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Abstract

Networks model the architecture backbone of complex systems. The
backbone itself can change over time leading to what is called ‘tempo-
ral networks’. Interpreting temporal networks as trajectories in graph
space of a latent graph dynamics has recently enabled the extension
of concepts and tools from dynamical systems and time series to net-
works. Here we address temporal networks with unlabelled nodes, a
case that has received relatively little attention so far. Situations in
which node labelling cannot be tracked over time often emerge in prac-
tice due to technical challenges, or privacy constraints. In unlabelled
temporal networks there is no one-to-one matching between a network
snapshot and its adjacency matrix. Characterizing the dynamical proper-
ties of such unlabelled network trajectories is nontrivial. We here exploit
graph invariants to extend to the unlabelled setting network-dynamical
quantifiers of linear correlations and dynamical instability. In particu-
lar, we focus on autocorrelation functions and the sensitive dependence
on initial conditions. We show with synthetic graph dynamics that the
measures are capable of recovering and estimating these dynamical fin-
gerprints even when node labels are unavailable. We also validate the
methods for some empirical temporal networks with removed node labels.
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1 Introduction

The architecture of many natural and artificial systems –ranging from social
interactions [1, 2] to the brain [3, 4]– can be modeled as networks or graphs.
The field of Network Science [5, 6] provides insights into the effects the struc-
ture of interactions has on the dynamics of a system. Temporal networks (also
called time-varying graphs) [7–9] describe situations in which the interaction
between elements itself changes in time. The use of temporal –instead of static–
network models has been instrumental to unveiling more nuanced collective
phenomena, from diffusion [10–12], social [13] or financial interactions [14] to
epidemic spreading [15, 16], brain activity [17] or even propagation of delays
in the air transport system [18, 19]. More recently, the intrinsic dynamics of
temporal networks has started to attract attention, and one focus is on the
characterisation of these dynamics with the tools of dynamical systems, time
series and signal processing [20–27].

Among other definitions, a temporal network can be introduced as an ordered
sequence of network snapshots SG = (G1, G2, . . . , GT ), where the t-snapshot
Gt characterises the interaction architecture of the elements of the system at
the t-th discrete time window. In other words, each network snapshot is a
graph that aggregates the activity in the system within the corresponding time
window, and thus all interactions which are present at some point within such
time window are annotated as links between nodes in such graph. Accordingly,
SG is also a time series of graphs, and thus can be interpreted as a network
trajectory in graph space [22], i.e. the observed trajectory of a (latent) graph
dynamical system.

In many applications, the nodes of the network snapshots are known and
labelled, and there is a clear tracking of which node is which throughout each
snapshot of the network trajectory. These graphs are referred to as labelled
networks. Each snapshot Gt is then fully characterized by its adjacency matrix
At, and thus SG can equivalently be described by the sequence of adjacency
matrices SG ≡ SA := (A1, A2, . . . , AT ). As a matter of fact, most work on
temporal networks explicitly or implicitly assumes that network snapshots
are labelled, and indeed this is convenient as it enables the use of powerful
methods from linear algebra for the analysis of these networks. However, in
real-world applications this assumption often requires sophisticated methods
to accurately track elements of a system –the nodes– over time. There are
indeed cases in which matching labels between snapshots of a temporal net-
work is either technically challenging or outright impossible: examples include
proximity networks of animal or biological swarms [28, 29], or social interac-
tions subject to privacy constraints, e.g. in epidemic spreading [30–33], to cite
a few. In other cases, the constraint is more of an inherent property of the
system: for instance, in chemistry sometimes we need to compare the chem-
ical structure of two different drugs. It is not obvious how to match nodes
for graph comparison of these molecular graphs, something called the molecu-
lar similarity problem [34]. Finally, sometimes nodes themselves are genuinely
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indistinguishable (in the sense of quantum physics).
If nodes are indistinguishable no meaningful adjacency matrix can be assigned.
But even in cases where the ground truth labels exist (but are hidden, or
such information is not available), network snapshots cannot be uniquely rep-
resented by an adjacency matrix and one is left with a sequence of unlabelled
networks. As a matter of fact, an unlabelled graph of N nodes does not have
a unique adjacency matrix, but a whole set of N ! equivalent matrix rep-
resentations: the graph’s so-called automorphism group [35]. These different
representations are generated from one another through row-column permu-
tations in the matrix, i.e. permutation of the node set. While one can always
assign a valid node labelling at random to each snapshot and thus construct a
sequence of adjacency matrices SA from SG such a procedure is problematic,
as it removes any possible structure in the dynamics of the original sequence
of networks. Thus in general one cannot use a sequence of randomly assigned
node labels to assess the dynamics of unlabelled network trajectories.

Many important problems in the mathematical field of graph theory are related
to unlabelled graphs, including the celebrated graph isomorphism problem
[36–38]. This is the question how to efficiently decide if two graphs are iso-
morphic (i.e. whether their unlabelled structure is the same, and thus whether
there exists a row-column permutation to go from the adjacency matrix of one
graph to the other). A more general question is how to quantitatively com-
pare unlabelled graphs, i.e., to say how similar or dissimilar two unlabelled
graphs are. For labelled graphs this question can be readily assessed by com-
paring their adjacency matrices via any kind of matrix norm, but in the case
of unlabelled graphs, such a comparison is more tricky. Various possibilities
exist, from graph canonization [39] to the definition of several pseudo-distances
[40, 41] –each of them based on different graph properties–. Nonetheless, there
is to date no computationally efficient one-size-fits-all solution (note that this
would indirectly solve the graph isomorphism problem).

