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One issue with the analysis of complex systems and the interaction between such systems is
that they are composed of different number of components, or simply the fact that a different
number of observables is available for each system. The challenge is how to analyze the inter-
action of two systems which are not described by the same number of variables. The approach
is to combine different types and number of time series so that they yield a matched set of
data points from which coupling or correlation properties can be estimated. Here, we present
multidimensional joint recurrence quantification analysis (MdJRQA), a recurrence-based tech-
nique that allows to analyze coupling properties between multivariate data sets that differ in
dimensionality (i.e., number of observables) and type of data (such as nominal or interval-
scaled, for example). First, we introduce the methods, and then test it on simulated data from
linear and nonlinear systems. Finally, we discuss practical issue regarding the application of
the method.

Keywords: joint recurrence, multivariate time series, recurrence quantification, nonlinear
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Introduction

The current paper presents an extension of extant re-
currence analysis techniques, joint recurrence quantifica-
tion analysis (JRQA; Marwan et al., 2007) and multidimen-
sional recurrence quantification analysis (MdRQA; Wallot
et al., 2016), that is particularly aimed at quantifying the
correlation—or coupling—between time series that differ in
dimensionality. That is, assessing coupling between two sys-
tems with different number of observed variables. Exam-
ples include correlating a high-dimensional neurophysiolog-
ical recording (e.g., electroencephalogram, functional mag-
netic resonance imaging, etc.) with a unidimensional be-
havior stream (e.g., gaze fixation times), or the behavior of
a group leader (e.g., unidimensional acceleration profile or
transcript of speech) with the collective behavior of the other
group members (e.g., multidimensional acceleration profile
or transcript of speech, where each group member adds one
or more variables to the multivariate group dynamics).

The advantage of the proposed method is that multidimen-
sional signals do not need to be averaged in order to reduce

Sebastian Wallot https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3626-3940
Dan Mønster https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9639-8823 Correspon-
dence concerning this article should be addressed to E-mail:
danm@econ.au.dk

their dimensionality to one (Mayseless et al., 2019), or to the
dimension of a lower-dimensional time series that they are to
be correlated with — as it is a general requirement of corre-
lational methods to have matched set of paired data points in
order to estimate correlation. In the approach we are present-
ing here, the full dynamics of the multivariate time series are
retained for analysis in terms of their recurrence profile.

This can have particular advantages if the (multidimen-
sional) time series in question exhibit complicated dynamics
(Fuchs and Scott Kelso, 2018; Scholz and Kelso, 1990; Ra-
menzoni et al., 2011; Crone et al., 2021), exhibit autocorre-
lation in terms of fractal fluctuations (a.k.a., long-memory,
1/ f noise) (Stephen et al., 2009; Kuznetsov and Wallot,
2011;Kello et al., 2008; He, 2011), or inter-dependencies in
terms of fractal correlations (Abney et al., 2014; Marmelat
and Delignières, 2012). Particularly the occurrence of multi-
fractal fluctuations in human behavioral and neurophysiolog-
ical data suggests that different time series measured from a
single organism show such interdependencies (Delignières et
al., 2016; Ihlen and Vereijken, 2010). In all of these cases,
fluctuations are informative about the behavior of the system,
and would get lost by averaging of the signals.

Some of the current alternatives are various bi-variate
analyses (Cross-Correlation, Nelson-Wong et al., 2009;
Cross-Recurrence, Shockley et al., 2002; relative phase anal-
ysis, Burgess-Limerick et al., 1993; convergent-cross map-
ping, Sugihara et al., 2012; and many others), which can also
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be arranged to provide a network-analytic portrait (e.g., Pax-
ton et al., 2014). However, such analyses only capture bi-
variate relationships among the individual observables, but
do not capture higher-level dynamics. Another approach is
to reduce the dimensionality of the data, for example by sim-
ply averaging across all component time series. This, how-
ever, leads to problems of how to normalize or weight these
individual time series, and runs a high risk of averaging out
interesting dynamics from the data. The same goes for other
techniques of dimension reduction, such as principal compo-
nent analysis or fractal analysis — which have the additional
problem that the estimates of techniques are potentially vul-
nerable to auto-correlation properties that are usually present
in time series data (Vanhatalo & Kulahci, 2016). Finally,
there are correlation methods that provide averages on the
level or correlation parameters, such as canonical correla-
tion (Thompson, 1984) or multidimensional cross-recurrence
quantification analysis (Wallot, 2019). While they are multi-
variate analyses that take inter-correlations among the differ-
ent observables of multivariate time series into account, they
always need a matching number of data points and variables.
As we will see, the method we propose here, MdJRQA, con-
tains such analyses as a special case, but generalizes to sit-
uations where we seek to quantify correlation between two
multivariate time series that do not have a matched number of
observables. Moreover, MdJRQA keeps the dynamics of the
time series, and does not lose information inherent in fluctua-
tions that are otherwise lost the in averaging process (Wallot
et al., 2013).

