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Distributed Saddle-Point Dynamics in Multilayer
Networks

Christian D. Rodriguez-Camargo, Andrés F. Urquijo-Rodriguez, and Eduardo Mojica-Nava

Abstract—Maultilayer networks provide a more advanced and
comprehensive framework for modeling real-world systems com-
pared to traditional single-layer and multiplex networks. Unlike
single-layer models, multilayer networks have multiple inter-
acting layers, each with unique topological features. In this
paper, we generalize previously developed results for distributed
optimization in multiplex networks to the more general case of
multilayer networks by employing a tensor formalism to rep-
resent multilayer networks and their tensor-Laplacian diffusion
dynamics. Although multiplex networks are a special case of
multilayer networks, where each layer has the same number of
replica nodes connected one-to-one, this generalized framework
removes the need for replica nodes, allowing variability in both
topology and number of nodes across layers. This approach
provides a fully generalized structure for distributed optimization
in multilayer networks and enables more complex interlayer
connections. We derive the multilayer combinatorial Laplacian
tensor and extend the distributed gradient descent algorithm. We
provide a theoretical analysis of the convergence of algorithms.
Numerical examples validate our approach, and we explore the
impact of heterogeneous layer topologies and complex interlayer
dynamics on consensus time, underscoring their implications for
real-world multilayer systems.

Index Terms—Distributed optimization, multilayer networks,
saddle-point flow, diffusion, tensor dynamics.

I. INTRODUCTION

HE quantitative study of networks has provided deep

understanding of the structure and dynamics of complex
systems in diverse fields [1], [2], such as biology [3], neu-
roscience [4], engineering [5], [6], and social sciences [7].
However, the traditional single-layer network formalism does
not capture the full complexity of real-world systems where
multiple types of interaction occur simultaneously across dis-
tinct layers [8]. Multilayer networks provide a more holistic
framework for representing these interconnected systems, al-
lowing researchers to explore a broader range of dynamics and
interactions that are not apparent in single-layer or multiplex
network models [9].
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The multilayer network framework has been successfully
applied in various fields. For instance, this structure has
produced significant and robust results in ecological dy-
namics [10], brain networks [11], transport networks [12],
epidemiology [13], molecular biology [14], and energy net-
works [15], [16]. Furthermore, multilayer networks reveal
dynamical behaviors similar to those of single-layer networks,
such as synchronization [17], percolation [18], and diffusion
and spreading processes [19].

Given the multidimensional nature of these processes, it is
worth establishing a tensorial representation for such systems.
Tensors generalize scalars, vectors, and matrices [20] and pro-
vide a concise framework for modeling and solving multidi-
mensional problems. Tensors are widely used in all fields, from
linear algebra and physics to engineering [21], [22]. In [23]
it is developed a tensor-based mathematical formalism that
provides a general, robust, and comprehensive framework for
representing multilayer networks with all their complexities,
offering insights that remain hidden when using traditional
adjacency matrices. This formalism has been applied explic-
itly to study disease localization [24], generalization of the
concept of assortativity [25], spreading [26], and eigenvector
multicentrality [27].

Despite the recent advances in multilayer networks, progress
in generalizing distributed optimization problems from single-
layer to multilayer networks has been limited. In conventional
distributed optimization, each node typically has access to
its own convex function, and the overall objective is defined
as the sum of these individual functions [28]. To solve this,
each agent seeks the optimal solution to the global convex
function by exchanging information with neighboring nodes
and performing local computations [29]. A variety of methods
have been developed to address this problem, ranging from
discrete-time gradient descent approaches [29] to more re-
cent continuous-time techniques [30]-[32]. In particular, from
a continuous-time perspective, optimization algorithms have
been framed as dynamical systems [33], with methods based
on saddle-point dynamics [34], [35] gaining prominence.

