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We study the structure of the international trade hypergraph consisting of triangular hyperedges
representing the exporter-importer-product relationship. Measuring the mean hyperdegree of the
adjacent vertices, we first find its behaviors different from those in the pairwise networks and explain
the origin by tracing the relation between the hyperdegree and the pairwise degree. To interpret
the observed hyperdegree correlation properties in the context of trade strategies, we decompose
the correlation into two components by identifying one with the background correlation remnant
even in the exponential random hypergraphs preserving the given empirical hyperdegree sequence.
The other component characterizes the net correlation and reveals the bias of the exporters of low
hyperdegree towards the importers of high hyperdegree and the products of low hyperdegree, which
information is not readily accessible in the pairwise networks. Our study demonstrates the power
of the hypergraph approach in the study of real-world complex systems and offers a theoretical
framework.

I. INTRODUCTION

Given the high complexity and enormous scale of var-
ious real-world complex systems, network science [1, 2]
takes their simplest representation - network - captur-
ing the global connectivity patterns of elements and ex-
plores the emergent dynamical behaviors, advancing for
the past decades our knowledge in social networks [3, 4],
biological and ecological networks [5, 6], airline route net-
works [7–9], technological information networks [10, 11]
and so on. The connectivity of elements is often mapped
with pairwise edges, for which it is assumed that higher-
order interactions involving more than two elements are
infrequent or mediated indirectly by a succession of pair-
wise interactions. Yet group interactions do occur in
many systems including a group of people communicating
simultaneously, co-authors publishing a paper, multiple
proteins forming complexes, and the living species under
group interactions. Their impact can be so crucial as to
be relevant to the emergent dynamics like phase tran-
sitions and scaling in e.g., synchronization and spread-
ing [12, 13]. The simultaneous connection of more than
two elements is represented by a d-clique of d > 2 el-
ements and the study of higher-order networks such as
simplicial complexes [14–17] from algebraic topology [18]
or hypergraphs [19, 20] has attracted much attention re-
cently.
Compared with the attention paid to and the follow-

ing rapid development of the theory of higher-order net-
works, its application to real-world systems have been rel-
atively poor, impeding further development of the field.
It is partly due to the lack of large-scale empirical data
containing the full information of higher-order interac-
tions except for a few cases like the co-authorship net-
works [21]. In this paper, we study the global organiza-
tion of international trade by applying the hypergraph
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approach. Empirical trade data-sets [22–24] provide the
annual values of the distinct product categories exported
by countries to destination countries. An individual trade
is specified by the exporter country, the importer coun-
try, and the product, and their collection can be repre-
sented by a hypergraph consisting of triangular hyper-
edges connecting exporters, importers, and products. So
far most studies have considered the projected pairwise
networks including the country-country networks [25–27],
the product-product networks [28, 29], and the country-
product networks [30–33].

The landscape of international trade may look disor-
dered as expected from the heterogeneous distribution of
production resources and different economic, social, and
cultural circumstances of countries. Yet we find that the
trade hypergraphs exhibit a robust connectivity pattern
informing us of the trade strategies of countries that are
not readily seen in the pairwise networks. To detect a
bias in forming triangular (exporter-importer-product)
hyperedges, we measure the mean hyperdegree of the ad-
jacent vertices - importer or product - of an exporting
country as a function of the hyperdegree of the latter as
has been studied for pairwise networks [26, 33–35]. We
find that as the hyperdegree of an exporter increases,
the adjacent importer’s hyperdegree decreases but the
adjacent product’s one stays constant. This finding is
different from the corresponding correlation properties
reported for the pairwise trade networks, and we identify
the origin in tracing the information loss in projecting
hypergraphs onto pairwise networks. Next, to translate
correctly the observed hyperdegree correlations into the
trade strategies of countries, we compare them with those
of an ensemble of random hypergraphs. Specifically, we
introduce the exponential random hypergraphs (ERH),
which are maximally random for a given hyperdegree se-
quence, and show analytically and numerically that the
strong heterogeneity of vertex hyperdegrees induces even
in the ERH a negative correlation between the hyperde-
grees of adjacent vertices, which we call the background
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correlation. Differences from the background correlations
are the net correlations in the real trade hypergraphs,
which allows us to identify true biases in selecting part-
ner countries and products. Modifying the ERH model,
we construct a model for correlated hypergraphs, which
reproduces the empirical net correlations and helps bet-
ter understand their nature.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we con-
struct the trade hypergraphs and measure the mean hy-
perdegrees of the nearest neighbors to characterize the
hyperdegree correlation properties. In Sec. III, we intro-
duce the ERH model and present its properties, which
provides the background correlation and allows us to
identify the net correlations of the trade hypergraphs. In
Sec. IV, a model for correlated hypergraphs is proposed.
We summarize and discuss our findings in Sec. V.

