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Abstract

In this paper, we extend the classical Color Refinement
algorithm for static networks to temporal (undirected
and directed) networks. This enables us to design an
algorithm to sample synthetic networks that preserves
the d-hop neighborhood structure of a given temporal
network. The higher d is chosen, the better the tem-
poral neighborhood structure of the original network is
preserved. Specifically, we provide efficient algorithms
that preserve time-respecting (”causal”) paths in the
networks up to length d, and scale to real-world network
sizes. We validate our approach theoretically (for De-
gree and Katz centrality) and experimentally (for edge
persistence, causal triangles, and burstiness). An ex-
perimental comparison shows that our method retains
these key temporal characteristics more effectively than
existing randomization methods.

1 Introduction

Graphs are a powerful framework for modeling complex
systems across a multitude of fields. However, in many
systems, including communication networks, social in-
teractions, financial systems, and biological processes
the interaction patterns between entities are inherently
dynamic, i.e., the graph structure changes over time.
To understand processes occurring on such networks,
the temporal ordering of the interactions often plays a
major role. For example, the spread of pathogens or in-
formation can only occur within the graph along a tem-
poral path whose edges occur sequentially in time, i.e.
along a time-respecting walk. Such temporal interaction
sequences can be described by temporal networks, which
are essentially graphs with time-varying edge-sets.

To deepen our understanding of the underlying
dynamical systems, it is crucial to analyze temporal
networks in ways that respect their core temporal
structures. In particular, randomizing these networks
while maintaining time-respecting walks is essential
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for preserving the integrity of temporal causality and
information flow, which are fundamental to the system’s
dynamics. As highlighted in seminal works [25, 19, 21],
time-respecting paths capture the ordered sequence of
interactions that underpin real-world processes, i.e.,
a potential cause must temporally precede its result.
Failing to preserve this causality structure would distort
the temporal coherence, undermining the meaningful
study of phenomena such as diffusion, communication,
or influence within evolving systems.

To study the properties of real-world temporal
networks, it is essential to have synthetic temporal
network models that can preserve essential features
of the observed temporal networks, while randomizing
their structure otherwise. Samples drawn from such
models can then be used as null models. However,
existing synthetic models for temporal networks, have so
far mostly focused on preserving the degree distribution,
as well as local structural elements like community
structure, motifs or clustering coefficients. Models that
aim to preserve the causal tree (temporal neighborhood
structure of the nodes) — which is essential for many
processes — have so far received virtually no attention.

Generalizing ideas from [40], in this paper we ad-
dress this gap. We design an algorithm to efficiently
generate synthetic network samples that (a) resemble
the mesoscale path structure of a given temporal net-
work up to a certain depth d, and are (b) maximally ran-
dom otherwise. To this end, we first introduce the no-
tion of temporal color refinement, which identifies nodes
with their causal trees that encodes the structure of the
graph around node v, up to d steps away.

We then introduce two graph rewiring mechanisms,
one for directed and one for undirected temporal net-
works. These rewiring mechanisms guarantee that the
refinement colors up to a specific depth are preserved
(i.e., the temporal neighborhood structure remains in-
variant) even after rewiring the network. Using a
Markov Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) sampling algo-
rithm that employs these rewirings, we can thus obtain
randomized synthetic graphs that are identically colored
as a given input graph.
Contributions We present a method that can effi-
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ciently generate synthetic networks that mimic a given
temporal network. To that end, we first generalize the
popular color refinement procedure to temporal graphs.
We then show that it is possible to efficiently sample
uniformly at random from all temporal graphs that are
identically colored by temporal color refinement. Our
sampling algorithm allows for efficient randomization
of large temporal graphs since it is quasi-linear in all
its parameters. We demonstrate empirically, that the
sampled graphs are similar to the original graph with
respect to many relevant graph measures. We further
proof that using the ultimate temporal refinement col-
ors, the original and the sampled graph not only have
the same degrees of all temporal nodes but also the same
number of walks of any length starting from any tem-
poral node which is known as temporal Katz centrality.

1.1 Related work

Temporal network models In this section we pro-
vide a brief overview of modeling approaches for tem-
poral networks. We separate three different branches
of network models with slightly different goals. Preser-
vation driven models usually aim to preserve a certain
network property such as degree or number of events
per time while randomizing everything else as much as
possible. In latent variable models, explicit assump-
tions are made about how certain latent variables drive
the time evolution of connections. Synthetic graphs can
then be generated by fixing the latent parameters (by
fitting them to the data or otherwise) and sampling net-
works according to the underlying model assumptions.
Lastly, deep learning based models use machine learning
to learn the time evolution of connections.
Preservation driven models Gauvin et. al. [11]
consider generating networks by drawing uniformly at
random from the set of temporal graphs that preserve
a set of features of a given graph. Other works, e.g.
[18], fix the desired time-aggregated network and then
assign times to the edges in this static network to obtain
a temporal network.
Latent variable models Zhang et. al. [46] generalize
static network models, like the Erdős Rényi, Chung-
Lu, and the degree corrected stochastic blockmodel to
the temporal setting by considering a continuous time
evolution of the presence/absence of edges. Mandjes
et. al. [29] generalize this idea of edges appearing
and disappearing in time at certain rates, by allowing
the rate of changes to be themselves time dependent.
Liu and Sarıyüce [28] generate temporal networks using
motif transitions, i.e., larger temporal motifs are grown
from smaller temporal motifs. Porter et. al. [36] propose
the TASBM which posits that the time between two

subsequent edges connecting the same pair of nodes
is exponentially distributed with a parameter that is
proportional to the product of in-/out-activities of
involved nodes. Modeling temporal networks based on
node activity is an approach that is also pursued by
Perra et. al. [35]. More elaborate random graph models
like the dynamic stochastic blockmodel [12, 45] may be
used when sufficient edges are present in each time slice.
Machine learning based models Machine learning
(deep learning) based approaches have been used to
generate synthetic temporal graphs [15]. But time and
space requirements of proposed methods may hinder
application to large datasets [28]. Specifically, to fit such
models a large corpus of temporal networks is typically
required. In contrast, we consider here a scenario in
which we are given a single temporal network which we
aim to randomize while preserving its temporal path
structure.

2 Formalism

Commonly, temporal networks are used to model inter-
action between entities as a function of time. While
the duration of the interaction is relevant for some sys-
tems, in this work we only consider temporal networks
for which the duration of the interaction is of no in-
terest. This is frequently the case when the duration
of the interaction is short compared to the time until
the next interaction. The events of the temporal net-
work can thus be well described by a triple consisting
of the two actors involved and the time of the inter-
action. Typically, there are only few events happening
simultaneously.

Mathematically, we follow the formalism of [14].
We define a directed temporal graph G as a triple
G = (V, E , T ) such that V is the set of vertices,
E ⊆ {(u, v) |u, v ∈ V, u ̸= v} × N is the set of
temporal edges (transitions) and T = (t1, t2, . . . , tT )
is the sequence of strictly increasing timesteps with
{ti ∈ T } = {t | ((u, v), t) ∈ E}. Throughout this
work, we assume t1 ≤ t2 ≤ . . . tT . The temporal
edge ((u, v), t) ∈ E represents a directed temporal edge
from u to v at time t. We call a temporal graph
undirected if every temporal interaction is bidirectional,
i.e., ((u, v), t) ∈ E ⇔ ((v, u), t) ∈ E . We denote the
number of vertices, edges and timestamps by V := |V|,
E := |E|, T := |T |, respectively. We call V × T
the set of temporal nodes. In the top left corner of
Figure 1 a temporal graph with V = {a, b, c, d, e, f} and
T = (1, 2, 3) is shown.