Aside from classic graph-theoretical questions [42–44], complexity-oriented
research on unlabelled networks has been scarce to date, with the notable
exceptions of works dealing with entropic and other aspects of unlabelled graph
ensembles [45, 46]. In this paper, we address the problem of characterizing the
dynamical properties of unlabelled network trajectories. Our general philoso-
phy is to use examples of synthetic or real-world labelled temporal networks
as ground-truth starting point. We then remove node labels, resulting in an
unlabelled sequence of graphs. Subsequently, we then ask if and how dynamic
properties of the original labelled sequence can be recovered from the time
series of unlabelled graphs. We circumvent the problem of the lack of labels by
focusing on graph invariants. These are graph properties that remain invariant
under row-column permutation and therefore are the same for all adjacency
matrices within the automorphism group of an unlabelled graph. As a proof of
concept, we use three graph invariants to characterize different types of graph
dissimilarities. We subsequently build on these measures to characterize, in the
unlabelled setting, dynamical properties such as collective network periodicity
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(i.e. network pulsation) and linear temporal correlations, and their estimation
via a suitable (unlabelled) network autocorrelation function [22]. Additionally,
we also investigate the problem of characterizing the stability or instability of
orbits, and sensitivity to initial conditions in unlabelled network trajectories
[23, 24]. Our results show that the characterization of such dynamical prop-
erties is possible, and that there are important differences compared to the
labelled case.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows: In Sec. 2, we introduce three
permutation-invariant pseudo-distances that will be used throughout the paper
to subsequently build the dynamical quantifiers. We analyze their behavior and
performance as dissimilarity measures. Section 3 then explores the unlabelled
version of the network autocorrelation function (which quantifies periodicity
and memory in unlabelled network trajectories) and the problem of measur-
ing sensitivity to initial conditions in chaotic (unlabelled) network trajectories.
We validate these in a range of synthetic processes, encompassing models of
periodic and chaotic network dynamics, as well as models with nontrivial mem-
ory, and apply the method to some empirical temporal networks with hidden
label information. Finally, in Sec. 4 we conclude and discuss potential research
avenues arising from this work.

2 Comparing unlabelled graphs

2.1 Pseudo-distances from graph invariants

The analysis of unlabelled network trajectories requires one to be able to com-
pare unlabelled graphs. Let G and H be two generic unlabelled graphs. It is
not straightforward to use any notion of matrix distance to assess how similar
G and H are, as an unlabelled graph does not have a unique adjacency matrix.
Indeed, if adjacency matrices are constructed by introducing node labels, the
matrix distance between two unlabelled graphs may depend on the choice of
node labels and not be an intrinsic property of the graphs.
A partial way out is to not use any adjacency matrix as the representation of
the graphs G and H, but to represent the graphs via some (computationally
efficient) properties which are invariant under node relabelling (i.e., proper-
ties that remain invariant under row/column permutation of the adjacency
matrix). We highlight at this point that these graph invariants will not, in gen-
eral, capture the full information of the graph: one can always find two graphs
which are not isomorphic but have the same value of a given graph invariant.
Nonetheless, the idea is that to a large extent these graph invariants still cap-
ture valuable information of graphs, and that we can use this information to
build a notion of graph dissimilarity.
Simple graph invariants which can be obtained in an efficient manner compu-
tationally include the following: the degree sequence (and statistical properties
derived from it, such as the average degree, the degree distribution, and
so on), centrality sequences, the spectrum of the adjacency matrix or the
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Laplacian matrix, and many others. Below we will construct dissimilarity mea-
sures between unlabelled graphs based on some of these properties. More
precisely, we will use these invariants to construct permutation-invariant
pseudo-distances between unlabelled graphs. We stress that distinct graphs can
have the same value of simple graph invariants, resulting in a vanishing pseudo-
distance. For two given graphs G and H, we use the notation d(G,H), often
supplemented by a subscript to indicate the exact type of pseudo-distance.

Of course, the choice of the graph invariant is important, and in a particular
application this choice can be informed by the type of graph dynamics at
hand. For instance, the total number of edges in a graph is a very simple
graph invariant. While this is an important property of the graph, defining
a pseudo-distance between two graphs e.g. as the absolute difference in the
number of edges will lack expressivity for graph dynamics in which the total
number of edges is preserved.

2.2 Three concrete examples of permutation-invariant
pseudo-distances

We illustrate the use of permutation-invariant pseudo-distances by choosing
three graph invariants: the degree sequence, the spectrum of the adjacency
matrix, and the eigenvector centrality vector. In making this construction, we
require the graphs G and H to have the same number of nodes (relaxing this
constraint is left for future work), but otherwise they can have arbitrary edge
sets and, more importantly, these pseudo-distances can be applied to both
labelled and unlabelled graphs. We always work with simple graphs, meaning
there are no multiple edges between two nodes and no self-loops.

Degree sequence pseudo-distance (ddeg) – Given two graphs G and
H, each with N nodes, we define the degree sequence-based pseudo-distance
ddeg(G,H) as a (properly normalized) L1 distance between the degree
sequences:

ddeg(G,H) =
1

N(N − 1)

N∑
i=1

|kGi − kHi | (1)

where kGi and kHi are the degrees occupying the i-th position of the ordered
degree sequence of graphs G and H, respectively. We recall that the degree
sequence of a graph is the sequence of the degrees of all nodes, usually sorted
in non-increasing order. It encodes information on the graph’s connectivity
and its heterogeneity. The kHi and kGi take values between zero and N − 1,
hence the term 1/[N(N − 1)] in Eq. (1) is a normalizing factor ensuring that
ddeg(G,H) ∈ [0, 1].
The metric ddeg(G,H) is useful for graph dynamics for which the degree
sequence changes in time. Since the degree sequence remains invariant under
row-column permutations of the adjacency matrix, it is therefore identical for
isomorphic graphs. The converse is not necessarily true (two graphs can have
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the same degree sequence but not be isomorphic to one another), hence while
ddeg(·, ·) is a distance between degree sequences, it is only a pseudo-distance
between graphs.

