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Abstract. Multiplex networks describe systems whose interactions can be of different

nature, and are fundamental to understand complexity of networks beyond the

framework of simple graphs. Recently it has been pointed out that restricting the

attention to pairwise interactions is also a limitation, as the vast majority of complex

systems include higher-order interactions that strongly affect their dynamics. Here, we

propose hyper-diffusion on multiplex networks, a dynamical process in which diffusion

on each single layer is coupled with the diffusion in other layers thanks to the presence of

higher-order interactions occurring when there exists link overlap. We show that hyper-

diffusion on a duplex network (a multiplex network with two layers) can be described

by the Hyper-Laplacian in which the strength of four-body interactions among every

set of four replica nodes connected by a multilink (1, 1) can be tuned by a parameter

δ11 ≥ 0. The Hyper-Laplacian reduces to the standard lower Laplacian, capturing

pairwise interactions at the two layers, when δ11 = 0. By combining tools of spectral

graph theory, applied topology and network science we provide a general understanding

of hyper-diffusion on duplex networks when δ11 > 0, including theoretical bounds

on the Fiedler and the largest eigenvalue of Hyper-Laplacians and the asymptotic

expansion of their spectrum for δ11 � 1 and δ11 � 1. Although hyper-diffusion on

multiplex networks does not imply a direct “transfer of mass” among the layers (i.e.

the average state of replica nodes in each layer is a conserved quantity of the dynamics),

we find that the dynamics of the two layers is coupled as the relaxation to the steady
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state becomes synchronous when higher-order interactions are taken into account and

the Fiedler eigenvalue of the Hyper-Laplacian is not localized in a single layer of the

duplex network.

1. Introduction

Complex systems are characterised by the heterogeneity and complexity of their

interactions. Simple pairwise networks can only describe systems with two-body

interactions, while multiplex networks [1–3] and higher-order networks [4–9] are

necessary to fully represent complex systems where the interactions can be of different

nature and of higher order, i.e. involving more than two elements at the same time. The

research on multiplex and higher-order networks has rapidly expanded in recent years

and it has emerged that going beyond simple pairwise interactions significantly enrich

our ability to describe the interplay between network structure and dynamics. Indeed

the dynamics on multiplex networks [1] and on higher-order networks [5, 6, 8] display

a behaviour that is significantly different from the corresponding dynamics defined on

single pairwise networks. Examples of such notable behaviours are found for different

dynamical processes including percolation [10,11] contagion models [12–17] evolutionary

game theory [18], synchronisation [19–27] and diffusion models [28–43]. However until

now, if we exclude few recent works [14, 44, 45], most of the literature has considered

only multilayer network dynamics with strictly pairwise interactions.

Here, we introduce and study a novel type of diffusion process on multiplex

networks, that we name hyper-diffusion. In hyper-diffusion the two layers of a duplex

network (a multiplex network with two layers) are coupled by higher-order interactions

occurring when the links in the two layers overlap.

Diffusion on multiplex networks has been widely discussed in the literature, and

proven to have a significant role in modelling real systems. Diffusion on multiplex

networks is typically described by a theoretical framework proposed in Refs. [28–31]

that is inspired by transportation networks. In the transportation network of a city

there are different modes of transportation, e.g. bus, underground, etc., and it is in

general possible to switch from one mode to another by paying an additional cost.

Motivated by this example, in Refs. [28–30] it is assumed that diffusion occurring on

each layer of the multiplex network is coupled by interlinks, i.e. connections existing

among replica nodes of the multiplex network, which allows to diffuse from one layer

to another. For instance, in the transportation network of London an interlink can

connect Oxford Circus tube station to Oxford Circus bus station. However, not every

multiplex network might be suitable for this framework, as it is not always possible to

give a physical meaning to interlinks.

Diffusion on higher-order networks is also attracting large attention with recent

works related to consensus models [35, 36], random walks on higher-order networks

[37], diffusion and higher-order diffusion on simplicial complexes [38–42], diffusion on
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hypergraphs and on oriented hypergraphs [14,32–34]. Of special interest for this work is

the recent use of applied topology and spectral graph theory to treat diffusion on oriented

hypergraphs that has been recently proposed and investigated in Refs. [32–34, 46].

Oriented hypergraphs are formed by hyperedges whose interacting elements, nodes of

the hyperedge, are distinguished between input and output nodes; similarly to what

happens in reaction networks that constitute a major application of this framework. In

this context, the authors of Refs. [32–34,46] have proposed a Laplacian matrix that can

be used to investigate diffusion, as well as synchronisation [47] in oriented hypergraphs.

Empirical investigation of the structure of multiplex networks [1,48–51] has shown

that the presence of link overlap between the layers of multiplex networks is a ubiquitous

property of real systems and can significantly affect their dynamical properties. For

instance, very often two airports are connected by flights operated by different airlines,

while two scientists are often connected both in the citation and in the collaboration

network. The link overlap among the layers of a multiplex network can be captured by

the use of multilinks [1,48] characterising for each pair of nodes of the multiplex network,

the set of layers in which the two nodes are linked. For instance, in a duplex network,

there are four possible types of multilinks: two nodes are connected by a multilink of type

(1, 0) or type (0, 1) if there is a link respectively at the first layer or at the second layer

only, by a multilink (1, 1) if they are connected in both layers, and finally by multilink

(0, 0) if there are no links at both layers. In the hyper-diffusion process on duplex

networks that we propose in this paper, the coupling between the diffusion dynamics

taking place in the two layers is provided by the higher-order interactions encoded by

multilinks of type (1, 1), i.e. by the 4-body interactions existing among the 4 replica

nodes connected by two overlapping links. We will motivate our definition of hyper-

diffusion with arguments coming from applied topology, and we will show that hyper-

diffusion is driven by Hyper-Laplacians of multiplex networks that are inspired by the

Laplacians of hypergraphs introduced in Ref. [32,33]. In our work, we will investigate the

properties of hyper-diffusion using spectral graph theory [52] and asymptotic expansions

of the eigenvalues, whose results will be confirmed by numerical simulations. We will

provide analytical upper and lower bounds for the Fiedler eigenvalues of both un-

normalised and normalised Hyper-Laplacian and we will relate this spectral properties

with the dynamics of hyper-diffusion. Although hyper-diffusion does not involve a

“transfer of mass” among the layers of the duplex network, as the average dynamical

state of the replica nodes of each single layer is a conserved quantity of the dynamics,

we will show that in hyper-diffusion the relaxation time to the steady state is the same

in every layer of the multiplex network, as long as the Fiedler eigevector of the Hyper-

Laplacian is not localized on a single layer.

The paper is organised as follows. In Sec. 2 we introduce duplex networks and

the Laplacian matrices for each of their layers. In Sec. 3 we introduce multilinks and

multi-Laplacian matrices. In Sec. 4 we define the hyper-boundary operators of a duplex

network encoding for pairwise and higher-order interactions. In Sec. 5 we introduce

the Hyper-Laplacians of a duplex network, the central operators of our work, while in
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Sec. 6 we characterise their major spectral properties. In Sec. 7 we introduce and

investigate hyper-diffusion on duplex networks. In Sec. 8 we focus on the asymptotic

behaviour of hyper-diffusion in the limiting case in which higher-order diffusion is a

perturbation to the diffusion dynamics in different layers and in the limiting case in

which it is instead the dominant contribution to hyper-diffusion. Finally, in Sec. 9 we

provide the concluding remarks. The paper is enriched by extensive set of Appendices

providing the necessary proofs for the statements made in the main body of the paper.

Figure 1. Schematic representation of a duplex network. We consider a duplex

network of M = 2 layers and N = 8 nodes (panel (a)). The three different types of

non-trivial multilinks are shown in panel (b): multilink of type (1, 1) , (1, 0), and (0, 1)

indicating for instance the connectivity among nodes nodes 2 and 5; nodes 4 and 5;

and nodes 1 and 2 respectively.

2. Duplex networks and their two layers

A duplex network ~G = (G[1], G[2]) is a multiplex network formed by M = 2 layers,

G[α] = (V [α], E[α]) with α ∈ {1, 2}, each one formed by a set V [α] of N = |V [α]| replica

nodes v
[α]
i with i ∈ {1, 2, ..., N} and a set of links E[α] of cardinality K [α] = |E[α]|

(see Figure 1). Here, we indicate the set of all replica nodes of the duplex network by

V = V [1] ∪ V [2], with |V | = 2N . Each layer G[α] of the network can be fully described

by its N ×N adjacency matrix a[α]. The degree of the node v
[α]
i in layer α is indicated

by k
[α]
i with k

[α]
i =

∑N
j=1 a

[α]
ij . In a duplex network, replica nodes belonging to different
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layers are paired so that (v
[1]
i , v

[2]
i ) represents the state of a given node vi in layer 1 and 2

respectively. We indicate the set of all nodes of the duplex network by V̂ with |V̂ | = N .

In this work we are interested in treating duplex networks with tools of algebraic

topology and spectral graph theory in order to describe hyper-diffusion, i.e. a diffusion

process that takes into account higher-order interactions between replica nodes. In order

to set the ground for this investigation, we start by defining the boundary operators of

each layer α. To this end, we introduce a notion of orientation of the links. In particular

we associate each link in layer α with an orientation induced by the node labels, i.e.

`[α] = (v
[α]
i , v

[α]
j ) has positive orientation if and only if i < j. We indicate the k-th

positively oriented link in layer α as `
[α]
k .

A 0-cochain is a generic function f [α] defined on the nodes of a given layer α, while

a 1-cochain is a generic function g[α] defined on oriented edges and such that

g[α](v
[α]
i , v

[α]
j ) = −g[α](v[αj , v

[α
i ). (1)

The boundary operator∇α of layer α maps 0-cochains to 1-cochains. Given a 0-cochain

f [α] and a positively oriented link `
[α]
k = (v

[α]
i , v

[α]
j ), the boundary operator ∇α is defined

as:

∇αf
[α] (`

[α]
k = (v

[α]
i , v

[α]
j )) = f [α](v

[α]
i )− f [α](v

[α]
j ), (2)

with ∇αf
[α] (−`[α]k ) = −∇αf

[α] (`
[α]
k ).

The co-boundary operator ∇∗α of layer α maps 1-cochains to 0-cochains. Given a 1-

cochain g[α] defined on the links of a given layer α, the co-boundary operator ∇∗α of

layer α is defined as:

∇∗αg[α] (v
[α]
i ) =

∑
`
[α]
k =(vi,vj)∈E[α] g(`

[α]
k )−

∑
`
[α]
k =(vj ,vi)∈E[α] g(`

[α]
k ). (3)

The co-boundary operator defined above can be represented by the N × K [α]

incidence matrix B[α] of elements

B
[α]
ik =

{
1 if `

[α]
k = (v

[α]
i , v

[α]
j ),

−1 if `
[α]
k = (v

[α]
j , v

[α]
i ).