Definition 2.1. (Temporal walk) Given a tempo-
ral graph G = (V, E , T ), a temporal walk W is a se-
quence of transitions e ∈ Ek with k ∈ N, where e =



Figure 1: Left: High level overview of our procedure. Given an input temporal graph (here undirected, with six
nodes and three times) we learn the causal tree structure (see Appendix A.1) through temporal color refinement.
This tree structure is then replicated in sampled temporal graphs. Right: Details of the proposed method. The
top three graphs show the input graph colored at different depths d of temporal color refinement. The refinement
colors at depth d distinguish nodes, if they have a different causal (successor) tree of depth d. The 1-hop causal
successors of node v at time t are those nodes that may be reached by taking an edge from v at any time later than
at least t. As an example we indicate the causal successors of nodes a and e at time 1 and node f at time 2 with
small arrows. When using the depth d colors as input to our procedure the (d+1)-hop causal trees of sampled
graphs (bottom) are identical to the (d+1)-hop trees of the original graph. By generating temporal graphs that
preserve the causal tree structure many properties of the original and sampled graphs are well preserved. As
shown in this work, the temporal refinement colors and the sampling can be done in (log-)linear time and space
making the proposed “temporal NeSt” procedure an efficient way to generate synthetic temporal graphs.

(e1, . . . , ek), with ei = ((ui, vi), ti) such that for each
1 ≤ i ≤ k − 1 we have vi = ui+1 and ti ≤ ti+1. The
length of a temporal walk is its number of transitions.

In the perspective of temporal graphs a causal walk is
a time-respecting walk. Therefore, causal and temporal
walks refer the same concept.

Definition 2.2. (Successors of temporal node)
Given a temporal graph G. The (set of) successors of
the temporal node (v, t) is defined by:

SG(v, t) = {(w, t′) | ((v, w), t′) ∈ E , t ≤ t′}.

For instance, on the graph of Figure 1 the
successors of node e at time 1 are SG(e, 1) =
{(d, 1), (c, 1), (d, 2), (c, 3)} (cf. the red arrows drawn for
node e in the column depth d = 1 in Figure 1).

Definition 2.3. (Active and Sending nodes)
We call a temporal node (v, t) active if there is some
edge from or to node v at time t. We call a temporal
node (v, t) sending if there is a node u such that
((v, u), t) ∈ E.

As an example consider the input graph of Figure 1, the
temporal nodes (a, 1) and (a, 2) are active, while (a, 3)
is not active. We denote the static snapshot of G at

time t by G[t] = (V, E [t]) with the set of edges present
at t being E [t] = {(u, v) | ((u, v), t) ∈ E}, and adjacency
at time t is denoted A[t].

Let us denote by Wij(k) the set of all temporal
walks from i to j of length k. Then,

Definition 2.4. (Temporal Katz centrality)
The Temporal Katz centrality of node i is given by [14]:

Γt-katz(i) =
n∑

j=1

∑
k≥0

αk |Wij(k)|,

where α is a downweighting parameter.

Let ti1 , ti2 , . . . , tiℓ be an increasing sequence of
timestamps and defining

A = A[ti1 ]A[ti2 ] . . . A[tiℓ ],

it can be shown [14] that (A)ij counts the number
of temporal walks of length ℓ from i to j that use
exactly times ti1 , ti2 , . . . tiℓ . Therefore, to generalize
Katz centrality to a temporal setting the authors of
[14] sum all products of the form: αℓ A[ti1 ]A[ti2 ] . . . A[tℓ].
This results in defining

Q = (I − αA[t1])−1(I − αA[t2])−1 . . . (I − αA[tT ])−1,
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where I is the identity matrix of order V . The temporal
Katz centrality can be written in terms of Q as:

(2.1) Γt-katz = Q⊮V ,

where ⊮V is the all ones column vector of size V . This
is a “send” centrality, i.e. it measures how well a node
is able to reach other nodes in the network.

3 Temporal Color Refinement: Efficiently
learning neighborhood structure

Color refinement [44] is an efficient procedure that is
part of essentially all modern (static) graph isomor-
phism algorithms. At its core, color refinement assigns
each node of the graph a color and two nodes are as-
signed the same color if they are structurally similar.
Other equivalence relationships between nodes in graphs
exist such that regular equivalence [8].

In this section we generalize the color refinement
procedure to temporal graphs and present an algorithm
that can compute the temporal color refinement for all
active temporal nodes of a graph in O(dE logE) where
d is the number of iterations needed until convergence.
This number is usually small for real world static
graphs [40] or temporal graphs, as we will see in our
experiments in Section 5.

In the temporal graphs literature, the static color
refinement procedure was used when mining temporal
motifs [23], but there it was applied to small, essentially
static (sub-)graphs only. In this work we extend the
color refinement procedure to temporal graphs in order
to learn the causal successor structure of the entire
graph. Up to our knowledge, this is the first attempt to
fully leverage the color refinement procedure to temporal
graphs.

3.1 Temporal color refinement To generalise the
color refinement from static to temporal graphs we con-
sider a hash-based version of the color refinement proce-
dure. By replacing the normal neighborhoods of a node
by their temporal (causal) successors (definition 2.2) we
arrive at the following recursion:

c
(d+1)
G (v,t) :=hash

(
c
(d)
G (v,t), {{c(d)G (w,t̂) | (w,t̂) ∈ SG(v,t)}}

)(3.2)

which is a direct generalization of the equation for static
graphs. In the theoretical part of this paper we assume
that the hash functions used are perfect, i.e. there
are no hash collisions. For the experiments the later
mentioned practical hash function was used and no
hash collisions were detected. Mathematically, we may
define the causal-tree (out-unraveling) of temporal node
(v, t) of depth d for temporal graph G as a directed

tree U
(d)
out(v, t) := (Vd

G(v, t), Ed
G(v, t)). To shorten the

notation, in the following we write v̂ := (v, t) and
û := (u, t′) to refer to the temporal node. Consequently,
we write Vd

G(v̂) := Vd
G(v, t) which applies similarly to the

edges Ed
G and the successors SG.

with nodes

Vd
G(v̂) :=

{v̂} d = 0,⋃
û∈SG(v̂)

{v̂ ⌢ x | x ∈ Vd−1(û)} otherwise.

where ⌢ denotes tuple concatenation. We call the
temporal node v̂ the root of the causal-tree. The edges
of the causal-tree are

Ed(v̂) :=
⋃

û∈SG(v̂)

{
(v̂ ⌢ a, v̂ ⌢ b) | (a, b) ∈ Ed−1(û)

}
∪{(v̂, v̂ ⌢ û)} .

Given a temporal graph G = (V, E , T ) and a vector of

initial colorings c
(0)
G for the temporal nodes of G, this

procedure assigns at each depth d a hash (a “color”)
to every temporal node. We note that the aggregation
described in eq. (3.2) is happening backwards in time.
That is, to obtain the colors of a temporal node at the
next depth d + 1 we are aggregating the colors of all
nodes that are 1-hop reachable from the same node at
future times. As usual, this color assignment procedure
refines the colors, i.e.

c
(d+1)
G (v, t) = c

(d+1)
G (v, t) ⇒ c

(d)
G (v, t) = c

(d)
G (v, t).(3.3)

Lets consider the implications of this equation. Initially,
all temporal nodes are in classes based on their initial
colors (typically we start with a single class but the
entire procedure works just as well when nodes are
initially colored by the user). Before convergence is
reached, each round of color refinement splits at least
one of the classes. Hence, some temporal nodes that
were in one class at depth d are no longer in the same
class at depth d + 1. The procedure converges when
no color class is split from one round to the next. The
obtained color assignment of nodes to classes is then
called the stable coloring of the temporal nodes. See
Figure 1 for an example of this coloring procedure.
Properties of temporal color refinement Let us
highlight some properties of temporal color refinement
that are not present in color refinement for static graphs.
First, the successors of temporal nodes (v, ti) over
increasing times fulfill

SG(v, t1) ⊇ SG(v, t2) ⊇ · · · ⊇ SG(v, tT )(3.4)

where t1 ≤ t2 ≤ · · · ≤ tT . As the neighborhoods of
earlier times contain potentially many nodes they are



easily distinguished and nodes at early times are likely
colored identical. This is a consequence of the infinite
look-ahead of nodes and may be mitigated, see the
discussion in section 6. In particular if a temporal node
(v, ti) is non-sending at time ti (i.e. there are no edges
outgoing from v at time ti), then the successors are the
same and the temporal nodes are colored identically if
their initial color agrees:

c
(d+1)
G (v, ti) = c

(d+1)
G (v, ti+1) ⇔ c(0)(v, ti) = c(0)(v, ti+1).

