order network distances (Sectidn Il and [22]). We
learning [I], wireless networkingl8], image ranking [9ject then introduce concepts from algebraic topolagy [23]] [24d

recognition [10], and social neworks J11]. discuss the representation of high order networks in terfms o

The goal of this paper is to develop efficient methods . . o - -
quantify differences between high order networks of pdyssib?ﬁtratlons (SectiorL ll). Specifically, we revisit the deifion

. . . el of a homological feature as a formalization of the notion of
different sizes. Ideally, differences should be guantifisthg a_hole without an interior in an unweighted network and the

distances derived from an underlying metric in the space (%finition of a filtration as a nested collection of unweighte

thc;gge?ir:;r tr;eethgi&b'-emivr\:ter\;igtl)vglteodlcs(:?nnctiz a_rrehigog?#':hzsltnetworks indexed by a time parameter. The most important
» they pute. bservation in this preliminary discussion is that a claés o

hgs motivated the use Of feature compansons in Wh.'Ch ¢ th order networks can be represented as a filtration thesst
difference between specific properties of the network islus

X mpty and to which nodes, edges, and high order tuples are
as a more manageable alternative. Examples of feature CAllded at a time given by their weight (SectigiTli-A). We then
p?;és?f,f] a[:)eeg/lvl:eseti222~C?1EEC|§1?§15[1|'21]’5]”evl\?a{:/be(l)er-?so?lmel;[g anintroduce persistence diagrams to monitor the appearartte a
gies Lisl, = R ' disappearance of homological features from the unweighted
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PA 19104. Email:{whuang, aribeirp@seas.upenn.edu. Preliminary resultd €SPECUVE Tiltrations and using € dinerence between the

appeared in[[1],2]. persistence diagrams of the respective filtrations as ayprox
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der networks and algebraic topology filtrations. Homatay
atures of filtrations are then used to compare high order
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for their distance. (Section1V). This proposed methodglogs termed the set of(-networks moduldk-isomorphism and

is substantiated by the fact that we can lower bound tidenoted byNV% mod 2. For each0 < k < K, the space
computationally intractable distance between two higheordVX mod 2, can be endowed with a pseudometiic][22].
networks with a tractable distance between their respectiVhe definition of this distance requires introducing theiamot
persistence diagrams (Theordms 1 @ahd 2 in Sekfibn IV). Thedecorrespondencé [28, Def. 7.3.17]:

lower bounds are tight such that there are examples in which

the lower bound and the actual distances coincide. Sinpefinition 1 A correspondence between two s&tsandY is
persistent homologies can be computed efficiently for largesubsetC’ C X x Y such thaty = € X, there existgy € YV
networks (Sectiof VI and [25]. [26]), we can use these lowguch that(x,y) € C andV y € Y there existsz € X such
bounds in, e.g., network classification problems. We do seat (z,y) € C. The set of all correspondences is denoted as
for artificial networks created with different models — ramd C(X,Y).

networks, Gaussian kernel proximity networks, and Euelide

feature networks — and for coauthorship networks consclict A correspondence in the sense of Definifion 1 connects node
from the pub”cations of a number 0fj0urna|s from engimri setsX andY so that eVery element of each set has at least one
and mathematics communities. The proposed methods succe@idespondent in the other set. We can now define the distance
in distinguishing networks with different generative misde between two networks by selecting the correspondence that
(Section VI[-A) and are also effective in discriminatinggen Makes them the most similar as we formally define next.
neering journals from mathematics journals (Seckion V)I-B

We also attempt a more challenging classification problem Bgfinition 2 Given networksV{§ and N{¥, a correspondence
three different engineering communities where we achieveCabetween the node sels andY’, and an integed < k < K
moderate success (Section VII-C). We close with concludisigfine thek-order network difference with respect @ as
remarks (Sectiop VII).

F])C(,Y(C) = max |T§( (IO:k) - T?’(y():k)‘ s (2)
(%0:k,Y0::)EC
Il. HIGH ORDERNETWORKS
where (xo.k, yo.x) stands for(xzo,yo), (z1,91),---, (Tk, Yk)-

A network N¥ of order K over the node setX is
defined as a collection o + 1 normalized relationship
functions {r% : X**1 — [0,1]}5, from the spacex*!
of (k + 1)-tuples to the closed unit intervé, 1]. For tuples di (NS, N$) = min_ {Th(O)}. (3)
Tok 1= To,T1,..., Tk, the valuesry (zq.;) of their k-order CeC(X.Y) ’
relationship functions are intended to represent a measurgq, 5 given correspondend@ € C(X,Y) the network

of similarity or dissimilarity for members of the group. Wedifferencer’;(Y(C) selects the maximum distance difference
restrict attention to symmetric networks defined as those |i,n€ (o) —Té(yw)l among all pairs of correspondents — we

which the relationship function depends on the elements mparer. (zo.,) With 7% (o.,) when all the points; € 2.

the tuple bg“t not on ordelring nor repetition. This implieg,nq, 4. are correspondents. The distancedn (3) is defined
eg., tha“"x(zazaf) = Tx(“;v“?) ?ec/;ausea: )2 tepea/’sed by selecting the correspondence that minimizes these nadxim
in the tuplex,x,z" and thatry (z,2",2") = rx(¢',2,2")  Gifferences. The distance in Definitidd 2 is a pseudometric
because the tuples, «’, 2" and 2’,z,2" contain the same jn \rK 04 =, [22]. Observe that since correspondences

elements in different order. Observe that the network may be between networks with different number of elements,
can be considered as a weighted complete hypergiaph [2#¢ (NE_ NE) is defined when the node cardinalitig§| and
whose weights for all possible hyperedges are defined. Si are different.

relationships are not explicitly defined for all hyperedges the gistances in[(2) compare relationship functions of a

in many cases, we adopt the convention that the undefir@gen orderk. To compare all orders < k < K we begin by
hyperedge relationships take the valuer 1, depending on defining two K -order networksV and N?ﬁ‘ as isomorphic

whether the relationships encode dissimilarities or SiMties ¢ there exists a bijectionr : X —» Y such that[{L) holds
(see Section I[-A and Sectign V). The valuelgfis no greater ¢, a0 < & < K and zo. € X*1. When networksVE
than2 in most applications. The set of all high order networ Are ic ' X
of order K is denoted asV'%x.

Two networksN £ and N{€ are saidk-isomorphic if there
exists a bijectionr : X — Y such that for allzg., € X*+1

Thek-order network distance betweévi¥ and N{f is defined

Ksnd N are isomorphic we writeN¥ = N{. The space
of K-order networks modulo isomorphism is denoted\&$
mod 2. A family of pseudometrics measuring the difference
over all order functions can be endowedA6® mod = as

we have we formally state next.

k k

ry (m(xo.k)) = vy (To:k), 1

v o) ! O-k). . Definition 3 Given networksVE and N, a correspondence
where we use the shorthand notation (7(zox)) = & pomween the node sefs and . and some vectop-norm
ry (m(xo), m(wy), ..., m(xx)). Since the mapr is bijective, | - ||, define the network difference with respecttas
(@) can only be satisfied wheX is a permutation ofY. pr
When networksN¥ and N{f are k-isomorphic we write  ||pk :H % (O).TL o (C rk (c T‘
NE =, NK. The space ofK-order networks wherek- S M O U SLCURIRE SACUN

p
isomorphic networks are represented by the same element (4)



be that at least one element &f.; is repeated in the tuple.

Conversely, when we adddistinctelement to a tuple, the dis-

similarity must increase, i.e:% (zo.5—1, 71) > r’j{l(:co:k,l)

if z, is not a repetition of an element 0f.;,_1. This condition

is technical and of little consequence for the results priesk

Fig. 1. Temporal dynamics for the formation of a research roomity. The later — see Remai 2.

k-order relationship in this 2-order dissimilarity netwojtf. Definition [4] To see Why the order increasing property is reasonable,

denotes the normalized time instant when members @f & 1)-tuple write . . .

their first joint paper. E.g.A writes her first paper at time, and coauthors ConSId_er a network describing the -temporal dyr_1am|cs of the

with B, D, C at times2/9, 4/9, 5/9, respectively. The in the relationship formation of a research community — see Figlite 1. The

function is a technical modification to differentiate redaship between two relationship function in this network marks the normalized

authors from that of a single author. Authdralso writes jointly withB and .. . . . _ .

