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We investigate the impact of contrarians (via negative coupling) in a multilayer network of phase
oscillators having higher-order interactions. We show that the multilayer framework facilitates
synchronization onset in the negative pairwise coupling regime. The multilayering strength governs
the onset of synchronization and the nature of the phase transition, whereas the backward critical
couplings depend on higher-order interaction strength. The system does not synchronize below a
critical value of multilayering strength. The numerical results agree with the analytical predictions
using the Ott-Antonsen approach. The results presented here may be useful for understanding
emergent behaviors in real-world complex systems with contrarians and higher-order interactions,
such as the brain and society.

a. Introduction: Many real-world systems inher-
ently possess higher-order interactions beyond traditional
pair-wise interaction setups. Examples incorporate col-
laboration graphs [1], coauthorship data, music collabo-
ration data (nodes are rap artists, simplices are sets of
rappers collaborating on songs) [2], cliques and cavities
in the human connectome [3], etc. Modeling dynamical
systems incorporating higher-order interactions has re-
vealed many emerging phenomena that may not be evi-
dent if only pair-wise interactions are considered [4–6]. In
2011, Tanaka and Aoyagi investigated the ensemble dy-
namics of phase oscillators with three-body interactions
[7]. They reported multistability for neuronal networks
with three-body interaction, which means that as the ini-
tial condition is varied, the number of synchronized neu-
rons at the steady state varies. Later, studies on glob-
ally coupled oscillators on simplicial complexes, in the
absence of pair-wise interactions, [8] revealed an abrupt
desynchronization without its counterpart of abrupt syn-
chronization transition. Further investigations of systems
involving both pairwise and higher-order interaction [9],
[10, 11], real-world networks with higher-order interac-
tion [12], attractive-repulsive coupling have unveiled a
plethora of interesting behaviors [14]. Furthermore, for
pairwise coupling case, it is known that the oscillators
negatively coupled to the mean field (contrarians) tend
to align in anti-phase with the mean-field and suppress
the global synchronization [15–19]. Positive-negative in-
teractions in a system are analogous to the model of spin
glasses [20]. Frustrated interactions exist in a spin glass
because of the random alignment of the spin. Ferromag-
netic bonds exist (neighbors have the same orientation)
and antiferromagnetic bonds (neighbors have exactly the
opposite orientation). Similar to the ferromagnetic inter-
action, positive coupling favors the alignment of the oscil-
lators in phase. In contrast, similar to anti-ferromagnetic
interactions, negative couplings attempt to set oscilla-
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tors apart and favor a phase difference of π. People
have analyzed both real and synthetic ecological networks
where facilitation and competition interactions co-exist
[21–24]. Other examples of positive and negative inter-
actions are the social model of opinion formation dynam-
ics [25], inhibitory-excitatory neurons in the brain [26],
and epithelial-mesenchymal cells in the mouse skin [27].
It has been recently shown that the contrarians can syn-
chronize beyond the pairwise interactions in the presence
of higher-order interactions [9, 13]. The higher-order in-
teractions can instigate the emergence of a coherent state
in a single-layer network even when the oscillators are
coupled negatively to the mean field by stabilizing the
synchronized state. Moving to the multilayer framework
is crucial in characterizing the interactions among the
component of various complex systems which single layer
framework cannot capture [28–36]. Multilayer networks
embody different connectivity channels, and a layer rep-
resents each channel [37]. For example, in transporta-
tion networks, different layers represent different modes
of transport, like bus, train, air, etc., between different
cities [38]. Studies on coupled phase oscillators on simpli-
cial complexes on multilayer systems have revealed mul-
tiple basins of attraction and routes to abrupt first-order
transition to synchronization [39]. Further, when a layer
of phase oscillators with positive pairwise connections
multilayered with another layer with negative pairwise
connections, such a multilayering leads to explosive syn-
chronization transition in both the layers [40] with the
onset of the transition lying at the positive value. The
current work studies multilayer networks of hypergraphs
with negative couplings. Here we investigate how con-
trarian in one layer affects the dynamical evolution of
contrarians and antagonists in another layer but in the
presence of higher-order interactions. To model this, we
fix one layer represented by the Kuramoto model with
pairwise (i.e. 1-simplex) negative interactions, and an-
other layer is set up to have triadic (i.e. 2-simplex) posi-
tive and negative interactions, and the multilayering can
also take a positive or negative value. There could be a
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scenario when all the interactions in the system are neg-
ative. We report the onset of synchronization at negative
coupling strength. The multiplexing strength governs the
nature of the transition from an incoherent state to a
completely synchronized state and the critical coupling
strength at which the transition occurs. First, we show

