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We develop a theoretical framework for the study of epidelikie social contagion in large scale social
systems. We consider the most general setting in whichrdiffecommunication platforms or categories form
multiplex networks. Specifically, we propose a contactebasformation spreading model, and show that the
critical point of the multiplex system associated to thevacphase is determined by the layer whose contact
probability matrix has the largest eigenvalue. The fram&ws applied to a number of different situations,
including a real multiplex system. Finally, we also showttaen the system through which information is
disseminating is inherently multiplex, working with theagh that results from the aggregation of the different
layers is inaccurate.

PACS numbers: 89.75.Hc,89.20.-a,89.75.Kd

Social contagion processes such as the adoption of a beliafses epidemic-like models of social contagim @—32]. In
the propagation of opinions and behaviors, and the massivearticular, the Susceptible-Infected-Susceptible (Shsyplel
social movements that have recently unfolded worldwidle [1—[@], a classical approach to the study of disease spreading
|§|] are determined by many factors, among which the structurallows individuals to cyclically change their dynamicadtst
of the underlying topology and the dynamics of informationfrom susceptible (i.e., exposed to the tag) to infectedvJelgt
spreading|]8]. The advent of new communication platformgparticipating in the spreading process) and back to suiscept
such as online social networks (OSN), has made the study dife.
social contagion more challenging. Today, individualsiare In this paper, we propose a contact-based Markov chain ap-
creasingly exposed to many diverse sources of informadibn, proach [34] to study epidemic-like social contagion in mul-
of which they value differently [9], giving raise to new com- tiplex networks. We derive the conditions under which the
munication patterns that directly impact both the dynarmofcs dynamics reaches a steady state with active (infected)iahdi
information spreading and the structure of the social net/o uals coexisting with non-adopters. Our results show that th
[IE—@]. Admittedly, the commonplace multi-channel infor dynamics of the multiplex system is characterized by agetiiti
mation spreading that characterizes the way we exchange ipoint that depends solely on the layer with the largest eigen
formation nowadays has not been studied so far. One wayalue of the contact probability matrix. We also show how our
to address the latter is to consider that the process of contanodeling framework can be applied to different scenariak an
gion occurs in a system made up of different layers, i.e., irthat working with the network resulting from the projectioin
a multiplex network|.L_l|4|§3]. Although many studies haveall layers (the aggregated network) is not accurate.
dealt with social contagion and information spreading on so Let us consider a multiplex system made up\ofhodes and
cial networks, they all consider the case in which transimiss M layers (see Figuld 1), and let the supra-contact probgbilit
occurs along the contacts of a simplex, i.e., single-lagyes; ~ matrix R = {R;;} be
tem. Here we aim at filling this existing gap.

o\ T
The dynamics of this kind of processes can be modeled us- R= @ Ry + <%> C 1)
ing different classes of approaches. Threshold m0|@]4— o

assume that individuals enroll in the process being modgled where theR, s are the contact probability matrices of each

a given intrinsic propensity level, the threshold, is sgeal. layer a and ' is the interlayer coupling matrix whose ele-
Although this class of models is useful to address the emers anisC:

: X . 5 = 1if 7 andj represent the same actor in different
gence of collective behavior, they are generally desigoed tlayers

) . _ o2 Thus it is a matrix with non-zero entries only in the
simulate a single contagion process and therefore indisdu off-diagonal blocks, see FIg.1. Moreover, for a given layer

once they.are active, remain so forev.er. This is not conwenie p s defined as in the single-layer scenakid [34], i.e.,
in many situations that are characterized by self-susticice

tivity patterns [ESD7] For instance, think of an online sici (Aa)is Aai

network in which tags are used to identify the topic of the (Ra)ij =1- (1 - k—J) ; (2)
information being transmitted (likeashtagsn Twitter): in- o

