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Hypergraph Echo State Network

Justin Lien

• A novel HypergraphESN model is proposed to process higher-order
interactions in a network.

• Spectral conditions for the convergence of the HypergraphESN are de-
rived.

• The non-linear interactions between vertices and hyperedges are intro-
duced in the HypergraphESN model through the incidence graph.

• The HypergraphESN exhibits a comparable or superior performance
compared to the classical GraphESN for hypergraph-structured data.

• The numerical experiments of binary classification tasks imply that the
accuracy improves as more higher-order relationships in a network are
identified.
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Abstract

A hypergraph as a generalization of graphs records higher-order interactions
among nodes, yields a more flexible network model, and allows non-linear
features for a group of nodes. In this article, we propose a hypergraph echo
state network (HypergraphESN) as a generalization of graph echo state net-
work (GraphESN) designed for efficient processing of hypergraph-structured
data, derive convergence conditions for the algorithm, and discuss its versa-
tility in comparison to GraphESN. The numerical experiments on the binary
classification tasks demonstrate that HypergraphESN exhibits comparable
or superior accuracy performance to GraphESN for hypergraph-structured
data, and accuracy increases if more higher-order interactions in a network
are identified.

Keywords: Recurrent Neural Networks, Reservoir computing, Echo State
Networks, Hypergraphs

1. Introduction

A network refers to a collection of interconnected elements that are linked
together to facilitate communication, interaction, or the exchange of informa-
tion. Graph representation of a network is widely used in a variety of applica-
tion fields including social sciences, chemistry, transit planning, and epidemi-
ology, where a vertex represents an individual, an entity, an atom, etc, and an
edge describes the pairwise relationship between vertices [4, 22, 23, 29]. How-
ever, graph-based modeling is a simplification since it does not adequately
represent the realistic case where multiple nodes share common informa-
tion and interact with others. For example, a benzene ring is a six-carbon
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cyclic hydrocarbon with alternating single and double bonds between the
carbon atoms. In a stochastic susceptible-infected-susceptible (SIS) setting
for airborne diseases, a healthy individual may be infected when interacting
with a group of susceptible individuals. A co-authorship network is a social
network that represents collaborations among authors in the production of
scholarly publications. On the contrary, the hypergraph exhibits the capac-
ity to capture higher-order relationships among vertices, including intricate
interactions between individual vertices and groups of vertices (i.e., hyper-
edges). This distinctive feature has spurred the development of hypergraphs
in both theory and applications [2, 18, 21].

In recent years, the development of machine learning algorithms has been
also extended to the hypergraph domain. For instance, the hypergraph neu-
ral network, built upon the graph neural networks, and its variants have been
proposed to handle the unique structural properties of hypergraphs and cap-
ture information from hyperedges to perform tasks such as node classification
[6, 17]. Inspired by the graph convolution networks, there have been efforts
to develop hypergraph convolution operations to process intricate relation-
ships among nodes [1, 26, 27]. The hypergraph-based modelings potentially
provide a more comprehensive understanding of complex relationships within
the data, and offer researchers a novel tool for exploring intricate structures
and dynamics that may be inadequately represented by traditional graph
models [11, 12, 16, 30].

An echo state network (ESN) [5, 14, 28], a type of recurrent neural net-
work (RNN), is structured with three fundamental layers: an input layer for
receiving external data, a hidden reservoir layer consisting of interconnected
non-linear recursive nodes, and an output layer responsible for recording de-
sired outputs. The distinguished feature of ESNs lies in their reservoir, which
acts as a dynamic memory, enabling them to capture complex dependency,
manage higher dimensional and nonlinear data, and create a rich represen-
tation of the input sequence. Unlike the traditional RNN, the reservoir is
randomly and sparsely initialized and then remains untrained, and only the
output layer requires training, leading to computational efficiency and effec-
tive performance even with limited training data. The distinctive architec-
tural design of ESNs has led to their popularity and widespread recognition,
particularly in applications such as time-series analysis, signal processing,
and classification.
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Echo state networks have been adapted to address specific challenges for
a wide range of applications, giving rise to variants such as leaky echo state
networks suitable for slow dynamic systems [15, 19] and echo state Gaus-
sian processes designed for noisy data [3, 13]. In this article, we extend the
GraphESN [7] to handle hypergraph-structured data, enabling efficient pro-
cessing within this domain. Unlike other types of ESNs, both GraphESN
and HypergraphESN incorporate the input network structures for reservoir
computing, enhancing their capabilities to handle and identify the complex
dynamics within structured data. While GraphESN is designed for the lin-
ear pairwise relationship between vertices, we may introduce a non-linear
bias on the vertex-hyperedge interaction in HypergraphESN before feeding
it into the transition function. Moreover, the convergence condition of the
reservoir computing is guaranteed by the contractivity of the transition func-
tions which are closely tied to the spectral properties of the input hypergraph
structures.

The article is organized as follows. In section 2, we review the GraphESN
based on [7] and the basic definition of hypergraphs. In section 3, we develop
the HypergraphESN, as a generalization of GraphESN, provide conditions
that guarantee the convergence of algorithms, and discuss the computational
complexity. In section 4, we evaluate our HypergraphESN through numerical
experiments on the binary classification tasks and compare it with Graph-
ESN.

