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In this paper, we explore the higher- and lower-order connectivity aspects of the visibility graph
representation of sandpile models, focusing on the Bak-Tang-Wiesenfeld (BTW) model. By convert-
ing the time series of avalanche events into visibility graphs, we investigate the structural properties
that emerge at different scales of connectivity. Specifically, we utilize persistent homology and
simplicial complex theory to identify higher-order topological features. Analyzing the statistics of
degree and betweenness centralities reveal that the resulting graph is a scale-free network with the
degree exponent of γk = 2.50± 0.02 and betweenness exponent of γb = 1.585± 0.008. The analysis
of the simplexes show that the distribution function of one, two and three dimensional simplexes are
power-law with the exponents of γσ1 = 0.795± 0.006, γσ2 = 0.602± 0.009 and γσ3 = 0.422± 0.008
respectively. This power-law behavior is also seen in the homology group analysis, for the Betti
numbers, the exponents of which are reported in the paper. The persistent entropy of life time of
d dimensional holes is analyzed indicating that it increases logarithmically in terms of the network
size N for d = 0, 1 and 2.

I. INTRODUCTION

Complex networks have long served as a powerful
framework for analyzing dynamical systems. Examples
include their application to earthquakes and seismic ac-
tivities [1–4], chaotic time series [5], pseudoperiodic time
series [6], neuronal systems [7, 8], the topology of cortical
connectivity in mammalian brains [9], mental disorders
like stress [10], supply network theory [11], power grid
infrastructures [12], transportation networks [13], and
clinical science [14]. Through these applications, the
statistical and topological characteristics of complex
networks provide valuable insights into the hidden
dynamics of these systems. Prominent tools in this
field include synchronization [15–17], the eigenvalue
spectrum of adjacency matrices, exponents in scale-free
networks, homology and homotopy group structures,
and various statistical measures [18]. Additionally,
complex networks are instrumental in understanding
time series structure of dynamical systems, yielding
significant advancements [19]. This is achieved through
the visibility graph technique [19], a robust method for
transforming time series data into graph representations.
In this approach, time points are treated as nodes,
and edges are established based on geometric visibility
criteria [19], enabling effective analysis of dynamical
systems. Examples of its application include seismic ac-
tivities and earthquakes [20], geological time series [21],
Gaussian noise [22], wall turbulence [23], macroeconomic
time series in China [24], and heartbeat dynamics [25].
Recent studies have also demonstrated that the visibility
graphs of sandpiles, fractional Brownian motion, and
Lévy processes exhibit complex networks with rich
structures. For a comprehensive review, see [26].
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The visibility graph transformation enables the ap-
plication of graph-theoretical methods to explore the
temporal correlations and structural patterns embedded
within time series. This capability motivates a detailed
examination of its various aspects in the context of
standard dynamical systems. A notable example is the
Bak-Tang-Wiesenfeld (BTW) sandpile model, where
rare events (large avalanches) correspond to hubs in the
graph and play a pivotal role in shaping its structure [27].
The BTW model is recognized as the first prototypical
system exhibiting self-organized criticality (SOC), char-
acterized by critical behavior emerging without the need
for external parameter tuning [28]. This model simulates
avalanches triggered by energy redistribution in a critical
state. Features such as the separation of time scales,
non-linear threshold dynamics, and bursty behavior offer
promising connections to real SOC systems, including
earthquakes [29, 30], rainfall [31], clouds [32, 33], and
neuronal activities [34, 35]. Several properties of the
BTW model are now well understood, such as its
connection to the q → 0 Potts model [36], spanning
trees, c = 0 conformal field theories [37], various
height probabilities [38], and the W -algebra structure
in its ghost field theory [39]. However, identifying the
universality classes of sandpiles, based on their critical
exponents, remains a significant challenge [40]. A crucial
question in this context is to understand how highly
active avalanches influence the system’s dynamics. This
issue has been effectively addressed using the visibility
graph technique, which revealed connections between
the BTW model and scale-free complex networks [27].

Despite the growing interest in visibility graphs, most
studies focus on lower-order characteristics, such as lo-
cal node connectivity and degree centrality, which pri-
marily capture short-range temporal correlations. How-
ever, SOC systems like the BTW model also exhibit
long-range interactions and multiscale behavior, which
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are best understood through higher-order topological fea-
tures. These features can be studied using advanced
tools from algebraic topology, such as simplicial com-
plexes and persistent homology, which reveal the presence
of loops, voids, and other higher-dimensional structures
within the visibility graph. These higher-order features
provide insights into how avalanches of different sizes
interact over time and contribute to the system’s self-
organization. Topological perspective of complex net-
works has recently been highlighted, which, instead of lo-
cal (node-dependent) properties of complex networks, fo-
cuses on the global properties [41]. In this paper, we pro-
pose a comprehensive study of both the lower-order and
higher-order connectivity of visibility graphs constructed
from the time series of sandpile avalanches. By ana-
lyzing standard graph metrics like degree and between-
ness centralities, we explore local connectivity proper-
ties that reflect small-scale interactions within the sys-
tem. In parallel, we utilize topological methods to ex-
tract higher-order patterns that represent global interac-
tions and long-range dependencies in the system evolu-
tion. The novelty of this work lies in its integration of
graph theory and topological data analysis (TDA) to pro-
vide a multi-scale perspective on the dynamics of SOC
systems. We aim to answer fundamental questions re-
garding how local toppling events influence global dy-
namics and whether visibility graphs can be used as a
diagnostic tool to identify self-organized critical behav-
ior in complex systems.

