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ON SOME GENERAL OPERATORS OF HYPERGRAPHS

ANIRBAN BANERJEE AND SAMIRON PARUI

ABsTrACT. We introduce some general hypergraph connectivity operators which can incorporate most of the
seemingly disparate but related notions of hypergraph connectivity matrices. Since most of the conventional
conceptions of connectivity matrices related to hypergraphs turn out to be particular examples of them, our
newly presented operators are generalized. In fact, incorporating the scope of manipulation of inner products
on the set of all the function on the vertices and hyperedges enable us to study a large number of connectivity
operators (including some conventional ones and many new ones) in a unified framework. The eigenvalues and
the corresponding eigenspaces of the general connectivity operators associated with some classes of hypergraphs
are computed. Our study reveals that some eigenvalues and their eigenspaces of the connectivity operators
of some classes of hypergraphs can be determined simply by looking at the structures of the hypergraphs.
To emphasise the importance of this study, some possible applications such as random walks on hypergraphs,
dynamical networks, and disease transmission on hypergraphs are investigated in the light of newly introduced
operators. We also derive some spectral bounds for the weak connectivity number, degree of vertices, maximum
cut, bipartition width, and isoperimetric constant of hypergraphs.

1. INTRODUCTION

Graph is a well studied and widely used notion in the realm of mathematics. Hypergraph, a generalization of
a graph, is also explored extensively. A hypergraph G is an order pair of sets (V, E), where V(£ 0) is the set of
vertices, and any element e € F, called a hyperedge of GG, is a nonempty subset of V. Thus a graph is a special
case of hypergraph where |e] = 2 for all e € E. A singleton hyperedge is said to be a loop. In our work we
consider hypergraphs without any loop, that is, |e| > 2, Ve € E. In this work, we are going to introduce some
general notions of connectivity operators associated with hypergraphs. These notions are so exhaustive that can
incorporate multiple conventional notions of connectivity matrices of hypergraphs. We provide constructions
to determine eigenvectors and their eigenspaces of general connectivity operators associated with a class of
hypergraphs. Since our approach pivot around some real-valued functions on the vertex set, using our methods,
just looking at the structure of the hypergraphs one can determine the eigenvectors and eigenspace of the
above-mentioned operators.

The last decade witnessed a revolution in hypergraph theory when different tensors or hypermatrices asso-
ciated with hypergraphs are studied extensively in [3, 20, 21, 25] and references therein. Despite promising
progress, some aspects of spectral graph theory cannot be generalised to spectral hypergraph theory using ten-
sors. The high computational complexity of the tensors associated with hypergraphs is another challenge in
studying many spectral aspects of hypergraphs. Most tensor-related problems are NP-hard, as shown in [14].
The alternative method for studying a hypergraph is to examine the underlying graph with appropriate weights.
Different properties of a hypergraph are studied in terms of the spectra of different connectivity matrices associ-
ated with the underlying weighted graph of the hypergraph, see [2, 7, 22, 23]. Since many significant properties
of a hypergraph are encrypted in the spectra of these matrices, they are generally referred to as the connectivity
matrices of the hypergraph.

In this article, we introduce some linear operators associated with a hypergraph which are generalization
of some conventional notion of apparently different connectivity matrices associated with that hypergraph.
Here, we attempt to unify some apparently different but similar concepts of connectivity matrices. Moreover,
keeping in mind some applications of their special cases, we can predict some possible real-world applications
of our introduced operators. Now we summarise the content of this article in brief. Section 2 is devoted to
introducing the general diffusion operator. In Section 2.1 we define some preliminary notions that we are going
to use throughout the article. The general diffusion operator, one pivotal notion of this article, is introduced in
Section 2.2. Some stimulating examples are included in this section. The spectra of the diffusion operator are
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studied in Section 3. We provide eigenvalues of diffusion operator of hypergraph having some special property
in Corollary 3.7, Theorem 3.8, Theorem 3.11. We use one of the most natural approaches to analyze the
eigenvalues of an operator. We exploit the eigenvectors of the operators in the above-mentioned theorems. We
provide some results in Section 3 which facilitate us to find the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of some classes of
diffusion operators of some types of hypergraphs simply from the structure of the hypergraphs. We calculate
the eigenvalues and corresponding eigenspaces of diffusion operators of a class of hypergraphs in Section 3.1.
We provide the complete spectra and corresponding eigenspaces of hyperflower hypergraph in Section 3.1.We
show that the Laplacian operator is a constant multiple of the diffusion operator. Therefore, one can easily
estimate the spectra of the Laplacian operator of hypergraphs from the same of the diffusion operators given
in this section. In Section 4, we investigate the spectral bounds of several hypergraph properties in terms of
the spectra of the diffusion operator. We also derive spectral bounds for weak connectivity number, degree of
vertices, maximum cut, bipartition width, isoperimetric constant of hypergraphs. In Section 5, we introduce
the general adjacency operator. Section 6 is devoted to the normalized Laplacian. Some potential applications
of our study are presented in Section 7.

2. GENERAL DIFFUSION OPERATORS OF A HYPERGRAPH

Let RY be the set of all real-valued functions on the vertex set V' and R¥ denote the set of all real-valued
functions on the set of all the hyperedges E. Suppose that 1 € RY is defined by 1(v) =1 for all v € V.. Let 9
be a collection of linear operators on R" such that for all M € 90, tli}m s(t) = c1 for some ¢ € R, and where

s:R — RV is a solution of the differential equation @(t) = M (x(t)). Diffusion processes end up with equality of
concentration after the movement of substances from higher concentration to lower concentration. Therefore,
tlim s(t) = cl can be interpreted as a diffusion under the action of the operator M and we refer any M € 9 as
—00

a diffusion operator. This section is devoted to finding a diffusion operator associated with a hypergraph. Now
we recall some preliminaries related to hypergraphs.
The corank, cr(G) and rank, rk(G) of a hypergraph, G = (V| E), is defined by cr(G) = mi}rfl le], and rk(G) =
ec

max le|. A hypergraph G is called m-uniform hypergraph if er(G) = rk(G) = m. Suppose that vg,v; € V. A
ec

path vg — vy of length 1 connecting the vertices vy and v; in a hypergraph G = (V, E) is an alternating sequence
vpeiviesvs ... v—1ev; of distinct vertices wvg, v, ...,v—1,v; and distinct hyperedges e, es,...,e;, such that,
vi—1,v; € e; for all ¢ = 1,...,l. The distance, d(u,v), between two vertices u,v € V is the minimum among
the length of all paths connecting the vertices u and v. The diameter, diam(G) of a hypergraph G(V, E) is
defined by diam(G) = max d(u,v). An weighted hypergraph G = (V, E,w) is a hypergraph with a function

w: E — RT called the weight of the hyperedges. For an weighted hypergraph G = (V, E,w), the degree of a
vertex v € V is defined by, d(v) = ZeGEU w(e), where E, is the collection of all the hyperedges containing the
vertex v. In [7], E, is referred as the star centered in v. If the hypergraph is unweighted then w(e) = 1 for all
e € E and then d(v) = |E,|.

2.1. The average operator and general signless Laplacian operator. We consider V' and E are two finite
sets. Let 6y : V — RT and dg : E — R be two positive real-valued functions on the vertices and hyperedges,
respectively. We define inner products on RV and R”.

Definition 2.1. (1) (Inner product on RV ) Given z,y € RV, let
(@, y)v =Y dv(v)a(w)y(v).
veV

(2) (Inner product on RY) Given B3,y € RE, let
(B:7)m == du(e)Ble)y(e).

ecE

Now we define a function from RY to R¥, which will produce the average of any given real-valued function
on V on a given hyperedge e.

Definition 2.2 (Average operator ). Given x € RV, e € E, the function avg : RY — R is defined by

> x(v)

(avg())(e) := UGT

where |e| is the cardinality of e.

Now we introduce the adjoint of avg.
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Definition 2.3 (Adjoint of the average operator). Given 3 € R¥ v € V the function avg* : R¥ — RV is
defined by
B(e (e)
(avg™ (8 Z e| 5\/ (v)

Now we show that avg* : RF — RY is the unique choice for being the adjoint of the average operator.

Proposition 2.4. For any x € RV and any B € RE, (avg(z), 8)r = (x,avg*(B))v .
Proof.

(avg(z),B)E = Z dp(e)(avg(z))(e)B(e)

ecE

= Z 5E(€)ﬂ(€) 'Uee|e|

ecE

= Zév(’U Z 6 e%

veV eckE,

= (x,avg™(B))v.

Clearly, For all z € RV and v € V the expression of the function, avg* o avg : RY — RV is

(avg* o avg)(x)(v) = Z (avgl(;c'))(e) gigi;

From now onward, we denote the operator avg* o avg by Q. Therefore, the operator @ : RV — RV is defined
by

eel,

Q(a)(v) = (avg” 0 avg)(a)(v) = Y- LN 22, (2.1)

eekl,
for any z € RV and v € V.

Remark 2.5. Now we have the following observations on Q.