that for fixed higher-order coupling i.e. K
(1)
t > 3, the

first-order transition is obtained and the onset of synchro-

nization is obtained at negative K
(2)
pcf depending on the

magnitude of Dx(analytically and numerically). Then,
we show how hysteresis width depends on the magnitude

of Dx and even for strong negative K
(2)
p synchronization

persists in the system as we increase the magnitude of
Dx. Next, we elaborate on the role of higher-order cou-

pling strength K
(1)
t . The nature of phase transition from

second-order to first-order is governed by K
(1)
t as well

as backward critical coupling strength K
(2)
pcb depends on

K
(1)
t . Further, we see the behavior of r(1), r(2) with the

change in K
(1)
t and for fix pair-wise negative coupling

K
(2)
p = −2. A bifurcation is obtained at Dx = 2.8 where

r(1),(2) = 0 no more remains the stable solution, and a
second-order transition to synchronization is obtained,
and further with the increase in Dx, the oscillators re-

main in the synchronized state even for negative K
(1)
t .

b. Model: We consider an undirected and unweighted
bilayer network system with each layer consisting of N
Kuramoto oscillators. The coupled dynamics is governed
by:

θ̇
(l)
i = ω

(l)
i +H

(l)
i +

Dx

N

N
∑

j=1

sin(θ
(l

′

)
j − θ

(l)
i ), (1)

where,

H
(l)
i =

K
(l)
t

N2

N
∑

j=1

N
∑

k=1

sin(2θ
(l)
j − θ

(l)
k − θ

(l)
i )

+
K

(l)
p

N

N
∑

j=1

sin(θ
(l)
j − θ

(l)
i )

Here, l and l
′

represent the layer index, when l = 1 l
′

= 2

and vice-versa. For layer 1 (l = 1), K
(1)
p = 0 and for

layer 2 (l = 2), K
(2)
t = 0. K

(1)
t is the coupling between

2-simplex (triadic) interaction, and K
(2)
p is the coupling

between pairwise interaction. ω
(1)
i , ω

(2)
i are the intrin-

sic frequencies of layer 1 and 2 respectively. Dx is the
multiplexing strength.

The measure of the degree of synchronization, a general-
ized complex order parameter, is defined

r(l)q eιΨ
(l)
q =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

N

N
∑

j=1

eιqθ
(l)
j

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

(2)

FIG. 1. (Color Online) Schematic diagram for order pa-
rameter behavior as a function of coupling strength. (a) A
single-layer network with triadic interaction showing only an
abrupt jump in backward transition without any counter for-
ward jumps, (b) the hysteresis shifts to the negative regime
when one layer with triadic interaction is multiplexed with an-
other layer having only pairwise interaction, (c) single layer
with pairwise interaction depicts the continuous transition to
synchronization, (d) when one layer with positive pairwise in-
teraction is multiplexed with another layer with negative pair-
wise interaction, hysteresis is obtained in the positive regime
of pairwise coupling. (e) Numerical and analytical represen-

tation of r(1) as a function of K
(2)
p for Dx = 3 and K

(1)
t = 6,

N = 3000.