II. EMPIRICAL TRADE HYPERGRAPHS

A. Construction of a trade hypergraph

The NBER-UN data-sets [22, 23] contain the infor-
mation of all the traded products, classified by the stan-
dard international trade classification (SITC), along with
their exporting and destination countries aggregated over
each year t in the period 1962 ≤ t ≤ 2000. Each an-
nual trade can be best represented by a triangular edge
(hyperedge) connecting an exporter, an importer, and a
traded product, the whole collection of which yields the
trade hypergraph as exemplified in Fig. 1(a). Two types
of vertices, country and product, are present in the trade
hypergraphs, denoted by c and p respectively. The bi-
nary adjacency tensor acc′p(t) for each 3-tuple (c, c′, p)
represents whether a country c exports a product p to
another country c′ or not in year t, i.e.,

acc′p(t) =

{

1 if c exports p to c′ in year t,

0 otherwise.
(1)

While the trade values are also available [27, 29, 32, 36–
38] and one can construct the weighted trade hyper-
graphs, it is beyond the scope of the present study and
we focus on the binary version. We consider two vertices
adjacent or being the nearest neighbor of each other if
they are connected by an hyperedge. Note that for acc′p,
the first index indicates the exporter country, the second
the importer country, and the final one the traded prod-
uct. In the graphical representation of the hypergraph
[Fig. 1(a)], each triangular edge is directed as character-
ized by clockwise or anti-clockwise cyclic arrows. The
arrow from a country c to a product p means that c ex-
ports p while the arrow from a product p to a country
c means that c imports p. The arrow from a country c1
to another country c2 means that c1 imports something
from c2.
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FIG. 1. An example of trade hypergraph and the empirical
hyperdegree distributions. (a) A trade hypergraph of 5 coun-
tries (circles), 4 products (squares), and 5 hyperedges (trian-
gles). Arrows represent the relationship of connected vertices.
For instance, a country c1 exports a product p1 to a country
c2. (b) The distribution of the export hyperdegree of a coun-
try in selected years. Inset: The mean export hyperdegree q
and the mean import hyperdegree k versus time (year). (c)
The distribution of the trade hyperdegree of a product. Inset:
The mean trade hyperdegree r versus time.

B. Hyperdegrees and their broad distributions

In the trade hypergraphs, the number of hyperedges
attached to a vertex represents the total number of dis-
tinct trades involving it. Distinguishing the role and type
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of each vertex, we define three kinds of hyperdegrees as

qc ≡
∑

c′p

acc′p, kc′ ≡
∑

cp

acc′p, rp ≡
∑

cc′

acc′p. (2)

The export hyperdegree qc of a country c represents the
number of the distinct pairs of a destination (importer
country) c′ and a traded product p appearing in the ex-
port portfolio {(c′, p)|acc′p > 0} of c, quantifying its di-
versification. The import hyperdegree kc′ of a country
c′ characterizes the diversification of the import portfolio
{(c, p)|acc′p > 0} of c′. Finally the trade hyperdegree rp
of a product p can be a measure of the popularity of p in
international trade.
The hyperdegrees are found to be broadly distributed

throughout the whole period [Figs. 1(b) and 1(c)]. Broad
degree distributions have been identified also in the pair-
wise trade networks [25, 26]. Such heterogeneous hyper-
degrees can be attributed to different natural and so-
cial environments of countries and different distributions
of available resources for production, and thus one can
consider the hyperdegrees of countries and products as
their characteristic capacity. The mean hyperdegrees,
q = L/Nex, k = L/Nim, and r = L/Npr, with L the to-
tal number of hyperedges and Nex, Nim, Npr the numbers
of exporting countries, importing countries, and traded
products, vary with time, which reflects the growth or re-
cession of the global economy but also may be partially
attributed to the incompleteness of the data-sets [22].
To characterize quantitatively the way of connecting

vertices by hyperedges, we investigate the correlation of
the hyperdegrees of the connected, adjacent vertices, as
has been extensively studied for various complex net-
works [34, 35] including trade networks [26, 33].

C. Mean hyperdegree of the nearest-neighbor

vertices: Hyperdegree correlation

Heterogeneous hyperdegrees of countries and products
represent their different capacity to be connected to any

vertices and constrain strongly the organization of the
trade hypergraphs. To detect the organization principles
taken beyond the given hyperdegree sequence, one should
investigate which countries and which product are con-
nected and what the associated probability is. In this
light we measure the mean hyperdegree of the vertices
adjacent to a vertex and study its dependence of the hy-
perdegree of the latter. Their correlations are of main
concern in the present study. To be specific, let us con-
sider for an exporting country c

knn,c =

∑

c′p kc′ acc′p
∑

c′p acc′p
=

∑

c′p kc′ acc′p

qc
, and

rnn,c =

∑

c′p rp acc′p
∑

c′p acc′p
=

∑

c′p rp acc′p

qc
, (3)

where ‘nn’ indicates ‘nearest neighbor’ or ‘adjacent’.
They are the mean import hyperdegree of the coun-

tries importing from and the mean trade hyperdegree
of the products exported by the country c, respec-
tively. They can vary with the export hyperdegree qc,

which can be probed by knn(q) =
∑

c
qc knn,c δ(qc−q)∑
c
qc δ(qc−q) =

∑
cc′p

kc′ acc′p δ(qc−q)
∑

cc′p acc′p δ(qc−q) and rnn(q) =
∑

c qc rnn,c δ(qc−q)∑
c qc δ(qc−q) =

∑
cc′p

rp acc′p δ(qc−q)
∑

cc′p
acc′p δ(qc−q) .