Note that the boundary and co-boundary operators defined above are adjoint of each

other with respect to the standard L2 inner product.

Given the 0-cochain f [α] defined on the nodes in layer α, the Laplace operator ∆α for

layer α can be defined as:

∆αf (v
[α]
i ) = ∇∗α(∇αf)(v

[α]
i ) =

∑
l
[α]
k =(v

[α]
i ,v

[α]
j )

f [α](v
[α]
i )− f [α](v

[α]
j ). (4)

The matrix corresponding to the Laplace operator ∆α is the so-called Laplacian matrix

L[α] given by:

L[α] = B[α](B[α])>, (5)

whose elements are L
[α]
ij = k

[α]
i δij − a[α]ij .
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By introducing diagonal matrices D[α], whose diagonal elements are given by the

node degrees in layer α, i.e. D
[α]
ii = k

[α]
i , we can define the normalised (symmetric)

Laplacian of layer α in the usual way as:

L[α]
norm = (D[α])−

1
2L[α](D[α])−

1
2 , (6)

where we have adopted the convention that (D[α])−1ii = 0 if k
[α]
i = 0.

The two matrices L[α] and L
[α]
norm obeys the usual spectral properties of un-

normalised and normalised graph Laplacians [52]. In particular L[α] and L
[α]
norm are

semi-definite positive with a zero eigenvalue of multiplicity equal to the number of

connected component of the network in layer α. Moreover, the normalised Laplacian

L
[α]
norm has eigenvalues smaller or equal to 2.

3. Multilinks and multiboundary operators

In a single network every two nodes can be either linked or not linked. In a multiplex

network, instead any two nodes can be connected in multiple ways. Multilinks [1,48] (see

Figure 1) characterise exhaustively the pattern of connection between any two nodes

in a multiplex network. Specifically, in a duplex network, any two nodes vi and vj are

connected by a multilink of type ~m = (m[1],m[2]) with elements m[α] ∈ {1, 0}, where

m[α] = 1 iff there is a link between the two nodes at layer α, while m[α] = 0 otherwise.

Therefore, there are four possible types of multilinks. If nodes vi and vj are linked in

both layers we say that vi and vj are connected by a multilink of type (1, 1). If the

nodes vi and vj are linked by a link only in the first layer but they are not linked in the

second layer, we say that they are connected by a multilink of type (1, 0). Conversely,

if nodes vi and vj are linked only in the second layer, we say they are connected by a

multilink of type (0, 1). Finally two nodes are connected by the trivial multilink of type

(0, 0) when there is no link between the two nodes in neither layer. For each type of

multilink ~m, we can define a corresponding N × N multiadjacency matrix A~m having

elements [1]:

A~m
ij =

{
1 if ~mij = ~m,

0 otherwise.
(7)

Therefore, A~m
ij = 1 if there is a multilink ~m between nodes vi and vj, otherwise A~m

ij = 0.

Please note however that since any two nodes vi and vj can be connected at most by

a single multilink, the entries of the multiadjacency matrices are not independent [48].

This implies, for example, that if two nodes vi and vj are connected only in layer one,

then A
(1,0)
ij = 1 and the corresponding elements of the other multi-adjacency matrices

are all 0, i.e. A
(0,1)
ij = A

(1,1)
ij = A

(0,0)
ij = 0.

Given the multi-adjacency matrices it is possible to define the multidegree [1,48] k ~mi of

node vi as the number of multilinks of type ~m incident to node vi, i.e.

k ~mi =
N∑
j=1

A~m
ij . (8)
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Clearly the degrees k
[α]
i are related to the multidegrees of node i by

k
[1]
i = k

(1,0)
i + k

(1,1)
i , k

[2]
i = k

(0,1)
i + k

(1,1)
i . (9)

Interestingly multilinks lend themselves to be studied also from the applied topology

perspective. For this purpose, it is possible to define multi-incidence matrices B ~m, which

extend the notion of incidence matrix of single networks to the case of multiplex networks

[53]. In particular they represent the co-boundary operator acting on multilinks of type

~m. In order to define multi-incidence matrices, we consider oriented multilinks, in which

we adopt the orientation induced by the node labels, although the node labels can be

chosen arbitrarily. A multilink between node vi and vj, i.e. `~m = (vi, vj) will have

positive orientation if i < j and negative orientation otherwise. We will indicate with

`~mk the k − th positively oriented multilink. Consider 0-cochain f defined on the nodes

vi ∈ V̂ of a multiplex network, the multi-boundary operator ∇~m is defined as

∇~mf(`~mk = (vi, vj)) = f(vi)− f(vj), (10)

with ∇~mf(vj, vi) = ∇~mf(−(vi, vj)) = −∇~mf(vi, vj).

The adjoint operator of ∇~m (always with respect to the L2 inner product), is co-

boundary operator ∇∗~m. Let us consider the 1-cochain g ~m defined on the multilinks of

type ~m, the co-boundary operator ∇∗~m is defined as

∇∗~mg ~m(vi) =
∑

`~mk =(vi,vj)

g(`~mk )−
∑

`~mk =(vj ,vi)

g(`~mk ). (11)

The matrix corresponding to the co-boundary operator ∇∗~m is the N × K ~m multi-

incidence matrix B ~m whose elements are given by

B ~m
ik =


1 if `~mk = (vi, vj),

−1 if `~mk = (vj, vi),

0 otherwise.

(12)

As an example, in a two-layer multiplex network, we have three non-trivial multi-

incidence matrices B(1,0), B(0,1), B(1,1) and one trivial multi-incidence matrix B(0,0).

Given the 0-cochain f : V̂ → R defined on the nodes of the multiplex network, the

Laplace operator ∆~m for multilink ~m is defined as

(∆~mf)(vi) = ∇∗~m(∇~mf)(vi) =
∑

`~mk =(vi,vj)

f(vi)− f(vj), (13)

which is represented by N ×N multi-Laplacian matrix L~m which reads

L~m
ij = k ~mi δij − A~mij . (14)

By introducing the diagonal matrices D ~m, having the multidegrees as diagonal elements,

i.e. D ~m
ii = k ~mi , we can also introduce the normalised multi-Laplacian

L~m
norm = (D ~m)−

1
2L~m(D ~m)−

1
2 , (15)

where we have adopted the convention that (D ~m)−1ii = 0 if k ~mi = 0. The properties

of each multi-Laplacian L~m and each normalized multi-Laplacian L~m
norm are the usual
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properties of the graph Laplacians defined on a single network, however the different

multi-Laplacians of the same duplex networks might display non-trivial relations that

can be probed by evaluating their commutators [53].

4. Hyper-boundary operators of a duplex network

In this section we introduce the hyper-boundary operators of a duplex networks,

indicated also as lower and higher boundary operators. These definitions are inspired

by the definition of boundary operators recently proposed for hypergraphs [32–34]. The

hyper-boundary operators are defined on a duplex network in which we treat each node

vi as a direct sum of their replica nodes v
[1]
i and v

[2]
i and we assume that each replica node

can be in a different dynamical state. As we will see in the following, the lower boundary

operator captures the pairwise interactions between linked replica nodes belonging to

the same layer, while the higher boundary operator captures the four-body interactions

existing among every set of four replica nodes connected by a multilink of type (1, 1).

In particular, the oriented multilinks of type (1, 1) are here treated similarly as oriented

hyperedges formed by two input and two output nodes as in Refs. [32–34].

Consider a 0-cochain f : V → R defined on the 2N replica nodes of a duplex

network. The value of the 0-cochain f on the generic node v
[1]
i of the first layer is

indicated as f [1](v
[1]
i ), while the value that the 0-cochain f takes on the generic node v

[2]
i

of the second layer is indicated as f [2](v
[2]
i ). The lower-order boundary operator ∇lower

maps a generic 0-cochain to a 1-cochain and is defined by

∇lowerf (`
[α]
k ) =

{
∇1f

[1] (`
[1]
k ) = f [1](v

[1]
i )− f [1](v

[1]
j ) if α = 1, `

[α]
k = (v

[1]
i , v

[1]
j ),

∇2f
[2] (`

[2]
k ) = f [2](v

[2]
i )− f [2](v

[2]
j ) if α = 2, `

[α]
k = (v

[2]
i , v

[2]
j ),

(16)

with ∇lowerf (−`[α]k ) = −∇lowerf (`
[α]
k ).

Let us consider a 1-cochain g defined on the oriented links belonging to both layers of

the duplex network. The lower-order co-boundary operator ∇∗lower maps 1-cochains g

to 0-cochains and is defined by

∇∗lowerg (v
[1]
i ) = ∇∗1g (v

[1]
i ) =

∑
`
[1]
k =(v

[1]
i ,v

[1]
j )

g(`
[1]
k )−

∑
`
[1]
k =(v

[1]
j ,v

[1]
i )∈E[1]

g(`
[1]
k ),

∇∗lowerg (v
[2]
i ) = ∇∗2g (v

[2]
i ) =

∑
`
[2]
k =(v

[2]
i ,v

[2]
j )

g(`
[2]
k )−

∑
`
[2]
k =(v

[2]
j ,v

[2]
i )

g(`
[2]
k ).

The lower order Laplace operator ∆lower of a duplex network can therefore be defined

as

∆lower = ∇∗lower(∇lowerf)(v), (17)

which reads

∆lowerf (v
[1]
i ) =

∑
`
[1]
k =(v

[1]
i ,v

[1]
j )

f [1](v
[1]
i )− f [1](v

[1]
j ),
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∆lowerf (v
[2]
i ) =

∑
`
[2]
k =(v

[2]
i ,v

[2]
j )

f [2](v
[2]
i )− f [2](v

[2]
j ).

The matrix Llower corresponding to the Laplace operator ∆lower is the direct sum of L[1]

and L[2], namely we have:

Llower = L[1] ⊕ L[2] =

(
L[1] 0

0 L[2]

)
. (18)

Therefore, the operator ∆lower and its corresponding matrix Llower capture pairwise

interactions between adjacent nodes in the two layers of the duplex network. Since Llower
is the direct sum of L[1] and L[2], the spectrum of Llower is formed by the concatenation

of the eigenvalues of L[1] and L[2]. It follows that the zero eigenvalue has degeneracy

given by the sum of the numbers of connected components of the two layers, and that

the Fiedler eigenvalue (the smallest non zero eigenvalue) λs(Llower) of Llower is given by

the minimum between the Fiedler eigenvalues of L[1] and L[2], i.e.