This quantity represents a vector sum of all the phase os-
cillators on the unit circle. The superscript in parenthe-
ses denotes the layer index(unless stated otherwise), and
the subscript ′q′ represents the moment of the quantity
defined. The first moment measures one-cluster synchro-
nization; the second moment measures the extent of two-
cluster synchronization, and so on. Evidently, r(l) = 1
implies that all the oscillators are in a coherent state,
whereas r(l) = 0 represents that all the oscillators are in
an incoherent state.
c. Analytical Calculations: Writing Eq. 1 into the
mean-field form,

θ̇
(1)
i = ω

(1)
i +K

(1)
t r

(1)
1 r

(1)
2 sin(Ψ

(1)
2 −Ψ

(1)
1 − θ

(1)
i )

+Dxr
(2)
1 sin(Ψ

(2)
1 − θ

(1)
i ),

θ̇
(2)
i = ω

(2)
i +K(2)

p r
(2)
1 sin(Ψ

(2)
1 − θ

(2)
i )

+Dxr
(1)
1 sin(Ψ

(1)
1 − θ

(2)
i )

(3)

where (r
(1)
q ,Ψ

(1)
q ), (r

(2)
q ,Ψ

(2)
q ) represent order parameter

and mean phase of layer 1 and 2 respectively with q =
1, 2. The density function f(l)(θ, ω, t) for the lth layer
obeys the continuity equation,

δf(l)

δt
+

δ(f(l)θ̇
(l))

δθ(l)
= 0 (4)
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Expanding density function into Fourier series,

f(l)(θ, ω, t) =
g(ω)

2π
(1 +

∞
∑

n=1

fn(ω, t)e
inθ + c.c.) (5)

where c.c. is the complex conjugate of the first term.
Using Ott-Antonsen ansatz, fn(ω, t) = [α(ω, t)]n, where
|α(ω, t) ≤ 1|. Substituting this series expansion into
(4)and following the [39], the system of 2N equation
reduces to a system of 4 coupled differential equations
(From now onwards, r(1),(2) represent the global order
parameter which calculates the one-cluster state of layer
1 and 2 respectively).

ṙ(1) = −∆r(1)+
K

(1)
t

2
[(r(1))3 − (r(1))5]−

Dx

2
[r(2)(r(1))2

−r(2)]

Ψ̇(1) = ω
(1)
0 +

Dx

2
[
r(2)

r(1)
+ r(2)r(1)] sin(Ψ(1) −Ψ(2))

ṙ(2) = −∆r(2)+
K

(2)
p

2
[r(2) − (r(2))3]−

Dx

2
[r(1)(r(2))2

−r(1)]

Ψ̇(2) = ω
(2)
0 +

Dx

2
[
r(1)

r(2)
+ r(1)r(2)] sin(Ψ(2) −Ψ(1))

(6)

For any steady state, it is required that ṙ(1) = ṙ(2) =
Ψ̇(1) = Ψ̇(2) = 0. For Ψ̇(1), Ψ̇(2) to be zero, Ψ(1) − Ψ(2)

must be 0 or π indicating the in-phase and out of phase
synchronization between the two layers. In either case,
the equation for r(1) and r(2) uncouple from the equa-
tion for Ψ(1) and Ψ(2). As a result, a steady-state sta-
bility analysis requires only two of the above differential
equations.

g1 = ṙ(1) = −∆r(1) +
K

(1)
t

2
[(r(1))3 − (r(1))5]−

Dx

2

[r(2)(r(1))2 − r(2)] = 0

g2 = ṙ(2) = −∆r(2) +
K

(2)
p

2
[r(2) − (r(2))3]−

Dx

2

[r(1)(r(2))2 − r(1)] = 0

(7)

it can be seen that (r(1)
∗

, r(2)
∗

) = (0, 0) is always a steady
state for any parameter value. The other steady state, a
function of all the parameters, may not be found analyt-
ically. Still, a stability analysis of (r(1)

∗

, r(2)
∗

) = (0, 0)
state will provide a constraint on the parameters and
will yield the regime for which synchronization can be
observed for negative coupling. The characteristic equa-
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FIG. 2. (Color Online) Shifting of the whole hysteresis in the

negative regime of K
(2)
p with change in multiplexing strength

Dx for fix K
(1)
t = 6. The figure depicts the behavior of or-

der parameter of layer 1 and 2 (i.e. r
(1), r

(2)) with K
(2)
p .

