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Full synchronization of dynamical elements coupled via hypergraphs can be analyzed with the
hypergraph projection onto dyadic matrices, but this is not sufficient for analyzing cluster synchro-
nization. Here we develop the necessary formalism. We introduce the notion of edge clusters and
show how node and edge partitions allow us to verify admissible states and simplify their linear
stability calculations. This provides a principled way to track dynamics on hypergraphs, and the
projected Laplacian matrices based on each edge cluster are essential to linear stability analysis
and its dimensionality reduction. This work goes beyond full synchronization and beyond dyadic
interactions.

Introduction: Patterns of synchronization in complex
interdependent dynamical systems, from full synchro-
nization to cluster synchronization where different groups
of oscillators follow distinct synchronized trajectories,
can be essential to their function. Such systems are of-
ten modeled by networks of agents with dyadic interac-
tions [1]. Cluster synchronization on dyadic networks
can manifest intriguing behaviors such as remote syn-
chronization and chimera states [2, 3] and its stability
analysis is well established [4]. However, dyadic interac-
tions may not be sufficient. Higher order interactions are
required to describe certain chemical [5], biological [6],
and coauthorship interactions [7, 8], and processes such
as consensus dynamics [9, 10], making it necessary to go
beyond pairwise analysis [11–13]. A simplicial complex or
a hypergraph can be used to encode the structure of these
higher order interactions which can support diverse types
of dynamics. For instance, different higher-order gener-
alizations of dyadic phase oscillator models have recently
led to discovery of new behaviors [14–19].

Stability analysis of dynamics on hypergraphs is chal-
lenging because interactions of all orders contribute. Yet,
full synchronization and its stability on hypergraphs has
been analyzed in diverse settings, generalizing the mas-
ter stability formalism from dyadic to higher order inter-
actions [20–25]. Non-intertwined cluster synchronization
[26] and cluster synchronization on chemical hypergraphs
[27] have also been analyzed. Often, as with full synchro-
nization, the projection of the hypergraph onto a set of
dyadic interaction matrices, one for each order, is suf-
ficient to simplify the stability analysis, but this is not
the case for more intricate dynamics on hypergraphs like
cluster synchronization [28]. Synchronization patterns
can arise from symmetries, for which general methods
to simplify stability analysis in systems with dyadic and
non-dyadic interactions exist [4, 29, 30]. However, pat-
terns of cluster synchronization can also arise from more
general properties of the hypergraph structure.
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In this Letter, we introduce a framework to analyze
the dynamics and stability of cluster synchronization on
general hypergraphs with Laplacian-like coupling arising
from symmetries and beyond. This provides a systematic
way to track the effective system dynamics and to iden-
tify a set of matrices that must be simultaneously block
diagonalized to simplify stability calculations. We use
external equitable partitions of the incidence matrix to
determine admissible patterns of cluster synchronization
[31–34]. The results on simultaneously block diagonal-
ization [35] generalize the work of Refs.[4, 36, 37] from a
dyadic to a general hypergraph setting, and beyond non-
intertwined clusters. To present the formulation most
cleanly and relate to existing literature [20–22], we con-
sider generalized Laplacian coupling between elements.
In a companion manuscript [28] we consider more general
undirected coupling and moreover show how the hyper-
graph projection onto a dyadic network fails to capture
the full information necessary for analyzing cluster syn-
chronization. We release accompanying code that can be
used for admissibility and stability calculations [38].

Patterns of synchronization are well-analyzed in the
mathematical literature [29, 39, 40]. Notably, the cou-
pled cell formalism is not limited to dyadic interactions.
It is formulated in terms of the full dynamical input into
each node and can be used to predict admissible patterns
of synchrony including those with phase shifts in coupled
dynamical systems [30]. The hypergraph treatment in-
stead breaks down the dynamics by order of interaction
(e.g., dyadic and triadic), as in Eq. (1), for which the
approach presented here is more readily applicable than
that of the coupled cell formulation (see Appendix D).

Background: First, we define the general form of the
dynamics on hypergraphs that is being considered. A
hypergraph consists of a set of N nodes and a set of
hyperedges ej ∈ E . In this work, we focus on undirected
hyperedges. Let Ei ⊂ E be the set of hyperedges that
contain node i. Each hyperedge ej ∈ Ei contains a set of
nodes ej = {i, j1, ..., jm−1}. The order of the hyperedge
ej is m, which is the number of nodes including i that
are part of it. Thus, m = 2 corresponds to dyadic edges
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(between pairs of nodes), m = 3 to triadic edges (between
triples of nodes), etc.

The adjacency structure can be defined in terms of
the collection of m incidence matrices I(m), one for each
edge order m (as illustrated in Fig.3 of Ref.[11]). Let

E(m)
i be the set of hyperedges of order m containing the

node i. Then, for the simplest case of homogeneous edge
coupling the nonzero elements of the incidence matrix are

[I(m)]i,e = 1 if e ∈ E(m)
i for each order m.

