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Abstract

With the emergence of dynamic multiplex networks, corresponding to graphs where multiple types of edges evolve
over time, a key inferential task is to determine whether the layers associated with different edge types differ in their
connectivity. In this work, we introduce a hypothesis testing framework, under a latent space network model, for
assessing whether the layers share a common latent representation. The method we propose extends previous literature
related to the problem of pairwise testing for random graphs and enables global testing of differences between layers
in multiplex graphs. While we introduce the method as a test for differences between layers, it can easily be adapted
to test for differences between time points. We construct a test statistic based on a spectral embedding of an unfolded
representation of the graph adjacency matrices and demonstrate its ability to detect differences across layers in the
asymptotic regime where the number of nodes in each graph tends to infinity. The finite-sample properties of the test
are empirically demonstrated by assessing its performance on both simulated data and a biological dataset describing

the neural activity of larval Drosophila.
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1 Introduction

With the rise of increasingly complex graph-based data, the
ability to answer fundamental statistical questions about these
objects becomes increasingly relevant. In particular, when
studying graphs which are observed at multiple points in time
and which present multiple connection types through differ-
ent layers, a question that is of high practical importance is
whether any of these observed graphs are structurally different
from the others or whether they are independent realizations
of the same random process. For instance, in computer net-
work monitoring, such analysis can reveal whether traffic pat-
terns remain stable over time or exhibit structural shifts due to
attacks or configuration changes. Similarly, in neuroscience,
testing for differences across layers of a multiplex brain net-
work can shed light on how specific types of neural connec-
tions influence learning or behavior (¢f. Section 5). In this
work, we formulate this problem within a statistical hypothe-
sis testing framework.

More formally, we focus on a dynamic multiplex network
with K € Nlayers observed at T' € N time points, denoted by
G = (V,{€k,t}reik)te[r)) where V = [n]is asetof n € N
nodes shared across all layers and time points, with [n] =
{1,...,n}, and & C V x V representing the edges of type
k at time ¢, such that (¢, j) € & if and only if nodes 7, j €
V are connected by an edge of type k at time ¢. We do not

assume that edge sets are disjoint: for any (k,t) and (¥, ¢),
& tNEr + may be nonempty, allowing the same pair of nodes
to be connected across multiple layers and time points.

Our goal is to determine whether the layers of G correspond
to realizations of a shared latent structure or whether they dif-
fer systematically. More precisely, we consider the null hy-
pothesis that, while the edge sets £ ; may vary over time
points ¢ € [T, they arise from a common generative mech-
anism for all £ € [K], against the alternative that at least one
layer deviates in its underlying connectivity. In order to ad-
dress this question, we adopt tools from the spectral embed-
ding literature. In particular, we build upon the Doubly Un-
folded Adjacency Spectral Embedding (DUASE; Baum et al.,
2024) method to develop a statistical test based on its latent
position estimates. This approach builds on work developed
for pairwise tests between individual graphs based on standard
adjacency spectral embedding (Tang et al., 2017a,b), extend-
ing them to a general framework for joint testing in multilayer
and dynamic settings. Furthermore, we provide theoretical re-
sults describing the performance of the test as the number of
nodes increases.

To the best of our knowledge, the proposed testing mecha-
nism is the first test of its kind, and no other procedures have
been formally introduced in the literature to test whether lay-
ers in dynamic multiplex graphs differ in their underlying con-
nectivity patterns.
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We begin this work with a brief overview of statistical test-
ing for graphs in Section 1.1, before formally introducing the
joint hypothesis testing problem for random graphs in Sec-
tion 2. The testing methodology is detailed in Section 3, and
Section 3.2 describes a bootstrap procedure that can be used to
estimate the critical value for an a-level test. The performance
of these methods is assessed on both simulated data (cf. Sec-
tion 4) and biological learning networks of larval Drosophila
(cf- Section 5).

1.1 Background and related literature

1.1.1 Statistical testing for graphs

The topic of hypothesis testing for graphs has been extensively
explored in literature. However, much of the existing work
is centered around the topic of testing hypotheses relating to
a single graph. Within this vein, Green and Shalizi (2022)
explore the problem of bootstrapping to estimate the distri-
bution of different subgraph structures when the nodes of a
graphs are exchangeable, while Du and Tang (2023) and Fan
et al. (2022) work within the latent position model (LPM Hoff
et al., 2002) framework and investigate the problem of test-
ing whether the latent positions or community memberships
of two nodes within the same graph are equal. In this work,
we are not interested in testing hypotheses for single nodes
or quantities within a single graph, but rather we explore hy-
pothesis testing for differences between graphs. In this way,
our framework is more similar to the two-sample hypothesis
testing problem for random graphs in which one seeks to de-
termine if two sets of graphs come from the same underly-
ing distribution. Variations of this problem are an active area
of research, recently explored in Ghoshdastidar et al. (2020),
Chen et al. (2023) and Jin et al. (2024).

The literature that is most closely related to our own work is
the class of spectral embedding-based tests for the two-graph
case (see, for example Tang et al., 2017a,b), which can also
be extended to the setting where the number of nodes in the
graphs diverges (Alyakin et al., 2024). In addition to shar-
ing the underlying network model of the random dot prod-
uct graph (RDPG, cf. Athreya et al., 2018) with our work,
the structure of the testing procedure is also similar. In both
our work and in Tang et al. (2017a), a test statistic is derived
from spectral embedding estimates, and a bootstrap algorithm
is used in order to generate a reference distribution and cal-
culate a p-value. The existing literature on the two-sample
hypothesis testing problem for graphs naturally results in tests
that are similar to a ¢-test for networks. In this work, we con-
struct a joint test for differences between layers of a multiplex
network, which is therefore analogous to an equivalent of an
F'-test for graph-based data. To our knowledge, the problem
of testing differences between layers of dynamic multiplex
graphs has not yet been explored.

