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It is well known that in many real networks, such as brain networks and
scientific collaboration networks, there exist higher-order nonpairwise relations
among nodes, i.e., interactions between among than two nodes at a time.
This simplicial structure can be described by simplicial complexes and has an
important effect on topological and dynamical properties of networks involving
such group interactions. In this paper, we study analytically resistance distances
in iteratively growing networks with higher-order interactions characterized by
the simplicial structure that is controlled by a parameter q. We derive exact
formulas for interesting quantities about resistance distances, including Kirchhoff
index, additive degree-Kirchhoff index, multiplicative degree-Kirchhoff index, as
well as average resistance distance, which have found applications in various
areas elsewhere. We show that the average resistance distance tends to a
g-dependent constant, indicating the impact of simplicial organization on the
structural robustness measured by average resistance distance.
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INTRODUCTION

systems involving interactions among groups [7,[12-

Complex networks have become a powerful tool for
studying complex systems, whose nodes represent
elements and edges describe their interactions [II [2].
In most existing work, complex systems are studied
by using network models that only capture pairwise
relationship among system elements. However, it was
shown [3l[4] that in many realistic scenarios, the system
structure involves interactions taking place among more
than two entities at a time [5H7], which are often called
higher-order interactions or simplicial interactions. For
example, in a scientific collaboration network [8], the
q authors of a paper form a g¢-clique, which cannot
be described by pairwise interactions, but is more
adequate to be represented by simplicial structure.
Other examples involving simplicial interactions include
correlations in mneuronal spiking activities [9] [10],
interactions among proteins [I1], and so on.

The higher-order interactions in complex systems can
be modeled via a collection of simplicial complexes [12]
13]. As generalized network structures, simplicial
complexes are not only formed by nodes and links
but also by triangles, tetrahedra, and other cliques.
They have thus become popular to model complex

17]. The models generated by simplicial complexes
can display simultaneously scale-free behavior, small-
world property, and finite spectral dimensions [I§].
In addition to describing higher-order interactions of
complex systems, simplicial structure can also be
adopted to study the impact of nonpairwise interactions
on collective dynamics of such systems. Recently,
it was demonstrated that even three-way interactions
can give rise to a host of novel phenomena that are
unexpected if only pairwise interactions are considered,
for example, Berezinkii-Kosterlitz-Thouless percolation
transition [I9], abrupt desynchronization [20], and
abrupt phase transition of epidemic spreading [21].

A simplicial complex is a collection of simplices glued
between their faces, where a g-dimensional simplex is
a (q + 1)-clique. More recently, inspired by simplicial
complexes, a deterministic network model was proposed
to describe higher-order interactions, based on an edge
operation [22]. Given a graph, the edge operation
is defined as follows: for each edge, create a g¢-
clique and then connect all ¢ nodes to both ends
of the edge. Iteratively using this edge operation
to a (¢ + 2)-clique generates a model for complex
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networks with higher-order interactions characterized
by g. Since the resulting networks consist of simplexes,
they are called simplicial networks. They exhibit similar
properties as simplicial complexes, include scale-free
small-world characteristics and a finite ¢-dependent
spectral dimension, highlighting the role of simplicial
interactions. Moreover, its normalized Laplacian
spectrum can be explicitly determined. It thus serves
as an exactly solvable model for simplicial interactions,
on which dynamical processes (e.g., random walks) can
be studied analytically to shed light on the effect of
simplicial interactions.

In this paper, we provide an in-depth study on the
properties of resistance distances in simplicial networks,
which have found a large variety of applications
and thus attracted considerable attention [23H29].
We first formulate recursive expressions for some
related matrices, based on which we derive evolution
relations of two-node resistance distances, expressing
the resistance distance between two nodes in the
current network in terms of those of the node
pairs in the previous generation. We then provide
explicit expressions for Kirchhoff index, additive degree-
Kirchhoff index, and multiplicative degree-Kirchhoff
index for simplicial networks. We show that the average
resistance distance converges to a g-dependent constant.
Thus, when studying complex systems with higher-
order organizations, it is necessary to take into account
their simplicial interactions. This work provides rich
insights for understanding real systems with simplicial
interactions. Gq(t) can also be considered as a pure
(¢+1)-dimensional simplicial complex, by looking upon
each (g + 1)-simplex and all its faces as the constituent
simplices. The properties and high-order interaction of
a simplicial complex I of N nodes can be characterized
by a corresponding weighted graph G’ [12/B80,31], which
is obtained from the underlying graph G of K by
assigning an approximate weight to each edge in G.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we give a brief introduction to some
basic concepts related to graphs, graph Laplacian, and
resistance distances.

2.1. Graph and Matrix Notation

Let G = (V, €) be a connected graph with node set V
and edge set £ C V x V, for which the number of nodes
is N = |V| and the number of edges is M = |£€|. Then,
the mean degree of all nodes in G is 2M/N. The N
nodes in graph G will be labeled by 1,2,3,..., N.