λs(Llower) = min
(
λs(L

[1]), λs(L
[2])
)
. (19)

In order to define the higher-order operators on a duplex network, we make use of

multilinks of type ~m = (1, 1). The higher-order boundary operator ∇higher maps a 0-

cochain f defined on the 2N replica nodes to a 1-cochain defined on multilinks of type

~m = (1, 1). Indicating by `
(1,1)
k the k-th positively oriented multilink of type ~m = (1, 1)

connecting nodes vi and vj, (i.e. `
(1,1)
k = (vi, vj) with i < j) the higher-order boundary

operator ∇higher is defined by

∇higherf (`
(1,1)
k ) = ∇(1,1)f

[1](`
(1,1)
k ) +∇(1,1)f

[2](`
(1,1)
k )

= f [1](v
[1]
i )− f [1](v

[1]
j ) + f [2](v

[2]
i )− f [2](v

[2]
j ), (20)

where ∇higherf (−`(1,1)k ) = −∇higherf (`
(1,1)
k ).

The higher-order co-boundary operator ∇∗higher is the adjoint operator of ∇higher with

respect to the standard L2 inner product and it is defined as

∇∗higherg (v
[1]
i ) = ∇∗(1,1)g (v

[1]
i ) =

∑
`
(1,1)
k =(vi,vj)

g(`
(1,1)
k )−

∑
`
(1,1)
k =(vj ,vi)

g(`
(1,1)
k ),

∇∗higherg (v
[2]
i ) = ∇∗(1,1)g (v

[2]
i ) =

∑
`
(1,1)
k =(vi,vj)

g(`
(1,1)
k )−

∑
`
(1,1)
k =(vj ,vi)

g(`
(1,1)
k ).

Consequently, the higher-order Laplace operator ∆higher of a duplex network is defined

as

∆higher = ∇∗higher(∇higherf)(v), (21)

which reads

(∆higherf)(v
[1]
i ) = (∆higherf)(v

[2]
i ) = (22)∑

`
(1,1)
k =(vi,vj)

f [1](v
[1]
i ) + f [2](v

[2]
i )− f [1](v

[1]
j )− f [2](v

[2]
j ),
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The matrix Lhigher corresponding to the Laplace operator ∆higher is given by

Lhigher =

(
L(1,1) L(1,1)

L(1,1) L(1,1)

)
. (23)

Hence, the operator ∆higher and its corresponding matrix Lhigher capture the four-

body interactions between replica nodes belonging to multilinks of type ~m = (1, 1).

A normalised higher -order Laplacian can then be defined as:

Lhighernorm =

(
L
(1,1)
norm L

(1,1)
norm

L
(1,1)
norm L

(1,1)
norm

)
. (24)

where L
(1,1)
norm = (D(1,1))−

1
2L(1,1)(D(1,1))−

1
2 .

The spectrum of the higher-order Laplacian Lhigher and of the higher-order

normalized Laplacian Lhighernorm have the following major properties:

(i) Both Lhigher and Lhighernorm are semi-positive definite, hence their eigenvalues are non-

negative.

(ii) For all N dimensional vectors w, the 2N -dimensional vector X = (w,−w) is in

the kernel of Lhigher and in the kernel of Lhighernorm as well.

(iii) The operator Lhigher admits the eigenvalues λ = 2µ with corresponding eigenvectors

v = (u,u) where µ and u are eigenvalues and eigenvectors of matrix L(1,1)

respectively. Similarly, the operator Lhighernorm admits the eigenvalues λ = 2µ

with corresponding eigenvectors v = (u,u) where µ and u are eigenvalues and

eigenvectors of matrix L
(1,1)
norm respectively.

(iv) From the properties (i) and (ii) it follows that if the network formed exclusively by

multilinks of type ~m = (1, 1) has p′ connected components, then both the kernel of

Lhigher and the kernel of Lhighernorm have dimension N + p′.

5. The Hyper-Laplacians of a duplex network

Thanks to the lower- and higher -order operators introduced in the previous section, we

can define the Hyper-Laplace operator of a duplex network. Consider the 0-cochain f

defined on the replica nodes of a duplex network. The Hyper-Laplace operator of the

duplex network is then defined as:

∆f (v) = ∆lowerf (v) + δ11∆
higherf (v), (25)

where the control parameter δ11 ≥ 0 can be used to modulate the strength of higher-

order diffusion. Notice that, for δ11 = 0 the Hyper-Laplacian operator reduces to the

lower Laplacian operator, while for δ11 � 1 higher-order diffusion is dominating, and

the Hyper-Laplace operator in a first order approximation is given by ∆ ' δ11∆
higher.

The definition of the Hyper-Laplace operator given by Eq.(25) leads to the explicit

expression

∆f (v
[1]
i ) =

∑
`
[1]
k =(v

[1]
i ,v

[1]
j )

f [1](v
[1]
i )− f [1](v

[1]
j )



Hyper-diffusion on multiplex networks 11

+ δ11
∑

`
(1,1)
k =(vi,vj)

f [1](v
[1]
i ) + f [2](v

[2]
i )− f [1](v

[1]
j )− f [2](v

[2]
j ) (26)

∆f (v
[2]
i ) =

∑
`
[2]
k =(v

[2]
i ,v

[2]
j )

f [2](v
[2]
i )− f [2](v

[2]
j )

+ δ11
∑

`
(1,1)
k =(vi,vj)

f [1](v
[1]
i ) + f [2](v

[2]
i )− f [1](v

[1]
j )− f [2](v

[2]
j ) (27)

Hence, the Laplace operator ∆ captures pairwise interactions between nodes that are

connected by a link in a given layer; additionally it embodies four-body interactions

between every set of replica nodes connected by multilinks of type (1, 1).

As a result, the Hyper-Laplacian matrix of a duplex network can be written as

L = Llower + δ11Lhigher =

(
L[1] + δ11L

(1,1) δ11L
(1,1)

δ11L
(1,1) L[2] + δ11L

(1,1)

)
. (28)

Here we also define the normalised Hyper-Laplacian Lnorm as

Lnorm = D−
1
2LD−

1
2 (29)

where D indicates the (weighted) hyper-degree matrix defined as follows:

D = D1 ⊕D2 =

(
D1 0

0 D2

)
, (30)

with D1 = D(1,0) + (1 + δ11)D
(1,1) and D2 = D(0,1) + (1 + δ11)D

(1,1). Therefore, the

diagonal elements of D1 and D2 are given by the hyper-degrees d
[1]
i and d

[2]
i with

(D1)ii = d
[1]
i = k

[1]
i + δ11k

(1,1)
i , (D2)ii = d

[2]
i = k

[2]
i + δ11k

(1,1)
i . (31)

In other words, the hyper-degree of a replica node in each of the two layers of a two-

layer multiplex network is made up of two contributions: a contribution coming from

the pairwise interactions that the replica node has in its own layer and a contribution

coming from the 4-body interactions that the replica nodes has across the two layers

thanks to the multilinks of type (1, 1).

The normalised Hyper-Laplacian is defined as

Lnorm = D−
1
2LD−

1
2 (32)

and has explicit expression

Lnorm =

(
D
− 1

2
1 L[1]D

− 1
2

1 + δ11D
− 1

2
1 L(1,1)D

− 1
2

1 δ11D
− 1

2
1 L(1,1)D

− 1
2

2

δ11D
− 1

2
2 L(1,1)D

− 1
2

1 D
− 1

2
2 L[2]D

− 1
2

2 + δ11D
− 1

2
2 L(1,1)D

− 1
2

2

)
, (33)

where we adopt the convention that if the hyper-degree of a replica node is zero (i.e.

d
[α]
i = 0), then (D−1α )ii = 0. While the normalised Laplacian Lnorm is symmetric, it is

also possible to consider the isospectral asymmetric normalised Laplacian Lasym defined

as

Lasym = D−1L (34)
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that has the explicit expression

Lasym =

(
D−11 L[1] + δ11D

−1
1 L(1,1) δ11D

−1
1 L(1,1)

δ11D
−1
2 L(1,1) D−12 L[2] + δ11D

−1
2 L(1,1)

)
. (35)
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Figure 2. Bounds for the Fielder and the largest eigenvalue of the Hyper-

Laplacians. The Fiedler eigenvalue λ3 and the largest eigenvalue λL (solid blue lines)

are plotted versus the weight of higher-order interactions for the un-normalised Hyper-

Laplacian (panels (a) and (b)) and for the normalised Hyper-Laplacian (panels (c) and

(d)). The red dashed lines indicate the upper bounds, while the green and cyan dot-

dashed lines indicate the lower bounds. The duplex networks considered have Poisson

multidegree distributions with averages
〈
k(1,0)

〉
= 2,

〈
k(0,1)

〉
= 4,

〈
k(1,1)

〉
= 2 (panels

(a) and (b)) and
〈
k(1,0)

〉
= 2,

〈
k(0,1)

〉
= 2.8,

〈
k(1,1)

〉
= 0.7 (panels (c) and (d)). The

upper and lower bounds in panel (a) are given by Eq. (39). The upper bounds in

panels (b) and (d) are given by Eq. (40) and Eq. (49). The lower bounds in panels (b)

and (d) are given by 1 + 1/dmax and by max

(
〈d[1]〉N

〈d[1]〉N−d
[1]
max

,
〈d[2]〉N

〈d[2]〉N−d
[2]
max

)
. The upper

bound in panel (b) is given by Eq. (47).

6. Spectral properties of Hyper-Laplacians

In this section we investigate the basic spectral properties of the Hyper-Laplacians

defined in the previous section, and we derive upper and lower bounds for the smallest
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non zero eigenvalue and for the largest eigenvalue using the Rayleigh quotient [52]. Let

us first start with investigating the spectral properties of the Hyper-Laplacian matrix

L defined in Eq. (28). Given a generic column vector X =
(
x[1],x[2]

)>
defined on the

replica nodes of a duplex network, the Raylegh quotient is defined as

RQ(L) =
XTLX
XTX

, (36)

where X>LX is given by

X>LX =
1

2

[∑
i,j

a
[1]
ij (x

[1]
i − x

[1]
j )2 +

∑
i,j

a
[2]
ij (x

[2]
i − x

[2]
j )2

]

+
1

2
δ11

[∑
i,j

A
(1,1)
ij (x

[1]
i − x

[1]
j + x

[2]
i − x

[2]
j )2

]
. (37)

As it is evident from the Rayleigh quotient, since X>LX ≥ 0, the Hyper-Laplacian is

a positive semi-definite matrix and consequently its eigenvalues are non-negative. From

the investigation of the Rayleigh quotient we can deduce the following properties of the

Hyper-Laplacian:

(i) The Hyper-Laplacian L always admits a zero eigenvalue λ = 0 whose algebraic

multiplicity is equal to the sum of the connected components of the two layers (see

Appendix A for the proof).