2002). Under this framework, each node in a graph is
equipped with a latent position #; € R? for d € N and
i € [n]. The adjacency matrix is then treated as a random ma-
trix where the connection between nodes ¢ and j is a Bernoulli
random variable with parameter obtained via a kernel func-
tion x : R? x R? — [0,1] of the latent positions of the
nodes. More formally, each of the edges are independent and
satisfy P(A; ; = 1) = k(&;,Z;). When we take the ker-
nel function to be the inner product, the model corresponds
to the random dot product graph, whose latent positions can
be consistently estimated up to an orthogonal transformation
via a spectral decomposition of the adjacency matrix (see,
for example, Athreya et al., 2018). This framework can be
adapted to accommodate graphs that are both dynamic and
multiplex through the dynamic multiplex random dot product
graph (DMPRDPG; Baum et al., 2024), used in this work. In
particular, in Definition 2.1 we define a variant of this model
for the case of fixed latent positions, and utilize the model to
construct a test for differences between layers, leveraging an
extension of the theoretical results in Baum et al. (2024).

2 Problem setting

As a framework for analyzing dynamic and multilayer graphs,
we make use of statistical latent space models which impose
a low-rank structure on the connection probabilities of the
graph. The mathematical foundations that we adopt for this
work come from the literature on the random dot product
graph. Specifically, we adopt the dynamic multiplex random
dot product graph (DMPRDPG) and the doubly unfolded ad-
jacency spectral embedding (DUASE) estimator from Baum
et al. (2024) for its parameters.

Definition 2.1 (Dynamic multiplex random dot product graph,
DMPRDPG; Baum et al. (2024)). Consider a dynamic multi-
plex graph with n nodes, T time points and K layers. For
d €N, let X,y C R? such that 7§ € [0,1] for any
€ Xand iy € Y, and let X',... XK ¢ R"¥ and
YL ..., YT € R4 pe a collection of fixed matrices such
that X¥ € X and Y! € Y forall k € [K], t € [T), i € [n],
where X and Y are the i-th row of X* and Y respectively.
Define the n x n connection probability matrices for each time
point and layer as P*t = X*Y'T and construct the doubly
unfolded probability matrix as

Pl,l Pl,T
P= : ; =XYT eRnKXnT’
PK,l PK’T
where the tall matrices X = [X! | --- | XK] ¢ Rn&xd
and Y = [Y! | - | YT] € R""*4 gre obtained by

vertical stacking. Given a sequence of adjacency matrices
ARt € {0,1}"%", for k € [K], t € [T), we define the doubly
unfolded adjacency matrix A € {0, 1}"5xnT gg

1.1.2 Latent position models ALl ALT
One of the foundational classes of network models is the A= : : (D
family of so-called latent position models (LPM; Hoff et al., AK1 AKT
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We can then say that A ~ DMPRDPG(X,Y) if the matrix
APt has independent entries with distribution
kit L pkt
A" ~ Bernoulli(P;";),
for all i,j € {l,...,n}, i # j, k € [K], t €
[T]. Equivalently, we write A ~ Bernoulli(P) or A ~
Bernoulli(XYT).

Definition 2.2 (Doubly unfolded adjacency spectral embed-
ding, DUASE; Baum et al. (2024)). Consider a set of ad-
jacency matrices {Ak’t}ke[K]’te[T] arising from a dynamic
multiplex graph, where A** € {0,1}"*" for all k € [K] and
t € [T]. Construct the doubly unfolded adjacency matrix A
as described in Equation (1), and, for d € [n], consider the
singular value decomposition

A=UDVT+U,D,VT,

where D € R¥? is a diagonal matrix containing the d largest
singular values of A, U € R8> gnd V € R""*? contain
the corresponding left and right singular vectors respectively,
and D, U and V | contain the remaining singular values,
left singular vectors, and right singular vectors respectively.
Then, the doubly unfolded adjacency spectral embedding of
{AR Y ek, err) into R is defined as:
X:UD1/2 6]RnKXd7 Y:VD1/2 GRHTXd.

Through the DUASE estimation procedure in Defini-
tion 2.2, we obtain separate sets of latent position estimates:
X, corresponding to layer-specific features, and Y, corre-
sponding to time-specific latent positions. In particular, the
DUASE left embedding X provides a time-agnostic repre-
sentation of layer-specific latent structure, which is suitable
for testing whether layers differ in their underlying connectiv-
ity patterns, effectively marginalising out over time but not
assuming that the network is temporally invariant. There-
fore, in this work we make use of the DUASE left-embedding
X = [X! | --- | XX] to construct a test for differences be-
tween layers.