dividuals can use the same tag many times, but they can aldm®ing A, the adjacency matrix of layer andk,, the degree
decide not to use it after a number of times, thus being againf nodei in layera. In addition, all vectors are column vectors
susceptible to the contagion or in the language of thresholdf the formz? = (a4 TlT, ey CUMTZJ, andl, are the vectors
models, inactive. The latter features can be captured if onef all 1s whose size is equal to the number of nodésin
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1<«2‘ fixed points of Eq.[(b) and can be easily computed numerically
e by iteration. Linearizingy; aroundo, at first order we get
- [R—Z1p=0 (6)
Layer1 0 00 B
01
o= [Wl 0 ] that has non-trivial solutions if and only 4 is an eigenvalue
y 010l 0 of R. Since we are looking for the onset of the macroscopic
m oo social contagion, namely, the critical point, the loweduea
=1 S o of 2 satisfying Eq.[(B) is
10
Ié] 1
FIG. 1: (color online) Schematic of a 2-layer multiplex grstwhere -] = A ) (7)
W c max

the contagion dynamics takes place. There are actors #@ptat
in more than one layer (green nodes connected by the dotgased  \yhereA,,,, is the largest eigenvalue of the matfix

whereas others are present only in one layer (red nods). is It is worth analyzing this result by means of a perturba-
the contagion rate within the same layer whergas represents the tive analvsis. Leth ~ A+ eAA. whereA is the largest
probability that the contagion occurs between layers. Tgte panel . ySIS. max. — € o g
shows a small network and its associatédnd A = @_, Aa. eigenvalue of? = @, R, and considerz = i + C', with
€= % < 1. SinceR is a block diagonal matrix, it has the
same set of eigenvalues pR,, } and thus we can analyze the
layera. Thus,R is a block matrix with theR,, on the diago- system in terms of the largest eigenvalues of the contact-mat

nal blocks and;%cuj on the off-diagonal blocki;, ;). As cesR,, of the layersy. For simplicity, we take the calculation

in the simplex network, in each layer, the paramaterdeter-  in the case of two layers (i.eo; = 1,2), but generalization
mines the number of contacts that are made, so that one m&§ any number of layers is straightforward. The change in the
go from a contact process (one contact per unit time) whefigenvalue (eigenvector) can be estimated using a firsrorde
Xa; = 1 to a fully reactive process (all neighbors within the @Pproximation![38]

layer are contacted) in the limi,; — oo [35]. Moreover, i¥eni

the contagion between the layers is characterized by the ra- A Npaz = T (8)

tio g—z whereg,, is the rate at which the contagion spreads

in layer . Finally, v, has the same meaning gfbut char- C

acterizes how contagion spreads from other layers to layer Av= KU, 9)

(see Fig[l), i.e., it is the rate at which a node in layagets ) . . .

infected if its counterparts in others layers are infected. wheret is the eigenvector associated to the largest eigenvalue

With the above ingredients, it is easy to see that the diseret  ©f the unperturbed matrix. Two cases are possiblé)
time evolution equation for the probability of contagionaf A1 > A2 (A2 > Ay is completely equivalent), ang A, =~

nodei of the multiplex system has the same functional form/2: WhereA; (A.) is the largest eigenvalue &, (R:). In the
as in the single-layer Cade__[34] namely first case, the eigenvector associated to the largest eyenv

A=A\ is
plt+1) = (T=p(t) * (T - q(t) + (I - @) « plt) s 10
+ jix (T g() *5(t), 3) i= - (10)
wherex stands for elements’ wise multiplication of two vec- Hence, AA =0 and
tors, i.e.,(p'* ¢); = p:;q; andfi is a vector whose components 0
are the rates at which adopters are again susceptible. More- Av= ( 5 ) . (11)
over,g;(t) is the probability that nodewill not be infected by A
any neighbor Therefore, at first oirderiapproximation, we have that the
largest eigenvalue oR is A,,.. = max,{A,}, and hence
qi(t) = H(1 — BRijpi(1)). (4) the emergence of a macroscopic steady state for the dynam-
J ics is determined by the layer with the largest eigenvalue. W
call that layer the dominant layer. Besides, the probatilit
Let us now assume thae = % [3€] and4= = & Yo = 4 node to catch the contagion at the critical point in a non-

o™

1,...,M [37]. The phase diagram can be studied by solvingjominant layer is also specified by the probability of being