(ii) The smallest non-zero eigenvalue λs(L) and λL and the largest eigenvalue of λL(L),

satisfy (see Appendix B for the proof)

λs(L) ≤
∑N

i=1(d
[1]
i + d

[2]
i )

2N − (s− 1)
≤ λL(L), (38)

where s− 1 indicates the degeneracy of the zero eigenvalue.

(iii) If each layer is formed by a single connected component, the degeneracy of the

eigenvalue λ = 0 is two. The smallest non-zero eigenvalue (Fiedler eigenvalue) of

non-normalised Hyper-Laplacian λ3(L) has the following bounds (see Appendix C

for the proof):

λ3(Llower) ≤ λs(L) ≤ 1

2
λ2
(
L[1] + L[2]

)
, (39)

where λ2
(
L[1] + L[2]

)
is the Fiedler eigenvalue of the aggregated network, while

λ3(Llower) is the Fiedler eigenvalue of Llower given by Eq. (19).

(iv) The largest eigenvalue λL of the non-normalized Hyper-Laplacian admits as upper

bound (see Appendix D for the proof)

λL(L) ≤
(

2 +
2δ11

1 + δ11

)
dmax, (40)

where dmax is the largest hyper-degree of the multiplex network, i.e.

dmax = max

(
max

i=1,...,N
d
[1]
i , max

i=1,...,N
d
[2]
i

)
. (41)

Note that in Eq. (40) the equality holds if and only if two layers are identical and

bipartite.
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A Rayleigh quotient can also be used to investigate the spectrum of the normalised

Hyper-Laplacian Lnorm [52]. Again, given a generic column vector X defined on the

replica nodes of the considered duplex network, the Rayleigh quotient of the normalised

Hyper-Laplacian is:

RQ(Lnorm) =
XTLnormX

XTX
=

XTD−
1
2LD− 1

2X

XTX
=

Y TLY
Y TDY

(42)

where Y = D−
1
2X. As evident from the Rayleigh quotient, the normalised Hyper-

Laplacian is a positive semi-definite matrix and consequently its eigenvalues are non-

negative. Moreover, the normalised Hyper-Laplacian has the following properties:

(i) The normalised Hyper-Laplacian Lnorm always admits a zero eigenvalue λ = 0

whose algebraic multiplicity is equal to the sum of the number of connected

components of two layers (see Appendix A for the proof).

(ii) The smallest non-zero eigenvalue λs(Lnorm) and λL and the largest eigenvalue of

λL(Lnorm), satisfy (see Appendix B for the proof)

λs(Lnorm) ≤ N

N − (s− 1)/2
≤ λL(Lnorm), (43)

where s− 1 indicates the degeneracy of the zero eigenvalue.

(iii) Let assume that each layer of the duplex network is connected. Without loss of

generality, we assume that the first layer has smaller Fiedler eigenvalue of the second

layer, i.e.

λ2(L
[1]
norm) ≤ λ2(L

[2]
norm). (44)

As long as

u>1 L
(1,1)u1

u>1D
(1,1)u1

≤ u>1 L
(1,0)u1

u>1D
(1,0)u1

, (45)

or equivalently

u>1 L
(1,1)u1

u>1D
(1,1)u1

≤ λ2(L
[1]
norm), (46)

where u1 = [D[1]]−
1
2y1 with y1 indicating the eigenvector corresponding to the

Fiedler eigenvalue of L
[1]
norm, then we have (see Appendix E for the proof)

λ3(Lnorm) ≤ λ2(L
[1]
norm). (47)

(iv) In addition to the bound listed in (i), by using similar approach as in [54, 55], we

can prove (see Appendix F) that the largest eigenvalue of the normalised Hyper-

Laplacian Lnorm has the following upper bound

λL(Lnorm) ≥ max

{ 〈
d[1]
〉
N

〈d[1]〉N − d[1]max
,

〈
d[2]
〉
N

〈d[2]〉N − d[2]max
, 1 +

1

dmax

}
, (48)

where dmax is the largest hyper-degree in two layers of multiplex network.
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(v) The largest eigenvalue of the normalised Hyper-Laplacian λL(Lnorm) admits as

upper bound (see Appendix D for the proof)

λL(Lnorm) ≤ 2 +
2δ11

1 + δ11
, (49)

with equality if and only if two layers are identical and bipartite.

Finally, the asymmetric normalised Laplacian Lasym can be easily shown to have

the same spectrum as Lnorm. Additionally the left eigenvector of Lasym associated to

the eigenvalue λ is given by vasym,L = D−
1
2vnorm where vnorm is the eigenvector of

Lnorm associated to the same eigenvalue, while the right eigenvalue associated to the

eigenvalue λ is given by vasym,R = D
1
2vnorm. Note that, when both layers are connected,

the asymmetric normalised Laplacian has a twice degenerate eigenvalue λ = 0 with

associated left eigenvectors taking constant values on the replica nodes of layer 1 and

layer 2 respectively, while the right eigenvectors have elements proportional to the hyper-

degrees of layer 1 and the hyper-degrees of layer 2 respectively.

In Figure 3, we show the Fielder eigenvalue and the largest eigenvalue of both

the un-normalised Hyper-Laplacian L and the normalised Hyper-Laplacian Lnorm as a

function of δ11. The considered duplex networks are networks with Poisson distribution

of multilinks [1, 48, 56]. In addition to the dependence of the eigenvalues of the Hyper-

Laplacian on the diffusion constant δ11, the figure also shows the upper and lower bound

theoretically predicted in this section showing that for the duplex networks considered

in the figure, the upper bounds (Eq. (40) and Eq. (49)) on the largest eigenvalues are

tight, and that also the upper bound (Eq.(47)) on λ3(Lnorm) is tight for δ11 � 1.

7. Hyper-diffusion on a duplex network

Hyper-diffusion refers to a diffusion process driven by the Hyper-Laplacians L and Lasym
and capturing both intra-layer (pairwise) interactions and inter-layer 4-body interactions

encoded by the multilinks of type (1, 1). Let us start by discussing the hyper-diffusion

driven by the non-normalised Hyper-Laplacian L. We assume that at time t the state of

the replica nodes is characterized by the 2N -dimensional vector X(t) =
(
x[1](t),x[2](t)

)
,

and that the system is initially in the state X(0) = X0 =
(
x
[1]
0 ,x

[2]
0

)
. The evolution of

hyper-diffusion is governed by the following differential equation:

dX

dt
= −LX =

(
Llower + δ11Lhigher

)
X, (50)

which element-wise reads

dx
[1]
i

dt
=

N∑
j=1

a
[1]
ij (x

[1]
j − x

[1]
i ) + δ11

N∑
j=1

A
(1,1)
ij (x

[1]
j + x

[2]
j − x

[1]
i − x

[2]
i )

dx
[2]
i

dt
=

N∑
j=1

a
[2]
ij (x

[2]
j − x

[2]
i ) + δ11

N∑
j=1

A
(1,1)
ij (x

[1]
j + x

[2]
j − x

[1]
i − x

[2]
i ) (51)
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Figure 3. Schematic representation of the hyper-diffusion on a multiplex

network. Any two nodes connected by a multilink of type (1, 0) (panel (a)) or of type

(0, 1) (panel (b)) are coupled by the lower Laplacian only encoding for the pairwise

interactions between replica nodes. However any two nodes connected by a multilink

of type (1, 1) (panel (c)) are coupled by the higher Laplacian as well, encoding for

four-body interactions and coupling the dynamics among the two layers.

with i = 1, 2, . . . , N . For δ11 = 0 the diffusion in the two layers is uncoupled, while

for δ11 > 0 the presence of multilinks of type (1, 1) embodying higher-order interactions

between replica nodes allows hyper-diffusion to couple the dynamics on the two layers

as sketched in Figure 3. Note that the average state
〈
x[α](t)

〉
of the replica nodes of

each layer α, defined as〈
x[α](t)

〉
=

1

N

N∑
i=1

x
[α]
i (t) (52)

is a conserved property of the dynamics, as the dynamical Eqs.(51) implies

d
〈
x[α](t)

〉
dt

= 0. (53)

Therefore, we have that the average state
〈
x[α](t)

〉
of the replica nodes in layer α is

constant in time, i.e.〈
x[α](t)

〉
=
〈
x
[α]
0

〉
∀t ≥ 0. (54)

Given initial condition X(t = 0) = X0, the dynamical system defined in Eq. (50) has

solution

X(t) = e−LtX0. (55)
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If we decompose initial condition X0 = (x
[1]
0 ,x

[2]
0 ) into the basis of eigenvectors vn of

Hyper-Laplacian, i.e. X0 =
∑

n cnvn, the solution to Eq. (50) reads

X(t) =
∑
n

e−λntcnvn. (56)

Assuming that two layers are connected, as long as the spectrum of the Hyper-Laplacian

displays a spectral gap, the solution to Eq. (50) reads can be approximated as

X(t) ' c1v1 + c2v2 + c3e
−λ3tv3, (57)

where v1 = (1/
√
N,0)> and v2 = (0,1/

√
N)> are the eigenvectors of Hyper-Laplacian

corresponding to eigenvalue λ = 0, which are homogeneous on the replica nodes of the

first and second layer respectively, and v3 is the eigenvector associated to the first non-

zero eigenvalue of Hyper-Laplacian λ3(L). Hence, in the presence of a finite spectral

gap of L, the relaxation time scale τ of hyper-diffusion is given by

τ =
1

λ3(L)
, (58)

and the steady state is given by:

lim
t→∞

X =
(〈
x
[1]
0

〉
1,
〈
x
[2]
0

〉
1
)>

, (59)

where
〈
x
[α]
0

〉
indicates the average of the elements of x

[α]
0 . Therefore, as long as the

initial states of the replica nodes of layer 1 is drawn from the same distribution of the

initial state of the replica nodes in layer 2, in the limit of N →∞ the final state on all

the replica nodes of the duplex network will be the same.