The adjacency matrix A = (a;;)nxn of G captures
the adjacency relation among the N nodes, where the
entry at row i and column j is defined as follows:
a;; = 1 if the two nodes ¢ and j are connected by
an edge in G, and a;; = 0 otherwise. For a node
i € G, let N(i) = {z|(x,i) € &} denote the set of

its neighboring nodes. Then, the degree of node i
is d; = Zje/\/(z‘) a;; = Z;VZI a;j. Let D denote the
diagonal degree matrix of G, where the ith diagonal
entry is the degree of node i, denoted as d;, while all
other entries are zeros. The Laplacian matrix of G is
defined as L = D — A.

For a real symmetric square matrix X, not necessary
invertible, one can define its {1}—inverse [32]. Matrix
M is called a {1}—inverse of X, if and only if XM X =
X. Let X' denote a {1}—inverse of X. The following
lemma gives a {1}—inverse of a block matrix X [33].

LEMMA 2.1. For a block matriz X = ( ;‘r g >,

where C'is nonsingular, if there exists a {1}-inverse ST
with S = A— BC~'BT, then

St st —StBC-!
~\ —c'BTst ¢-'BTStBC! 4 01

is a {1}-inverse of X.

2.2. Resistance Distances and Graph Invari-
ants

For any graph G = (V, £), if we replace each edge in £
by a unit resistor, we obtain an electrical network [34].
For a pair of nodes ¢ and j (i # j) of G, the effective
resistance §2;; between them is defined as the potential
difference between ¢ and j when a unit current from
i to j is maintained in the corresponding electrical
network. In the case ¢ = j, Q;; is defined to be
zero. The effective resistance ;5 is called the resistance
distance [35] between i and j of graph G.

For a graph G, the effective resistance between any
node pair can be represented in terms of the elements
of any {1}-inverse of its Laplacian matrix [36].

LEMMA 2.2. For a graph G, let L;rj denote the (i, j)th
entry of any {1}-inverse LY of its Laplacian matriz
L. Then, for any pair of nodes i,j € V, the effective
resistance €);; can be obtained from the elements of Lt
as

Q=L+ L, — L], - LT, (1)

The properties of resistance distance have been

extensively studied, and various sum rules have been
established [37].

LEMMA 2.3. (Foster’s First Theorem [38]). For a
graph G = (V, &) with N nodes and M = |E| edges, the
sum of resistance distances over all M pairs of adjacent
nodes is N — 1, that is,

> Q;=N-1 (2)
i<j
(i,5)€€
Theorem was later generalized by Foster himself
in [39], which is called Foster’s second theorem. In [26],
further extensions were provided for these two Foster’s
theorems.
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LEMMA 2.4. (Sum rule [{0]). For any two different
nodes i and j in a graph G = (V,€),

4%+ Y (Qur — Qi) =2. (3)
kEN (4)

The resistance distance is an important quantity [41],
based on which various graph invariants have been
defined and studied. Among these invariants, the
Kirchhoff index [35] is of vital importance. For a graph
G, its Kirchhoff index is defined as

N
K@) => Q=)
i,j=1 i€V
JEV

Kirchhoff index has found many applications. For
example, it can be used as measures of the overall
connectedness of a network [42], the edge centrality of
complex networks [43], as well as the robustness of the
first-order consensus algorithm in noisy networks [44-
46]. The first-order and second-order consensus
problems have received considerable attention from the
scientific community [47H49].

In recent years, several modifications of the Kirchhoff
index have been proposed, including multiplicative
degree-Kirchhoff index [50] and additive degree-
Kirchhoff index [5I]. For a graph G = (V,€),
its multiplicative degree-Kirchhoff index R*(G) and
additive degree-Kirchhoff index R*(G) are defined as

R*(G) = (did;)S;

i€y
JEV
and
RT(G) = (di + d;j) s,
i€y
JEV
respectively.

It has been shown that the multiplicative degree-
Kirchhoff index R*(G) of a graph G is equal to 4M
times the Kemeny constant of the graph [50]. The
Kemeny constant has been applied to different areas [52]
53]. For example, it can be used as a metric of the
efficiency of user navigation through the World Wide
Web [54]. Also, it was used to measure the efficiency of
robotic surveillance in network environments [55] and to
characterize the noise robustness of a class of protocols
for formation control [56].

3. NETWORK
PROPERTIES

CONSTRUCTION AND

The network family studied here is constructed in an
iterative way, controlled by two parameters: ¢ and ¢t
with ¢ > 1 and ¢ > 0. Let G4(¢) be the network after
t iterations. Let ICy (¢ > 1) denote the complete graph
with ¢ nodes. When ¢ = 1, for simplicity, suppose
that KC; is a graph with an isolate node. Then, G,(t) is
constructed as follows.

—- A

g=1 q=2
q=3

FIGURE 1. Network construction method. The next-
iteration network is obtained from the current network by
performing the operation on the right-hand side of the arrow
for each existing edge.

INoE:

FIGURE 2. The networks of the first three iterations for
q=1.

DEFINITION 3.1. For t = 0, G4(0) is the complete
graph Kgro. For t > 0, Go(t + 1) is obtained from
G, (t) by performing the following operation (see Fig.[1):
for every existing edge of Gq4(t), introduce a copy of the
complete graph Kq and connect all its nodes to both end
nodes of the edge.