D at time4/9. time instant at which members of a givéh+ 1) Fup_le_wrl_t_e
their first joint paper. Fok = 0, the zeroth order dissimilarities

% are the normalized time instants when authors publish their

first paper. In Figur€ll authord, B, C, and D publish their

first papers at time$), 1/9, 5/9, and 3/9. The first order

dissimilaritiesr’, between pairs denote times at which nodes

K K . K : .
dy (N5 NE) = min {HI‘XY(C)Hp}' (5) become coauthors. Since a coauthored pape/r is a(!so a paper
CeC(X.Y) by each of the authors, it is certain thdt (z,z") > r% ().

In Definition [@ we compare relationship functions of all" Figure[l, A and B become coauthors at tim&/9, which
orders no larger thai. The norm|TX ,.(C)|, is assigned occurs after they publish their respective first papersm$|
as the difference betweeVX and Nj* measured by the 0 and 1/9. Authors A and D become co_authors at time
correspondence’. The distancely-, (N5, N&) is then the 4/9 and A and C' become coauthors at tim&/9. Second

minimum of these differences achieved by some correspdfder dissimilarities3, denote the time at which a paper is
dence coauthored by a triplet. Since a paper can’'t be coauthored

The k-order function%, of a networkN does not impose by three people without being at the same time coauthored

constraints on thé-order functionr’, of the same network. In b%’ eacr/1 O,f, the thlree p953|ble pairs of authors we must have
practical situations, however, it is common that addingesod’ X (%+ @', 2") = 7y (x,). In Figure[l, authorsi, B, and
to a tuple results in increasing or decreasing relatiorsshi publish ?‘19'” paper at F'mfe/g' which is no smaller
for the extended tuple. This motivates dissimilarity nateso .ha.n .the pairwise coauth(_)rshlp times between.each_ tW9 of the
which we do next, and proximity networks, which we discusgdividual authors. Undefined hyperedge relationshipsis d
in SectionY. S|_m|!ar.|ty _n.etworks take the value |qq|cat|ng the maximum
dissimilarities for the tuple. An additive constanis used to
o makerl (A4, C) strictly larger thanr$, (C) andr% (4, B, D)
A. Dissimilarity Networks strictly larger thanry (4, D) and % (B, D). This is needed
In dissimilarity networks,r% (x0.x) encodes a level of because of the requirement in Definitidn 4 that the equatity i
dissimilarity between elements. In this scenario it is o@as (6) be achieved only if the elements in.;, are all elements
able that adding elements to a tuple makes the group mofero.;—1.
dissimilar and results in a higher value in the relationship When specialized to dissimilarity networks, the network
function. This restriction makes up the formal definitiomtth distances in definitions]2 arild 3 are termed therder dis-

wherel'% | (C) is the k-order difference as pe€' defined in
@). The p-norm network distance betwee¥f and N¥ is
defined as

we introduce next. similarity network distancel% and thep-norm dissimilarity
network distanceép ,. The restriction to dissimilarities makes
Definition 4 We say that theK-order network D¥ = the distances well-definehetricsin their respective spaces
(X,7%,...,rK) is a dissimilarity network if the order in- [22]. Although these metrics provide well-founded methods
creasing property holds, i.e. for any ordér< ¥ < K and to compare high order networks, the search for the optimal
tupleszo., € X**1 we have correspondences inl(3) and (5) is combinatorial. This makes
X o1 it impossible to evaluate distances when the number of nodes
rx (@om) 2y (Tok-1), (6) in the networks is large and motivates the development of

and the inequality(®) equalizes if and only if all the ele- tractable lower bounds. These bounds are obtained byrglati
ments inzo., also appear inzo.x_1. Denote the set of all dissimilarity networks to filtrations of simplicial comples
dissimilarity networks of ordef’ as DX. [23], [24] as we explain next.

As per Definitior[ 4 dissimilarities’j( (x0.x) grow as we add
elements to a tuple. Notice that due to symmetry, a relatipns
as in [6) holds if we remove an arbitrary node from the We introduce elemental notions of computational topology
tuple z.;;, not necessarily the last. We further emphasize thas they apply to the study of high order networks. Begin by
Definition[4 includes the condition of having the inequality defining ak-simplex¢ = [zo.x] as the convex hull of the set
(©) be strict unless all the elements mf., appear inzg.x_1. Of pointszg., (see Figuréd2) and a simplicial compléxas
This implies that to have’. (v.x) = r];{l(mo:k_l) it must the collection of simplices such that for any simplex.x], the

IIl. NETWORKS AND SIMPLICIAL COMPLEXES
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. o
vertex [a] edgela, b] triangle [a, b, c] tetrahedrona, b, ¢, d|
0-simplex 1-simplex 2-simplex 3-simplex
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@

(b)
. o Fig. 3. (a) An example of simplicial complek which consists of four 0-
Fig. 2. Elementaryk-simplices for0 < k < 3. simplices, five 1-simplices, and one 2-simplex. (b) A diskirity network can
be represented as a simplicial complexes with weights. Vithenveight of a
simplex denotes the time instant the simplex appears in ¢iséed sequence

. f simplicial lexes, it yield lid filtratiod.
convex hull of any subset afy.;, also belongs td.. Figure[3 of simplicial complexes, [t yields a valid Tiilratio

(a) exemplifies two triangles connected together as a simpli (@ ®
complex of dimensior2. It is a simplicial complex because
for any of its simplices, say, b, c], the convex hulls of the ” D (4 A

subsets of a, b, ¢} — which include the point&], [b], and]c]
as well as the edg€ds, b], [b, ¢|, and]a, c] — all belong to the @ b) © @
Slmp|ICIa| complex as well. Fig. 4. More examples of simplicial complexes and homolegighe number

An ir_nporta_nt cpncept in sim_plici_al_ Complexes_is that of @f 2-homological features are described below each of the &aptomplex.
hole without interior. For the simplicial complex in Figuge

(a), the area enclosed Y, d), [d, c], [c,b] is a hole without

interior because the area is not filled. The area enclosed fa4tures of a simplicial complek represents alk-cycles that
[a, ], [b,d], [d, a] is not because the interior is filled by theare notk-boundaries. I.e., a homological feature appears when
2-simplex [a, b, d]. Homologies are defined to formalize thisy k-cycle ¥}, is not among the group of boundarigs, ; @5 1
intuition and rely on the definitions of chains, cycles, angf (i + 1)-chains.

boundaries. Thé-chain®), =3 _, f;¢; is @ summation ok-  For the simplicial complex in Figur€l3 (a), the chain
simplices¢; modulated by coefficients; whose signs denote Uy = [a,b] + [b,d] + [d,a] is al-cycle becausé; ¥; = 0;
orientation. This definition is a generalization of the faani  gimyitaneouslyW, is also al-boundary becausd[a, b, d] =
definition of chains in graphs. E.g., in Figte (3, ] + [b,d] [, 4] — [a,d] + [a, b], which is identical tol;. Therefore ¥,

is a1-chain that we can equivalently represent@s| —[d,b].  goes not represent a homological feature. On the other hand,
Further consider a giveh-simplex¢ = [zo.;] and its border ipe chain®, = [b, ] + [c, d] + [d, b] describes a homological

(k — 1)-simplices defined as the ordered set of elemengfsyyre because it is a cycle with ¥, = 0, and not a

[07.] = cON{zo.x\21}, in which each of the elements ispoyndary due to the fact that thesimplex [b, ¢, d] is absent
removed in order. Théoundaryd,¢ of the simplex¢ is the  fom the complex.

chain formed by its borders using alternating orientations

1 feature 1 feature 2 features 1 feature

Other illustrative examples are shown in Figlife 4. The
k complex (a) has on&-homological feature corresponding to
Ok = Z(_l)l[%;ﬂk]- (7) the chainfa,b] + [b,c] + [c,a] and the complex (b) has
1=0 feature as well represented Wy, b] + [b, c] + [¢,d] + [d, a].
According to [7), the boundary,é of a k-simplex is the Complex (c) has2 features that are represented by chains
collection of (k — 1)-simplices. For the simplices in Figure 2, 0 + [6d] + [d,a] and [b, ] + [e,d] + [d,b] but complex
the boundaries aréy[a] = 0,81 [a,b] = [b] — [a], Ba]a, b, ¢] = (d) has one feature bgcause the cHairb] + [b, d] + [d,a] is
b,¢] — [a,d] + [a,b] and ds[a, b,c,d] = [b,c,d] — [a,c,d] + the boundary of the simplek, b, d].
[a,b,d] — [a,b,].
Having defined chains and boundaries we considechain