Spectral pseudo-distance (dspec) – This is the L1 distance between the
spectra of the adjacency matrices of two graphs [47]:

dspec(G,H) =
1

2N(N − 1)

N∑
i

|λAG
i − λAH

i |, (2)

where λAG
i and λAH

i are the i-th eigenvalues (once they have been ordered) of
the adjacency matrices of graphs G and H, respectively. The spectrum of a
matrix remains unchanged under row-column permutations and is therefore
the same for isomorphic graphs (again, while isomorphic graphs are isospec-
tral, the converse is not necessarily true, hence dspec(·, ·) is pseudo-distance
between graphs). The normalization in Eq. (2) accounts for the fact that the
maximum eigenvalue of the ajdacency matrix of a simple graph is always less
than or equal to N − 1 [48]. Additionally, the smallest eigenvalue is greater
than or equal to 1−N . Therefore, the largest possible difference between two
eigenvalues is 2(N − 1).

Eigenvector centrality pseudo-distance (deig) – We note that ddeg uses
the degree sequence of the network, also called the degree centrality vector
(k1, . . . , kN ), ordered according to size. The same idea can be extended to cen-
trality properties other than the degrees of the nodes. For illustration, we now
consider the so-called eigenvector centrality, i.e. we rank the nodes’ importance
based on the eigenvector associated with the largest eigenvalue of the adja-
cency matrix [49, 50]. Let vG = (vG1 , v

G
2 , . . . , v

G
N ) and vH = (vH1 , vH2 , . . . , vHN )

be the eigenvector centrality vectors of graphs G and H. We assume that the
components of these vectors are again ordered (i.e. we sort the vectors). We

also assume that the vectors are normalised, i.e.,
√∑

i(v
G
i )

2 = 1 and simi-

larly for vH . Then, we define deig as the L2 distance between the eigenvector
centrality vectors:

deig(G,H) =
1

2

√√√√ N∑
i=1

(
vGi − vHi

)2
. (3)

The prefactor 1/2 ensures that deig remains in the interval from zero to one
(Because of the normalisation of vG and vH , we have 2 = ∥vG∥ + ∥vH∥ ≥
∥vG − vH∥ using the triangle inequality, and where || · || is the Euclidean
norm). Similarly as before, the sorted eigenvectors remain unchanged under
row-column permutations but there exist non-isomorphic graphs with the same
eigenvector centrality, hence deig(·, ·) is a pseudo-distance between graphs.



Springer Nature 2021 LATEX template

Characterising the dynamics of unlabelled temporal networks 7

2.3 Exploring the behavior of ddeg, dspec and deig

Before leveraging the graph invariants –and the resulting pseudo-distances– in
the task of analysing the dynamics of unlabelled network trajectories, we need
to properly assess their behavior in quantifying dissimiliarities between pairs of
graphs G and H in some controlled setting. To do that, in Secs. 2.3.1 and 2.3.2
we will define two different models that generate labelled graphs G and H such
that we can tune how different they are based on a certain control parameter.
This parameter intuitively measures the size of the perturbation performed in
G to create H. To have a ground true distance between G and H we use a
matrix norm, i.e. we measure the distance between the labelled graphs. We
do this by using a normalized version of the element-wise L1-distance between
the adjacency matrices of G and H,

dlab(G,H) =
1

Z

N∑
i,j=1

|aij − bij |. (4)

Here Z is a normalization factor which will be chosen differently in the con-
text of the two models below to ensure that dlab remains between zero and one
(details will be given below). The aij and bij are the ij-entries of the adjacency
matrices of G and H, respectively. Again, we assume that G and H have the
same number of nodes.
We will first prove that dlab(G,H) is actually linearly related to the parameter
that controls the perturbation imposed in G to create H, and that, accord-
ingly, we can use dlab(G,H) as the ground truth quantity. Subsequently, we
will proceed to remove all information on the node labels in G and H, and
will systematically compare all three unlabelled pseudo-distances dX(G,H)
(where X stands for ‘deg’, ‘spec’, or ‘eig’) to the ground truth quantity, i.e.,
to dlab. In particular, we are interested in assessing whether dX(G,H) is a
non-decreasing function of dlab, whether it shows a linear dependence or non-
linear monotonic dependence, and if there are discontinuities. These properties
will become important later when we use the pseudo-distances to quantify the
dynamical behavior of unlabelled network trajectories.

2.3.1 Perturbation using Erdős-Rényi graphs

We start by constructing a reference graph G, which we will then later per-
turb to construct another graph G′ (in the notation of the previous section,
G′ ≡ H). To generate the reference graph, we draw a total of N(N − 1)/2
standard uniform random variables xij ∈ U(0, 1), one for each pair of nodes
i < j. We then fix a parameter p to a value between zero and one. Nodes i, j
are linked in G if and only if xij < p. Thus, G is simply an Erdős-Rényi graph
with parameters (N, p).
Subsequently, to build the graph G′ we ‘perturb’ the numbers xij . More
specifically, we introduce x′

ij = xij + ξij , where the ξij are iid Gaussian ran-

dom numbers with mean zero and variance σ2. Nodes i and j are linked in G′
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Fig. 1 Permutation-invariant pseudo-distances and distance between labelled
networks Panel (a) shows numerical results for ⟨dlab(G,G′)⟩ as a function of σ (solid
circles), see the text for details. The theoretical prediction of Eq. (5) is shown in dashed
lines. Panel (b) shows log-log plots of scatter plots between the three pseudo-distances dX
and the labelled distance dlab, obtained numerically from the models described in Secs. 2.3.1
and 2.3.2: data shown as stars is from perturbing Erdős-Rényi graphs (Sec. 2.3.1), while
solid dots are obtained in the model that displaces edges (Sec. 2.3.2). The different colours
represent the three different pseudo-distances. The networks consists of 300 nodes and an
average of 5000 edges, and each data point is the average over an ensemble of 100 realisations.
We observe that the scatter plots obtained via the two different procedures systematically
collapse (for each given pseudo-distance). Within the tests performed here, the relation of
any given pseudo-distance to the labelled distance appears to be continuous, monotonically
increasing, and non-linear.

if and only if x′
ij < p. The quantity σ is the model’s control parameter, and

intuitively it is easy to see that larger values of σ make the perturbation on
G to be larger, and thus makes G′ ‘more different’ than G.