2. Preliminary

In this article, by a network, we mean a collection V of vertices with
complicated relationships among them. Each vertex contain information
with same types of attributes or features. In practice, graphs and recently,
hypergraphs, are typically applied to model the relationships among nodes.
Therefore, we start by reviewing the GraphESN and introducing the basic
hypergraph theory.

2.1 A Brief Review of the Graph Echo State Network

A graph G =
(
V (G), E(G)

)
consists of the vertex set V (G) and the

edge set E(G) where e = (v, w) ∈ E(G) is an un-ordered pair of vertices
v, w ∈ V (G). The adjacency matrix A(G) ∈ R|V (G)|×|V (G)| is a matrix whose
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diagonal elements are zero and for non-diagonal elements, A(G)vw = 1 if and
only if (v, w) ∈ E(G). The neighborhood N (v) of a vertex v ∈ V (G) is the
set of adjacent vertices, i.e., N (v) := {w ∈ V (G) : (v, w) ∈ E(G)}. The
degree deg(v) of a vertex v is defined by deg(v) := |N (v)|. Each vertex v
is associated with a column vector u(v) ∈ Rk for some constant k indepen-
dent of vertices. We say that the column vector u(G), the concatenation
of {u(v)}v∈V (G), is structured by the graph G though it does not explicitly
contain the information of the edge set. In this article, we only consider
undirected simple graphs for simplicity (i.e., no self-loop or multi-edge), and
column vectors if not explicitly stated. As a reminder, speaking of a graph,
we usually mean the pair

(
G,u(G)

)
. Finally, (Rk)# denotes the set of graphs

G such that {u(v)}v∈V (G) ⊂ Rk [7] and with abuse of notation, we also write
u(G) ∈ (Rk)#.

In this study, we consider graph-level tasks with the supervised learning
paradigm. The data is of the form {(Gj,u(Gj),yj)} where Gj ∈ (RNU )# and
yj ∈ RNO with NU , NO independent of j. For notational convenience, we
drop the subscript j. Notice that the input vector u(G) is structured by G
while y is merely a vector.

A transduction T is a function from (Rk)# to (Rl)#. As a vector can
be viewed as a vector on the point graph (⋆, ∅), a function from (Rk)# to Rl

is also a transduction. The ESN model can be described by a composition
of transductions T = Tout ◦ X ◦ Tenc where the encoding function Tenc :
(RNU )# → (RNR)# maps the input graph into the structured feature space
in which reservoir computing is performed (NR is the number of units in the
reservoir), the state mapping function X : (RNR)# → RNR computes a vector
representation of the internal state, and the output function Tout : RNR →
RNU is a linear function that is the only trainable component.

The encoding function Tenc : u 7→ x is defined vertex-wise according to
the local transition function τv by

x(v) = τv
(
u(v),x(N (v))

)
= f

(
W in

v u(v) +Wvx(N (v))
)
,

where f is the activation function, the input weight matrix W in
v ∈ RNR×NU is

randomly generated, and the reservoir weight matrix Wv ∈ RNR×(deg(v)·NR) is
randomly and sparsely matrix, and x(N (v)) is the concatenation of {x(w)}w∈N (v).
In fact, the notation follows a more general scheme: for a subset S ⊂ V (G)
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and a vector x(G) structured by a graph, x(S) denotes the vector obtained
by stacking {x(v)}v∈S; a similar notation is adopted for vectors labeled by
(hyper-)edges. In practice, the activation function is typically chosen to be a
sigmoid or a piecewise linear function like logistic and ReLU (rectified linear
unit) activation functions. Throughout the mathematical analysis in this
article, we only assume the 1-Lipschitz continuity and piecewise differentia-
bility of f , which covers most of the activation functions in applications.
Finally, for a scalar function f : R → R, by f(x) for a vector x, we mean
component-wise application of f .

If we further adopt the stationary assumption, i.e., W in
v = W in and

Wv = [W, . . . ,W ] with W ∈ RNR×NR also called the reservoir weight ma-
trix by abuse of terminology, then the encoding function of the GraphESN
is determined by

x(G) = τ
(
G,u(G),x(G)

)
= f

(
(Id⊗W in)u(G) + (A(G)⊗W )x(G)

)
, (1)

where τ is the (global) transition function. The well-definedness of the en-
coding function is not guaranteed. However, if τ is a contraction, then by the
Banach Contraction Principle, there exists a unique solution to the equation
(1). The previous studies of the contraction property either did not relate to
the spectral properties of the graph or did assume the null input u(G) = 0
(i.e., an autonomous system) [7, 10]. Here, by the explicit formula as above,
the contraction property becomes merely a linear algebra question. A similar
treatment can be found in [20].

Proposition 2.1. With the same notation and setup as above, if

∥A(G)∥ ∥W∥ < 1,

then τ is a contraction.

Proof. It follows from a direct computation.∥∥τ(G,u(G),x(G))− τ
(
G,u(G),x′(G)

)∥∥
≤ ∥f

(
(Id⊗W in)u(G) + (A(G)⊗W )x(G)

)
− f

(
(Id⊗W in)u(G) + (A(G)⊗W )x′(G)

)
∥

≤ ∥(A(G)⊗W )(x(G)− x′(G))∥
≤ ∥A(G)∥ ∥W∥ ∥x(G)− x′(G)∥ .
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Hence, to ensure the validity of the contraction principle, the reservoir
weight matrix W should satisfy

(max ∥A(G)∥) ∥W∥ < 1

where the maximum is taken over all input data. As pointed out in [20], this
condition is weaker than the one proposed in [7] as ∥A(G)∥ ≤ |V (G)| where
the equality occurs if and only if the graph is complete.