The state of each node can be expressed as an n-
dimensional real valued vector xi ∈ Rn whose evolution
is as follows:

ẋi =F (xi) +

d∑
m=2

σ(m)
∑

e∈E(m)

[I(m)]i,eG
(m)(xi,xe\i),

(1)

where d is the maximum edge order present in the hyper-
graph. Here, σ(m) denotes the strength of the mth order
coupling.

The function F (xi) describes the internal dynamics of
the node i, and G(xi,xe\i) is a coupling function corre-
sponding to the influence of the hyperedge e on node i,
where xi is the state of the node i, and xe\i is the state
of the rest of the edge. This setup includes the specific
case when the interaction hypergraph is a simplicial com-
plex where the additional requirement that each subset
of nodes in a hyperedge forms a hyperedge of lower order
must be satisfied.

Here we focus on noninvasive coupling functions to
keep notation minimal (see the companion paper [28] for
more general coupling). Specifically, we assume that the
non-dyadic coupling functions for edges of order m are

of the form G(m)

(
m−1∑
l=1

xjl − (m− 1)xi

)
. We refer to

this type of coupling as Laplacian-like and note that we
assume that for each m, G(m) can not be reduced to the
sum of lower-order interactions. Coupling functions of
this form are natural, for instance, for higher order net-
works of phase oscillators [16, 18], and are not limited to
systems with one-dimensional node states.

Patterns of cluster synchronization: Cluster synchro-
nization is manifested by groups of nodes following the
same trajectory over time, xi1(t) = ... = xiL(t), where
the groups are not fully synchronized with one another.
We call each group of synchronized nodes a “node clus-
ter” and assuming K distinct groups exist, denote them
by C1, C2 . . . , CK . We refer to the assignment of nodes
into clusters as “patterns of cluster synchronization”. An
example of a 4-node cluster pattern is shown in Fig. 1(a).
The set of dynamic trajectories followed by the nodes in
each cluster, the “node cluster trajectories”, can be ex-
pressed as s1(t), ..., sK(t). For compactness we make the
time-dependency implicit and use the notation s1, ..., sK .

Likewise, we consider “edge clusters” and “edge clus-
ter trajectories”. A hyperedge of order m can be char-
acterized by the node clusters to which the m nodes it
connects together belong. (We only need to consider the

unordered set if the edges are undirected.) All the hy-
peredges of order m that couple together the same set of
node clusters constitute an edge cluster. Assuming Km

distinct edge clusters exist for each order m, they are

denoted by C
(m)
1 , C

(m)
2 , . . . , C

(m)
Km

. The edge cluster tra-
jectories are denoted by s

C
(m)
1

, s
C

(m)
2

, . . . , s
C

(m)
Km

, where

s
C

(m)
j

is the set of dynamic trajectories followed by the

nodes involved in the jth edge cluster. The node and
edge clusters with their corresponding trajectories will
be used to facilitate stability calculations.

Admissible patterns: For networks with purely dyadic
interactions, equitable partitions can be used to deter-
mine the admissible synchronized clusters [34, 41] as well
as other patterns of synchronization [42]. Equitable par-
titions divide the network into cells, where each node in
a cell Ci receives the same input from any cell Cj includ-
ing the nodes within its own cell, i = j. Each cell thus
defines a cluster of nodes that could be synchronized. In
case of noninvasive coupling, the conditions above only
have to hold for i 6= j (in which case the partition is
called an external equitable partition), since the terms
representing the effect of nodes within the same cluster
upon one another becomes zero for that partitioning.

The same idea holds for networks with higher order
interactions, but the partitions need to be defined in
terms of interactions of all orders. The incidence ma-
trices I(m) for the system can be used to obtain explicit
partitions into non-overlapping cells of node clusters and
edge clusters. For example, the 4-node cluster state
shown Fig. 1(a) has corresponding I(2) and I(3) shown
in Fig. 1(d-e) respectively. The partition is equitable
if each node in a given node cluster gets the same input
from each edge cluster (see Eq. (2)). Many distinct par-
titions, each one corresponding to a different pattern of
cluster synchronization, can be admissible for a given hy-
pergraph. How to identify possible admissible partitions
based on existing methods developed for coupled cell net-
works and dyadic networks is discussed in Appendix A.

Figure 1(a) shows a 4-node cluster synchronization
pattern. The structure of the hypergraph is an extension
of the network shown in Fig. 1 of Ref. [37], with extra
hyperedges added to represent the higher order interac-
tions, and extra edges added to highlight that strict sym-
metry conditions are not necessary for our framework.
The nodes can be divided into four non-overlapping node
clusters which we label by their number for convenience
in mathematical formulas, C1, C2, C3, C4, or equivalently
by their color for convenience when referring to a figure,
Cg, Cy, Cb, Cv, corresponding to green, yellow, black, and
violet. C1 = Cg = {1, 2, 3}, C2 = Cy = {4, 5, 6}, C3 =
Cb = {7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12}, and C4 = Cv = {13, 14, 15}.
With respect to edge clusters, there are 6 distinct dyadic
order edge clusters as shown by the identical color combi-
nations in the column labels of Fig. 1(d). There are two
distinct triadic order edge clusters shown by the identi-
cal color combinations in the column labels of Fig. 1(e),