One can expect that knn,c and rnn,c will be indepen-
dent of c if vertices are connected randomly although the
condition needs refinement as will be detailed soon. If it
is the case, knn,c and rnn,c are reduced to the edge-based
mean hyperdegrees

knn =

∑

cc′p kc′acc′p
∑

cc′p acc′p
=

k2

k
, and

rnn =

∑

cc′p rpacc′p
∑

cc′p acc′p
=

r2

r
, (4)

respectively. In general, these local and global mean
hyperdegrees of the nearest neighbors in Eqs. (3) and
(4) respectively are related to each other by knn =
∑

c qcknn,c/L and rnn =
∑

c qcrnn,c/L. On the other

hand, if knn,c and rnn,c vary with c or equivalently knn(q)
and rnn(q) vary with q, they will deviate from the global
means knn and rnn disclosing the bias that a country
has in selecting its partner importer countries and ex-
port products.
It turns out that the ratio knn(q)/knn decreases with

increasing q, from about 1.6 to 0.9 [Fig. 2(a)]. It implies
that a country of a low export hyperdegree and equiva-
lently a weakly diversified export portfolio tends to select
an importing country of a high import hyperdegree. In
contrast, rnn(q)/rnn is almost constant [Fig. 2(b)], sug-
gesting that a country selects randomly a product to ex-
port, independent of its popularity. These empirical be-
haviors are one of the main results of the present study,
but their interpretations need caution as will be shown
later.
In Appendix A, we project the trade hypergraphs onto

the subspace in which any of exporters, importers, or
products are neglected, and obtain the pairwise trade
networks, which have been extensively studied [25–33].
Both the mean degree of the importers adjacent to an
exporting country in the exporter-importer (EI) networks
and that of the products adjacent to an exporter in the
exporter-product (EP) networks decrease with the degree
of the exporter suggesting negative correlations [32, 33].
The hypergraph results in Fig. 2 are thus different from
those for the pairwise networks, particularly regarding
the behaviors of rnn(q). We show in Appendix A that
the relation between the hyperdegree and the pairwise
degree of a product varies with which exporters prefer
it; The products exported preferentially by the countries
of low export hyperdegree (or degree) are exported by
many distinct countries but their destinations are not
so diverse as for the products exported by the countries
of high export hyperdegrees. Therefore the hypergraph
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FIG. 2. The mean hyperdegrees of the nearest-neighbor ver-
tices in the trade hypergraphs. (a) The mean import hyper-
degree knn(q) of the countries importing from a country of
export hyperdegree q scaled by the edge-based mean import
hyperdegree knn versus the scaled export hyperdegree q/q in
selected years. (b) The mean trade hyperdegree rnn(q) of
the products exported by a country of export hyperdegree q
scaled by the edge-based mean trade hyperdegree rnn versus
q/q.

unveils new information hidden in the pairwise networks,
which is underlying the different correlation properties
between the hypergraphs and the pairwise networks.

In addition to the comparison with the degree corre-
lations in the pairwise networks, the significance of the
observed hyperdegree correlations should be assessed to
infer the underlying trade strategies of countries. It has
been shown that without any explicit correlation or bias,
the heterogeneity of degrees can generate fictitious corre-
lations of the degrees of adjacent vertices via he exclusion
of multiple edges [39], which has been applied also to the
pairwise trade networks [33]. Given the broad hyperde-
gree distributions shown in Figs. 1(b) and 1(c), the same
can happen also in the trade hypergraphs, and we should
investigate how much of knn(q) and rnn(q) is contributed
to by such background correlation originating in the de-
gree heterogeneity and how large the remaining net cor-

relation is, the latter of which will show us the true bias
of countries in composing their export portfolios. To this
end, we introduce and analyze the random hypergraphs
preserving the empirical hyperdegree sequences and com-
pare their properties with the empirical ones in the next
sections.

III. EXPONENTIAL RANDOM

HYPERGRAPHS: BACKGROUND AND NET

CORRELATION

Following Ref. [33, 39], we consider the ensemble of
hypergraphs with the probability measure of each hyper-
graph G = (acc′p) given by P (G) = Z−1eH(G) and the
graph Hamiltonian H(G) given in the form

H(G) =
∑

cc′p

(θ(ex)c + θ
(im)
c′ + θ(pr)p )acc′p

=
∑

c

θ(ex)c

∑

c′p

acc′p +
∑

c′

θ
(im)
c′

∑

cp

acc′p

+
∑

p

θ(pr)p

∑

cc′

acc′p. (5)

The Gibbs entropy S = −〈lnP 〉 = −
∑

G P (G) lnP (G)
is maximized with this probability measure under the
constraints that the expectation values of hyperdegrees
should be equal to prescribed ones qc, kc′ , rp and the ex-
pected number of links be equal to L as

∑

c′p

〈acc′p〉 = qc,
∑

cp

〈acc′p〉 = kc′ ,

∑

cc′

〈acc′p〉 = rp,
∑

cc′p

〈acc′p〉 = L (6)

with the ensemble average 〈F 〉 =
∑

G P (G)F (G) used.