In a previous work [36], [37], we developed distributed opti-
mization algorithms tailored to multiplex networks, leveraging
the supra-Laplacian matrix to handle the diffusion dynamics
within and across layers. Although these algorithms demon-
strated success in modeling systems with distinct but fixed
interlayer connections, such as in infrastructure networks, they
are limited in their applicability to more complex multilayer
systems. Specifically, multiplex networks assume identical sets
of nodes across layers and restrict interlayer connections to
counterpart nodes, a limitation when modeling systems with
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heterogeneous interlayer interactions. To overcome these lim-
itations, a more generalized framework is necessary to handle
complex interactions in multilayer networks. The tensorial
formalism introduced in [23] offers a powerful approach to
capture both intra- and interlayer dynamics within these sys-
tems. By generalizing the network descriptors and dynamics to
tensorial representations, this framework enables us to model
a richer class of multilayer networks where interactions across
layers are not restricted to node counterparts, but can vary in
structure and strength.

In this paper, we extend our previous work on distributed
optimization in multiplex networks by incorporating the ten-
sorial framework for multilayer networks. This generalization
allows us to handle a broader class of systems with complex
interlayer connections. We propose novel distributed optimiza-
tion algorithms based on tensorial dynamics, analyze their
convergence properties, and validate them through numerical
examples.

The main contributions of this work are as follows: (1)
extending the consensus and diffusion equations to a tensor-
based representation for multilayer networks, thereby gener-
alizing the relationship between diffusion processes in multi-
plex and multilayer networks and consensus-driven distributed
optimization algorithms; (2) formulating a distributed saddle-
point algorithm tailored for convex optimization in general
multilayer networks; and (3) proving the convergence of each
node in every layer to the optimal value of the convex objec-
tive function. In addition, we examine the role of interlayer
diffusion and its effect on optimization efficiency in multilayer
networks, illustrating the applicability of our framework in
real-world scenarios such as multi-energy systems. We further
examine the occurrence of critical phenomena in consensus
time by varying the diffusion constants. In addition, several
numerical examples are presented to validate the proposed
algorithms and investigate the influence of interlayer diffusion
on the consensus time.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section II, the funda-
mentals of multilayer networks are introduced. We introduce
the tensor formalism given in [23], and the tensor diffusion
dynamics. In Section III, the distributed optimization problem
is presented for general multilayer networks. We present the
main result of this paper and a convergence analysis of our
theorem related to the distributed primal-dual saddle-point
algorithm for general multilayer networks in Section IV. In
Section V numerical examples are given to illustrate the
performance of the proposed approach. Conclusions and future
work are presented in Section VI.

II. PRELIMINARIES
A. Tensor representation of multilayer networks

1) Single-layer networks: Given a set of N objects n;,
where ¢ = 1,2,....,N and N € N. Each object can be
associated with a state represented by a canonical vector in the
vector space RY. Specifically, let e; = (0, ...,0, 1,0, ., 0)T,
where T denotes the transpose operator. The column vector e;
corresponds to the object n;, such that its ¢-th component is
1, while all other components are 0.

Since in a network, the objects n; have relationships among
them, the vector space for describing these relationships is
given by RY @ RV = RV*N_ Consequently, the second-order
(i.e., rank-2) canonical tensors are specified by E;; = e; ®ejT.,
for all 4,7 = 1,2, ...N. Therefore, if the relations between the
objects are described by the elements of a weight matrix w;;,
one can define its associate tensor as

N N
W = Z wijEij = Z wW;;€; ®e]T.7 W e RNXN. (1)
i,j=1 i,j=1
Following [23], we adopt the covariant notation. In this
framework, a row vector a € RY is represented as a covariant
vector a, (where a@ = 1,2,...,N), while its corresponding
contravariant vector a® (i.e., its dual vector) is expressed as
a column vector in Euclidean space. Latin letters i, j, ... are
used to denote vectors and tensors associated with objects
(e.g., the i-th vector, the (ij)-th tensor, etc.), whereas Greek
letters «, 3,7, ... indicate the components of a vector or
tensor. According to this notation, (i) represents the «-th
component of the i-th contravariant canonical vector e; € RN,
and e, (j) represents the a-th component of the j-th covariant
vector in RY.
This notation allows us to represent the tensor (1) as a linear
combination of tensors in the canonical basis as follows,