Figures Bl and [ illustrate the networks for two
particular cases of ¢ = 1 and ¢ = 2, respectively.

For network G,(t), let V, denote its node set, and
let £, denote its edge set. Let Ny = |V,| and M; =
|€4| denote, respectively, the number of nodes and the
number of edges in graph G, (¢). It is easy to verify that?
for all t > 0,

t+1
M, — [latDla+2) ’ @)
2
2 [(@+1)@+2)]"" 2a+2)
Ny= —_—. 5
T g+3 { 2 N q+3 (5)
Then, the average degree of graph Gy(t) is

2M,(t)/N4(t), which converges to ¢ + 3 when ¢ is
sufficiently large. Therefore, the graph family G,(¢) is
sparse.

Let Wiy1 = Vi41\Vg represent the set of new nodes
generated at iteration g + 1, and let Wiy = Wit

<TEY

FIGURE 3. The networks of the first two iterations for
q=2.
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stand for the number of these newly generated nodes.
Then,

(6)

(¢+ (g + 2)}”1
groaral

Wt+1 = q[

Let d\ be the degree of a node v in graph G,(t), which
was generated at iteration t,. Then,

A = (g 1)t ™

By construction, in graph Gg(t) the degree of all
simultaneously emerging nodes is the same. Thus, the
number of nodes with degree (¢ + 1)!~%*!is ¢+ 2 and

to
q [%} for t, = 0 and t, > 0, respectively.

By construction, the resulting networks consist of
cliques K442 or smaller cliques and are thus called
simplicial networks, characterized by parameter gq.
They display some remarkable properties as observed
in most real networks [I]. They are scale-free, since
their node degrees obey a power-law distribution
P(d) ~ d™% with 5, = 2+ B - n2 ).
They are small-world, since their diameters grow
logarithmically with the number of nodes and their

mean clustering coefficients approach a large constant
2

g~ +3g9+3

Cssd )

dimension

Moreover, they have a finite spectral

2
W. Thus, many features

of simplicial networks are related to higher-order
interactions encoded in parameter ¢. It is expected
that other properties are also dependent on group
interactions, including the resistance distance to be
studied in the following.

4. RELATIONS AMONG VARIOUS MA-
TRICES

Before determining resistance distances, Kirchhoff
index and its invariants in simplicial networks, we
first provide some relations among matrices related to
simplicial networks. These relations are very useful
for deriving the properties of resistance distances, as
well as those relevant quantities derived from resistance
distances.

Let A; denote the adjacency matrix of graph G,(¢).
Its element A;(7,j) at row ¢ and column j of A; is:
Ai(i,j) = 1 if nodes ¢ and j are connected by an
edge in G4(t), A¢(i,7) = O otherwise. Let D, denote
the diagonal degree matrix of matrix G,(¢), with the

ith diagonal element being the degree dEt) of node 1.
Let L; denote the Laplacian matrix of G4(t). Then,
L; = D; — A;. Next, the recursion relations are derived
for the these matrices A;, Dy, and L.

For graph G,(t + 1), let a be the set of old nodes
that are already present in G4(t), and [ the set of new
nodes generated at iteration ¢ + 1, namely, those nodes
in Wiy1. Then, write A¢41 in block form as

Aa,a Aa,ﬂ
A — t+1 t+1
t+t [ AP AP ] ’

(8)

where Ay} = Ay, A?ﬁ = (Afﬁ)Ta and Afﬁ is

t4+1
a diagonal block matrix of order/dimension Wiy1/q,
taking the form Af_ﬁ = diag(By, By, - .., By) with B,

being the adjacency matrix of the complete graph K,
for ¢ > 1.

In what follows, let I denote the identity matrix of
approximate dimension. Then, the diagonal matrix
Dy is given by

_|pss o | _[(@+1)Dy 0
Dt“_[ 0 (q+1)I]_{ 0 (g+n1|” ©

which is obtained based on the following facts: when
the network evolves from iteration ¢ to iteration ¢ + 1,
the degree of each node in set « increases by a factor of
g + 1 as shown in (7)), while the degree of all nodes in
set (8 is equal to ¢ + 1. Therefore, the Laplacian matrix
L4 satisfies

Lt+1 :Dt+1 - At+1

(g+1)D:— As —A%
ARG (EDI-APS

(10)

In addition to the above-derived recursion relations
for adjacency matrix, degree diagonal matrix, and
Laplacian matrix, relations for other relevant matrices
can also be established.

LEMMA 4.1. For graph G,(t +1), t > 0,
AXH AT = q(Dy + Ay) (11)
t+144¢41 = 4\t t)-

The proof of Lemma 1l is provided in
LEMMA 4.2. For graph G,(t +1), t > 0,

A (@+nr-a%5)  =s4am. (2
The proof of Lemma, is provided in

5. RELATIONS AMONG EFFECTIVE RE-
SISTANCES

In this section, we study the relations governing
resistance distances. For graph G,(t + 1), we first
establish the evolution rule of resistance distance
between any pair of old nodes in G4(t). Then, we
demonstrate that the resistance distance between two
arbitrary nodes in G, (¢t + 1) can be exactly determined
or expressed in terms of resistance distances of those
old node pairs in G, (¢).