(1) Evidently, (z, Qx)yv = (z, (avg* cavg)x)y = ((avg(x),avg(x))g > 0. Therefore, Q is a positive semidef-
inite operator. Moreover, Q is self-adjoint since (x, Qy)v = ((avg(z), avg(y))r = ((avg(y),avg(x))g =
(y, Qu)v = (Qz,y)v

(2) From eq. (2.1) we have Q(1)(v) = 3 %gfgg = > i‘gfgi)) Ify = 6E(e% =cforallveV

le \e| ov (v
eekl, eekl, eekl,
then ¢ is an eigenvalue with eigenvector 1. Moreover, if §g(e) = |e| and dy (v) = |Ey| for all e € E and
veV, then Q(1)(v) = Y. (avg(1))(e )‘E i = 1. Therefore, 1 is an eigenvalue with eigenvector 1.

eekl,

(8) Consider 0p(e) = |e|2 and oy (v) = 1. Then
Q)(v) = 3 (avg())(e) S5 (e)

s lel  dv(v)

- T Sew

= Z Bye Y Buew(u) = (BBT)x)(v),
ecE ueV

where B = (BUE)ueV,eeE and Bye = 1 if u € e and otherwise By, = 0. Therefore, Q becomes the
operator associated with the signless Laplacian matrizv BBT, described in [S, p. 1]. This motivates us
to refer the operator Q as the general signless Laplacian of hypergraphs.
2.2. The general diffusion operator. We define a function n € RV by
n = Q(1).
Now we define the general diffusion function Lg : RV — RY by
(La(@))(v) = Q=) (v) — n(v)z(v),
for all z € RY, v € V. Now onward, we denote Lg by L, when there is no scope of confusion regarding the

hypergraph G.

Note 2.6. Different concepts of diffusion operators and Laplacian operators are available in the literature
[2, 4, 7, 22, 23]. In the following example, we show for the proper choices of dy and dg, our notion of diffusion
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operator of hypergraph coincides with some existing notions of Laplacian operators and diffusion operators of
hypergraphs.
Example 2.7. (1) If we take oy (v) = 1 and dg(e) = |e|?, then the operator L becomes the negative of the
Laplacian matriz, described in [22, 23].
(2) If we choose §y(v) =1 for allv € V and dg(e) = w(e )Il\‘ 7 then the operator L becomes equal with the
diffusion operator described in [4] for weighted hypergraphs. Moreover, for unweighted hypergraphs, i.e.,
when w(e) =1 for all e € E, L becomes the negative of the Laplacian operator defined in [2].

(8) When dy (v) = |E,|, and dg(e) = |l‘e‘jl, L becomes negative of the normalized Laplacian given in [2].

The above examples motivate us to defined the general Laplacian operator £ associated with hypergraphs
as, £ = —L. Since, studying any one of the operators, L and £, do the same for the other, from now, we focus
on L.

Remark 2.8. Any result of this article involving any conditions on dg and §y on the diffusion operator,
Laplacian operator, adjacency operator can be converted to a result on the operators given in [2, 4, 22, 23] by
choosing 6, 0y accordingly. Similarly, if one choose other g and éy to incorporate different situations then
all the results of this article can be converted to their framework by appropriately choosing §g and Sy .

3. EIGENVALUES OF THE GENERAL DIFFUSION OPERATORS OF HYPERGRAPHS

Since the map f : RY — RV, defined by (f(x))(v) = n(v)z(v), for all z € RV, v € RY, is self-adjoint, and
the operator, Q(x) is self-adjoint, thus L is also self—adjoint From the definition of L, it follows that

Z |e|2 Z ), (3.1)

e€E,
for all z € RY,v € V. For each hyperedge e € E, suppose Q. is the incident matrix of a complete graph K
involving all the vertices in e with a fixed orientation. So, Q. = {Qecyy }ren o[ WEV? where Q.,, = —1if v is

2
the head of the r-th edge of the oriented K|, Qe,, = 1 if v is the tail of the r-th edge of the oriented K|, and
Qerp = 0 otherwise. Here N, is the collection of all the natural numbers < r. It is easy to verify that for each

reRY, Le=—( Jﬁl(ze)A;leQe):c, where Ay is a diagonal matrix of order |V| such that Ay (v,v) = dy (v)
eclk

forallveV.
Proposition 3.1. L is negative semidefinite.
Proof. For any z € RY,

)y = Y v (0)[Qz)(v) —n(v)e(v))z(v)

veV

= ov(v)[(avg® o avg)(x)(v) = n(v)a(v))]z(v)

veV

=2 2. 5E (2))(e) — x(v))]z(v). (32)

vEV e€E,

The contribution of the hyperedge e = {v, v, ..., vk} in the sum of the Equation (3.2)

=322 g @) (€) — w(w))J(v)

= el
k k

=302 8 S et ¢~ leba(wo) | a(w)
1(SE(€) b 2

= =3P Z ((vi) —x(v;))* <0

Hence the proof follows. |

The Equation (3.3) can also be expressed as
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Proposition 3.2. 0 is an eigenvalue of L and if the hypergraph is connected then the eigenspace of 0 is (1),
the vector space generated by 1.

Proof. Since, L(1)(v) =0 for all v € V, 0 is an eigenvalue of L with an eigenvector 1.
If « belongs to the eigenspace of L corresponding to the eigenvalue 0 and the hypergraph is connected, then
by Equation (3.4) we have z(u) = z(v) for all u,v € V. Thus the proof follows. [ |

By Proposition 3.1 and Proposition 3.2, other than 0 all the eigenvalues of L are negative and for a connected
hypergraph, the eigenspace of the eigenvalue 0 is (1). Hence, if () is a solution of the differential equation

£(t) = L(z(t))
then as ¢ — oo, among all the components of decomposed vector z(t) along the eigenvectors of L only the
component along 1 survives and rest of all tend to 0. Thus, as ¢t — oo, any solution of the given differential
equation converge to the vector space (1). Hence L is a reasonable candidate for being the diffusion operator
corresponding to a hypergraph on the space of all real-valued functions on the set of all the vertices, V.

Suppose |V| = N. By Proposition 3.1 and Proposition 3.2, there exists a collections of non-negative reals
(G}, (or simply {\;}2, if there is no scope of confusion regarding the hypergraph) such that —)\; is an
eigenvalue of L for all i € Ny. Suppose the indices i(€ Ny) are chosen in such a way that \; < A\;y1. By
Proposition 3.2, A; = 0. The Rayleigh quotient R(—L,z) of —L and nonzero z(c RY) is Leav

(z,2)v
{1,29,..., 2N} is the orthonormal basis of RV consisting of the eigenfunctions of L and z;(€ R") is the eigen-
function of L corresponding to the eigenvalue \;. The Rayleigh quotient reaches its minimum value A\; = 0

when z = 1, the eigenvector of L corresponding to the eigenvalue A\; = 0. Moreover, Ay :<ir>1f g%gfL, x) and the
ze(1)—{0

Rayleigh quotient reaches the infimum value at = = z5, the eigenvector of L, corresponding to the eigenvalue A,.

The multiplicity of 0 as an eigenvalue of the graph Laplacian is equal to the number of connected components

of the graph. This is an well known result for the graphs. One can conclude the same for hypergraph Laplacian.

The proof for hypergraph is almost same that works for graphs.

. Suppose

Proposition 3.3. Multiplicity of the zero eigenvalue of the diffusion matriz L of a hypergraph G is equal to
the number of connected components in G.

Proof. Suppose that the multiplicity of the zero eigenvalue is k. Let S be the eigenspace of the eigenvalue 0 of

L. Let (V1,E1) ,(Va, E3) ..., (Vi, Ei) be the k components of the hypergraph G. Evidently by eq. (3.4), for
all ze S,

0=(Lz,2)y =~ Y. %‘ET? 37 () — 2(0))2. (3.5)

ec u,vee

It is evident from Equation (3.5) that for all z € S, z is constant within each connected component of the
hypergraph. Therefore, for all z € S, there exists z1, 22,...,2; € R such that z(u) = z; for all u € V; where
1€ {1,2,...,k}. This association of each elements of S to k real numbers motivates us to define the linear map
g: S — R¥ by g(2) := (21, 22,...,2;). Using Equation (3.5), one can easily verify that g is an isomorphism.

therefore, the geometric multiplicity of 0, which is the dimension of the eigenspace S is exactly equal to k.
Since L is a self-adjoint operator, for any eigenvalue of L the algebraic multiplicity is equal to the geometric
multiplicity. Therefore, the number of components, k is equal to the multiplicity of 0 as an eigenvalue of L. W

Now we provide some results on the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of the diffusion operator of some classes of
hypergraphs. The following results allow us to determine several eigenvalues of the same simply by looking at
the hypergraphs. According to the definition of the diffusion operator, a hypergraph corresponds to a class of
diffusion operator. More precisely, a hypergraph along with a particular choice of (§y,dg) induces a diffusion
operator.Therefore, naturally the eigenvectors and eigenvalues of the diffusion operator depends both on the
structures of the hypergraphs and the choices of the inner products. In the following results, we determined the
eigenvalues and the eigenvectors of the diffusion operator with two types of specifications- ¢) the conditions on
the structure of the hypergraphs specify the class of hypergraphs, and i) the conditions on dg, dy specify the
subclass of the diffusion operators.