The present article is structured as follows: First, we pro-
vide a formal description of MdJRQA. Then, we will test
the methods on example data from a non-linear, as well as a
linear system.

Multidimensional Joint Recurrence Quantification Anal-
ysis (MdJRQA)

Multidimensional Joint Recurrence Quantification Analy-
sis (MdJRQA) extends Multidimensional Recurrence Quan-
tification Analysis (MdRQA; Wallot et al., 2016) by com-
bining it with Joint Recurrence Plots (JRPs; Romano et al.,
2004), a method to extract measures of similarity between
two time series. The idea behind MdJRQA is that if two
systems—or two subsystems of a larger system—are cou-
pled to each other, then this coupling will affect the dynamics
of the systems in ways that can be quantified by looking at
simultaneous recurrences (i.e., joint recurrences) of the two
systems. In this section, we will briefly explain MdRQA and
JRP as well as how we combine these methods to obtain Md-
JRQA. A conceptual overview of the method is provided in
Fig. 1 for an example where a 3-dimensional system is cou-
pled to a 2-dimensional system (explained in more detail in
the section ‘Model system I’).

For the purpose of our brief explanation in this section,

we assume that we are dealing with a time series, i.e., a
set of measurements at regular intervals of time of a single
variable x to give a set of values (x1, x2, . . . , xn). We fur-
ther assume that x is one of several variables needed to fully
describe some system, and that an approximate description
of the full system can be obtained by the method of time-
delayed embedding (Takens, 1981), resulting in the construc-
tion of a multidimensional phase space embedding of the
uni-dimensional variable x. If x is embedded into an m-
dimensional space with time delay τ the points will be vec-
tors of the form

Xi = (xi, xi−τ, xi−2τ, . . . , xi−(m−1)τ). (1)

The embedding parameters m and τ are not given a priori, but
must be estimated from the data (Wallot & Mønster, 2018).

The fundamental concept of all recurrence-based meth-
ods is the recurrence plot (Eckmann et al., 1987) which is a
graphical visualization of when a system’s state recurs, i.e.,
if the system is in a state X1 = (X1, X2, . . . , Xm) at time t1 and
again at time t2, the points (t1, t2) and (t2, t1) will be included
in the recurrence plot of x. We can formulate this mathe-
matically in terms of the recurrence matrix R with elements

Ri j =

1 if ‖Xi − X j‖ ≤ ε

0 if ‖Xi − X j‖ > ε.
(2)

Here, ‖·‖ is a norm in the m-dimensional phase space (usually
the Euclidean distance) and ε is a small radius within which
two points will be considered equal and therefore recurrent
(see Marwan et al., 2007 for a comprehensive introduction to
recurrence plots).

A joint recurrence plot (JRP) is an element-wise product
of two separate recurrence plots (recurrence matrices) with
the same dimensions. This means that a JRP has elements
with value 1 when both of the individual RP’s have the value
1 for a particular pair of times (t1, t2). If we have the time
series x and another time series y with phase space coordi-
nates Xi and Yi (constructed according to Eq. 1) then we can
define the joint recurrence matrix J by its elements

Ji j =

1 if ‖Xi − X j‖ ≤ εx and ‖Yi − Y j‖ ≤ εy

0 otherwise.
(3)

Here εx and εy are the radius parameters defining recurrences
of x and y, respectively. If x has the recurrence matrix Rx

and y has the recurrence matrix Ry then the above can also
be written J = Rx ◦ Ry, where “◦” denotes the element-wise
product of two matrices.