Write QS) to represent the resistance distance

between nodes ¢ and j in graph G,(t), and write LI to
denote a {1}-inverse of Laplacian matrix L; for Gg(t).

LEMMA 5.1. Let i,5 € V; be a pair of old nodes in
Gi11(t = 0). Then, QS) satisfies the following recursive
relation:

t+1) _ 2 o0
ol _q+2Qij. (13)
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Proof. Any {1}-inverse L] 41 of matrix L;; can be
written as

Li, L
L, = LT Lg’f; (14)

By (I0) and Lemmas 2:2] IZZI and [£2], one obtains
1 1
Lo = ((qul)thAthf‘ﬁ((q+1)IfAfjﬁ) Aff{)

= (g + 1D~ A4~ L (D0 + 4))

= ((§+1) - a0)

__ 2 gy
- +2Lt. (15)
O

By Lemma and (I8)), for two nodes i, j € V4, one
has

Q;(t+1)
:LL,a(i7i) + LL,a(jaj) - LL,a(iaj) - LL,a(jJ’)

=5 (L0 + LiG.4) ~ LG.5) ~ L1G1)
2 6®
=—Q0 16
q+2 VA ( )
as required.

In addition to the pairs of old nodes, the effective
resistance between any other pairs of nodes in G, (t+1)
can be explicitly determined or be represented in terms
of those for old nodes in G,(t). To this end, introduce
some additional quantities. For any two subsets X and
Y of set V, for nodes in graph G,(¢), define

Q;,Y: Z Qij' (17)
i€EX,JEY

For a new node i € W11 in Gg(t + 1), let A; = {m,n}
be the set of two old neighbors of i. Define

Qxr = ol (18)

LEMMA 5.2. Fort >
to each other, one has

0, i,j € Wyy1 that are adjacent

1) q+2

Proof. by Lemma 24 for i € Wy 1 and its neighboring
node j € W41, one obtains

¢+ 100+ 3 (Qg,tj” - ngj”) —2. (20)
kEN (i)

2
ot — 2 (19)

By symmetry, for any node k € N (i) except j, one has

t4+1 t4+1
Qe =, (21)
which leads to
(t+1) (t+1)\ _ ~o@+1)
S (el ) = el (22)
kEN (i)
With 20) and (22), one obtains (I9). O

LEMMA 5.3. For a node i € W41 witht > 0, one

has 5 )
ot = 24 oty 2
WA T o F e T 5%, (23)
Proof. by Lemma [2Z4] for i € W;1; and its two old
neighbors m and n belonging to V; and forming set
A; = {m,n}, one has

t+1)+ Z (Q(t+1
keN (1)

(q+1)Q o) =2 (29

and

(@+ DL+ > (e - oli) =2 (25)

kEN (i)

By symmetry, for any node k& € N (i) except m and n,
QU — U 161ds, which implies that

mk
Z ol t+1)

keN (1)

)Q(t+1) n Q(t+1) (26)

On the other hand, using Lemma [5.2] one obtains

Z Q! t+1) 2(¢—1) LD, 27)
keN (1) q + 2 b

With 24), 26]), and 7)), one has

6
20F) 4 it _ U 2 28
im + 7,0 A q +2 ( )
Analogously,
6
20D 4 it U 2 29
mn + 7,0 Ay q T 9 ( )

The above two equations show that QE:: Vo= ngfl),
which is easily understood according to the network

construction. Summing these two equations gives

12
40%) - 2051 = P (30)
That is 5 )
t+1 t+1
AR = S5+l (31)
as required. [l

LEMMA 5.4. For t > 0 and two nodes i and j, with
1 € W1 and j € Vi, one has

Qlt+) _ 1( 3

1 t+1 t+1
¢ : — it 4 D) - (39)

qg+2 9" A irJ

Proof. For the pair of nodes ¢ € Wy41 and j € Vi, by
Lemma [2.4] one obtains

keN (i)
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Considering the symmetry, for any node k € N (%)

except m and n, one has Q;t,jl) = QEEH), which yields
> - onal eal e
kEN (7)

Moreover, according to Lemma [5.2], one obtains

Z Q! t+1) 2(¢—1) LD, (35)
o q + 2 0,0

Combining (33)), (34) and B3) yields

(t+1) | o+ _ o+ _ 6
2050 + 00 -1 = 5, 60)
which, together with Lemma [5.3] gives
t+1) | Loty e+ 3
291‘;’ + §QA7, - Qj,A% = ma (37)
a formula equivalent to (32). O

LEMMA 5.5. Fort > 0, a pair of nonadjacent nodes
i and j, both in Wyy1, satisfy

31
QU+ — e 4(Q(t+1)+9(t+1))+ ity . (38)

Proof. For two nonadjacent nodes ¢ and j in W;11, by

Lemma 2.4 one has

(a+ DG+ > (e -l ) =2 (39)

kEN (7)