Because the number of vertices may vary from graph to graph, the state
mapping function X : RNR·|V (G)| → RNR is introduced to find a representation
of the internal state x(G) (or graph G). There are several choices of the state
mapping function. One of them is the mean state mapping XMSM given by

XMSM : x(G) 7→ x̄(G) = 1

|V (G)|
∑

v∈V (G)

x(v).

Finally, the output function Tout : RNR → RNO is a linear function with
or without the bias term given by

ȳ(G) = W outx̄(G)

or
ȳ(G) = W outx̄(G) + b

where the readout weight matrix W out ∈ RNO×NR and the bias vector b ∈
RNO are trained by linear models (e.g., ridge regression, support vector ma-
chines).

2.2 An Introduction to Hypergraphs

Definition 2.2. A hypergraph H consists of V (H), the set of vertices, and
H(H), a collection of non-empty subsets of V (H). Each h ∈ H(H) is called
a hyperedge.

Definition 2.3. The degree of a vertex v ∈ V (H) is the number of hyper-
edges containing v. That is, deg(v) = |{h ∈ H : v ∈ h}|. The degree (or
cardinality, the size) of a hyperedge h ∈ H(H) is the number of vertices it
contains; i.e., deg(h) := |h|. We usually informally say h is a small (large)
hyperedge if its degree is small (large, respectively).
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By the definition of degrees, we have

|V (H)| < deg(v) >= |H(H)| < deg(h) >,

where < · > denotes the average.

As each hyperedge may contain multiple vertices, we define the notion of
neighborhood in a detailed manner.

Definition 2.4. The open neighborhoodN (v, h) of a vertex v in a hyperedge
h containing v is given by N (v, h) = {w ̸= v ∈ h}. The closed neighborhood

Ñ (v, h) of v in a hyperedge h containing v is defined by Ñ (v, h) = N (v, h)∪
{v}. For a vertex v ∈ V (H), the set of hyperedges containing v is given by
S(v) = {h ∈ H(H) : v ∈ h}. The open neighborhood N (v) of v is given
by N (v) =

⋃
h∈S(v) N (v, h) and the closed neighborhood of v is given by

Ñ (v) = N (v) ∪ {v}.

The structure of the hypergraph H can be encoded into the incidence
matrix, which we now define.

Definition 2.5. The incidence matrix I ∈ R|V (H)|×|H(H)| is given by

Ivh :=

{
1 if v ∈ h

0 otherwise.

As in the graph theory, we define the degree matrix and adjacency matrix.

Definition 2.6. The degree matrix D ∈ R|V (H)|×|V (H)| is a diagonal matrix
given by

Dvw :=

{
deg(v) if v = w

0 otherwise.

Definition 2.7. The adjacency matrix A ∈ R|V (H)|×|V (H)| is given by, for
v ̸= w,

Avw := |{h ∈ H : v, w ∈ h}|

and Avv = 0. That is, Avw is the number of hyperedges containing distinct
v and w ∈ V .
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By the definition of incidence, adjacency, and degree matrices, we have

IIT = A+D. (2)

Definition 2.8. The hypergraphH is connected if for every pair of vertices v,
w, there exists a path connecting v and w. That is, there exist v = v1, ..., vk =
w and h1, ..., hk−1 such that {vi, vi+1} ⊂ hi for each i = 1, ..., k − 1.

There are many approaches to check the connectedness of a hypergraph.
One of the easiest methods is the following characterization: the hypergraph
is connected if and only if A|V (H)| does not have a non-zero entry. In what
follows, we always assume that the hypergraph H is connected and does not
have degenerate hyperedge, i.e., deg(h) = 1, or multi-hyperedge, i.e., h = h′

for some distinct h, h′ ∈ H(H).

Finally, we provide a toy example of hypergraph H =
(
V (H), H(H)

)
as

shown in Figure 1 where

V (H) = {v1, . . . , v6}
H(H) =

{
h1 = {v1, v2, v3, v4}, h2 = {v1, v2, v5}, h3 = {v1, v6}

}
.

The incidence, degree, and adjacency matrices and be written as

I(H) =


1 1 1
1 1 0
1 0 0
1 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 1

 , D(H) =


3 0 0 0 0 0
0 2 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 0 0
0 0 0 1 0 0
0 0 0 0 1 0
0 0 0 0 0 1

 , and A(H) =


0 2 1 1 1 1
2 0 1 1 1 0
1 1 0 1 0 0
1 1 1 0 0 0
1 1 0 0 0 0
1 0 0 0 0 0

 ,

respectively.

3. The Hypergraph Echo State Network Model

3.1 Ideas

In the hypergraph domain, a node v should not be directly influenced by
the adjacent vertices but by its incident hyperedges, and the contribution of
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Figure 1: An example of a hypergraph. Each block dot represents a node and each colored
elliptic indicates a hyperedge.

a hyperedge h ∈ S(v) stems from all nodes insides h including or except v
(i.e., a vertex may influence itself or not). The nodes can contribute to the
influence of a hyperedge in many different ways. One of the simplest ways is
to assume that the contribution of nodes to a hyperedge is a function of the
sum of nodes.