where C
(3)
1 = C

(3)
gyv = {[1, 4, 13], [2, 5, 14], [3, 6, 15]} and
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FIG. 1. (a) Admissible pattern of synchronization into four
node clusters on the specified hypergraph. (b) The dyadic
effective interactions. (c) The triadic effective interactions,
with nodes undergoing that effective dynamics shown in larger
size. (d) Incidence matrix for dyadic interactions, I(2). Dots
represent ones. Row label colors represent the node clusters,
column label colors represent the edge clusters. There are 6
types of dyadic edge clusters. (e) Incidence matrix for triadic

interactions, I(3). There are two types of triadic edge clusters.

C
(3)
2 = C

(3)
ybb = {[4, 7, 10], [5, 8, 11], [6, 9, 12]}. These

node and edge clusters together form an external equi-
table partition. Therefore, this particular partition cor-
responds to an admissible pattern of synchronization.

Formally, any admissible pattern of cluster synchro-
nization on a hypergraph with Laplacian-like coupling
must satisfy the following condition:∑

ej∈C(m)
k

I
(m)
ij =

∑
ej∈C(m)

k

I
(m)
i′j , (2)

for i, i′ ∈ Cl, where we are summing over the m-th order

hyperedges ej that are in edge cluster C
(m)
k , where the

terms coming from edge clusters C
(m)
k that contain only

nodes in Cl can be ignored due to noninvasive coupling.
Effective dynamics: The dynamics for an admissible

pattern can be expressed via a set of effective incidence

matrices, I
(m)
eff , representing the interactions between

nodes of different clusters. Each I
(m)
eff can be formed by

considering one representative node from each cluster and
calculating how many different types of hyperedges of or-
der m it is part of. Hyperedges that contain only nodes
in the same cluster should be excluded. See Ref.[28] for

more details. For Fig. 1(a) these matrices are:

I
(2)
eff =

[b
y
]

[y
v
]

[y
g
]


b 1

y 2 1 1
v 1
g 1

, I
(3)
eff =

[b
by

]

[g
y
v
]


b 1

y 1 1
v 1
g 1

. (3)

The graphical representation of these matrices (illus-
trated in Fig. 1 (b-c)) can be used to read out the time
evolution of each node. For instance, every node in the
yellow cluster evolves according to:

ẋy = F (xy) +G(2)(xg − xy)

+G(2)(xv − xy) + 2G(2)(xb − xy)

+G(3)(xb + xb − 2xy) +G(3)(xv + xg − 2xy), (4)

with analogous equations describing the time evolution
for each distinct cluster. Here, G(m) is expressed taking
into account the Laplacian-like coupling assumption.

Stability: For dyadic networks, stability analysis of
cluster synchronization patterns is well developed [2, 4].
However, in the presence of higher order coupling, the Ja-
cobian acquires additional terms. Here, we show how the
Jacobian can be block diagonalized by using the incidence
matrices for a given cluster synchronization pattern, thus
simplifying stability calculations for general dynamics on
hypergraphs.

First, we define a Laplacian corresponding to the kth
edge cluster of order m as follows:

L(m)
k = mD(m)

k − I(m)
k [I

(m)
k ]T , (5)

where I
(m)
k is an N × |C(m)

k | matrix consisting of the

columns of I(m) that correspond to the hyperedges in the

kth cluster of order m (here, |C(m)
k | denotes the number

of unique elements in the edge cluster C
(m)
k ). For in-

stance, for the C
(3)
2 edge cluster of the hypergraph in

Fig. 1(a), I
(3)
2 is obtained by keeping the last 3 columns

of I(3) in Fig. 1(e). Additionally, D(m)
k is a diagonal ma-

trix with elements [D(m)
k ]ii corresponding to the number

of mth order edges in the kth edge cluster node i is part

of ([D(m)
k ]ii =

N∑
j=1

[I
(m)
k ]ij). The form of the projected

Laplacians (the L(m)
k matrices) is similar to that of the

generalized Laplacian [22]. For each projected Laplacian

matrix L(m)
k , we can define a corresponding projected

adjacency matrix with diagonal elements equal to zero:

A(m)
k = (m− 1)D(m)

k − L(m)
k (6)

The variational equation for linear stability depends
on all node clusters and all edge clusters of all orders.
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For a specific pattern of cluster synchronization, it is:

δẋ =

( K∑
k=1

Ek ⊗ JF (sk)−
d∑

m=2

σ(m)· (7)

( Km∑
k=1

∑
l∈{C(m)

k }

ElL(m)
k ⊗ JG(m)(sl, sC(m)

k \l)
))

δx,

where Ek denotes the diagonal cluster indicator matrix
encoding which nodes are in cluster Ck ([Ek]ii = 1 if

i ∈ Ck and [Ek]ii = 0 otherwise). Additionally, {C(m)
k }

is a set of unique node clusters included in the kth edge

cluster, (e.g., in Fig. 1, {C(3)
ybb} = {y, b}). Finally, s

C
(m)
k \l

is the set of all the trajectories of nodes included in edge

cluster C
(m)
k , excluding those nodes in node cluster l.