(3.5)

For uniform initial colors this implies that many con-
secutive temporal nodes have the same color. Unless
stated otherwise we assume in the following that the
initial colors c(0) are uniform. Accordingly, in our state-
ments, we will usually omit the explicit dependency on
the (uniform) initial colors. However, most considera-
tions presented still apply for non-uniform initial col-
ors. When computing the temporal color refinement of
a network we are often mainly interested in the colors
of active temporal nodes (temporal nodes (v, t) having
some activity at t). The colors of other temporal nodes
may then be filled subsequently using eq. (3.5). As a
consequence of eq. (3.5) there are at most 2E many col-
ors needed to color the entire temporal graph, as there
are at most 2E many active nodes. As a consequence
there are at most 2E many rounds until stable colors
are reached which is usually much less than the naive
assumption that V T many rounds are required.
Temporal graphs with identical neighborhood
structure We denote by N d

G the set of all temporal
graphs whose temporal nodes have the same colors after
d iterations when starting from a uniform coloring,
i.e. c(0) = ⊮n = (1, 1, . . . , 1) ∈ Rn. Note that N 1

G

generalizes fixed degree graphs (configuration models)
to a temporal setting. For instance, when G is a static
graph (T = 1), we recover graphs with fixed degree
sequence.

3.2 Efficiently computing temporal refinement
colors for active nodes Computing the refinement
colors on static graphs with V nodes and E edges
by applying the equivalent of eq. (3.2) for d rounds
will result in runtime O(E d + V ). To converge to
stable colors, d may indeed become as large as E —
although on real world graphs it is usually smaller than
E. With a better algorithm the colors can be computed
in O(E log V + V ) for any d [2, 30]. Both algorithms
have space requirements of O(V ).

We may naively apply the above (faster) algorithm
to compute the colors of all temporal nodes of a tem-
poral network. This would result in runtime complex-
ity O(E T log(V T ) + V T ) and space requirements of

Algorithm 1: Color refinement of active
nodes
Input: A Graph G = (V, E , T ), number of

rounds d

Output: colors[(v,t)]=c(d)(v,t)∀ active
nodes (v,t)

1 h = {i : random hash() | i ∈ {0, . . . , E}}
2 cs hash = {(v, t) : 0 | ∀(v, t) ∈ active nodes}
3 colors = {(v, t) : 0 | ∀(v, t) ∈ active nodes}
4 current = 0, d′ = 0
5 do

// Compute new hashes

6 for edge ((u, v), t) ∈ E do
7 cs hash[(u, t)] += h[colors[(v, t)]]
8 for active (v, t) in decreasing order of times

do
9 if t ̸= nv(t) then

10 cs hash[(v, t)] += cs hash[(v, nv(t))]

// Assign new colors

11 last hash = 0
12 prev = current; current = −1
13 for (v, t) in increasing order of cs hash do
14 if cs hash[(v, t)] ̸= last hash then
15 last hash = cs hash[(v, t)]
16 cs hash[(v, t)] = 0; current += 1

17 colors[(v, t)] = current

18 d′ += 1

19 while prev ̸= current and d′ < d;
20 return colors

O(V T ) as there are V T temporal nodes in a temporal
graph and each temporal edge ((u, v), t) affects all tem-
poral nodes (u, t′) with t′ ≤ t resulting in the factor E T .
Here, we propose Algorithm 1 to compute the tempo-
ral color refinement of all active nodes in O(dE logE)
time and O(V + E) space. The colors of the active
nodes are sufficient to obtain the colors for all tempo-
ral nodes as the remaining nodes can be colored using
eq. (3.5). Computing the color refinement for only the
active nodes already improves the runtime complexity
of the naive algorithm to O(ET log(E) + E) and the
space requirement is reduced to O(E). While these
space requirements are acceptable, the runtime com-
plexity still suffers from the ET factor. Our algorithm
reduces this factor to dE, and obtains overall complex-
ity of O(dE logE), where d may be set by the user or
is the number of rounds until the temporal color refine-
ment algorithm converged. In theory d may be as large
as E, in practice d is usually small.

The main observation used to move from quadratic
to linear dependence on the number of edges is that

5



we can compute a hash, that identifies (up to unwanted
hash collisions) the color-multiset of the successors of all
nodes in O(E). To achieve this we use an incremental
multiset hash function [4]. The efficient use of the
incremental multiset hash function is possible as the
successors of temporal nodes (v, ti) are nested as per
Equation (3.4).

The main loop of Algorithm 1 has two phases. In
the first phase the multi-set hash values are calculated.
In the second phase nodes with identical hash values are
assigned identical colors. To compute the hash values,
we start with E random numbers that serve as our hash
values. They should be chosen large enough and stored
in array h (in practice we use 64-bit hashes). Think of
array h as assigning the hash h[i] to a node with color
i. To compute the multi-set hash values according to
eq. (3.2) we use the additive multi-set hash introduced
in [4], where a multi-set hash is obtained by summing
up hash values of individual elements (here the h[i]
values). In our algorithm, we first sum up the hashes
of successor nodes only within each time slice (lines 6-
7). The multi-set hash corresponding the full set of
successors is obtained by cumulatively summing up the
hashes backwards in time (lines 8-10, they are summed
up for each node separately). Throughout this hash
calculation phase we make sure to properly deal with
overflows as rollovers.

The cs hash values are then sorted in O(E logE)
(line 13) and nodes are assigned new colors based on
whether their hash values agree or not (lines 11-17).
Here we also reset the cs hash values to zeros to make
them reusable in the next iteration. This process of
computing hash values and distinguishing nodes based
on their colors needs to be repeated d times or until
stable refinement colors are reached (line 19). Overall
this results in O(dE logE) runtime.

4 Generating synthetic temporal graphs with
preserved neighborhood structure

In this section we show that it is possible to efficiently
sample synthetic temporal graphs from the set N d

G of
all temporal graphs which are identically colored by
the temporal color refinement procedure. This means,
we can efficiently generate synthetic networks which
preserve the temporal neighborhood structure of a given
temporal graph. To generate synthetic networks we
perform Markov Chain Monte-Carlo (MCMC) sampling
similar to the switch-chain of the configuration model [1,
6] or the NeSt model for static graphs [40]. For the
configuration model other sampling strategies like the
curveball chain [3] or Las Vegas sampling methods [9,
13] are known and might also be adaptable to our
setting. The key ingredient of our MCMC approach

Algorithm 2: Sampling from temporal NeSt.