By — 3", 8,6, and define thechain boundaryd,®;, as the A. Representation of High Order Networks as Filtrations

summation of the boundaries of its component simplices,  In the same manner in which a graph represents an un-
weighted network, a simplicial complex represents a high
NPy = Zﬁi(ak@)' ®)  order unweighted network. To represent weighted high order

networks we assign a weight to each simplex, but instead

As per this definition, the boundary of the chain= [a,b] + of thinking the network as a weighted simplicial complex
[b, d] in Figure[3 isop® = [a] — [b]+[b] — [d] = [a] —[d], which we think of weights as parameters that indicates the time
matches our intuition of what the chain’s boundary should bat which the simplex comes into existence. Formally, for
We can now formally define &-cycle ¥;, as a chain whose parameters: € [0, 1] we define a filtratior as a collection of
boundary is null, i.e., &-chain for whichd, ¥ = 0. In Figure simplicial complexed.,, such that for any ordered sequence
the chain¥ = [a,b] + [b,d] + [d,a] is a cycle because its0 = ap < a1 < ... < ay, = 1 it holds) = Lo, € La, C
boundary is0, ¥ = [a] — [b] + [b] — [d] + [d] — [a] = 0. ... € L,,, = L. The minimum timea: at which a simplex

A k-cycle U, is a k-homological featurdf it cannot be becomes an element @f, is the birth time of the simplex.
represented as the boundary d¥a-1)-chain®, ,; otherwise Given a dissimilarity networkD%, we construct a filtration
V) is a k-boundary The group#(L) of k-homological L£(DZX) by assigning the appearing time of simplex..] as



time a = 0, there are four nodes becausg(a) = % (b) =

@ ® @.0 @”0 Gaﬂ Figure [B (top) shows the construction of the filtration
associated with the dissimilarity network in Figlre 3 (b)x. A
@ © @ © O @ @O
0 1

t= t=0. t=05 t=07 t=08 r%(c) = r%(d) = 0. At time o = 0.1, the edg€[a, b] starts
1 1 1 1 1 to appear in the simplicial complex because the relatignshi
filtration ri(a,b) = 0.1. As time gradually increases, more simplices

1 1 1 1 o get included in the simplicial complex at each time instant.
u u u u ”u At the end of the filtration withe = 1, all simplices in the
B (A A original simplicial complex are involved.

Fig. 5. Top: filtration of nested simplicial complexes of tHessimilarity

network exhibited in Figurgl3 (b). The simplicial complexeaich time instant . . . .
are the collections of all vertices appearing before or @i time. Bottom: B. Persistent Homologles and Persistence Diagrams

1-persistence diagrams describingpersistent homologies for each of the  ag time advances in a filtration, holes and interiors appear
simplicial complexes detailed in Top. The horizontal axenotes the birth . . . .
time of homological features and the vertical axis repressére death ime. @nd disappear. Persistent homologies examine when these
0.1 0.1 0.1 homological features appear for the sequence of simplicial
0 complexes in the filtration. Formally, given a filtratiof,
0.5 0.2 |05 07 Jo2 |05 07 Jo2 its k-dimensional persistence diagraf.L is a collection
of points of the formq = [g, q4] Wheregq, and qs > @
represent the birth and death time of a homological feature.
l.e., the timesq, represent resolutionss = ¢, at which
a feature is added to the group éfhomological features
Hi(La) = Hi(Lg,) and the timesy; are resolutionsy = gq4
at which a feature is removed from the groupkeiomological
featuresH (L) = Hi(Lg,)-
@ c ( The persistence diagram for the filtration in Figlie 5-(top)
F_ig._ﬁ._ 'I_'hel-persistence diagrams for the f_iltration induced_ by eacthef t j5 shown in FigureEIS-(bottom). In this diagram the horizénta
?S'Sls'ggl'ge”fmgﬁég T@&?g&ggg‘tgsgt%mepﬁ;ifl‘Qy hovgisal features - is denotes the birth time df-homological features (when
holes appear) and the vertical axis represents the dea¢h tim
of 1-homological features (when holes are filled). At time
a = 0, there are nd-simplices and consequently rieholes.
[z0:k] € Lo <= 75 (z0) < . (9) The first 1-cycle appears at time = 0.5 when the 1-chain
[a,b] + [b,c] + [¢,d] + [d, a] appears. We mark this event by
the addition of a vertical line in the persistence diagram. A
second homological feature appears in the form of the cycle
[a,b] + [b,d] + [d,a] at timea = 0.7. This event is marked
by the addition of a second vertical line in the persistence
diagram. This homological feature dies at time = 0.8

Proof: For a givena, (9) defines a set of complexds,. when the 2-simpleXa, b, d] appears and makes the 1-cycle
It is clear that the collection of seté, is nested, i.e., that [@,b] + [b,d] +[d,a] a 1-boundary and therefore no longer a
) = Lo, C...C Lo, = L holds for any set of birth times homological feature. This is marked by the addition of the

0=ag < ...< am = 1. To prove the statement we needOintar = (0.7,0.8) to the persistence diagram. At this time
to show that the set of complexds, is a valid simplicial all simplices have been added to the filtration. This means
complex. To show this it suffices to verify that for amy that the homological featutie, b] + [b, c] + [c, d] +- [d, a] never
all faces of each simplex ifh, also appear no later than ~D&comes a boundary of a 2-simplex. This is marked by adding
Suppose simplekzo.,] appears before time for some chosen th_e pointq, = (0.5, 1) to the persistence dlagqur.n — recall that
a, then it must be true thatt (z.) < «. For any faces of dissimilarities must be betweenand1 by definition.

[z0.4], say [z,,z] with k < k, the order increasing property A f(_aw more examples are shown in Figlie 6. Netwo_rk (a)
k contains one feature that appearscat 0.5 and stays alive
) until o = 1. Network (b) also has one feature bormat= 0.5
T])C((%;;;) <7k (xop) < o (10) that never gets trivialized untik = 1. Network (c) involves
two features, born ai = 0.5 anda = 0.7 that also stay alive

which shows that the facgr,.;] appears before time or onynii , — 1. Network (d) is the same as the filtration in Figure
time a. This means thalk,, is a valid simplicial complex[] B-(top).

We emphasize that filtrations can’t be defined for an ar- We close this section by noting all dissimilarity values be-
bitrary high order networks because the order increasifeen tuples with non-repeating elements of any dissiitylar
property is necessary for the proof. For dissimilarity natke network appear in the homological features of the induced
that do satisfy the order increasing property, Proposifibn filtration.
establishes the existence of an equivalent filtration.

d @

d @ d c
. 0.3 0.3
1 . 1 . 1 . 1 .
‘ ‘ 0.8 .
0 (@ 0 0
0 0.5 0 0.5 0 0.50.7
(b) ( d)

)
0 0.5 0

0.3
)

the relationship%; (zo.) of the corresponding tuple,

We show next thai {9) defines a valid filtration.
Proposition 1 The filtration £(D¥) with elementsL,, in-

duced from a given dissimilarity networR through the
relationship in(@) is a well defined filtration.

implies r% (z,.;) < 7% (zo.). Therefore,



Proposition 2 Given a dissimilarity networkDX, any of its so that if it is more advantageous to compare with artificial
k-order dissimilarities between tuples with unique eleraendiagonal features. This is formally accomplished by degjnin
appear either in the death time of tli¢ — 1)-th dimensional the matching cost(q, q) betweenq andq as

homological features or the birth time of tleth dimensional

features. c(a, fl)izmin[ﬂq — 4l oo, (1/2)max| |ga — g, 1Ga — db|ﬂ,

Proof: See AppendiXA. O (12)

Proposition[® is specific to filtrations induced from dis:rhe norm|lq — g, is the cost of directly matching features

similarity networks since it follows from the fact that addi gf?;l:t(ghi-[]hebtgtrr?q (erti {11?(;; L\L?i?i;a%bljifll%o;a({bmlelztfjr;gscqrsrt]e
elements to a tuple results gtrictly increasingdissimilarities 9 % a 9 '

[cf. Definition[4]. The proposition implies that differenen coste(q, §) of matchingq andq is the smaller of these two.