The hyper-diffusion driven by asymmetric normalised Hyper-Laplacian Lasym can

be defined in an analogous way. Again, given the initial condition X(0) = X0 =(
x
[1]
0 ,x

[2]
0

)
, the dynamics obeys the system of equations

dX

dt
= −LasymX, (60)

which element-wise reads

dx
[1]
i

dt
=

1

d
[1]
i

N∑
j=1

a
[1]
ij (x

[1]
j − x

[1]
i ) + δ11

1

d
[1]
i

N∑
j=1

A
(1,1)
ij (x

[1]
j + x

[2]
j − x

[1]
i − x

[2]
i )

dx
[2]
i

dt
=

1

d
[2]
i

N∑
j=1

a
[2]
ij (x

[2]
j − x

[2]
i ) + δ11

1

d
[2]
i

N∑
j=1

A
(1,1)
ij (x

[1]
j + x

[2]
j − x

[1]
i − x

[2]
i ) (61)

with i = 1, 2, . . . , N . Now it is immediate to show that the conserved quantities are〈
x[α](t)

〉
d[α]

=
1

〈d[α]〉N

N∑
i=1

d
[α]
i x

[α]
i (t) (62)

as the dynamical Eqs.(61) implies

d
〈
x[α](t)

〉
d[α]

dt
= 0. (63)



Hyper-diffusion on multiplex networks 18

Therefore we have that〈
x[α](t)

〉
d[α]

=
〈
x
[α]
0

〉
d[α]
∀t ≥ 0. (64)

Given the initial condition X(t = 0) = X0, the dynamical system defined in Eq. (50)

has solution

X(t) = e−L
asymtX0. (65)

If we decompose initial condition X0 = (x
[1]
0 ,x

[2]
0 ) into the basis of left eigenvectors vLn

of the asymmetric normalised Hyper-Laplacian, i.e. X0 =
∑

n cnv
L
n , Eq. (50) reads

X(t) =
∑
n

e−λntcnv
L
n . (66)

Therefore, assuming that two layers are connected, as long as the spectrum of the

Hyper-Laplacian displays a spectral gap, the solution to the equation Eq. (50) can be

approximated as:

X(t) ' c1v
L
1 + c2v

L
2 + c3e

−λ3tvL3 , (67)

where vL1 = (1,0)> and vL2 = (0,1)> are the left eigenvectors of Hyper-Laplacian

corresponding to eigenvalue λ = 0, which are homogeneous on the replica nodes of

the first and second layer respectively, c[α] =
〈
x
[α]
0

〉
d[α]

and vL3 is the left eigenvector

associated to the first non-zero eigenvalue of Hyper-Laplacian λ3(L).

Hence, in the presence of a finite spectral gap of L, the relaxation time scale τ of

hyper-diffusion is given by

τ =
1

λ3(Lasym)
, (68)

and the steady state is

lim
t→∞

X =
(〈
x
[1]
0

〉
d[1]

1,
〈
x
[2]
0

〉
d[2]

1
)>

. (69)

Independent of the choice of the Hyper-Laplacian, we observe the following

important property of hyper-diffusion: although the dynamical state of each layer has

an average (or a weighted average) that is preserved, the dynamics of the two layers

is non-trivially coupled. In particular the coupling between the layers is revealed by

the relaxation time to the steady state of the dynamics that becomes synchronous for

sufficiently large values of δ11. In fact, for δ11 = 0 the layers are uncoupled, and when

the topology of the two layers is different, the characteristic relaxation to the steady

state is different with each layer α. Indeed each layer α has a characteristic relaxation

time given by the inverse of the Fiedler eigenvalue of L[α]. However when δ11 > 0, the

characteristic relaxation time of the two layers becomes the same and is given by the

inverse of the Fiedler eigenvalue of the Hyper-Laplacian as long as the Fiedler eigenvector

is non-localised on a single layer (which typically occurs for sufficiently large values of

δ11). This phenomenon is very evident if we monitor the variance σ2 of the state of

the replica nodes in each single layer as a function of t in the two limiting cases where

δ11 = 0 and δ11 > 0 (see Figure 4 for an example). However , we notice an important
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Figure 4. Convergence of hyper-diffusion to the steady state. The variance

σ2 of the states of the replica nodes is plotted as a function of time in absence (δ11 = 0)

and in presence (δ11 = 20) of coupling between the layers for hyper-diffusion driven

by the un-normalised Hyper-Laplacian L (panel a) and for the normalised asymmetric

Hyper-Laplacian Lasym (panel (b)). Note that the relaxation to the steady state for

δ11 = 0 is driven by Llower in panel (a) and by D− 1
2LlowerD− 1

2 in panel (b), that

are matrices with different Fielder eigenvalues, hence the two relaxation curves are

different. The variances σ2 of the states of the replica nodes of layer α, with α ∈ {1, 2},
are plotted in absence of hyper-diffusion (δ11 = 0) (panel (c) and (d)) in presence of

hyper-diffusion (δ11 = 20) (panels (e) and (f)) for the un-normalised Hyper-Laplacian L
(panels (c) and (e)) and for the normalised asymmetric Hyper-Laplacian Lasym (panels

(d) and (f)). In panels (e) and (f) the two curves are super-imposed. The duplex

networks have N = 100 nodes and Poisson distribution of multilinks with average〈
k(1,0)

〉
= 2,

〈
k(0,1)

〉
= 4,

〈
k(1,1)

〉
= 2 (panel (a));

〈
k(1,0)

〉
= 2,

〈
k(0,1)

〉
= 2,

〈
k(1,1)

〉
= 5

(panel (b));
〈
k(1,0)

〉
= 3,

〈
k(0,1)

〉
= 5,

〈
k(1,1)

〉
= 3 (panels (c)-(f).
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difference between hyper-diffusion driven by the un-normalised Hyper-Laplacian and

the one driven by the asymmetric normalised Hyper-Laplacian. The Fiedler eigenvalue

of L increases with δ11 implying that hyper-diffusion (δ11 > 0) driven by L is faster than

diffusion of the slowest of the two layers and becomes increasingly faster by increasing

δ11 (see Figure 4). For some duplex network topologies hyper-diffusion driven by the un-

normalised Hyper-Laplacian L can also lead to super-diffusion, i.e. diffusion faster than

the diffusion of the fastest layer of the duplex network (see Figure 4(c) for δ11 = 0 and

Figure 4(e) for δ11 = 20). However, the Fiedler eigenvalue of Lnorm decreases with δ11
as a consequence of the fact that the hyperdegree also depends on δ11. Therefore hyper-

diffusion driven by the normalised Hyper-Laplacian becomes slower as δ11 is increased

(see Figure 4).

8. Asymptotic behaviour of hyper-diffusion

The properties of hyper-diffusion are dictated by the spectrum of the Hyper-Laplacians.

In this section we investigate the asymptotic behaviour of hyper-diffusion driven by

the Hyper-Laplacians in the limiting cases δ11 � 1 and δ11 � 1. To this end, we

perform a perturbative expansion [57] of the eigenvalues of the Hyper-Laplacians under

the assumption that each layer is formed by a connected network.

8.1. Asymptotic expansion for δ11 � 1

Let us consider first the asymptotic expansion of the eigenvalues of the un-normalised

Hyper-Laplacian L and subsequently generalise the results obtained to the normalised

Hyper-Laplacian Lnorm, which has the same spectrum of Lasym as observed in Sec. 6.

For δ11 small, the non-zero eigenvalues of Hyper-Laplacian L = Llower + δ11Lhigher
are perturbations of non-zero eigenvalues of Llower. Let x[α] be a normalised eigenvector

of Laplacian of layer α with non-degenerate eigenvalue λ[α]. The eigenvector x[α] satisfies,

L[α]x[α] = λ[α]x[α]. (70)

The corresponding eigenvector of Llower is v[α] = eα ⊗x[α], where eα is a 2-dimensional

canonical vector whose αth component is one. Hence v[α] satisf ies

Llowerv[α] = λ[α]v[α]. (71)

For δ11 � 1, using a first-order perturbative expansion of the eigenvector v of L and its

corresponding eigenvalue λ we obtain

v ≈ v[α] + δ11v
′, (72)

λ ≈ λ[α] + δ11λ
′, (73)

where in order to guarantee that v has norm equal to one in the first order of the

perturbative expansion, we must impose that v′ is orthogonal to v[α]. Substituting v

and λ in Lv = λv yields in the first order approximation

Llowerv′ + Lhigherv[α] = λ[α]v′ + λ′v[α]. (74)
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By multiplying both sides of Eq. (74) from the left by (v[α])>, using (v[α])>Llower =

λ[α](v[α])>, we can derive the following expression for λ′

λ′ =
x[α]>L(1,1)x[α]

x[α],>x[α]
= RQ(L(1,1),x[α]). (75)

Hence, for δ11 � 1, the non-zero eigenvalues of Hyper-Laplacian are given by

λ ≈ λ[α] +RQ(L(1,1),x[α])δ11, (76)

where λ[α] and x[α] are the eigenvalues and respective eigenvectors of Laplacian of layer

α. Following a similar procedure we can generalise the results to the normalized Hyper-

Laplacian Lnorm finding that the eigenvalues λ′ of Lnorm, in the first order of perturbation

theory, can be expressed as

λ = λ[α] +RQ(D
− 1

2
α L(1,1)D

− 1
2

α ,x[α]), (77)

where here x[α] indicates the eigenvalue of the normalised Laplacian L
[α]
norm and λ[α]

indicates its corresponding (non degenerate) eigenvalue.

Note that Eq.(76) and Eq.(77) are only valid if the eigenvalue λ[α] is non degenerate.

For the asymptotic expansion in case in which λ[α] is degenerate, see Appendix G.

8.2. Asymptotic expansion for δ11 � 1

Let us now consider the asymptotic expansion of the spectrum of the Hyper-Laplacians

for δ11 � 1. Let us first discuss this expansion for the un-normalised Hyper-Laplacian

L and then discuss the differences with the asymptotic expansion of the spectrum of

the normalised Hyper-Laplacian Lnorm.

For δ11 � 1, the Hyper-Laplacian L can be written as

L = δ11(Lhigher + εLlower) = δ11L̂, (78)

where ε = 1/δ11 � 1. Here, we calculate the eigenvalues of L̂ perturbatively for ε� 1.

At ε = 0 the eigenvalues of L̂ coincides with the eigenvalues of Lhigher. At the first order

of the perturbative expansion, the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of L̂ are

v ≈ v0 + εv′, (79)

λ̂ ≈ λ0 + ελ′, (80)

where, in order to preserve the unitary norm of v we need to impose, in the first order

approximation, that v′ is orthogonal to v0. Substituting v and λ̂ in L̂v = λ̂v yields, in

the first order approximation,

Lhigherv′ + Llowerv0 = λ0v
′ + λ′v0. (81)

If λ0 is non-degenerate eigenvalue (and hence λ0 6= 0) the corresponding eigenvector of

Lhigher is v0 = (u0,u0)
> where u0 is the eigenvector corresponding to the non degenerate

eigenvalue λ0 6= 0 of the multi-Laplacian matrix L(1,1). By multiplying both sides of Eq.

(81) from the left by transpose of v0, we get

λ′ =
vT0 Llowerv0

vT0 v0

= RQ

(
L[1] + L[2]

2
,u0

)
. (82)
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Hence, the eigenvalues λ of Hyper-Laplacian that are perturbation of non-zero and

non-degenerate eigenvalues λ0, are given for δ11 = 1/ε� 1 by

λ ≈ δ11λ̂ = δ11λ0 +RQ

(
L[1] + L[2]

2
,u0

)
. (83)

Notice that since λ0 > 0, all these eigenvalues scale like O(δ11) as δ11 � 1 and hence

diverge with δ11. The asymptotic expansion of non-degenerate eigenvalues can be

conducted following similar steps as in Appendix G.