Multidimensional Recurrence Quantification Analysis
(MdRQA; Wallot et al., 2016) is an extension of Recurrence
Quantification Analysis (RQA; Webber & Zbilut, 1994)
where an inherently multidimensional time series can be an-
alyzed. It also allows multiple uni-dimensional time series—
such as data from a group of interacting individuals—to be
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Figure 1

Conceptual overview of constructing a multidimensional joint recurrence plot. Two systems with respectively 3 and 2
scalar times series are embedded into a higher dimensional space. Here, the simplest example where the phase spaces have 3
and 2 dimensions is used for simplicity. The rows in X and Y represent points in phase space. Individual recurrence plots are
constructed and combined into a joint recurrence plot.
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aggregated into a multidimensional time series, thus facilitat-
ing the analysis of data from groups larger than dyads.1 So,
while RQA quantifies the dynamics of a univariate time se-
ries, MdRQA quantifies the dynamics of a multivariate time
series which may be constructed from several univariate time
series considered to be parts of a bigger dynamical system.
It can be viewed as a generalized time-dependent multivari-
ate correlation measure, which along with the relevant multi-
dimensional parameter estimation methods (Wallot & Møn-
ster, 2018) are readily available through the R package ‘crqa’
(Coco et al., 2021).

We now combine JRP and MdRQA to construct the
method of Multidimensional Joint Recurrence Quantifica-
tion Analysis (MdJRQA). The method is applicable to situa-
tions where there are two interacting systems or sub-systems,
where one or both are best described using a multivariate
time series. In essence, the method is to first use the tech-
niques of MdRQA to construct a recurrence plot (i.e., a re-
currence matrix) for each of the two systems based on the
multivariate time series. The multidimensional joint recur-
rence plot is then constructed as the element-wise product of
the recurrence matrices for the two systems.

Methods

Model system I: The Three-dimensional Lorenz system
and a two-dimensional harmonic oscillator

To determine how well MdJRQA recurrence is able to
detect coupling between two systems when nonlinear, time-
dependent dynamics are involved, we construct a model sys-
tem, where all the interactions are known and can be var-
ied. We have chosen a system consisting of two coupled
sub-systems; the Lorenz system and a harmonic oscillator.
The Lorenz system is characterized by chaotic behavior, a
strange attractor and sensitive dependence on initial condi-
tions. It was introduced by Lorenz as a simplified model for
convection in the atmosphere (Lorenz, 1963). The harmonic
oscillator describes the dynamics of a system under a force
that is proportional to the displacement from the static equi-
librium state. This can describe, e.g., a mass on a spring, a
pendulum with small amplitude motion and certain electrical
circuits. The harmonic oscillator displays predictable peri-
odic dynamics, and the attractor is a circle or ellipse. The
combined model is illustrated graphically in Fig. 2, and de-
scribed mathematically in the following.

The Lorenz system is described by coupled first-order dif-
ferential equations for the three variables x, y, and z

ẋ =
dx
dt

= σ (y − x)

ẏ =
dy
dt

= x (ρ − z) − y (4)

ż =
dz
dt

= xy − βz

zy

x

xz

xy
σ

−1

ρ 1

−σ

−1 −β

vu

x2

c1

−k
Figure 2

Illustration of interaction between variables in the model
consisting of the Lorenz system and the harmonic oscillator,
described by Eq. 7. The variables x, y, z, u, v are shown
as solid circles, and terms linking one variable, e.g., x to
another, e.g., y is shown as an arrow. For example the
arrow from x to y with the label ρ indicates a term of the
form ρx in the expression for ẏ in Eq. 7. Combinations
of variables are shown as dashed circles, e.g., the term
xz. By summing over all incoming arrows, we get the full
expression: ẏ = ρx − xz − y. The final term comes from the
arrow from y looping back to y and since there is a factor −1
on the arrow it has a negative sign.

where ẋ is the derivative of x with respect to time and σ, ρ,
and β are parameters in the model, which have the canonical
values σ = 10, ρ = 28, and β = 8/3. The numerical solution
to the three coupled differential equations in Eq. 4 gives rise
to the famous Lorenz butterfly attractor (the phase space plot
of system 1 in Fig. 1).

The harmonic oscillator is described by the second order
differential equation

ü =
d2u
dt2 = −ku, (5)

1Dyadic data can be analyzed using the bivariate method Cross
Recurrence Quantification Analysis (CRQA, see Zbilut et al.,
1998).
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The phase space trajectory of the harmonic oscillator
for different values of the coupling strength, c. For c = 0 the
attractor is an ellipse, and with increasing values of c the
attractor becomes increasingly irregular as the harmonic
oscillator is perturbed by the Lorenz system.

for the variable u, where k is a constant determining how big
the force resulting from the displacement u is. By introduc-
ing the velocity v = u̇ the above second order differential
equation can be written as two coupled first order differential
equations, which exhibits the two-dimensional nature of the
harmonic oscillator system:

u̇ = v v̇ = −ku (6)