We now quantify this using a proper distance between G and G′. To do
that, we initially assume that G and G′ are labelled. We can then use Eq. (4)
[in this example we set Z = N(N − 1): this is the maximum value the sum
on the right-hand side of that equation can take for graphs of size N ]. We can
compute the expected distance dlab(G,G′) as a function of σ analytically. This
means to average over the ensemble of initial graphs G (with fixed parameter
p) and all perturbations ξij . The resulting mean distance will depend on the
parameter p and on the size of the perturbation, σ. We find (see Appendix 4)
that

dlab(σ) = σ

√
2

π

[
1− exp

(
− p2

2σ2

)
− exp

(
− (p− 1)2

2σ2

)]
+
1

2

[
1− p · erf

(
p√
2σ

)
− (p− 1) · erf

(
p− 1√
2σ

)]
. (5)

For small σ this becomes

dlab(σ) ≈ σ

√
2

π
+ · · · , (6)
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where the dots represent terms containing factors of the type exp
[
−p2/(2σ2)

]
,

and which hence tend to zero faster than linearly as σ → 0. The validity
of Eqs. (5) and (6) is indeed confirmed in simulations, as demonstrated in
Fig. 1(a). Simulation data are averages over initial graphs G and perturbed
graphs G′. We have thus shown that the above construction, combined with
varying σ, allows us to parametrically generate pairs of graphs of designated
expected distances dlab. Given that dlab increases linearly with σ for small σ,
we can now explicitly use dlab as the ground true quantifier of the perturbation
that distinguishes G from G′.

We are now ready to test the relation between the pseudo-distances dX(G,G′)
(which can be measured for the unlabelled versions of G and G′) and the
ground true dlab(G,G′). We have performed extensive numerical simula-
tions and computed ⟨ddeg(G,G′)⟩, ⟨dspec(G,G′)⟩ and ⟨deig(G,G′)⟩ for different
choices of σ (the angle bracket denotes an average over realisations of the
graphs G and G′). In Fig. 1(b) we scatter-plot ⟨dX(G,G′)⟩ against ⟨dlab(σ)⟩
(the plot is on a log-log scale). We find a monotonically increasing relation,
and no discernible discontinuities. However, this relation is not linear.

2.3.2 Perturbation through link displacement

A method of constructing a set of graphs {H0, . . . ,HL} with designated pair-
wise distances (and with L an integer parameter) was proposed in [22, 23]. We
begin by generating an Erdős-Rényi network H0 of size N and with parameter
p. To construct H1 we displace one edge in H0 to a previously vacant location
(i.e., we make sure that no double edge is created during the displacement).
Subsequently, H2 is constructed from H1 by displacing a further edge. This
edge is chosen different from the edge that was displaced in the construction
of H1 from H0, and the place it is displaced to is chosen such that neither
H0 nor H1 have a edge there. This process continues iteratively until HL has
been constructed. In each step Hn is constructed from Hn−1 by displacing an
edge that is present in all graphs, H0, . . . ,Hn−1 to a location that is vacant
in all graphs H0, . . . ,Hn−1. Further below in Sec. 3.1.1 we will refer to the set
H0, . . . ,HL as a ‘dictionary’ of graphs.

Using Eq. (4), it is easy to see that

dlab(Hn, Hm) =
2

Z
|n−m| (7)

In the context of this example, we choose Z = 2L, so that the maximal
distance between graphs in the set H0, . . . ,HL is dlab(H0, HL) = 1.

The above protocol allows us to construct pairs of graphs of different distances
dlab. We can then measure the pseudo-distances ddeg, dspec and deig between
these pairs. Varying |n − m| we can then again produce a parametric plot
showing the pseudo-distances between pairs as a function of the distance dlab.



Springer Nature 2021 LATEX template

10 Characterising the dynamics of unlabelled temporal networks

Results are again shown in Fig. 1(b). Each marker is an average over realiza-
tions of pairs of graphs with the same dlab. The data in the figure shows that
the relation between dX and dlab is the same as that found in Sec. 2.3.1. This
apparent universality is, however, likely due to the fact that the networks we
have used in Sec. 2.3.1 and in the current section have the same number of
nodes, and a similar average number of edges. Further simulations (not shown
here) reveal that the broad shape of the relationship between any one of the
pseudo-distances and dlab remains similar when the network size or the edge
density is varied, but that the specific details vary (i.e. the parameters of a pos-
sible fit). Accordingly, while all functional relationships between dX and dlab
appear to be continuous, non-decreasing and non-linear, we cannot establish
a simple and universal quantitative mapping of the form dX = fX(dlab).

As a summary, numerical evidence suggests that the pseudo-distances dX
defined above are well-behaved in the sense that they show a monotonic
dependence with the ground true distance dlab, and we have not observed
discontinuities. As we will describe below, this opens up the prospect of gen-
eralizing network autocorrelation functions to unlabelled graphs. The lack of
a linear dependence between dX and dlab, however, suggests that an existing
ground-truth sensitivity to initial conditions in a labelled temporal network
(marked by exponentially growing labelled distance) cannot necessarily be
detected as exponential expansion of dX from the unlabelled network trajec-
tory. In other words, chaotic unlabelled networks do not necessarily display
exponential divergence of nearby conditions, and a more careful analysis is
required.

3 Quantifying unlabelled network trajectories

3.1 Sensitivity to initial conditions

In this section, we will analyze how the pseudo-distances introduced in Sec. 2
behave in cases where the original (labelled) network dynamics is chaotic [23].
Sec. 3.1.1 deals with models of low-dimensional chaotic temporal networks,
whereas the high-dimensional case is treated in Sec. 3.1.2.