N N

Wg =Y wie(ies(i) = Y wiy B§if), ()

i,j=1 1,5=1
where E§(ij) € RN*N is the tensor in the canonical basis
corresponding to the tensor product of the canonical vectors
assigned to nodes n; and n; (i.e., E;;). The object (2) is called
the adjacency tensor. It is noticed that this tensor is of mixed
type, i.e., 1-covariant and 1-contravariant.

2) Multilayer Networks: In multilayer networks, a node n;
of a layer h can be connected to any other node n; in any
other layer k. The tilde symbol is introduced to distinguish
indices that correspond to nodes from those that correspond
to layers. A second-order interlayer adjacency tensor C’g(iﬂ;)
is introduced to encode the information about the relationships
incorporating multiple layers. This tensor is constructed from
the canonical vectors e’l(l;:), where o = 1,2,...,M and
k=1,2,..., M, this supposes that our multilayer network is
composed by M layers. These vectors are the canonical basis
in the space RM . The tilde symbol on the Greek indices helps
differentiate them from the Greek indices representing nodes.
Note that C’g(];lf:) = Wg(l%), meaning that the interlayer
adjacency tensor for a pair of layers representing the same
layer k is equivalent to the intralayer adjacency tensor of that
layer.

The canonical basis (rank-2 tensors) of the space
then given by

RMXM is

E"(hk) = e (h)es (k). (3)

Following this basis, we obtain the multilayer adjacency

tensor M gfl as follows,

174
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where w;;; (i~zl~c) are real numbers indicating the intensity of the
relationsl}ip, which could not be gymmetric, between nodes n;
in layer h and node n; in layer k, and

€55 (ijhk) = e* (e (§)e™ (h)es (k) (5)

are the fourth-order (i.e. rank-4) tensors of the canonical basis
in the space RVXNXMXM “ye have adopted the notation
N = N(M) to remark that the number of nodes in each layer
might be different. The multilayer adjacency tensor M glff is a
versatile construct that can represent a wide range of complex
relationships between nodes across different layers.

B. Diffusion processes on multilayer networks

1) Diffusion on single-layer networks: Using the tensor
notation, the diffusion processes on single-layer networks can
be described as follows. Let z,(t) be a state vector of nodes
at time t. The diffusion equation is given by

dlgt(t) =D [Wg za(t) — Wuae (B)z5(t)],  (6)
where D is a diffusion constant, and u,, is a 1-tensor whose
components are all equal to 1, given by u® = (1,...,1)T € RV,
The strength of a vector is obtained as s, = W,?ua, with this
we have s,e7(B)xg = sy€7(B)05xa(t). Thus, the diffusion
equation in single-layer networks yields:

drg(t)
dt

= —D LS x,(t), 7)

where
§ = Wluye (8)55 — W5 (®)

is the combinatorial Laplacian tensor. This tensor is positive
semidefinite, therefore, the solution of (7) is

zp(t) = x4(0) e PLGE, )

Notice that the so-called strength tensor A% =
Wiu,e¥(8)0g is related with the degree matrix, and its
components could be obtained directly such that we can
express Aj as follows:

N
§ = dije”(i)es(s), (10)

,j=1

being d;; = d;0;; = >, wk;d;;. In Appendix A, we show the
equivalence between these definitions.