Following the same process as in the proof of
Lemma [5.4] one obtains

—1
S oo 224D ge, (40)
+2 A
kEN (i)
t+1 t+1 t+1
Sl = (-l Lol )

kEN (7)
Combining (39)), (#0) and {I) yields

6
20 1t ol = 42
+ AV q+ 9" ( )

which, together with Lemmas [5.3] and [5.4] leads to

(t+1) 1 6 (t4+1) (t4+1)
Q=3 (m — A A, )

1 3 1 ) 1 3 1 t+1) (t+1
— = —Za S (=gl
2 <q+2 2 A i; 2\g+2 2 +

1 3 1) 3 1 (1) (t41)
T2 <q+2 QQA + q+2 QQAJ 3 QA LY

_ 3 Loty | o) 4 Loety
Tg¢+2 4 (QAi + 4, ) * 49%%' (43)
Thus, the result follows. O

6. EXACT SOLUTIONS
KIRCHHOFF INDICES

TO VARIOUS

In this section, we determine the multiplicative degree-
Kirchhoff index, additive degree-Kirchhoff index, and
Kirchhoff index for graph G,(¢). To do so, we define
three more quantities about resistance distances related
to graph G,(t). For two subsets X and Y of set V; for
nodes in G,(t), define

Rx y(t Z QS)a (44)
i€ X,jeYy

Ryy() = > (did)QLy, (45)
i€ X,jeYy

Ry = > (di+d)o?. (46)
icX,jey

Then, Ry, v, (t), Ry, (t) and R"’;ﬁvt(t) are, respec-
tively, the Kirchhoff index, multiplicative degree-
Kirchhoff index, and additive degree-Kirchhoff index of
graph G, (¢).

For t = 0, it is easy to derive Ry, v,(0) = 2(q + 1),
R} v, (0) = 2(g + 1)%, and Ry, , (0) = 4(q + 1)*. To
obtain explicit formulas for Ry, v,(t), R}, y,(t), and
R"’;ﬁvt (t) for all t > 0, some intermediary results are
needed.

LEMMA 6.1. For graph Go(t + 1) witht >0

2g(N; — 1
> oy 2L (a7)
’iGWt+1 Q+

Proof. Note that every edge in G4(t) creates exactly ¢

new nodes of G, (¢t + 1). Summing Q(Atjl) over A; of all

nodes i € Wy is equivalent to summing Q(zt; D for q
times over all edges (z,y) belonging to &. Then, by
Lemma 2.3 one obtains

Z QXH) Z Q(tJrl

1€EWit1 (:E y)EE:
=¢ > 3% @)
(z,y)EE:
_ 2q(N:e —1)
q+2
This completes the proof. O

LEMMA 6.2. Fort > 0 and a set Y CV;, one has

Z Qt+1) Z d(t)Q t+1). (49)

1E€EWr 1 eV

Proof. For an arbitrary node x € V;, there are d&tﬂ) —
d;(f) = ng(f) new nodes in Wy, that are neighbors of

x. Thus, QS;}I) is summed qd&t) times for each node
x € Vt. O

Now, we are in position to prove the main results.
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THEOREM 6.1. For graph Gq(t) with t > 0, its
multiplicative degree-Kirchhoff indezx is

R;hvt (t)
— — (g +4)(q+1)° (W)
2(g+2)(g+1)° ((q+1)(q+2) ¢ (50)

qg+3 2

(¢+2) (3¢ +7) (g +1)? ((q+ 1)(q+2))2t
q+3 2 ’

Jr

Jr

The proof of Theorem [6.1lis provided in[Appendix C|

THEOREM 6.2. For graph Gq(t) with t > 0, its
additive degree-Kirchhoff index is

Ry, v, (1)

_4(g+2)(g+1)° ((q+ g+ 2)>t
(g+3)2 2

2(3¢+7)(g+1)* (¢* +8¢* +22¢+20) ((q+1)(q+2)>“

(q+3)2(q?+5q+8) 2
_2(g+4)(g+1)* <<q+2>(q+ 1)2)’s
q+3 2
2(q 4+ 1)%(¢* + 9q + 20)
(q+3)(q®> +5¢+38)

2(q 4+ 1)?

(Q+1)t+ (q+3)2 :

(51)

The proof of Theorem [6.2is provided in

THEOREM 6.3. For graph G,(t) with t > 0, its
Kirchhoff index is

RVth(t)
2(q 4+ 2)(¢* + 8¢ + 15¢ + 8) ((q+1)(q+2)>t
(q+3)%(¢% + 59 +8) 2
L @+ 2+ 9Bg+ (g + 1)’ ((q+1)(q+2))2t
(g +3)%(¢%2 + 5q + 8) 2
(g4 (g+1)?° ((q+2)(q+1)2)t
(¢ +3)2 2
2(q + 1)*(¢* + 9¢ + 20)
(q+3)%(¢? +5¢ +8)
4(g+1)(g+4)? ( 2 )t_ 2(g+1)
(a+3)%(¢>+5¢+8) \qg+2 (q+3)%

(g+1)

(52)

The proof of Theorem [6.3]is provided in
Using the obtained Kirchhoff index, the average

resistance distance (§2(t)) for graph G,(t) can be easily

determined, as (Q(t)) = JI@}(T‘?—(%

THEOREM 6.4. For graph G4(t) with t > 0, its mean

0.12

0.11
0.10
0.09
0.08
0.07
0.06
0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.01

Average Resistance Distance

FIGURE 4. The average resistance distance (Q,(t)) of
network G (¢) for various ¢ and t¢.

resistance distance (Q(t)) is

Q(t)) =
(g+3)?

