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In this paper, we investigate phase transitions in the Majority-Vote model coupled with noise
layers of different structures. We examine the Square lattice and Random-regular networks, as well
as their combinations, for both vote layers and noise layers. Our findings reveal the presence of
independent third-order transitions in all cases and dependent third-order transitions when critical
transitions occur. This suggests that dependent third-order transitions may serve as precursors to
critical transitions in non-equilibrium systems. Furthermore, we observe that when the structure of
vote layers is local, the coupling between the vote layer and the noise layer leads to the absence of
critical phenomena.

I. INTRODUCTION

Phase transitions exist widely in nature. From tradi-
tional materials to the biological flock, both of equilib-
rium and non-equilibrium transitions, particularly crit-
ical transitions, exhibit simmilar bahaviors within the
same universality classes [1, 2]. The transition from a
disordered configuration to an ordered state in social sys-
tems such as opinion formation, cultural dynamics, lan-
guage dynamics has attracted much attention in recent
years as well [3]. Near the critical point, the social sys-
tems exhibit a quick response to external disturb or the
avalanche effect. Hence, predetermination of the critical
points or the locations of the points should be of signifi-
cance. Statistical physics has proven to be a very power-
ful framework to describe the phenomena, and can help
us well understand the essence of the critical transitions.
Recently, Qi and Bachmann [4] generalized the mi-

crocanonical inflection-point analysis method to iden-
tify and locate independent and dependent phase transi-
tions. This method has been applied to the study of Ising
model, flexible polymers and Baxter-Wu models, and has
proven to be very successful [5, 6]. The results of these
studies reveal the major transitions and distinguish the
details of the transition processes by signaling higher-
order transitions. Moreover, they found that the depen-
dent transitions which can only occur in co-existence with
independent transitions of a lower order. It has proven
useful as a foundation for a better understanding of gen-
eral geometric properties of phase transitions [7, 8] as
well. K. Sitarachu and M. Bachmann [9]studied the Ising
model in square lattice and found that the average clus-
ter size(ACS) (excluding isolated single spins) become
extremal at about the temperature of the third-order de-
pendent transition in the paramagnetic phase. This sug-
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gests that a collective preordering of spins occurs in this
temperature region in the disordered phase as a precur-
sor of the critical transition. In the ferromagnetic phase,
the average number of isolated spins peaks(ISN) at the
independent third-order transition temperature that was
identified by microcanonical analysis. Here, the increased
number of such “seeds” of disorder in the ferromagnetic
phase enables the formation of critical clusters once the
critical point is approached.

Can the two new order parameters (ACS and ISN)
be applied to non-equilibrium complex systems to fore-
cast the critical transitions? After S. Galam’s pio-
neer work [10–12] on opinion formation, lots of stud-
ies have emerged in this field. One well-known non-
equilibrium model in this domain is the isotropic major-
ity vote model. This model exhibits a continuous order-
disorder phase transition and has demonstrated that non-
equilibrium stochastic systems with up-down symmetry
belong to the universality class of the equilibrium Ising
model [13]. The vote models in complex networks [14–19]
have been investigated and many of them focus on the
effects of underlying topologies, such as random graphs
[20, 21], scale-free networks [22], small world networks
[23, 24] and other complex networks [22, 25–28]. The crit-
ical transition is observed in different kinds of networks
but with varied critical noise qc and critical exponents
[17].

However, all the works mentioned above ignored a very
important fact that in real social systems, systems inter-
act with their environment, mutually influencing each
other. The noise parameter q which reflects the de-
gree of a person’s rational is often heterogeneous. Mod-
eling complex phenomena through multilayer networks
is a natural choice. Of particular interest in the study
of multilayer networks is the coevolution between dif-
ferent dynamical processes. Liu et. al. studied a non-
equilibrium model known as majority vote model coupled
with reaction-diffusion processes on a two-layer multiplex
network [29]. Their coupling mechanism induces a con-
tinuous order–disorder phase transition on random regu-
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lar graphs, although this critical phenomenon disappears
on square lattices. It needs to be ascertained whether
the occurrence of this critical transition depends on the
network topology or the feedback mechanism.
We will compare the behaviors of the MV model with

different type of noises: homogeneous one caused by ex-
ternal environment, another homogeneous one caused by
the feedback from the vote dynamics and heterogeneous
noise coupled with the vote layer. In Section II, we pro-
vide a brief description of the model and our methodol-
ogy. The results are presented in Section III, followed by
discussions. Section IV concludes the paper and outlines
potential future directions.