Eq. (3) at the stationary state infected in the dominant one.
. L In the second casd), the eigenvector associated with the
P=0-q+0-mp«q (®)  largesteigenvalug = A; = A, is

(12)

—

This equation has always the trivial solutipp = 0, Vi = L < (1) )
Ve )

.. . . V=
1,...,N. Other non-trivial solutions are given by non zero
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where o) (7(2)) is the eigenvector associated &g (Az). L[ 7
) e n=0.25
Thus, at first order we have @ nN=05 a
. . . . 08— o n=10
U(1)C12V(2) + V(2)C217(1) 4 n=20 :
AAN= - e , (13) o6 L+ N=30 ]
UiV + Y)Y '
Q - 1//\2 0.6 L ™ —
a.nd 0.4— 0_4; n=0.0 4
£ L1/A < r 4
AT= ( e ) : (14) 02 o2 1
AU i o5 T02 03 605
The previous expression indicates that in this scenar®, th \ | ! \ L P |
critical point is smaller and that the correction dependthen 0.2 % o ° 08 !
relation between the eigenvector centralities of the nauales 1 w I w I w I I T
both layers. To further analyze the dynamical features @f th ~ =20 b) ....“n.....nn...l
contagion process, we numerically solve the system of equa- %8 e Layer 1 _,..:::::" ]
tions given by Eqs[{4) anfll(5) for the different scenarias-co [ = Layer2 oo2=” 7
sidered above. In the first case, when > Ao, the dynam- ’ ]
ics of the multiplex system is completely dominated by the 7
layer with the largest eigenvalue &f,. Thus, we expect that o
the contagion threshold coincides with the one of the domi- ]
nant layer and no effect of the inter-layer diffusion paréane o
€ = 7 near the threshold. 7

Figure[2a depicts the fraction of infecteps= + >, p;, at
the steady state against the rescaled contagion prolyaﬁg)ilit
for a multiplex composed by two layers &f; = Ny = 104 FIG. 2: (color online) Panel (a): Density of adoptes} &t the steady
nodes (thusV = N; + N, = 2-10%). Both layers have been state against the rescaled contagion probatﬁlifyramultiplex sys-
obtained using the uncorrelated configuration model with detem composed of two layers witN = 10* nodes each for different
gree distributionP (k) ~ k=9 with g = 2.3 for the first layer values of the ratio) = Z. The arrows represent the inverse of the
andg = 3.0 for the second one. Furthermore, we have as_Iargest eigenvalues of the two layers, whereas the insetsskioe

. - case in which both layers are completely disconnected. |Rajie
sumed a fully reactive scenario in both layers of the systen} o came quantity of panel (), for= 2.0, is represented but com-

(e, A = Ay — oo in Eq. 2)). As seen in panel (), puted at each layer. The inset is a zoom around the criticat pBee
where arrows represent the inverse of the largest eigeesialu the text for further details.