2) Diffusion on multilayer networks: In this case, a diffu-
sion equation for multilayer networks must incorporate terms
that account for interlayer diffusion. Let X, (t) denote the
state tensor of nodes in each layer at time ¢. Thus, a diffusion
equation for a multilayer network is obtained as follows,

dXps(t) i i G/ o~

Tty - Mg,é X(xﬂ(t) - M;&/ UuﬂEPU(ﬁy)Xﬂﬂ(t)7 (11)
being Ug = usu® the second-order tensor whose elements
are all equal to 1.

Similar to the single-layer case, it is presented a multilayer
combinatorial Laplacian tensor as

L35 = MEUL B (50)038 — MSE,
which is used to obtain the covariant diffusion equation for
multilayer networks

(12)

dXs5(t) i

% = — L3 Xan(t). (13)
Note that the solution of (13) is obtained as

Xpp(t) = Xap(0)e 555", (14)

Therefore, it is possible to show that the tensor (12) is a
positive semidefinite tensor.

III. PROBLEM STATEMENT

We consider the following distributed optimization problem
subject to a generalized multilayer network interaction, which
might be interpreted as an interdependent infrastructure

min f(z) = U fop(2).

TER (15

To explore the assumptions and conditions of f : R — R,
let us express foj;(x) in the canonical basis as follows:

M N(M)

Fan(@) =32 3 fi@ealiea(h),

h=1 =1

(16)

where f7 : R — R is assumed to be Lipschitz differentiable
convex cost function exclusive to agent ¢ in layer h. Itis impor-
tant to note that the cost for each agent depends on the global
variable x across all layers. Note also that we have assumed
that the decision variable x is in R, but it can be extended
to R™. The interaction among the nodes and between layers
of networks can be expressed as a cyberphysical multilayer
network. To guarantee there exists a unique optimal solution
z* to Problem (15), we assume the following conditions on
the gradients.

Assumption 1. The gradients of the multilayer cost functions
f.j, are Lipschitz continuous in every layer and interlayers h

IV £ @)=V fi(@)l2 < Lllz—a||2, Vi € V(M),Vh e M.

Where M = {1, ..., M} is the set of layers of the multilayer
network, and V(M) = {1,..., N(M)} is the set of nodes in
each layer M € M.

In the distributed multilayer optimization problem (15), we
should consider the heterogeneous relationship between nodes.
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If the multllayer is characterized by a multilayer adjacency
tensor Mot 55 » in each layer, the weighted interaction might be
different, i.e., w;;(hk) # w;;(kh). The heterogeneity of each
layer h € M is encoded in the object w;;(hh). In addition,
the generalized interlayer diffusion dynamics between layers
h € M and k € M can be encoded completely in the object
wi; (hk).

Let Y,,; denote the state tensor of the nodes in each layer
given by

a7

M N(M)
2 Z Z vica(D)en(h),
h=1 =1

where 1,7 = y,7(t) is the state of the node i in the layer h,
we shall proceed with the equivalent tensor-Laplacian-based
consensus-constrained problem

min f(Y) = U fop(Yaz)
s.t. E“ Yo =0. (18)
where the tensor-Laplacian constraint EO‘ Yop = 0 is a

multilayer consensus constraint that enforces the local estimate
of each agent to converge to the same consensus value.

In the next section, we propose a saddle-point dynamics
algorithm to solve the generalized distributed optimization
problem with tensor-Laplacian-based constraints.

IV. DISTRIBUTED SADDLE-POINT DYNAMICS FOR
MULTILAYER NETWORKS

In this section, we introduce the distributed continuous-
time optimization algorithm for multilayer networks based on
saddle-point dynamics of the tensor-Lagrangian with tensor-
Laplacian constraints. Considering the constrained structure
of the generalized multilayer network optimization problem
(18), we extend the saddle-point dynamics for continuous-time
multiplex optimization to the generalized multilayer case using
its distributed implementation.