works result in different persistence diagrams exceptanéne If the respective collections c~)f featur@andg cont_:?un t_he

cases when a single point in the diagram represents muItiﬁ%.ne number of elements = /7 we can <_:on5|der bijections

homological features. Thus, persistence diagrams relimiosa " Q —Q from Qto Q. TheKbottIeneckNdlsfnce between the

all of the dissimilarity values of a given network and ar e}g&stenc?{ qhagramBkE_(DX) and P L(Dy) of networks

therefore not unreasonable proxies for network discritiona — X and Dy is then defined as

We cement th?s intuitive observation in the next section py B (DX, DX) = min maxc(q, 7(q)). (13)

proving that differences between persistence diagramd yie m0—0 A€Q

lower bounds on the network distances defined in Se€fion Phe distance in(13) is set to the pair of featueeandq that

We do so after an important remark. are most difficult to match across all possible bijectians
When the number of points in the persistence diagrams are

Remark 1 T_he maximum death time gf any homologicajiterent we assume without loss of generality that< m.
features in filtrations induced from dissimilarity netwsrls | his case we exten@ by adding/m — m diagonal features

1. This is specific for filtrations constructed from dissimiia to define the seQ, := QU {(d,q)}"-™. Since the sets
e +— i) fi=1 -

networks because any undefined hyperedges in dissimilaily o & contain the same number of elements bijections
networks all take valué implicitly. In computing the persis- 7 :Q — O are well defined. We can then modifiy 13) to

tence.diagram, we can either (i) set the appearance t_imdz Ofc?éfine a valid comparison betwed,Z and PoL when the
undefined hyperedges asbefore evaluating the PErISISeNCe, mper of points in the diagrams are possibly different. We
diagrams, or (ii) determine the persistence diagram with R so in the following formal definition.

additional care of undefined edges, and then set the death

time of any undead features 1o These two procedures yield

o . . . K
the same persistence diagrams. We use the latter metho@ﬁﬂn't'?{n ° _G|ven per5|s_tence dlagramfkﬁ(DX_) "?“.‘d
practice because it is computational simpler. PrL(Dy ) with sets of point®Q and Q having cardinalities

m < m, define the extended s&. := QU {(¢, )} ™

by addingm — m artificial diagonal features. The bottleneck

distance between the persistence diagrafsC(D%) and
In this section we use differences between persistence dig:-L(DX) of networksD¥ and D¥ is defined as

grams to compute lower bounds of network distances. Recall

that a persistence diagraf, £(D%) is a collection of points b*(D¥, DY) = min_ max c(a,m(q)), (14)

of the formq = [gs, ¢4] wheregq, and gy > ¢, represent the TemQe

birth and death time of &-homological feature [cf. Figulle 6]. wherer ranges over all bijections fron® to Q. and the cost

To compare persistence diagra®sL(DY) and PL(Dy)  ¢(q,w(q)) is defined in(@2).

of networks D and DE we begin by defining the cost of

matching featuresy € Q and q € Q through the infinity =~ The number of bijections between two sets of points is

IV. PERSISTENCEBOUNDS ONNETWORK DISTANCES

norm of their difference, factorial and it appears that the problem a1 (14) is a<diffi
. - - as the problem of finding the correspondence in evaluating
lla = @llec := max [lgp — G, lqa — Gal]- (11) the network distance. However, the problem [ml(14) is a

Further observe that the diagonal of a persistence diagamm éStantiation of the Linear Bottleneck Assignment Problem
be construed to represent an uncountable number of featUle2AP) that can be solved efficiently — see Section VI and
with equal birth and death times. Thus, any featgre O [29, Algorithm 6.1]. We emphasize thatq,q) = <(q,q’)

can be compared to any of the artificial features of the forfir @ny g wheneverg andq’ are on the diagonal. Therefore,
d = [4,q). Since this featurey can be placed anywhere inthe Iocatlons of dlagonal points added to constragt are
the diagonal of the persistence diagram, we choose to glacEnsubstantial as per their cost.

in the point that makes the infinity norm difference smallest We prove now that the bottleneck distance between the
This point isq = [(gs + q4)/2, (g + qa)/2] Which yields persistence diagrams of the filtrations induced by two dis-
the differencellq — @~ = |qa — q|/2. Likewise, artificial similarity networks is a lower bound of their dissimilarity
featuresq = [(G + Ga)/2, (G + Ga)/2] can be added for any network distance.

point @ € Q. We can then rephrase the comparison[in (11)



Proof: See AppendixB. O

Back to the proof of Theorefd 1. Lét= dp (D%, D¥).
From Definitiond B, there exists a corresponde@icketween
X andY such thatr’ (zo.x) =75 (yo.x)| < & for anyk and any
pairs of correspondents.., yo.x) = (€0, Y0), - - -, (Tk, y) €
C. Construct the pair of augmented network§ and A%
defined in Definitio b using this correspondence. It follows

Fig. 7. An example to construct augmented networkg, and D}, are 1- from (16) that given a tuplei., € C with each nodeu;

order dissimilarity networks. The augmented network usingespondence representing the correspondent paie;, , y¢,) in C,
C inducesA§( o D}(. An additional nodez; and two edges are augmented
in AL.

|y (a0e) =74, (a0:0)| = |k (zegic) =¥ (Yoo, §51-8
Theorem 1 Let D¥ and DE be two K-order dissimilarity (19)
networks. The bottleneck distance between jtita dimen- SinceA¥ and A{f have identical noded {118) implies that any
sional persistence diagrams of the filtration& DX) and simplices that appear at timein the induced filtrationC(A%)
g(D{f) is at mosth,OO(D)lg,D{/() forany0 < k < K, i.e.  Wwill appear no earlier tham: — ¢ and no later thamx + § in

k) K K K K the induced filtrationC(A%). Using the interleaved theorem
0*(Dx, Dy) < dp,o(Dx, Dy)- (15) 30, Prop. 4.2], this yields the bound

Proof: In order to prove Theoreml 1, we introduce the fol- ki AK 4K K PK

. ) . e <6 =dp , .
lowing notion of augmented networks. This definition solves Y(Ax, Ay) S0 = dpo(Dx, DY) (19
the issue when a single node in one network has multigigom Fac{Lb* (A%, A¥) = v*(DX, D¥). Substituting this
correspondents in the other network. In such cases, say, ifnto (I3) concludes the proof. O

in X, has bothc andd in Y as correspondents, we examine

the difference betweerk, (a, a) andrL (c, d) in evaluating the ~ When comparing high order networks via their induced
network difference. Howeveri (a, a) = r% (a) represents the Persistence diagrams, Theorém 1 provides justificatiortttea
birth time of [a] while rL (¢, d) denotes the time of appearancélissimilarity obtained from persistent homologies is a dow

of an edgelc, d]. The augmented networks are introduced $80und on their infinity norm network distance. In particular
resolve this discrepancy. Theorem[]L implies that: (i) A large difference in persistent

homologies imply the networks to be highly different. (ii)
Definition 6 Given two K-order dissimilarity networksD% Lower bounds can be used to estimate distance intervals

and D¥ and a correspondenc€ between their node sef§ because upper bounds are easy to determine using specific
andY, the augmented networks . and A% . are a pair correspondences as per Definitidn 2.

of K-order networks defined of?. Each nodea; in A% We note that the differences between persistence diagrams
and A{/{c represents a correspondent paitc,, yc, ) in . do capture important differences between networks. Eng., i

Relationship functions fou., with 0 < k < K are defined Figure[® we can consider network (b) as a modification of
as network (a) in which we separate nodeinto the closely

. . L . related nodes andb that have a dissimilarity}; (a,b) = 0.1.

rax (aok) = rx(zoecy), Tay (aok) =y (Yoeoy). (16)  The persistence diagrams of these two networks are idéntica

When the underlying correspondence is cléais omitted which is consistent wi'gh the relative proximity of these t.vs_/o
in the subscripts. For a pair of dissimilarity networks —networks. Network (1C) is more different, because the aohliti
and DX and a correspondena@ betweenX and Y, the of the dissimilarityr (b,d) = 0.7 complicates the grgument
augmented networkslX and A% have identical|C| nodes tha_t nodes: andb can be well represented by a smgle node
where|C| denotes the number of correspondence pair§.in 2 in network (a). Network (d) can be argued to be in between
Each nodey; in both AKX and A% represents a correspondenfi®works (b) and (c) since the dissimilarity (a, b, d) = 0.8
pair (zc,,yc,) in C. For each tupleag., its relationship |mpI|e_s a sense of added prOX|m|Fy betweep nodds andd.
Tffxx (ao.1,) for the networkAX is the same as the reIationshipThe dlfferen_ce_between the perS|stence_ diagrams of neswork
rk (zcy.c,) between the tuplerc,.c, in DX. An example (c) and (b) is indeed larger than the difference between the

to construct augmented networks is illustrated in Figre $iagrams of networks (d) and (b).