the contagion threshold is set iy A;. It is worth noticing
that the perturbative result still hold even for= 1. This is
due to the fact that the number of links added to the multiplexhe\,’s characterize the number of effective contacts per unit
is small compared to the number of intra-layer links and thdime, a layer that does not prevail in the contagion dynamics
perturbation can still be considered small [38]. On the pthebecause it is not topologically dominant (in terms of dts)
hand, the inset shows the results one would obtain if both laycan compensate its lack of structural strength by incrgasin
ers were disconnected. In this case, each one would have theio as to eventually become the one with the largest eigemvalu
independent contagion thresholds determined by theiesirg of the multiplex network. The previous feature opens therdoo
eigenvalues. to potential applications in which by tuning the activity ome
It is also of interest to inspect the phase diagrams of thdayer, the latter can take over the rest of the system andsset i
two layers separately. This is what is shown in Eig. 2b, whereeritical properties. Similarly, the above mechanism caaxe
we represent the fraction of infectees at the steady state @fain situations in which the system is in the critical regio
each layer. As already discussed, the dominant layer fixedespite the fact that by observing one layer one would expect
the contagion threshold of the multiplex network. However,the contrary. In other words, to determine whether the gyste
it also induces a shift of the critical point of the secondelay is in a critical regime, one should have access to both the top
to smaller values. In other words, the multiplex nature ef th logical and activity features of all layers. This is in linéthv
system leads to an earlier transition to an active phaseralso the findings in [[39], however, our model shows that once the
the non-dominant layer, as its critical pointis now smaten  dominant layer (if there is one) is detected, the analysib®f
the expected value for the isolated system, (.%)C2 < AAQ system dynamics can be carried out only on that layer.
Furthermore, a unique feature of the model directly linked We have also explored the scendijpA; ~ Ao, for which
to the multiplex nature of the system is worth stressing.h&s t the largest eigenvalue of the multiplex is given/8g,. =
largest eigenvalues involved in the calculations are tlasse max(; 3 {A1, A2} +O(e). In particular, as one needs two net-
sociated to the matricds,,, they depend not only on the adja- works with similar (very similar in this case) largest eigah
cency matricesl,,, but also om\,, (see Eq.[(R)). This depen- ues, we have used the same network in each layer and reshuf-
dency has an interesting and novel effect as shown ifiFig 3: dled the nodes from one layer to another to avoid correlation
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FIG. 3: (color online) Dependence of the largest eigenwabfehe
contact probability matricesR,’s, on )\, for the system in Fid.]2.

As it can be seen, there might be a crossover signaling teatdm- ) . .
inant layer changes. This cross-over occurs only if theviagtof FIG. 4: (color online) Density of adopterg)(at the steady state as

the topologically dominant layer is small enough: in therepte, it a function of the rescaled contagion probabilﬁyfor a multiplex

should be smaller thak; = 32. system composed of two layers wiffi = 10* nodes each (lines
with symbols) and the corresponding aggregated grapleibites).
Different curves represent different values of the ratic= % as

between the degree and the neighborhood of a node in the t\/\@?éi?}tgg' The inset is a zoom of the region around the camag

layers. Also in this case (figure not shown), numerical tssul
confirm the theoretical expectation.

Next, we study the differences in the contagion proces
when considering the contraction along the inter-layédiof

the multiplex. This amounts to consider an aggregated grap _ ; )
that corresponds to a simplex network in which all nodes ealing with the corresponding aggregated graph couldttead

and their respective links in each layer have been g"Oupe\é\{rong conclusions. Our results could help understandiag th

together, and where the inter-layer connections between thspreadmg of information in multilevel socio-technicasssms

same nodes are represented as self-loops. Since the Iarg%ygqhhowtys?rs beh?_wor ]SV'a ?th_% or Aa) mlgh;_ma(j)S—
eigenvalue of the contraction is larger than that of the imult : € critical properties ot contagion processes. Fyailr

plex, we expect the contagion threshold of the projected net;]na!yses Slﬁ.geSt th"’},t the;e are Fthreetdlfftgrlept way? 'r.i.wh'c
work to be smaller than that of the multiplex system. In ad- € "competitiveness” (as far as its potential for contage

dition, the number of infectees at the steady state shost al concerned) of a layer can be enhanced: increasing the size of

be smaller for the multiplex network, since the correction t the layer, the connectivity of its nodes or their activity.
the probabilities of being infecteg;’s, is small in this sys- E. C and R.A.B. were supported by the FPI program of
tem. Figuré 4 shows results of numerical calculations fahbo the Government of Aragon, Spain. This work has been par-
systems. As it can be seen more clearly in the inset of panelially supported by MINECO through Grants FIS2011-25167
the contagion thresholds are different. More importantlg, and FIS2012-35719; Comunidad de Aragon (Spain) through
figure provides grounded evidences of why one cannot reduc® grant to the group FENOL and by the EC FET-Proactive
a system that is inherently multi-level to a projected nelwo Projects PLEXMATH (grant 317614, to YM) and MULTI-
— the observed level of prevalence significantly differs fromPLEX (grant 317532 to YM and SM).
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