For Problem (18), we propose the following augmented
tensor-Lagrangian function £,, : RV*M x RVXM 5 R

Lon(Y,A) = U fon(Y) + NP LIEY o5 + Yﬂvc‘X“Yaﬁ,
(19)
we can obtain the optimal solution of (18) by solving its
corresponding saddle-point problem

min max L, (Y, A),
Y A

2

and the associated saddle-point dynamics yields
Y = —VyLn(Y,A) = —Vy f(Y) =LY — LA
A =VALn(Y,A) = LY,

(20)
21

which leads to the following dynamics for each agent i on
each layer h (remarking that y,; (¢) is the state of the node ¢
in the layer h at time t) in terms of the tensor components (3
and 7, respectively,

Of(Y)
oY P

— LE8Yan(t) — LIEAGa (). (22)

Analogously, for (21) we have
Ags (t)

The following lemma describes the optimality conditions
for the tensor-Laplacian-based Lagrangian (19) and the steady-
state of the multilayer saddle-point dynamics (22)-(23).

= L35 Yau(t) (23)

Lemma 1. Suppose we have a symmetric tensor-Laplacian
EO‘“ = EB ~ associated with a weighted, undirected, and con-
nected multtlaygr network. Consider convexity of the function
fi, for all (i,h), with i € V = {1,..,N(M)} and h €
M = {1,..., M} in tensor-Lagrangian (19). The following
conditions follow:

1 If we assume that (Y*,A*) € RVN*M x RNXM js g4
saddle tensor-point of (19). Then, (Y*, A* +~U) is also
a minimax tensor-point for any v € R.

2 Assume (Y*,A*) € RNXM 5 RNXM s g saddle tensor-
point of (19). Then, Y* = z*U is the solution of the
primal problem (15) with * € R.

3 A saddle-tensor-point (Y*, A*) exists for the multilayer
augmented Lagrangian (19) satisfying

f(Y™)
oY BY
Proof: Tt follows from the Karush-Kuhn-Tucker condi-
tions applied to the Lagrangian function (19) and the definition
of a saddle-point in convex optimization [38]. [ ]
The convergence analysis of the proposed saddle-tensor-
point dynamics for multilayer networks (22)-(23) is now
presented. The key result of this analysis is summarized in
the following theorem, which establishes the convergence of
the proposed primal-dual saddle-tensor-point dynamics.

=0.

o
LopNon +

Theorem 1. Suppose we have a twice continuously differen-
tiable convex function f : RNXM _y R The convergence of
every trajectory (Y (t), A(t)) of the multilayer saddle-tensor-
point dynamics (22)-(23) to a unique saddle tensor-point
(Y*, A*) is governed by the following conditions:
1 Y* = o*U is an optimizer of the primal optimization
problem (15) with x* € R.
2 A" = A + average(Ao)U, where average(Ao) is the
average of the initial conditions for the tensor A(0), and
A L U satisfies

of ()

a'y * _

L 85 AM Sy ES

Proof: See Appendix B. [ ]

V. NUMERICAL EXPERIMENTS

To show the consensus dynamics in generalized multilayer
networks, we have to solve the system given by (22) and
(23). The explicit form of the differential equations is given
in Appendix C. In this section, we consider two general
multilayer situations: A simple two layers network with two
links between layers, and a general four layers network with
different connections.
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L,

Fig. 1. Multilayer network with M = 2 layers and N(L1) = 3 nodes in
layer L1 and N(L2) = 5 nodes in layer L. The node 1 of the layer L; has
a connection with node 2 of layer Lo and the node 3 of the layer L1 has a
connection with node 4 of layer Lo.
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5 L 4
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0 10 20 30 40
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Fig. 2. Consensus dynamics for the distributed optimization problem for
multilayer network with M = 2 layers and N(L1) = 3 nodes in layer L
and N(L2) = 3 nodes in layer La. The interlayer diffusion constant was set
to D172 =0.5.