Input: A Temporal Graph G, depth d,
number of rewirings r

Output: Sample Graph G̃ approximately
uniform from t-N d

G

1 Use Algorithm 1 to obtain depth d− 1 colors

c(d−1) for all active temporal nodes
2 for all times t ∈ T do

/* rewire time slice G[t] using

appropriate NeSt procedure */

3 if G is undirected then

4 G̃[t]=undirNeSt(G[t], c(d−1)(:, t), r)
5 else

6 G̃[t]=dirNeSt(G[t], c(d−1), r, t)

7 return G̃ =
⋃

t∈T G̃[t]

is a set of easy to perform rewirings. Multiple of these
rewirings are then applied to each time slice graph G[t]

resulting in another randomized graph. For a temporal
graph G = (V, E , T ) and c some coloring of G let us
introduce the moves:

Definition 4.1. (Temporal swaps) If G is undi-
rected, a swap of two edges ({x, y}, t), and ({r, s}, t′)
consists in replacing them with ({x, s}, t), ({r, y}, t′) if
c(x, t) = c(r, t′), c(y, t) = c(s, t′), x ̸= s, r ̸= y and
({x, s}, t), ({r, y}, t′) /∈ E.

Definition 4.2. (Temporal tilts) If G is directed,
a tilt of an edge ((x, y), t) consists of replacing that
edge with ((x, u), t′) if u ̸= x, c(y, t) = c(u, t′) and
((x, u), t′) /∈ E.

A swap (respectively tilt) is called in-time swap
(respectively in-time tilt) if t = t′. Swaps and tilts are
also referred to as rewirings. Interestingly, we find that
only in-time rewirings are needed to reach all temporal
graphs having the same colors. Given a temporal graph
and fixed depth, Algorithm 2 allows to sample (approx-
imately) uniformly at random from all temporal graphs
that are identically colored. The detailed rewiring pro-
cedures are presented in algorithm 3 and algorithm 4
that can be found in Appendix A.2. We assert the cor-
rectness of the Algorithm with the following theorems.

Theorem 4.1. (Output of Algorithm 2) Let
O(G, d) denote the set of all graphs reachable by
applying multiple in-time color respecting rewirings,
starting from G, and using depth d colors obtained
by applying the temporal WL procedure eq. (3.2).
This rewiring procedure, the “temporal NeSt” (short:
t-NeSt) procedure, reaches exactly those graphs that are



identically colored by the temporal WL procedure, i.e.

O(G, d) = N d
G.

A proof of Theorem 4.1 can be found in Appendix A.3.

Theorem 4.2. (Unif. sampling of Algorithm 2)
Let us denote with pr(G̃, d,G) the probability, that the
output of algorithm 2 is the graph G̃ using the number
of rewirings r, number of rounds of the temporal WL
algorithm d, and starting from G. Then for sufficiently
large r the sampling is approximately uniformly at
random from N d

G, i.e. for any graph G̃ ∈ N d
G:

lim
r→∞

pr(G̃, d,G) =
1

|N d
G|

.

Proof. The Markov chain used in algorithm 2 is undi-
rected, aperiodic (there are self loops), strongly con-
nected (by Theorem 4.1) and has uniform out degree.
The steady state of this Markov Chain is thus the uni-
form distribution.

Theorem 4.3. (Sampling time complexity) The
running time of Algorithm 2 is O(dE logE + V + T +
T r).

Proof. The total runtime complexity of Algorithm 2
without the running time of Algorithm 1 is O(V + T +
E + T r). More details are in Appendix A.2.

Theorem 4.3 allows for fast randomizations of large
temporal graphs. As we shall see in Section 5 the
parameter d is usually small for real-world temporal
graphs and can thus be regarded as a constant and the
sampling is quasi-linear in all other variables.

4.1 Preserving temporal neighborhood struc-
ture preserves temporal Katz centrality Identify-
ing central nodes in networks is a common network anal-
ysis task. In this section we consider common network
centralities and show that the instant degree centrality
and the Temporal Katz Centrality [14] (see also defini-
tion 2.4) is exactly preserved in samples of the temporal
NeSt model.

Let G be a temporal graph, the instant degree
centrality of a temporal node dG(v, t) is the number of
outgoing edges from v at time t. Quite naturally the
instant degree centrality of t-NeSt samples is identical.
Let d ≥ 0, and G′ ∈ N d

G then for all temporal nodes
(v, t), dG(v, t) = dG′(v, t). This can be seen since
algorithm 2 never changes the instant degree.

We similarly find for the Katz centrality:

database abb. dire nodes times edges WL #t-NeSt(∞) #t-NeSt(1) ref
ht09 ht 0 113 5.25K 41.6K 4 1 698 [20]
weaver wea 0 445 23 2.67K 4 33 6.4K [43]
workplace wp 0 92 7.1K 19.7K 4 0 42 [16]
primate pri 0 25 19 2.68K 2 17 584 [39]
racoon rac 0 24 52 3.99K 3 0 706 [38]
dnc dnc 1 1.9K 18.7K 31.7K 4 9.9M 10.2M [5]
fb-forum fb 1 899 33.5K 33.7K 4 5.58M 6.2M [32]
email-eu2 eu2 1 162 32.3K 46K 4 66K 86.2K [33]
email-eu3 eu3 1 89 8.91K 12.1K 4 16.1K 22.3K [33]
talk eo eo 1 7.2K 32.4K 37K 3 98.7M 99.1M [41]

Table 1: Statistics on the temporal graphs. From left to
right: abb : abbreviated name, dire : indicated whether
the graph is directed or undirected, nodes : the number
of nodes, times : the number of time stamps, WL :
the number of iterations until convergence of the color
refinement procedure, #t-NeSt(∞)/#t-NeSt(1) : the
number of possible rewirings in the convergent depth/
with depth 1 and ref : reference for the database
provenance.

Theorem 4.4. Let G1 = (V1, E1, T1), G2 =
(V2, E2, T2) ∈ N∞

G , if two nodes u, v ∈ V1 ∪ V2

are such that c(∞)(u) = c(∞)(v), then:

Γt-katz(u) = Γt-katz(v).

A proof of Theorem 4.4 can be found in Appendix A.3.
The temporal Katz centrality defined using the matrix
Q can be seen as an ordered product of some opera-
tor over the time adjacency matrices of each time slice.
In Katz centrality each term in the product is of the
form (I − αA[ti])−1. Other forms of this product ex-
ist, for instance in [7] the author defines Γcom that uses
exp

(
β A[ti]

)
where β is a fixed constant. The resulting

centrality is called the network communicability or ther-
mal Green’s function. From observations in Section 5,
Figure 2 we conjecture the following:

Conjecture 4.1. Let G1 = (V1, E1, T1), G2 =
(V2, E2, T2) ∈ N∞

G , if two nodes u, v ∈ V1 ∪ V2 are such
that c(∞)(u) = c(∞)(v), then: Γcom(u) = Γcom(v).

5 Empirical evaluation

In this section we will evaluate experimentally how
t-NeSt behaves on real-world temporal graphs1. We
therefore look at t-NeSt at different depths and compare
it to existing temporal graph randomization schemes.
Definitions and further details can be found in Ap-
pendix A.4. In our experiments we used four random-
ization schemes to compare with t-Nest. We refer the
interested reader to the review by Gauvin et al. [11] that
contains many temporal networks models.

