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We introduce a graph renormalization procedure based on the coarse-grained Laplacian, which
generates reduced-complexity representations for characteristic scales identified through the spectral
gap. This method retains both diffusion probabilities and large-scale topological structures, while
reducing redundant information, facilitating the analysis of large graphs by decreasing the number
of vertices. Applied to graphs derived from EEG recordings of human brain activity, our approach
reveals macroscopic properties emerging from neuronal interactions, such as collective behavior in
the form of coordinated neuronal activity. Additionally, it shows dynamic reorganization of brain
activity across scales, with more generalized patterns during rest and more specialized and scale-
invariant activity in the occipital lobe during attention-focused tasks.

Introduction.— Graphs capture the intricate relation-
ships and dynamics between the units that make up a
complex system, such as the brain or financial markets.
As such, they are powerful tools for analyzing and model-
ing these systems. However, different properties of com-
plex systems emerge at different scales, making it useful
to scale out of the graph structure using coarse-graining
procedures.

Coarse-graining scales out by aggregating clusters of
vertices and edges, leading to a simplified representation
that allows us to observe larger-scale structures while
preserving key features of the original system. To en-
sure that these simplified representations remain true to
the underlying dynamics of the system, we propose a
diffusion-based coarse-graining and rescaling procedure
for graphs, inspired by the renormalization group [1],
which does not rely on geometric closeness. This graph
renormalization can reveal patterns and behaviors – such
as collective neural activity – that may only become ap-
parent at certain scales. As we look at the graph Lapla-
cian, our method follows the direction pointed out by
[2]’s Laplacian renormalization group scheme (LRG) and
the spectral methods of [3–5]. However, instead of rely-
ing on the normalized heat kernel, we rely on the graph
Laplacian to determine effective vertices and effective in-
teractions. This results in a representation with both
a coarse-grained structure and scale-adjusted weights.
Our method preserves the large-scale topological struc-
ture while better preserving the original diffusion dynam-
ics. Since diffusion provides a notion of distance, this is
consistent with the ideas of [1], as we do not change the
“distance” between the vertices or the “size” of the sys-
tem in a physical sense.

The Renormalization Group (RG) [1, 6] allows us to
study how collective behavior in complex systems arises
at different scales. It is fundamental for understand-
ing critical phenomena, phase transitions, universality,
and scale dependence. Intuitively, the RG is a tool to
move from the microscopic to the macroscopic by coarse-
graining and rescaling the system. At larger scales, the

system’s representation simplifies, as macroscopic behav-
iors are simpler and more universal than microscopic
mechanisms [1, 6–8]. For systems, such as ferromagnets,
coarse-graining relies on geometric distance in a metric
space, as the strength of interactions tends to be highest
between spins that are closest to each other. However, in
many complex systems, closeness in a metric sense may
not be the primary factor driving interactions. This is,
for example, the case of the brain, composed of nonlinear
units – neurons – interacting with each other and forming
synaptic connections across distances. We consider it as
a use case and construct a graph representation based on
the mutual information between electrode signals from
electroencephalogram (EEG) recordings, capturing the
functional dependencies between different brain regions.
This graph-based approach allows us to represent the in-
teraction structure governing brain dynamics.
Applying the RG to such heterogeneous graphs poses