The rest of the paper is structured as follows. In
Section II, we present the mathematical formulation of
higher-order graph connectivity. Sections III and IV pro-
vide a detailed description of the construction of the vis-
ibility graphs from time series and the BTW model, re-
spectively. In Section V, we analyze the lower-order con-
nectivity using standard graph metrics, followed by an
extensive calculation of the higher-order topological fea-
tures using simplicial complexes and persistent homology.
Finally, in Section VI, we summarize the key findings and
outline future directions for research in the topological
analysis of complex networks.

II. TOPOLOGICAL ANALYSIS OF COMPLEX
NETWORKS

Statistical features such as degree centrality, between-
ness, and average shortest path length have been exten-
sively employed to classify complex networks into uni-
versal categories like scale-free [42, 43], small-world [44],
or random [45] by comparing these metrics across differ-
ent network topologies. While these features have been
instrumental in characterizing networks, they primarily
capture global and local structural properties, which may
overlook deeper, more fundamental aspects of the net-
work’s underlying topology. Topological analysis offers
an alternative, more robust framework for understand-
ing the structure of complex networks by focusing on

properties that remain invariant under continuous defor-
mations.
Topology, which is connected to the properties pre-

served under deformation (such as stretching or bending
but not tearing), provides a powerful lens for comparing
and classifying networks beyond traditional metrics. In
this context, topological invariants—such as the number
of connected components (in the zeroth dimension), the
number of loops or cycles (in the first dimension), and
higher-dimensional features like voids (in the second di-
mension)—allow for a more fundamental classification of
network structures. These topological invariants are crit-
ical in identifying the homological properties of a net-
work, which provide insights into its structural robust-
ness and connectivity patterns. Although complex net-
works are not inherently geometric objects, they can be
treated as topological spaces, allowing us to apply tools
from algebraic topology, such as homology, to capture
their multi-scale features. The challenge, however, lies
in directly computing the homology groups of these net-
works due to their irregular and often high-dimensional
nature. To address this, one can approximate the net-
work with a simplicial complex which is homeomorphic
to the original network, meaning it retains its essential
topological features. Homology provides a classification
of the network’s features across different dimensions: for
example, zeroth homology identifies connected compo-
nents, first homology captures loops, and higher homol-
ogy reveals higher-dimensional voids. This topological
perspective not only complements traditional statistical
measures but can also uncover hidden structures and
relationships within complex networks that are other-
wise difficult to detect using conventional graph-theoretic
methods. Below is an overview of the main mathematical
concepts involved in the TDA of complex networks.

A. Simplicial Complexes in Networks

To analyze the topology of complex networks, one ap-
proximate it with a simplicial complex, a combinato-
rial representation that preserves the topological essence
of the network built from simplexes (points, edges, tri-
angles, and higher-dimensional analogs). In this con-
text: 0-simplexes are the nodes (vertices) of the net-
work. 1-simplexes are the edges between nodes. Higher-
dimensional simplexes (such as triangles, or 2-simplexes,
and tetrahedra, or 3-simplexes) are related to higher or-
der connections involving more than two nodes. The fol-
lowing definitions are crucial in our discussions:

• The n-simplex denoted by σn = (v0 v1 ... vn) in a
space with dimension Rn is formally defined as

σn = {x ∈ Rn |x =

n∑
i=0

λivi, λi ≥ 0,

n∑
i=0

λi = 1}, (1)

where {vi}ni=1 represents the set of nodes, and must
be geometrically independent in order to represent
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an n-dimensional object. The λis are some coeffi-
cients that satisfy the conditions of the above equa-
tion.

• A p-face of a n-simplex is a simplex itself made by
p+1 points and it is a subset of the n-simplex such
that 0 ≤ p ≤ n.

• A simplicial complex K is a set whose elements
are the simplexes with different dimensions. The
dimension of a simplicial complex is defined to be
the dimension of its largest simplex.

Two conditions are necessary in order to make a sim-
plicial complex which is going to be homeomorphism to
the underlying topological object;

• Every face of each simplex of a simplicial complex
K also belongs to K.

• The intersection of any pair of two simplexes in K
is either empty or a face of those two simplexes.

B. Homology Groups and Betti Numbers

Homology provides a way to quantify the topolog-
ical features of a network at different dimensions. A
d-dimensional homology focuses on d-dimensional voids;
when d = 0 and d = 1 concern the number of connected
components and the cycles or loops in the network re-
spectively, while higher-dimensional homology describes
voids in higher-order simplicial complexes. In this
regard, the Betti numbers (βd) quantify the number of
independent topological features: The 0th Betti number
(β0) counts the number of connected components, while
β1 counts the number of independent loops.