The theoretical framework that we consider consists of a se-
quence of DMPRDPGs with an increasing number of nodes.
Concretely, we consider a sequence of latent position ma-
trices X,, € R"X *d and Y,, € R"T*? which are fixed
but unknown. We observe a sequence of dynamic multi-
plex graphs resulting in adjacency matrices modeled as A, ~
DMPRDPG(X,,Y,), and formulate the testing problem in
terms of the layer-specific left latent positions X,,. The graphs
in this sequence are made up of an increasing number of nodes
n, and we are interested in studying the performance of our
test as the number of nodes in each graph grows. In this frame-
work, the sequence of null hypotheses H(} of no differences
between layers can be naturally defined by:

HY XL =X2 =... = XK, 2)
Each null hypothesis H{ is tested against an alternative hy-
pothesis H7 stating that X* # X for at least one pair (k, £),

with k # ¢, k,¢ € [K]. We note that hypotheses H{ and
H}'" need not be nested or related for n # n’. In Section 3,
we propose a test statistic for H' versus H{', and we study
its asymptotic behavior when the number of nodes n is al-
lowed to grow. For our results to hold, we simply require two
mild regularity conditions on the sequence of latent positions,
which will be further detailed in Section 3.

In contrast to many standard testing problems, the param-
eter space of the matrices X,, on which we formulate our
null hypothesis increases in size as n increases. Our testing
problem is therefore not parametric in the traditional sense.
However, we treat the latent position matrices as fixed and
the model places distributional requirements on the doubly
unfolded adjacency matrices A,, € {0,1}"5>*"T and in
this way the procedure cannot be considered strictly non-
parametric. Our test is therefore best classified as semipara-
metric in the sense of Tang et al. (2017a).

We note that the problem of testing for differences over
time for dynamic multiplex graphs is closely related to our re-
search question, and can be solved using the same fundamen-
tal methodology, by replacing the left embedding X,, with the
right DUASE embedding Y ,,. For clarity, in this work we fo-
cus exclusively on the test for differences between layers, but
we note that the same procedure could equally be applied to
testing for differences over time.

3 Methods and results

The testing framework that we introduce for the null hy-
pothesis defined in (2) calculates a test statistic based on
spectral embedding of the doubly unfolded matrix A,,. Let
(X,,,Y,) = DUASE(A,,) and define the test statistic

K
1 ~ =
n = 55 — Xk - Xn ) 3
v K+/logn ]; n F )
where ):(n =+ Zszl X% and || - || denotes the Frobenius

norm of a matrix. The test statistic ,, calculates a measure of
the difference between each of the layer-specific embedding
estimates and their average.

Notably, this test statistic does not include a Procrustes

transformation between the different embeddings X’fL and X,
as is common in other tests based on spectral embedding (see,
for example, Tang et al., 2017a). By performing joint embed-
ding via DUASE rather than individual embedding procedures
for each layer, the latent position estimates for different layers
are directly comparable to one another. This detail reduces the
computational cost of calculating the test statistic and elimi-
nates one source of statistical error.

As a key contribution of this work, we show that the the test
statistic ¢,, defined in (3) can be used to construct a principled
and powerful test for the null hypothesis (2) when paired with
a rejection region (C, oo) for an appropriately chosen C' > 0.

M. Baum, F. Sanna Passino, A. Gandy



Statistical hypothesis testing for differences between layers in dynamic multiplex networks

3.1 Key results

We now introduce two results which show that the proposed
statistic 1, is able to differentiate between the null and alter-
native hypotheses as the number of nodes in the graph grows.
First, we show in Theorem 3.1 that when the latent positions
are equal across layers, the probability of rejection via the pro-
posed test statistic converges to 0 as n tends to infinity. Fur-
thermore, when the divergence between layer-specific latent
positions is sufficiently large, Theorem 3.2 demonstrates that
the rejection probability associated with the proposed testing
procedure converges to 1.

Before stating the results, we discuss two regularity con-
ditions which we impose on the sequence of latent position
matrices (X,,, Y,).

Assumption 1 (Singular values of P,,). Consider a sequence
of matrices (X,,,Y,), X,, € RHExd Yy ¢ RrT>d qpd
define the matrix P, = X, YI. We require that for all n the
singular values of P,, are unique and o4(P,,) = ©(n) for all
¢ € [d], where a;,(M) is the {-th largest singular value of the
matrix M.

Assumption 2 (Convergence of Gram matrices). Consider
a sequence of matrices (X,,Y,), X, € RrEXd Yy, €
R4 We require the existence of positive definite matri-
ces Ax,Ay € R¥™ such that n~!XTX, — Ax and
nilYJlYn — Ay.

The prescribed growth rate of the singular values of P,
in Assumption 1 is a mild condition which follows naturally
from the interpretation of the rows of X,, and Y,, as latent
positions with magnitudes not dependent on the total number
of nodes in the graph. Assumption 2 corresponds to a require-
ment that the latent positions for individual nodes exhibit a
form of stability as n increases. These assumptions are auto-
matically satisfied in the setting where the latent positions for
each node are treated as samples from a shared distribution
(cf. Propositions 3 and 12, Baum et al., 2024).

Under Assumptions 1 and 2, we obtain the following key
theoretical results on the asymptotic behavior of the proposed
test statistic 10, when combined with a test that rejects Hjy if
its observed value is larger than a constant C.

Theorem 3.1. Let (X,,Y,) X, € R°Exd Y, ¢
R"T*4 pe a sequence of latent positions satisfying the con-
ditions in Definition 2.1 and Assumptions 1 and 2, such that
Xl =X2 = ... = XEforalln € N. Let A,, ~
DMPRDPG(X,,,Y,,). Then, there exists a constant C > 0
such that

P (1, > C) =537 0.