significant challenges, as they do not have the homoge-
neous topology on which the RG relies. Important efforts
besides [2]’s LRG to extend the RG to graphs were made
by [9], which hypothesizes the existence of an embedding
space responsible for the graph structure. This underly-
ing space allows for identifying “supernodes”, providing
a coarse-grained graph description, akin to block spins in
the real-space RG [6]. Also, the approach in [10] embeds
graphs into underlying metric geometrical spaces. How-
ever, graphs are topological structures, thus a topological
notion of the RG is needed [11]. Diffusion provides such a
notion since a dynamical process can be defined on com-
binatorial structures and depends only on the structure’s
topology. Furthermore, [12] highlights that diffusion is
linked to the graph scales through the graph communi-
cability, with diffusion time serving as a resolution pa-
rameter [13, 14]. The derivative of the entropy of the
normalized heat kernel with respect to diffusion time in-
dicates how fast a probability distribution becomes uni-
form. The largest entropy change over diffusion time
corresponds to the graph’s characteristic diffusion scale,
which separates regions of fast diffusion from those where
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the diffusion slows down [12]. This is the scale that the
LRG zooms out to. We notice, from matrix perturbation
theory and spectral clustering perspectives [15–17], that
this scale is related to the spectral gap δ = |λk+1 − λk|,
defined as the largest difference between the consecutive
smallest eigenvalues of the graph Laplacian [3, 18]. The
relation between the entropy and the spectral gap is fur-
ther discussed in [19]. As λk is inversely related to the
diffusion time t, we determine the scale to zoom out to
by heuristically identifying the spectral gap [17, 18].

Renormalization.— To obtain a representation of the
system for that characteristic scale, interactions must
be adjusted to preserve both dynamics and important
structural properties at larger scales. Thus, we intro-
duce a renormalization procedure using a rescaled coarse-
grained Laplacian that approximately preserves both.

The rescaled coarse-grained Laplacian’s ability to de-
termine effective vertices and the effective weights be-
tween them can be understood by considering diffusion
on an undirected graph G = (V,E). The probability p(t)
of the diffusion reaching one of the |V | vertices at time t
is described by

∂

∂t
p(t) = −Lp(t), (1)

where L = D − A ∈ R|V |×|V | is the graph Laplacian
matrix, with A being the weighted adjacency matrix and
D a diagonal matrix with the strength of each vertex as
entries. The variable t is time rescaled by the diffusion
constant and is therefore dimensionless. The entries of
p(t) are the probabilities for the diffusion to reach one of
the |V | vertices at time t. Using the heat kernel, which is

a matrix exponential e−tL =
∑

α
(−tL)α

α! , Eq. (1) is solved
by

p(t) = e−tLp(0), (2)

where an entry (e−tL)ij considers all possible diffusion
paths from vertex i to j. It measures a diffusion-based
closeness or similarity of vertices, giving more importance
to larger-scale structures compared to the graph Lapla-
cian. This is why it is used to identify clusters [3, 4, 20].

Instead of using the heat kernel, we use a projection
of the graph Laplacian into a subspace spanned by the
eigenvectors corresponding to the smallest eigenvalues,
which results in the coarse-grained Laplacian (see Eq. 3).
To understand why we can use the coarse-grained Lapla-
cian, we project the graph Laplacian that is represented

in E = span({el}|V |−1
l=0 ), where el ∈ R|V | is a standard

basis vector, into space S = span({uk}|V |−1
α=0 ), where uα

are the orthonormal eigenvectors of L, via the spectral
decomposition of the graph Laplacian L = UΛU⊤ =∑

α λαuαu
⊤
α . Since L is symmetric, the spectral theo-

rem of symmetric matrices states that the eigenvectors
are orthogonal to each other. After ensuring that each
uα is normalized, U⊤ = U−1, where U has the eigenvec-
tors uα as columns and the diagonal matrix Λ has the

corresponding eigenvalues λα on its diagonal.
By considering the eigenvectors as modes that indicate

graph partitions, we can see that the Laplacian in S pro-
vides insights into the graph structure at different scales:
For a graph without disconnected components, the eigen-
vector u0 represents a mode of the graph’s overall connec-
tivity structure. The eigenvector u1, also known as the
Fidler vector, represents a mode partitioning the graph
into two. Higher-order eigenvectors uα>1 correspond to
modes representing, finer partitions of the graph, asso-
ciated with sign and magnitude pattern in the mode
uk>1 [3]. So, smaller eigenvalues correspond to smoother
modes and coarser partitions.