3.1.1 Low-dimensional chaotic network dynamics

The first analysis is centered on the dependence on initial conditions in an arti-
ficial temporal network that follows low-dimensional chaotic dynamics. Using
the so-called dictionary trick (see [22, 23]), we map a one-dimensional chaotic
time series –e.g. generated by the chaotic logistic map xn+1 = 4xn(1 − xn)–
onto a (labelled) temporal network. This is done by initially performing an
homogeneous partition the unit interval into L subintervals, finding the subin-
terval

(
k
L ,

k+1
L

]
where each xn of the 1D chaotic trajectory belongs to, and

symbolising xn as the graph Hk of the dictionary defined in Sec. 2.3.2. We
note that the Lyapunov exponent associated with this logistic map is ln 2.
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To measure sensitive dependence on initial conditions directly on the network
trajectory, following [23] we use a network version of Wolf’s algorithm, identi-
fying close recurrences in graph space and tracking the expansion of these over
time, as shown in Fig. 2(a). The labelled distance dlab(t), averaged over pairs
of recurrent –i.e. close– starting points, is shown as a solid blue line in that
panel. We find exponential behaviour in an initial phase, before saturation is
reached. This initial growth is of the form dlab ∼ exp(λt) with an exponent
λ ≈ ln 2, in agreement with the exponent of the logistic map.
For comparison, we also plot [in Fig. 2(a)] the average labelled distance dlab(t)
after a random permutation of node labels has been applied to each network
snapshot (blue dots). This is to mimic the effect of forcing us to use a labelled
distance in an unlabelled trajectory, for which a node labelling is required.
Random node labelling removes any temporal structure, and we thus find a flat
curve dlab(t) ≈ 0.85. We have also shuffled the network trajectory (this means
shuffling the order of the snapshots), and the resulting dlab(t) also shows a flat
shape [cyan curve in Fig. 2(a)], albeit with a smaller constant, probably due to
the fact that shuffling snapshots is a less severe intervention than permuting
node labels.

Then, in Fig. 2 (b)-(d) we repeat the analysis but now using the three pseudo-
distances dX . By construction, these work directly with the unlabelled network
trajectory and therefore do not use node labels. For all three pseudo-distances
we find an expansion phase, i.e. the pseudo-distances qualitatively capture this
fingerprint of chaotic behavior that dlab cannot retrieve from the unlabelled
time series. However, the expansion of the unlabelled distances is not strictly
exponential and therefore the agreement is not quantitative. This is actually
expected, and in-line with the lack of linearity in the relation between the
pseudo-distances and dlab observed in Sec.2.

In Sec. 2 we also found indications that it might be possible, for any concrete
synthetic model of chaotic network trajectories, to find a monotonic yet non-
linear function fX such that dX = fX(dlab). If the labelled distance in the
ground-truth labelled networks grows exponentially, dlab(t) = d(0) exp(λt),
one then has dX(t) = fX [d(0) exp(λt)], and therefore λ ≈ (1/t) ln f−1

X [dX(t)]
(neglecting terms of the form const× t−1). However, if fX is model-dependent
as it appears to be the case, we can only estimate this function on a case-
by-case basis. Consequently, we currently cannot construct a well-defined
(i.e. model-independent) Lyapunov exponent for unlabelled temporal networks
which could be universally applicable.

3.1.2 High-dimensional chaotic networks

To confirm the previous results on a higher-dimensional chaotic graph dynam-
ics, we now repeat the same analysis for a network model constructed from a
globally coupled map [23] with a larger number m = N(N − 1)/2 variables.
Each of these variables corresponds to one (potential) edge xℓ in the network
of size N , which we will construct. The coupled dynamics of the {xℓ(t)}mℓ=1
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Fig. 2 Time-evolution of pseudo-distances of initially close (unlabelled) net-
works evolving via a low-dimensional chaotic dynamics. Panels [a-d] depict semi-log
plots of the different distances of initially close trajectories over time. The network dynamics
are generated via a fully chaotic logistic map using the dictionary trick, with a dictionary of
L = 5·103 networks, where each network has N = 300 nodes (see the text in 3.1.1 for details).
Each panel highlights in solid line the average distance (average over 50 pairs of close initial
conditions), and in solid dots the equivalent result when node labels are shuffled, highlight-
ing that only the pseudo-distances are invariant under random node labelling and are thus
genuinely fit to address unlabelled network trajectories. Additionally, we also plot the result
after shuffling the snapshot order (dash-dotted line). Panel (a), depicts (for comparison) the
labelled distance dlab(t), that displays a clear exponential phase with an exponent close to
ln 2. Panels (b)-(d) depict the expansion as measured by the degree sequence pseudo-distance
ddeg, the spectral pseudo-distance dspec, and the eigenvector centrality pseudo-distance deig
respectively. All pseudo-distances are capable of capturing the sensitivity to initial conditions
although the growth is not strictly exponential, as expected.

variables is

xℓ(t+ 1) = (1− α)F [xℓ(t)] +
α

m

m∑
ℓ′=1

F [xℓ′(t)], ℓ = 1, 2, . . . ,m, (8)

where F (x) = 1 − 2|x| is the chaotic tent map, and α ∈ [0, 1] is a coupling
constant. At each time t we thus have m real-valued variables x1(t), . . . , xm(t),
one for each potential edge in the network. Once the time series for each
variable have been simulated via Eq. (8), we binarise these degrees of freedom
such that edge ℓ exists at time t if and only if xℓ(t) > 1

2 . This produces a
network trajectory inheriting the chaotic properties of the globally coupled
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Fig. 3 Time-evolution of pseudo-distances of initially close (unlabelled) net-
works evolving via a high-dimensional chaotic dynamics. This figure is equivalent
to Fig. 2, except here the dynamics is generated via a system of m = N(N − 1)/2 globally
coupled maps [Eq. (8) with α = 0.15]. This system describes the (coupled) chaotic evolution
of the edges of a network of N = 300 nodes. Accordingly, the network trajectories display
high-dimensional chaos (see Sec. 3.1.2 for details). When measured using the labelled tra-
jectory, dlab(t) displays a clear exponential phase with an exponent close to the theoretical
value ln 2(1−α). When labels are lost, the pseudo-distances dX are still capable of capturing
the expansion phase, although in these metrics such expansion is not strictly exponential.

map [23]. In particular this is a high-dimensional, turbulent dynamics in the
weak coupling regime.