The Lagrange multipliers θ
(ex)
c , θ

(im)
c , and θ

(pr)
c in

Eq. (5) play the role of inverse temperatures and are
determined by Eq. (6). The hypergraphs with the
probability measure given by Eq. (5) can be called
the exponential random hypergraph (ERH) after
Ref. [39]. As the probability measure is factorized

as P (G) = Z−1
∏

cc′p e
(θ(ex)

c +θ
(im)

c′
+θ(pr)

p )acc′p and the
adjacency tensor element acc′p is either 0 or 1, one

can evaluate the partition function Z ≡
∑

G eH(G)

as Z =
∏

cc′p

∑1
acc′p=0 e

(θ(ex)
c +θ

(im)

c′
+θ(pr)

p )acc′p =
∏

cc′p

(

1 + eθ
(ex)
c +θ

(im)

c′
+θ(pr)

p

)

, and the expected ad-

jacency tensor 〈acc′p〉 = ∂ logZ

∂(θ
(ex)
c +θ

(im)

c′
+θ

(pr)
p )

is given

by

〈acc′p〉 = aERH
cc′p ≡

eθ
(ex)
c +θ

(im)

c′
+θ(pr)

p

1 + eθ
(ex)
c +θ

(im)

c′
+θ

(pr)
p

=
Λλ

(ex)
c λ

(im)
c′ λ

(pr)
p

1 + Λλ
(ex)
c λ

(im)
c′ λ

(pr)
p

, (7)
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where we introduce the normalized export, import, and

trade fitness λ
(ex)
c ≡ eθ

(ex)
c

∑
c′

e
θ
(ex)

c′

, λ
(im)
c ≡ eθ

(im)
c

∑
c′

e
θ
(im)

c′

, λ
(pr)
p ≡

eθ
(pr)
p

∑
p′

e
θ
(pr)

p′

of countries and products and the connection

fitness Λ ≡
∑

cc′p e
θ(ex)
c +θ

(im)

c′
+θ(pr)

p . The values of λ’s and
Λ can be considered as the fitness in gaining hyperedges
of each vertex and the whole hypergraph. Solving Eq. (6)
with Eq. (7), one can obtain all the fitness values. Notice
that the probability measure is represented also as

P (G) =
∏

cc′p

(

aERH
cc′p

)acc′p
(

1− aERH
cc′p

)1−acc′p (8)

with the parameters aERH
cc′p given in Eq. (7) being the ex-

pectation value of acc′p.
Once the fitness values are given, the expected ad-

jacency tensor aERH
cc′p in Eq. (7) is fixed for every tuple

(c, c′, p) of vertices. Then we can construct a hyper-
graph by connecting every tuple (c, c′, p) with probability
aERH
cc′p or leaving the tuple disconnected with probability

1 − aERH
cc′p . In this way one can create a realization of

the ERH for given fitness values and can obtain as many
realizations as possible by repeating this procedure.

A. Sparse limit

The specific form of the adjacency tensor as given in
Eq. (7) stems from the constraint that aERH

cc′p cannot be
larger than one even for large λ’s or Λ. In the limit in

which Λλ
(ex)
c λ

(im)
c′ λ

(pr)
p ≪ 1 for all c, c′, p, the adjacency

tensor is approximated as

aERH
cc′p ≃ Λλ(ex)

c λ
(im)
c′ λ(pr)

p , (9)

and the fitness values are proportional to the prescribed
vertex degrees or the total number of links as

λ(ex)
c ≃

qc
L
, λ

(im)
c′ ≃

kc′

L
, λ(pr)

p ≃
rp
L
, Λ ≃ L. (10)

These results helps understand the relation between de-
gree and fitness in the ERH intuitively. Using Eq. (10),

we find aERH
cc′p ≃ qckc′rp

L2 . A necessary condition for this
limit to be valid is that

L
q

L

k

L

r

L
=

L

NexNimNpr
=

L

Lmax
≪ 1 (11)

meaning that the empirical number of hyperedges L
should be much smaller than its maximum possible value,
Lmax = NexNimNpr, and thus the hypergraph is sparse.
Empirically the trade hypergraphs have a low edge

density ℓ ≡ L/Lmax ≃ 0.02, leading us to expect Eq. (9)
to be valid. Inserting Eq. (9) into Eq. (3), one can ob-
tain the mean hyperdegrees of the nearest-neighbor ver-

tices kERH
nn,c and rERH

nn,c for the ERH in the sparse limit and

find them to be equal to the edge-based mean degrees
knn and rnn, respectively, independent of c. Recalling
that the real trade hypergraphs have knn(q) decreasing
with q while rnn(q) constant approximately, one can sus-
pect that the ERH does not lie in the true sparse limit
and/or the real trade hypergraphs are connected in a
non-random way. We will soon show that both are the
case. In the next subsection we first show that the strong
heterogeneity of hyperdegrees drive the ERH out of the
sparse regime although the edge density is low.