In order to obtain the homology groups of a sim-
plicial complex that is homeomorphic to a graph, one
has to understand what chain groups, cycle groups and
boundry groups of a simplicial complex are. Let K be
our n-dimensional simplicial complex. The d-chain group
Cd(K), 0 ≤ d ≤ n, with the addition operation is the set
of all d-chains denoted by c and is represented as

Cd(K) = {c | c =
Nd∑
i=1

ciσ
i
d, ci ∈ Z} (2)

where Nd is the total number of d-simplexes available in
the simplicial complex K, and σi

d is the ith d-dimensional
simplex in K. The unit element of the d-chain group
Cd(K) is 0 =

∑
i 0.σ

i
d. Also, each element c has an in-

verse element of −c =
∑Nd

i=1(−ci)σ
i
d. The Cd(K) has the

properties of free Abelian groups, and its rank is Nd.
The d-cycle group denoted by Zd(K) is defined as

Zd(K) = {c | ∂dc = 0, c ∈ Cd(K)} (3)
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FIG. 1. TDA technique: It transforms various kinds of data
that depend on some parameter into a weighted simplicial
complex, which is a topological approximation of the phase
space of the systems. This technique finds homology genera-
tors (topological invariants) of the complexes in the filtration
process and summarizes them as persistent pairs in a persis-
tent diagram to capture how the topological information in
the dataset changes.

where ∂d is called the boundary operater and it acts on
simplexes as

∂dσd =

d∑
i=0

(−1)i(v0 v1 ... vi ... vn) (4)

where the point vi is ignored. The d-cycle group is a
subgroup of d-chain group. The elements of the d-cycle
group are called d-cycles. By combining the Eqs. (3)
and (4) one can find that the boundary operator ∂d is
actually a map from Cd(K) to Cd−1(K)

∂d : Cd(K) → Cd−1(K). (5)

The d-boundary group is defined as

Bd(K) = {c | c = ∂d+1c
′, c′ ∈ Cd+1(K)}. (6)

For an n-dimensional simplicial complex K the dth ho-
mology group Hd(K), 0 ≤ d ≤ n, associated with K is
defined by

Hd(K) ≡ Zd(K)/Bd(K). (7)

which is topological invariant. For a simplicial complex
K, the dth Betti number, βd(K), is defined by

βd(K) ≡ rankHd(K). (8)

C. Filtration and Persistent Homology

Filtrations are used to analyze how the topology of
a network evolves as the network is built up step by
step [46]. In TDA, a filtration is a sequence of nested sim-
plicial complexes where additional edges or simplexes are
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added based on some criteria, such as a distance thresh-
old or network weight. This allows for tracking the birth
and death of topological features at different scales. Let
w represent the filtration parameter. At each level, one
can construct the corresponding simplicial complexK(w)
and find the topological features in terms of that special
value. Then w is increased to some w +∆w at the next
step. This increasing of the parameter will add some new
simplexes to K(w) and as a result, it will be updated to
a new simplicial complex K(w +∆w). All the elements
(simplixes) of K(w) are also the elements of K(w+∆w).
Accordingly,

K(w) ⊂ K(w +∆w) (9)

Persistent homology is a method in TDA that can be
used to compute topological invariants of the network
and calculate how long they can exist (persist) when the
filtration parameter varies. As the filtration progresses,
topological features such as connected components and
loops can appear (birth) and disappear (death). Features
that persist longer are more likely to be real features of
the space, not just caused by how we sample, measure,
or choose parameters [47].

To discover the hidden topological structure of a net-
work, persistent homology observes the changes of homol-
ogy generators of dimension d (d-dimensional topological
holes), denoted by hd, by adjusting the filtration parame-

ter and assigning an ordered pair (w
(hd)
birth, w

(hd)
death), known

as persistence pair, indicating the filtration parameter
when the hole hd is born and dies. These ordered pairs
may be plotted as points on a two dimensional Euclidean
space called persistence diagram [46] or they can be rep-
resented on a one dimensional diagram called persistence
barcode [48] where the threshold parameter plays the role
of the persistence barcode’s variable. The start and end

points of the bars of each hd are determined by w
(hd)
birth

and w
(hd)
death, respectively. Figure 1 summarizes the TDA

technique for different types of data.

Another quantity that one may employ in the TDA
is the lifetime of a topological hole hd, which is the dif-
ference between the threshold when the hole is born and
when it dies, ℓ(hd) ≡ w

(hd)
death−w

(hd)
birth. Also, persistence en-

tropy of dth persistence diagram is the Shannon entropy
of lifetime of persistence pairs in dth persistence diagram.

By introducing L ≡
∑

w(hd)∈M(PDd)

ℓ(hd) we have

PEd = −
∑

w(hd)∈M(PDd)

ℓ(hd)

L log
[ℓ(hd)

L
]

(10)

where PDd(K(w)) ≡ (M,N ) with M ≡ {w(hd)|hd ∈
Hd(K(w))} and N : M → N is the count function.
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FIG. 2. Visibility Graph created from the time series data by
connecting every point (every bar) with all the other points
that are visible from its top in natural (a) and horizontal (b)
manner. In such a graphs, each node represents a data point
in the same order as in the series, and two nodes are linked if
their corresponding data points can see each other, meaning
that there is no data point in between that is higher than the
straight line joining them. The time-series used here has been
captured from avalanche sizes happened on a square lattice of
length L = 512 of the dynamical BTW sandpile model. Here,
the process of injecting grains has been repeated for as many
as 103 times.