Let’s consider an hypergraph SIS model for example [11]. A node v is an
individual and a hypergraph h is a group of individuals like a class, an office
room, etc; v ∈ h if and only the individual v belongs to the group h. During
an epidemic of airborne disease like COVID-19, a healthy individual may
experience a higher infection rate if more people in the group are infected
(instead of a specific person in the group), and if the individual belongs to
many groups at the same time [11, 25].

Moreover, in the ordinary GraphESN, each adjacent vertex influences v
equally. However, in a real-world network, some of the adjacent vertices, say
v and w, may belong to multiple groups at the same time and hence, should
share more information. In the SIS example, it means that the possibility of
the node w infecting v is higher than that of other nodes. Such a feature is not
taken into consideration in the original GraphESN. In our HypergraphESN,
as the influence comes from the hyperedges and two vertices may belong to
multiple hyperedges at the same time, informally speaking, the hypergraph
model not only records the higher-order relationships but takes the closeness
of two vertices into consideration.
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3.2 Mathematical Description

The architecture of the HypergraphESN consists of an input layer of NU

units, a hidden layer of NR non-linear recursive units (the reservoir), and an
output layer ofNO units as the GraphESN does. The given data is of the form{(

Hj,u(Hj)),yj

)}N

j=1
where Hj =

(
V (Hj), H(Hj)

)
∈ (RNU )# is the hyper-

graph, u(Hj) is the hypergraph-structured input vector, yj ∈ RNO is the
(unstructured) target vector. We denote by x(Hj) ∈ RNR·|V (Hj)| the (struc-
tured) internal state. For notational convenience, we drop the subscript j.
The transductions connecting the core architectures in HypergraphESN and
GraphESN are similar: the encoding function, the state mapping function,
and the output function. However, the encoding processing in Hypergraph-
ESN is modified to handle the hypergraph structure. Here, information on
vertices is aggregated along the incident hyperedges and subsequently fed
back to the vertices themselves, which effectively divides the transition func-
tion into two steps. Therefore, in what follows, we focus on the encoding
function.

3.2.1 Model 1

As in the GraphESN, we start with a local transition function and then
stack them together to obtain the global transition function. In Model 1, for
each vertex v, the internal states on the open neighborhood of its incident
hyperedges are collected to compute the internal states on incident hyper-
edges, which are later used to update the internal state at v in the iterative
scheme.

Let (Rk)⋆ denote the set of hyperedges with degree k ≥ 2. For a vertex
v, the function Tk,v : (Rk)⋆ → RNR maps the internal states on an inci-
dent hyperedge to a hyperedge-based vector. For notational convenience, we
symbolically write T = {Tk,v} and call them the aggregation functions, in
agreement with the terminology in [27]. In this article, we assume Tk,v to be
of the form, for h ∈ S(v),

Tk,v(h) := g
( ∑
w∈N (v,h)

x(w)
)
,

where g is a Lipschitz function (also called the aggregation function by abuse
of notation) independent of the input data, with Lipschitz constant Lg.
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By staking {Tdeg(h),v(h)}h∈S(v), we obtained a local hyperedge-based inter-
nal state h(N (v)) ∈ RNR·deg(v). The encoding function is defined vertex-wise
by the local transition function τv by

x(v) = τv
(
u(v),h(N (v))

)
= f

(
W in

v u(v) +Wvh(N (v))
)
. (3)

Staking all local transition functions, we see that the encoding function
Tenc : u(H) 7→ x(H) is determined by the global transition function τ which
is the concatenation of the local transition functions,

x(H) = τ
(
H,u(H),x(H)

)
.

To ensure the uniqueness and the existence of the solution, we would like
to provide conditions so that the Banach Contraction Principle implies the
convergence of the iterative scheme

xt(H) = τ
(
H,u(H),xt−1(H)

)
,

to the unique solution. In practice, the initial state is set to be the null
state x0(H) = 0 and the iteration ends whenever ∥xt − xt−1∥ < ϵ for some
prescribed threshold ϵ.

To derive conditions for contractivity, we assume the stationary assump-
tion and find an explicit form of the local transition function τv whose k-th
component is denoted by τv,k. We refer to the subscript {v, k} as the graph
and vectorial component of the global (or local) transition function.

τv,k = eTv,kf
(
W inu(v) +W

∑
h∈S(v)

Tdeg(h),v(x(h))
)

= eTv,kf
(
W inu(v) +W

∑
h∈S(v)

g(
∑

v∈N (v,h)

x(w))
)

= eTv,kf
(
W inu(v) +W

∑
h∈S(v)

g(
∑

w∈V (H)

(Iwh − Iwhδvw)x(w))
)

= eTv,kf
(
W inu(v) +W

∑
h∈H(H)

Ivhg(
∑

w∈V (H)

(Iwh − Iwhδvw)x(w))
)
.

By ev,k ∈ R|V (H)|·NR , we mean a column vector whose {v, k}-entry is 1, and
0 otherwise. If g = Id, then by (2) we have

τv,k = eTv,kf
(
W inu(v) +W

∑
w∈V (H)

Avwx(w)
)
,
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and the global transition function admits the explicit formula

x(H) = τ
(
H,u(H),x(H)

)
= f

(
(Id⊗W in)u(H) + (A(H)⊗W )x(H)

)
. (4)

Therefore, by the same argument as in Proposition 2.1, the global transition
function τ is contractive if we have the following sufficient condition,(

max ∥A(H)∥
)
∥W∥ < 1, (5)

where the maximum is taken over all external input data.