II. THE MODEL AND THE METHOD

A. The model

Our model is defined on a two-layer multiplex network,
with each layer initially arranged in an N ×N square ar-
ray. The structure of the network’s links is upon the
specific network types employed. Square lattices (SL)
and random regular networks (RRNs) are utilized in this
work. To study the effect of the localization of the net-
work on the phase transitions, we rewire the links of the
RRN to enlarge the average shortest length [30] of the
specific layer.The parameter Γ is introduced to govern
this localization effect. For rewiring, pairs of connected
edges, denoted as (i, j) and (k, l), are chosen at random.
When the two edges are cross-rewired, giving rise to new
connected edges, (i, l) and (j, k). The Euclidean dis-
tances, denoted as d(i, j), d(k, l), d(i, l) and d(j, k) prior
to the rewiring are calculated. Then the cost function
∆d is defined,

∆d ≡ d(i, j) + d(k, l)− [d(i, l) + d(j, k)]. (1)

If ∆d < 0, the change is always accepted. Otherwise, the
rewiring is accepted only with probability

P = exp(−∆d/Γ). (2)

It’s important to note that the parameter Γ significantly
influences the average shortest length of the RRNs. A
visual representation of our model can be found in Fig-
ure 1, illustrating that larger values of Γ correspond to
shorter average shortest lengths. By manipulating Γ, we
are able to construct both localized and non-localized
network structures.
Consider a complex network in the upper layer,

wherein each node is associated with a spin variable de-
noted as σi = ±1 and the configuration of the system is
denoted by {σi}. A given spin flips with probability qi if
it agrees with the majority sign and flips with probability
1− qi if it does not. The origin of the parameter qi could
be attributed to various sources: it might emanate from
the external environment, emerge as a feedback effect
from the entire voting system, or result from feedback

generated within the local cluster accompanied by diffu-
sion on the noise layer. The subsequent paragraph will
delve into elaborations on the latter two scenarios. The
spin-flip probability is then defined by

w(σi) =
1

2
[1− (1− 2qi)σiS(

∑

j

ai,jσj)], (3)

where S(x) = sgn(x) if x 6= 0 and S(0) = 0. The sum-
mation is over the neighborhood of the site and aij = 1
if site i and j are linked.
The noise parameter should reflects the degree of a

person’s rational. It describes social tension that affects
human behaviors. Liu et. al. [29] utilized a reaction-
diffusion equation to describe the evolving of the noise in
another layer of the multi-multiplex networks.

dqi
dt

= −a+ b
Ci

N
+D

N∑

j=1

Lijqj . (4)

The parameter a captures the rise in societal tension, re-
sulting in a reduction of noise. The second term signifies
the alleviation of societal tension due to the formation
of collective structures within the voting layer. As clus-
ters form, governmental interventions are prompted to
mitigate societal tension and prevent further civil distur-
bances. Here, Ci corresponds to the cluster size of site
i in the voting layer, and N represents the total num-
ber of nodes. The last term accounts for the diffusion of
the noise within the noise layer. D stands for the diffu-
sion coefficient, and Lij is Laplacian matrix, defined as
aij − kiδij where ki is the degree of the node i.
If we consider the feedback without diffusion, all qi

have the same value q. The Eq. 4 can be derived to

dq

dt
= −a+ b[|m|+ Cmax/N ], (5)

where m is the average of the spin and Cmax is the max-
imum cluster size. In the thermodynamic limit, the Eq.
5 goes into the mean-field regime.
The competing of the two mechanisms represented by

the ratio r = a/b, governs the trajectory of the system’s
evolution, with a predetermined value of a held constant.
If noise parameters in the noise layer become too small,
the formation of clusters in vote layer will tend to increase
it. On the other hand, if noise parameters become too
large, the cluster size will also be small and the constant
decay will tend to decrease it. As a result of this delicate
balance, a combination of constant decay and the influx
of external noise passing through the noise layer clearly
steers the system toward a non-equilibrium steady state.

B. The method

We carry out extensive Monte Carlo simulations on
RRN and SL. The vote layer and the noise layer are not
required to be the same. We investigate the different
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FIG. 1. The bilayer complex network. The upper layers are the vote layers, which are RRNs with a) Γ = 0.5 and b) Γ = 2.5,
and the lower layers are the noise layers.

combinations: Both layers are RRNs or SL, or one is
RRN and the other is SL. For the coupled evolving situ-
ation, we first update the configuration of vote layer and
then update noise parameters in noise layer. Considering
different time scales of the different dynamical processes,
we update the spin configurations according to Eq. 3,
then update noise parameters according to Eq. 4 or 5
after τ MC steps. Measured quantities in our simula-
tions are the magnetization M , mean value of noise q,
susceptibility χ and Binder cumulant U at different ratio
r:

M =< |m| >=<
1

N
|

N∑

i=1

σi| >, (6)

q =<
1

N

N∑

i=1

qi >, (7)

χ = N(< m2 > − < m >2), (8)

U = 1−
< m4 >

3 < m2 >2
, (9)

For the noise coming from external environment, stan-
dard MC simulations are carried out and q is not cal-
culated. The other quantities are obtained at different
noise q.
To obtain the critical exponents, we utilize finite-size

scaling theory [31]. According to this theory, the ther-
modynamic properties obey the scaling forms, e.g.,

M ∝ N−β/ν , (10)

χ ∝ Nγ/ν , (11)

where β, γ and ν are critical exponents that should obey
the scaling relation at second-order phase transitions.
To determine the critical transition point accurately,

the location of peaks in bulk quantities defines an effec-
tive transition ratio or noise that varies with the system
size as

rc(N)|q(N) = rc|qc + λN−1/ν , (12)

where rc is the inverse critical ratio at the thermody-
namic limit and λ is a constant. Obviously, the value of
ν is necessary to obtain the other critical exponents and
the critical temperature at N ∼ ∞. We use the relation
of the maximum of the derivatives of U to obtain the
exponent ν:

∂(U)

∂r|q
|max ∝ N1/ν . (13)

To detect the higher-order transitions, two extra pa-
rameters should be calculated during the simulations.
They are ACS and ISN which give the signals of the de-
pendent and independent third transitions, respectively.
Sitarachu et. al define A as the ACS containing more
than a single spin in a given spin configuration {σ}

< A >=<
1

n′

∑

l′

Cl′ >, (14)

where l′ labels the clusters with more than one spin, Cl′

is the number of spins in cluster l′, and n′ is the total
number of clusters with more than one spin in {σ}. <
... > denotes the statistical average taken over 105 - 106

MCS.
d < A > /dT exhibits a local minimum at the de-

pendent third-order transition point for the Ising model.
This transition takes place in the paramagnetic phase,
in which the average cluster size decreases with increas-
ing temperature. This decrease accelerates for temper-
atures below the dependent third-order transition point



4

while slows down above the point. The unexpected mi-
nor change of monotony is an important signature of the
catastrophic critical transition. The third-order indepen-
dent transition occurs in the ferromagnetic phase. It re-
flects the emerging disorder and entropic variability. We
use the single-spin cluster, i.e., an isolated single spin sur-
rounded by nearest-neighbor spins with opposite orienta-
tion which suggested by Sitarachu et. al. The statistical
average of the number of isolated spins per site < n1 >
shows a local maximum at the independent third-order
transition point.

The positions of the two types of third-order transi-
tions obtained by d < A > /dT and < n1 > are in
agreement with the results of the microcanonical inflec-
tion point analysis in the Ising model.

III. RESULTS

A. Traditional critical transitions

The typical data for bulk quantities in RRNs with ex-
ternal noise, as well as for coupled RRN for the vote
layer and square lattice for noise layer with diffusion, are
shown in figure 2 and 3 respectively. The curves of the
Binder cumulants behave as normal second-phase transi-
tions crossing at the fixed point. Applying the finite size
analysis, we can obtain the critical exponents and critical
noise or critical ratio rc. Figures 4 give the maximum of
the corresponding quantities as a function of the lattice
sizes for RRN. We plot the data of the log values and
find excellent scaling behavior.

We then calculate the other cases: 1)the single-layer
networks with homogeneous external noise, and 2)the
single-layer networks with the noise feedback from the
vote layer (The noise are generated via Eq. 5), and 3)
the coupled RRNs for the vote layer(VL) and the noise
layer(NL), and 4) the coupled RRN for the VL and the
SL for the NL, and 5) the coupled RRN for the NL and
the SL for the VL, and 6) the coupled SL for both layers
(The noise are generated via Eq. 4 for the cases 3) to 6)).
The results are consistent with the previous ones [13, 29]
for the case 1) to 3). The critical transitions are found in
the first three cases except the SL vote layer with noise
feedback from the vote layer. We do not observe the sig-
nals of the critical transitions for the case 5) and 6). The
results are in Table I.

It is observed that if the noises come from feedback, the
critical transitions could not arise in the square-lattice
vote layer. If the vote layer is RRN, the critical transi-
tions always appear, belonging to the same universality
classes, no matter whether the feedback and diffusion in
the noise layer exist or not.