Theorem 3.2. Let (X,,Y,) X, € R°Exd Yy, ¢
R"T*4 be a sequence of latent positions satisfying the con-
ditions in Definition 2.1 and Assumptions 1 and 2, such
that K—! 215;1 [ XE — X"HF = w(y/logn), where X,, =
K'Y % Xk Let A, ~ DMPRDPG(X,,,Y,). Then,
for any constant C' > 0, we have

n—,oo

P(y, > C) — 1.

The proofs for Theorems 3.1 and 3.2 are provided in the
appendix in Sections A.3 and A.4. Together, these results en-
sure the existence of a fixed rejection region such that, as n
tends to infinity, it is extremely unlikely that ,, lies within
this region under the null hypothesis and extremely likely
to lie within this region when the difference between layer-
specific embeddings is sufficiently large. We remark that the
set of alternatives over which the test statistic is able to dif-
ferentiate from the null is not entirely complementary to the
null hypothesis. For alternatives in which the divergence of
the layer-specific latent positions from the mean scales as or
slower than +/logn, it is not guaranteed that the test will re-
ject even for large graphs. This case roughly corresponds to
the setting in which fewer than logn nodes exhibit differen-
tiated behavior across layers. The inability to detect differ-
ences affecting only a small number of nodes is expected as
the test statistic 1, captures both the true differences in layer-
specific latent positions as well as the noise corresponding to
each of the latent position estimates. When only a tiny frac-
tion of the nodes exhibit differentiated behavior across layers,
the relatively small signal of true latent position differences is
drowned out by the noise from an increasing number of latent
position estimates.

Theorems 3.1 and 3.2 arise from consistency results in The-
orem 1 in Baum et al. (2024), adapted to the case of fixed la-
tent positions, resulting in the key statement in Theorem 3.3
below. To place a bound on the random latent position es-
timates, we adopt the concept of overwhelming probability
(Tao and Vu, 2010) and use Op(-) to denote an asymptotic
rate that bounds a sequence of random variables with over-
whelming probability. For a sequence of real-valued random
variables Z,, and real-valued function f, we write |Z,| =
Op{ f(n)} if, for any v > 0, there exist n, € Nand C, > 0
suchthat P{|Z,| < C,f(n)} >1—n""foralln > n,.

Theorem 3.3 (Fixed position two-to-infinity norm bound).
Let (X,,,Y,), X, € REXd Yy € R"T*4 pe g sequence
of latent positions satisfying the conditions in Definition 2.1
and Assumptions 1 and 2. Let A,, ~ DMPRDPG(X,,Y,)
and define (X,,,Y,) = DUASE(A,,). Then there exists a
sequence of matrices Q,, € GL(d) such that for k € [K]

_ OP( logn> 7
2—00 n

where GL(d) is the general linear group of degree d and
is the two-to-infinity matrix norm.

1 & .
k=1

[P

The proof of this result is reported in Section A.2. Theo-
rem 3.3 is critical for the analysis of the asymptotic behavior
of the test statistic. Because the ||-||,_, ., norm corresponds to
the maximum Euclidean row norm (Cape et al., 2019), Theo-
rem 3.3 provides a uniform bound on the maximum estimation
error of the latent position estimate for any individual node.
This result allows us to bound the growth rate of the noise
component of v,, as the number of nodes in the graph tends to
infinity.
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3.2 Estimating the distribution of the test
statistic via bootstrapping

Theorems 3.1 and 3.2 demonstrate that the test statistic v,
produces a powerful and well-controlled test when paired with
an appropriate critical value C. Unfortunately, despite the
availability of a central limit theorem for the DUASE esti-
mators (cf. Baum et al., 2024), the asymptotic distribution of
the test statistic v,,, under the null hypothesis is not available
in closed form in practice. Therefore, in order to estimate an
appropriate critical value, we propose a bootstrap procedure
which approximates the distribution of ¢),, under the null hy-
pothesis. Using this bootstrapped distribution, we are able to
calculate a p-value for the observed test statistic. The pro-
posed procedure is described in Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1: Bootstrap procedure for DUASE.

1 Input Left DUASE X = [X! | ... | XK] € R*Fxd,
right DUASEY = [Y! | ... | YT] € R"Tx4,
number of bootstrap samples nyoot-

2 Output Test p-value.

3 Compute X = K128 Xk,

4 Compute ¢, = (Ky/Togn) ' i [|XF — X|| .
5 for b € [npoor] do

6 | fork e [K]do

7 for ¢ € [T] do B

8 ‘ Sample A} ~ Bernoulli(XY'T).

9 Compute (Xpo0t; Yioot) = DUASE (Apoor).

10 ComPUte Xboot = Kil Zl{’(zl X]lfoot'
1 Compute

* - K X
"ll)b - (K\/@) ! Zk:l HX]lfoot
12 Compute

Prest = (1 + nboot)_l[l + Zgiolot 1{¢Z > ¢obs}]‘
13 Return Test p-value pyes.

- Xboot||F~

The use of bootstrap methods to estimate the distribution
of graph attributes is an active research area in the random
graphs literature (see, for example, Green and Shalizi, 2022;
Zu and Qin, 2024; Levin and Levina, 2025; Dilworth et al.,
2025). Levin and Levina (2025) show that bootstrap methods
that use spectral embedding to estimate the connection prob-
ability matrix and then simulate new graphs from this matrix
are appropriate in an asymptotic sense. Finite sample behav-
ior of such bootstraps, however, is not always well behaved.
Dilworth et al. (2025) introduce a testing procedure to deter-
mine if a bootstrap is valid and find that a nearest-neighbor
based bootstrap algorithm can outperform the naive plug-in
based bootstrap for graphs of finite size. For simplicity and
computational tractability, in Algorithm 1 we adopt a proce-
dure based on the standard plug-in method. Our procedure
is in the spirit of the bootstrap procedure presented in Tang
et al. (2017a), where we substitute a different embedding pro-
cedure and add an averaging step across the layer-specific em-
beddings.