Augmented networks satisfy the following properties. Further evidence for the usefulness of the boundid (15)
follows from the fact that the bound is tight in some cases.

Fact 1 Given a K-order dissimilarity networkDX and a An example of a tight bound is shown in Figuré 8. The

correspondenceC’ between the node set¥ and Y, the Optimal correspondenc€’, shown in the figure, yields a

augmented network S constructed by Definitiofl 6 is a valid Network distancedp o (D%, Dy;) = 0.1. The coordinates

K-order network. The induced filtratiof(AX) is a valid ©Of the points in the0-dimension persistence diagrams for

filtration and has identical persistence diagrams a6D%), L(DX) are (0,00),(0.12,0.42),(0.2,0.32) and for £(Dy)
i.e. forany0 < k < K, are (0.1, 00), (0.21,0.51), (0.25,0.39). The coordinates of the

K K point in the1-dimension persistence diagrams fofD’,) are
Pel(Ax) = PeL(DY). (17) (0.6, 00) and for£(D1.) is (0.5, 00). The bottleneck distances



D¥ and DE. It follows directly from Theoren]1 that for any
0<k <k-1,

0.12 6 o .21 b (DX, D¥) < dp (D%, D). (23)

??H g; An Iexamp_let Whefg_ the bOtt'fenteth f?tiSt?nEED?fe)tweeg U8ince D% and D% are valid high order networks, FaCt 2
- Imensional persistence lagrams O e Titratio, X an . . k k _ k k k H
L(D¥) is the same as theiro-norm network distance fork € ITphekS thg‘tdp’oo(kDX’KDY)K_ dp (D, Dy). Meanwhile,
{0,1}. The optimal correspondenc€’ yields dp (D%, DL) = 0.1. dp(D%x,Dy) = dj (D%, Dy ) follows from the facts that
The points in the O-dimension persistence diagrams fa(D%) are D% and D% have identicak-order relationship functions and

with coordinates (0, c0), (0.12,0.42), (0.2,0.32) and for £(D3) are DE and DX have samé-order relationship. Einally. for an
(0.1, 00), (0.21,0.51), (0.25,0.39). The point in thel-dimension persis- Y Y & P Y, y

tence diagrams forZ (D)) is with coordinate (0.6, c0) and for £(Di.) k' < k — 1, the k’-th dimensional persistence diagram of
is (0.5,00). The bottleneck distances between theas well as thel- £(D% ) is identical to that of (D% ) and thek’-th dimensional

dimensional persistence diagrams of the filtrations indufrem the two persistence diagram (ﬁ(Dk) is identical to that OfC(DK)

networks ared.1. W E e Y h e o Yo
thereforeb” (D%, Dy) = b* (D%, Dy ). Combining these

8bservations, the proof concludes. O

DY%:

between thé- and1-dimensional persistence diagrams of th
induced filtrations ar@.1; same asip . (D%, D¥). Theorem[2 bounds thé-order network distance by the
bottleneck distance between persistence diagrams of aley or
. . k' < k. We note that best lower bound is not necessarily
A. Persistence Bounds drorder Distances k' = k—1. Observe that the result in TheorEin 2 does not apply
Theorem( ]l guarantees that the-norm dissimilarity net- for 1 — 0. This is not a problem because therder network
work distancedp .. can be tightly bounded by persistencgjistances??, examine relationships between individual nodes
diagrams. In this section we build on Theoréin 1 to shognly. Thus, we can compute the optimal correspondence in
that thek-order network distancé}, can also be bounded by pefinition by matching each of the relationshis(x) in the
persistent methods. network DX to the closest relationshig, (y) in the network
DEX. We emphasize that the lower bound described in Theorem
Theorem 2 Given two dissimilarity network®% and Dsf is also tight since we can find dissimilarity networkdf
and an integerl < k < K, the bottleneck distance betweemnd DX such thatl%, (D%, DX) equals the bottleneck distance
the k’-th dimensional persistence diagrams of the filtrationgetween thek’-th dimensional persistence diagrams of the
L(D¥) and L(Dy) is at mostd} (DY, Dif) for any 0 < filtration £(D% ) and£ (DY) forany0 < k' < k—1 < K. See
K <k ie. Figure[® for an illustration where bottleneck distancesveen
K pK pkK k(K Pk the k-dimensional persistence diagrams coincide
b" (Dx, Dy) < dp(Dx, Dy). (20) One of the key ffrguments in thg proof of The02 is the
Proof: We prove Theorerl2 from Theordm 1. To do that, wiact that the infinity norm network distaney o (N, N{*)
leverage the relationship for network distances as we ptesénd theK-order network distancéy:(N§ , N{*) coincide [cf.
next. Fact[2]. This equality implies that Theordm 1 follows as a
particular case of Theoref 2 by settidg = K in (20)
Fact 2 Given high order networksVX and NX, we have ~ and observing thatiy (N, Ny¥) = di (N, Ny). Do
notice that this doesn’t mean that the proof of Theofdm 1

di (N5, NY) < dir (N5, Ny, (21) is redundant because TheorEin 1 is leveraged in the proof of
for0<k <k—1<K, and Theore_rTDZ. However, the result does imply _th:_;lt the in_finity
norm distancely o.(N ¥, N{) does not contain information
dn oo (NE, NE) = di(NE, NE). (22) beside the one that is contained in the collectiontafrder
_ distanced},(N¥, N{) for k =0,..., K.
Proof: See Appendi{B. 0 Another consequence of Theorén 2 is that we can bound

Fact[2 implies tha/%, increases as the ordérbecomes thep-norm network distancép , (DX, Dy*) [cf. Definition[3]
higher, and theso-norm distancedy « is the same as the for arbitraryp. This can be done using the individual bounds
K-order network distance. The result in Theor&in 2 onfpr d(D¥X, Di¥) established in[(20) as we show next.

considers relationship functions of order and to leverage Corollary 1 Group the k-order dissimilarity network dis-

the connection as in Falct 2, we introduce the following m)tlotances in the vectord® (DX, DK) = [do (DX, DX),
of truncated networks. EANES DrmX Y
dp (DX, DY), ..., dS(D%, Df)]" . Further define the vec-
K K K — 0 K K k K K
Definition 7 Given ~ K-order  network N = forb (DX’Dg) = [dp(DX, DY), ¥ (DX, DY), -,
(X,7%,...,7K), its k-order truncated networkN% is b*<(D¥.Ds)]” whose first component is the zero order
defined asVk = (X,7%,...,7%). distanced} (D%, D¥) and whose other components are bot-

tleneck lower bounds withk; < . The p-norm network
A k-order truncated network'% has the same node set aglistance can be lower bounded as
its parent networkNV¥ and collects the lowest + 1 order KK K KK K K K
relationship functions ofV% . Back to the proof of Theorem Hb (DX7DY)HP§ HdD (DX’DY)HPSCZDJ’(DX’DY)'
[2, construct the:-order truncated networkB¥%. and D from (24)