Theorem 3.4. If G = (V, E) is a hypergraph such that
(i) Ex = {e1,ea,...,ex} CE with W= () eand |W|>2, andenNW =0 for alle € E\ Fy,

eeE

(i) oy (v) =c for allv € W, for some fized c € R,

then —% e% 5775‘6) is an eigenvalue of the diffusion operator L and the dimension of the corresponding eigenspace
e€ By
is at least |W| — 1.
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Proof. Suppose that W = {vg,v1,...,vs}. Corresponding to each v;, for all i = 1,2,...,s, we define y; € RV
as,
-1 ifv=n1g
yi(v) = 1 ifv=uw
0 otherwise.
We enlist below some crucial observations on y;, for all: =1,2,...,s
(a) If v € V\ W then y;(v) = 0.
(b) If e ¢ E) then eN W = ) and therefore, y;(v) = 0 for all v € e. If e € Ej, then from the definition of y;
we have Y y;(v) = 0. Therefore, > y;(v) =0 for all e € E.

vEe vee

op(e op(e
(c) Therefore, (Ly;)(v) = E 5f(vg|1‘2 Z(yz(u) —yi(v) = — z}; 5fgvg|—i‘yi(1}).
eck,
(d) Evidently E, = Ej for all veW,
Since dy (v) = ¢, for all v € W, then by the above observations we conclude that for alli =1,2,...,s,
- Z 6Ec(e) ‘i|yz( ) ifvoeW,
(Lyi)(v) = §  e€Ex
0 otherwise.
Thus (Ly;)(v) = -2 3 2&Ey(v).
ecEy,
Therefore, —% > 6}‘Ee(|e) is an eigenvalue of L with the eigenvectors y1,ya, - .., ys, respectively. Since
eeFEy
s —> ¢ ifv=w,
i—1
(Zl ciyi)(v) = i if v = v,
a 0 otherwise,

S

for c1,¢a,...,¢s € R, (> ¢;y;) = 0 implies ¢; = 0 for all ¢ = 1,2,...,s. Therefore, {y1,y2,...,ys} is linearly
i=1

independent and the dimension of the eigenspace of the above mentioned eigenvalue is at least s. |

We include some examples related to the above result below.

Note 3.5. (1) Let us recall Example 2.7(1). If we put 6y (v) = 1 and Sg(e) = |e|?, then the diffusion oper-
ator L becomes the negative of the Laplacian matriz, described in [22, 23]. In this case, dy is constant

function and Z 5E(e) > le| is always a constant and thus, the condition (i) of Theorem 3.4 holds
eeFEy

trivially and not requzred to be mentioned in this case. That is, in this case, — > |e| is an eigenvalue
eeFEy
of the diffusion operator and Y |e| is an eigenvalue of the Laplacian operator with the multiplicity
eeEy

W] —1.
(2) In Example 2.7(2) we have seen, for dy(v) =1 and dg(e) = ‘l—‘ the diffusion operator becomes the
negative of the Laplacian operator mentioned in [2]. In this case 6}‘Ee(|e) = Y
ecEy ecEy
a constant and therefore, also for this particular diffusion operator the condition (ii) always holds.

with the multiplicity |W| — 1.

le]
le]—1

s always

FEvidently, here the Laplacian eigenvalue is EZ:E | |e_‘1
e€ By,
(3) Recall Example 2.7(3). If ov(v) = |Ey|, and dg(e) = \!|i|—21 then the diffusion operator becomes the

negative of the normalized Laplacian described in [2, Equatioin-14]. Note that in Theorem 3.4, E, = E},

for allv € W and thus, 6y (v) = |Ex| = k for all v € W. Therefore, by Theorem 3.4, % > |e“e_|1 s an
eeFEy

eigenvalue of the normalized Laplacian with the multiplicity |W| — 1.

Example 3.6. Consider the hypergmph H(V,E) where V.= [20) = {n € N:n < 20} and E = {e; =
(1,2,3,4},e5 = {1,2,5,6,7},e5 = {1,2,8,9,10},ea = {1,2,11,12,13,14},e5 = {1,2,15,16,17,18,19,20}}.

Since |W| = ﬂ e; = {1,2}, we have the followings.

=1

(1) In the framework of [2], one eigenvalue of the Laplacian of H is Z le‘e’l = 122—1907 and an eigenvalue of
the normalized Laplacian matriz of H is 3 > \e||e—‘1 = %.

ecEy,
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5
(2) In the framework of [7, 22, 23], one eigenvalue of the Laplacian of H is Y |e;| = 28.
i=1

Corollary 3.7. If G = (V, E) is a hypergraph satisfying the following conditions
(i) the intersection of all the hyperedges contains at least two vertices, that is, | () e| > 2,

eckl
(ii) the function §y is constant on () e, that is, there exists ¢ € RT such that oy (v) = ¢ for allv e () e,
eck ecE
then — > 5'356) \_il is an eigenvalue of the diffusion operator L and the dimension of the corresponding eigenspace
eckE
is at least | ) e| — 1.
eckl

Proof. This result directly follows from the Theorem 3.4 |

Theorem 3.8. Let G = (V, E) be a hypergraph. Suppose that there exists an hyperedge, ey € E, such that
(i) eg = e, Ue, where e, Ne, =10,
(i) |eu| > 2,
(iii) eNey, =0 for all e(# eg) € E.
If 6y (v) = ¢ for all v € e, then f@‘e—lﬂ is an eigenvalue of the diffusion operator L of the hypergraph G

with multiplicity at least |e,| — 1.
Proof. Suppose that e, = {ug,u1,...,ux}. For each u;, i = 1,2,...,k, we define y; € RV by

1if v = uy,
yi(v) = ¢ =1 if v = uy,
0 otherwise.
Now we have the following observations on y; for i = 1,2,..., k.
(a) For any hyperedge e # e, y;(v) =0 for all v € e and y; L 1. Therefore, > y;(u) =0 for all e € E and
uce
1=1,2,..., k. Thus, for all v € V, one has by Equation (3.1)
) 1
L = ¥ 329 €|2 > (0) - i)
c€E,
(e)
= )
~3 A0
(b) For all v € ey, E, = {eg}. Thus, for all v € e,, we have
(SE(eo) 1
L )\V) = — —Y;(V).
(L)) = = o)
Since dy (v) = ¢ for all v € e, by the above observations
(Lys)(v) = €|2 2 (i) ~ i)
ecE,
B 6E(Ceo) |610|y1( ) if v € ey,
o otherwise .
Thus (Ly;)(v) = f@ |610| (v). Therefore, — ‘SE(GO) ‘610‘ is an eigenvalue of L with the eigenvectors y1,vs, .. ., Yk,
respectively. Note that,
k
k — Z C; ifvo= uo,
Z ¢y | (v) = =t .
— v i if v =y,
0 otherwise .

k
Therefore, > c;y; =0leads to ¢; =0 for alli =1,2,...,k and {y1,y2,...,yx} is a linearly independent subset
i=1

of the eigenspace of —9s(e0) 1 Thig proves that the multiplicity of the eigenvalue — E(Ce") Teol L o is at least k. W

c \e\

Note 3.9. (1) Using conditions of Theorem 3.8, one has E, = {eg} for all v € e,. Recall Example 2.7(3).
If 6y (v) = |E,|, and dg(e) = \(LI 7 then the diffusion operator becomes the negative of the normalized

leo]

Laplacian described in [2, Equatioin-14]. Since 0y (v) = |Ey| =1 for allv € ey, by Theorem 3.8, =5
is an eigenvalue of the normalized Laplacian with the multiplicity |e,| — 1. Moreover, according to [2],
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the normalized Laplacian matriz described in [2, Equation-16] is similar to that of [2, Equation-14].

Therefore, both the matrices have an eigenvalue ‘e‘ffll with the multiplicity |e,| — 1.

(2) In Example 2.7(1), for §y(v) =1 and dr(e) = |e|?, the diffusion operator L becomes the negative of the
Laplacian matriz, described in [7, 22, 23]. In this case, éy is constant function and 5f|(:°)
thus, in this case the eigenvalue of the Laplacian matriz becomes |eq|.

(3) In Example 2.7(2), we have seen, for dy(v) =1 and dg(e) = ‘lle\jl the diffusion operator becomes the

negative of the Laplacian operator mentioned in [2]. Since, here, 6327) = |6Le|‘)l1, thus, in this case

leo| and

the eigenvalue of the diffusion operator becomes — ‘eloe“’_‘l and the eigenvalue of the Laplacian matrix is

leol

leo|—1
Example 3.10. Consider a hypergraph H(V,E) with V. = [11]
{{1,2,3,4,5},{4,5,6,7,10,11}, {6,7,8,9},{8,9,10,11}}. Since W =
e(# e1) € E, we have the followings.

(1) In the framework of [2], an eigenvalue of the Laplacian of H is |e‘1e|1_|1 = 3. Moreover, by Note 3.9(1),
le1] 5

Tr=1 = 1 is also an eigenvalue of the normalized Laplacians described in [2].
(2) In the framework of [7, 22, 23], one eigenvalue of the Laplacian of H is |e1| = 5.

{n N :n < 11} and E =
2,3

{1, } er and Wne =0 for all

Theorem 3.11. Suppose that G = (V, E) be a hypergraph such that Eq = {eg,e1,...,ex} C E with

(i) W= ﬂezyé(l) and WNne=0 for alle € E\ Ey,
(ii) for allz—O,l,.. k there exists an F; C V such that e; = W U F; with |F;| =t and E;NW =0 for all

) E Ne=10 for all e(+ ¢;) € E.

(iv) there exists c,w € R such that oy (v) = ¢ for all v € U F;, and %22 = for all e € E,.

le[

Then —2|W| is an eigenvalue of L with multiplicity at least |E0| —1.