The logic behind the bootstrap procedure in Algorithm 1

is that when the latent positions for all layers are equal, the
average embedding will be a good estimate for each of these
latent positions. When this is not the case, averaging over the
layers will produce an adjacency matrix with less variation
between the layers than the original graph.

4 Simulations

To complement the asymptotic results in Section 3, we ex-
plore an application of the testing procedure to the setting
where n is finite via simulation. In particular, we demon-
strate that the bootstrap procedure in Algorithm 1 produces
a faithful approximation of the theoretical test statistic distri-
bution resulting in critical values that respect the defined level
of the test and produce meaningful power. As an illustrative
example, we consider the case of the stochastic blockmodel
(SBM; Holland et al., 1983) and adapt it to the dynamic mul-
tiplex case as the dynamic multiplex stochastic blockmodel
(DMPSBM; Baum et al., 2024), a special case of the DM-
PRDPG. Under this framework, each node is assigned to one
layer-specific and one time-specific community, and the prob-
ability of a link between nodes ¢ and 7 depends only on their
community memberships.

Definition 4.1 (Dynamic multiplex stochastic blockmodel,
DMPSBM; Baum et al. (2024)). Assume that, for a dynamic
multiplex network with K layers and T time points, nodes
in a graph are assigned to groups or communities, where
integers zF € [G1], vl € [Ga], G1,G2 € N, i € [n],
denote the group membership assigned to the i-th node for
the t-th time point and k-th layer respectively. Furthermore,
define matrices Bt € [0,1)%1%%2 representing between-
group connection probabilities for the k-th layer and t-th time
point, and set B = {Bk’t}ke[K],te[T]y Z = {sz}ie[n],k'e[K]
and U = {v}}iemterr). For a set of adjacency matrices
{AR Y ek terr), we say that A ~ DMPSBM(B, Z,U),
where A is the doubly unfolded adjacency matrix (1), if

Af’? ~ Bernoulli (Bk;f ,,)
5] z0,v

foreachi,j € [n), k € [K]andt € [T).

We simulate data from a directed DMPSBM with G; = 2,
G2 =2, K = 10 and T' = 3, where the group memberships
are static such that z¥ = z¥ and v! = v! forall i € [n],
k,k' € [K] and t,t' € [T]. The connection probabilities be-
tween and within each community are defined as functions of
k € [K] and t € [T] and are prescribed by the following set

of matrices {B**}:

0.25 + ¢k

_ 0.1+ 0.1sin(2nt/T)
~ 0.1+ 0.1sin(2nt/T)

k.t
B 0.25
Although the network behavior varies across both layer and
time, our aim is to isolate and test for differences between
layer only. In our simulation, the magnitude of the differ-
ences between layers of the graph is encoded by a parameter
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e=0.0 £=0.005 =001 =0.02
n=>50 0.031 0.117 0.580 1.0
n =100 0.053 0.425 0.999 1.0
n =200 0.046 0.997 1.0 1.0
n =300 0.056 1.0 1.0 1.0

Table 1: Fraction of rejected tests for each combination of graph
size n and layer-specific difference € for the simulation de-
scribed in Section 4.

Empirical e Empirical

o i Theoretical » Wl — Theoretical

(@) n =50 (b) n = 100

p — Empirical i — Empirical

=== Theoretical === Theoretical
08 08

(¢) n = 200 (d) n =300

Figure 1: Cumulative distribution function of the p-values for
graphs with n nodes (for n ranging from 50 to 300) and
€ = 0 for the simulation described in Section 4.

€. The case where ¢ = 0 corresponds to the null hypothe-
sis and, as the parameter increases, we deviate further from
the null setting. While varying the number of nodes in each
graph, as well as the value of €, we run simulations to es-
timate the power of the testing procedure when ¢ > 0 and
demonstrate that the number of false positives is well con-
trolled when € = 0. To achieve this, we generate one graph
from the DMPSBM and embed it according the DUASE pro-
cedure with embedding dimension d = 2 corresponding to
the true dimension of the unfolded matrix of connection prob-
abilities when € = 0. We then input these embedding es-
timates into Algorithm 1 with the number of bootstrap sam-
ples np00: = 1000 to test for differences between layers using
a = 0.05. For each value of n € {50,100,200,500} and
e € {0,0.005,0.01, 0.02}, this process is repeated 1000 times
resulting in 1000 Monte Carlo replicates. For each value of n
and ¢ the fraction of rejected tests is reported in Table 1.

As prescribed by Theorem 3.2, the power of the testing pro-
cedure increases as both the number of nodes in the graph and
the magnitude of layer-wise differences increase. We see that
under the null hypothesis, the DUASE procedure produces
Type-I errors at approximately the rate of 5% as we would
expect when running the bootstrap procedure with a = 0.05.

To further investigate the validity of the testing procedure un-
der the null, we examine the distribution of p-values when
€ = 0 in Figure 1. We find that, even for graphs as small as
n = 50, the empirical distribution is exceptionally close to
the expected uniform distribution on [0, 1], suggesting that the
samples generated by Algorithm 1 accurately approximate the
distribution of the test statistic v, under the null setting.