B. Deviation from the sparse limit due to

hyperdegree heterogeneity

The fitness values of vertices for the ERH obtained by
solving Eq. (6) and Eq. (7) with the empirical hyperde-
gree sequences are presented in Fig. 3. The behaviors
of the fitness of countries and products as functions of
their hyperdegrees deviate from the sparse-limit predic-
tion [Fig. 3 (a) and (b)]. The fitness values are smaller
for vertices of low hyperdegrees and larger for those of
high hyperdegrees than the sparse-limit predictions kc/L
and rp/L. Such deviations may induce hyperdegree cor-
relations even in the ERH.
To understand the origin of the deviations from the

sparse-limit predictions, we obtain the analytic expres-
sions for the fitness by expanding them in terms of the

edge density ℓ = L/Lmax for small ℓ as e.g., λ
(im)
c =

λ
(im)
c,0 + λ

(im)
c,1 ℓ + λ

(im)
c,2 ℓ2 + · · · and Λ = Λ1ℓ + Λ2ℓ

2 +

Λ3ℓ
3 + · · · and inserting them into Eq. (6). Solving up

to the first order in ℓ, we find the edge fitness and the
trade fitness of a product represented as

Λ = L
[

1 + ℓ ξ +O
(

ℓ2
)]

,

λ(pr)
p =

rp
L

[

1 + ℓ ξ

(

rp
rnn

− 1

)

+O
(

ℓ2
)

]

, (12)

and other fitness values given in the same form with the
corresponding hyperdegrees used. The deviation of the
fitness from the zeroth-order results in Eq. (10) is driven
not only by the dense edge density but also by

ξ ≡
qnn
q

knn

k

rnn
r

=
q2

q2
k2

k
2

r2

r2
, (13)

which is larger for broader hyperdegree distributions
and thus quantifies the heterogeneity of hyperdegrees.
The hyperdegree heterogeneity ξ is empirically over 100
though fluctuating with time [Fig. 3 (c)], which suggests
that the ERH may not be in the sparse limit; ℓ ξ ∼ O(1)
although ℓ is small.
One can consider Eqs. (9) and (10) as the zeroth-order

results in the limit ℓ ξ → 0, in which the exclusion of
multiple edges play little role. As ℓ ξ increases, the edges
that would connect multiply hub vertices are used to con-
nect non-hub vertices, which results in the fitness of hub
(non-hub) vertices larger (smaller) than the sparse-limit
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FIG. 3. Fitness of countries and products and hyperdegree
heterogeneity in the ERH for international trade. (a) The
import fitness versus the scaled import hyperdegree of coun-
tries. L is the total number of hyperedges. The dashed line
represents the sparse-limit prediction. Inset: Deviation from
the sparse limit behavior versus the scaled import degree from
Eq. (12). (b) The trade fitness versus the scaled trade hyper-
degree of products. Inset: Deviation from the sparse limit
behavior. (c) Hyperdegree heterogeneity versus time (year).

prediction as given in the first-order correction term in
Eq. (12). The criterion of whether the fitness is larger or
smaller than the sparse-limit prediction is given by the
edge-based mean trade hyperdegree rnn as supported in
Figs. 3(a) and 3(b).

C. Background and net correlations

As the ERH of international trade is not within the
sparse limit [Fig. 3], the mean hyperdegrees of the
nearest-neighbor vertices in the ERH vary with q. In-
serting the numerically-obtained fitness λ’s into Eq. (7)
to obtain aERH

cc′p for all c, c′, p and using the obtained aERH

in place of acc′p in Eq. (3), one can obtain kERH
nn,c and

rERH
nn,c , which are shown in Figs. 4(a) and 4(b).

Both kERH
nn (q) and rERH

nn (q) remain larger than the
sparse-limit predictions knn and rnn, respectively, for
small q and decrease with q for large q, commonly mean-
ing negative correlations of the hyperdegrees of adjacent
vertices. As discussed in the previous subsection, such
negative hyperdegree correlations in the ERH do not im-
ply any bias in connecting vertices but are generated
by assigning edges just to avoid connecting multiply the

same tuples, most likely those exhibiting
qckc′rp

L2 ≫ 1
which may occur frequently when the edge density ℓ and
the hyperdegree heterogeneity ξ are large. Therefore the
correlation identified in the ERH can be considered as
the background correlation in that it is generated even
without any explicit bias in connecting vertices.
The empirical hyperdegree correlations show extra de-

viations from the background ones. The mean hyper-
degree knn(q) of the nearest-neighbor importers in the
real trade hypergraphs [Fig. 2(a)] decreases more steeply

with q than kERH
nn (q) [Fig. 4(a)]. Most remarkably, the

mean trade hyperdegree rnn(q) of the nearest-neighbor
products varies little with q empirically [Fig. 2(b)] while

rERH
nn (q) decreases with q in the ERH [Fig. 4(b)]. Such
differences lead us to decompose the mean hyperdegree
of the nearest neighbors into the background and the net
component as

knn,c = kERH
nn,c + kNET

nn,c , and

rnn,c = rERH
nn,c + rNET

nn,c . (14)

The q-dependent net components kNET
nn (q) and rNET

nn (q)
are shown in Figs. 4(c) and 4(d), which are another main
results of the present study.
The net components reveal different principles that ex-

porting countries take in selecting parter importers and

products to export. The positivity of kNET
nn (q) for small

q suggests that the countries with low export hyperde-
gree are more likely to select the countries with high im-
port hyperdegrees than expected in the ERH. It decreases
with increasing q to be zero or even negative, implying
that such bias in the parter selection is weakened or re-
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FIG. 4. Background and net correlations. (a) The scaled

mean import hyperdegree kERH
nn (q)/knn of the countries im-

porting from a country of export hyperdegree q in the ERH.
(b) The scaled mean trade hyperdegree rERH

nn (q)/rnn of the
products exported by a country of export hyperdegree q in
the ERH. (c) The net component kNET

nn (q) = knn(q)−kERH
nn (q)

of the mean import hyperdegree of the nearest-neighbor im-
porters scaled by the edge-based mean import hyperdegree
kERH
nn of the ERH is shown for selected years. (d) The net

component rNET
nn (q) = rnn(q)−rERH

nn (q) of the mean trade hy-

perdegree of the nearest-neighbor products scaled by rERH
nn .