The partial derivatives are computed as:

JG(m)(sl, sC(m)
k \l)p,q

=

∂G
(m)
p

(
m−1∑
j=1

xj − (m− 1)x0

)
∂[x2]q

∣∣∣∣ x0=sl,
xj=[s

C
(m)
k
\l

]j

=
∂G

(m)
p (z)

∂zq

∣∣∣∣
z=

m−1∑
j=1

[s
C

(m)
k
\l

]j−(m−1)sl

(8)

where [s
C

(m)
k \l]j is the jth trajectory in the set s

C
(m)
k \l.

The key implication of Eqs. (7) and (8) is that to block
diagonalize the Jacobian for the entire Laplacian-like cou-
pled system, it is sufficient to simultaneously block diag-
onalize the following matrices:

{E1, ..., EK ,L(2),L(3)
1 , ...,L(3)

K3
, ...,L(d)

1 , ...,L(d)
Kd
}. (9)

These are the indicator matrices, Ej , and the L(m)
k ma-

trices for a specific pattern of cluster synchronization.
Two different examples of this procedure are shown

Fig. 2 using the simultaneous block diagonalization al-
gorithm from Ref.[37]. Figure 2(a) shows a two-cluster
and Fig 2(b) a four-cluster state. For the two-cluster
state, since each node participates in one unique triadic
edge pattern, it is sufficient to simultaneously block di-
agonalize the cluster indicator matrices (Ey and Eb), the

dyadic Laplacian L(2), and the projected triadic Lapla-
cian L(3) as illustrated in Fig. 2(c-e) where, for the sake
of visualization, the related adjacency matrices A(2) and
A(3) (Eq. (6)) are shown. In the case of the four-cluster
state, there are two triadic edge clusters so two matrices

representing triadic patterns, L(3)
1 and L(3)

2 (with cor-

responding A(3)
1 and A(3)

2 shown in Fig. 2(g)), must be
included in the simultaneous block diagonalization with
the full set of matrices shown in Fig. 2(f-h)).

The results for binary hyperedges generalize to systems
with different types of nodes and edges [43], and thus are
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FIG. 2. Admissible states with (a) two and (b) four node clus-
ters. In (c-h) colored squares represent ones, white represent
zeros. For the two cluster state, the set of matrices (Eq. (9))
representing (c) dyadic and (d) triadic interactions that have
to be simultaneously block diagonalized to (e) block diago-
nalize the Jacobian (pink corresponds to parallel and blue to
transverse perturbations). For the four cluster state, the set
of matrices representing (f) dyadic and (g) triadic interactions
and (h) the resulting block diagonalized Jacobian. For visu-
alization purposes the projected adjacency matrices, rather
then the projected Laplacian matrices are shown, see Eq. (6).

applicable to multilayered networks with higher order in-
teractions, as demonstrated in Appendix B. Specifically,
nodes of the same type can synchronize if they receive the
same input from all interaction orders and edge types
within each order, and Jacobian block diagonalization
can be obtained by simultaneously block diagonalizing
the set of matrices in Eq. (B4).

An example hypergraph with different types of hyper-
edges is shown in Fig. 3(a), where distinct colors (blue
and violet) illustrate distinct hyperedge types. These are
also highlighted in Fig. 3(b-c) with different colors corre-
sponding to different edge types in the labeled incidence
matrices. We consider a two-node cluster state on this
hypergraph and use black and yellow colors to distinguish
nodes in each cluster. For this state, Eq. (2) establish-
ing the condition for cluster synchronization holds for all
types of edges and all coupling orders.

In order to obtain concrete linear stability results, we
need to impose specific dynamical equations to describe
the evolution of the system. We use the optoelectric os-
cillator dynamics used in experiments in Ref.[44], with
one-dimensional discrete time node dynamics

F (xi) = β sin2(xi + π/4) (10)
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FIG. 3. Linear stability calculation for the system discussed in Eqs. (10) and (11) performed using the accompanying code
[38]. (a) Left: a hypergraph with attractive (blue) and repulsive (violet) coupling (Eq. (11)) and with nodes that obey the

same dynamical equation (Eq. (10)). Right: the representation of effective dyadic and triadic interactions. (b) Structure of I(2)

(left) and I(3) (right). Black and yellow represent the distinct clusters, blue and violet represent the distinct coupling types.
(c) Matrices used in simultaneous block diagonalization to perform the stability analysis. (d) Jacobian structure after block
diagonalization. Pink represents parallel and blue transverse perturbations. (e) Linear stability diagram for a fixed parameter

β = 1.8 and various values of dyadic and triadic coupling strengths, σ(2) and σ(3). Pink areas are linearly stable, blue areas
are not linearly stable. Black lines correspond to direct simulation of standard deviations from the average cluster trajectory
for each of the σ(3) values in white. (f) Left: stability diagram with three distinct σ(3) values shown with different colored

solid lines. Right: bifurcation diagram for the three distinct σ(3) values shown in the corresponding color. Horizontal axis
represents the dyadic coupling strength, vertical axis corresponds to the states of black nodes xblack in the past 100 time steps.
Background colors represent the calculated linear stability for each value of σ(2).

and coupling functions

G(2)(xi, xj) =sgnijσ
(2)[F (xj)− F (xi)], (11)

G(3)(xi, xj , xk) =sgnijkσ
(3) sin(xi + xj − 2xk).