S Application to biological learning
networks of larval Drosophila

To demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed methodol-
ogy in an applied setting, we analyze a dataset originally pre-
sented in Zheng et al. (2024), which captures the dynamic
neural activity of Drosophila larvae over time. Using meth-
ods from Eschbach et al. (2020) and Jiang and Litwin-Kumar
(2021), it is possible to use the neural connections mapped
out in Winding et al. (2023) to develop biologically-informed
simulations of Drosophila brain activity under different exper-
imental conditions.

In this analysis, we study the learning process of the
Drosophila and use our hypothesis testing method to iden-
tify which neural connections play an important role in this
process. Simulations were produced to describe the neural ac-
tivity of a Drosophila in an experiment where the insect is first
presented with a random odor paired with a reward stimulus.
At two later time points, the insect is presented with the same
odor but now without the accompanying stimulus. If the insect
has learned to associate the odor with the stimulus from the
initial exposure, then we expect to see a neural response sim-
ilar to a reward stimulus in the latter two time points despite
the fact that only the odor was presented. To generate different
experimental conditions, individual neural connections can be
selectively removed from the model that is used to produce
the simulated data, and this modified connectome model can
then be used to simulate the brain activity during this learning
process. If the removed neural connection is irrelevant for the
learning process, then we expect the data from the resulting
simulation to be unchanged. Only when the removed connec-
tion plays a critical role in the learning process do we expect
to see a meaningful change in the simulated data. The brain
activity data produced by these simulations describes the level
of activation of individual neural connections and in this way
is naturally represented by a graph. The experimental pro-
cess of removing a single connection from the data simulation
model was completed for K = 13 different neural connec-
tions. For each of these, the simulation was repeated 11 times
resulting in a total of 11 x 13 = 143 dynamic graphs observed
atT' = 160 points in time.

Using this collection of dynamic multiplex graphs, we use
the hypothesis testing method detailed in Section 3 to deter-
mine if any neural connections are important for the learning
process and, if so, which ones. As a first step, we perform
a statistical test to confirm that the 11 replicates for each ex-
perimental condition are similar. In order do this, we split
the dataset into 13 sets of dynamic graphs and represent each
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Algorithm 2: Modified bootstrap procedure for DU-
ASE on averaged adjacency matrices.

1 Input Left DUASE X = [X! | ... | XK] ¢ R"K x4,
right DUASEY = [Y! ] .- | YT] € R*T x4,
number of bootstrap samples 1p,0¢, nNumber of
average adjacency matrices 7.cp.

2 Output Test p-value.

3 Compute X = K~ S8 | Xk,

4 Compute 5, = (K+/Togn) ' S, |XF — X p.
5 for b € [npoot]| do

6 | fork e [K]do

7 for ¢t € [T] do

8 for r € [n,.,) do B

9 Sample A]lf;;t N Bernoulli(XY'T).
10 Compute A} =n LS APL

1 Compute (Xpoot, Yioot) = DUASE(Apoot).

12 ComPUte Xboot = Kil Zf:l X]lfoot'
13 Compute
* - K % X
'l/)b = (K\/@) ! Zk:l HX]lfoot - XbOOt”F'
14 Compute
Prest = (14 Npoot) "L+ Doyt L{Ty > Tops }]-
15 Return Test p-value piegt

of the 11 replicates as a distinct layer. We can then test for
differences between each of these replicates by running the
testing procedure, where the embedding dimension is selected
using the scree-plot criterion of Zhu and Ghodsi (2006), on
each of these sub-datasets. As expected, each of these tests
produces a large p-value and for each of the 13 experimen-
tal conditions we fail to reject the null hypothesis that any of
the 11 replicates are significantly different from the others. In
each of these tests, the observed test statistic is much smaller
than the values that are generated using the bootstrap algo-
rithm suggesting that the variation we observe between repli-
cates is considerably smaller than we would expect if each
of these layers were truly independent samples from a DM-
PRDPG. This reduction in variance may be due to a failure
of the independent edge assumption. Therefore, the p-values
should not be interpreted as the probabilities of events under
the null hypothesis; however, tests between layers can still be
used to gain insight into the relative magnitude of differences
between layers.

Since the null hypothesis of no difference within replicates
is not rejected, we then average the adjacency matrices cor-
responding to the replicates for each layer to create a dataset
with K = 13 layers and 7' = 160 time points describing
the averaged brain activity for each of the experimental inter-
ventions. Using the modified bootstrap procedure presented
in Algorithm 2, which accounts for the averaging of the ad-
jacency matrices, we perform a global test for the null hy-
pothesis that the latent positions for all of the K = 13 lay-
ers are identical. This is easily rejected with the observed test
statistic and bootstrap values reported in Figure 2a, suggesting

that there are significant differences between the time series of
graphs obtained by removing different neural connections.

In order to gain further understanding of which of the neural
connections behave most differently, we conduct each of the
78 possible pairwise tests and report the heatmap of p-values
in Figure 2b, and the number of rejections at the level o =
0.01 for each layer in Figure 2c. Layer 13 appears to be the
most differentiated and corresponds to the brain connection
from neuron DAN-fI to FBN-I. Critically, this is the same
connection that was identified as exhibiting distinct behavior
in Zheng et al. (2024) using clustering methods and which
has a biological justification for behaving differently in this
particular experiment: it expresses the only scenario in which
a connection to a feedback neuron is removed (Zheng et al.,
2024).