versed for the countries having diversified export portfo-

lios. On the other hand, the negativity of rNET
nn (q) for

small q suggests that the countries of low export hyper-
degree are likely to export less popular products than
expected in the ERH. Such negative bias is weakened
with increasing q towards zero or a positive value. As
discussed in Appendix A, the bias is related to the fact
that the products exported by the countries of low export
hyperdegrees tend to have few destinations and thus have
low hyperdegrees. In contrast, the exporters with diver-
sified portfolios export products of higher hyperdegrees
than expected in the ERH.

Our interest turns to designing a model for the cor-
related hypergraphs reproducing the empirical net cor-
relations. If we can do so, the difference between the
correlated hypergraphs and the ERH will illuminate the
structural organization of trade hypergraphs. In the next
section, we construct such a model by modifying the ERH
model.

IV. A MODEL FOR CORRELATED

HYPERGRAPHS

The model hypergraphs reproducing the observed net
correlations beyond the ERH can help better understand
the nature of the obtained degree correlations and locate
the real-world trade hypergraphs in the appropriate pa-

rameter space. As they should have both the background
correlations and the net correlations, we consider a mod-
ification of the ERH.
Let us consider the ensemble of graphs for which the

probability measure P (G) is given as in Eq. (8) with the
parameters aERH

cc′p ’s replaced by

aCH
cc′p = min

{

1,Nc

Λλ
(ex)
c λ

(im)
c′ λ

(pr)
p

1 + Λλ
(ex)
c λ

(im)
c′ λ

(pr)
p

(λ
(ex)
c + λ

(im)
c′ )α

(λ
(ex)
c + λ

(pr)
p )β

}

.

(15)
and Nc being the normalization constant satisfying qc =
∑

c′p a
CH
cc′p for each country c. Note that aCH

cc′p is the
expectation value of the adjacency tensor element, i.e.,
〈acc′p〉 = aCH

cc′p and that the model reuses the fitness
Λ and λ’s obtained in the ERH. The correction term

aCOR
cc′p ≡ Nc

(λ(ex)
c +λ

(im)

c′
)α

(λ
(ex)
c +λ

(pr)
p )β

is introduced to reproduce the

net correlations at the cost of inducing deviations of
the hyperdegrees of individual vertices between data and
model. The exponents α and β are estimated such that
they yield the correlation properties as much close as pos-
sible to the empirical ones. We will call the hypergraphs
constructed by this model the correlated hypergraphs
(CH). Connecting each tuple of (c, c′, p) with probabil-
ity aCH

cc′p in Eq. (15), we can generate a realization of the
CH model.
The specific form of the correction term aCOR

cc′p is moti-

vated by the q-dependence of kNET
nn (q) and rNET

nn (q) shown

in Figs. 4(c) and 4(d). Let us first examine the λ
(im)
c′ de-

pendence of aCOR
cc′p for α > 0. The correction term will

increase with λ
(im)
c′ when λ

(ex)
c ≪ λ

(im)
c′ while it will be al-

most constant, independent of λ
(im)
c′ , when λ

(ex)
c ≫ λ

(im)
c′ .

Recalling that λ
(ex)
c and λ

(im)
c′ grow with increasing qc and

kc′ , respectively [Fig. 3 (a)], one can expect that a coun-
try c with low qc will be connected more preferentially to
the importing countries c′ of high kc′ than expected in
the ERH. A country c with high qc will be r connected
to other countries in the same manner as expected in the
ERH, which is in agreement with the empirical net cor-
relations shown in Fig. 4(c). Similarly, for β > 0, aCOR

cc′p

will decrease with λ
(pr)
p only when λ

(ex)
c ≪ λ

(pr)
p , leading

us to expect a country c of low qc to be connected pref-
erentially to the products p of low rp compared with the
ERH prediction as observed empirically in Fig. 4 (d).
To estimate the exponents α and β, we substitute aCH

cc′p

in Eq. (3) to evaluate the mean hyperdegrees of the adja-

cent vertices kCH
nn,c and rCH

nn,c for every vertex c and mini-
mize the differences from the empirical values quantified
by

Enn(α, β) =
∑

c,qc>0

∣

∣

∣
kCH
nn,c − knn,c

∣

∣

∣

∑

c,qc>0

∣

∣

∣
rCH
nn,c − rnn,c

∣

∣

∣
.

(16)
The estimated values of α and β are both positive, as
expected, and the latter is larger; α and β fluctuate with
time around α ≃ 0.07 and β ≃ 0.5, respectively.
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FIG. 5. CH model and net correlations. (a) The estimated
exponents α and β of the CH model as functions of time. (b)
The relative error of the hyperdegrees of vertices. (c) The

net component kCH
nn (q)− kERH

nn (q) of the mean import hyper-
degree of the nearest-neighbor importers in the CH scaled
by kERH

nn are shown for selected years. (d) The net compo-

nent rCH
nn (q)− rERH

nn (q) of the mean trade hyperdegree of the

nearest-neighbor products in the CH scaled by rERH
nn .