Proof. We define y; € RY for all i =1,2,...,k, as
-1 ifveFy
yi(v) = 1 ifvekF
0 otherwise.
Now, we consider the following cases to prove the result.
(a) For v € F}, one has E, = {e;} for any j = 0,1,..., k. Therefore, Equation (3.1) becomes (Ly;)(v) =
Tt T —ni) = T T 6w~ 1) = —2W ().
(b) For v e W, clearly E, = Ey and y;(v) = 0. Thus, (Ly;)(v) = > Op(e) % (yi(u) — yi(v))

eeEy 6V(U uce
k
or(e; de(e w
2 Ter Tl = EE et - Femet = 2 -1 =0.
(¢) ForveV\ (W U <U Fz)>, one has > (y;(u) —y;(v)) = 0 for all e € E,,. Therefore, (Ly;)(v) = 0.
] uce
Therefore, —#|W| is an eigenvalue of L.
Since
k
k — E c; if v e Fy,
_ i=1
(Zl ciyi)(v) o C; ifve Fi,
- 0 otherwise,

k
we have > ¢;y; = 0 if and only if ¢; = 0 for all e = 1,2,...,k. So, y1,¥a,...,yr are linearly independent and

i=1
the dimension of the eigenspace of the eigenvalue —% 5;21 of L is at least k. Therefore, the multiplicity of the
eigenvalue —<|W| is at least k = [W] — 1. |

Note 3.12. (1) In Ezample 2.7(1), for dy(v) = 1 and dg(e) = |e|?, the diffusion operator L becomes
the negative of the Laplacian matriz, described in [22, 23]. In this case, oy is a constant function

and % = 1. Thus the condition (iv) of Theorem 3.11 holds trivially. Therefore, |W| becomes an
eigenvalue with the multiplicity |W| — 1.
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(2) In Example 2.7(2) we have seen, for dy(v) =1 and dg(e) = ‘C!T—‘jl the diffusion operator becomes the

negative of the Laplacian operator mentioned in [2]. Here one can also verify easily that the condition

(iv) of Theorem 3.11 holds if all the hyperedges in Eq are of same cardinality. Therefore, in this case

——=|W| is an eigenvalue with the multiplicity |W| — 1.

le|]—1
k
(3) Note that for oll i = 0,1,...,k, if v € F; then E, = {e;}. Therefore, |E,| = 1 for allv € |J F;.
i=0
Let us recall Example 2.7(3). Now if éy(v) = |E,|, and ég(e) = \ilel then the diffusion operator

becomes the negative of the normalized Laplacian described in [2, Equatioin-14]. In this framework,

k

Oov(v) = |Ey| =1 for allv e |J F; and thus by Theorem 3.11, we get |e\%1|W| is an eigenvalue of the
=0

normalized Laplacian matric with the multiplicity |W| — 1.

We provide an application of the above result in Section 3.1.

3.1. Spectra of Diffusion Operator of Some Specific Hypergraphs. Now we recall some definitions of
special type of hypergraphs from [1, 15] and derive the eigenvalues of their diffusion operators.

Definition 3.13 (Cored vertex). [15, Definition 2.3] Suppose that G(V, E) is a hypergraph. If for all e € E,
there exists ve € e such that ve ¢ e; for all ej(# e) € E then G is called a cored hypergraph. A vertex with degree
one is referred to as a cored vertex, and a verter with degree greater than one is referred to as an intersectional
vertex.

According to [1], if a hyperedge has only one cored vertex then the core vertex is called a pendant vertex.
Moreover, two vertices u,v of a hypergraph are twins if they belong to the exactly same hyperedge(s). Note
that in Theorem 3.8, all the elements of e, are cored vertex and any pair of vertices in e, are twins. Moreover,
Theorem 3.8 can be applied if there exists at least two cored vertex which are twins. In Theorem 3.11, each
u; is the only cored vertex in e;, that is, each u; is a pendant and other than w;, all the vertices in e; are
intersectional. In Corollary 3.7, the condition (1) can be restated as there exists at least a pair of twin vertices
belongs to all the hyperedges. Now we are going to apply our results to determine the eigenvalues of some
classes of hypergraphs that have cored vertices, twin vertices, and intersectional vertices.

3.1.1. Complete Spectra of the Diffusion Operator of Hyperflowers.

Definition 3.14 (Hyperflowers). [1] A (I,r)-hyperflower with t-twins is a hypergraph G = (V, E) where V' can
be expressed as the disjoint partition V.= U U W with the following listed property.

!
(a) The set U can be partitioned into disjoint t-element sets as U = |J U;. That is |U;| = t, U; = {us}i4
i=1
foralli=1,2...;0 andU;NU; =0 for alli # j andi,j=1,...,1.
(b) There exists r-disjoint set of vertices e1,...,e. € P(W), the power set of W, such that, E = {ey; :
epi =ex WU k=1,2,...,ri=1,2,...,1}.

If v € U, then v is called a peripheral vertex.

Suppose that Ej, = {eg;}i_, for any k = 1,2,...,7. Evidently, e, = () eand eNey =0 foralle € E\ Ej.
eeFEy

Therefore, by Theorem 3.4, if oy (v) = ¢ and dule) _ i for all v € e then —f:—: is an eigenvalue with

le]

eek,
eigenspace of dimension at least |ex| — 1 for all k.

FIGURE 1. (4, 1)-hyperflower with 9 twins.
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In our study the hyperflowers with » = 1 are interesting because, in this case, each peripheral vertex is a
cored vertex of the hyperflower. We summarize below some crucial observation on (I, 1)-hyperflower with ¢ twins
(see Figure 1). Since r =1, one has W = ¢ and (| e=W.

ecE
(1) Note that ey = W = [ e. Therefore, if |e1| > 2 and dy (v) = ¢y for all v € e then by Corollary 3.7,
ecE
one can conclude that — > 6EC—£E)|—; is an eigenvalue of the diffusion operator L associated with the
ecE

(1, 1)-hyperflower with ¢ twins of multiplicity at least |e;| — 1 = |W| — 1.
(2) Since, for any hyperedge, all the peripheral vertices belongs to the hyperedge are cored vertices and
any two of them are twins to each other, by Theorem 3.8, if t > 2 and dy (v) = ¢; for all v € U; then
M L of L with multiplicity

each hyperedge ey; of the hyperflower corresponds to an eigenvalue —=*; er]

at least ¢ — 1.

(3) Note that if ¢ > 2 then the total number of vertices in (I, 1)-hyperflower with ¢ twins is |V'| = .t + |e1].
Evidently, there exists [.t+|e1| linearly eigenvectors of L, out of which, (|e1|—1)+I(t—1) = l.t+|e1|—(I+1)
can be calculated by using Corollary 3.7 and Theorem 3.8. We, know 1 is an eigenvector of L among
the remaining [ + 1.

(4) Suppose that dy (v) = ¢ for all the peripheral vertices v € U and 6‘Ee|(§) = w for all the hyperedges e € E

then by Theorem 3.11 we have —%|e;| = —<|W| is an eigenvalue of the diffusion matrix of dimension
at least [ — 1.
(5) One can easily verify that the last remaining eigenvalue is —% (It + |W|) = —%|V| with eigenvector

y € RV defined by
(v) = It ifveW
RO=Y 2w iteeu.

(6) Note that all the eigenvalues of (I, 1)— hyperflower with ¢-twins are the multiples of £. Therefore, if %
is an integer then all the eigenvalues of L are integer.

In a (I, 1)-hyperflower, when the central set W is a singleton set {vg} then it becomes a sunflower.

Definition 3.15 (Sunflower). [15, Definition 2.4] Let G = (V, E) be a k-uniform hypergraph. If there exists a
disjoint partition of the vertex set’ V as V =Vo U V3 U...U Vs such that

(a) Vo ={vo} and |V;| =k —1 foralli=1,2,...,s,

(b)) E={e;=WUV,:i=1,2,...,s},
then G is called a k-uniform sunflower. Fach hyperedges of sunflower is called leaf. The vertex vy is referred as
the heart of the sunflower. Note that the degree of the heart is the cardinality of the set E, which is also called
the size of the sunflower.

Since the sunflower is a special case of the (I, 1)-hyperflower. From the list of the eigenvalues of (I, 1)-
hyperflower one can determine the eigenvalues of the diffusion operator associated with sunflower.

3.1.2. Spectra of Diffusion Operators of Some More Hypergraphs.

Definition 3.16 (Loose Path). [15, Definition-2.7] A k-uniform hypergraph G = (V, E) is said to be a k-uniform
loose path of size d if the set of all hyperedge E is such that

(a) E={ey,e2,...,e4},
(b) esnej=0if|li—j|>1and|e;Ne;| =1 4f |i —j| =1.

Note that if ¢ # 1, d then each e; contains k — 2 cored vertices. Therefore, if dy (v) = ¢; for all cored vertices
v € e;, then by Theorem 3.8, —@% is an eigenvlue of L with multiplicity k — 3. If kK = 1,d then e; contains
k — 1 cored vertices hence the mulltiplicity is k—2.

If for k¥ > 3, a k-uniform hypergraph G = (V, E) is such that it satisfy all the conditions stated in Defini-
tion 3.16 with just one exception, which is |e; Ney| = 2 then G is called a k-uniform loose cycle of size d. Using
Theorem 3.8 we can find the eigenvalues of L corresponding to the loose cycle as we have done in case of the
loose path.

4. SPECTRAL BOUNDS FOR SOME HYPERGRAPH PROPERTY

Before going to the spectral bounds, we need to discuss the following notion.