If λ0 = 0, let us consider v0 =
(
u

[1]
0 ,u

[2]
0

)>
indicating the eigenvector of Lhigher

corresponding to eigenvalue λ0 = 0 and a a vector v′ =
(
u′[1],u′[2]

)>
perpendicular to

the kernel fo Lhigher. In these hypothesis Eq. (81) admits the explicit expression

L(1,1)(u′[1] + u′[2]) + L[1]u
[1]
0 = λ′u

[1]
0 , (84)

L(1,1)(u′[1] + u′[2]) + L[2]u
[2]
0 = λ′u

[2]
0 . (85)

By subtracting equations (84) and (85) we get

L[1]u
[1]
0 − L[2]u

[2]
0 = λ′(u

[1]
0 − u

[2]
0 ). (86)

In the following, we consider a particular case where multi-Laplacian L(1,1) has exactly

one eigenvalue equal to zero; in other words, the case where network of overlap of two

layers is connected. In this scenario, the eigenvector v0 corresponding to eigenvalue

λ0 = 0 of Lhigher can be represented as

v0 = (ū,−ū)> + c(1,1)> (87)

where 1 is all one N -dimensional vector whose elements are all equal to one, and ū is an

arbitrary N dimensional vector. If we substitute Eq.(87) into equation (86), we have:(
L[1] + L[2]

2

)
ū = λ′ū. (88)

Hence, λ′ = µ where µ is the eigenvalue of matrix (L[1] + L[2])/2. It follows that the

associated eigenvalues of Hyper-Laplacian λ are given, in the first order approximation,

by λ = δ11(λ0 + εµ), and since λ0 = 0, δ11ε = 1, we obtain

λ ≈ µ. (89)

Therefore, when multi-Laplacian L(1,1) has exactly one eigenvalue equal to zero, the

smallest non-zero eigenvalue of Hyper-Laplacian L approaches its upper bound for

δ11 →∞. It follows that in the limit δ11 � 1 as long as the network formed by multilinks

of type (1, 1) is connected, the un-normalised Hyper-Laplacian displays 2N−2 non-zero

eigenvalues, of which N − 1 eigenvalues scale like O(δ11) for δ11 � 1 and hence are

diverging with δ11 while N − 1 eigenvalues remain O(1) and have a finite limit for

δ11 →∞. Similarly on can show that under the same hypothesis the normalised Hyper-

Laplacian Lnorm displays exactly 2N−2 non-zero eigenvalues of which N−1 eigenvalues

are O(1) and converge to a constant as δ11 → ∞ while the remaining non-zero N − 1

eigenvalues scale as O(1/δ11) for δ11 � 1 (see Appendix H).
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Figure 5. The non-zero spectrum of the Hyper-Laplacian on a small duplex

network. The eight non-zero eigenvalues of a duplex network with N = 5 nodes are

plotted as a function of δ11 for the Hyper-Laplacian L (panel (a)) and the normalised

Hyper-Laplacian Lnorm. The duplex network is shown in panel (c) with the multilinks

of type (1, 0) in blue color, the multilinks (0, 1) in green, and the multilinks of type

(1, 1) in red.

8.3. Example of the spectrum of a small network

In order to provide a concrete example where the results of the above asymptotic

expansion can be tested, we consider a small network of N = 5 and we study the

spectrum of the un-nonrmalised Hyper-Laplacian and the spectrum of the normalised

Hyper-Laplacian as a function of δ11 (see Figure 5). The considered duplex network is

formed by two connected layers, and the network formed by multilinks of type (1, 1)

is connected, therefore as long as δ11 > 0 the zero eigenvalue has multiplicity 2 and

the number of non-zero eigenvalues is 8. For the un-normalised Hyper-Laplacian we

observe that exactly 4 eigenvalues diverge as δ11 →∞ while the other eigenvalues have

a finite limit. For the normalised Hyper-Laplacian we observe instead that 4 eigenvalues

have a finite limit as δ11 → ∞ while four eigenvalues scale as O(1/δ11) as δ11 � 1 (see

Figure 5). Interestingly, in the considered example we observe an eigenvalue crossing as

a function of δ11 for the normalised Hyper-Laplacian.

9. Conclusions

In this work, we have introduced multiplex hyper-diffusion, a novel type of diffusion on

multiplex networks that also takes into account higher-order interactions, and we have

investigated its dynamical properties by means of spectral graph theory. The main idea
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behind multiplex hyperdiffusion is that it accounts for two processes at the same time:

diffusion occurring on each single layer of the multiplex network due to the specific intra-

layer pairwise interactions, and higher-order diffusion among different layers occurring

when links of different layers overlap. Such higher-order interactions due to link overlap

are here treated similarly to the oriented hyperedges studied in Refs. [32,33].

In this work, we have focused in particular on hyper-diffusion on duplex networks ,i.e.

multiplex networks with two layers. In a duplex network hyper-diffusion couples the

dynamics of the two layers of a multiplex network through multilinks of type (1, 1),

which encode 4-body interactions. The relevance of higher-order diffusion with respect

to diffusion occurring in each of the two single layers is controlled by the parameter

δ11. We have investigated the properties of hyper-diffusion as a function of the value

of the tuning parameter δ11 ≥ 0 by characterising the spectral properties of the Hyper-

Laplacians that drive this dynamical processes. Specifically, we have provided upper

and lower-bounds for the Fiedler eigenvalue and the largest eigenvalue of the Hyper-

Laplacians, and we have compared these theoretical bounds with simulation results. In

addition to this, we have also investigated the dynamical properties of hyper-diffusion

and its relaxation to the steady state. We found that hyper-diffusion does not lead to a

“transfer of mass” between the two layers, as the average state (or a weighted average

state) of the replica nodes is a conserved quantity of the dynamics. However, the

presence of higher-order interactions couples the dynamics in the two layers and allows

the two layers to reach the steady state at the same time, as long as the eigenvector

associated to the Fielder eigenvalue of the Hyper-Laplacian is not localised on a single

layer. This implies that when, in absence of hyper-diffusion (δ11 = 0) the two layers

would display different characteristic relaxation times, as long as the hyper-diffusion on

multilinks of type (1, 1) is turned on (δ11 > 0), and the Fiedler eigenvector of the Hyper-

Laplacian is delocalized in both layers, the two layers display the same relaxation time.

Finally , we have investigated the asymptotic behaviour of hyper-diffusion in the limiting

cases when δ11 � 1 and δ11 � 1, highlighting the differences among hyper-diffusion

driven by the un-normalised and by the asymmetric normalised Hyper-Laplacian.

In conclusion this is a pioneering work that treats diffusion on multiplex networks

with higher-order interactions, and shows that the higher-order coupling between the

layers changes the diffusion properties of the entire multiplex network. Finally, our work

establishes a bridge between the study of multiplex networks and the study of higher-

order networks and oriented hypergraphs, and we hope that this can lead to further

research at the interface of these two hot topics. Possible directions in which this work

can be expanded include the investigation of hyper-diffusion on multiplex networks with

more than two layers and the application of this framework to non-linear models, such

as synchronisation of identical oscillators or generalised Kuramoto models.

Data availability.

No real data have been used in this work.
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Code availability.

The code used to generate multiplex networks with given multidegree distribution is

available at [56].
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[40] Ana P Millán, Reza Ghorbanchian, Nicolò Defenu, Federico Battiston, and Ginestra Bianconi.

Local topological moves determine global diffusion properties of hyperbolic higher-order

networks. Physical Review E, 104(5):054302, 2021.

[41] Marcus Reitz and Ginestra Bianconi. The higher-order spectrum of simplicial complexes:

a renormalization group approach. Journal of Physics A: Mathematical and Theoretical,

53(29):295001, 2020.

[42] Ginestra Bianconi. The topological dirac equation of networks and simplicial complexes. Journal

of Physics: Complexity, 2(3):035022, 2021.

[43] Sanjukta Krishnagopal and Ginestra Bianconi. Spectral detection of simplicial communities via

Hodge Laplacians. Physical Review E, 104(6):064303, 2021.

[44] Hanlin Sun and Ginestra Bianconi. Higher-order percolation processes on multiplex hypergraphs.

Physical Review E, 104(3):034306, 2021.

[45] Cook Hyun Kim, Minjae Jo, JS Lee, G Bianconi, and B Kahng. Link overlap influences opinion

dynamics on multiplex networks of ashkin-teller spins. Physical Review E, 104(6):064304, 2021.

[46] Jürgen Jost and Raffaella Mulas. Normalized Laplace operators for hypergraphs with real

coefficients. Journal of complex networks, 9(1):cnab009, 2021.

[47] Luca Gallo, Riccardo Muolo, Lucia Gambuzza, Vito Latora, MAttia Frasca, and Timoteo Carletti.

Synchronization induced by directed higher-order interactions. arXiv preprint arXiv:2202.08707,

2022.

[48] Ginestra Bianconi. Statistical mechanics of multiplex networks: Entropy and overlap. Physical

Review E, 87(6):062806, 2013.

[49] Giulia Menichetti, Daniel Remondini, Pietro Panzarasa, Raúl J Mondragón, and Ginestra
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Appendix A. Dimension of the kernel of the Hyper-Laplacians

We consider a duplex network formed by two layers, each having p[α] connected

components with support on the sets of replica nodes S
[α]
1 , S

[α]
2 . . . , S

[α]

p[α]
. It is well

known that the dimension of the Laplacian L[α] of layer α is p[α] and it is spanned by the

orthogonal N -dimensional vectors xn,[α] having value one on S
[α]
n and zero everywhere

else.

From this well known result and from the fact that Llower is the direct sum of

L[1] and L[2], it follows that the dimension of the kernel of Llower is p = p[1] + p[2]

https://github.com/ginestrab/Multiplex-Models


Hyper-diffusion on multiplex networks 28

and that this kernel is spanned by the orthogonal 2N -dimensional vectors Xn,[1] =

(xn,[1],0)>,Xn,[2] = (0,xn,[2])>.