III. VISIBILITY GRAPH

Let us consider a time series S(N) ≡ {s(ti)}Ni=1, where
s(ti) represents the time series variable, a real number for

each i, and {ti}Ni=1 denotes the set of measurement times.
To associate it with activity, we focus on the case where
s(ti) ≥ 0, though the extension to more general cases is
straightforward. This could represent activity recorded
as a function of time in a dynamical system. By defining
si ≡ s(ti), the visibility graph transformation involves
mapping each data point (ti, s(ti)) to a graph node (i, si).
The resulting graph is G ≡ {V, E}, where V is the set of

nodes (times), and E ≡ {eij}Ni,j=1 is the set of edges de-

termined by a geometric visibility criterion, which will
be defined subsequently. The two main types of visibil-
ity graphs used in time series analysis are the natural
visibility graph and the horizontal visibility graph.
In the natural visibility graph (which is considered in

this paper), nodes are connected based on the geometric
visibility between the corresponding points in the time
series. Two points (i, si) and (j, sj) are connected by an
edge (eij = 1) if and only if they are visible to each
other, i.e. the line segment joining these points does
not intersect any other intermediate data points. As an
instance see Fig. 2(a) where the visible connections are
identified using a direct line. Mathematically, two points
i and j have visibility (connection) if, for every k between
i and j, the following condition holds:

sk < si +
sj − si
j − i

(k − i), ∀k ∈ [i, j]. (11)

This condition ensures that no data point sk obstructs
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the visibility between si and sj . The resulting natural
visibility graph captures the overall temporal structure
of time series, including correlations between small and
large activities across time.

The horizontal visibility graph is a simpler variant of
the natural visibility graph, where two points (i, si) and
(j, sj) are connected if and only if no intermediate point
has a greater value than both si and sj ; Fig. 2(b). The
horizontal visibility graph provides a more localized view
of the time series dynamics, focusing on short-term tem-
poral correlations, while maintaining many of the key
structural properties of the original time series. Fig-
ures 3(a) and 3(c) present the adjacency matrices of two

samples of natural and horizontal visibility graphs, re-
spectively. These matrices are visually represented as
graphs in Figs. 3(b) and 3(d).

In this study, we assign weights to the edges in our nat-
ural visibility graph to further analyze the higher-order
topological features of the system. These weights will
serve as the filtration parameter for calculating topolog-
ical invariants using the Vietoris-Rips filtration method
(see Section IIC). Based on the visibility condition de-
fined by Eq. 11, we assign the weights to the edges in a
straightforward manner, thereby constructing a weighted
natural visibility graph:

wij =


∣∣∣Qij

∣∣∣ ;
∣∣∣j − i

∣∣∣ = 1{ j−1∏
k=i+1

Θ
[
Qij −Qik

](
Qij −Qik

)}1/(j−i−1)

;
∣∣∣j − i

∣∣∣ > 1,
(12)

where Qij =
sj−si
j−i and Θ is the step function, i.e.

Θ(x) = 1 if x ≥ 0 and zero otherwise. We use this
type of weight, indicating the quality of the visibility,
for our analysis. This weight has been used before for
studying fractional Gaussian noise, which reveals some
hidden exponents related to the Hurst exponent [22].
This weighted approach allows for a more detailed
examination of the topological structure and connec-
tivity properties of the visibility graph at different scales.

The visibility graph approach not only preserves the
inherent complexity of the original time series but also
provides a new perspective on SOC systems by reveal-
ing topological properties such as degree distribution,
clustering, and network connectivity. These graph-based
metrics can uncover key aspects of the system’s dynam-
ics, from the frequency and size of avalanches (lower-
order connectivity) to the emergence of large-scale struc-
tures and hierarchical patterns (higher-order connectiv-
ity).

IV. BAK-TANG-WEISENFELD MODEL

The BTW model is a paradigmatic model for self-
organized criticality (SOC) that provides a mathematical
framework for systems that naturally evolve into a criti-
cal state. In this state, small perturbations may lead to
large-scale, system-wide events, i.e. rare avalanches. We
consider the BTW model on a two-dimensional lattice.
The dynamics of the system is based on the redistribu-
tion of the grains or energy units throughout the system
when the local configuration exceeds a critical threshold.

Consider a L × L square lattice and attribute a local
height of the number of sand grains or energy units to

each point, denoted by an integer number z(m,n). The
model is also endowed by a threshold zcrit (considered to
be 4 in this paper): a site with a height higher than zcrit
is called unstable and should topple: it gives one grain
to each of its neighbors. The system evolves through the
addition of grains at randomly chosen sites. At any given
time step, the height of each point is updated as grains
are added to the system. If the random site to add the
new sand grain is (m0, n0), i.e. h(m0, n0) → h(m0, n0)+1
then the toppling is mathematically described as:

If z(m0, n0) > zcrit ⇒ z(m0, n0) → z(m0, n0)− 4

where four grains are redistributed to the nearest neigh-
bors:

z(m0 ± 1, n0 ± 1) → z(m0 ± 1, n0 ± 1) + 1.

Note that for the boundary site, one or two sand grains
may dissipate. This redistribution can trigger toppling
events at neighboring sites, leading to a domino of top-
plings (with (m0, n0) replaced with new unstable points
in the above equation). This cascade of topplings is refer
to as an avalanche. Each sand grain injection is consid-
ered as a time step ti: with any injection the time step
proceeds by one unit, which may lead to and avalanche
with the size s(ti), which is considered to be the time
series under investigation. The size of an avalanche is
defined as the total number of toppling events triggered
by the addition of a single grain. Two small and large
avalanche samples of the BTW are shown in Figs. 4(a)
and 4(b), respectively. The system stabilizes when no
sites exceed the critical threshold zcrit and we can con-
tinue the dynamic by adding the next grain. At the
boundaries of the lattice, if grains are redistributed out-
side the lattice, they are lost from the system. This
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FIG. 4. (a) and (b) are adjacency matrix and a visualization of the corresponding graph of a NVG, while (c) and (d) are
those of a HVG represented in Fig.3. The size and color in (b) and (d) reveal the degree and the birth-time of the nodes. The
bigger the node, the higher its degree value. The birth-time indicates when the node was added to the graph. The darker the
node, the older it is.