This is explicitly shown by expressing p(t) as a super-
position of exponentially varying modes using Eq. (2),
p(t) =

∑
α e−tλα cαuα, where the initial state is repre-

sented as a linear combination of the eigenvectors p(0) =∑
α cαuα, and the coefficient cα reflects how much a state

aligns with uα. Since L is hermitian, the eigenvalues
are non-negative, and the modes are either stationary
or exponentially decaying with time. As each eigenvec-
tor represents a diffusion mode for the evolution of the
probability distribution across the vertices, modes as-
sociated with smaller eigenvalues λα decay slower and
correspond to smoother eigenvectors. This allows us to
zoom out and look at the behavior of the system over
longer time scales by defining a coarse-graining proce-
dure of the graph Laplacian using time-scale separation
[3–5]. In essence, if the k-smallest eigenvalues are well
separated from the remaining eigenvalues such that we
have a large spectral gap δ = |λk+1 − λk|, we can sim-
plify the description of the system. This is because the
eigenmodes associated with eigenvalues larger than λk

become negligible for time-scales t > 1/λk+1, and we can
describe the system by the k-slowest eigenmodes. They
form a dominant subspace of the dynamics, which allows
us to define a low dimensional approximate description
of the dynamics of the graph [4]. Thus, we only consider
the contributions of the k-slowest eigenmodes, resulting
in the coarse-grained Laplacian

L(1) = U(1)Λ(1)U
⊤
(1) =

∑
α:λα≤λk

λαuαu
⊤
α , (3)

where Λ(1) is a diagonal matrix of eigenvalues smaller
than or equal to λk, and U(1) is a matrix of the eigenvec-
tors corresponding to these remaining eigenvalues, which
form L(1)’s new basis S(1) = span({uβ}β:λβ≤λk

). The en-
tries of L(1) indicate how similar two vertices in G are in
the context of the remaining modes or from a zoomed-out
perspective. This is because (uαu

⊤
α )ij = uαiuαj is the

product of the eigenvector components associated with
vertices i and j, which is the cosine similarity measure
between these vertices within the mode uα. Thus, the
sign and magnitude of the components uαi and uαj di-
rectly translate through uαiuαj to how similar vertices
i and j are within the structural pattern captured by
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uα. Consequently, (L(1))ij =
∑

α:λα≤λk
λαuαiuαj is a

“weighted average” of similarities between vertices i and
j, with eigenvalues λα acting as the “weights”.
Using Eq. (3) and the definition of the graph Lapla-

cian, we define

A(1) = diag(L(1))− L(1), (4)

where diag(L(1)) is a diagonal matrix containing the di-
agonal of L(1). A positive entry in L(1) or a negative
entry in A(1) indicates that vertices are similar in G at a
zoomed-out perspective and can be contracted. To illus-
trate this, we consider graph (a) in Fig. 1, which consists
of three 4-cliques with weights of 0.9, connected by edges
with a weight of 0.1. The edges of G(1) with negative
weights are highlighted in blue in Fig. 1. To perform
the contraction, we assign the respective similarity val-
ues from A(1) as new weights to A, which results in A(2)

with

(A(2))ij =

{
(A(1))ij if (A)ij > 0,

0 otherwise.
(5)

Thereby, we only consider the weights of A(1) from
connections that also existed in A. Then, we con-
sider the corresponding graph G(2) = (V(2), E(2)) (see
Fig. 1), and we contract the vertices i ∈ V(2) and
j ∈ V(2) connected by a negative edge weight into ef-
fective vertices s, where s remains connected to the ver-
tices to which i and j were connected to. This results
in the graph G(3) = (V(3), E(3)), which has the ver-
tex set V(3) = (V(2) \ {i, j})