Here , we want to show that the dimension of the kernel of the Hyper-Laplacian

L = Llower + δ11Lhigher is also p, and that the kernel of L coincides with the kernel of

Llower, i.e.

ker(L) = kerLlower. (A.1)

In order to prove this result, first we observe that since L = Llower + δ11Lhigher and

both Laplacians Llower and Lhigher are semipositive definite,

ker(L) ⊆ ker(Llower). (A.2)

Secondly we show that

ker(L) ⊇ ker(Llower), (A.3)

by demonstrating that the vectors Xn,[α] that span the kernel of Llower are also in the

kernel of Lhigher and hence in the kernel of L. We have already mentioned that the

vectors xn,[α] are in the kernel of L[α], which implies

〈xn,[α], L[α]xn,[α]〉 =
1

2

∑
i,j

a
[α]
ij

(
x
n,[α]
i − xn,[α]j

)2
= 0, (A.4)

where here and in the following we indicate the scalar product between the generic

column vectors u and w as 〈u,w〉 = u>w. Eq.(A.4) implies that x
n,[α]
i = x

n,[α]
j whereas

a
[α]
ij = 1. We now want to show that Xn,[α] are in the kernel of Lhigher which implies

〈Xn,[α],LhigherXn,[α]〉 =
1

2

∑
i,j

A
(1,1)
ij

(
x
n,[α]
i − xn,[α]j

)2
= 0. (A.5)

This relation is identically satisfied as whereas A
(1,1)
ij = 1 then a

[α]
ij = A

(1,0)
ij +A

(1,1)
ij = 1,

and therefore x
n,[α]
i − x

n,[α]
j = 0. Hence, we have demonstrated the relation (A.3)

completing the proof that

dim ker(L) = p. (A.6)

We conclude by noticing that also the dimension of the normalised Hyper-Laplacian

Lnorm is p. Indeed the dimension of the kernel of the normalised Hyper-Laplacian is the

dimension of the space of all vectors X for which the Rayleigh quotient of the normalised

Hyper-Laplacian vanishes, i.e.

RQ(Lnorm) =
XTLnormX

XTX
= 0. (A.7)

Since we have

RQ(Lnorm) =
XTD−

1
2LD− 1

2X

XTX
=

Y TLY
Y TDY

(A.8)

where Y = D−
1
2X, it follows that the dimension of the kernel of Lnorm is equal to

the dimension of the space formed by the vectors Y for which Y TLY = 0, i.e. the

dimension of the kernel of L, or equivalently

dim ker(Lnorm) = p. (A.9)
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Appendix B. Proof of Eq. (38) and Eq. (43)

In this Appendix we provide the proof of Eq.(38) and Eq. (43). Let us first prove Eq.

(38) for the eigenvalues of L and then generalise the results for the eigenvalues of Lnorm
(Eq.(43). Assume that the zero eigenvalue of L has degeneracy s− 1. We indicate with

λs(L) be the smallest non-zero eigenvalue and with λL(L) be the largest eigenvalue of

L. Then it follows that

(2N − (s− 1))λs(L) ≤
2N∑
i=s

λi =
2N∑
i=1

λi = TrL ≤ (2N − (s− 1))λL(L), (B.1)

This relation yields

λs (L) ≤ TrL
2N − (s− 1)

≤ λL (L) . (B.2)

Since TrL =
∑N

i=1(d
[1]
i + d

[2]
i ), Eq. (38) follows immediately, i.e.

λs (L) ≤
∑N

i=1(d
[1]
i + d

[2]
i )

2N − (s− 1)
≤ λL (L) . (B.3)

Similarly, assuming that the zero eigenvalue of Lnorm has degeneracy s−1, the following

bounds hold

λs (Lnorm) ≤ Tr(Lnorm)

2N − (s− 1)
≤ λL (Lnorm) . (B.4)

Since in a duplex network Tr(Lnorm) ≤ 2N with equality if and only if there are no

isolated nodes, Eq.(43) holds, i.e.

λs (Lnorm) ≤ N

N − (s− 1)/2
≤ λL (Lnorm) . (B.5)

Appendix C. Proof of Eq.(39)

Let us consider a duplex network formed by two connected layers. In this section we

prove the inequalities of Eq. (39) which constitute upper and lower bounds for the

Fiedler eigenvalue of L. According to the Courant–Fischer theorem we know that the

Fiedler eigenvalue of the considered duplex network can be obtained from the following

minimization problem

λ3(L) = min
X∈Q

X>LX, (C.1)

where every vector X =
(
x[1],x[2]

)> ∈ Q should have the following properties:

• X has to be normalised, i.e. X>X = 1.

• X has to be perpendicular to the eigenspace of λ = 0 which implies:

〈X, (1,0)>〉 = 0 〈X, (0,1)>〉 = 0, (C.2)
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where 0 and 1 are all zero and all one N -dimensional vectors. To find a lower bound

for the Fielder eigenvalue of L we observe that we can express X>LX as

X>LX = X>(Llower + δ11Lhigher)X. (C.3)

Since Lhigher is a semi positive definite operator, we have that

X>LX ≥X>LlowerX, (C.4)

from which it follows that

λ3(L) ≥ λ3(Llower) = min
(
λ2(L

[1]), λ2(L
[2])
)
. (C.5)

Therefore the Fiedler eigenvalue of Llower is an lower-bound to the Fiedler eigenvalue

of the Hyper-Laplacian L. Let us now find an upper bound for λ3(L). By substituting

X =
(
x[1],x[2]

)>
, the conditions in Eq.(C.2) will be translated to:

〈x[1],1〉 = 0 , 〈x[2],1〉 = 0 , 〈x[1],x[1]〉+ 〈x[2],x[2]〉 = 1.

Moreover we can express Eq. (C.1) in terms of the vectors x[1] and x[2] as

λs(L) = min
X∈Q

F (x[1],x[2]) (C.6)

where F (x[1],x[2]) is given by

F (x[1],x[2]) = (x[1])TL[1]x[1] + (x[2])TL[2]x[2] + 2(x[1])TL(1,1)x[2]

+ (x[1])TL(1,1)x[1] + (x[2])TL(1,1)x[2]. (C.7)

If we restrict the domain in which we are taking the minimum to vectors X =
(
x[1],x[2]

)
with 〈X,X〉 = 1, x[1] = −x[2] = u and 〈u,1〉 = 0 , we obtain an upper bound for the

Fiedler eigenvalue given by

λs(L) ≤ min
u

uT (L[1] + L[2])u. (C.8)

where 〈u,1〉 = 0 , 〈u,u〉 = 1
2
. Considering the normalised N -dimensional vector

u′ =
√

2u we obtain

λs(L) ≤ min
u′

{
(u′)T

(L[1] + L[2])

2
u′
}

= λs

(
L[1] + L[2]

2

)
where 〈u′, 1〉 = 0 , 〈u′,u′〉 = 1.

Hence, the upper bound for the Fiedler eigenvalue of Hyper-Laplacian L is the Fiedler

eigenvalue of the weighted aggregated network of the duplex network.

Appendix D. Proof of Eq. (40) and Eq. (49)

In this Appendix we proof Eq.(40) and Eq.(49) providing an upper bound for the largest

eigenvalue λL(L) and λL(Lnorm) respectively. Let us start by proving Eq. (40) providing

the upper bound for the largest eigenvalue λL(L) of the non-normalised Hyper-Laplacian

L.
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It is a well known graph theory result that the largest eigenvalue of a Laplacian

matrix, can be found by maximising the Rayleigh quotient. In our case we have therefore

λL (L) = max
X∈R2N

X>LX
X>X

, (D.1)

where, setting X = (x[1],x[2])>, the explicit expression of X>LX is given by

X>LX =
1

2

∑
i,j

a
[1]
ij (x

[1]
i − x

[1]
j )2 +

1

2

∑
i,j

a
[2]
ij (x

[2]
i − x

[2]
j )2

+
1

2
δ11
∑
i,j

A
(1,1)
ij (x

[1]
i − x

[1]
j + x

[2]
i − x

[2]
j )2. (D.2)

Using the inequality (a± b)2 ≤ 2(a2 + b2) twice we obtain

X>LX ≤
∑
i,j

a
[1]
ij

[
(x

[1]
i )2 + (x

[1]
j )2
]

+
∑
i,j

a
[2]
ij

[
(x

[2]
i )2 + (x

[2]
j )2
]

+ 2δ11
∑
i,j

A
(1,1)
ij

[
(x

[1]
i )2 + (x

[1]
j )2 + (x

[2]
i )2 + (x

[2]
j )2
]
. (D.3)

Note that here the equality holds if and only if x
[α]
i = −x[α]j whereas a

[α]
ij = 1 and

x
[1]
i = x

[2]
i = −x[1]j = −x[2]j whereas A

(1,1)
ij = 1 which is a configuration only possible

when both layers are bipartite. Using the fact that the network are undirected, and

therefore the adjacency matrices a[1] and a[2] are symmetric, and the multiadjacency

matrix A(1,1) is symmetric as well we obtain

X>LX ≤ 2
∑
i

d
[1]
i (x

[1]
i )2 + 2

∑
i

d
[2]
i (x

[2]
i )2 + 2δ11

∑
i

k
(1,1)
i (x

[1]
i )2

+ 2δ11
∑
i

k
(1,1)
i (x

[2]
i )2. (D.4)

Using the following relation between the hyper-degrees and the multidegrees,

d
[1]
i = k

(1,0)
i + (1 + δ11)k

(1,1)
i , d

[2]
i = k

(0,1)
i + (1 + δ11)k

(1,1)
i , (D.5)

it is immediate to show that

k
(1,1)
i ≤ d

[1]
i

1

1 + δ11
, k

(1,1)
i ≤ d

[2]
i

1

1 + δ11
. (D.6)

Note that here the equality holds for every node i only if the two layers are identical and

the duplex network is only formed by multilinks of type (1, 1). Inserting this inequality

in Eq. (D.4) we obtain

X>LX ≤
(

2 + 2
δ11

1 + δ11

)
X>DX, (D.7)

where

X>DX =

[∑
i

d
[1]
i (x

[1]
i )2 +

∑
i

d
[2]
i (x

[2]
i )2

]
≤ dmaxX

>X. (D.8)

with dmax = max
(

maxi=1,...,N d
[1]
i ,maxi=1,...,N d

[2]
i

)
. It follows that Eq. (40) holds, i.e.

λL(L) = max
X∈R2N

X>LX
X>X

≤
(

2 + 2
δ11

1 + δ11

)
dmax. (D.9)
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The proof of Eq. (49) is a simple corollary of the previous result. In fact the largest

eigenvalue λL (Lnorm)of the normalised Hyper-Laplacian is given by

λL (Lnorm) = max
X∈R2N

Y >LY
Y >DY

. (D.10)

Using Eq.(D.7) we obtain that Eq.(49) holds, i.e.