1. Randomized Edge (RE) [27, 19, 17]. RE only

1For anonimity reasons the code will be made available upon
publication
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data origin. t-NeSt(∞) t-NeSt(1) DSS RE RT RC origin. t-NeSt(∞) t-NeSt(1) DSS RE RT RC
ht 0.891 0.890(0) 0.890(0) 0.23(3) 0.005(0) 0.055(3) 0.004(1) 157 157(0) 157(0) 77(3) 77.80(5) 160(0) 28.90(3)
wea 0 0 0 0 0.001(1) − − 0.201 0.201(0) 0.184(1) 0.124(1) 0.012(4) − −
wp 1.18 − 1.18 0.80(2) 0.002(1) 0.046(2) 0.005(1) 35.8 − 35.8 23(6) 15.40(3) 47.60(2) 9.6(1)
pri 0.084 0.084 0.084(1) 0.081(1) 0.061(2) 0.078(5) 0.072(2) 782 782(0) 783(0) 774(2) 766(4) 641(21) 476(14)
rac 0.236 − 0.232(1) 0.129(4) 0.079(3) 0.102(5) 0.088(3) 1151 − 1150(1) 1141(7) 1141(6) 1151(0) 761(9)
dnc 0.023 0.021(0) 0.017(0) 0 0(0) 0.003(0) 0.00(0) 1.92 2.64(0) 2.52(1) 0 0 2.35(1) 0.046(1)
fb 0.039 0.037(0) 0.019(0) 0.00(0) 0(0) 0.001(0) 0.00(0) 0.001 0.001(0) 0.001(0) 0.001(0) 0.001(0) 0.002(0) 0.002(0)
eu2 0.061 0.052(0) 0.045(0) 0.001(0) 0.00(0) 0.007(0) 0.001(0) 291 339(0) 323(1) 1.35(3) 1.92(2) 383(1) 27.40(2)
eu3 0.06 0.050(0) 0.038(1) 0.002(0) 0.00(0) 0.007(1) 0.001(0) 9.04 9.16(2) 8.06(10) 0.96(4) 1.40(3) 12.20(0) 3.99(7)
eo 0.15 0.155(0) 0.088(0) 0 0(0) 0.001(0) 0 0.15 0.150(0) 0.152(1) 0 0 0.220(1) 0.001(0)

Table 2: Empirically determined values of the edge persistence C(G) (left 7 columns) and triangles per temporal
nodes ∆(G) (right 7 columns). We report the values for the original graph (origin.) and the six randomization
models. The t-NeSt models are introduced here. DSS is degree constrained snapshot shuffling, RE stands for
Randomized Temporal Edges [19, 11], RT randomizes the times keeping the topology and multiplicities in the
aggregated graph, and RC randomizes the number of context, keeping the aggregated graph topology. Each value
is an average over 10 randomizations and in parenthesis we provide the standard deviation on the last shown
digit, if none is shown the values were preserved exactly. For both measures we highlight the values closest to the
original graph. We omit valeswhen there are no possible rewirings. We find that the proposed t-NeSt procedure
overall best preserves the edge persistency. For the number of triangles, we find that RT sometimes performs
equally well and in one case even better than the t-NeSt procedures.
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Figure 2: Temporal network centralities as a function of
depth. We show the sum absolute error (SAE) difference
between the original and sampled graph. The left plot
shows the SAE of Katz centrality Γt-katz on real world
graphs. The undirected graphs (solid lines) usually
converge faster than the directed graphs (dashed lines).
The right plot shows the SAE of Communicability
centrality Γcom for random graphs of varying density.
The random graphs have 240 times, 80 nodes and each
undirected temporal edges exist with probability i

80·240
where i is indicated in the legend. Values are capped
below by 10−16. We see that with increasing depth,
centralities are better and better preserved.

preserves the overall degree of a node v (the number
of temporal edges where v is involved)

2. Degree Snapshot Shuffling (DSS) [42, 10].
DSS preserves the time-slice degree of any node.

3. Random Times (RT) [22, 19, 37]. RT preserves
the total number interactions between any two
nodes but redistributes them over time.

4. Randomized Contacts (RC) [19, 17]. RC pre-

serves the topology of the aggregated network.

We study the stability of the following tempo-
ral graph measures under randomization: Edge per-
sistence [31] C(G), Triangles [34] ∆(G), Causal trian-

gles [34] ∆⃗(G), and Burstiness [19] B(G) defined in Ap-
pendix A.4. We further use Temporal Katz Central-
ity [14] Γt-katz(G) defined in Equation (2.1), and Com-
municability Centrality [7] denoted Γcom(G) defined
in Section 4.1.

We consider directed and undirected temporal
graphs from various domains. Table 1 gives general in-
formation about each dataset. We note that the number
of possible rewirings in the directed case is much larger
than in the undirected case where for some databases
there are even no rewirings possible when d = ∞. This
is due to the fact that undirected graphs are more con-
strained since edges go in both directions.

Our results on edge persistence and triangles are
given in Table 2. The results on burstiness can be
found in Table 4, Table 5 and Table 6 and finally, the
results on causal triangles are given in Table 3. The
results show that in most cases t-NeSt(∞) preserves
better the values of the original graph than the other
randomization schemes (the values of t-NeSt(∞) are
closer to the original values). We also observe that
t-NeSt(1) values are the second closest to the original
one. This shows that the structure is better preserved
with increasing depth. It is also interesting to notice
that the results hold for both undirected and directed
networks in a similar way. Therefore, the fact the
directed networks can have a large number of rewirings
(see Table 1) compared to the undirected ones does not
change the efficiency of t-Nest.



On the other hand, Figure 2 shows how centrality
measures are well-preserved when randomizing using
increasing depth. The results for Katz are in accordance
with Theorem 4.4 and lead us to the Conjecture 4.1
seeing that the values of Γcom become stable as d
increases. Computing the stable colors for the presented
graphs takes less than 1.5s on commodity hardware
using no parallelism.

6 Conclusion

In this paper we introduced an efficient temporal graph
randomization procedure that well-preserves the origi-
nal graph structure. This was shown theoretically for
some measures and experimentally for others.

We have assumed that at any time t we are aware of
all future edges but one could also define the procedures
for a finite look-ahead h, i.e. an actor v at time t is
only “aware” of future edges up to time t + h. Many
of the presented considerations may be applied to the
finite horizon scenario as well while the complexity
of presented algorithms remains unchanged. Further,
according to our simulations in Figure 2 we expect
that the network communicability to be preserved in
t-NeSt samples. More generally, it would be if interest
to characterize the measures that are preserved by the
temporal color refinement procedure. Finally, it would
be of interest to see how well this scheme generalizes
to higher order structures such that hypergraphs or
simplicial complexes and temporal versions of them.
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[22] Mikko Kivelä, Raj Kumar Pan, Kimmo Kaski, János
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A Appendix

A.1 Additional Definitions

Definition A.1. Mathematically, we may define the
causal-tree (out-unraveling) of temporal node (v, t) of
depth d for temporal graph G as a directed tree

U
(d)
out(v, t) := (Vd

G(v, t), Ed
G(v, t)). To shorten the nota-

tion, in the following we write v̂ := (v, t) and û := (u, t′)
to refer to the temporal node. Consequently, we write
Vd
G(v̂) := Vd

G(v, t) which applies similarly to the edges
Ed
G and the successors SG.

with nodes

Vd
G(v̂) :=

{v̂} d = 0,⋃
û∈SG(v̂)

{v̂ ⌢ x | x ∈ Vd−1(û)} otherwise.

where ⌢ denotes tuple concatenation. We call the
temporal node v̂ the root of the causal-tree. The edges
of the causal-tree are

Ed(v̂) :=
⋃

û∈SG(v̂)

{
(v̂ ⌢ a, v̂ ⌢ b) | (a, b) ∈ Ed−1(û)

}
∪{(v̂, v̂ ⌢ û)} .

A.2 Additions to Algorithms of Section 3 and
Section 4 With Algorithm 1 we can compute the
refinement colors of the active nodes using no more than
O(E) memory and O(dE logE) time. We can then use
eq. (3.5) to fill in the color of the remaining nodes and
store that information in e.g. a two dimensional array
of size (T, V ) which requires O(V T ) time and memory
if we desire the temporal refinement colors of all nodes
simultaneously and available in O(1).