(G Ry (R By
(2(q+2)(q3 +8¢% + 15¢ + 8) ((q+ 1(g +2))f
2

(q+3)%(¢*> + 59 +8)
(g+2)(g+4)(B3q+7)(g+1)* ((q+1)(Q+ ))Qt
(q+3)%(¢? +5q +8)
(g 4)(g+1)? ((q+2)(q+1)2)t
(g +3)? 2
2(q + 1)*(¢* + 9¢ + 20)
(q+3)2(q? + 59 +8)
4(g+1)(g+4)? 2 \" 2(+1)
* (q+3)2(¢> 4+ 59+ 8) <q+2) (q+3)2)' (53)

In the limit of large ¢ (t — o0), ([B3) converges to a
small ¢g-dependent constant

(¢+1)

lim (0, (1)) = () = —4+ DB+ 7

i @+o@ 5+ Y

demonstrating the impact of network geometry and
topology.

In Figure [ we plot the average resistance distance
(Q4(t)) as a function of ¢ and t according to (E3).
Figure [ shows that for all ¢ > 1 and ¢ > 0, the average
resistance distance (Q,(¢)) is a little greater than zero.
Particularly, for massive graphs (t — o), the average
resistance distance (€,(t)) expressed in (53) tends a
small constant (Q,) given by (54), which decreases with
increasing parameter q.

7. CONCLUSION

Empirical studies have shown that in many realistic
networks, such as biological and social networks, their
structures involve non-pairwise interactions, that is
simultaneous, higher-order interactions among a group
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of more than two nodes. This structure has a significant
impact on various dynamical processes taking place on
networks. In order to capture higher-order interactions,
some models were proposed, for many of which
simplexes are elementary building blocks.

In this paper, we presented an extensive analytical
study of resistance distances for a family of iteratively
generating networks. This network family consists of
simplexes presenting higher-order interactions among
nodes, characterized by a tunable parameter g,
which determines many structural properties, such as
power-law degree distribution, clustering coefficient,
and spectral dimension. We obtained analytical or
exact expressions for two-node resistance distance,
multiplicative degree-Kirchhoff index, additive degree-
Kirchhoff index, Kirchhoff index, and average resistance
distance. Our explicit results show that the average
resistance distance converges to a g-dependent constant,
implying that simplicial structure has strong influence
on the structural robustness. Since diverse dynamical
processes (for example, mnoisy consensus [45] [57])
are determined by average resistance distance, we
confidently conclude that higher-order organization in
network structure greatly affects the network dynamics.

Note that the network G,(¢) under study can be
considered as a pure (¢ + 1)-dimensional simplicial
complex, by looking upon each (¢ + 1)-simplex and
all its faces as the constituent simplices. Thus, the
properties and high-order interaction of G,(t) can
be characterized by a corresponding weighted graph
G,(t) [12, 130, 31], which is obtained from Gy(t) by
assigning an approximate weight to each edge in G, (¢).
In future, we will study various dynamical processes
running in G,(¢), in order to explore the effects of the
high-order interactions on dynamics [5§].
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APPENDIX A. PROOF OF LEMMA 77

Proof. In order to prove Af/ AV = q(Dy + Ay), it
suffices to show that the corresponding entries of the

two matrices Ay’ +1At 29 and ¢(D; + A;) are equivalent

to each other. For simplicity, let Y; = ¢q(D: + As),

Yi(i,j) = qdi, if i = j and
Yi(i,5) = qAi(i,j) otherwise. Let Z; = AfﬁAth{
Below it is verified that the elements Z;(i, j) of Z; equal
those associated with Y;.

Notice that matrix Aff{ can be partitioned into
Ny column vectors z; = (% N,+1, Ti,No+25 - - - ,:cinHl)T
(1t = 1,2,...,Ny) as Afﬁ = (z1,72,...,2n,), where
each x; represents the adjacency relation between the
old node i € o and all new nodes in 5. Since AtJrl =

whose entries are:

(AZ5)T, one obtains A% = (21,9,...,2n,).
Hence,
A% 5A506 T
t+14+1 (11,552,...,th) (xlvaa"'a'rNt) (Al)
= (@] T5) N, x N,

making use of which the entries Z, (i, j) of A; Jg Al 1 can
be determined by distinguishing two cases: ¢ = j and
i

For the first case of ¢ = j, the diagonal entry Z;(4, %) of
Zy; is Zy(i,i) = x; 7, equal to the number of neighbors
for node 4, which belongs to set 5. Thus, Z;(i,i) =
dEtH) . dz(‘t) d(t) Yi(i,0).