We pick Laplacian coupling for dyadic interactions and
Laplacian-like coupling for triadic interactions. Thus,
if σ(3) = 0, our equations reduce to the dynamics in
Refs.[26, 37, 44]. Here, sgnij = 1 if the coupling on
the edge between i and j is attractive (shown in blue
in Fig. 3) and sgnij = −1 if the coupling is repulsive
(shown in violet in Fig. 3). Similarly, sgnijk = 1 for at-
tractive (blue) hyperedges, and sgnijk = −1 for repulsive
(violet) hyperedges.

To avoid complications from multistability, we analyze
a two cluster state and make edges connecting only nodes
that are in the same cluster attractive and all other edges
repulsive. Keeping β constant, we vary σ(2) and σ(3) to
determine the linear stability regions for different param-
eter regimes. The analysis is shown in Fig. 3, with more
details in Appendix C. Figure 3(a-b) shows the analogous
plots to Fig. 1(a-e) with the state, the representation of
effective interactions between nodes, and incidence ma-
trices respectively. Figure 3(c) shows the set of matrices
that need to be simultaneously block diagonalized with

the resulting Jacobian in Fig. 3(d). Figure 3(e) is the lin-
ear stability plot demonstrating sensitive dependence on
both σ(2) and σ(3), with the changes in the stability prop-
erties of the system showing correspondence to different
regions of the bifurcation diagram shown in Fig. 3(f).

Conclusion: Systems of dynamical elements coupled
on hypergraphs can show intricate synchronization pat-
terns beyond full synchronization. A crucial aspect of un-
derstanding such systems is their stability analysis. We
show how to use the structure of the incidence matrices
to determine the admissibility of cluster synchronization
patterns and reduce the dimension of stability calcula-
tions. Our formulation is in terms of node clusters and
the hyperedge clusters that are induced by the synchro-
nization pattern of the entire set of nodes coupled on each
hyperedge. This provides a general way to organize the
analysis of dynamical processes on hypergraphs.

Unlike previous work, our analysis is not restricted
to dyadic interactions, full synchronization, or non-
intertwined clusters. Our results open up new opportu-
nities for detailed analysis of systems of theoretical and
practical significance, as well as investigating the role of
higher order interactions in stabilizing or destabilizing
different states.
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Appendix A: Finding admissible patterns of cluster
synchronization

Here, we discuss how to obtain the admissible patterns
of cluster synchronization in systems with higher order
interactions. To obtain these patterns, we need to search
for partitions in which each node of the same type gets
the same dynamical input from all the other nodes. The
cells of such partitions determine which nodes can be
fully synchronized. Mathematically, these conditions for
systems described in Eq. (1) are contained in Eq. (2).

While it is easy to use Eq. (2) to check whether a given
pattern of synchronization is admissible for a specific hy-
pergraph structure, it is more challenging to identify all
of the possible admissible patterns. Here we show how
methods developed for coupled cell networks and systems
with dyadic interactions (e.g., Refs.[4, 32, 41]) can be
modified for finding the cluster synchronization patterns
for higher order interactions. We demonstrate this for
undirected hypergraphs with Laplacian-like coupling. In
Ref.[28], we demonstrate how to obtain such patterns for
systems without the Laplacian-like coupling constraint
(which we refer to as adjacency coupling). The main
difference between Laplacian and adjacency coupling is
that the former relaxes some of the conditions on state
admissibility. Namely, for Laplacian coupling, we can ig-
nore the contributions from hyperedges on which all the
nodes belong to the same node cluster. We outline two
approaches for obtaining the admissible cluster synchro-
nization states for Laplacian-like coupling.

The first way is to consider the projected networks
(e.g., each higher order triadic edge becomes three dyadic
edges between the nodes comprising that hyperedge).
The admissible patterns of synchronization can be de-
termined for the projected network for all orders of in-
teraction using existing methods [4, 32, 41] and then one
can check their admissibility on the original hypergraph
using Eq. (2). Consider, for instance, the example in
Fig. 4(a) which demonstrates a hypergraph (containing
only triadic edges for simplicity). The projected network
is shown in Fig. 4(b) with the edges that can be ignored
in the case of Laplacian coupling shown in light grey.
The existing methods identify that the two-cluster pat-
tern is admissible on the dyadic projection. Then, we can
check whether the state is also admissible on the original
hypergraph shown in Fig. 4(a) using Eq. (2).