During the generation procedure it is not necessary
to know all the colors of all the temporal nodes. We will
see that in the undirected case it is sufficient to know
the refinement colors of only the active nodes. In the
directed case though, we need to know for each time t
the partition of all the temporal nodes (v, t) into their

http://snap.stanford.edu/data
http://snap.stanford.edu/data
https://zenodo.org/record/49561/files/wiki-talk-dataset.tar.gz
https://zenodo.org/record/49561/files/wiki-talk-dataset.tar.gz


Procedure 3: undirNeSt, Rewiring undirected

graphs

Input: Graph G[t], colors c, number of
iterations r

Output: Sample Graph G′ distributed as
NG(c)

1 partition edges uv of G[t] into subgraphs gcu,cv
2 let G be a list of all those subgraphs
3 for r steps do
4 Randomly choose a subgraph g ∈ G
5 choose two edges u1v1 and u2v2 unif. randomly from E(g)
6 if |{u1, v1, u2, v2}| = 4 then
7 if u1v2 /∈ E(g) and u2v1 /∈ E(g) then
8 remove u1v1, u2v2
9 add u1v2, u2v1

10 u1

v1

u2

v2

u1

v1

u2

v2

return G′ =
⋃

g∈G g
11 where gcu,cv corresponds to the graph having edges

(u, v) with c(u, t) = cu and c(v, t) = cv , E(g) is the set
of edges of g

respective color classes. However this knowledge is only
needed per time slice and not the entire graph. We thus
present time slice availability of the partition of nodes
into colors can be achieved in O(E+T ) aggregated over
all slices

The key idea to achieve availability of temporal
colors (or the partition of nodes into color classes), is
to realise that there are few times ti and ti+1 when
the color of temporal node (v, ti) is not equal to that
of temporal node (v, ti+1). In particular this will
only ever happen if node (v, ti) was sending. Then
node (v, ti) has more temporal successors than (v, ti+1)
and consequently they will have different colors. An
algorithm that efficiently provides the colors for each
slice goes as follows. Consider the slices increasing in
times. For the first slice we compute the colors for all
nodes. For later times ti, we only apply changes to the
colors necessary by activity of nodes at time ti−1. This
allows us to achieve a runtime of overall O(V +E+T ).
Algorithm 5 summarises these steps.

A.3 Proofs of Section 4

Causal completion of a temporal graph For
a temporal Graph G = (V, E , T ), the temporal
graph restricted to times from ta to tb is Gta:tb :=
(V, {(u, v, t)|(u, v, t) ∈ E , ta ≤ t ≤ tb}). For
temporal graphs we define the “causal completion”
G̃ = CAUSAL(G) := (Ṽ, Ẽ) (a static directed
graph) with Ṽ = {(u, t) |u ∈ V, t ∈ T } and Ẽ =
{((v, t), (u, t′))|u, v ∈ V, (u, t′) ∈ SG(v, t)}. This causal
completion graph of G is useful as the successors of a

Procedure 4: dirNeSt: Rewiring directed

graphs

Input: Graph G, colors c, iterations r, time t
Output: Sample Graph G′ distributed as

NG(c)
1 if t is the first time then
2 Call Initialize(G, c) of Algorithm 5
3 c colors, u nodes = Advance(t, c) of

Algorithm 5
4 Use c colors and u nodes to update node

partitions
5 for r steps do
6 Choose an edge (u, v) unif. randomly from

E [t]

7 choose node x unif. randomly from nodes colored like v

8 if (u, x) /∈ E [t] and u ̸= x then
9 remove edge (u, v) from E [t]

10 add edge (u, x) to E [t]

u

v x

u

v x

11 return G′ = (V, E)

temporal node (v, t) in G correspond to the out neigh-
bors (denoted Nout

G̃
(v, t)) of (v, t) in G̃. The adjacency

matrix of the graph G̃ then has the form:

AG̃ =


A[t1] A[t2] · · · A[tT ]

0 A[t2] · · · A[tT ]

0 0 · · · A[tT ]

...
...

. . .
...

0 0 · · · A[tT ]

(A.1)

This can be shown by induction on the number of
timestamps T := |T |. For T = 1, we have that G̃ =

CAUSAL(G) and AG̃ = A
[t1]
G . For the induction step let

us assume that for any temporal graph G = (V, E , T )
with |T | = N the adjacency matrix of the causal graph
of G̃ = CAUSAL(G) has the structure introduced in
eq. (A.1). We will show the property for any temporal
graph G = (V, E , T ) with |T | = N + 1. We see that
we can apply the induction hypothesis on the subgraph
Gt2:tN+1 since it has N timestamps. But the successors
of node v at time 1 to nodes at any time t is exactly
given by the v-th row of the adjacency matrix of G[t].
This explains the shape of the first V rows of AG̃. Lastly
none of the nodes at times t > 1 have successors to any
node at time t1. Thus the first V columns are empty
starting from row V + 1. The remaining entries of the
adjacency matrix G̃ are obtained from the induction
hypothesis.

Proof of Theorem 4.1 Let ∗ ∈ {≥, >,=}, then:

S∗
G(v, t) := {(w, t′)|(v, w, t′) ∈ E , t′ ∗ t}.
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Algorithm 5: Efficient availability of temporal

colors

1 Function Initialize(G, colors):
2 h = {i : random hash(), i ∈

{0, . . . , |colors|}}
3 h colors = dict()
4 cur col = {v : 0 , v ∈ V}
5 cur h = {v : 0 , v ∈ V}
6 for (u, v, t) ∈ E do
7 cur h[u] += h[colors[(v, t)]]

8 Function Advance(t, colors):
9 changed = set()

10 for (u, v) ∈ E [prev(t)] do
11 cur h[u] -= h[colors[(v, t)]]
12 changed = changed ∪ {u}
13 for v ∈ changed do
14 if cur h[v] /∈ h colors then
15 h colors[cur h[v]] = |h colors|
16 cur col[v] = h colors[cur h[v]]

17 return cur col, changed
18 prev(t) is the preceding timestamp in the time

sequence, nv(t) is the first timestamp t′ > t where node
v is active if none returns t.

We also define the multisets of neighbor-colors:

Cd,∗
G (v, t) := {{cd−1(v, t)|(v, t) ∈ S∗

G(v, t)}}.

Then we have that S≥
G (v, t) = SG(v, t). We notice that

if the WL-colors are the same, then certainly the greater
or equal multiset of neighbor-colors are also the same,
i.e. cdG(v, t) = cd

G̃
(u, t) ⇒ Cd,≥

G (v, t) = Cd,≥
G̃

(u, t). We
now want to show:

O(G, d) = N d
G.

Case ⊆: The moves performed by the procedures 1
and 2 are a subset of all possible static NeSt [40] moves
on the causal graph CAUSAL(G). Thus they preserve
the colors.

Case ⊇: We can extend the result of [40] to the
temporal case by induction on the total number of
timestamps T = |T |. Throughout the following proof
let d ≥ 1. Base case Case T = 1 is covered by the
static NeSt procedure [40].
For the induction step, lets assume that O(G, d) ⊇
N d

G holds for all G = (V, E , T ) with T ≤ N . Let
us start by assuming we have two graphs G and G̃
identically colored at depth d, i.e. G = (V, E , T ) and
G̃ = (V, E ′, T ) ∈ N d

G with |T | = N + 1. We can then
apply the assumption of the induction to the temporal
graphs consisting of all but the first time slice, i.e. we
can mutually reach the temporal graph G̃2:N+1 and

the temporal graph G2:N+1 with the temporal NeSt
procedure. Consequently, starting from G̃ we can reach
an intermediate graph Ĝ := G̃[1] ∪ G2:N+1 that only
differs from G on edges in the first timestamp.