Owing to the introduction of the correction term
aCOR to the adjacency tensor of the ERH, the hyperde-
grees are necessarily deviating from the empirical values
[Fig. 5(b)]. Nevertheless the export and import hyper-
degrees remain close to the empirical values, due to the
introduction of Nc and the small value of α, respectively
while the trade hyperdegrees show 10 to 20% deviations.
We find that the net component of the mean hyperde-

gree of the nearest-neighbor importers kCH
nn (q)− kERH

nn (q)
remains positive and decreases with q though the varia-
tion and fluctuation with time is weaker than in the real
trade hypergraphs [Fig. 5(c)]. The net component for

the nearest-neighbor products rCH
nn (q) − rCH

nn (q) remains
negative and increases with q in quite good agreement
with the empirical behaviors [Fig. 5(d)].

It is remarkable that such simple models as proposed
in Eq. (15) reproduce the empirical characteristics of
the net correlations, suggesting the possibility of con-
structing simple models for other complex hypergraphs.
The CH model can be viewed as a first-order approxima-
tion towards reproducing the empirical net correlations;
We used the fitness values of the ERH without revising.
Therefore it is desirable to tune λ’s and Λ as well as
α and β towards satisfying Eq. (6) as well as minimiz-
ing Eq. (16) in the future research. Our model can be
a guide in devising the models capturing the structural
characteristics of various real-world hypergraphs and fa-
cilitating further systematic studies.

V. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

The trade hypergraphs that we have investigated con-
sist of the hyperedges representing the ternary relation-
ship of a product, an exporter, and an importer, and
thus capture the full information of international trade
in contrast to the pairwise networks representing the bi-
nary relationship. Defining three kinds of hyperdegrees,
we have explored the organization principles at the hy-
pergraph level by analyzing the behaviors of the mean
hyperdegrees of the nearest neighbors and thereby un-
derstanding the correlations between the hyperdegrees of
the adjacent vertices. We have found different properties
of hyperdegree correlations from the degree correlations
known in the pairwise networks and shown that the origin
lies in the different ratio of the hyperdegree to the pair-
wise degree of a product depending on which countries
export it preferentially. Taking the correlation remnant
in the ERH as the background correlation, we have iden-
tified the net correlations to extract the true bias that a
country has in designing its export portfolio.
Given many studies on the pairwise networks, our

study invokes the importance of hypergraph approach
in understanding the organization of real-world complex
systems. Lots of structural characteristics like nested-
ness were studied in the pairwise trade networks, and
thus it is desirable to extend the studies to the trade hy-
pergraphs. Also we can take the higher-level descriptions
of international trade than presented here for its deeper
understanding e.g., by constructing weighted trade hy-
pergraphs with the hyperedge weights given by the trade
values. Also tracing the lost information in projecting
the higher-order description to the lower ones, like hyper-
graphs to weighted or binary pairwise networks, can help
decide the best description balanced between the cost of
data collection and the richness of the information that
will be obtained.
The ERH that we have introduced can be used for

extracting the true non-random features for given het-
erogeneous hyperdegree sequences of the empirical hy-
pergraphs. We have also proposed the CH model that
reproduce reasonably the net correlations. Although the
model is restricted to a specific data-set, we believe that
our methodology to realize the empirical degree correla-
tion via a minimal correction of connecting probability
and determine the parameters by minimizing the differ-
ence from the empirical data can be applied widely to
various types of data-sets.
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Appendix A: Hypergraph versus pairwise networks

Contracting the adjacency tensor acc′p in Eq. (1) over
either of products or importers, one can obtain the
weighted adjacency matrices

w
(EI)
cc′ ≡

∑

p

acc′p, and w(EP)
cp ≡

∑

c′

acc′p (A1)

and the binary adjacency matrices a
(EI)
cc′ = θ(w

(EI)
cc′ ) and

a
(EP)
cp = θ(w

(EP)
cp ) to construct the exporter-importer

(EI) and the exporter-product (EP) networks, respec-
tively [32]. Here θ(x) is 1 for x ≥ 0 and 0 otherwise.

The element w
(EI)
cc′ represents the number of hyperedges

involving c and c′ as the exporter and importer vertex
in the trade hypergraph and is considered as the weight
of the link connecting c and c′ in the EI network. Sim-

ilarly w
(EP)
cp corresponds to the number of hyperedges

involving c and p and is the link weight in the EP net-
work. The vertex degrees in both pairwise networks are

defined as q
(EI)
c =

∑

c′ a
(EI)
cc′ , k

(EI)
c =

∑

c′ a
(EI)
c′c , q

(EP)
c =

∑

p a
(EP)
cp , r

(EP)
p =

∑

c a
(EP)
cp . In the context of weighted

(pairwise) networks, generalizing the vertex degree, one
considers the strength defined as the sum of the weights
of all the links incident on a vertex. From Eq. (A1), one
can immediately find that for the EI and the EP networks
the vertex strength is equal to one of the hyperdegrees
qc, kc or rp.
The mean degrees of the nearest-neighbor importers