A second way to obtain the admissible patterns of clus-
ter synchronization on hypergraphs is by representing the
hypergraph structure as a bipartite network, with two
sets of vertices corresponding to nodes and hyperedges
respectively (e.g., as demonstrated in Fig. 4(c)). Then,

https://github.com/asalova/hypergraph-cluster-sync
https://github.com/asalova/hypergraph-cluster-sync
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FIG. 4. Identifying admissible patterns. (a) Shown is an ad-
missible two-cluster state on a hypergraph with three triadic
hyperedges. (Distinct node clusters are shown with distinct
colors.) We can identify the two-cluster state as a possible
admissible pattern using two different approaches: (b) the
projected network and (c) the bipartite representation. We
then need to verify whether the identified pattern is admissi-
ble on the actual hypergraph using Eq. (2). (b) The projected
network with edges containing the nodes in the same cluster
shown in lighter gray. Existing methods [41] allow us to iden-
tify that the two-cluster state is admissible on this projected
network. (c) The bipartite representation of the hypergraph
with hyperedges and nodes represented by triangles and cir-
cles respectively. Existing methods [41] allow us to identify
that the two-cluster state is admissible. Note, edges repre-
senting node membership in a hyperedge that only contains
teal nodes do not affect the dynamics of the cluster state,
therefore are shown in lighter grey.

the problem can be addressed from the perspective of
finding (external) equitable partitions of a network with
different types of nodes using the tools from Ref.[41]. As
discussed in detail in Ref.[28], an extra step to obtain
valid cluster synchronization patterns is picking the par-
titions where the edge partition is induced by the node
partition. Note that in Fig. 4(c), the light gray edges cor-
respond to the node membership in the edge containing
the nodes in the same cluster (shown in teal), and can
therefore be ignored in the admissibility analysis.

Appendix B: Systems with multiple node and edge
types.

Interactions between nodes of different types via differ-
ent types of dyadic edges generalize networks with a sin-
gle node and edge type and can be studied in context of
multilayer networks [43, 45]. In the mathematical litera-
ture, patterns of synchronization in very general systems

with different nodes and edge types are considered in
Refs.[30, 46]. Here, we specifically consider hypergraphs
and generalize the admissibility and stability analysis of
cluster synchronization on hypergraphs to systems with
different types of nodes and edges.

First, we define a set of relevant incidence matrices

I
(m)
α , where m = 2, 3, ..., d corresponds to the order of

interactions, and α = 1, ..., κm indexes over the edge
types for each interaction order m. Similarly, we can de-

fine I
(1)
α , the “self-incidence matrix” for each node type.

Then, the evolution of the dynamics of nodes on a hy-
pergraph with different node and edge types can be ex-
pressed as:

ẋi =

κ1∑
α=1

[I(1)
α ]iFα(xi) (B1)

+

d∑
m=2

κm∑
α=1

σ(m)
α

∑
e∈E(m)

[I(m)
α ]i,eG

(m)
α (xi,xe\i),

where Fα and G
(m)
α represent the dynamics of the αth

node or edge type, and σ
(m)
α is the coupling strength for

mth order edges of different types.

Let C
(m)
k,α stand for edge clusters of order m and inter-

action type α. Additionally, we set C
(1)
k,α ≡ Ck,α. Then,

the cluster synchronization condition, which is very sim-
ilar to the one introduced in Eq. (2), can be defined as:∑

ej∈C(m)
k,α

[I(m)
α ]ij =

∑
ej∈C(m)

k,α

[I(m)
α ]i′j , (B2)

with the equation having to hold for all interaction orders
m and interaction types α.

The variational equation used for stability analysis is

δẋ =

( κ1∑
α=1

Kα∑
k=1

[Eα]k ⊗ JFα(sα,k)−
d∑

m=2

κm∑
α=1

σ(m)
α ·

(B3)(Km,α∑
k=1

∑
l∈{C(m)

k,α }

[Eα]l[L(m)
α ]k ⊗ JG(m)

α (sα,l, sC(m)
k,α \l

)
))

δx,

where the notation is similar to Eq. (7), and the new
subscript α indicates the αth type of node or interaction
type and dynamics. E.g., sα,k stands for trajectory of a
kth node cluster consisting of nodes of type α, and s

C
(m)
k,α

is the trajectory of the kth mth order edge cluster with
interactions of type α.

In the main body of the manuscript, we present the set
of matrices that need to be simultaneously block diago-
nalized to reduce the dimension of cluster synchroniza-
tion calculations. Here, we explicitly state what matrices
need to be block diagonalized if a hypergraph has multi-
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FIG. 5. Details of the simultaneous block diagonalization (SBD) procedure summarized in Fig. 3(c) and (d) of the main
manuscript. (a) The set of matrices that need to be simultaneously block diagonalized. (b) The SBD matrix Q obtained using
the code from Ref.[37]. (c) The block diagonalized matrices obtained by transforming the matrices in (a) using Q.

ple node and edge types:{ ⋃
α=1,...,κ
k=1,...,Kα

[Eα]k,
⋃

α=1,...,κ2

L(2)
α ,

⋃
α=1,...,κ3
i=1,...,K3,α

[L(3)
α ]k, ...,

⋃
α=1,...,κd
k=1,...,Kd,α

[L(d)
α ]k

}
, (B4)

where, [Eα]i is the indicator matrix for the ith node clus-

ter formed by the node type α, and [L(m)
α ]i stands for the

Laplacian formed for the ith edge cluster within the mth
interaction order and edge type α.