In the following we show, that applying the
rewirings (Definition 4.1 and Definition 4.2) in the first
timestamp transforms our intermediate graph Ĝ into
the target graph G which concludes the induction. As
the intermediate graph Ĝ was obtained from the start-
ing graph G̃ by using color preserving switches, we know
from O(G, d) ⊆ N d

G that all three graphs are colored
identical in all times. This means, that the greater
or equal color multisets are the same for all nodes v,
i.e.∀v∈N

Cd,≥
G (v, 1) = Cd,≥

Ĝ
(v, 1)

But as G and Ĝ have identical edges on all times except
the first, i.e. G2:N+1 = Ĝ2:N+1, we have

N>
G (v, 1)

Def.
= N≥

G (v, 2) = N≥
Ĝ
(v, 2)

Def.
= N>

Ĝ
(v, 1)

If S>
G (v, 1) = S>

Ĝ
(v, 1) then the color multisets

Cd,>
G (v, 1) = Cd,>

Ĝ
(v, 1) are the same. But now we have

for all v ∈ V :

Cd,≥
G (v, 1) = Cd,≥

Ĝ
(v, 1) =⇒ Cd,=

G (v, 1) = Cd,=

Ĝ
(v, 1)

So the color multisets at time 1 are the same.
Coming back to the induction, we want to show

that we can transform G̃ into G. From the induction
hypothesis we know we can transform G̃ into Ĝ, with G
and Ĝ agreeing on edges in all but the first time slice.
So what is left is to transform the first timestamp of
our intermediate graph Ĝ[1] into the first timestamp
of our target graph G[1]. But we just showed the
intermediate and target graph are identically colored
if we only consider neighbors at the same time slice
(i.e. Ĉd,=(v, 1) = Cd,=(v, 1)) which is exactly the
prerequisite to applying the static NeSt procedure [40]
to the first timestamp. Thus overall starting from
G̃ we can reach any other graph G ∈ Nd

G using the
algorithm which concludes the induction. This shows
O(G, d) ⊇ Nd

G.

Proof of Theorem 4.4 In the following we show that
the temporal-Katz centrality is a constant matrix mul-
tiplied with the Katz centrality of the causal completion
graph G̃. This is useful as the static NeSt moves pre-
serve the static Katz centrality. And the t-NeSt moves
of the temporal graph G are only a subset of all static
NeSt moves possible on the corresponding causal com-
pletion graph G̃. Thus as the temporal NeSt switches



leave the static Katz centrality of the causal completion
invariant which in turn leaves the temporal Katz cen-
trality invariant. All that remains to be shown is, that
the temporal Katz centrality is indeed a constant times
the non-temporal Katz centrality.

We start by considering finite terms Γk
t-Katz for

which we will show that they are identical to the
temporal Katz centrality in the limit k → ∞.

Γk
t-Katz : = (1V×V . . . 0V×V )Γ

k
Katz(Ã)

with Γk
Katz(Ã) :=

∑k
l=1 α

lÃl⊮V T where 1V×V denotes
the V × V identity matrix and ⊮V T the all ones col-
umn vector of size V T . This agrees with the defini-
tion given in eq. (2.1) as we can rewrite the product
(1V×V . . . 0V×V )Ã

l⊮V T as

Γk
t-Katz =

k∑
l=1

αl
∑
j∈T

(Ãl)⟨1⟩,⟨j⟩⊮V

lemma A.1
=

k∑
l=1

αl
∑

t1≤t2···≤tk

A[t1]A[t2] . . . A[tk]⊮V =: Qk⊮V

For sufficiently small α we find that limk→∞ Qk = Q
and thus Γk

t-Katz → Γt-Katz. Thus overall we find

Γt-Katz(G) = (1V×V . . . 0V×V )ΓKatz(G̃)

Lemma A.1. Let us denote with A⟨i⟩,⟨j⟩ the i, j-th block
of the matrix A of size V T × V T , i.e. the submatrix
spanned by rows (i − 1)T + 1 through i T and columns
(j − 1)T + 1 through j T . Then the powers of the
adjacency matrix Ã of causal completion graph G̃ of
temporal graph G have the following V × V blocks in
the first block row

(Ãk)⟨1⟩,⟨j⟩ =
∑

t1≤t2···≤tk=j

A[t1]A[t2] . . . A[tk]

Proof. Through induction on k. The base case k = 1
is apparent from the definition. Lets assume that the
proposition holds for k. If we now take this matrix to
the power of k+1, we find Ãk+1

⟨1⟩,⟨j⟩ = (
∑

i≤j A
k
⟨1⟩,⟨i⟩)A[j].

But the sum of the first j entries
∑

i≤j A
k
⟨1⟩,⟨i⟩ are by our

induction hypothesis all sorted products of k matrices
whose latest index does not exceed j, i.e.∑

i≤j

Ak
⟨1⟩,⟨i⟩ =

∑
t1≤t2···≤tk≤j

A[t1]A[t2] . . . A[tk](A.2)

This means for the entries we have

Ãk+1
1j =

 ∑
t1≤t2···≤tk≤j

A[t1]A[t2] . . . A[tk]

A[j]

=
∑

t1≤t2···≤tk+1=j

A[t1]A[t2] . . . A[tk+1]

Which concludes the induction.

A.4 Additions to Experiments of Section 5
Note that all randomizing procedures preserve the num-
ber of edges per time. DSS corresponds to t-NeSt(0)
which is the classical configuration model applied on the
static graphs within each time slices (i.e in-time swaps
if G is undirected and in-time tilts if G is directed).

RT and RC both preserve the topology (i.e. the
edges) of the underlying static graph, but RT addition-
ally preserves the multiplicity of the edges in the aggre-
gated graph.

RE is the most relaxed procedure since it allows
for any swaps or tilts, i.e. for undirected graphs,
pick randomly two temporal edges (a, b, t) and (c, d, t′)
and with probability 1/2 the edges become ((a, c, t) and
(b, d, t′)) or ((a, d, t) and (b, c, t′)). For directed graphs,
pick up an edge (a, b, t), choose uniformly any time t′,
and any node c, replace (a, b, t) with (a, c, t′). For the t-
NeSt and the RE procedure we made the same number
of tentative rewirings.

The datasets used are available publicly at [24], [39]
and [26]. All values shown here are averages over
10 samples and the standard deviations are shown in
brackets and apply to the last shown digit.

Definition A.2. (Edge persistence [31]) For tem-
poral graph G the edge persistence is defined as:

C(G) =
1

E

∑
i∈V

T−1∑
ℓ=1

∑
j A

[tℓ]
ij A

[tℓ+1]
ij√

(
∑

j A
[tℓ]
ij )(

∑
j A

[tℓ+1]
ij )

,

where E is the number of temporal edges. In [31], the
authors normalized by (V (T − 1)) while we normalized
by E which is more suitable for very sparse temporal
graphs.

As the name edge persistence already indicates it
measures how many edges persist from one temporal
slice to the next one. Naturally for sparse graphs where
there are very few edges per time and many nodes, one
would expect a low edge persistence while for graphs
with many edges per slice the persistence could be
expected to be higher.

Definition A.3. (Triangles [34]) Let G be a tem-
poral graph, then a triangle corresponds to a set s =
{e1, e2, e3} where e1 = ((a, b), t1), e2 = ((b, c), t2) and
e3 = ((c, a), t3) for a, b, c ∈ V and t1, t2, t3 ∈ T . This
corresponds to shapes T4 or T8 of [34]. Then we define
∆(G) = #triangles/(V T ).