A. Multilayer network with two layers

Let us start with a simple situation. We consider a multilayer
network with two layers. In the first layer, we have a set
of three nodes and the second layer has five nodes. In this
situation, only two nodes of the first layer are connected
with two nodes of the second layer. The topology is depicted
in Fig. 1. We study the generalized distributed optimization
problem given by Problem (18) with convex function

1 -
fon(Yop) = iyﬁﬂyﬂ “0ai + Yo, (24)

being v € R a constant which depends on each node.

The results of the optimal consensus are shown in Fig. 2.
We can observe how the states of each node are going to
the optimal solution, showing the validity of these tensor-
Laplacian-driven dynamics.

B. Multilayer network with four layers with non-successive
interlayer connections

In this case, we consider a multilayer network with four
layers with different number of nodes in each layer and non-

W a

Fig. 3. Multilayer network with M = 4 layers and N(L1) = 3, N(L2) = 4,
N(L3) =5, N(Lg) = 6.

DA~
\3/\/5
— 4

20 ‘ ' N
15 L %— i
F 10 -
5 L 4
0
0 100 200 300 400
Time (au)

Fig. 4. Consensus dynamics for multilayer network with M = 4 layers
and N(L1) = 3, N(L2) = 4, N(L3) = 5, N(Lg) = 6. The interlayer
diffusion coefficientes were set to: D172 = 0.1, D;ﬁ“ = 0.5, D}Eﬁ“l =
0.2, D273 = 0.1, D274, and D374 = 0.3.

successive interlayer connections. In the first layer, we have
3 nodes. The second layer has 4 nodes. The third layer has
5 nodes. The fourth layer has 6 nodes. Each node of the first
layer is connected with one node of the other three layers.
Two nodes of the second layer are connected, each one, with
one node of layers 3 and 4. The topology is depicted in
Fig. 3. The optimization problem is the same as in the previous
example. The results are shown in Fig. 4. We can observe
that the states of the nodes are taking more time to reach the
optimal consensus in comparison with the previous situation.
The inset of Fig. 4 gives a zoom to early times. From this, we
can evidence how the states of each layer search their intra-
layer consensus, and after they do move forward to the global
consensus.

In Fig. 5 we plot the behavior of the consensus time t¢
as a function of the inter-layers diffusion constants. As was
observed for multiplexes [36], [37], [39], these dynamics are
exhibiting discontinuities or criticality. That is to say, the inter-
layer diffusion constants may serve as control parameters for
the consensus times.
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Fig. 5. Consensus time as a function of inter-layer diffusion constants for
multilayer network with M = 4 layers and N(L1) = 3, N(L2) = 4,
N(L3) =5, N(Lg) = 6.

Ly

Fig. 6. Multiplex network with two layers and 5 replica nodes.

C. Multiplex networks with two layers and five replica nodes

For completeness, since multiplexes are a particular case of
multilayer networks, we run our algorithm in a known situation
where we have a multiplex of two layers and 5 replica nodes.
In Fig. 6 we depict the topology. The results are shown in
Fig. 7 As expected, the results coincide with those obtained
with the supra-Laplacian matrix defined in [39].

T T T T T T T T T T T T
10 .

— 1

2
7.5 4

~

= 5 k i
25 -

0 1 L 1 L 1 L 1 L 1 L 1 L
0 2.5 ) 7.5 10 12.5 15

Time (au)

Fig. 7. Consensus dynamics for a multiplex network with two layers and 5
replica nodes. The interlayer diffusion constant was set to D172 = 0.4.

VI. CONCLUSION

Multilayer networks represent complex systems with mul-
tiple interacting layers, each with a unique topology and non-
trivial interlayer connections. These networks have emerged as
powerful tools for modeling such systems and understanding
interactions between different networks. They offer a holistic
framework that enables researchers to explore dynamics and
interactions that are not visible in single-layer or multiplex
models. Additionally, the tensor formalism provides a natural
mathematical structure to capture the complexities inherent in
the multidimensional nature of multilayer processes.