When g ̸= Id, the analysis becomes more complicated as there seems to
be no simple explicit formula for the global transition function. Nonetheless,
under the assumptions of the input null assumption, i.e., u(H) = 0, and
differentiability of f , we derive a necessary condition for the validity of the
iterative scheme. As x(H) = 0 is an equilibrium, we compute the derivative
of the global transition function τ . See [9] for a similar treatment in the
standard ESN case. For a hypergraph H, we have

∂τv,k
∂x(z)j

|u=0,x=0 = eTv,kf
′(0)W

∑
h∈H(H)

Ivhg
′(0)

∑
w∈V (H)

(Iwh − Iwhδvw)ez,j

= eTv,kf
′(0)g′(0)W

∑
w∈V (H)

Avwez,j

= eTv,kf
′(0)g′(0)WAvzez,j.

Hence, we have
∇τ = f ′(0)g′(0)A(H)⊗W.

In order to have the contraction property, the local stability condition

ρ(∇τ) ≤
(
max ρ(A(H))

)
ρ(W )g′(0) < 1,

where ρ denotes the spectral radius, must be satisfied [9]. If we further require
both f and g to be non-negative, f(0) = g(0) = 0, and g to be concave, then
by repeating the argument in [11], the above condition becomes the global
stability condition.
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At this point, it is natural to ask for a sufficient condition for arbitrary
input state u. Here, we shall give a sufficient condition for the contractivity,
even though the bound is not optimal [7]. By the direct computation, we
have

∥τ(H,u(H),x(H))− τ(H,u(H),x′(H))∥

≤
∑

v∈V (H)

∥W∥

∥∥∥∥∥ ∑
h∈H(H)

Ivh

(
g
( ∑
w∈V (H)

(Iwh − Iwhδvw)x(w)
)

− g
( ∑
w∈V (H)

(Iwh − Iwhδvw)x
′(w)

))∥∥∥∥∥
≤

∑
v∈V (H)

∥W∥
∑

h∈H(H)

Ivh

∥∥∥∥∥g( ∑
w∈V (H)

(Iwh − Iwhδvw)x(w)
)

− g
( ∑
w∈V (H)

(Iwh − Iwhδvw)x
′(w)

)∥∥∥∥∥
≤

∑
v∈V (H)

∥W∥Lg

∑
h∈H(H)

Ivh

∥∥∥∥∥∥
∑

w∈V (H)

(Iwh − Iwhδvw)
(
x(w)− x′(w)

)∥∥∥∥∥∥
≤

∑
v∈V (H)

∥W∥Lg

∑
h∈H(H)

Ivh

∑
w∈V (H)

(Iwh − Iwhδvw) ∥x(H)− x′(H)∥

≤
∑

v∈V (H)

∥W∥Lg

∑
w∈V (H)

Avw ∥x(H)− x′(H)∥

≤
∑

v,w∈V (H)

Avw ∥W∥Lg ∥x(H)− x′(H)∥ .

Hence, to ensure contractivity, we require(
max

∑
v,w∈V (H)

Avw

)
∥W∥Lg < 1, (6)

where the maximum is taken over all input hypergraphs in the data set.

Finally, we remark that if H is indeed a graph (i.e., the hypergraph with
the constant hyperedge degree 2) and g = Id, then the HypergraphESN
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defined by (3) reduces to the GraphESN, the condition (5) coincides with
that for GraphESN. The condition (6) is weaker than the one shown in [7],
but stronger than (5).

3.2.2 Model 2

In Model 2, we assume that in the aggregation function, a vertex con-
tributes to its incident hyperedges, and thereby replace the open neighbor-
hood with closed neighborhood. The architecture of the model is similar
to the previous one with some modifications. The aggregation function
Tk,v : (Rk)⋆ → RNR is modified by

Tk,v(h) := g
( ∑
w∈Ñ (v,h)

x(w)
)
= g

(∑
w∈h

x(w)
)
, (7)

for all h ∈ S(v). By staking {Tdeg(h),v(h)}h∈S(v), we obtain a local hyperedge-

based internal state h(Ñ (v)) ∈ RNR·deg(v). However, we notice that as Tk,v is
now essentially independent of v, we can simply write Tk for Tk,v, and instead
of computing the hyperedge-based internal state for each vertex, we have a
global hyperedge-based internal state h(H) ∈ RNR·|H(H)| by applying T to

each hyperedge. Consequently, we have h(Ñ (v)) = h(S(v)). The encoding
function is again defined vertex-wise by the local transition function τv by

x(v) = τv
(
u(v),h(S(v))

)
= f

(
W in

v u(v) +Wvh(S(v))
)
. (8)

Under the stationary assumption, the global transition function admits
the following form

τ(H,u(H),x(H)) =

f
(
(Id⊗W in)u(H) + (I(H)⊗W )g

(
(I(H)T ⊗ Id)x(H)

))
. (9)

Therefore, if the condition

(max ∥I(H)∥)2 ∥W∥Lg < 1

is satisfied, then the transition function τ is contractive. In particular, if
g = Id, then the condition becomes

(max
∥∥I(H)I(H)T

∥∥) ∥W∥ = (max ∥I(H)∥)2 ∥W∥ < 1.
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We observe that in Model 2, the explicit global formula (9) consistently
holds for any aggregation function g, while Model 1 requires g to be trivial for
Eq. (4). In addition, under the trivial aggregation function condition, Model
1 differs from Model 2 by a degree matrix, and hence, so does GraphESN if
H is indeed a graph.