In this model, since we have access to the dynamical equations from which the
temporal network is generated, we can directly generate pairs of close initial
conditions, and there is thus no need to look for recurrences in the temporal
network. We then monitor the pseudo-distances dX(t) between pairs of trajec-
tories as they evolve in time. In Fig. 3 (a) we show dlab(t), and in panels (b)-(d)
the time evolution of the three pseudo-distances. Panel (a) confirms that the
(labelled) network trajectory displays exponential expansion as measured by
dlab(t), with a positive network Lyapunov exponent which coincides with the
theoretical prediction for the globally coupled tent map λ = ln[2(1− α)] [51–
53]. Panels (b)-(d) of the same figure report the expansion as measured by
the pseudo-distances dX , when we deal with unlabelled trajectories which by
construction cannot be monitored with dlab. As in the low-dimensional case,
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while dX clearly display an expansion phase, the shape of this expansion is
not strictly exponential.

3.2 A Network Autocorrelation function of unlabelled
network trajectories

3.2.1 Construction of metrics

As a second way of characterizing the dynamics of unlabelled temporal network
trajectories, we will construct a metric akin to an autocorrelation function.
Autocorrelation functions can be used to detect periodicity in a time series or
to quantify any dependence that the process has on its past (i.e., memory) [54].

In [22], a version of the autocorrelation function was proposed for labelled
temporal networks. Both a matrix-valued autocorrelation function and a scalar
autocorrelation function were introduced. Consider a labelled, unweighted
temporal network with a fixed number of N nodes given by a time-series of
adjacency matrices {A(t)}Tt=1. Here, A(t) = {Aij(t)}Ni,j=1 is the N ×N adja-
cency matrix of the t-th network snapshot. The scalar autocorrelation function
c̃(τ) [22] was defined as

c̃(τ) := tr

(
1

T − τ

T−τ∑
t=1

[A(t)− µ] ·
[
A(t+ τ)⊤ − µ⊤]). (9)

In this expression A⊤ denotes the transpose of the matrix A, and µ =
1
T

∑T
t=1 A(t) is the annealed (i.e., time-averaged) adjacency matrix of the tem-

poral network, and tr(·) is the trace operator. We will use c̃(τ) as the ground
truth against which to compare our results once node labels are removed.
We note that c̃(τ) is the sum of element-wise autocorrelation functions in the
adjacency matrix as it can be written in the form c̃(τ) =

∑
ij c̃ij(τ), where

c̃ij(τ) = (T − τ)−1
∑T−τ

t=1 {[aij(t)− µij ][aij(t+ τ)− µij ]}.

For given τ the autocorrelation function of a signal can be interpreted as
the scalar product of the signal –viewed as a vector of T dimensions– and
itself, shifted by τ . This scalar product is indicated by the sum over t in
Eq. (9). The autocorrelation function is consequently a similarity measure of
the signal and the time-lagged signal. With this in mind, we can then construct
analogous similarity measures for unlabelled temporal networks, starting from
the pseudo-distances dX defined in Sec. 2. Consider a time series of unlabelled
graphs, G1, G2, . . . . For any of the pseudo-distances dX (X ∈ {deg, spec, eig})
we then define

cX(τ) := 1− 1

T − τ

T−τ∑
t=1

dX(Gt, Gt+τ )

J
, (10)

where

J =
1

T (T − 1)

T∑
t,t′=1

dX(Gt, Gt′) (11)
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is an estimate of the average pseudo-distance between any pair of network
snapshots in the trajectory.
For τ = 0 we have dX(Gt, Gt+τ ) = 0 and thus cX(τ = 0) = 1, in-line with
the properties of a conventional autocorrelation function. In the absence of
memory in the time series and considering the limit of very large time lags τ ,
it is also reasonable to assume that 1

T−τ

∑T−τ
t=1 dX(Gt, Gt+τ ) approaches the

average distance J between any two graphs in the time series. We therefore
expect cX(τ) to approach the value zero for large τ , similar to the behaviour
of an autocorrelation function in systems without memory.
In the next subsections, we will explore the behavior of cX(τ) on noisy periodic
and non-periodic synthetic network trajectories with memory.

3.2.2 Test on noisy periodic network trajectories

We evaluate the autocorrelation-like functions cX(τ) for the noisy periodic
temporal network model previously introduced in [22]. In this model, ini-
tially we construct a strictly periodic sequence of graphs. The period will
be denoted as Tperiod. We sample Tperiod independent Erdős-Rényi graphs,
each with N nodes and with fixed parameter p. These graphs are denoted as
G1, . . . , GTperiod

. This sets the (noiseless) time series during one period. The full
periodic time series is then obtained by repeating (concatenating) this sequence
over and over again. Mathematically, this means to define GnTperiod+s = Gs for
all n = 1, 2, . . . and s = 1, 2, . . . , Tperiod. In a second step we now ‘pollute’ this
periodic network trajectory with noise. For each snapshot Gt, with t > Tperiod,
each pair of nodes i < j is independently selected for potential perturbation
with probability q. Each edge sampled in this process is then set to be present
in the perturbed graph with probability p and absent with probability 1 − p.
This occurs irrespective of whether the edge was present or not in Gt before
the perturbation.

In Fig. 4, we report results for the autocorrelation-like measures cX(τ) for a
noisy periodic network with Tperiod = 20. For comparison, panel (a) depicts
the scalar autocorrelation c̃(τ) obtained from the labelled temporal network.
The peak at τ = 20 can be clearly seen. Results from the pseudo-distances
are shown in panels (b)-(d). The data confirms that all three pseudo-distances
are capable of retrieving the true period. The measure based on the degree
sequence seems to exhibit the highest peak [panel (b)].