In the main manuscript, we apply these results to an
example system where all the nodes are of the same type
and evolve according to the same dynamics, but where
there are two types of dyadic and two types of triadic
edges (visualized in different colors in Fig. 3(a)). There,
the attractive and repulsive interactions differ only by
the sign of the coupling functions.

In addition to hypergraphs, our approach can be
directly applied to multilayer networks as defined in
Ref.[43]. There, the authors perform the stability analy-
sis for systems with different types of nodes and dyadic
edges and cluster synchronization states arising from
symmetries. This section demonstrates how to perform
the simplification for multilayer networks with higher or-
der interactions and states that are more general than
those arising from symmetries.

Appendix C: Details of block diagonalization

Here, we provide more details of the stability calcula-
tion in Fig. 3, specifically obtaining the block diagonaliza-
tion of the matrices in Fig. 3(c) that results in the trans-
formed Jacobian structure demonstrated in Fig. 3(d)
with the parallel perturbation block shown in pink and
transverse perturbation blocks shown in blue. The calcu-

lation was performed using the simultaneous block diag-
onalization algorithm of Ref.[37] as implemented in [38].

In Fig. 5(a), we show the set of matrices that needed
to be simultaneously block diagonalized to obtain the
block diagonalization of the Jacobian. Using the nota-
tion introduced in Appendix B these are, Eb = [E1]1,

Ey = [E2]1, L(2)
yb = L(2)

1 , L(2)
yb = L(2)

2 , L(3)
ybb = [L(3)

1 ]1, and

L(3)
bbb = [L(3)

2 ]1. The calculated unitary block diagonaliza-
tion matrix Q is demonstrated in Fig. 5(b).

Denoting η = QTx and rewriting Eq. (7) in terms of
this new variable, we get

δη[t+ 1] =

( K∑
k=1

QTEkQ⊗ JF (sk)−
d∑

m=2

σ(m)· (C1)

( Km∑
k=1

∑
l∈{C(m)

k }

QTElL(m)
k Q⊗ JG(m)(sl, sC(m)

k \l)
))

δη[t],

where all the terms have the block diagonal form demon-
strated in Fig. 5(c). The magnitude of numerically calcu-
lated elements in Fig. 5(c) shown in white is under 10−13.
The top left 2 × 2 block of each matrix corresponds to
perturbations parallel to the synchronization manifold.
The other blocks (two 4 × 4, five 1 × 1) correspond to
transverse perturbation and are used in calculating the
maximum transverse Lyapunov exponent. We used 105

time steps for the stability calculations, and code used
for these calculations is available in Ref.[38].

Appendix D: Relating to coupled cell network
literature

The coupled cell network formalism leads to general
results relating network topology to patterns of synchro-
nization (e.g., cluster synchronization and splay states) in
systems that can have higher-order interactions beyond
dyadic [46, 47]. Many of the recent advances in that
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research area are summarized in Ref.[30]. The authors
consider systems of coupled ODEs where each variable
corresponds to the dynamics of a specific node. In that
formalism, instead of an edge corresponding to specific
dyadic or higher-order term in the interaction function,
the edges (most generally, directed) “specify which vari-
ables occur (perhaps nonlinearly) in which components
of the ODE, and encode (via input sets of arrows) when
components of the ODE involve the same function” [30].
Although this is very general, as we show below, for con-
sidering dynamics on hypergraphs composed of additive
dyadic, triadic, etc. interactions, the approach laid out
in this manuscript offers a more direct treatment.

As an example illustrating the difference between rep-
resenting higher order interactions via a hypergraph with
higher-order interactions and via the coupled cell formal-
ism, consider the dynamics on the hypergraph shown in
Fig. 4 with the Laplacian-like coupling assumption. In
the notation of this manuscript,

ẋ1 = F (x1) +G(3)(x2 + x3 − 2x1)

ẋ2 = F (x2) +G(3)(x1 + x3 − 2x2) +G(3)(x4 + x6 − 2x2)

ẋ3 = F (x3) +G(3)(x1 + x2 − 2x3) +G(3)(x5 + x6 − 2x3)

ẋ4 = F (x4) +G(3)(x2 + x6 − 2x4) (D1)

ẋ5 = F (x5) +G(3)(x3 + x6 − 2x5)

ẋ6 = F (x6) +G(3)(x2 + x4 − 2x6) +G(3)(x3 + x5 − 2x6),

and the coupling structure is captured by

I(3) =


1
1 1
1 1

1
1

1 1

 . (D2)

To rewrite Eq. (D1) into the language of the coupled
cell formalism, we use Eq. (D2) and the homogeneity of
node and edge dynamics to determine which functions
should be equal (in this case, equal evolution functions

for nodes i and j mean
∑
k

I
(3)
ik =

∑
k

I
(3)
jk ). Under the

formalism of Ref.[30], the dynamics on the hypergraph
shown in Fig. 4(a) can be represented as:

ẋ1 = f1(x1, x2, x3)

ẋ2 = f2(x2, x1, x3, x4, x6)

ẋ3 = f2(x3, x1, x2, x5, x6) (D3)

ẋ4 = f1(x4, x2, x6)

ẋ5 = f1(x5, x3, x6)

ẋ6 = f2(x6, x2, x4, x3, x5),

In this notation, the additive structure of higher-order
interactions on hypergraphs is not evident from the equa-
tions anymore.