For the second case of i # j, the non-diagonal entry
Z4(i,7) of matrix Z; is

Zy(i, ) =] w5 =Y (wip - i)

kep

=3 (Aes1 (i k) A1 (G )
keB (A.2)
Apy1(ik)=1
At+1(j7k):1

where it has used the construction that each edge in
Gq(t) creates ¢ new nodes at iteration ¢ + 1. O

APPENDIX B. PROOF OF LEMMA 7?7

Proof. Matrix (q+1)I — AtJr1 is in fact a diagonal block

matrix of order Wyy1/q, given by (¢ + 1)I Afﬁ =

diag(Cy,Cy ..., Cq) where Cy is a ¢ X ¢ matrix, with
the diagonal and non-diagonal entries being ¢ + 1 and
—1, respectively.

Define @ to be the inverse of matrix (¢ + 1) Afﬁ
Then, it can be written as a diagonal block matrix of
order Wiy1/q as Q = diag(Fy, Fy ..., F,), where F is a
q X ¢ matrix, with the diagonal and non-diagonal entries
being 3/(2q + 4) and 1/(2q + 4), respectively.

Let T = AtaHQ Then, for i € V; and j € Wy, its
(i,4)th entry T'(¢,5) is

= > AL R)Qk,5)

k‘GWt+1

= > Qkj).

(i,k)EE41
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Note that the entry Q(k,j) has only three possible

values: 0, ﬁ, and m. For k = j, Q(k,j) =
m. For k # j, one can distinguish two cases: if
ko~ j, Qk,j) = m; Q(k,j) = 0 otherwise. For
A2 (i, 4), it is 1if i ~ j, and it is 0 if 4 = j.

In order to determine T'(i, j), it suffices to distinguish
two cases: i ~ j and i ~ j. For the first case of i ~ j,

(i,k)EEL+1
3
pErEr R e B
= % = _A?Jrli( 7).

For the second case of node i » j, one has j » k and
Q(k,j) = 0. Thus,

T(i,j)= Y, Qkj)=0= A:*Ji(z j). (B3)
(i,k)EEL4+1
Then,
B 88\ " o8
T=A ((q +1)I - At+1) _At+1 (B.4)
This competes the proof. [l

APPENDIX C. PROOF OF THEOREM 77

Proof. First, establish the recursion relation governing
Ry v (t+1) and Ry, v, (t). By definition,

RT}HLVHl (t + 1) :R;,a(t +
R (t+

1)+ R, 5t + 1)+
1)+ Rj 5(t+1),
in which the four terms on the right-hand side are

evaluated as follows.
For the first term, by Lemma [5.1]

R (t41) = Z d§t+1)d§t+1)Q§;+1)
1€V
JEV:
= (q+1)° Zd Daal (o)
ZGVt
JEVL
2(g+1)°
=——" R} t).
q+ 2 Vth( )

The second and third terms are equivalent to each

other. By using Lemma [5.4] and the fact that dEtH) =

q + 1 for any node i € Wy, 1, one has

Ro s(t+1) = Rjo(t+1)
= (t41) S(t+1) o (t+1)
o Z dz d]' Qij
iEW 41
JEV:
1 1
= Z (¢g+1) ((q—l—l)d(”) Z <i QX+1)+Q(t+I))
IEWi41 2 +2 2 i
JEVL
qg+1 3 1 41 o
- - 59 1d:
2 Z <q+2 27 Z(Q+)]
1€EWeg1 S
(g+1)° + 1)? 5 Q)
dy - (C.3)
1€EWiqa
JEV:

Considering Lemmas [6.1] and 6.2, (C.3)) can be written
as

* 3 Ny —1
Ra,B(t + 1) :(q + 1)2Mt (qTWH_l — M)

+2
q+ 1)? Z d(t>d(t)Q(t+1>

1,JEVL

3 q(Ntfl))
_ 1 27\1’ _2 _auwe—a)
—(Q+ ) t (q 2Wt+1 742

a(q+1)°

_|_
q+2

RY, v, (t). (C4)

Next, continue to determine the last term. For
convenience, use i ~ j (i = j) to denote that nodes
i and j are adjacent (non-adjacent). Then,

" 1 1 1
RB,B(t+ 1) = Z d§t+ )d§t+ )Q§§+ )
,JEWt+1

i#]

invj

+ Z d§t+1)d§t+1)9,§;+1)

,JEWt+1
1]

(C.5)

Considering Lemmal5.2] the first term on the right-hand
side of (CH) can be further written as

(t4+1) ;(t+1) ~(t+1)
Z di " dy Sy

5,JEWt+1
i#]
i
a1 Y 5
o +2
1,5 EWi41
i#]
i~j
2(g +1)
=—W, —1). C.6
L Weata =) (©6)

By using Lemmal[5.5] the second term on the right-hand
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side of (CH) can be further written as

Z d t+1)d(t+1 t+1)

4LJEWi 41
i

a1 ¥ (kg o) +ag)
1,JEWen1 9
o]

3(g+1)? 1)2
:7((1+ ) Wit (Wip1—q) — (qu ZQHD

2
q+ 1€EWe

+1)°
§ @t ( S oLt - Zgg;gi). (1)