The combined model system is composed of the Lorenz
system and and harmonic oscillator system with a coupling
term (force) proportional to x2 that perturbs the harmonic os-
cillator:

ẋ = σ (y − x) u̇ = v

ẏ = x (ρ − z) − y v̇ = −ku + cx2 (7)
ż = xy − βz

These are the equations from Eq. 4 and 6 with the addition of
the term cx2 that is a unidirectional coupling from the Lorenz
system to the harmonic oscillator system2. We refer to c as
the coupling constant or coupling strength. In the limit of
c = 0 we recover two separate, uncoupled, systems. The
connections between the variables in the two coupled sys-
tems described by Eq. 7 are illustrated in Fig. 2.

Figure 3 illustrates the change in the dynamics of the har-
monic oscillator for different coupling strengths c. For zero
coupling (c = 0) the attractor is that of the isolated har-
monic oscillator, viz., an ellipse, whereas, for nonzero cou-
pling, the influence from the Lorenz system becomes more
and more evident. It is this increasing influence that leads
to an increase in joint recurrences between the two subsys-
tems. Fig. 4 shows the result of the multidimensional joint
recurrence quantification analysis when the coupled Lorenz
system and the harmonic oscillator are investigated for dif-
ferent values of c. As can be seen, joint recurrence increases
with increasing coupling strength c, capturing the effects of
c on the similarity of the dynamics of the two systems. In

order to produce the plot in Fig. 4 it is important to keep the
recurrence rate of the individual subsystems fixed, since oth-
erwise a change in subsystem recurrence rate could be driv-
ing the change in joint recurrences. Here we display only
the relative recurrence rate, i.e., the recurrence rate relative
to the value at zero coupling. While the individual subsys-
tem recurrence is kept fixed, the relative joint recurrence rate
increases monotonically with c. What is not evident from
Fig. 4 is that the joint recurrence rate is much lower than the
subsystem recurrence rate. However this can be seen in the
recurrence plots in Fig. 1 and will be elaborated on in the
next section.

Individual sub−system recurrence

Joint recurrence

1.0

1.2

1.4

1.6

0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3
coupling strength (c)

R
el

at
iv

e 
R
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Figure 4

The relative recurrence rate, i.e., the recurrence rate
divided by the recurrence rate at vanishing coupling
strength (c = 0). For the two comprising subsystems,
the relative recurrence rates (•) are fixed at values very
close to 1 (the horizontal line). For the multidimensional
joint recurrence (�), the relative recurrence rate increases
monotonically with the coupling strength c.

Model system II: Two-dimensional and a one dimensional
random process

To determine how well MdJRQA is able to detect correla-
tions between a two-dimensional and a one dimensional ran-
dom process, we conducted a simple simulation where one
system, reflected by one random variable, x1 is composed of
a single source of variation, ε1. The other system is reflected
by two random variables, y1 and y2. Each of these variables
is composed of two sources of variation, one that provides id-
iosyncratic variability to each of the two variables, ε2 and ε3,
respectively, and another random variables, ε4, which pro-

2For an example of a similar type of coupling, but to a different
system, see Marwan and Kurths, 2002.
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vides a common source of variability to both variables, high-
lighting that y1 and y2 both belong to one systems that intro-
duces shared dynamics. To introduce coupling between the
two systems, we use a weight β1, which we varied between 0
(no correlation) and 10 (strong correlation) to change the cor-
relation strength between the one dimensional time series x1
and the two-dimensional time series y1 and y2. The variables
are defined as follows (see also Fig. 5):

x1 = ε1

y1 = β1x1 + ε2 + ε4 (8)
y2 = β1x1 + ε3 + ε4

Here β1 ∈ [0, 10], and

ε1 ∼ N(0, 1) ε2 ∼ N(0, 1)
ε3 ∼ N(0, 1) ε4 ∼ N(0, 1) (9)

Figure 5

Illustration of composition of the two and one dimensional
random variables described by Eq. 8.

Because the data are random variables, no embedding is
needed. Hence the embedding dimension and the delay pa-
rameter are set to 1. The threshold parameter for computing
the unidimensional recurrence plot of x1 was set to a value
to yield approximately 10 percent recurrence rate for each
plot, and the threshold parameter for the multidimensional
recurrence plot of y1 and y2 was likewise set to a value that
yielded about the same percentage of recurrence points for
each plot. This is done in order to give none of the two RPs
priority over each other (see section Multidimensional Joint
Recurrence Quantification Analysis (MdJRQA), above).