Definition 4.1. Let r € RV be defined by r(v) := > gfgzg ‘Til_; and ro == max r(v).
=N IS

It is interesting to note the following observations on r.
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(1) if 0p(e) = w(e ) B 1,(SV( v) = 1 then r(v) = d(v) and ro = dmax, Where dpax = ma‘}d(v). In case of
ve
unweighted graph, w(e) = 1 for all e € E and hence the degree d(v) of a vertex v € V, is the number of

hyperedge containing the vertex v. We denote the collection of all the hyperedge containing the vertex
v by E,. Clearly d(v) = |E,|.
(2) In an m-uniform hypergraph, r(v) =

g (e)
Z E
eeE ov(v)”
We calculate a bound for r(v) in terms of the spectra of the diffusion operator in the next result. Since for
particular choices of inner products, r(v) becomes the degree of V, this bound gives a spectral bound for the
vertex degree. We use the techniques described in [12, 3.5., p. 300] to prove the next result.

Theorem 4.2. Suppose that Ao and Ay are respectively the second least and largest eigenvalue of —L then

14 \%
Oy (min)Ag < |V|| l 1 5%1‘1/1 r(v)dy (v) < |V|| l . rglea‘i(r( v)dy (v) < Andy (max).
Proof. Tt is easy to show L = —L— Xy (Lyv|— ‘71|J) is positive semidefinite, where J is a square matrix of order |V|
with all its entry equal to 1. Let, for allv € V, x, € RV be defined by . (u ) = 1if u = v and otherwise x, (u) = 0.

Hence (Lxy, Xo)v > 0 for all v € V and this leads us to Ay < I“/‘I/|1 6V(mm) 1n Z 5E e) (le] = 1). Similarly

instead of L, if we consider the positive semidefinite matrix M = Ay (I — %J)V - (f ), then (Mxy, Xo)v > 0
leads us to IV‘IL*ll max > ‘Sl%‘(f)(|e| — 1) < Anydy(max). This completes the proof. |
ve ecEy

The maximum and minimum cardinality of hyperedge in a hypergraph are called rank (rk(G)) and corank
(cr(@)) of the hypergraph respectively.

Removal of a vertex v € V from each hyperedge containing it, is called weak deletion of v. If weak deletion
of a set of vertices increase the number of connected components of the hypergraph G then the set is called weak
verter cut of the hypergraph G. The weak connectivity number k., (G)( or simply k., if there is no confussion
about the hypergraph ) is the minimum size of the weak vertex cut in the hypergraph G.

Theorem 4.3. Let G = (V,E) be a hypergraph with |V|(> 3), such that G contains at least one pair of
non-adjacent vertices then there exists a constant k such that Ao < k(dmax — 1)sw (G).

Proof. Let W be the the weak vertex cut with |W| = k,,. Clearly there exists a partition V.=V, UW U V; of
V such that no vertex of V; is adjacent to any vertex in V. Let us consider y € RV defined by y(v) = V5] if
v eV, ylv) =—|WV1| if v € V, and y(v) =0 if v € W. Operating L on y leads us to

(Ly)(v) = (avg* o avg)(y)(v) —n(v)y(v)
B ) avg(y)(e) 9p(e) 1
- Z ) el > 3y (v) |e|y( )

eeEy ( ) | eeEy
o (SE(G) i i w) — v
_SEZEV V(U) |€| uzee |€|(y( ) y( )) (4 1)

Suppose k := JsEup . { gfgzg @} It is easy to verify that, for all v € V; U Va, k(v) < (dmax — 1)|W|k.
ecb,ve

Clearly, for any v € V1, there exists no e € E,, such that e N Vo # ¢. Hence for any v € V7, Equation (4.1)
leads us to the following.

E€EFEy ) € ce |€|
5E(6) 1
- — |Va
2 SwiE 2
= —k(v)|Va]

Similarly, for any v € Va2, (Ly)(v) = k(v)|Vi|. Hence, (—Ly,y)v < >, cp ov(0)k(©)(y(0))? < k(dmax —
)W |(y,y)v. This leads us to A2 < k(dmax — 1)|W| = k(dmax — 1)rw (G). |
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Remark 4.4. In the above result if we put 0g(e) = ‘5—121 foralle € E and 6y (v) =1 for allv € V, the diffusion

operator L becomes the diffusion operator described in [}]. This operator is also the negative of the Laplacian
matriz for hypergraph described in [2]. With the above choice of 6 and oy we have k = Wl)—l In the above

theorem instead of the supremum k, any upperbound of the set {25—23#}
eeEweV

involving the weak connectivity number. Although we decided to go with the supremum to make the upperbound
as sharp as possible.

yields an upperbound of As,

Corollary 4.5. Let G = (V, E) be a hypergraph with |V |(> 3) such that G contains at least one pair of non-
adjacent vertices and dmax < cr(G) and oy (v) =1 for allv € V, and dg(e) = w(e ) for alle € E. Then
)\2 S Hw(G)

e|1

Proof. Tt is easy to verify > cp. 25—8‘6% =Y ecry wliT) < irf(‘g). Hence, k < Cdf(‘g‘). Thus the condition
dmax < cr(G) leads us to k < 1. Hence the result follows. [ ]

Corollary 4.5 is stated and proved in [2, Theorem 3.1] independently. Although we have proved this result
as a corollary of Theorem 4.3.

For any S C V, the collection of all the hyperedges that contains vertices from both the sets S and V'\ S are
called the edge boundary of the set S. The edge boundary of S is denoted by 0.

Theorem 4.6. Let G be a hypergrph. For any nonempty S C V, we have

by (min) _ 0S|V [ e
5 p(max) = [S|(V] —[5]) = VOV (max) {<|e|—1>6E<>}

[V|—1S] ifvels
—15] otherwise

4

Proof. We consider a function z; € RY defined by z4(v) := { corresponding to the set

S # ¢. Thus by A.M > G.M inequality we have

(=Lzg,25)v Z

eEE

5E 9

5 Z | = S|ISnellV]
e€dS

§(max)|0S||V|?.

Z «(v))?

2
| | u,vee

<

=

1 6z (max) [8S||V]
(2s,25) v 4 V(mln) [SI(VI=1SD)*

As for all e € 9S,and |e — S[|SNe| > [e] — 1 we have (—Lzs, 25)v = 3 Y ccos 6|E‘(26)2|€ - S|ISnellV]* >
|8$|16122{5b‘“6(|\2€|)(|e| — )} |[V|2. Thus, % < Andy (max) max {(\el 1)6E(e)}' This completes the proof.
|

Remark 4.7. If 6y (v) = 1 for all v € V and dg(e) = |LT‘_21 then Theorem 4.6 leads us to 4\o C:,g%)_zl <
[oS]|V

m < An and this implies the result given in [2, Theorem 3.2, p-12].

Now, as (25, 24)y = by (min)|S|(|V] — |S])[V], we have A, < (GE22)v <

Corollary 4.8. Let G be a hypergrph. For any nonempty S C V, we have

dy (min) [0.S]|V] < oy (max) (rk(G))?

dp(max) — |S|(|V] —1|S|) — N dp(min) cr(G) —1°

The mazimum cut, me(G) of a hypergraph G(V, E) is defined by mc(G) := max{|0S|: ¢ # S C V}. The

bipartition width of a hypergraph G, bw(G) is defined by bw(G) := min {|65’| sCV,|S|= L%J }

4o

Corollary 4.9. For any hypergraph G(V, E),

i2 (el = 1)on(e)

Corollary 4.10. For any hypergraph G(V, E), if a(|V|) = % when |V| is even and a(|V]) = |é“¥_|1 when |V|
18 odd, then

2
me(G) < %)\Név(max) max{L} .

4)\2M a(|[V)bw(G) < Andy (max) maX{GL} .

dg(max) — ek | (le] — 1)dg(e)

Now we recall the definition of Cheeger constant h(G) from [2].

= min 1951
WG) = S(#d)CV {min(|S|, (Vv —=251)) } .
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Corollary 4.11. If G is a connected hypergraph then Ay < % éE(maX)h(G)

2 5y (min)
Proof. This result follows immediately from Theorem 4.6. Clearly there exists S C V such that h(G) = %
and |S| < 1|V|. This leads us to |V“ “S‘ < 2. Hence by Theorem 4.6, Ay < égE(&?;())h(G) ]

Recall that a m- uniform hypergraph is a hypergraph G(V, E) with |e| = m for all e € E. For any m-uniform
hypergraph, a little different version of Theorem 4.6 can be proved when m is odd.

Proposition 4.12. Let G be an m-uniform hypergraph. Suppose v : N — R is defined by y(m) = 1 if m is
even and y(m) = m’;‘—il if m is odd then for any nonempty S C V, we have

2 .
m }> |S||85||V| >4)\26V(mm) (m).

An Oy (max) max {
ecl

(m —1)ox(e) (V=18 = " dp(max) |
Proof. This result can be proved by same line of proof that of theorem 4.6 along with the fact that for any
mTz if m is even

m-hyperedge with e NS = s, we have (m — s)s < 2 . |

m4_1 if m is odd

Remark 4.13. If dy(v) =1 for allv € V and ég(e) = |e| then Proposition 4.12 becomes the result given in
[22, Lemma-1, sec.2, p.917].

Recall the definition of r € RY is r7(v) = Z g"f (zg BE Land ry = max r(v). Next result is a generalization

of [2, Theorem-4.2]. The proof of this result is also similar to [2, Theorem-4.2]. Thus we are going to skip the
details of the proof and just give an outline of the proof.
Theorem 4.14. If G be a hypergraph with Ay < r(v) for allv € V then

05 (min)
~ Oy (max)(rk(G))?
Proof. Let zo be the eigen function of —L corresponding to the eigenvalue Ao. Suppose that V7 = {v € V :

z2(v) > 0} and Vo = {v € V : 22(v) < 0}. Let y € RY be defined by y(v) = 23(v) if v € V4, otherwise y(v) = 0.
Since,

)\2 (27"0 )\2)

Sh(@).