V. RESULTS

We simulated the BTW sandpile model on square lat-
tices of varying sizes (L = 64, 128, 256, 512, 1024,
2048). For each lattice, we generated visibility graphs
from time series of different lengths (N = 64, 128, 256,
512, 1024, 2048, 4096), representing the number of ob-
served avalanches. To ensure statistical reliability, each
configuration was simulated 104 times. For lower-order
network features like degree and betweenness centrality,
we used the NetworkX Python library [43]. To compute
persistent homology and extract higher-order topological
features, we employed the Dionysus Python library [44].

In the following, we present our findings on lower-order
features, including degree distributions and betweenness
centralities. We then discuss the results of our higher-
order topological analysis, based on simplices and invari-
ants derived from persistent homology.

A. Lower-Order Connectivity Properties

Here, we analyze the lower-order connectivity proper-
ties of the visibility graphs derived from the time series of
the BTW sandpile model. Specifically, we focus on two
central measures of network connectivity: degree central-
ity and betweenness centrality. These measures provide
insights into the local and global structural character-
istics of the visibility graph, allowing us to explore the
interplay between the dynamics of sandpile avalanches
and the topological structure of their associated visibil-
ity graphs.

Degree centrality is one of the most fundamental mea-
sures of connectivity in a network, defined as the num-
ber of edges connected to a vertex, denoted by ki =P

j(1 − δ0,wij
). In the context of a visibility graph, the

degree of a node reflects the number of other avalanche
events (represented as nodes) that are directly visible
from that node, based on the visibility condition de-
scribed in Eq. (13). This feature is a local measure of
connectivity, capturing the immediate neighborhood of
an avalanche event.

For the BTW sandpile model, the degree distribution
of the visibility graphs exhibits characteristics typical of
scale-free networks. The tail of the distribution often
follows a power law, P (k) ∼ k−γ , where k is the de-
gree of a node and γ is the scaling exponent. This in-
dicates that most avalanche events have a low degree,
while a few are highly connected, acting as hubs in the
network; refer to the Fig 5(a). Such degree distributions
are indicative of the complex nature of the underlying
BTW model, where small avalanches are frequent, but
larger avalanches, which influence a wide range of events,
are rare. Moreover, the degree centrality offers insights
into the hierarchical structure of avalanches. Nodes with
higher degrees are associated with larger or more impact-
ful avalanches, which span across multiple time scales in
the BTW dynamics. As a result, the visibility graph
captures the long-range correlations inherent in the sand-
pile’s self-organized criticality.
Betweenness centrality measures the extent to which a

node lies on the shortest paths between other nodes in
the network. This centrality is crucial for understanding
the global structure of the visibility graph, as it high-
lights nodes that serve as bridges or bottlenecks in the
network’s connectivity. To define the betweenness cen-
trality, let us denote the shortest path length between
nodes i and j by dij which is set to N when they are not
connected by any path. Then, the betweenness centrality
of an undirected network is given by

cBi =
X

j ̸=i

X

k ̸=i

njk(i)

njk
, (15)

where njk is the number of geodesics between j and k,
whereas njk(i) is the number of geodesics between j and
k that go through node i. In the visibility graph of the
BTWmodel, nodes with high betweenness centrality rep-
resent avalanche events that play a key role in connecting
different clusters of events, thereby mediating the flow of
information (or influence) through the network.
For the BTW visibility graph, betweenness centrality

tends to follow a broad distribution, reflecting the het-
erogeneous nature of avalanche dynamics; refer to the
Fig. 5(b). A small number of nodes exhibit very high

FIG. 3. (a) and (b) are adjacency matrix and a visualization of the corresponding graph of a natural visibility graph, while
(c) and (d) are those of a horizontal visibility graph represented in Fig.2. The size and color in (b) and (d) reveal the degree
and the birth-time of the nodes. The bigger the node, the higher its degree value. The birth-time indicates when the node was
added to the graph. The darker the node, the older it is.
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FIG. 4. Two avalanches with different sizes are shown in
(a) and (b) happening on a square lattice of size L = 512
according to the BTW model. (c) Time-series of avalanche
sizes taken placed on a square lattice of size L = 512 simulated
by using the dynamics of the BTW sandpile model. Here, the
process of injecting grains has been repeated for as many as
104 times.

can be understood as imposing open boundary conditions,
which ensure that the system remains finite and avoids
unbounded growth of the pile heights. These boundary
conditions play a key role in maintaining the critical state
of the system by allowing excess grains to dissipate.

Mathematically, SOC is reflected in the system’s long-
range correlations and the absence of a characteristic
avalanche size. The power-law behavior indicates that
the system exhibits scale invariance, with avalanches of
all sizes possible. This can be described by scaling re-
lations [49–53] and renormalization group [54, 55] tech-
niques, connecting the BTW model to broader theoreti-
cal frameworks in statistical physics [56].

The distribution of avalanche sizes follows a power-
law distribution, which is characteristic of self-organized
critical systems:

P (s) ∼ s−τ (13)

where P (s) denotes the distribution function of an
avalanche of size s, and τ is a critical exponent that de-
pends on the dimensionality and geometry of the lattice.
For the 2D BTW model, τ has been numerically esti-
mated to be approximately 1.25 [57].