Figure 2 summarizes the architecture of the Model 2 of HypergraphESN.
The structured input data u(H) is passed to the structured feature space
through the encoding process. In each iteration t, the global hyperedge-based
internal state ht(H) is computed by the non-linear aggregation function and
then fed in the reservoir to update xt(H). After convergence, the represen-
tation x̄(H) of the internal state x(H) is computed, followed by the readout
process. Model 1 has a similar architecture except that the hyperedge-based
internal state should be computed locally.

Before proceeding to the next subsection, we comment on the architecture
of the Model 2 of HypergraphESN. A hypergraph H can be represented by a
bipartite graph called the incidence graph in which the vertex set is composed
of the disjoint union of V (H) and H(H), and the pair (v, h) ∈ V (H)×H(H)
is in the edge set if and only if v ∈ h. The structure of the incidence graph
appears in each iteration (see Figure 2) and the function T maps the vectors
labeled by one of the bipartitions in the incidence graph to the other. For a
similar treatment, see [27].

3.3 Computational Complexity

For each hypergraph H, the input state u(v) is encoded through the local
transition function τv in Eq. (3) or (8). In either case, the computation of

a hypergraph-based internal state h(N (v)) or h(Ñ (v)) requires O(deg(v) ·
deg(h) ·NR) operations. The application of the matrix multiplication of the
reservoir weight matrix W on the hypergraph-based internal state requires
O(deg(v)·N2

R) operations. If the connectivity ofW is further chosen such that
each unit is connected to M units on average, then the operations required
to update the internal state xt(v) of a vertex v is O(M ·deg(v) ·NR+deg(v) ·
deg(h) · NR). Therefore, the cost of an update of the global internal state
xt(H) is

O
(
|V (H)|NR maxdeg(v)

(
M +maxdeg(h)

))
.

When the data has upper bounds on the vertex and hyperedge degrees, the
computational cost grows linearly in the input network size (i.e., the number
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Figure 2: The architecture of HypergraphESN. The green, orange, and blue colored rect-
angles represent vectors labeled by vertices or hyperedges. The yellow and gray
colored rectangles represent the vector representation of the inner state and the
output state, respectively.

of nodes) and the reservoir size.

4. Numerical Experiments

We generate data in the SIS setting for classification tasks to analyze
how different factors impact the accuracy of the HypergraphESN model, and
compare it with the GraphESN.

4.1 Data Generation

The generation of the data set consists of 2 steps. We first generate the
hypergraph H according to the prescribed hyperedge distribution (i.e., the
distribution of hyperedge degrees). Then we implement the hypergraph SIS
model (detail in [11]) and random SIS model. The time series data of the SI
labels on each node will be taken as the input vector u(H).
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4.1.1 Hypergraph Generation

The hypergraph is generated such that its hyperedge distribution follows
a prescribed distribution. For later discussion of the impact of hypergraph
structures on the accuracy performance, we consider 3 types of hypergraph
distributions as follows.

p1(x) =
1

C1

(
0.3 · e−

(x−2)2

3 + 0.8 · e−
(x−5)2

5 + 0.07 · e−
(x−30)2

3

)
,

p2(x) =
1

C2

(
0.3 · e−

(x−2)2

3 + 0.8 · e−
(x−5)2

5 + 0.5 · e−
(x−30)2

3

)
,

p3(x) =
1

C3

(
0.3 · e−

(x−2)2

3 + 0.8 · e−
(x−5)2

5 + 4.0 · e−
(x−30)2

3

)
,

where the domain of the distributions are {2, 3, . . . , 40} and Cj’s are normal-
ization constants. The hyperedge distributions are referred to as More Small
Hyperedges, Bimodal, More Large Hyperedges, respectively. See Figure 3.

4.1.2 Sample Data Generation

Given a hypergraph H, we generate an SIS epidemic time series data
{Xv(t) ∈ {0, 1}}t∈Tidx,v∈V (H) where Tidx is the index set for time, and extract
part of it as the input vector u(H).

Hypergraph SIS. We implement the algorithm as in [11] with the con-
cave function arctan, time-step ∆t = 0.01, run-time tf = 30, recovery rate
δ = 1, and different infection strength β. The run-time tf is chosen such that
the later part of the time series data is independent of the initial condition.
For each vertex v, we pick up last 10 points (i.e., NU = 10) from the time
series data {Xv(t)}t∈{0,∆t,...,tf} as input data u(v) ∈ R10.

Random SIS. Each vertex does not interact with other vertices (i.e.,
the underlying structure is fully discrete). For each vertex v, the transition
rate from susceptible to infected follows the Poisson process with parameter
δ = 1 and the opposite with parameter β′.