To further assess the ability of the cX(·) to detect periodicity in increasingly
noisy temporal networks, we define an effective z-score

zX =
cX(Tperiod)− µX

σX
, (12)

where µX and σX represent the mean and standard deviation of the
set {cX(1), cX(2), . . . , cX(Tperiod − 1)}. Thus, for each choice of X ∈
{deg, spec, eig} the quantity zX reports, in units of standard deviation,
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Fig. 4 Autocorrelation functions for noisy periodic networks. (a) Scalar autocor-
relation function c̃(τ) (Eq.9) applied to a (labelled) noisy periodic network trajectory of
T = 400 snapshots with parameters N = 20, Tperiod = 20, q = 0.2, p = 0.2. In panels
(b), (c), and (d) we plot the autocorrelation-like functions cdeg(τ), cspec(τ), and ceig(τ),
respectively [Eq. (10)] for the unlabelled version of the same network trajectory, where by
construction c̃(τ) cannot be used. While the peaks indicating periodicity in panels (b), (c),
and (d) are lower compared to those in panel (a), the pseudo-distances can still detect
periodicity in the unlabelled setting.

the difference between the height of cX at Tperiod and the average up to
Tperiod. Accordingly, a higher z-score indicates better performance of the
autocorrelation-like measure in detecting periodicity.

In Fig. 5 we show zX as a function of the noise intensity q. Panel (a) shows
results the autocorrelation function of the original labelled temporal network,
and panels (b)-(d) are for the three different pseudo-distances. For easier inter-
pretation, we also show a horizontal line at z = 4 in each panel (indicating a
peak four standard deviations higher than the rest of the autocorrelation func-
tion). We use this threshold as a conservative criterion to say that the method
is able to detect periodicity in the network signal.

The ability of the unlabelled measures to detect noisy periodicity is seen
to be weaker than that of the autocorrelation function for the labelled time
series. The curves in panels (b)-(d) broadly cross the threshold level at q ≈ 0.4,
compared to q ≈ 0.9 for the labelled case. Nonetheless, we note the ability of
the unlabelled measures to detect periodicity at low and moderate noise levels.
We also note that the metric based on eigenvector centrality ceig(·) [panel (d)]
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is less robust to noise than the ones based on the degree sequence and the
spectrum of the adjacency matrix.
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Fig. 5 Robustness against noise of the autocorrelation functions. To assess the
robustness of the autocorrelation functions c̃(τ) and the ones applicable to the unlabelled
setting cX(τ), we show the z-scores zX [Eq. 12] as a function of the noise parameter q, as
applied to noisy periodic network trajectories of T = 400 snapshots with parameters N = 20,
Tperiod = 10 and p = 0.2 (data is averaged over 10 realizations). Using the threshold z > 4
as the criterion for period detectability, we see that all three cX(τ) functions –universally
applicable in labelled and unlabelled trajectories– are robust against moderate amounts of
noise [panels (b)-(d)], although comparatively less robust than c̃(τ) [panel (a)].

3.2.3 Test on Discrete Autoregressive Unlabelled network
trajectories

We now test the cX(τ) on a model that generates network trajectories with
memory. Specifically, we use a ‘Discrete Autorregressive Network model’ with
memory order ρ, or DARN(ρ) [20]. We consider networks with N nodes. In
this model, the presence or absence of any given edge ℓ = 1, . . . , N(N−1)/2 in
the graph at time t is governed by a binary random variable xℓ,t ∈ {0, 1}. The
random variables describing different edges are independent from one another,
and are constructed as follows: At time t, each xℓ,t takes its value independently
of the past history (this happens with probability 1 − q), or samples a state
uniformly from one of its past ρ states (this occurs with probability q). This
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can be written as follows,

xℓ,t = Qℓ,txℓ,t−Zℓ,t
+ (1−Qℓ,t)Yℓ,t, (13)

where Qℓ,t is a Bernoulli random variable taking value one with probability
q, and value zero with probability 1− q. The quantity Yℓ,t is also a Bernoulli
variable, with parameter p. Finally, Zℓ,t is a discrete random variable taking
values in interval {1, . . . , ρ} with uniform distribution.

In Fig. 6, we compare c̃(τ) and cX(τ), for different temporal networks
generated using the DARN process, varying the memory parameter ρ. As
shown in panel (a), the autocorrelation of the labelled DARN trajectories
remains constant for τ ≤ ρ, and then decrease exponentially for τ > ρ. The
autocorrelation-like functions cX(τ) for the unlabelled temporal networks [pan-
els (b)-(d)] show similar behavior: they are approximately constant for τ ≤ ρ,
and decay for τ > ρ. The slope of the decrease of cdeg is very similar to that
of the labelled case [compare panels (a) and (b)]. The data for the metric
based on deig [panel (d)] is noisy, consistent with our previous observations
in Fig. 5. We conclude that the measure based on this pseudo-distance has a
comparatively lower capacity of detecting temporal correlations.

3.3 Empirical (unlabelled) temporal network trajectories

Here we finally test the autocorrelation-like functions cX(τ) on three real-world
temporal networks: US domestic flights [55], face-to-face contact in a Malawi
Village [56], and spatial proximity of participants the 2009 Annual French
Conference on Nosocomial Infections (SF2H, also referred to as SFHH) [57].
In the latter dataset each node is uniquely identified by an anonymous ID.
Links are established whenever two individuals are detected in close proximity
by RFID sensors. These interactions are considered active during 20-second
intervals, i.e., the sensor receives signals every 20 seconds, making the network
temporal. The same technology was also used to detect face-to-face contact in
a village in Malawi with 86 individuals. The data on flights is from passen-
ger flights within the USA during February 2014. Each node represents a U.S.
airport, and a link is created when a flight connects two airports. The link
remains active for the entire duration of the flight. For these three examples
we have access to the node labels. We deliberately choose these temporal net-
works so we can verify if an analysis of the corresponding unlabelled temporal
networks (i.e., after removal of labels) still recovers some of the features seen
in the labelled time series. In this sense, this section is part of a validation
procedure for our quantitative measures for unlabelled temporal networks.