In this paper, we consider the process of construct-
ing visibility graphs from the avalanche time series gen-
erated by the BTW model to investigate the complex
temporal dynamics of avalanches using graph-theoretical
tools. The visibility graph for sandpiles was examined
first in [22]. In this case the time series is associated
with the size of each local activity of the ith avalanche,
i.e. si occurred at time step ti ≡ i. We record only time
steps that result in toppling, and N is the total number
of avalanches over the observation period. Figure 4(c)
is a sample of avalanche time series with a crucial (most
visible) role or rare events (typical for self-organized crit-
ical systems) corresponding to the hubs in the visibility
graphs.

V. RESULTS

We simulated the BTW sandpile model on square lat-
tices of varying sizes (L = 64, 128, 256, 512, 1024, 2048).
For each lattice, we generated visibility graphs from time
series of different lengths, Ns, representing the number
of observed avalanches. To ensure statistical reliability,
each configuration was simulated 104 times. For lower-
order network features like degree and betweenness cen-
trality, we used the NetworkX Python library [58]. To
compute persistent homology and extract higher-order
topological features, we employed the Dionysus Python
library [59].

In the following, we present our findings on lower-order
features, including degree distributions and betweenness
centralities. We then discuss the results of our higher-
order topological analysis.
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FIG. 5. Probability distribution function of (a) degree and
(b) betweenness centrality of the binary (unweighted) graphs
of the BTW model for different network sizes. Both of these
centralities reveal power law behavior. The upper right in-
sets in both cases are the outcome of data collapse of the
corresponding PDFs in the self-similar coordinates of k and
p(k)N−1 in PDF of degree centrality, and bN1.9 and p(b)N−3

in betweenness centrality. We obtain the slopes of 2.50± 0.02
and 1.585± 0.008 for degree and betweenness centralities, re-
spectively. In the lower left insets of these plots, we exam-
ine the corresponding PDFs as we change the lattice length
(L = 256 dotted line, L = 512 dashed line, L = 1024 solid line
and L = 2048 dashed dotted line) setting N fixed as 64000.

A. Lower-Order Connectivity Properties

Here, we analyze the lower-order connectivity prop-
erties of the visibility graphs derived from the time se-
ries of the BTW sandpile model. Specifically, we focus
on two central measures of network connectivity for the
binary visibility graph: degree centrality and between-
ness centrality. These measures provide insights into the
local and global structural characteristics of the visibil-
ity graph, allowing us to explore the interplay between

the dynamics of sandpile avalanches and the topological
structure of their associated visibility graphs.
Degree centrality is one of the most fundamental

measures of connectivity in a network, defined as the
number of edges connected to a vertex, denoted by

ki =
∑

j aij , where A = {aij}Ni,j=1 is the adjacency

matrix, i.e. aij = 1 if i and j are connected, and zero
otherwise. In the context of a visibility graph, the degree
of a node reflects the number of other avalanche events
(represented as nodes) that are directly visible from
that node, based on the visibility condition described in
Eq. 11. This feature is a local measure of connectivity,
capturing the immediate neighborhood of an avalanche
event.

For the BTW sandpile model, the degree distribution
of the visibility graphs exhibits characteristics typical of
scale-free networks; Fig 5(a). The tail of the distribution
follows a power law, P (k) ∼ k−γ , where k is the degree of
a node and γ is the scaling exponent. This indicates that
most avalanche events have a low degree, while a few are
highly connected associated with the rare events, acting
as hubs in the network. As a result, the visibility graph
captures the long-range temporal correlations inherent in
the sandpile’s self-organized criticality.
Betweenness centrality measures the extent to which a

node lies on the shortest paths between other nodes in
the network. This centrality is crucial for understanding
the global structure of the visibility graph, as it high-
lights nodes that serve as bridges or bottlenecks in the
network’s connectivity. To define the betweenness cen-
trality, let us denote the shortest path length between
nodes which is set to N when they are not connected by
any path. Then, the betweenness centrality of a node i
is given by

bi =
∑
j ̸=i

∑
k ̸=i

njk(i)

njk
, (14)

where njk is the number of shortest paths between j and
k, whereas njk(i) is the number of shortest paths be-
tween j and k that go through node i. In the visibility
graph of the BTW model, nodes with high betweenness
centrality represent avalanche events that play a key role
in connecting different clusters of events, thereby medi-
ating the flow of information (or influence) through the
network.
For the BTW visibility graph, betweenness centrality,

as one can see in the Fig. 5(b), tends to follow a broad
distribution, reflecting the heterogeneous nature of
avalanche dynamics. A small number of nodes exhibit
very high betweenness centrality, corresponding to rare,
large-scale avalanches that connect otherwise disparate
regions of the time series. These avalanche events are
crucial for maintaining the overall connectivity of the
graph, as their removal would significantly alter the
structure of the network, possibly fragmenting it into
smaller disconnected components. The high betweenness
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centrality of certain nodes also reveals important insights
into the time correlations within the BTW model. Large
avalanches, while infrequent, act as central connectors
across time, linking clusters of smaller avalanches that
would otherwise remain isolated in the visibility graph.