4.2 Experiment Setup

We consider two classes of tasks. Class A consists of 55% and 45% of
samples whose input state u records the time series data of hypergraph SIS
process with β = 1 and random SIS with β′, respectively. Here, β′ is chosen
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such that the expected ratio of infected nodes is the same as that of the
Hypergraph SIS process. Class B consists of 55% and 45% of samples whose
input state u records the time series data of hypergraph SIS process with
β = 0.085 and with β = 0.115, respectively. For each class, we consider
3 types of hyperedge distributions pj. For each pj, we generate 1000 data
sets, each hypergraph consists of n nodes and m hyperedges such that <
deg(v) >= 3. In short, from the viewpoint of population-level models, Class
A can be understood as the same severity of the epidemic but on different
types of structures, while Class B is the opposite.

In section 4.3.1, we study how the understanding of higher-order interac-
tions among nodes affects the accuracy performance by implementing ESNs
with different underlying structures as input. The reservoir size NR is con-
tained in {2k : k = 0, . . . , 6} and the network size is set to be 80. We (i) run
the HypergraphESN with full hypergraph structures, (ii) randomly replace
50% of hyperedges with complete graphs, remove the identical edges, and
then run the HypergraphESN. The resulting hypergraph is called a partial
clique hypergraphH50% of the hypergraphH and its curve is labeled 50% Hy-
pergraphESN. In particular, we implement the Model 2 version due to its com-
pact form Eq. (9), with f = tanh and g = Id. The input weight matrix W in

is a random matrix of i.i.d. values sampled from standard uniform distribu-
tion, and the reservoir weight matrixW is randomly generated from standard
uniform distribution with M = 5 sparseness and then normalized such that
∥W∥ = 0.9 · (max ∥I(H)∥2)−1. The output function is trained by the ridge
regression with regularization λridge ∈ {0, 10−5, 5× 10−5, . . . , 10−1, 5× 10−1}
[20, 24]. Moreover, we (iii) replace hypergraphs H with their the clique ex-
pansion GH (i.e., replacing all hyperedges with edges) and run the GraphESN
with the same setup as the HypergraphESN, except that the reservoir weight
matrix W now satisfies ∥W∥ = 0.9 · (max ∥A(GH)∥)−1. As the ESN models
depend on the random weights initialization, we evaluate the accuracy of
the classification tasks by conducting a bootstrap analysis as follows. We
randomly draw (with replacement) 200 samples out of the original 1000 data
sets, implement the ESN with a 90%−10% training/test split, and repeat this
bootstrap re-sampling process 200 times to estimate the accuracy. Finally,
as a reminder, we may also regard GH, H50%, and H as poorly, partially, and
fully identifying the higher-order interactions in a network.

In section 4.3.2, we study the dependence of the accuracy performance of
Hypergraphs on reservoir size and network size. We apply the same setup as
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in section 4.3.1 but with varying reservoir size NR ∈ {2k : k = 0, . . . , 9} and
network sizes n ∈ {50, 60, . . . , 110}. For the sake of computational resources,
we only do the bootstrap re-sampling process 20 times.

In section 4.3.3, we study the influence of the nonlinear vertex-hyperedge
interaction on the accuracy. The same setup as in section 4.3.1 is applied ex-
cept four different aggregation functions are considered: the identity function
and functions of the type g(a,b), which are piecewise linear functions passing
through the origin such that in the intervals (−∞, 0], [0, a), [a, b), and [b,∞)
the slopes are 0, 0.1, 1, and 3, respectively.

4.3 Performance and Discussion

4.3.1 HypergraphESN vs GraphESN

Figure 3 illustrates how reservoir size NR and the understanding of hyper-
graph structure in a network contribute to increased classification accuracy.
We observed two general trends: (i) the accuracy of HypergraphESN, 50%
HypergraphESN, and GraphESN shows improvement as NR increases, and
(ii) accuracy tends to rise as more hyperedges are identified, provided that
NR is sufficiently large. Furthermore, we note that even if the dynamics of
epidemic spread on small and large hyperedges are different, the effectiveness
of HypergraphESN is consistent.

The discrepancy in accuracy performance between Class A and Class
B tasks stems from the fact that Class A tasks require a great number of
units in the hidden layer to achieve higher accuracy, whereas Class B task
accomplishes a decent accuracy with considerably fewer units but quickly
approaches its limitation. We believe that since the classification of input
states from infection strength β = 0.085 and 0.115 can be achieved with just
one or two features from the data (e.g., the mean ratio of infected nodes),
the accuracy performance experiences a rapid increase even with a limited
number of units in the hidden layer. However, due to the insufficient length
of input states extracted from the time series data of the hypergraph SIS
model, increasing the reservoir size further would not lead to an improvement
in classification accuracy.

Moreover, in Class A classification tasks, compared to the GraphESN,
when 50% of hyperedges are identified, the accuracy improves more notably
if more giant components (i.e., large hyperedges) are presented in the un-
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derlying hypergraph structure. This phenomenon may be attributed to the
nature of hypergraphs and SIS models. When the small hyperedges prevail,
the non-linear concave arctangent function applied in the SIS model does
not play a vital role. As a consequence, intuitively speaking, the SIS process
on the partial clique hypergraph may lie in the middle of that on the hyper-
graph and the clique graph. However, the arctangent concavity influences
the SIS process through the large hyperedges, and therefore, even if merely
half of the hyperedges are identified, 50% HypergraphESN may improve the
accuracy performance more significantly. In Class B tasks, the accuracy of
50% HypergraphESN is comparable to that of HypergraphESN, and accu-
racy improvements do not depend on hyperedge distributions. This may be
ascribed to the fact that the Class B tasks can be distinguished with few
features.