TABLE I. The critical exponents and the critical ratio rc or
critical noise qc

β/ν γ/ν 1/ν qc or rc
SL without feedback 0.125 1.73 1.01 0.075

RRN without feedback 0.189 0.529 0.482 0.138
SL with feedback only − − − −

RRN with feedback only 0.18 0.61 0.41 1.62
RRNs for both layers 0.23 0.55 0.47 2.08

RRN for VL and SL for NL 0.23 0.57 0.48 2.03
SL for VL and RRN for NL − − − −

SL for both layers − − − −

B. The signal of third-order transitions

The new order parameter < n1 >, < A > and the
derivations of < A > are drawn in the figures 5 to 10
in different coupling networks. The curves of < n1 >
have local maximums which imply the independent third-
order transitions. As q or r increases, some systems show
critical phenomena. We can observe the region where
< n1 > rapidly decreases and < A > rapidly increases in
the curves of the figures 5 to 7. However, if the critical
transitions do not occur in some systems, the decrease of
the curves n1 can be observed but they are not sharp,
and the increases of < A > cannot be observed in Fig.
9 and 10. While independent third-order transitions can
be observed, even the systems do not show the critical
transitions in Fig. 9 and Fig. 10. We can see from
the pictures that the positions of the 3-order transitions
do not depend on the size of the systems. Noise or the
coupling is the decisive factor. Above the positions, the
disorder of the systems emerges (but the systems do not
get into the disorder phase through critical phase transi-
tions).

The curves of the derivations of < A > can give signals
of the dependent 3-order transition which can only exist
if the first- or second-order phase transition exists[4, 9].
The local minimums are observed in Fig. 5 to 8. This
phenomenon is not obvious in the single-layer square lat-
tice. The reason for this is the local interaction leads to
the slow formations of the clusters, and the noise of the
simulation has the evident impact on the statistics of the
size of the cluster if the system size is small. The curves
of d < A > /dq when N = 48 and 64 in Fig. 5 and 6
show the distinct minimums. This behavior is observed
in Ising model in square lattices as well. For the coupled
RRNs for both layers and the coupled RRN for the vote
layer and the square lattice for the noise layer, the mini-
mums of the d < A > /dr are distinct. And the positions
locate near and above the critical transition points.

We then calculate the paratemetes n1, < A > and
d < A > /dr on the localized RRN vote layers at
Γ = 1, 0.9, 0.8, 0.7, 0.6. For the structure of the noise
layer not to affect the critical behaviors of the model,
we use the standard RRN to accelerate the simulations.
The results are presented in Fig. 11. With the decrease
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FIG. 3. The bulk properties for coupled RRN for the vote and square lattice for noise layers with diffusion.
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of Γ, the networks become more localized, and the transi-
tion points become lower. Especially, when Γ < 0.7, the
signal of the dependent third-order transitions vanishes.
Under such circumstances, the critical transition remains

unobservable through conventional finite-size analysis.
The independent and dependent 3-order transition lo-

cate on both sides of the critical points, respectively.
They provide us a way to formulate strategies to pre-
dict the near-critical area. If d < A > /dr has the
local minimum, the first- or second-order phase transi-
tions will occur at rc. Meanwhile, the positions of the
local maximums of n1 determine the other boundary of
the near-critical area. However, if d < A > /dr does
not have the local minimum, the system does not show
a first- or second-order transition. < n1 > only provides
the information of the emerging disorder.

IV. SUMMARY

We have studied the transitional behaviors of the
Majority-Vote models, beginning with an exploration of
single-layer models involving external noise and noise
feedback stemming from the voting clusters. We observe
the critical behaviors and locate the critical points for
cases involving homogeneous external noise. Upon con-
sidering the feedback mechanism, the identification of a
critical transition becomes elusive within the framework
of a square lattice. Furthermore, we delve into the analy-
sis of distinct noise layer structures and the propagation
of noise. Notably, when a regular square lattice or a lo-
calized RRN with Γ < 0.7 is adopted for the voting layer,
critical transitions do not occur. This observation sug-
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gests that feedback instigates the absence of behavior for
systems characterized by local interactions.
However, amidst these dynamics, a consistent pattern

emerges: the presence of independent 3-order phase tran-
sitions, emblematic of the emergence of disorder (below
the critical point), persists across all scenarios that we

investigated. In networks capable of supporting critical
transitions, we identify dependent 3-order phase transi-
tions. Worth noting is the parallel behavior between non-
equilibrium models and their equilibrium counterparts.
We can interpret these dependent transitions as precur-
sors of critical transitions for discrete variable models, at
the very least. By tracking changes in the sizes of consen-
sus clusters, it becomes feasible to offer early warnings
before critical phase transitions occur, facilitating timely
intervention before catastrophic collective events unfold,
all anchored in reliable empirical evidence.

This approach holds promise not only for anticipat-
ing critical phase transitions in discrete variable models
but also for extending its potential to early warnings of
critical states in other complex systems.
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