6 Conclusion

The ability to test for differences between layers of a dynamic
multiplex graph is a research question that is of key impor-
tance and arises in fields as diverse as cybersecurity and biol-
ogy. In this work, we have shown that it is possible to use
spectral methods to achieve this goal. We construct a test
statistic that is based on a spectral embedding of the adjacency
matrices of a dynamic multiplex graph and provide two formal
results to prove that this test statistic is effective in the asymp-
totic regime where the number of nodes tends to infinity. Con-
cretely, we prove the existence of a rejection region such that
our proposed test has a Type-I error rate that converges to 0
under the null and power that converges to 1 under the set of
alternatives where the divergence between layer-specific la-
tent positions scales as w(+/logn). In order to identify this
rejection region in practice, we propose a bootstrap algorithm
and demonstrate that, in simulations where a dynamic multi-
plex graph is generated by a two-community block model, the
algorithm produces rejection regions such that the resulting
test is both powerful and respects the prescribed level. Addi-
tionally, we apply this testing procedure to a biological dataset
where we find that it can be effectively used to correctly detect
the neural connections in the Drosophila connectome that are
most relevant for the learning process.

Code

Code to implement the methods proposed in this work, and re-
produce the simulated experiments, is available in the Github
repository mjbaum/dmprdpg/testing.

Acknowledgements

The authors thank Carey Priebe and Youngser Park (Johns
Hopkins University) for providing access to the data used in
Section 5. Francesco Sanna Passino acknowledges funding
from the EPSRC, grant number EP/Y002113/1.

M. Baum, F. Sanna Passino, A. Gandy


https://github.com/mjbaum/dmprdpg/tree/main/testing

Statistical hypothesis testing for differences between layers in dynamic multiplex networks

300

250
200
150

100

% I Bootstrap Samples
Observed Test Statistic

0
0.00 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00 1.25 1.50 1.75

(a) Global test for equality of latent positions

1.0
I 10
08

8

-06 z 6
=
g
2
4
04
| I I I
Ul I I I
. EEEEEEEN
12 3 4 5 6 7
Lay

9
oo 8 9 0 11 12 13
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Figure 2: Tests for differences between layers in the Drosophila connectome data: (a) global test for equality of latent positions, (b) heatmap
of p-values for all pairwise tests, and (c) number of rejections per layer across pairwise tests with significance level o = 0.01.

A Proofs

A.1 Intermediate results

Corollary 1. Let (X,,,Y,), X, € RExd vy, ¢ RrTxd
be a sequence of latent positions satisfying the conditions
in Definition 2.1 as well as Assumptions 1 and 2. Let
A, ~ DMPRDPG(X,,Y,) and define (X,,Y,) =
DUASE(A,,). Then there exists a sequence Q,, € GL(d)
such that:

K
1 <k k

= ;; Hann -Xi| =0 (Viogn).

Proof. This result follows directly from the interpretation of
[|M]|,_, . as the maximum Frobenius norm of any row of M.
In particular:

2
F

1 K
=— XkQ, — Xk
F KZ\/H nQn = Xy
k=1
1 & 2
il X K _ Xk
< K};_l \/nHXnQn Xk

K
- vixia, x|
k=1

1 K
7k k
7 2 [ Xhe - X
k=1

2—00

2—00

By applying Theorem 3.3 we have |X*Q,, — X¥ ||y 00 =
Op(n=1/210g'/? n), which gives the result. O
Corollary 2. Let (X,,,Y,), X, € RExd 7y, ¢ RnTxd
be a sequence of latent positions satisfying the conditions
in Definition 2.1 as well as Assumptions 1 and 2. Let
A, ~ DMPRDPG(X,,Y,) and define (X,,Y,) =
DUASE(A,,) and X,, = + 25:1 X%, Then there exists a
sequence Q., € GL(d) such that:

F:OP(\/@)'

Proof. The result follows from the following inequality:

1 = k 7k
= P

‘Xn - }ann

Hxn - inQn F

s
< = Xk xXEQ,Il .
_K;H n nQ F

Applying Corollary 1 yields the desired result. O

A.2 Proof of Theorem 3.3

Proof. The proof for this result follows from the proof for
the case of random latent positions presented in Theorem 1
of Baum et al. (2024), but where we replace Proposition 3
of Baum et al. (2024) with Assumption 1. The one ex-
ception is the bound on the two to infinity norm of the
terms R 2 and Ry in Proposition 14. In the fixed la-
tent position case, the rows of these terms are no longer
exchangeable and we therefore provide an alternative proof
for this bound for the fixed position case. To bound the
term [[(A —P)(I-VpVL)VaAV] |, ,  we follow Cor-
neck et al. (2025) by making use of leave-one-out analysis
in order to disentangle the dependence between A — P and
VAVY,. Fori € [nK]let A®) be defined such that:

A _ ) Ak
k:,j ij

for k € [nK] and j € [nT)]. In other words, the matrix A (")
is equal to the matrix A except that the i-th row has been
stripped of the noise corresponding to (A — P);. Let VX)
denote the right singular vectors of the matrix A(Y). We can
then decompose ||[(A — P)(I - VpVL)VaA V] as:

if ki,
if k=i,

||2—>oo

I(A =P)XT=VeVE)VAVL]|, . < @

[a—Pya-vevipvvyT|

2—00

+ (A= P)a - VeVE)(VAVE - VEVET)

2— 00

and bound these two terms separately. We begin with several
intermediate results. As a first step we bound ||VX) VX)T -
Vp VL |. By applying the Davis-Kahan theorem in a manner
similar to the proof of Proposition 8 of Baum et al. (2024), we

find that:
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v

< 2Vd|AY —P[{20,(P) +|A® — P}
- oa(P)? '