Figure 3: The accuracy performance under different hyperedge distributions. The sub-
figures in the first row, from left to right, are the hyperedge distributions corre-
sponding toMore Small hyperedges, Bimodal, andMore Large hyperedges. Those
in the second and the third rows, from left to right, show the mean accuracy
performance of HypergraphESN (HESN ), 50% HypergraphESN (50% HESN ),
and GraphESN (GESN ) for Class A and in Class B tasks, respectively.
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4.3.2 Reservoir Size vs Network Size

Figure 4 shows how network size affects the accuracy. In both Class A
and Class B tasks, a higher accuracy performance can be achieved for larger
networks provided that reservoir size is sufficiently large. This trend arises
from the larger network’s capacity to offer more information for Hypergraph-
ESN to effectively classify tasks. Moreover, we notice that HypergraphESN
demonstrates a better performance for networks featuring more giant com-
ponents. This phenomenon is again attributed to the nature of the hyper-
graph SIS process. Under the constant vertex degree condition, larger hyper-
edges not only enrich the connectivity of the network but also significantly
change the dynamics of the epidemic through the arctangent concavity. Con-
sequently, the networks with more giant components exhibit a more complex
and diverse behavior compared to the networks on which small hyperedges
dominate, and thereby provide HypergraphESN with richer information for
the classification tasks.

Figure 4: The accuracy performance of HypergraphESN. The y-axis is the network sizes
and the colorbar indicates the mean accuracy.

4.3.3 Non-linearity of Vertex-hypergraph Interaction

Since the HypergraphESN allows the non-linearity vertex-hyperedge in-
teraction through the aggregation function, we focus on the Bimodal case
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where small and large hyperedges compete. As mentioned in section 4.2, we
consider Id, g(3,6), g(7,10), and g(11,14). For instance,

g(3,6)(x) =


0, x < 0

0.1x, 0 ≤ x < 3

x− 2.7, 3 ≤ x < 6

3x− 14.7, 10 ≤ x.

(10)

The essential idea behind the piecewise linear functions g(a,b) is to distinguish
the influence of small and large hyperedges by an artificial threshold which
may highly depend on the tasks at hand. In this study, as the epidemic tends
to spread more efficiently through large hyperedges, the node v belonging to
a large hypergraph has a higher chance of being infected. Consequently,
each entry in x1(v) = τv(u(v)) should be higher, and vice versa. Figure 5
shows that the HypergraphESN with artificially-designed functions may ex-
perience a more rapid increase in accuracy as the reservoir increases, and
show a comparable accuracy as HypergraphESN with the trivial aggregation
function Id, if the correct threshold to distinguish the hyperedges degrees is
identified. This observation implies that with a carefully designed vertex-
hypergraph interaction, the reservoir can yield sufficiently diverse dynamics,
even with a smaller reservoir size, consistent with the remark made in [8].
In Class A tasks, Eq. (10) may correctly identify the small and large hy-
peredges in the reservoir computing while other piecewise linear functions
do not. In Class B tasks, none of the piecewise linear functions improve the
HypergraphESN performance notably compared to the identity map.

5. Conclusion

We have introduced an extension of the GraphESN to the hypergraph
domain, and studied the theoretical convergence conditions for the encoding
process. As a variant of the ESN, HypergraphESN offers an efficient approach
for processing hypergraph-structured data. Moreover, the computational
complexity can be designed to exhibit linear growth in both the input network
size and the reservoir size.

Our numerical experiments for binary classification have shown that for
hypergraph-structured data, the HypergraphESN achieves accuracy levels
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Figure 5: The accuracy performance of HypergraphESN with different choices of aggrega-
tion functions. The Bimodal hyperedge distribution is applied.

comparable or even higher to those attained by GraphESN. The accuracy fur-
ther improves with the identification of more higher-order relationships (i.e.,
hyperedges) in the network. Furthermore, it is worth noting that in the case
where the optimal accuracy performance of HypergraphESN and GraphESN
in Class B tasks are not significantly different, the HypergraphESN exhibits
a more rapid learning capacity as the reservoir size increases. In addition,
due to the distinguished dynamics of epidemics on giant components, the
HypergraphESN exhibits better performance on networks with larger hyper-
edges. These findings suggest a promising potential for the HypergraphESN
to enhance the performance of graph-based models on real-world data, both
in terms of accuracy and computational efficiency, provided that a suitable
hypergraph representation of the network can be identified.

We also considered the non-linear vertex-hyperedge interaction described
by the aggregation function, which can be designed to introduce bias on a
specific range of hypergraph degrees and thereby enrich the reservoir dynam-
ics even with a limited number of hidden units. In this article, we applied
the piecewise linear functions to artificially distinguish the small and large
hyperedge in the reservoir, and revealed the potential to improve the learning
capability of HypergraphESN though a suitable candidate of the aggregation
function may highly depend on the tasks.

Overall, the HypergraphESN serves as a more practical and flexible tool
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to study structured data with higher-order relationships. Though the pre-
sented results are promising, more directions deserve to be explored in the
future: the non-linearity interaction between vertices and hyperedges, a sim-
pler architecture design, the trade-off between model performance and com-
putational resources, the robustness against the real-world data, etc. We will
examine HypergraphESN from those aspects in the subsequent works.
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