Properties of the dyadic and higher order coupling be-
tween the nodes can be manifested in the permutational

symmetries of the functions fi. As mentioned, the for-
malism of Ref.[30] uses arrows to encode information.
Specifically, Ref.[30] states that the arrows: “encode sym-
metries of those functions, induced by permuting input
arrows of the same type.”. These symmetries of the in-
put functions are represented with bars in the dynamical
equations. However, this formalism can be ambiguous.
As explained in Ref.[47], which discusses how the cou-
pled cell network structure leads to synchronization, “to
do this, we have to order the variables suitably, and in
some cases this cannot be done consistently”.

For instance, consider the dynamics for the hypergraph
shown in Fig. 4(a) using the coupled cell formulation
Eq. (D3). The dynamics for node 1 is unambiguous. Un-
der the undirected edge assumption, the function f1 is
symmetric under the permutation of x2 and x3, there-
fore the first line in Eq. (D3) is ẋ1 = f1(x1, x2, x3). But
ambiguity arises in the dynamical equation for node 2
(as well as nodes 3 and 6). Specifically, f2 is symmetric
with respect to the permutation of x1 and x3, as well as
the permutation of x4 and x6, thus, in this formalism,
ẋ2 = f2(x2, x1, x3, x4, x6). In addition, it is symmetric
to simultaneously permuting x1 and x4, and x3 and x6.
This symmetry can not be expressed with the bar for-
malism. More importantly, this leaves ambiguity about
which arrows should be of the same type. Using the no-
tation aij for an arrow from i to j for convenience, it is
clear that a12 and a42 should be of the same type, as
well as a32 and a62, but it is not clear if these two types
should be the same or distinct. This type of ambiguity
will arise any time there is more than one non-dyadic hy-
peredge contributing to the state of a specific node. In
contrast, our formalism, Eq. (D1), while limited to spe-
cific types of dynamics, implicitly takes these properties
of the dynamics into account.

Note that the issues discussed above do not arise for
networks with purely dyadic interactions [40]. However,
these issues can still arise for higher order coupling more
general than the ones discussed in this Letter. E.g., con-
sider the dynamics of node i with contributions from tri-
adic edges, xi = F (xi)+G

(3)(xi, xj , xk)+G(3)(xi, xl, xm),

where G(3)(xi, xj , xk) 6= G(3)(xi, xk, xj). Then, the dy-
namics of i can not be written down as simply ẋi =
f(xi, xj , xl, xk, xm), since the two permutations need to
happen simultaneously in order to keep f invariant.

To state it more generally, the representation of higher
order interactions via arrows as defined by the cou-
pled cell formalism is appropriate when all the symme-
tries of functions f describing the evolution of nodes
ẋi = f(xi, xj1 , ..., xjn) with respect to permutations of
variables xj1 , ..., xjn are defined by a symmetric group
Sn1
× ...× Snk . Here, the actions of elements of Snl are

all the permutations of a subset of nodes j1, ..., jn of size
nl.

In summary, it is possible to use the coupled cell for-
malism, (e.g., Eq. (D3)), to analyze dynamics on hyper-
graphs (which requires a step of obtaining whether fi
and fj are the same function based on the structure of
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the hypergraph) together with the information about the
symmetries of the functions fi to determine which states
are admissible and then determine the structure of the
Jacobian based on the structure of functions fi. However,
the bar notation that conveniently captures the permuta-
tional symmetries of the functions can fail in the case of
dynamics on hypergraphs made of additive interactions
of all orders. This leads to ambiguities in the visual rep-
resentations via nodes and arrows in that formalism as
well. Our approach is specifically developed for dynamics
in Eq. (1) (or, more generally, Eq. (B1)), and therefore
it implicitly takes the additivity of higher-order interac-
tions into account. Moreover, it can be generalized to

directed hypergraphs. In addition, we note that our ap-
proach builds on recent works on simultaneous matrix
block diagonalization [36, 37], allowing simplifications of
stability analysis beyond symmetries [30].

Very recently, the coupled cell network formalism has
been applied to coupled cell hypernetworks whose cou-
pling structure is determined by an underlying hyper-
graph [48]. Using this approach the synchrony subspaces
of the hypernetwork are related to balanced colorings in a
corresponding incidence digraph, offering new directions
for applying the coupled cell formalism to dynamics on
hypergraphs.
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