Nolyy)y > Zéf—f) S () - y(0)? —Zﬂ%}? S a(u)eal)

eeE {u,v}CenVy ecoVy ucenVzveenVy

and

(2r0 — A2)(y,y)v > Z 6{2?2@) Z (y(u) +y()* | + Z 5E(§) Z 29 (u)za(v),

eeE {u,v}CenVy ecoVy uceNVav€enVy

we can conclude the following.

Aal2r0 — M) )} > Z‘Sf—T) > ww-ue?] (T T )

ecE {u,v}CenVy eceE {u,v}CenVy
5E
—al4 Z Z y(wy(v) +a |, (4.2)
e€EE {u,v}CenV;
where o = ‘S'E‘(Qe) > 29(u)za(v). Clearly o < 0 and Since A2 < r(v), we have

€
ecoVy u€eNVav€enVy

> (ﬂf) > aWn) =3 1) = X)) 20.

ecoVy u€enVav€enVy veVy

Therefore,

42‘5E S gy +a

e€EE {u,v}CenVy
_ dp(e)
= 22 e|2 Z y(u)y(v) + Z T Z zo(u)za(v) | > 0. (4.3)
eceE {u,v}CenVy ecdVy u€enVav€enVy

Since r(v) > A2, Equation (4.2) and Equation (4.3) leads us to
Xa(2r0 = A2)(y, )V
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(322 T o -v02) (2 S e+, m

eel u,v€e
By Cauchy—-Schwarz inequality we have

@2%%2ww 7) (3558 S o)
< 25E > ? ))) . (4.5)

u,vee

Suppose ty < t1 < ... <t} are all possible distinct values of y and V; = {v € V : y(v) > t;}. Clearly V=W>
Vi O ... 2 Vi. It can be easily verified that (l Y ek 5‘%'(26) Z%UEe(yQ(u) - y2(v))) > S (min) Z |OVi| (2 —

2 = (rk(G))2
dg (min dg (min dg (min
2,) > ZEEA(G) ¥ Vil —t2)) > SEESR(G) ¥ (Vi = [Visa )2 > W}z(@(w) :
(rk(G)) ieN, (rk(G)) ieN, (max)(rk(G))
Hence Equation (4.4) and Equation (4.5) lead us to \/A2(2r9 — A2) > %h@l) ]

Theorem 4.15. For any hypergraph G(V, E), 4\n 5 dvimax) ~ p(q).

g (min)

Proof. Suppose S C V be such that h(G) = 1951 and zy € RY be the eigenvector of L corresponding to

El
the largest eigenvalue Ay . If xg € RV be the characteristic function of the set S then Ay = % >

(=Lxs.xs)v ~ 1 dg(min) h(G). [

(xs:xs)v = 43y (max)

5. GENERAL ADJACENCY OPERATOR OF A HYPERGRAPH

Recall the Definition 4.1, where we have defined » € RY. Since in case of graph, Adjacency matrix can be
expressed as the difference of the degree matrix and the Laplacian matrix associated with the graph, we can
define the general adjacency operator Ag : RV — RV associated witha hypergraph G(V, E) as

((Ag)z)(v) = (L(x))(v) + r(v)2(v), (5.1)

for all x € RY. By Definition 4.1, one has for all z € RV,

(Lo = 3 29 e|2 2 (o

ecE,
_ p(e) 1 I o
*ZE e | 2 T 2 e
_ op(e) 1 v N OE(Q) el -1
_eezE:v dv (v) IeIQUg;# ) ;E: Sy (v) |e? (v)
= 5E(e>i xz(u) —r(v)x(v
2 SR, 2, )

Therefore, by Equation (3.1)

(ar)o) = ¥ 35925 X alu) 6:2)

Henceforth we will use A to denote the general adjacency operator of hypergraph instead of Aq, if there is no
confusion about the hypergraph G.

In next three results we compute some eigenvalues and their eigenspaces of the general adjacency operator
associated with some classes of hypergraphs.

Remark 5.1. We have seen that for some specific values of dg and Oy, the diffusion operator coincides with
2
some conventional operators. Similarly, if we choose éy(v) =1 for allv € V and dg(e) = ”;‘E—ll foraleec E

then our adjacency operator becomes the adjacency operator described in [2]. Therefore, all the theorems on
adjacency operator, we are going to state in this subsection, also valid for the adjacency operator of [2].

Theorem 5.2. Suppose that G = (V, E) be a hypergraph. If ey € E such that
(i) eo = ey Uey, with e, Ne, =0, and |e,| > 2,
(i) eNey, =0 for all all e(# eg) € E,
(1ii) Sy (v) = c for all v € ey,

then fi'fe( ‘02) is an eigenvalue of A with multiplicity |eg| — 1.
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Proof. Suppose that e, = {ug,u1,...,u}. Corresponding to each u;, for i = 1,..., k, we define y; € RV as
1 if v = g,
yi(v) = =1 if v =y,
0 otherwise.

By Equation (5.2) we have (Ay;)(v) = Z 6v( # > wi(u). Now we are in position to observe the
u€Ee;uFv
following facts.
(a) For v = ug, one has F, = {eg}. Therefore, (Ay;)(ug) = 0p(c0) 1 > wyi(u). Since y;(v) = 0 for

dv (uo) leol?

u€Ee;uFug
all v € V with v # ug and v # u;, evidently (Ay;)(ug) = gfgi‘;)) \ei|2yi(“i) = —@ |ei\2yi(“0)'
(b) Similarly, for any i = 1,2..., k, we have (Ay;)(u;) = gfgi‘;)) |€0|2y1(u0) mceﬂ) \€0|2yz(uz)
(c) For all j #i and j # 0, evidently > w;(u) =0 for all e € ;. Therefore, (Ay;)(u;) = 0 for j #0
u€e;uFu;
and j # 1.
(d) Forallv ée,, >, wyi(u)=0forallee E and therefore, (Ay;)(v) = 0.

u€e;uFv

Therefore, Ay; = *mﬁyi for all i = 1,2,...,k and. Evidently, {y;}¥_, is a linearly independent set and

C
this can be proved similarly as we have done in the proof of Theorem 3.8. This completes the proof. |

Theorem 5.3. Suppose that G = (V, E) is a hypergraph. If

(i) there exists Eg = {eg,e1,...,es} C E such that W = () e; andeNW =0 for alle € E\ Ey,

i=1
(i) |W|>2 and W = {vg,v1,...,0%},
(i11) oy (v) =c for allve W, and ‘SE—C(e)L =v.

lel?
eeEy

then —v is an eigenvalue of A with multiplicity |[W| — 1.

Proof. For each i =1,2,...,k we define a function y; € R as
1 if v = vy,
yi(v) =< =1 if v =y,
0 otherwise.

By Equation (5.2) we have (Ay;)(v) = > gfgzgﬁ > wyi(u). Considering different cases we have the
ecE, u€e;uFv

following facts.

(a) By the condition 5.3, E, = Ey for all v € W. Therefore, (Ay;)(v;) = Z
c€E

L| > wilu) =

u€e;uFv;
z geled Loyi(ug) = -z st Layi(ui) = —vyi(v;) and
or (e op(e; g (es
(Ayi)(UO) 5j(v0) % Z yi(u) = > EE ) \63\2 yi(vi) = — > Eﬁ ) |e:\2 yi(u;) = —vyi(vo).
eckEy u€e;uFtvg ecEy ecFy
(b) For j # i, and j # 0, one always has >,  y;(u) =0 for all e € E and thus (Ay;)(v;) = 0.
u€e;uFv;

(¢) Note that y;(v) =0 for all v € V'\ W and for any e € E, either both vy, v; belongs to e or none of them
belongs to e. Therefore, >  y;(u) =0 for all e € E and this leads us to (Ay;)(v) =0 for all v ¢ W.

u€e;uFv;

It is clear from the above observations that —v is an eigenvalue of A. Since, {y;}¥_, is a linearly independent
set and this can be proved similarly as we have done in the proof of Theorem 3.8, the multiplicity of —v is
kE=|W|-1. |

Theorem 5.4. Suppose that G = (V, E) be a hypergraph with Ey = {eg,e1,...,ex} C E such that

(1) W= ﬂez7é(2) and W Ne=10 foralle € E\ Ep,

(2) for allz =0,1,...,k there exists a F; C'V such that e, = W U F; with |F;| =t and F;NW =0 for all 1,
(8) Fine=10 for all 6(7é e;) € E,

k
(4) there exists c,w € R such that oy (v) = ¢ for allv € |J F; and 0e(e) — y for all e € E.
=0

le[

then £(t — 1) is an eigenvalue of A with multiplicity at least |Eo| — 1.
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Proof. We define y; € RY for all i =1,2,...,k, as
-1 ifveFy
yz(’l)): 1 ifvekF

0 otherwise.

By Equation (5.2) we have (Ay;)(v) = > 6E(e; = > yi(u). We now consider the following cases to prove
e€E, uE e;uFv
the result.
(a) Since B, = {e;}, for v € Fj. Thus, (4g;)(v) = & s ¥ gi(w) = EEH L (15— Dyi(v).

v () Te;?

(b) Since E, = Ey for all v € W, therefore, (Ay;)(v) = 3 &l L sv () = %@%j) e (R -
0
Se(e; w
1)(=1) + LR - 1)(1) = £(1 1) =0.

(¢) Forany v e V\ (W U( U F;)),one has >  y;(u) =0 for all e € E,. Therefore, (Ly;)(v) = 0.