1,JEWe1 €W

From Lemma, and Lemma [5.I] one has

PORET 6O DD DR

1,5 EWen JEWi41 1€EWr 1

- Y el

JEWtt1 €V

S ¥ o

TEVy JEWi41

:q2 Z d;(ct)dl(f)ﬂgjl)
‘7y€Vt

Z d(t t)Q(t
q+2 z,yeVy

2

2¢7 .
= o). (C.8)

: t41 t+1
Using 3 iy, , Q(AA) =23 Wi Q(Ai ), Lemma B1]

and (C.8), (C7) is reduced to

S oty

4,5€EWet1
1]

(g+1)?
Cog+2
*(g+1)?
2(q +2)

Wig1 (3Wig1 — 3¢ — q(Ny — 1))

+ Ry, v, (1) (C.9)

With (C6) and (C3), Rj4(t + 1) can be further
evaluated by

R 5(t+1)
+1)?
= (qq n 2) WtJrl (3Wt+1 —q— 2— q(Nt - 1))
2 2
(g +1)
+ gt 0. (C.10)

Substituting (C.2)), (C4) and (CI0) into (CI)) leads

to

R;t+1avt+1 (t + 1)
(@+2)(¢+1)° .
DD gy

(g +2)%(q +1)° ((q+1)<q+2))t
qg+3 2

a(3q +7)(q + 2)%(q + 1)* ((q +1)(q+ 2))2t
4(q +3) 2

which, under the condition Ry, ,, (0) = 2(q + 1)3, can
be solved to obtain the desired result. O

APPENDIX D. PROOF OF THEOREM ??

Proof. First, establish the recursive relation between
R"';t v, (t) and va+1 Vi, (t+1). By definition, one has

R;’;t+17vt+1 (t + 1)
=R (t+1)+R} ;(t+1)+ R (t+1)+ R}
(t+1)+ Rgﬂ

=R{ ,(t+1)+2R] ,

s(t+1)
(t+1). (D.1)

For the three terms on the right-hand side of (D)), it
is straightforward to verify that

2(g+1)
R;r,a(t+1): q+2 R;r,oz(t)v
t+1 t+1
2R} (t+1)=2 ((q+1)+d§. >) Qi+
1€ Vs,
JEWt+1

2
=2(¢+ DRap(t+ 1)+ ——R: 5(t+ 1),
(+ D)Bap(t+1) + — 7 Bt +1)

RSt +1) = — R+ 1).

Then, the quantity R?;Hl,vtﬂ(t + 1) can be computed
by

RS oy, 1) =
2(q+1)
q+2 Ra,a(t) + 2((] + 1)Ra,5(t + 1) (DQ)
2 * 2 *

The quantities on the right-hand side of (D.2)) have been
previously determined, with the exception of Ro p(t +
1). Hence, in order to evaluate RVHI Vt+1(t + 1), one
only needs to evaluate R, g(t + 1). Note that

OINOIE ) | (O\ot
Y. ) =5 >0 (@ +d)

$.5€V 1.jEV: (D.3)
1
= ;R\J/rt,Vt (t)
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Making use of Lemmas [5.4] and and (D.3)), one

obtains
Rop(t+1)=Rga(t+1)= Y QY
1EWi41
JEVE
_ Z 1( 3 1Q(t+1)+Q(t+1))
= Al
1€EWr 1 2 e+ 2 2
JEVE
-y 1( 3 Q<t+1>)+ TS gl
= A i Slig
iGWt+12 Q+2 2 Q+2 ,JEVe
JEVE
1 3 q(N:—1) q n
=—Ny| —Wip1— R t).
2 t(q+2 T2 +2(q+2) v ()

(D.4)
Inserting the above-obtained results into (D.1) gives

R¢t+1vvt+1 (t+ 1)
=(q+ DRy, v, (t) +ala + DRY, v, (t)

+ (g + D)(Ne + 2My) (qT?)QWHl _ A1) 1)) (D.5)

q+2
2(¢+1)
——— W1 (3Wip1 —q—2 —q(Ne — 1)).
+ 012 t+1( t+1 —¢q q(N: ))
Considering Rvo v, (0) = 4(q 4 1)* and Theorem [6.1]
(@.5) can be solved to obtain (5I). O

APPENDIX E. PROOF OF THEOREM 7?7
Proof. By definition, one has

RVt+17Vt+1 (t + 1)

:Ra,a(t%»1)+2Ra,5(t+1)+R575(t+1) (El)
2 1
—R 2R, g(t+1)+——-=Rj 5(t+1).
=2 Vv () +2Ra p(t+ )+(q+1)2 5,(t+1)

Inserting (C.I0) and (D.4) into (E), one obtains the

recursive relation for Ry, v, (t) as

th+17vt+1 (t + 1)
2 q + q2

“gra e 4 m g R O+ gy R ()
N, [ 2 _give— 1)
N ( + 2Wt+1 q+2
+ th+1 (3Wt+1 —q—2—q(Nt — 1)) (E.2)

Using Theorems [6.1] and and Ry, v,(0) = 2(¢q +
1), (E2) can be solved recursively to obtain . 0O
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