Proof. The second inequality follows from the fact that a single
correspondence is used dp , whereas an order-specific cor-
respondence may be utilized in edeforder distancel}, [22].
For the first inequalityp™ (DX, DE) < diy (DX, DE) comes

from Theorem[(R). This implies that the vectof (D, D) 2/19 (CJ 5/19
is element-wise smaller or equal to the VGG&%(D?, D{f) Fig. 9. Qollaporgtions between authors in_ a research coriﬁym]'mg k-_
0 order relationship in thig-order network describes the number of publications

between members of & + 1)-tuple normalized by the total number of

_ ; papers. E.g.A writes 11 papers in total, and coauthods 2, and 2 papers
Corollary[] shows that th@ norm network dIStanCdpvp respectively withB, D, andC. Thee in the relationship function is a technical

can be lower bounded using: (i) The exact value of(ttfegder modification to differentiate relationship between twohaus from that of a
network distance. (ii) The persistence homology lower latsunsingle author. Author also writes1 paper jointly with B and C'.
in (20) of Theoreni 2. The bounds in Corolldrdy 1 are expected ) )
to be the most useful when they combine information glean8fPapers. In Figurgl9 authors B, C, D publishil, 9, 2, and
from persistence diagrams of different orders. 5 papers respectively and there a® papers in total which
implies 7% (4) = 11/19, *%(B) = 9/19, r%(C) = 2/19,
Remark 2 The requirement of having the inequality i (6y'x (D) = 5/19. The first order proximities’y represent the
be strict unless all the elements of., appear inzo,_, numberof papers co-published by nodes. Since a collabarati
for the network to be a dissimilarity network [cf. Definitionfor & pair of authors is also a paper for each of the indiviual
@] is not always naturally satisfied in practice. As we havé iS certain thatri (z,2") < r%(x). In Figure[9, A and
seen, its satisfaction may necessitate the addition of dl snf Collaborate ond papers, which is less than thd and 9
but arbitrary constant to some tuple relationships [cf.ufég Papers written by each of the individuals. Authotsand
[@]. This is not a problem in practice because Theorgins@$ Well asA and D coauthor2 papers in total. Second order
and[2 still holds if this technical condition is violated. &h Proximities 7% for triplets indicate the normalized number
only modification in the statements is that the respecti® Papers coauthored by the three members. Since a paper
network distances are not metrics but pseudometrics. Vst tith three authors is also a collaboration for the threespair
means is that it is possible to construct pathological exampauthors we must have (z, 2", 2") < r (x, ). In Figure[9,
of networks that satisfy the order decreasing property authorsA, B, and.D _cowr|te2 papers, which is no more than
strictly and that have null network distance whilet being the number of pairwise collaborations between each pafeof t
isomorphic. These networks are unlikely to appear in p(,'.ecﬂauthors. Ane constant is subtracted from some proximities to

and, even if they do, the bounds in Theordihs 1 [@nd 2 hoRftisfy the technical condition that; (zo..) = & (wou—1)
albeit with a different interpretation. if and only the elements imy.;. are all elements of.;,_;. This

is not a concern in practice either — see Remiark 2. Undefined
hyperedge relationships in proximity networks take theugal

o . ) 0 which is the minimum possible proximity for a tuple.

In d|SS|m|Ia_1r|ty r!etworks relationshipsf; (zo.;,) encode a For any proximity networkPX with relationshipg (zo.1.)
level of dissimilarity between elements of the tple. Thge can define the dual networXs with relationship functions
relationshipr, (zo.;) may, alternatively, describe similarity or jk (zo:) == 1 —p’%(xo:k)- It is not difficult to see thaD¥ is

proximity between elements. To account for this, we defing\e|l defined dissimilarity network and any of the network

pro>_<imity networks as those in which the relationship[ih (8)jstances between the dual dissimilarity networks coisid
is flipped to with the respective distance between the proximity netaork
e (o) < 75 (@ok—1), (25) [22]. 1t fpllpws that the bqunds in Theorerhs 1 dﬂd 2 a_lpply
. ] ) . . ) for proximity networks with the caveat that the filtrations
with the inequality equalized if and only if the elemeny PrL(DE) and P, L(DE) are filtrations of the dual networks

also appear im..—1. We refer to[(25) as the order decreasingssociated with the given proximity networkS and PX .
property and denote the set of all proximity networks of orde

K asPX. When the input networks of Definitidd 2 bt 3 are VI. | MPLEMENTATION DETAILS
proximity networks, we refer to the network distances asithe
order proximity network distancé}, or the p-norm proximity fo
network distanceg» ,. The restrictions to proximities make
the distances well-definethetrics in the respective spaces
[22]. Procedure. To compute distance lower bounds for a dis-
As is the case with the order increasing property in disimilarity network we construct filtrations and evaluatesie

similarity networks, the order decreasing property is gdl tence diagrams. Algorithmic procedures to compute fitbregi
tified in proximity networks. E.g., consider a different asp and persistence diagrams are discussed_in [24], [31]. The
of coauthorship in which the:-order relationship function bottleneck distanced (D%, D) between the persistence dia-
between authors is proportional to the number of publicatiograms of different order§ < k£ < K are then evaluated. These
coauthored by all members of a giveik + 1)-tuple. In distances follow from Definitiof]l5 and are found as solutions
particular, the zeroth order proximitie§ are the numbers of of LBAP with costs given by[(12). If the interest is in the
papers published by authors normalized by the total numbefinity norm network distancedp ., any of the bottlenecks

V. PROXIMITY NETWORKS

We discuss implementation issues regarding the procedure
r evaluating lower bounds, its computational cost, andeso
heuristic simplifications.
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distances is a lower bound [cf. TheorE 1]. If we are inte@stErdés-Rényi model[[32], where the edge weight between any
in the k-order network distancé},, the bottleneck distance pair of nodes is a random number uniformly selected from the
between persistence diagrams of dimensién< k — 1 is unit interval [0, 1]. In the second type of networks, the coor-
a lower bound [cf. Theorer]2]. When given a proximityinates of the vertices are generated uniformly and rangoml
network we construct the dual network with relationshipi® the unit square, and the edge weights are evaluated with
r% (zo.1) = 1 — % (z0.) and proceed as before. the Gaussian radial basis functierp(—d(i, j)?/20%) where

Computational costThe process above involves computatiog(l’j) is the distance between verticeandj in the unit circle
nd ando is a kernel width parameter. In all simulations, we

of the persistent homology and evaluation of the bottlenefk ) .
distance. Given d -order network withn nodes, denote as seto to 0.5. The edge weight measures the proximity between

the total number of simplices and as the number of points the pair of vertices and takes value in the unit interval. In

in the persistence diagram. The complexity of computingtge third type of networks, we consider that each verex

. a ) .
persistence diagram is akin to matrix multiplication on th%epresents_ an underlying feafture €R of_d|men5|(_)r_1d,
and examine the Pearson’s linear correlation coefficignt

number of simplices. This yields a computational compyexitbetween the corresponding featumssandu, for a given pair
J

of order O(722-37) [24], [31]. The complexity of evaluating , ; ; . .
the bottleneck distance using LBAP [cf114)] is of ordePf nodes: andj. The weight for the edge connecting the pair

O(m?? logm) [29, Algorithm 6.1]. The number of simplices'> then set agp;;/2 + 0.5, a proximity measure in the unit

of order k can be as large”* and the number of points in gelrj\ll:tli.o-rl;ze feature space dimensidnis set as30 in all

a persistence diagram as large as the number of simplic ) . B
This means that we can have = 7 = n’, which yields e start with networks of equal sizeX| = 30 and
construct50 random networks for each aforementioned type.

impractical computational times for orders larger than= 2. he ed ith iaht ter th threshold
In the practical examples we consider in Sectill-g € edges with weights no greater than a thresholere
removed to create sparsity. We set 0.2 in all simulations.

andLVI-g, the number of simplices is much smaller than In order to transform the constructed pairwise networks int
the maximum possible and scales linearly with the numb Ir h order proximity networks. the oF;der roximity for
of nodes. This yields complexity)(n?-373) for computing 9 P y ’ P y

X . i i.e. 70 = 0 for any z € X.
the persistence diagram a 2.5] for the bottleneck 2" node is set td), 1. rx () 0 y ) .
distzfnce 9 Al(n="logn) We then use the persistent homology method described in

Sectiori V] to evaluate the dissimilarities between all rehs.
Undefined tuple relationshipBormally, dissimilarity networks The persistent homologies are computed using JavaPléx [33]
require that all undefined tuple relationships take vdluAs Figure[I0 (a) and (b) plot the two dimensional Euclidean
defined above this is impractical because it would scale tBmbeddings [34] of the network metric lower bouridsand
total number of simplices a&8 = n*. In computations we »! between the0- and 1-dimensional persistence diagrams
leave these simplices undefined and let features die attinfinrespectively. Networks constructed with different modelsn
As it follows from Remarl(ll, the death time of these featuresear separate clusters with respect o where networks
can be set tax = 1 to yield the same result that would bewith Erdés-Rényi model are denoted by red circles, neltaor
obtained from setting undefined tuple relationships to bieef with unit circle model are described by blue diamonds, and
computing the persistence diagram. correlation model represented as black squares. The dheste

Elimination of small homological feature¥e can reduce the structure is not that clear in terms &f but the dissimilarities
number of points in a persistence diagram by removing poirﬁ?tween networl_<s constructed from different models are in
q close to the diagonal. This is justified because: (i) The§gneral much higher than that between networks from the
points represent ephemeral homological features andiadg li S2Me model, and an unsupervised classification with onarline
to be generated by noise in observations. (i) They cortgibfPoundary in the embedded space would yield 10 out of 150
a small value to the cost if(12) and won't improve th&MO'S 6.7%).