=0 u€e;uFv

it follows from the above facts that (¢t — 1) is an eigenvalue of A. Since {y;}%_, are linearly independent,
multiplicity of the eigenvalue is at least k = |Ey| — 1. |

5.1. Complete Adjacency Spectra of Hyperflowers. We have discussed the (I,1)-hyperflower in Defini-
tion 3.14. We have already provided the complete list of eigenvalues and their eigenspaces of the diffusion
operator (and hence the Laplacian operator) associated with (I, 1)-hyperflower. Now we are in position to de-
scribe the complete list of eigenvalues of the adjacency operator associated with the (I, 1)-hyperflower G = (V, E)
with ¢-twins.

(1) Suppose that for some v € R, the function y. € RV is defined by

() v ifveWw,
v) =
Yr 1 ifvel,

where, V' = U UW is the partition of the set of vertices, as described in Definition 3.14. If 5‘/‘55}()7;2 =«
for all v € V and for all e € F then

(Aye)(v) = {

Therefore, if v is a root of

la(y(|W]=1)+t) ifveW,
a(Wly+(t—-1) ifvel.

Wiz +t+1—-UW| -1z —1t=0 (5.3)

then y, is an eigenvector of A with eigenvalue a(|W|vy + (¢ — 1)). The two roots of Equation (5.3) is
going to give us two eigenvalues of A.

(2) By Theorem 5.2, If % =« for all v € V and for all e € E then corresponding to the ¢ twins of each
hyperedge e € F, one has —« is an eigenvalue of A with multiplicity at least ¢t — 1, where dy (v) = ¢, for
all v € e. Evidently for [ edges, there is total I(t — 1) eigenvalues at least.

(3) If 6y (v) =cfor all v € U and dg(e) = 6E‘(2€) = p for all e € E then by Theorem 5.4, we have £(t — 1)
is an eigenvalue of A with multiplicity (I — 1).
(4) If oy (v) = cfor all v € V and Z ‘SE(E) = v, then by Theorem 5.3, —v is an eigenvalue of A with

multiplicity |W]| — 1.
(5) Since, (24+1(t—1)+ (I —1)+|W|—1) = |V|, we have given above the complete list of eigenvalues of A.
(6) Evidently if ﬁ =« for all v € V and for all e € E then From the above observatons, we have the
determinant of Aq,

det(Ag) = (—D)VIT=H (¢ = 1)2 = (Wit — (¢ = 1)(t — 1 — Wl + 1)] oVt — 1)U=D | p|WI=1
= (=)W= = ( + w))od VI — 1)V EIWIET
Note that if « is an integer then det(A) is an integer. For example, recall Example 2.7(1) in the
framework considered in [22, 23], one has o = 1.

In the following remark we discuss some results, involving the the adjacency operator A, which can be derived
without much effort. Most of the result can be proved just by incorporating the operator A with some pre-
existing techniques.

Remark 5.5. (1) If r is a constant function with r(v) = c for allv € V then 1 is an eigenvector of A with
eigenvalue c.
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(2) For any z,y € RV, one has

ey = X slne) 3 28, (5.4
Z;JSV; eeE,NE,

Since the right hand side of Equation (5.4) remain unaltered if we interchange x and y, one has
(Az,y)yv = (Ay,x)y = (z, Ay)v. Therefore, A is a self-adjoint operator.
(3) Corresponding to each v € V, we define x, € RV as

XU(U){l fu=v

0  otherwise.

Evidently, using Equation (5.4) one has (Axu, Xv)v = Y. Sp(e) Therefore, the operator A induces

a matric B = (Byy) of order |V| defined by

(AXua X’U)V = Z 6{2‘(26) qu 7é v,
= ecE,NE,

uv
0 otherwise.

u,veV

(4) Since A is self-adjoint, B is symmetric matriz. It is evident form Equation (5.2) that (Agz)(v)
> G Y ) = ¥ty X ERew) = ¥ shpbea) = 5t (Ba)(v). Thus
eck, u€e;uFv ueV ecE,NE, ueV
for the pre-assigned inner product (-,-)y on R, the matriz B can be directly deduced from the general
adjacency operator A. Therefore, from now on we refer B as the induced adjacency matriz associated
withthe hypergraph G. If there is any scope of confusion regarding the hypergraph G then instead of B
we use Bg to denote the induced adjacency matriz.

(5) (a) If §p(e) = |e|?, then the matriz B becomes the adjacency matriz of hypergraph given in [22, 25].

(b) If 6p(e) = |L\e—fl’ then the matrix B coincides with the concept of adjacency matrix of hypergraph
introduced in [2].
These facts motivates us to refer B as the induced adjacency matriz of the hypergraph and to incor-
porate the techniques used in [2] with the matriz B.

(6) Suppose that B, is the set of all path of length n connecting u,v € V.. For allp = uejvies...e v € P

n
we define €(p) := [] 3eled) - Ope can prove it by using mathematical induction that the uv-th entry of
i=1

les?

the matriz B™ is Bij = Y. &(p). Therefore, B, > 0 if and only if there exists a path uejvies...env
PEPL,
from u to v of length n.

(7) Evidently, By, > 0 if there exists a hyperedge e € E such that u,v € e. The matriz B induces an
1,0-matriz By defined by Bo,, = 0 if By, = 0 and otherwise By,, = 1. Note that B is actually the
adjacency matriz of an unweighted graph Go = (V, Ey) defined by, for u,v € V with u # v, there exists
an edge {u,v} € Ey if and only if there exists at least one hyperedge e € E such that u,v € e. The
hypergraph G and the the graph Go have similarity in connectivity, graph colouring etc. Moreover, if
we impose an weight wo : Ey — R on Gy, where wg is defined by wo({u,v}) = By, then the adjacency
matriz B of the hypergraph G is also the adjacency matriz of the weighted graph G, = (V, Eg, wp).

(8) Proceeding with the same approach described in [5, p.26, Lemma 3.2] one can prove that if there exists
u,v € V such that the distance d(u,v) = [ then I, B, B?,.. ., BY are linearly independent. The reason
behind this fact is the (u, v)-th entry of the matriz B! is non-zero whereas the same for I, B, B?,... B!
are zero. Note that there exists u,v € V such that the diameter of G, diam(G) = d(u,v). Thus if
diam(G) =k, then I, B, B%, ..., B* are linearly independent. If there exists r distinct eigenvalues of B
then the degree of the minimal polynomial of B is r. Thus there exists cg,c1,...,c- € R, not all zero,
such that col + 1B+ coB?>+ ...+ ¢, B" =0. Thus I,B,B?,...,B" are linearly dependent and this
leads us to if k > r then I, B, B?,..., B* are linearly dependent, which is a contradiction. Therefore,
the diameter of the hypergraph G is less than the number of distinct eigenvalues of B. Similar bounds
for the diameter of hypergraph is provided in [2, p.6, Proposition 2.1.].

(9) Let G(V,E) be a connected hypergraph with the minimum edge cardinality 3. An upper bound for
diam/(G) is given in terms of the adjacency matriz is provided in [2, p. 6, Theorem 2.2]. Since B is a
symmetric matriz, the result also holds If the adjacency matriz is replaced by induced adjacency matriz
B.

6. NORMALIZED LAPLACIAN OPERATOR

In Note 2.6, (1), (2), (3), we have mentioned that many conventional concepts of graph and hypergraph
Laplacians are actually special cases of the generalized laplacian operator £. However, this generalized laplacian
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fails to be the generalization of some symmetrically normalized Laplacians. For example, the normalized
laplacian matrix of hypergraphs given in [2, section-4, Equation-16] and the Laplacian given in [10, section-
1.2]. In this section we are going to introduce and study a general normalized Laplacian L. Suppose that
v :RY — RV is an operator defined by (y(z))(v) = (r(v))~Zz(v). We define the general normalized Laplacian
operator L£:RV 5 RY as

L=~vyoLon.
We listed below some observations on L.

(1) For all z € RY and v € V one has, (£(z))(v) = z(v) — ZE 22l Ly 27& (r(u)r(v)~ 2 z(w).
ecly, uee;uFEv
(2) Evidently, 0 is an eigenvalue of L and the dimension of eigenspace of 0 is the number of connected

components of the hypergraph. The function (1) € RV is an eigenvector belongs to the eigenspace of

|

0.
(3) Since (Lz,2)y =3 cp J‘%l(ze) S (y(x)(u)—v(x)(v))?, the operator L is positive semidefinite. There-
{uv}CE
fore, the fact (a — b)? < 2(a? + b?) leads us to

(Lx,x)y < 2(z,z)y. (6.1)

(4) For dg(e) = ll‘e‘jl and &y (v) = 1, the operator £ becomes the normalized Laplacian operator described

in [2, Section-4, Equation-15]. If the hypergraph is graph, L becomes similar to the Laplacian given in
[10, Section-1.2].
(5) Consider the matrix M = (Myy)y,vev defined by

M= 3 2@l

cerp, (V) el

Evidently, £(z) = (Iyy| — M)(x). Therefore, if 3 < pp < ... < pjy| are the eigenvalues of L then
V]

(a) if the hypergraph G has no isolated vertex then > u; = |V|,
i=1

N

(b) since pu1 = 0, one has ps < |J/\L—|1 < vy
(c) Equation (6.1) leads us to p; <2 for alli =1,2,...,|V|.