There are two finite size effects in this problem: one
is the BTW system size L, and the maximum time N
considered in the simulations, the latter identifying the
size of network. As is seen in Figs. 5(a) and 5(b) the
probability distribution functions (PDFs) of degree and
betweenness (considered for differentN and L values) fol-
low power-law relationship for at least two decades. Both
of the functions satisfy the following finite size scaling re-
lation in terms of N (x ≡ k, b):

px(x) = NαxFx (xN
τx) = x−γxGx (xN

τx) (15)

where γx ≡ αx

τx
, and Fx(y) and Fx(y) are some univer-

sal functions related via the relation Fx(y) = y−γxGx(y),
with the restriction limy≫1 G(y) = const., guaranteeing
the power-law behavior. Based on our data collapse anal-
ysis presented in the upper insets of these figure, and
within the error bars we obtained, we propose the fol-
lowing relation

αx = τx + 1, x = k, b, (16)

and also τk ≈ 0, and τb ≈ 2 (the exact values are reported
in the figure). While γb can readily be determined using
the relation γb = 1+ 1

τb
(γb(N = 64000) = 1.585±0.008),

the determination of γk has challenges since τk is almost
zero. By fitting the p(k) in the range k ∈ [10 − 200]
we obtain γk = 2.50 ± 0.02, while we are not sure if
this power-law dependence lasts for larger k scales. The
finite size effects regarding the BTW system size L for
N = 64000 are presented in the lower insets in both
graphs. While for k the graphs show a dependence on L,
no such a dependence is observed for b.

B. Higher-Order Connectivity Properties

In Section IIC, we emphasized the role of filtration
in computing persistent homology for topological spaces.
Several filtration techniques have been introduced [60–62]
to compute persistent homology in various types of net-
works, such as weighted, directed, and dynamic networks.
In this work, we utilize the Vietoris-Rips filtration [63], a
common approach for analyzing the persistence of homo-
logical features in undirected weighted networks. Here,
the filtration parameter is taken as the edge weights, de-
noted by w throughout the paper.

The Vietoris-Rips filtration process begins by arrang-
ing the edge weights, determined by Eq. 12, from a mini-
mum wmin ≡ 0 to a maximum value wmax, increasing by
increments of ∆w. At each step, a corresponding simpli-
cial complex is formed, referred to as the clique complex
denoted by Cl(w). Initially, when wmin = 0, the clique

complex consists solely of the disconnected vertex set. As
the filtration progresses, edges with weights less than or
equal to the current filtration value w are added, causing
the clique complex to expand. With each increment, the
new clique complex contains the one from the previous
step, which can be described as:

Cl(Gw) ↪→ Cl(Gw+∆w) (17)

similar to Eq. (9), where G is the underlying graph.

We begin by analyzing the statistics of higher-
order structures—specifically, the 1-simplexes (links),
2-simplexes (triangles), and 3-simplexes (tetrahe-
drons)—across various network sizes, N , in terms of the
parameter w, as illustrated in Figs. 6(a), 6(b) and 6(c). It
is important to note that, as shown by Eqs. 9 and 17, the
count of d-dimensional simplexes increases as a function
of the filtration parameter w. Therefore, to determine
the precise number of simplexes generated by changing
w to w +∆w, one must calculate the difference in their
counts over this interval. Thus, we define

∆σd = σd(w +∆w)− σd(w). (18)

where d refers to the dimension of the simplex. Our anal-
ysis on this function, integrated in Fig. 6 (see the upper
insets) reveals that

∆σd = NFd (w) , (19)

i.e. N−1∆σd is independent ofN . The fitting ofN−1∆σd

in the interval w ∈ [101 − 104] reveals a power-law be-
havior as follows

Fd(w) ∼ w−γσd , (20)

where γσd
is the corresponding exponent. We used the

least square method to estimate the exponent. Our es-
timations are γσ1

= 0.795 ± 0.006, γσ2
= 0.602 ± 0.009

and γσ3
= 0.422 ± 0.008. The lower insets show the L

dependence. We see that for the higher lattice sizes, the
power-law fitting are better, Specifically for d = 3, the
power-law dependence is destroyed for lower L values.
When w = wmin = 0, we will only have β0 number

which is equal with the total number of vertices while
the higher dimensional Betti numbers are zero. As we
increase the threshold parameter w, other homology gen-
erators (topological loops and voids the number of which
is indicated by β1 and β2, respectively) are born and
the corresponding Betti numbers grow. At the same
time, addition of simplexes (as a result of increasing the
amount of w) can also cause the death of some other
homology generators. Figure 7 shows various Betti num-
bers (βd, d = 0, 1 and 2) in terms of the the threshold
w. In each w the number of d-dimensional homological
objects that are born (destroyed) is represented by βbirth

d
(βdeath

d ), which follow the following scaling form for the
visibility graph of sandpiles:

β
(X)
d (w) = NG(X)

d (w), (21)
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dotted line) and the filtration parameter keeping N fixed as 4096.

where X ≡ birth,death. We see that for all d values
considered in this paper, and for both birth and death
cases, this scaling is correct (see the upper insets). This
demonstrates that the topological objects (reflected in
the quantities ∆σd and βd) per site (i.e. divided by N)
is independent of system size. Additionally, in a wide w
range (at least four decades) the functions are governed
by a power-law behavior:

G(X)
d (w) ∼ w−α

(X)
d , (22)

where αbirth
1 = 0.731± 0.008 and αbirth

2 = 0.715± 0.007,
and αdeath

0 = 1.035 ± 0.004, αdeath
1 = 0.742 ± 0.008, and

αdeath
2 = 0.70± 0.01.