⋃
s and E(3) = (E(2) \

{Edges incident to i or j})
⋃
{(x, sm ∈ s) : (x, i) ∈ E(2) ∨

(x, j) ∈ E(2)}. This preserves the structure of G at a
zoomed-out perspective (see Fig. 1). Given that the
graph Laplacian is an intensity matrix, it obeys the
Perron-Frobenius theorem and therefore has at least one
eigenvector with eigenvalue zero. For our renormaliza-
tion procedure, the graph must be ergodic; otherwise, it
may have oscillating modes that do not decay with time,
and we do not have meaningful time-scale separation. In-
tuitively, these modes represent a random walker that is
trapped and cannot explore the entire graph. Thus, the
corresponding modes cannot represent meaningful graph
partitions. An ergodic graph has a non-degenerate zero
eigenvalue. Consequently, for λk → 0, Eq. (3) indicates
that we will remain with the eigenvector associated with
the eigenvalue zero, which tells us that all vertices are
similar, and thus end up with a graph with one effec-
tive vertex. Conversely, for λk → ∞, Eq. (3) indicates
that no eigenvectors are removed, and we remain with
the original graph.

FIG. 1: Spectral gap and renormalization of graph (a). First,
the spectral gap δ of the graph Laplacian of G is identified,
indicating the scale λk to zoom out to using Eq. 3, which
results in G(1). The matrix G(1) represents vertex similarities
from a zoomed-out perspective, where positive weights (red
line) indicate dissimilar vertices not connected in the original
graph, while positive weights (black line) indicate dissimilar
vertices connected in the original graph. Negative weights
(blue dotted line) indicate similar vertices connected in the
original graph. Thus, they can be contracted into effective
vertices. This is achieved by assigning G(1)’s weights to G
using Eq. 5 resulting in G2, and then contracting vertices
connected by a blue edge into an effective vertex, resulting in
G3. The new effective weights reflect that fast diffusion modes
have been removed by Eq. 3. Thus, G1 indicates how to derive
a coarse-grained representation of the structure and dynamics
of G. However, zooming out reduces resolution. To restore
the original sharpness, we adjust the focus by rescaling the
weights using Eq. 6, resulting in the renormalized graph GR.
The rescaling approximately preserves the original diffusion
dynamics (see Fig. 2).
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Intuitively, this coarse-graining procedure zooms out
and decreases the resolution. Thus, we rescale the coarse-
grained adjacency matrix A(3) associated with G(3)

AR =
1

λk
A(3), (6)

which restores the original resolution. This means that
the diffusion dynamics of the original system are approx-
imately preserved in the renormalized system GR. Since
diffusion provides a notion of distance, this is analogous
to the RG, where coarse-graining decreases the system
size and increases the lattice spacing, while rescaling re-
stores the original dimensions. From another perspective,
rescaling ensures that the relative size of fluctuations in
the new system matches those of the original system. We
demonstrate this in Fig. 2 using Eq. (2). The approxi-
mation error satisfies

ϵ(t) =

∥∥∥∥∥∥
∑
α

e−tλαu⊤
αp(0)uα −

∑
α:λα≤λk

e−tλαu⊤
αp(0)uα

∥∥∥∥∥∥
≤ e−tλk+1ϵ(0),

(7)

where ϵ(0) is the initial error due to neglecting the fast
modes. This error will decay exponentially with a rate of
at least λk+1. Thus, the larger λk+1, the faster the decay
of the k + 1 modes, and the better the first k modes de-
scribe the system dynamics. Furthermore, a large spec-
tral gap δ leads to a faster decay of the fast modes rela-
tive to the slow ones, resulting in a clearer separation of
times scales. Conversely, a small δ causes fast and slow
modes to decay at similar rates. So, both contribute to
the system dynamics for approximately the same dura-
tion, reducing the quality of the approximation. Thus,
the quality of the approximation depends on both the
decay rate λk+1 of the neglected modes and the spectral
gap δ, each influencing the error ϵ(t) in complementary
ways [3–5].