λL(Lnorm) = max
X∈R2N

Y >LY
Y >DY

≤
(

2 + 2
δ11

1 + δ11

)
. (D.11)

Appendix E. Proof of Eq.(47)

In this Appendix our goal is to prove Eq.(47) providing an upper bound for the Fiedler

eigenvalue of Lnorm of a duplex networks formed by connected layers. In particular we

want to prove that is λ2(L
[1]
norm) < λ2(L

[2]
norm) and if

u>1 L
(1,1)u1

u>1D
(1,1)u1

≤ λ2(L
[1]
norm), (E.1)

where u1 = [D[1]]−
1
2y1 with y1 indicating the eigenvector corresponding to the Fiedler

eigenvalue of L
[1]
norm, then we haven

λ3(Lnorm) ≤ λ2(L
[1]
norm). (E.2)

According to the Courant–Fischer theorem we know that the Fiedler eigenvalue

λ3(Lnorm) can be obtained from the following:

λ3(Lnorm) = min
X∈Q

X>LX
XDX

. (E.3)

where X ∈ Q should have the following properties:

• X has to be normalised, i.e. X>X = 1.

• X has to be perpendicular to the kernel of L which means:

〈X, (1,0)>〉 = 0 〈X, (0,1)>〉 = 0. (E.4)

Let us indicate with u1 = D
1
2
1 y1 where y1 is the Fiedler eigenvector of the normalised

Laplacian L
[1]
norm, with 〈u1,1〉 = 0 and let us consider the vector X1 = (u1,0)>, then

λ3(Lnorm) ≤ X>
1 LX1

X1DX1

. (E.5)

We have that

X>
1 LX1 = u>1 [L(0,1) + (1 + δ11)L

(1,1)]u1,

X1DX1 = u>1 [D(1,0) + (1 + δ11)D
(1,1)]u1. (E.6)

Since u>1 L
[1]u1 = λ2(L

[1]
norm)u>1D

[1]u1 where D[1] = D(0,1) +D(1,1), we have

X>
1 LX1 = λ2(L

[1]
norm)u>1 [D(0,1) +D(1,1)]u1 + δ11u

>
1 L

(1,1)u1. (E.7)

Under our hypothesis we have

u>1 L
(1,1)u1 ≤ λ2(L

[1]
norm)[u>1D

(1,1)u1]. (E.8)
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Inserting this inequality in Eq.(E.7), using D = D(0,1) + (1 + δ11)D
(1,1) we obtain

X>
1 LX1 ≤ λ2(L

[1]
norm)[X1DX1], (E.9)

which implies

λ3(Lnorm) = min
X∈Q

X>LX
XDX

≤ λ2(L
[1]
norm). (E.10)

Appendix F. Proof of Eq. (48)

In this Appendix we proof Eq.(48) using an approach that builds on the bounds provided

in Ref. [54] and Ref. [55] for the largest eigenvalue of a generic graph Laplacian of a

single network.

The largest eigenvalue λL(Lnorm) of the normalised Hyper-Laplacian Lnorm can be found

by maximising the Rayleigh quotient in equation, i.e.

λL(Lnorm) = max
Y ∈R2N

RQ(Lnorm) = max
Y ∈R2N

Y TLY
Y TDY

, (F.1)

We split the proof of Eq.(48) in two parts.

• First our goal is to prove that the largest eigenvalue of the normalised Hyper-

Laplacian satisfies

λL(Lnorm) ≥ max

{ 〈
d[1]
〉
N

〈d[1]〉N − d[1]max
,

〈
d[2]
〉
N

〈d[2]〉N − d[2]max

}
. (F.2)

where
〈
d[α]
〉
N =

∑
j d

[α]
j and dmax indicates the largest hyperdegree of all the replica

nodes of the duplex network, i.e. dmax = max
(

maxi=1...,N d
[1]
i ,maxi=1...,N d

[2]
i

)
.

Consider the vector Y =
(
y[1],y[2]

)>
with y[α] given by

y
[1]
j =

{ 〈
d[1]
〉
N − d[1]i if j = i,

−d[1]i if j 6= i,
y
[2]
j = 0, ∀j, (F.3)

where d
[1]
i = k

[1]
i + k

(1,1)
i is the hyper-degree of an arbitrary node i in the first layer.

By substituting Y into the Eq. (F.1), we have:

λL(Lnorm) ≥
(
〈
d[1]
〉
N)2d

[1]
i

(〈d[1]〉N − d[1]i )2d
[1]
i + (d

[1]
i )2(〈d[1]〉N − d[1]i )

=

〈
d[1]
〉
N

〈d[1]〉N − d[1]i
. (F.4)

Let d
[1]
max be the largest duplex hyper-degree d

[1]
i in layer 1, i.e. d

[1]
max =

maxi=1...,N d
[1]
i , then

λL(Lnorm) ≥
〈
d[1]
〉
N

〈d[1]〉N − d[1]max
. (F.5)

In a similar fashion, we can obtain

λL(Lnorm) ≥
〈
d[2]
〉
N

〈d[2]〉N − d[2]max
, (F.6)

where d
[2]
max is the largest duplex hyper-degree in layer 2, i.e. d

[2]
max = maxi=1...,N d

[2]
i .

Hence combining Eq. (F.5) and Eq.(F.6) it is straightforward to obtain Eq.(F.2).
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• Secondly our goal is to prove the following lower bound for the largest eigenvalue

λL(Lnorm) of the normalised Hyper-Laplacian Lnorm:

λL(Lnorm) ≥ 1 +
1

dmax
. (F.7)

Let us indicate with i the replica node in layer 1 with the largest hyper-degree d
[1]
max.

We consider the vector Y =
(
y[1],y[2]

)>
of elements

y
[1]
j =


d
[1]
max if j = i,

−1 if a
[α]
ij = 1,

0 otherwise,

y
[2]
j = 0 ∀j. (F.8)

The term Y >LY can be bounded by considering only the contribution due to the

interaction between node i and its neighbours,

Y >LY ≥
∑
j

[
a
[1]
ij + δ11A

(1,1)
ij

]
(y

[1]
i − y

[1]
j )2 = (d[1]max + 1)2d[1]max. (F.9)

Moreover, the term

Y >DY = d[1]max(d
[1]
max)

2 +
∑
j

a
[1]
ij d

[1]
j (F.10)

can be bounded by using d
[1]
j ≤ d

[1]
max with

Y >DY ≤ (d[1]max)
2(d[1]max + 1). (F.11)

Therefore the maximum eigenvalue of the normalised Hyper-Laplacian satisfies

λL(Lnorm) ≥ Y >LY
Y >DY

≥ 1 +
1

d
[1]
max

. (F.12)

Similarly we can obtain

λL(Lnorm) ≥ 1 +
1

d
[2]
max

. (F.13)

Therefore combining Eq. (F.12) and Eq.(F.13) we obtain Eq.(F.7)

Appendix G. Asymptotic expansion of degenerate eigenvalues

Let us consider the asymptotic expansion of the eigenvalue of L for δ11 � 1 starting

form a degenerate state. We assume that at the first order of the asymptotic expansion

the eigenvector v of L and its corresponding eigenvalue λ are given by Eq. (73) and

satisfy Eq. (74) which we rewrite here for convenience,

Llowerv′ + Lhigherv[α] = λ[α]v′ + λ′v[α]. (G.1)

Here λ[α] is a degenerate eigenvalue of Llower and v[α] a generic eigenvector satisfying the

characteristic eigenvalue Eq. (71). Since the unperturbed eigenvalue λ[α] is degenerate

with degeneracy g, we consider a orthogonal basis of its eigenspace formed by eigenvalues

wn with n = 1, 2, . . . , g and we set

v[α] =

g∑
n′=1

cn′wn′
. (G.2)
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By inserting this expression in Eq.(G.1) and multiplying both sides of Eq.(G.1) from

the left by wn we obtain
g∑

n′=1

cn′〈wn,Lhigherwn′〉 = λ′cn. (G.3)

Finally by putting

Wn,n′ = 〈wn,Lhigherwn′〉, (G.4)

it is immediate to show that λ′ can be obtained by solving the eigenvalue problem
q∑

n′=1

Wn,n′cn′ = λ′cn. (G.5)

Therefore λ′ can be obtained by solving the characteristic equation

det(W − λ′I) = 0 (G.6)

where I here indicates the g × g identity matrix.

Appendix H. Asymptotic expansion of Lnorm for δ11 � 1

The normalised Hyper-Laplacian Lnorm is given by

Lnorm = D−
1
2LD−

1
2 (H.1)

where L = Llower + δ11Lhigher and

D =

(
D[1] + δ11D

(1,1) 0

0 D[2] + δ11D
(1,1)

)
. (H.2)

For δ11 � 1, the normalised Hyper-Laplacian can be expanded as a function of

ε = 1/δ11 � 1 and in the first order approximation is given by

L = Lhighernorm + εL̂norm (H.3)

where

L̂norm =
1

2
{Lhigher, D̃}+ L̃ (H.4)

whit {, } indicating the anti-commutator and the matrices D̃ and L̃ indicating

D̃ =

(
D[1][D(1,1)]−1 0

0 D[2][D(1,1)]−1

)
,

L̃ =

(
[D(1,1)]−

1
2L[1][D(1,1)]−

1
2 0

0 [D(1,1)]−
1
2L[2][D(1,1)]−

1
2

)
. (H.5)

Hence, the eigenvalues λ of Hyper-Laplacian that are perturbation of non-zero and non-

degenerate eigenvalues λ0 of Lhighernorm , corresponding to the eigenvector v0, are given for

δ11 = 1/ε� 1 by

λ ≈ λ0 + ε
vT0 L̂normv0

vT0 v0

. (H.6)
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Notice that since λ0 > 0, all these eigenvalues have a finite limit as δ11 →∞.

If λ0 = 0, let us consider v0 indicating the eigenvector of Lhighernorm corresponding

to eigenvalue λ0 = 0. We consider the particular case in which the multi-Laplacian

L(1,1) has exactly one zero eigenvalue or equivalently the case in which the network of

multilinks of type (1, 1) is connected. In this scenario, the eigenvector v0 corresponding

to eigenvalue λ0 = 0 of Lhigher can be represented as

v0 = (ū,−ū)> + c(1,1)> (H.7)

where 1 is all one N -dimensional vector whose elements are all equal to one, and ū is an

arbitrary N dimensional vector. By proceeding as in the case of asymptotic expansion of

the un-normalised Hyper-Laplacian, we obtain that to the first order approximation, the

zero eigenvalue has degeneracy two and the perturbed eigenvalues λ of Hyper-Laplacian

Lnorm with lifted degeneracy are given by

λ ≈ 1

δ11
µ, (H.8)

where µ is the eigenvalue of matrix [D(1,1)]−
1
2 (L[1] + L[2])[D(1,1)]−

1
2/2 satisfying the

eigenvalue problem

[D(1,1)]−
1
2

(
L[1] + L[2]

2

)
[D(1,1)]−

1
2 ū = λ′ū. (H.9)

Therefore these eigenvalue scale like O(1/δ11) for δ11 � 1.
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