Cyan solid line (stable) and magenta crossed the line (un-
stable) represent the analytical curve obtained from equation
(6), whereas black and red circles represent the forward and
backward transitions obtained numerically. The network size
is N = 3000. (a) and (c) represent the forward transition of

layer 1 and 2 respectively, with change in K
(2)
p for Dx = 0, (b)

and (d) represent forward and backward transition of layer 1

and 2 respectively with change in K
(2)
p for Dx = 3.

tion

|J − λX | = 0

with J =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

δg1
δr(1)

δg1
δr(2)

δg2
δr(1)

δg2
δr(2)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

r(1)
∗=0,r(2)∗=0

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

−∆ Dx

2

Dx

2 −∆+
K(2)

p

2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

(8)

will thus give the eigenvalues

λ =
1

2



−β ±

√

√

√

√β2 − 4

(

∆2 −∆
K

(2)
p

2
−

D2
x

4

)





with β =

(

2∆−
K(2)

p

2

)

. If both the eigenvalues are neg-

ative, the incoherent state is stable, but if one of the
eigenvalues turns positive for some parameter values, the
state will become saddle. That parameter value will cor-
respond to the onset of synchronization. Henceforth,

−β >

√

√

√

√β2 − 4

(

∆2 −∆
K

(2)
p

2
−

D2
x

4

)
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FIG. 3. (Color Online) Forward and backwards critical cou-
pling strengths as a function of Dx and pair-wise coupling

strength for fixed K
(1)
t = 6. (a) Analytical presentation of

r
(1) as a function of K

(2)
p for Dx ranging from 0 to 8 (black

circles to violet left triangles). (b) Forward critical coupling

strength K
(2)
pcf (black empty circle) and backward critical cou-

pling strength K
(2)
pcb (red filled circle) as a function of Dx.

which gives a bound on K
(2)
p for the system to leave the

incoherent state through a subcritical pitchfork bifurca-
tion. The above equation simplifies to

K(2)
p >

4∆2 −D2
x

2∆
(9)

Thus, the onset of synchronization depends on the spread
of natural frequencies, which is natural as for a larger
spread in natural frequencies, a lesser fraction of oscil-
lators participates in the synchronized cluster. Inter-
estingly, the onset of synchronization also depends on
only the magnitude of Dx. For Dx = 0, synchronization
occurs at 2∆, and by increasing Dx, the critical point
(transition point) shifts towards the left. For ±Dx > 2∆

K
(2)
pc becomes negative, making the onset of synchroniza-

tion for repulsive coupling strength. Note that the crit-
ical point is independent of the higher-order coupling
strength of the other layer. Ergo, synchronization can
manifest for multilayer systems with only inhibitory cou-
plings at all levels. Next section presents simulation re-
sults along with the semi-analytical prediction 6 for the

whole r(1), r(2) −K
(1)
t ,K

(2)
p space, respectively.

We consider a bi-layer network with one-to-all multiplex-
ing, with a globally coupled system representing both
layers. To investigate the synchronization profile of each
layer, we calculate the order parameters r(1) and r(2) as
a function of intra-layer coupling strengths. To introduce

contrarians in either of the layers K
(1)
t or K

(2)
p is set to

be negative accordingly. Starting from the random ini-

tial condition K
(1)
t (or K

(2)
p ) is increased adiabatically

from an incoherent to a coherent state, which is called a

forward transition. Then, the coupling strength K
(1)
t (or

K
(2)
p ) is decreased adiabatically from the obtained coher-

ent state to the incoherent state to analyze the backward
transition. In case there is no forward transition, to real-
ize the backward transition, we start from the initial con-
dition with all the oscillators lying in the coherent state

-60 -40 -20 0
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0

0.2

0.4
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1

r
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(1)

-48

-36

-24

-12

Kpc
(2)

(a) (b)

FIG. 4. (Color Online) K
(2)
pcb as a function of pair-wise and tri-

adic coupling strengths, respectively, by fixing K
(2)
pcf = −10.5.

(a) Analytical presentation of r(1) as a function of K
(2)
p for

Dx = 5 and K
(1)
t = 0 (black circle), 2 (red square), 4 (green

triangle down), 5 (orange cross), 6 (cyan triangle up), 7 (ma-
genta diamond) and 8 (blue triangle right). (b) Forward criti-

cal coupling strength K
(2)
pcf (black empty circle) and backward

critical coupling strength K
(2)
pcb (red filled circle) as a function

of K
(1)
t for Dx = 5.