The Fig. 2 compares the diffusion dynamics of the orig-
inal graph (a) and the corresponding renormalized graph.
In the original graph G, vertices contracted into effective
vertices are highlighted by the colored circles (Fig. 1).
With Eq. (2), the diffusion probabilities p(t) are deter-
mined, where p(0) is a vector with all entries set to zero
except for a value of one at one of the vertices within the
red-highlighted cluster. This process is repeated for all
vertices within the red cluster, and the average is shown
in Fig. 2. These values are compared with the diffusion
probabilities of the renormalized graph GR, where p(0)
is a vector with all entries set to zero except for a value
of one at the effective vertex highlighted in red (Fig. 1).
Additionally, we compare to the graph GLRG obtained
from [2]’s Wilsonian LRG formulation, with the cut-off
determined by the peak of the specific heat [2, 12]. Both
our method and the Wilsonian LRG preserve the diffu-

sion dynamics well in this example. However, the differ-
ences become more significant for more complex graphs,
as we will see in example (b).

Graph (a)

Graph (b)

FIG. 2: Diffusion dynamics. The probabilities p(t) of the
clusters (original graph G) and effective vertices (renormal-
ized graphs GR or GLRG) are compared. These probabilities
are determined by equation Eq. (2), with p(0) highlighted in
red in Fig. 1 and Fig. 3. The graph GR is obtained using
our renormalization procedure with λk = 0.07 for graph (a)
and λk = 0.12 for graph (b), while GLRG is obtained using
[2]’s Wilsonian renormalization procedure with λ∗ = 1/0.79
for graph (a) and λ∗ = 1/2.79 for graph (b) (identified by spe-
cific heat peak [2]). Each color represents a different effective
vertex or cluster. For (b), we consider the renormalized graph
associated with the first spectral gap and omit the clusters
and the corresponding effective vertices 3,4, and 6 for clarity.
Closer alignment between points of the same color of GR or
GLRG with G indicates that the original diffusion dynamics
are better preserved. The goodness with which our method
preserves the diffusion dynamics depends on λk+1 and the
spectral gap δ (see Eq. 7).

If multiple characteristic scales λk are present in the
system, then by obtaining a renormalized graph for each,
we move from the microscopic to a more macroscopic
scale. This is shown in Fig. 3 for a Barabási–Albert graph
(b) with 24 vertices, where the thick edges have weights
of 0.9, and the thin edges weights of 0.1. The spectral
gaps in Fig. 3 indicate two characteristic scales. Each
renormalized graph in Fig. 3 preserves the zoomed-out
structure of the graph, i.e., the skeleton. For example, for
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the first spectral gap λk = 0.119, seven effective vertices
representing clusters in the original graph are formed:
s0 = {0, 5, 8, 11, 15, 16}, s1 = {1, 20, 14}, s2 = {2, 6, 22},
s3 = {3, 4}, s4 = {7, 13, 17, 19}, s5 = {9, 10, 12}, and
s6 = {18, 21, 23}. These effective vertices provide insight
into each scale’s characteristic structures.
In comparison, the Louvain community detection al-
gorithm finds similar communities, except it detects
{2, 6, 9, 10, 12, 22} as one community. This is not sur-
prising, as it uses modularity optimization, which has
a resolution limit. Thus, the Louvain algorithm may
fail to detect small communities by merging them into
larger clusters [21]. Additionally, not only the zoomed-
out structure but also the diffusion dynamics of the orig-
inal graph are preserved up to an error ϵ(t) (see Fig. 2).

FIG. 3: Spectral gap and renormalization of graph (b). A
renormalized graph is obtained for each of the two spectral
gaps. [1].