Using the fact that by definition || A() — P|| < |A — P|| we
can apply the rates from Assumption 1 and Proposition 4 of
Baum et al. (2024) to find that:

[VOVRT = VeV = 0 (n2108"20) . 5)
We then proceed by bounding ||(I — VleT;,)VX)) |7 as

|- vevivy ©)

= ‘ijj ~ VpVLVY i

Vv - vev vy

<[V vevi],

< [VRVRT - VeVE |20 = 0 (n' 21082 0) .

where in the last line we have used the rate from Equation (5)
and the relation |M| . < ||M] - rank(M). We can now
proceed with the bound of the first term of right-hand side of
Equation (4). We use the fact that ||-||,_, _ corresponds to be
maximum Frobenius norm of the individual rows and proceed
to bound the Frobenius norm of the i-th row of (A — P)(I —

Ve VEL)IVIVET using the relation

[a=Pya-vevip vV

< H(A —P),I-VpVL)VY ;

If we examine the term on the right-hand side of this expres-
sion, we see that each of its d entries is a weighted sum of n’T’
bounded independent random variables with weights given by

the columns of (I — VPV;,)VX). Because this term contains

only VX) rather than V p, the weights are statistically inde-
pendent of the i-th row of (A — P). If we denote the j-th
element of (A — P);(I — VleT))VX) as Z; ; we can apply
Hoeffding’s Inequality to bound this term. Applying the rate
from Equation (6) yields

—¢2
Op (nlogn) } '

By substituting ¢ = n'/21og®? n we see that

P(|Z; ;| >1t) < 2eXp{

P <|Z”| > nt/? logg/2 n) < 2exp (— log? n) .
and therefore that

|a—P)a-vevh VRV

(A —P)a-vevp VRV

2—00

= Op(n'/?10g*?n). (7)

It now remains to bound the second term of the right-hand side
of Equation (4). For analyzing the i-th row of the matrix we
use the relation | BC||, < ||B|| [|C|| s to write

(A =P)x— VeVE)(VAVE - VRV

<|[(A=P);(I-VpV])| HVAVTA _ VX)VX)THF .

We have ||[(A —P);(I—-VpVL)| = Op(y/n) as (A — P);
is a vector of nT elements with bounded entries and (I —
Vp VL) has constant spectral norm. To bound |[VA V) —
VX)VX)TH r we make use of Wedin’s theorem (see, for ex-
ample, Theorem 2.9 in Chen et al., 2021) to write

foava-vevi]

- I(A—P) Vs |
= 04(AD) — 041 (AD) — (A P

Applying Hoeffding’s inequality to the numerator shows that
this term is Op(logn), while for the denominator we apply
Corollary 7.3.5 from Horn and Johnson (2012) along with
Proposition 6 of Baum et al. (2024) to show that this term
is Qp(n) We therefore find that for all i € [nK]:

H(A —P)i(I-VpVE)(VaV] - VX)VX)T)HF
= Op (n_1/2 logn) .

Taking the union bound over all rows yields :

|(a-P)a-VeVE)(VaAVE - VIV

2—00

= Op (n_1/2 logn) .

By applying this bound as well as the rate from Equation (7)
to Equation (4), we conclude that

[(A=P)XT—-VpVL)VAVLI,
=0Op (nil/Q log?’/2 n) .

Following the same steps as the proof of Theorem 1 of Baum
et al. (2024) gives the desired result. O

A.3 Proof of Theorem 3.1

Proof. Let Q,, denote the invertible transformation that most
closely maps X, to X,, in the two-to-infinity norm, written
Q, = argmingegra) I Xn — XnQll2—s00. We begin by
decomposing and bounding the numerator of the proposed test
statistic 1y, rescaled by 04(Qn) = omin(Qn), the smallest

_ O]p(nl/2 log3/2 n). singular value of Q,,:
K _ | X _
By taking the union bound over all rows we conclude that Jimm(Q”) Z ’Xﬁ - X, <—= Z HXﬁQn - X, Qn
K F~ K F
k=1 k=1
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1 & _
o KXl

Under the null hypothesis H{}' in Equation (2), the second term
of the right-hand side is equal to zero by definition and there-
fore can be excluded from our analysis. We apply Corollary 1
to bound the first term and can bound the third term by Corol-
lary 2. The quantity ;i (Qy) is of constant order by Propo-
sition 12 of Baum et al. (2024) and therefore

| XK
>
k=1

It follows that ¢,, = Op (1) and therefore by the definition
of overwhelming probability for n large and any o > 0, there
exists a constant C' such that P’ (¢,, > C) < n~%, which gives
the result. O

Xk X,

F:OP(\/@>'

A.4 Proof of Theorem 3.2

Proof. We begin with the following decomposition:

15 = Xl
= ' XﬁQn - XnQn + XnQn - Xn + X]:L - X'IZQH F
F F
+ HX’:L - XEQu|| -
F

We apply Corollary 1 and Corollary 2 to show that the
latter two terms are Op (\/log n) and we make use of
the fact that ||Q|| is of constant order by Proposition
12 of Baum et al. (2024). By assumption, we have

Kt 25:1 HXfL - XnHF = w(+/logn). This gives:

1 N op 2
B
Kk:l

It follows that v, = wp (1), and therefore for any constant
C > 0 we have that P (1, > C') — 1 asn — o0. O

F:wP(\/@)'
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