(i.e., all oscillators have either phase 0 or π) and then
adiabatically reduce the coupling strength with a step

size of δK
(1)
t (or δK

(2)
p ) until the incoherent state. The

initial frequency distribution is chosen to be Lorentzian
with σ = 1. The phase evolution of 1 is integrated us-
ing the Runge–Kutta 4th order method with step size
dt = 0.01 for a long enough time to arrive at a stationary
state after discarding the initial transients.

d. Onset of synchronization at negative K
(2)
p :

Fig. 2 illustrates the shifting of the whole hysteresis in

the negative regime of K
(2)
p as Dx is varied. For Dx = 0

((a) and (c)), layer 1 does not manifest synchronization

as K
(2)
p is increased and layer 2 experiences the second-

order transition to synchronization. However, as soon
as Dx is increased to 3, we witness the onset of syn-

chronization at negative K
(2)
pc ( − 2.5 from (9)). For

Dx = 3, starting from the random initial condition, there
exists a first-order phase transition with hysteresis, and
the whole hysteresis is obtained in the negative regime of

K
(2)
p (Fig. 2(b)). Layer 2 also manifests a jump in r(2)

from an incoherent to a partially synchronized state (with
hysteresis). Particularly, the critical coupling strength at

which forward transition is obtained (K
(2)
pcf) depends on

Dx. Still, the nature of transition, if it will be first-

order or second-order, depends on the value of K
(1)
t . For

(Dx = 3), K
(1)
t > 2 first-order transition to synchro-

nization is obtained, whereas for K
(1)
t < 2 second-order

transition is obtained. Further, for Dx > 3 even if K
(1)
t

has a high negative value, the onset of synchronization

is obtained in the negative regime of K
(2)
p . Note that

even if both the layers are comprised of contrarians, in-
dependent of the sign of Dx (positive or negative), for
|Dx| > 2, both the layers attain synchronization. Fig. 2
shows a good agreement between the numerical and an-
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FIG. 5. (Color Online) Change in the nature of phase transi-

tion of layer 1 with Dx for K
(2)
p = −2. Dx = 2.8 is the bifur-

cation point. The blue line shows the analytical curve, square
(red) represents the forward transition, square (green) repre-
sents the backward transition for (a) Dx = 2, (b) Dx = 2.8,
(c) Dx = 3.0 and (d) Dx = 10.

alytical results.
e. Impact of multiplexing strength: Dx plays a
significant role in governing the dynamics of the entire
system. Two key roles played by Dx are; (a) it facili-
tates the onset of synchronization in the negative regime

of K
(2)
p , (b) the width of hysteresis increases with Dx.

Fig. 3(a) represents an analytical curve depicting the be-

havior of r(1) with respect to K
(2)
p for different Dx values

at a fixed K
(1)
t . It can be seen that both K

(2)
pcf and K

(2)
pcb

shift towards left with the increase in Dx from 0 to 8.
For Dx = 8 the onset of synchronization is obtained at

a strong negative value of K
(2)
p ( − 35) and a prolonged

hysteresis is obtained in the range −70 < K
(2)
pcf < −35.

These results affirm that Dx facilitates the synchronized

state to exist for a larger range of negative K
(2)
p . It is

clear from Fig. 3 that both K
(2)
pcf and K

(2)
pcb shift with Dx

and hysteresis width increases with Dx. This shifting in
both forward and backward critical coupling strength is
symmetric around Dx = 0, as the dynamics only depend
on the magnitude of Dx (not on its sign).

f. Impact of higher-order coupling K
(1)
t : For any

given |Dx| > 2, K
(1)
t governs the nature of transition and

associated bifurcation. Fig. 3(a) depicts that K
(2)
pcf does

not depend upon K
(1)
t , however, K

(2)
pcb depends on K

(1)
t

as it keeps shifting towards left with an increase in K
(1)
t

thereby yielding a prolonged hysteresis. For K
(1)
t = 8,

the width of hysteresis increases remarkably. Hence the
higher-order coupling supports the synchronization to

persist even for a long range of negative K
(2)
p . Fig. 3(b)
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FIG. 6. (Color Online) Change in the nature of phase transi-

tion of layer 2 with Dx for K
(2)
p = −2. Dx = 2.8 is the bifur-

cation point.The blue line shows the analytical curve, square
(red) represents the forward transition, square (green) repre-
sents the backward transition for (a) Dx = 2, (b) Dx = 2.8,
(c) Dx = 3.0 and (d) Dx = 10.