lower bound much from the trivial nonnegative lower bounds N€Xt We consider networks with number of nodes ranging
0 < dp.oo(DE, DE) or 0 < d (DX, DE) that hold for any between30 and 39. Ten networks are randomly generated

for each network type and each number of nodes, resulting
in 150 networks in total. Figurd_10 (c) and (d) illustrate
the two dimensional Euclidean embeddings of the network

VIlI. APPLICATIONS - k
. etric lower bounds” andb' for these networks. Despite the
We illustrate the usefulness of homology methods throurgu

98¢t that networks with same model have different number
experiments in both synthetic (Section VII-A) and real-ldor i : .
. - of nodes, dissimilarities between persistent homologies a
data (SectionE_VI[-B and_VII-IC). The objective is to demon, P g

! _ smaller when their underlying networks are from the same
strate that networks with similar structures and shouldlize a ying

¢ h oth indeed similar in thei istent homieto process. Besides, networks with the correlation model are
0 €ach other are indeed simifar in their persistent homeg highly similar to each other regarding their corresponding

o ) persistent homologies, irrespective of the sizes of thevorkis
A. Classification of Synthetic Networks nor the dimension of persistence diagrams. An unsupervised
We consider three types of synthetic weighted pairwis#assification with one linear boundary would yield 6 out
networks. Edge weights in all three types of networks encodé 150 errors 4.0%) for v° and 7 errors 4.7%) for b'.
proximities. The first type of networks are with weighted@he performance ot° stays relatively unchanged when the

distance.
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Fig. 10. Two dimensional Euclidean embeddings of the netsvapnstructed from three different models with differentniber of nodes with respect to the
network metric lower bounds® andb!. In the embeddings, red circles denote networks constfucten the Erdés-Rényi model, blue diamonds represent

networks constructed from the unit circle model, and blaglases the networks from the correlation model.

(a) death time P £, ascending order (b) death time inPy L, descending order (c) birth time in P £, ascending order (d) birth time inP; £, descending order

Fig. 11. lllustrations of the set of death time (rdimensional persistence diagra®s £ and the set of birth time in-dimensional persistence diagrams
P1 L for the filtrations constructed from the randomly generatetivorks with number of nodes ranging betweknand 39. The top 50 networks represent
those constructed from the Erdés-Rényi model, the mid@lenetworks are with the unit circle model, and the bottom &Dwith the correlation model.

number of nodes in the networks considered reside inttze fact that some points in the unit circle may be far away
range of nodes. The simulations illustrate the applicgbdf from the main component and it requires larger distance for
persistent homology in identifying the patterns of netvgook them to join the main component.

different processes. Similar results are obtained whdardifit

parameters are used in generating the networks.

Here we give interpretations of why persistent homologies For higher order persistent homologi#s$,is only affected
succeed in network discrimination. Since only pairwise rdsy the birth time of thel-dimensional persistent homologies,
lationships are examined, the bottleneck distabitds de- which can be interpreted as the maximum of the three pairwise
termined by the death time of th@dimensional persistent connections between three nodes and therefore the tinantnst
homologies. If we consider that nodes connected by an edgeen a ‘closely-connected’ community is formed by the three
of weight w become members of the same community atodes. Each row in Figutel1 (c) and (d) exhibits the birtretim
time w, the death time inPyL can be interpreted as thein P; L, in descending and ascending order from left to right
time instant when isolated nodes join the main communitgspectively, of the filtration induced from the correspiogd
of the network. We focus our attention on the 150 networkeetwork. The time instants when three nodes in the networks
with size ranging betweed0 and39. Each row in Figuré€ 11 with correlation model form a closely connected triplet are
(a) represents a network, and plots the death time inOthe highly focused in the interval 0f0.4,0.6]. This is due to
dimensional persistence diagrgpgL of the filtration induced the fact that the when the correlation coefficignt between
from that network in ascending order from left to right. Théeaturesu; and u; are small andp;;, betweenu; and uy
top 50 networks represent those with Erd6s-Rényi motiel, tis small, p;;, betweenu; and u;, cannot be too small. For
middle 50 are with the unit circle model, and the bottom 50etworks with unit circle model, the time points for many
are with the correlation model. Each row in Figlrd 11 (kodes in the network forming a closely connected triplet are
plots the death time irPyL, in descending order from left either smaller or larger compared to the Erdés-Rényi hode
to right, of the induced filtration. It is not a direct mirrorThis is because if three points in the unit circle are close
of Figure[I1 (a) because the size of the networks rang®seach other, all the pairwise distances between them would
from 30 to 39 and so the number of points in the persistena®t be high; otherwise the minimum inscribed circle of the
diagrams are different. The time instants when isolateceaodhree points would possess large radius, resulting in a high
join the main community in the networks with the correlationalue on the maximum of the pairwise distances. Admittedly,
model are concentrated in the intery@i25, 0.4]. This is due other methods to compare networks may also succeed in
to the fact that the linear correlation coefficient betwesn t distinguishing networks, after some proper treatment tde/a
randomly generated feature vectors cannot be too positihe issue of different sizes. Nonetheless, persistent fagyo
nor too negative. Also, networks with unit circle model arenethod would be more universal, not only for the reason that
different from those constructed with the Erdés-Rényidelo it establishes a lower bound to the actual network metrics,
because in the latter case, the distribution of death time it also since it provides a systematic way to analyze the
points in Py L has heavy tail toward$, which results from formation of communities in a given network.
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Fig. 13. Two dimensional Euclidean embeddings of the netsvopnstructed from annual publications in TAC, TSP, and TWi8 respect to the summation
of the metric lower bounds* (P £), b* (P1 L), andb* (P2.L). In the embeddings, red circles represent TAC, blue diamdr@P, and black squares TWC.

B. Comparison of Coauthorship Networks lower bounds succeed in identifying these patterns and in

We apply the lower bounds to compa¥@rder coauthorship d?stinguis_hing coauthorship networks from communitiethwi
networks where relationship functions denote the number %lrfgrent Interests. . . ) ]
publications of single authors, pairs of authors, and etipl Figure[12 shows the two dimensional Euclidean embeddings
These coauthorship networks are proximity networks bexaf¥ the network metric lower bounds’, ' and b*. The 12
they satisfy the order decreasing property. We consider pifrgineering networks (blue diamonds) separate cleariy fro
lications in 5 journals from mathematics community: Comihe 10 mathematics networks (red circles)binand b*. The
putational Geometry (CG), Discrete Computational Geoynet?'USte””Q is not that cle_ar_lbl0 but still networks from same
(DCG), J. of Applied Probability, (JAP) J. of MathematicaFommunity tenq to be S|mllar to each other. Ap unsupervised
Analysis and Applications (JMAA), SIAM J. on Numericaldass'f'c"?‘t'on with one linear boundary running across the
Analysis (SINA), and journals from engineering community,€mbeddings would generate error2qh.09%) to 5 (22.73%)
all from IEEE: Signal Processing Magazine (SPM), Trans. AI._?—Ut of 22 networks. Nerorks constructed from the same
tomatic Control (TAC), Trans. Pattern Analysis and Machiniurnal tend to be close in the lower bounds. As an example,
Intelligence (TPAMI), Trans. Information Theory, Tranggs the networks of TSP with different quinquennia are marked
nal Processing (TSP), Trans. Wireless Communication (TWd) the embeddings and it is clear that their differences in
For each journal, we construct networks for the 2004-20@8 afomologies are considerably low. Such scenarios are oderv
2009-2013 quinquennia. For TAC, TSP, and TWC, we ald8" several other journals as well.
construct networks for each annual from 2004 to 2013. Lists We analyze the persistent homology of each of the coauthor-
of publications are queried from [B5]. ship networks to investigate the reason why persistent fmmo