Using these settings, we varied the coupling parameter β1
from 0 to 10 in step sizes of 0.5, and ran 100 instantiations of
the random variables for each value of β1. Each time series,
x1, y1, and y2, had a length of N = 100 data points. The
results are shown in Fig. 7. Just as in Fig. 6, we see that
relative joint recurrence rate increases with β1.

Fig. 7 presents the raw values for average percentage re-
currence of the individual RPs, as well as for the joint RP.
Here, the upper panel shows the average level of sub-system
recurrence for each value of β1, which is about 10 percent.
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Joint recurrence
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Figure 6

The relative recurrence rate, i.e., the recurrence rate
divided by the recurrence rate at vanishing coupling
strength (β1 = 0). For the two comprising subsystems,
the relative recurrence rates (•) are fixed at values very
close to 1 (the horizontal line). For the multidimensional
joint recurrence (�), the relative recurrence rate increases
monotonically with the coupling strength β1.

The lower panel shows the average level of joint recurrence
between the two systems as a function of beta1. As can
be seen, recurrence increases with increasing values of β1.
Moreover, we also notice that for no coupling (i.e., β1 = 0),
we do not get 0 percent recurrence, but rather about 1 percent
of recurrence.

However, this is expected given the settings in our simu-
lation: If we have two individual RPs whose computation is
based on independent samples of stochastic data (in our case:
β1 = 0), and each of these individual RPs yields at about 10
percent of recurrent point, then we expect their joint recur-
rence plot to yield 1 percent of recurrence. This is, because is
we joint two RPs with 10 percent recurrence each, the basic
odds of a joint recurrence point are 1 in 10 by mere chance.
Accordingly, if we know the base recurrence rate of the two
individual RPs (RR1 and RR2) to be joint, we can calculate
the joint recurrence rate that we expect by chance (JRRchance)
simply by JRRchance = RR1 · RR2.

Of course, for random variables that are linearly combined
and do not possess interesting time dependent interactions or
dynamics, and other modeling alternative exists, such as la-
tent variable modeling (e.g., McArdle, 2009). The point here
is to show that the MdJRQA procedure can also be used to
recover such effects for simple linear systems with stochastic
data.
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Recurrence rates (RR), in percent, for the individual
sub-systems and the joint recurrence plot. Recurrence rate
for the individual sub-systems is fixed by setting the radius
parameter to a values that yields around 10 percent recur-
rence (top panel). For the multidimensional joint recurrence,
the joint recurrence rate increases monotonically with the
coupling strength β1 (bottom panel).

Conclusion

In the current paper, we introduced multidimensional
Joint Recurrence Quantification Analysis (MdJRQA) — a
method for correlating time series of different dimensional-
ity. Based on two model systems, we showed that MdJRQA
recovers coupling at the system level (i.e., when using all
of the available observables) — and that this works for both
non-linear and linear stochastic systems.

In applying the method it is important that the two RPs
that are joined have an equal — or roughly equal — rate of
recurrence. Otherwise, the RP with fewer recurrences will
dictate the maximum number of possible joint recurrences,
which will make the interpretation of the results more com-
plicated. This goes particularly for data from larger samples
that contain many instances of multivariate measurements.

For categorical data, the situation is more difficult, be-
cause the number of recurrences are — usually — a direct
function of the data (Dale et al., 2011). Here, normalization
factors have to be applied that take into account the asymme-

tries in recurrence rate between the joint plots.
An important requirement for using the method is the abil-

ity to vary the coupling, or to detect a naturally occurring
variation in the coupling between two systems. In our model
systems, we could easily do that simply by changing the cou-
pling constants in the models, but this is, of course, not pos-
sible with empirical data. Instead it may be possible to exert
control over some properties of the systems or their interac-
tion, and MdJRQA can then be used to detect whether such
as controlled change leads to a change in the joint recurrence
rate. In cases where it is impossible to apply exogenous ex-
perimental control it may instead be possible to use natural
variation of the phenomenon being studied. In this case there
should be some natural variation in the way the systems inter-
act, that can be observed. Then it will be possible to perform
an MdJRQA analysis of the combined system by breaking
the time series down into epochs with different observed in-
teractions — or alternatively using a countinuoiusly sliding
window over the data for a windowed analysis.

Supplementary information

Replication scripts to reproduce all results and figures in
the paper are available as a repository on GitHub: https:
//github.com/danm0nster/mdjrqa.
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