Figure 7(f) shows a persistent homology diagram for
d = 0, 1 and 2 which is the set of pairs (wbirth, wdeath)
for each single object. Since β0 represents the number of
connected components in the network, it is born once at
w = 0 and never dies for larger w values. By analyzing
the persistent homology of the visibility graphs, we ex-
tracted new exponents and scaling laws that characterize
the temporal and topological structure of avalanches. To
understand the physical implications of the 1-homology
generator (loops), we consider a concave and a convex
time series. One can easily see that for the concave
time series, there is an all-to-all connection, while for
the convex time series, only neighboring nodes are inter-
connected. In the latter case, there are only first neigh-
bor connections, and no situation corresponds to a loop,
since the first and the last nodes are not visible with each
other. To have loops, one needs a set of nodes that are
weakly visible to each other, so that the weight of most of

them does not exceed the threshold in the filtration pro-
cess. Two-dimensional and higher-dimensional features
(voids, cavities) indicate even more complex patterns of
interaction between avalanches, suggesting hierarchical
or multi-scale structures in the visibility graph. These
features reflect higher-order connectivity properties that
go beyond simple pairwise connections between nodes.
They capture global patterns of interaction that arise
from the critical dynamics of the BTW model, offering a
topological perspective on how avalanches interact over
time.
The persistent entropy of the lifetime (introduced in

the Eq. 10) of the generators of 0-homology, 1-homology
and 2-homology increases with a logarithmic trend, with
the slopes of 0.159(4), 0.070(2) and 0.0046(6), respec-
tively, as shown in the Fig. 8. We report all the ex-
ponents obtained from calculating the exponents of the
different statistical and topological features in this paper
in the Table I.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we presented a comprehensive analysis
of the lower-order and higher-order connectivity features
of the visibility graph representation of sandpile models,
with a focus on the BTW model of SOC. By transform-
ing the time series of avalanches into visibility graphs, we
explored the structural and topological characteristics of
both local and global aspects of the system’s dynamics.
Our results reveal several new scaling behaviors and crit-
ical exponents that provide deeper insights into the com-
plex temporal correlations and multiscale organization
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data in the main figure collapse into one curve. The values of the slopes are α
(death)
0 = 1.035± 0.004, α

(birth)
1 = 0.731± 0.008,

α
(death)
1 = 0.742± 0.008, α

(birth)
2 = 0.715± 0.007, and α

(death)
2 = 0.70± 0.01. In the lower left insets in (a) till (e), we examine

how the weighted natural visibility graph of a time-series affects the homology generators as we change the lattice length
(L = 256 dotted line, L = 512 dashed line, L = 1024 solid line and L = 2048 dashed dotted line) and the filtration parameter.
(f) Here, We show a persistent diagram of one sample of VG with the parameters of L = 2048 and N = 4096.

TABLE I. Calculated exponents for different statistical and topological features in terms of the threshold parameter w where
the size of the lattice of the BTW model has been taken a constant value of L = 2048.

exponent γk γb γσ1 γσ2 γσ3 αdeath
0 αbirth

1 αdeath
1 αbirth

2 αdeath
2

value 2.50(2) 1.585(8) 0.795(6) 0.602(9) 0.422(8) 1.035(4) 0.731(8) 0.742(8) 0.715(7) 0.70(1)

inherent in SOC systems.

At the local (lower-order) level, we observed that stan-
dard graph-theoretic metrics such as degree and between-
ness distributions exhibit power-law patterns that corre-
spond to the scale-free behavior typical for SOC systems.
The degree exponent of γk = 2.50 ± 0.02 lies within the
range [2 − 3], typical for other scale-free networks. A
novel scaling relation was proposed for the degree and
the betweenness exponents, presented in Eq. 15.

At the global (higher-order) level, we applied tools
from TDA, such as simplicial complexes and persistent
homology, to uncover higher-dimensional structures in
the visibility graph. Our analysis revealed the presence

of topological loops, voids, and other high-dimensional
features that indicate long-range interactions and hi-
erarchical patterns in the system’s evolution. These
higher-order features provide a new perspective on how
large-scale avalanches propagate and influence the net-
work, further enriching our understanding of the sys-
tem’s global organization. Importantly, the higher-
order connectivity analysis revealed new scaling behav-
iors that were not apparent from lower-order graph mea-
sures alone. Equation 19 shows the finite size scaling
behavior of higher order objects, revealing that the abun-
dance of the objects per site is independent of the size
of the underlying network. The distribution of these ob-
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jects show also power-law behavior, see Eq. 20. We iden-
tified critical exponents associated with the persistence

of topological features across multiple scales, suggesting
a deeper, multi-scale structure underlying the SOC be-
havior of the BTW model. These exponents, reported
in Table I, offer a novel way to quantify the complex-
ity of the system, providing a bridge between traditional
graph-theoretic measures and topological invariants.
In conclusion, our study demonstrates the power of

combining visibility graphs with topological data analy-
sis to investigate the dynamics of SOC systems at mul-
tiple scales. The new scaling behaviors and exponents
we identified contribute to a more complete character-
ization of the self-organized criticality exhibited by the
BTW model. Our findings highlight the importance of
considering both local and global features when analyz-
ing complex systems and suggest that visibility graphs
and TDA could be valuable tools for studying other SOC
models and dynamical systems.
Future work could explore the applicability of our ap-

proach to other types of SOC systems and time series, as
well as investigate the relationship between the topolog-
ical features of visibility graphs and the physical proper-
ties of the underlying system. By extending the analysis
to higher-dimensional models or incorporating stochastic
variations, we can further test the robustness of the scal-
ing laws and critical exponents identified in this study.
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