In this paper, we develop a distributed optimization algo-
rithm tailored for generalized multilayer networks within a
tensorial framework. By extending the connection between
diffusion and consensus dynamics and leveraging control ap-
proaches used in multiplex networks, we propose a distributed
tensorial primal-dual saddle-point algorithm that achieves fast
convergence and robustness. Similar to multiplex networks,
we find that intra- and interlayer diffusion constants serve as
control parameters for optimal consensus time. Each layer first
reaches a local consensus before achieving global consensus
across layers.

We also identify a critical phenomenon related to the
interlayer diffusion constant, which affects consensus time.
This finding extends previous research on diffusion dynamics
in multiplex networks, where a phase transition was observed,
associated with the second eigenvalue of the supra-Laplacian
matrix. Here, phase transitions are tied to the tensor Laplacian.

With this mathematical formulation, which simplifies the
general treatment of network generalization, we anticipate
that the tensorial framework will enable the design of ad-
ditional algorithms for real-world complex systems such as
power grids, electronic circuits, brain networks, and molecular
biology complexes. This generalization paves the way for
exploring network properties that remain hidden within more
restricted frameworks.

Possible extensions of this work involve obtaining a dif-
fusion operator for more general higher-order networks and
the application of the multilayer optimization proposed ap-
proach [40]. A natural continuation of this work is to study
hypergraphs consensus dynamics [41] and consensus in sim-
plicial complexes [42], [43]. On the other hand, topological
Dirac operators offer a generalization scenario which could
be exploited to reveal new properties in complex systems,
including new consensus dynamics [44]. Another potential
extension involves the introduction of disorder [45], [46] and
the application of graph zeta functions to analyze diffusion
dynamics in higher-order networks [47].

APPENDIX A )
EXPLICIT EUCLIDEAN COMPONENTS OF A§ AND AjH AND
EQUIVALENCE BETWEEN DEFINITIONS

Let us start with the definition given in [40]
5 = Wlu,e”(B8)d5.
Notice that in the indicial notation it is possible to have

¢ (i) = 65y); (26)

(25)

eB(a) = 55(05)
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Thus,
A = Woune(8)5S
= Wﬂun Z 67, (5(’;)5[3(1)

— ZW”un (1)0i5¢*(i)es(j)
= Zk e’

= Y S
_ i;wméﬂéme“(l)eﬂ
_ _’zj_g;wmaﬁea@eﬁm
- idi§ij6a(i)eﬁ(j)
= idije“(Z)ea(J)

i

The last line is Equation (10).

(2)0;;€(

i)es(d)

)5zje ( )eﬁ(])

()

A. Explicit Components Definition for Ag,’;

Using a similar procedure we can obtain a relation between
the components of the multistrength tensor Ag,’f , noted as

di; (izl;) and the components of the multilayer adjacency
tensor Aﬁy, given by w;;(hk).

ATy = MGURE (BR)GS
= M) unueep(ﬂ) e? (0)o5h

— 4 (e H

= ZZKpae e (i)es (7)8i5¢% () (R)es (k)53
k 1,J

= szm%éhke i)es(j)e (B)e,;(fc),
Rk B

where the coefficients & ; are the elements of the multidegree

tensor defined by
K5 MUy

DY Eieoies(h),
h 7

27)

being
(28)

kzﬁ = Zzw”(?ﬂ;
EJ

Therefore, the final form of the multistrength tensor yields,

DO dij(hk)ESE (ighik)

R 0o

= ZZ [ZZwlm(hn)] 0ij0niE5h E(ijhk).