and products of an exporting country defined similarly
to Eq. (3) as

k
(EI)
nn,c =

∑

c k
(EI)
c′ a

(EI)
cc′

∑

c′ a
(EI)
cc′

=
1

q
(EI)
c

∑

c′

k
(EI)
c′ a

(EI)
cc′ , and

r
(EP)
nn,c =

∑

p r
(EP)
p a

(EP)
cp

∑

p a
(EP)
cp

=
1

q
(EP)
c

∑

p

r(EP)
p a(EP)

cp . (A2)

have been investigated to characterize the connectiv-
ity pattern of pairwise trade networks. Previous stud-

ies [32, 33] have consistently shown that both k
(EI)
nn,c and

r
(EP)
nn,c decrease significantly with q

(EI)
c and q

(EP)
c , respec-

tively. It means that the export and import degree of
adjacent countries in the EI network and the degrees
of adjacent product and country in the EP network are
negatively correlated. Interestingly, such negative corre-
lation is not fully transferred to the trade hypergraphs;
The mean hyperdegree rnn,c of the products exported by
an exporting country c appears constant without regard
to qc in the trade hypergraphs [Fig. 2(b)].
Such different behaviors of the mean degree of the

nearest-neighbor products between the EP network and
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FIG. 6. Relation between hyperdegrees and degrees. (a) SITC
codes of the products in three groups Phigh,Pmed, and Plow

the top 20% products preferred by three groups of exporters
having high, medium, and low export hyperdegrees in year
2000. (b) The scaled trade hyperdegrees versus the scaled de-
grees in the EP network for the products preferred by different
groups of exporters of different export hyperdegrees. (c) The
scaled import hyperdegrees versus the scaled import degrees
in the EI networks for the importers preferred by different
groups of exporters of different export hyperdegrees.
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the hypergraph make different implications. If we con-

struct the EP network and examine the behavior of r
(EP)
nn,c ,

we can infer that an exporting country of a lower degree,
having a smaller number of exporting products, tends
to select a product of a higher degree, having a larger
number of countries exporting it. On the other hand, if
the trade hypergraphs are examined, an exporting coun-
try seems to select a product without regard to the trade
hyperdegree of the latter, meaning the number of distinct
pairs of exporter and importer countries.

The origin of the difference should be searched for in
the different definition and meaning of the vertex degree
between the EP networks and the hypergraphs. The hy-
perdegree of a product in the trade hypergraph is related
to its degree in the EP network as

rp =
∑

cc′

acc′p =
∑

c

w(EP)
cp = r(EP)

p w
(EP)
nn,p (A3)

where w
(EP)
nn,p ≡

∑

cw
(EP)
cp /r

(EP)
p is the mean weight of the

links incident upon product p in the EP network, repre-
senting the mean number of hyperedges per link. There-
fore the hyperdegree rp is contributed to by the degree

r
(EP)
p and the mean weight of its incident link w

(EP)
nn,p . The

latter information is lost in the binary adjacency matrix
and the vertex degree of the EP network.

The empirical observations are summarized as that the
products exported by the countries of low export hyper-

degrees have their network degrees r
(EP)
p larger than but

their hyperdegrees rp similar to those exported by the
countries of high export hyperdegrees. To understand
these, let us divide the exporting countries into three
groups Clow, Cmed, and Chigh depending on their export

hyperdegrees q and identify the top 20% (∼ 200) prod-
ucts exported by the countries in each group C based

on the sum of link weights
∑

c∈C w
(EP)
cp . This proce-

dure classifies products into those exported by countries
of low, medium, and high export hyperdegree, the groups
of which we denote by Plow,Pmed, and Phigh, and allows
us to detect how the relation in Eq. (A3) varies among
them. The 4-digit SITC codes of these three groups of
products are shown in Fig. 6(a). The first digit of the
SITC code provides the highest level of classification as
follows: 0 for food and live animals, 1 for beverages and
tobacco, 2 for crude materials, 3 for mineral fuels, 4 for
animal and vegetable oils, fats, and waxes, 5 for chemi-
cals, 6 for manufactured goods classified by materials, 7
for machinery and transport equipment, 8 for miscella-
neous manufactured articles, and 9 for etc [22, 23, 32]. In
Fig. 6(a), one can find that the primary products having
the first digit less than 5 are found more in Plow while
most of the products in Phigh are the manufactured prod-
ucts having the larger first digit [32]. We find that a
product in Plow tends to have smaller hyperdegree than
that in Phigh even when both have the same pairwise
degree in the EP network [Fig. 6(b)]. In other words,

w
(EP)
nn,p is smaller for the products in Plow than those in

Phigh and such small values of w
(EP)
nn,p of the former miti-

gate their large values of r
(EP)
p , resulting in the constancy

of rp among the products preferred by the countries of
different export hyperdegree.
On the other hand, the relation between the import hy-

perdegrees kc and the degree k
(EI)
c of the importing coun-

tries c preferred by each group C of exporters show little
variation across different groups of exporters [Fig. 6(c)],

which leads knn,c to decrease with qc as k
(EI)
nn,c does with

q
(EI)
c .
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