For each of these journals we consider all publications @ies succeed in network discrimination. Compared to netsvor
the period of interest and construct proximity networks rehefrom mathematics communities, networks from engineering
the node setX is formed by all authors of the publicationscommunities in general would yield-dimensional persistent
Zeroth order proximities are defined as the total numbBpmologies with smaller birth time but larger death tinte,
of publications of each member of the network, first ordélimensional homologies with larger birth and death timej an
proximities as the number of papers coauthored by pairs, ah@imensional homologies with larger birth time. An intezpr
second order proximities as the number of papers coauthofation of such observations would be that in engineeringreth
by triplets. To make networks with different numbers ofxist more small communities that never collaborate withea
papers comparable we normalize all relationships by thad tofther and it is uncommon to have a “club” of 3 to 5 authors
number of papers in the network. The positive constaas in e€ngineering that a strong collaboration exists betwegn a
in Figure[® is set tol/1000. There are papers with morepairs of the authors in the “club”; such scenarios are absent
than three coauthors but we don't record proximities of prdér mathematicians.
higher than 2. By assuming that networks from the sameAs a comparison, we applied some simple and reasonable
community or constructed from the same journal have similarethods to compare the coauthorship networks considered in
collaboration patterns, we show here that network metrbis section. Motifs have been shown effective in distiistui
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ing coauthorship networks from different scientific fieldS]. APPENDIXA
To compare high order coauthorship networks by motifs, we PROOFS OFPROPOSITIONZ

restrict attention to pairwise relationships. The diskinities Given any tuplexo., with non-duplicating nodes,{10)
between coauthorship.networks are asgigned as the d_me’]_ndicates that the?c—sirhplex o defined by the convex hull
between th_e summations of the we|gh_ted motifs in ,theéronv{xm} appears strictly after any of its faces cémy.s.
corresponding pairwise networks. Analysis based on tf&@ng, ihe filtration. Suppose* appears at timex and denote
motifs (weighted) results in a clear cluster between ndtwor8k¢k = 2. B" 1 with B; the coefficients, then eaahf~
from CG, DCG, JAP and another cluster between networﬁﬁpears stzrictlyz before time. ’

from TSP, TWC, but cannot distinguish other networks very \ow suppose that the appearancebftrivializes a(k—1)-

well. Tetrahedron motif analysis (weighted) results inetr 4, qimensional homological feature. This means thfats the
clear clusters: networks from CG, DCG, JAP, networks fro'[‘)‘oundary to trivialize thék — 1)-th dimensional cycle,¢*.

JMAA, SINA, SPM, TPAMI, and networks from TSP, TWC_‘Since each facdjf—l of ¢* appears strictly before time,

Other simple and common methods to compare pairwigg, cycle 9, 4" results in a homological feature. The death

networks yield similar results. Methods to compare netsorline of this homological feature is, or equivalently, the time
via features give us similar observations as those based r@Bresented by the relationshi (zo.r ).

the persistent methods; feature methods would generate 6 t@), ihe other hand, if the appearancesbfdoes not trivialize

8 errors in classifications. a (k—1)-th dimensional homological feature, then tie-1)-
cycle 9y ¢* is in the collection of simplices appearing before
C. Engineering communities with different research irg&e or on timea. This means thad,¢* can be represented by a

The network metric lower bounds succeed in distinguishiriym of the boundaries of sontechains®},
the different collaboration patterns in engineering andhea k k
matics communities. We nrc))w illustrate tr?at the Igwer bounds 0" = Zﬁiakq)i (26)
are also able to identify distinctive features of enginegri ’
communities with different research interests. To seewrs With coefficientss; and k-chains®} appearing before or on
consider the networks constructed from annual publicatiin time a. By the definition ofk-chains,®; = °, 8¢} with
TAC, TSP, and TWC. coefficientss; and k-simplicesujf appears before or on time
Figure[IB shows the two dimensional Euclidean embed- Therefore, [[26) can be written & ¢* = > B}’Bkzp;?.
dings of the networks with respect to the summation of tHeearranging terms,
lower boundsb®, b!, and b2. We expect more variations in vk B
annual networks because the time for averaging behavior is ak(zﬁj v — ¢ ) =0.
reduced. Besides, it is hard to argue that intrinsic andalsvi J

differences exist in the collaboration patterns in autaenatrhis implies thaty™, 8/¢F — ¢* is ak-cycle. There must be

control, signal processing, and wireless communicatian-coa new cycle formed since” just appears. The cycle cannot
munities. Still, networks constructed from the same jolirnge trivialized immediately since anf + 1)-chain U*+1 with

but different annuals tend to be close to each other and fogp, , g#+! — >, Bk — ¢* would involve a simpleXzo.,]

qlustering structl_Jres. An unsupervised classificatiorn wite for some noder; with tuple zo.;; consisted of non-repeating
linear boundary in the embeddings run across the summati§lBments where this simplexo.;.,;] appears strictly after.

of lower bounds would generaté (20%) errors out of20 Therefore we have #-th dimensional homological feature
networks in all three classification problems considerete Tywith birth time «, or equivalently, the time denoted by the

less obvious clustering structure formed by networks ffOP@Iationshipr§((xO;k). This concludes the proof.
different journals in Figuré_13 (c) compared to (a) and (b)
also suggests that the collaboration patterns in reseanth c
munities of signal processing and wireless communicatien a
more similar compared to that of automatic control.

(27)

APPENDIXB
ProOOFS OFFACT[IAND FACT[Z

Proof of Fact[d: We need to prove the (i) symmetry property
and (i) identity property of high order networks, (ii)(A%)

. . _ being a valid filtration, and (iV)C(A%) and £(D%) having
We establish connections between high order networks agdntical persistent homology.

simplicial complexes and use the differences between the {yqof of the symmetry property: For any tuplesag.
duced homological features to evaluate the differencesdest 1, symmetry property of dissimilarity networlX and

netwo_rks. We.jusfcify that this is a Iower bound to two fanslie e definition of augmented networks imp‘qu (ajox) =
of valid metrics in the space of high order networks modx (@i00:c0)) = T (@eyc) = T8 (aou) for any reordering
glo perr_nu_tauon |_somorph|§m_s. These lower bounds succe U, - This shows the symmetry property df. 0
in classifying weighted pairwise networks constructednfro
different processes, in distinguishing the collaborapiatterns Proof of the identity property: Given a tupleaq., if its

of engineering communities from mathematics communitiesiybtuplea;,.;, have same set of unique elements as that of

and in discriminating engineering communities with difiet ao.r, according to the Definition of augmented networks, we
research interests. would have thatrc,.c, and TCy, 0 also possess identical
k

VIIl. CONCLUSION
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set of unique elements. The identity property of dissirtyfar over (zo.x, yo.x) € C cannot yield a lower difference than
network D and the definition of augmented networks yieldr% (zf.,.) — % (y5..)], i-€.

k k k k
Tay (o) = 1% (2co:0) = X% (X000 ) = i () " - K x "

. . . > 1) — et == .

This shows the identity property of%. ' O P (€) 2 [rx (@) =7y Wou )| = Ty (€)- (31)
Since [31) holds true for any correspondeiites C(X,Y),

he inequality must hold true when we take the minimum over
K

all correspondencea3(X,Y’) betweenX andY,

. k . k' /
i (aok) =i (Tog:c,) 275 (@ogep_, ) =T Haok-1). cee(Xy) Ty (€)= Crecix.y) Py (@) (32)
28 _ _—
o o _ ( ) Substituting the definition ok-order andk’-order network

The remaining proof is identical to the proof of Propositiodistances into[(32) yielddk, > d%, concluding the proof of

@ O @).

Proof of £(AX) and £(DX) having identical persistence _ AISO. it follows from [4) that for any correspondencé
intervals: First, for each point: € X, pick one pair(z, y) between the node set¥ and Y, the network difference

K K i
from the correspondena@ to constructCy that is a subset betweeny and Ny* measured by is

of C. If we define a map that maps each péir,y) to its HF)I?Y(C)H =  max {r’jﬂ,(c)}_ (33)
first elementz, this gives a bijective projection fror®y to ’ *© k=01..K ’

X.. ConstructAfgo_’_X and AIC{X as the augmented networkserom [31) we know that for ank/, I'%, . (C) > rljvé_y(c), and
using the respective correspondence. It then follows BlUr {herefore for any correspondencg fﬂanK—o {pl)c( v(O)} =
that AgO,XKls isomorphic to the the 9r|g|nal Q|33|mllar|tyr§y(c). Substituting this into[{33) and takin97 a minimum
network D% and so do the corresponding filtrations. Denotgyer g correspondences concludes the proofof (22).

L:=L(Af x) and Lo := L(AE, x) = L(DX). Having proven the two statements, the proof compleés.
Next, consider the projection of the filtratiofi onto Lo,

where each vertexz,y) in C is mapped to(x,yo) in Co
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