depicts that K
(2)
pcf remains fixed to -10.5 for all K

(1)
t val-

ues (positive or negative). For K
(1)
t > 3, the nature

of transition changes from the second-order to the first-

order. Notably, even for negative K
(1)
t values, the system

attains synchronization via the second-order route.

g. Persistence of synchronization against K
(1)
t :

Next, by fixing K
(2)
p = −2 we analyze r(1) by chang-

ing K
(1)
t , and how its profiles changes for different Dx

values. For Dx = 2 and K
(2)
p = −2, starting from the

random initial conditions, there is no forward transition
to synchronization, i.e. r = 0 remains the stable solution

for all k
(1)
t . Upon setting the initial condition for oscil-

lators having equal phases (i.e. θ = 0 or π), during the
backward transition, an abrupt jump is obtained from a
coherent to an incoherent state (Fig. 5 (a)). As Dx is
increased further from 2, the unstable branch keeps ap-
proaching the r = 0 stable branch, and at Dx 2.8 the un-
stable branch merges with the stable r = 0 branch yield-
ing a continuous transition to synchronization. Dx = 2.8
is the bifurcation point. For a further increase in Dx

(Fig. 5 (c)), there is a continuous transition to synchro-

nization; however, up to negative values of K
(1)
t ( − 10),

r(1) does not reach 0. Further for |Dx| = 10, r(1) indicates
partial synchronization even for high negative values of

K
(1)
t (Fig. 5 (d)). Here also, synchronisation persists

in the system even when both layers consist of contrar-
ians. Next, moving forward to explain the behaviours
of layer 2, for |Dx| = 2, an abrupt jump to a partially
synchronized state is obtained with no counter forward
synchronization transition (Fig. 6 (a)). At Dx = 2.8,
the bifurcation occurs, the unstable branch merges with
the stable one, and the second-order transition to a par-



6

tially synchronized state is obtained (Fig. 6 (b) and (c)).
The interesting point here is that for |Dx| = 10, even

for high negative K
(1)
t , r(2) keeps attaining a large (0.7)

(Fig. 6 (d)) even stronger synchronization than that of
layer 1. Ergo, while the oscillators with pairwise nega-
tive coupling do not show synchronization, we witness
a strong synchronization facilitated by multilayer and
higher-order interactions.
h. Conclusion: We studied multilayer networks with
positive and negative pair-wise and triadic interactions
and investigated the impact of contrarians in one layer
on the dynamical evolution of agonist and contrarian
in the other layer. We found that multilayering of the
contrarian layer with another protagonist or contrarian
layer having higher-order interactions facilitates the on-
set of first-order synchronization at negative coupling

(K
(2)
p < 0). We analytically calculated the bounds for

Dx, which aids the transition to synchronization at neg-
ative coupling strength. With an increase in |Dx|, the

forward as well as backward critical points (K
(2)
pc ) keep

shifting in the negative direction, thereby resulting in the
increment of hysteresis width demonstrating aid of Dx in
synchronization of contrarians. Further, for a fixed Dx

value, the nature of the transition is decided by triadic
coupling strength. The forward critical pairwise cou-
pling depends only on Dx and not on triadic coupling,

whereas the backward critical pairwise coupling is gov-
erned by triadic interactions. Therefore, one can tune Dx

and K
(1)
t such that synchronization persists for a larger

range of negative K
(2)
p . Furthermore, if the pairwise cou-

pling strength is fixed to a negative value, there exists
a threshold value of Dx at which bifurcation occurs and
r = 0 does not remain a stable solution any longer, and,
a second-order transition to synchronization is obtained
(even when both the layers comprised of contrarians).
Both the analytical and numerical results match well.
Our study provides a method to increase the persistence
of synchronization in contrarians in multilayer systems
having higher-order interactions. A straightforward ex-
tension of the work is to include network architecture
and investigate how structural properties of hypergraphs
affect the whole dynamics.
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