Results are summarised in Fig. 7. Panels (a) and (b) depict c̃(τ) and cX(τ)
for the labelled and unlabelled US air traffic network trajectory, respectively.
These show that the cX can accurately detect the marked 24 hour periodic-
ity, resulting from the daily flight activity pattern. In the case of face-to-face
contact in the Malawi village and the SFHH conference, the autocorrelation
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Fig. 6 Autocorrelation-like function capture memory in DARN processes. Semi-
log plots of the scalar autocorrelation function c̃(τ) [panel (a)] and autocorrelation-like
functions cdeg(τ), cspec(τ), and ceig(τ) [panels (b)-(d)] computed from a network trajectory
of T = 103 snapshots generated by a DARN(ρ) process with parameters p = 0.5, q = 0.7 and
for ρ = 2, 4 and 8 (data is averaged over 10 realizations). Solid lines are exponential fits. The
typical flat shape for τ < ρ, followed by an exponentially decaying curve is approximately
preserved in cdeg(τ) and cspec(τ) (the slope of the exponential decay is similar to the one in
c̃(τ)). Results for ceig(τ) are more noisy.

of the labelled temporal network exhibits a slow decay [panels (c) and (e)],
which is shown to be slightly slower when measured in terms of cX(τ) [panels
(d) and (f)].

4 Conclusion

In this work, we have shown that it is partially possible to retrieve the dynam-
ical fingerprints of a labeled temporal network, even when information on the
node labels has been removed. To do this we make use of graph invariants
–properties of graphs which are invariant under node relabelling– to enable
the extensions of concepts such as the network autocorrelation function or
dynamic instability to unlabelled temporal networks. We validate our approach
by constructing different generative models of temporal networks with and
without labels, including models of periodic, correlated and chaotic dynam-
ics. Our results demonstrate that chaos in the dynamics of a network can
be qualitatively detected even when node labels are removed (Figs. 2 and
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Fig. 7 Autocorrelation-like function for real-world empirical temporal networks.
In panels (a), (c), and (e), we present log-log plots of the scalar autocorrelation function c̃(τ)
for three different real-world labelled temporal networks (further information in the text). In
panels (b), (d), and (f), we show the autocorrelation-like functions cX(τ) obtained from the
corresponding unlabelled network trajectories. Panels (a) and (b) are for the US domestic
flight network for τ up to 55 hours with a time resolution of 1 hour; we can observe the daily
periodicity. Panels (c) and (d) are for face-to-face contacts in the Malawi village, we show
autocorrelation functions up to τ = 1 hour, with a time resolution of 1 minute. Panels (e)
and (f) show face-to-face contacts at the SFHH conference. The autocorrelation functions
are shown up to τ = 30 minutes with a time resolution of 20 seconds. For the Malawi village
and the conference, the autocorrelation-like functions cX(τ) show a slow decay, highlighting
the long-range correlations characterising human contacts [22].

3). However, we also find that the pseudo-distances that one can efficiently
define for unlabelled network trajectories only grow sub-linearly with respect
the true distance between the underlying labelled graphs [Fig. 1 (b)] and that
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this sub-linear relation is not universal. This makes it difficult to estimate
bona fide Lyapunov exponents from unlabelled network trajectories. On the
other hand, we were successful in quantifying (noisy) periodicity and linear
temporal correlations in unlabelled network trajectories. Overall, this proof of
concept provides a promising avenue to characterizing the temporal structure
on network trajectories even when information on nodes is absent.

In broader terms, our work explores the relation between labelled and unla-
belled networks, and provides steps towards characterizing the dynamics of
graphs without the need to observe time-varying adjacency matrices. Further
work should extend our ideas to other graph invariants. One could also define
pseudo-distances based not on single graph invariants, but on combinations of
them. This would allow one to include information about different aspects of
the unlabelled temporal networks. It would then further be interesting to ask
what combination of invariants might be best suited to characterise a given
type of graph dynamics.

Other questions for future work include the extension of these ideas to higher-
order network structures such as hypergraphs [58]. Finally, we hope this work
will catalyze experimental analysis of unlabelled network trajectories in fields
ranging from animal migration, flocking, and pedestrian dynamics to active
matter in physics and biology. Progress in this direction would reduce the need
for sophisticated tracking mechanisms in these applications.

Appendix: Analytical calculation of dlab in Eq. (5)

The distance dlab in Eq. (4) counts the number of egdes that exist either only
in G or only in G′, but not in the respective other graph. Since all edges in
G and G′ are constructed independently, we can restrict the discussion to one
focal edge. If Z is chosen as the total number of node-pairs, N(N − 1)/2, the
average distance dlab(G,G′) reduces to

⟨dlab(G,G′)⟩ = Prob(x+ ξ > p | x ≤ p) + Prob(x+ ξ ≤ p | x > p), (14)

where x is a random number drawn uniformly from the interval between zero
and one, and where ξ is a Gaussian random number of mean zero and with
variance σ2. The angle bracket denotes an average over the graphs G and G′,
in the context of the focal edge this means the average over x and ξ. The
quantity ⟨dlab(G,G′)⟩ is thus the probability that the focal edge exists in one
graph but not in the other.

We write x′ = x+ξ and start from the joint probability density P (x′, x). Given
that x is uniformly distributed in [0, 1] we have

P (x′, x) =

{
1√

2πσ2
exp

(
− (x′−x)2

2σ2

)
if 0 ≤ x ≤ 1,

0 otherwise.
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To find P (x′ > p | x ≤ p), we integrate the joint pdf:

Prob(x′ > p | x ≤ p) =

∫ ∞

p

dx′
∫ p

0

dxP (x′, x)

Similarly, we have

ProbP (x′ ≤ p | x > p) =

∫ p

−∞
dx′
∫ 1

p

dxP (x′, x).

These integrals can all be performed using the error function,

erf(x) =
2√
π

∫ x

0

exp(−t2) dt

and its integral, ∫
dx erf(x) = x erf(x) +

e−x2

π
+ const.

We then obtain

Prob(x′ > p | x ≤ p) + Prob(x′ ≤ p | x > p)

= σ

√
2

π
+

1

2
− σ√

2π

[
exp

(
−
(

p√
2σ

)2
)

+ exp

(
−
(
p− 1√
2σ

)2
)]

−1

2

[
p · erf

(
p√
2σ

)
+ (p− 1) · erf

(
p− 1√
2σ

)]
. (15)
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