Human Neural Network Renormalization.— It is hy-
pothesized that the brain self-organizes toward a criti-
cal state, exhibiting emergent properties and collective
behaviors in neural activity across scales, such as neu-
ral avalanches [22–26]. To investigate this, we analyze
brain activity across scales by renormalizing Triangulated
Maximally Filtered Graphs (TMFG) [27] extracted from
the mutual information between electrode signals in [28]’s

EEG recordings. We choose the TMFG as it is ergodic
by definition. Each vertex represents the activity of a
neuron group, and edge weights are the mutual informa-
tion between the vertices they connect. The recordings
were from a study where participants identified target
images in a rapid sequence. They are divided into seven
partitions: Rest 1 and Rest 2 (before and after the task)
and Attention 1–5 (during the task). As expected, the
spectrum reveals multiple spectral gaps, indicating mul-
tiple characteristic scales [29]. We obtain a renormalized
graph for the two smallest λk. This is visualized in Fig. 5
for Rest 1 and Attention 1, which are representative of
the brain’s rest and attention states. In the renormalized
graphs, we observe the formation of effective vertices that
absorb clusters of vertices where information spreads fast,
indicating groups of strongly interacting neurons. These
clusters highlight regions with high mutual information,
suggesting functional neuronal connectivity and coordi-
nated neuronal activity.

Rest

Attention

FIG. 4: Diffusion dynamics of the brain. Transition probabil-
ities between effective vertices in the renormalized graph GR

and cluster in the original graph G are compared using Eq. 2.
Diffusion starts from the effective vertex or cluster represent-
ing the frontal lobe. Each color indicates a different effective
vertex or cluster.

Contracting these clusters into effective vertices re-
duces the redundant information shared by the vertices,
resulting in a simplified representation of brain activity
with significantly fewer vertices. Both resting states ex-
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Rest Attention

FIG. 5: Spectral gap and renormalization of the brain. For each λk, a renormalized graph is obtained. The electrode map
shows the clusters of electrodes that are contracted into effective vertices, with colors showing which cluster belongs to which
effective vertex. The effective vertices representing the occipital lobe are the most central in the renormalized graphs.

hibit the same number of effective vertices absorbing a
few large clusters, while the attention states have more,
suggesting less redundant activation patterns, more flex-
ible and efficient information processing, and specializa-
tion in brain dynamics [30]. This is supported by the
clusters shape. In rest, the cluster covering most elec-
trodes corresponding to the occipital lobe {O1, O2, Oz,
PO3, PO4, PO7, PO8}, spans a wide, circular area in
the posterior part of the electrode map, including parts
of the parietal lobe, indicating less specialized and more
generalized brain activity. In contrast, the correspond-
ing cluster during attention, while still covering the oc-
cipital region, is more compact and irregular in shape,
concentrated with fewer electrodes. These clusters are

more specialized and localized, representing a more spe-
cific functional grouping and indicating a more focused
and specialized processing of information. We observe
that the diffusion dynamics are better preserved for at-
tention states compared to rest states (see Fig. 4). This
is explained by λk+1 being smaller for the rest states than
for the attention states (see Eq. 7). This suggests that,
in rest states, macroscopic neural activation patterns do
not align well with microscopic patterns, whereas for at-
tention states, slow diffusion modes describe the pattern
well across scales, indicating a higher degree of scale in-
variance.
Conclusions.— We have introduced a graph renormal-

ization procedure based on the coarse-grained Laplacian.
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For different characteristic scales, identified by the spec-
tral gap, it generates representations with reduced com-
plexity (fewer vertices), reducing redundant information
in graphs while preserving both their diffusion probabili-
ties and the zoomed-out structure. Since most graph al-
gorithms run in polynomial time relative to the number
of vertices, this method facilitates the analysis of large
graphs.

It has allowed us to study the macroscopic properties
of human brain activity emerging from the interactions of
the system’s microscopic constituents. We have observed
collective behavior in the form of clusters of coordinated
neuronal activity. Additionally, the renormalized graphs
show that brain activity dynamically reorganizes across
scales during the object recognition task, with more gen-
eralized activity during rest and more specialized activ-
ity in the occipital lobe during attention. Moreover, our
results suggest that activation states exhibit a higher de-
gree of scale invariance, indicating that a simpler, and
more universal representation of neural dynamics can be
found via renormalization.
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