AgE = (29)

APPENDIX B
PROOF OF THEOREM 1
Proof: First, consider the convergence analysis to the
tensor points (Yﬁy,A* ). Let YB,, =Ygy — Yj; and ABV =
Ay — Af;. In the new variables, the saddle- p01nt flow (20)-
(21) yields

af (V)

of(Y)
+ _
Yy By

Yy By

Yor = — — LSV — L2 Rap, (30)

Apy = L3EY oz (31)

Consider the following quadratic candidate Lyapunov func-
tion
V(Y,A) =

1o - 1o -
¥ Vo + A Ry (32)

Then, the temporal derivative of (32) along the trajectories

of (20)-(21) is

0z 0F(Y)
_yaun
Y ayaﬁ

~a~af(y*) vofl pBU Y
+ Yar oyor Y MﬁaﬁYﬁg.
(33)
Given the property that the gradient serves as a global under-
estimator, we can conclude that

V(i}v ]\) =

; ; i yan OF(V)
) > *Qfl _ yof .
Fr = Jy+ (o - yemSoss o ad)
From inequality (34), and if fis strictly convex, we have
af(Y) of(Y*)
afi afl
Y oy h +Y Dy i < 0.

Now, since the Laplacian tensor is semi-positive definite,
we obtain that

R of(Y) OF(Y") o piins
Y., A —Yy ok y i =YL Vs .
V(Y,A) = YR + gy R ﬁa“ 8y <0
Nevertheless, note that V(Y,A) = 0 in the set £ =
{(Y, M)y =0}.

To demonstrate the global asymptotic stability of the equi-
librium tensor point (Y*, A*), we apply LaSalle’s invariance
principle, showing that there are no trajectorles in E other
than the equilibrium point Y =0 and A = 0. It is observed
that if Y = 0 the system (30)-(31) casts to

S il _ afi y Bo
Yol = —£5EA
A% = (.

Recall that the tensor Laplacian ng is semi-positive def-
inite and by Lemma 1 the solution is (0,5 U,z) or (0,0).
According to Lemma 1, we can identify as Y; = 2*Uap
the optimal tensor points (Y*, A*). Moreover, A} ; = Aaj +
§Uqp, where ¢ € R and Anjp L Uy satisfies

o of(Y™)
L /Aau+ Oy i =0

By examining the dual dynamics (31), we can observe
that U**A,; = 0. Therefore, we obtain average(A(t)) =
average(Ag) V¢t > 0. As a consequence, the convergence to
a single tensor saddle-point (Y*,A*) of the flow (30)-(31)
is guaranteed, which satisfies Y, = U,z and A%, =

afi

Ao + average(Ag)Unj- [ |
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APPENDIX C
EXPLICIT FORM OF THE GENERALIZED CONSENSUS
DYNAMICS

Since Y,,; denotes the state tensor of the nodes in each layer
given by
M N(M)

n= Z Z yi;}ea(i)eﬂ(h)’
h=1 i

i=1

(35)

where y,; = y,7(t) is the state of the node i in the layer h,
we define the temporal derivative of Y, as

M N(M)

Z Z yzhea e# (h)

(36)

On the other hand, the 4-rank tensor regarding the general-
ized gradient is defined as

M N(M)

Ofa ot
g{;ﬁv > Z hgaﬁﬁﬂ(whk)- 37)
hk=1 %7=1
Therefore, the gradient of the contraction f = U fop is
given by
7 N (M)
oY) & o .
8Y(ﬁff) = > les(ies(h) (38)
hit =1 CYif

Finally, the contraction of the Laplacian tensor and any other
2-rank tensor T,,; yields

N (M) )
> Lkt zes(ies(h),  (39)

i,j=1

M
a/L 2 :
.

where the elements I;;(hk) are given by

Lij(hk) = dij(hk) — wi;(hk)

I
(]
(]
S
]
=
Sl
(=2
:‘04
ol
g
-
=
=

(40)

Putting all these elements together in the expression (22)
we obtain that the system of differential equations for the
evolution of the state y,; (t) of the node i in the layer h is
the following,

M N(M) afk
_JIR

XX

—1 j=1 Yih
M N(M M N(M) o
— 30> Uilhkyy (1) =0 > L (Rk)A (1)
k=1 Jj=1 k=1 J=1
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