7. APPLICATIONS

Now we focus on the applications of the connectivity operators introduced in this work. In this section
we study some application of our work in some conventional abstract classes of hypergraphs and some real-
world situations. Use of the different Laplacian matrices associated with graphs in discrete dynamical network,
diffusion, synchronization, random walk, image processing are common in literature, see [4, 11, 16, 17, 19, 24]
and references therein. However, replacing the underlying graph by hypergraph may lead to better result
sometimes. Besides the conventional graph topology, some real-world networks need multi-body framework for
better explanation. Indeed, incorporating hypergraph in proper way can accomplish the need of multi-body
framework in many real-world situations.

7.1. Spectra of the Power of a Graph. Suppose that G(V, E) is a graph (that is 2-uniform hypergraph).
For any k(> 3) € N, the k-th power of G, denoted by G* = (U, F) is a k-uniform hypergraph, defined by
U=V U{|J WF} where, WF := {v; : i € N;i <k —2}, and F:= {e™) = e UW} : e € E}.
eckE
We refer the readers [15, Definition 2.4] for more details about the power of a graph. In a graph, a vertex v is
said to be a pendant vertex if |E,| = 1. Suppose that e is an edge of the graph G. Since f N WX = () for all

f(# e(k)) € F', one can use Theorem 3.8 and Theorem 5.2 to determine eigenvalues of the Laplacian operator
and adjacency operator of G¥. Thus, we have the following result.

Proposition 7.1. Suppose that G(V, E) is a graph (a 2-uniform hypergraph). For all k > 4 and e € E, If
Sy (v) = ce for all v € WF then the eigenvalues of the Laplacian and adjacency matriz of G* are given below.

(1) éi—(e)% is an eigenvalue of the Laplacian operator associated to G* with multiplicity k — 3.

(k)
(2) —6Ec(ek2 ) is an eigenvalue of the general adjacency matriz of multiplicity k — 3.

If e(€ E) contains a pendant vertex then instead of k — 3, the multiplicity is k — 2.

Note that, like we have done for most of the results of this article, here also one can compute the eigenvalues
in a particular framework by choosing d g, 0y appropriately. Since, we have already demonstrated the conversion
of eigenvalues from the general to a particular framework in multiple occations, we skip that discussion in this
application section.
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7.2. Spectra of Squid. A squid is a k-uniform hypergraph G(V, E) such that

k—1

Vi={vw}U (U U;) where, U; = {u;; : j € N;1 < j <k},
i=1
and E = {U;}"= U {{vo} Ueg} where, eg = {uj; : 1 <i <k —1}.

We refer {vg} Ueg as a central hyperedge and all other hyperedge of squid as peripheral hyperedges. See [15]
for more details about squid. Note that e N (U; \ {u;1}) = 0 for all e(# U;) € E. Therefore, using Theorem 3.8
and Theorem 5.2 we have the following result.

Proposition 7.2. Suppose that G(V, E) is a k-uniform squid. For any peripheral hyperedge U, if oy (v) = ¢;
for all v € U; then the eigenvalues of the general adjacency and Laplacian matrix of the squid is given below.

(1) W% is an eigenvalue of the Laplacian operator associated to G* with multiplicity k — 2.

(2) —% is an eigenvalue of the general adjacency matriz of multiplicity k — 2.

7.3. The network of disease propagation. Multi-body interactions are crucial in disease propagation. In
Past few years, using of hypergraphs made the disease propagation models more realistic, see [13]. Here the
vertices of the hypergraph G(V, E) represents the individuals and hyperedges are the collection of individuals
who are known to interact as a group. We summarize below the applicability of our work in this context.

(1) If we set 6g(e) = Ble|? and dy (v) = 1 then according to the general infection model, provided in [13, p.6
, Section-3.2.], a susceptible node v becomes infectious with rate (Ag(f(z¢)))(v). Here, z : V x T — R+
is a function where T is the domain of time and for any (v,t) € V x T, the functional value z(v,t)
is denoted by z:(v). That is z; € R+ is defined as x¢(v) := z(v,t). In addition, the function
f: R+ — R regulates the overall level of infectiousness of the disease and f : R*" — R*+" is defined
as f(z) = {f(z(v))}vey. Similar infection rate is reported also in [6]. Later in partitioned hypergraph
model [13, p.6 , Section-3.3.], the hypergraph G(V, E) is partitioned in to K disjoint hypergraphs

K _
{Gi(Vi, E;)}E |. According to this model the infection rate of the node v at time tis Y. Ag, (fi(z:)))(v),
i=1
where the function f; : Rt — RT regulates the overall level of infectiousness of the disease in the i-th
partition.
(2) To study random infection rates, in [13, p.6 , Section-4.], the mean field approximation approach is

considered. According to that approach, the infection rate of node v at time ¢ is (Ag(f(P;)))(v), where
p+(v) is the probability of being node v is infected at time ¢ and P; := {p:(v) }pev .

7.4. Dynamical network. A dynamical network is a network of evolving dynamical systems. More precisely,
a dynamical system is a system in which a function describes the evolution of a point in a geometric space with
the flow of time. In a dynamical network, several dynamical systems are coupled through an underlying network
in such a way that its neighbouring dynamical systems influenced the dynamics of each dynamical system. The
underlying network may be a graph[17] or hypergraph[4, 9, 18]. To discuss Coupled dynamics on hypergraphs
the adjacency operator Ag is used in [18, equation-(24),(27)] with dg(e) = |e? and Jy(v) = 1. In [4], the
le]
le]-1
on hypergraph. In [9, p. 3, Equation-3|, one variant of the general Laplacian operator of hypergraph, £ is used
in the model of dynamical systems on hypergraphs with dg(e) = (le] — 1)|e|? and dy (v) = 1. Considering the
use of different variant of the diffusion operator Lg in different dynamical network with hypergraph topology,
we can define a general discrete dynamical network model as

Tni1 = f(zn) +e(La(g(zn))), (7.1)
where for any discrete time n € N, x,, € (R") is the function such that z,,(v) is the state of the n-th node.
Both f: RY — RY and g : RV — RV are differentiable functions, regulating the dynamics of all the node. The
positive real, € is the coupling strength. Similarly the continuous model can be defined as

& = fai) + e(Lalg(e)), (7.2)

where x; € RY is such that x;(v) is the state of the v-th node at time ¢ and & € RV is defined by 2;(v) = dz;—gv).

diffusion operator L is used with dg(e) = w(e) in order to discuss synchronization in dynamical networks

7.5. Random walk on hypergraphs. A random walk is a sequence of randomly taken successive steps by
a walker in a mathematical space. If the mathematical space is the set of all the vertices V' of a hypergraph
G(V, E) then the random walk is referred as the random walk on the hypergraph. That is, a random walk on a
hypergraph G(V, E) is a sequence of vertices vy, va, ..., v; such that v; is the i-th step of the random walk. The
whole theory pivot around the Transition probability, (Pg)uy = prob(v,y1 = v|v; = u), which is independent of

i and depends on the underlying hypergraph. Since, |J {(vi+1 = v|v; = u)} is a certain event, > (Pg)uy =1
veV veV
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for all u € V. We can define Pg,,, as

& X L ifuy,
PGu’U = eeE,NE,
0 otherwise.

We summarise below some crucial observations.

(1) Since, >, > (‘;EEZ)) ‘e% =3 (‘;Egz)) lT‘e‘;l = r(u), one has Y (Pg)uw = 1.
veVeeE,NE, v ecE, v veV
(2) Suppose that there exists no isolated vertex in G. That is £, # 0 for all v € V. Therefore, r(v) # 0 for

all v € V and this allow us to define the inner product (-,-)g on RV as (z,y)g := Y. r(u)dv (u)z(uw)y(u).
ueV
If A =7 — Pg, where T : RY — RV is the identity operator on RY, then 0 is an eigenvalue of A with
eigenvector 1. Moreover, (Az,y)g = . > (s‘%fs)(x(u) —x(v))? < 2(x,y)r. Therefore, A is a
{u,v}CV e€E,NE,

positive semidefinite operator and all the eigenvalues of A lies in [0,2). Thus, all the absolute values
of all the eigenvalues of Pg lies in [0, 1]. Moreover, if the hypergraph G is connected then except the
eigenvalue 0 corresponding to the eigenvector 1, the absolute value of all the eigenvalues of Pg lie in
(0,1).

(3) Note that (Az,y)g = 3. > L (a(w) - 2(v)? = (Ay,2)r = (v, Ay)p. Thus, A is self

{u,v}CVeeE,NE,

adjoint. Therefore, Pg is self-adjoint.

(4) Suppose that {z, }nen is a sequence in RV such that x, 41 = Pg(z,) and the underlying hypergraph is
connected. Evidently, £,41 = PZ(x1). Since except the eigenvalue 0 corresponding to the eigenvector
1, the absolute value of all the eigenvalues of Pg lie in (0, 1), by spectral decomposition, nhHH;O Ty is the

. . c s . _ (z1,)r
projection of the initial state x; along the vector 1. Therefore, nl;ngo Ty = rm .

Note that, the properties of general normalized Laplacian operator C suggest that we can replace A
by L.
We end this article with the following Remark.

Remark 7.3. Since dy € R+ and op € R*E, there exists uncountable choices for 6g, dy. Each choice is going
to give us a framework for the operators associated to a hypergraph. Although some results (see Theorem 3.4,
Corollary 3.7, Theorem 5.3, Theorem 3.11) imposes such conditions on oy, that very few choices left for oy but
since very few conditions are imposed on 0g, one still has uncountable choices for 0. Therefore, our results are
valid for uncountable number of frameworks of operators. Two of these frameworks are common in literature
and considered in [2] and [7, 22, 23].
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