Triangles and are well known to be a very relevant
characteristic of static (social) networks, as they are
a result of a community structure or potentially of a
kind of triadic closure effect. Similarly, for temporal

13



networks a large number of triangles may hint at a
hidden community structure or at processes hat favor
triangles, such as emails going in short circles or spacial
proximity resulting accidental triangular meetups over
time.

Definition A.4. (Causal Triangles [34]) Let
G be a temporal graph, then a causal trian-
gle corresponds to a set s = {e1, e2, e3} where
e1 = ((a, b), t1), e2 = ((b, c), t2) and e3 = ((c, a), t3) for
a, b, c ∈ V and t1, t2, t3 ∈ T such that t1 < t2 < t3.
This corresponds roughly to the shape T8 of [34]. Then

we define ∆⃗(G) = #causaltriangles/(V T ).

While the total number of triangles is an interesting
and frequently looked at measure, it may be computed
from the aggregated graph with its multiplicities. But
the temporal ordering of events is lost in the aggregated
graph, it thus makes sense for temporal networks to
not only look at temporal triangles but also at causal
triangles.

abbr origin. t-Nest(∞) t-Nest(1) DSS RE RT RC

ht 73.2 73.20(0) 73.20(0) 38(2) 38.60(3) 80.00(4) 14.40(2)
wea 0 0 0 0 0.003(1) 0.088(3) 0.088(3)
wp 19.2 19.2 19.2 12(3) 7.60(1) 23.80(3) 4.80(6)
pri 291 − 291(0) 294(2) 294(2) 272(8) 202(6)
rac 502 502(0) 502(0) 523(3) 525(3) 543(2) 358(4)
dnc 0.972 1.31(0) 1.25(1) 0 0 1.18(0) 0.023(1)
fb 0.001 0.001(0) 0.001(0) 0.00(0) 0.00(0) 0.001(0) 0.001(0)
eu2 147 171(0) 163(0) 0.67(2) 0.96(1) 191(1) 13.70(1)
eu3 4.6 4.69(1) 4.12(5) 0.48(2) 0.70(2) 6.10(2) 1.99(3)
eo 0.076 0.076(0) 0.078(1) 0 0 0.110(0) 0.001(0)

Table 3: Empirically determined values for the normal-
ized number of causal triangles ∆⃗. We find that in
many networks the number of causal triangles is well
preserved by the temporal NeSt procedure. Only on the
dnc network the Random Times (RT) procedure better
preserves the number of causal triangles.

Definition A.5. (Burstiness [19]) Let the i-th time
that nodes u is active as T active

i (u), and the number of
times node u was active as T (u). Similar in the di-
rected case we distinguish the i-th time a node is send-
ing/receiving as T send

i (u) / T receive
i (u) and similarly the

number of times a node is sending/receiving as T send(u)
or T receive(u) respectively.

Then for a graph G the multi-set of inter ar-
rival times is defined as τXG :=

⋃
u∈V(G){{T X

i+1(u) −
T X
i (u)|1 ≤ i < TX(u)}} (the additive union is used)

for superscript X ∈ {active, send, receive}. Then the
active/send/receive burstiness is given as

BX(G) =
στX

G
/mτX

G
− 1

στX
G
/mτX

G
+ 1

=
στX

G
−mτX

G

στX
G
+mτX

G

,

where mτX
G

is the mean of inter contact times τXG and
στX

G
its standard deviation.

The burstiness allows to asses the uniformity of the
temporal process both as a function of the nodes and
as a function of time itself. If the temporal activity for
each node approximately follows a Poisson process with
parameter λ uniform across all nodes and uniform across
time then the burstiness is approximately zero B ≈ 0.
If the average inter contact time is large compared to
the standard deviation, then the process is extremely
uniform and the burstiness is close to minus one. All
the networks seen here show quite some variation in
their inter contact times as the burstiness is usually at
least 0.5 which implies the standard deviation is at least
three times larger than the mean.

abbr origin. t-Nest(∞) t-Nest(1) DSS RE RT RC

ht 0.795 0.795 0.795 0.795 0.717(2) 0.701(3) 0.690(3)
wea 0.823 0.823 0.823 0.823 0.048(9) 0.031(8) 0.031(8)
wp 0.733 0.733 0.733 0.733 0.631(2) 0.629(2) 0.611(1)
pri 0.571 0.571 0.571 0.571 0.435(6) 0.84(10) 0.5(2)
rac 0.458 − 0.458 0.458 0.36(2) 0.33(1) 0.252(5)
dnc 0.855 0.867(1) 0.848(2) 0.728(1) 0.696(3) 0.779(6) 0.723(6)
fb 0.613 0.612(1) 0.612(1) 0.415(2) 0.380(3) 0.528(5) 0.463(6)
eu2 0.811 0.812(1) 0.815(2) 0.780(1) 0.780(0) 0.798(2) 0.780(1)
eu3 0.735 0.736(0) 0.735(2) 0.698(1) 0.696(1) 0.707(3) 0.702(2)
eo 0.726 0.748(1) 0.617(1) 0.274(1) 0.141(1) 0.511(2) 0.360(1)

Table 4: Empirically determined values for the active
burstiness Bactive.

The result for the active burstiness is shown in
Table 4. Naturally in the undirected case the active
burstiness Bactive is preserved exactly by the t-NeSt
procedure and as DSS is just t-NeSt(0), DSS preserves it
exactly as well. In the directed case it is not guaranteed
that the active burstiness is preserved well. Still, the
NeSt procedure better preserve the burstiness than
other randomization methods.

abbr origin. t-Nest(∞) t-Nest(1) DSS RE RT RC

dnc 0.862 0.862 0.862 0.862 0.621(4) 0.759(4) 0.708(6)
fb 0.631 0.631 0.631 0.631 0.270(3) 0.510(5) 0.423(6)
eu2 0.758 0.758 0.758 0.758 0.699(1) 0.739(3) 0.726(2)
eu3 0.666 0.666 0.666 0.666 0.585(3) 0.628(3) 0.611(4)
eo 0.746 0.746 0.746 0.746 0(2) 0.596(5) 0.568(3)

Table 5: Empirically determined values for the send
burstiness Bsend.

The empirical results for the send burstiness is
shown in Table 5. As the out-degree of each temporal
node in each slice is preserved exactly by the NeSt and
DSS procedure thus the send burstiness is preserved
exactly them as well. The margin by which the send
burstiness is better preserved by the NeSt networks is
usually at least 0.1 except for the eu2 and eu3 network
for which the RT method also preserves the bustiness
relatively well.



abbr origin. t-Nest(∞) t-Nest(1) DSS RE RT RC

dnc 0.821 0.844(0) 0.820(3) 0.637(2) 0.755(6) 0.752(8) 0.685(7)
fb 0.537 0.532(4) 0.547(5) 0.270(4) 0.494(6) 0.497(6) 0.449(5)
eu2 0.741 0.742(1) 0.746(3) 0.698(1) 0.727(3) 0.727(3) 0.705(2)
eu3 0.646 0.647(1) 0.644(4) 0.591(2) 0.604(4) 0.608(3) 0.596(5)
eo 0.627 0.664(1) 0.495(1) 0(2) 0.370(2) 0.369(2) 0.144(2)

Table 6: Empirically determined values for the receive
burstiness Breceive.

The values for the receive burstiness are shown
in Table 6. Unlike the send burstiness is this not
guaranteed to be well preserved by the t-NeSt kind of
models. We find that the NeSt models preserve the
receive burstiness in four out of five networks up to
the first two digits. For the eu2 network the other
randomization schemes result in a receive burstiness
which is only 3% away from the original value, while
in the other cases the relative difference is about 10%.
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