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Explosive synchronization refers to an abrupt (first order) transition to non-zero phase order pa-
rameter in oscillatory networks, underpinned by the bistability of synchronous and asynchronous
states. Growing evidence suggests that this phenomenon might be no less general then the cel-
ebrated Kuramoto scenario that belongs to the second order universality class. Importantly, the
recent examples demonstrate that explosive synchronization can occur for certain network topolo-
gies and coupling types, like the global higher-order coupling, without specific requirements on the
individial oscillator dynamics or dynamics-network correlations. Here we demonstrate a rich picture
of explosive synchronization and desynchronization transitions in multiplex networks, where it is
sufficient to have a single random sparsly connected layer with higher-order coupling terms (and
not necessarily in the synchronization regime on its own), the other layer being a regular lattice
without own phase transitions at all. Moreover, explosive synchronization emerges even when the
random layer has only low-order pairwise coupling, althoug the hysteresis interval becomes narrow
and explosive desynchronization is no longer observed. The relevance to the normal and pathological
dynamics of neural-glial networks is pointed out.

PACS numbers: 05.45.Xt,05.45.Pq

I. INTRODUCTION

Continuous (“soft”) and discontinous (“hard”) transi-
tions to synchronization have stayed in the focus of at-
tention since the early studies of the phenomenon [1–4].
There the onset of zero frequency mismatch is under-
pinned by different bifurcation scenarious, the main con-
trol parameters being the driving amplitude or mutual
coupling strength. Later investigations elaborated the
picture regarding bi- and multi- stability as a source of
the hard scenario [5–7].

In oscillatory networks, synchronization used to be
associated with the Kuramoto-type second-order phase
transition, characterized by the continuous increase of the
appropriately introduced phase order parameter above
the bifurcation point [8, 9]. Until recently, few excep-
tions permitting an abrupt transition have been known,
to name inertia in indivudual phase dynamics [10] and
specific frequency distributions [11, 12].

The interest in complex networks dynamics opened a
new perspective, and, along with generalization of condi-
tions for the second order transition to synchrony [13, 14],
there emerged multiple examples of the first order (“ex-
plosive” or “abrupt”) transition, underpinned by correla-
tions between natural frequencies and node degrees of the
oscillators [15], weighting coupling according to the mis-
match in natural frequencies of neighboring oscillators,
implementing other disassortativity rules [16–19], or in-
troducing adaptive coupling according to local or global
phase order parameters [20–22].

Despite the progress, there still remained a question,
whether explosive synchronization can occur without a
specific relation between the network architecture and

static or dynamical properties of the nodes. One of the
found possibilities was implementing higher order cou-
pling (triplet and quadruplet interactions, or 2- and 3-
simpleces, respectively) on top of the all-to-all pairwise
coupling [23]. Another one was to introduce multiplex
networks with attractive and repulsive coupling in dif-
ferent layers, motivated by the physiological reality of
biological neural networks [24].

Multiplex networks have provided a rich framework to
observe abrupt sycnrhonization transitions. Beside the
above example, it was also demonstrated, that multi-
plexing layers with the different dynamical properties,
inertial and non-inertial Kuramoto oscillations (support-
ing and non-supporting explosive syncrhonization) can
lead to the pan-network first order transition [25]. Mul-
tiplexing layers with pairwise and higher-order all-to-all
intralayer coupling can establish the global explosive syn-
chronization transition as well [26].

In this paper we extend these findings, investigating
the two-layer multiplex network that models the dynam-
ics of neural-glial (neural-astrocytic) enembles. The “neu-
ral” layer can be implemented as a random Erdös-Rényi
graph, or a small-world graph, or an intermediate achi-
tecture [27]. The “glial” layer is implemented as a locally
coupled regular lattice, reflecting diffusion of extracellu-
lar calcium, glutamate and other mediators of astrocytic
interactions. Distributions of the natural frequencies be-
tween the layers differ, such that the “neural” oscillators
frequencies are an order of magnitude greater than that
of “astrocytic”. Previoulsy, it has been demonstrated,
that beside a quite intuitive transduction of the second
order transition to the regular lattice layer (where it is
impossible on its own), the interaction between the layers
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Figure 1: Kuramoto mean-field (a) and frequency (b) synchronization in the layers of different topology in dependence on the
intralayer coupling σ = σG = K

(N)
1 , when the interlayer coupling is absent, σGN = 0. Here «×» refer to the regular lattice (glial

subsystem), and the other markers to the neural network with triadic interaction strength K
(N)
2 = 0.0 (black «◦»), K(N)

2 = 0.05

(grey «□») and K
(N)
2 = 0.15 (blue and red «◦» for increasing and decreasing σ = K

(N)
1 passages, respectively). Here the system

size is N = 50× 50.

can induce such a transition even if the “neural” layer is
not originally synchronized [28, 29].

First, we address the case of the higher-order and ir-
regular sparse coupling in the “neural” layer and investi-
gate if multiplexing to a “glial” lattice can induce global
explosive transition. Second, we demonstrate that even
if the “neural” layer has just pairwise interactions (that
permits the second order transition only), multiplexing
it to the lattice (that does not allow for the phase order
at all) can initiate global explosive-type syncrhony under
certain conditions.

II. MODEL

We study the two-layer network model of phase oscil-
lators, one of which mimics an ensemble of interacting
glial cells (astrocytes) and the other layer represents in-
teracting neural cells. This is a qualitative model of the
cerebral cortex, that captures the multi-timescale nature
and multiplex topology of biological neuronal and glial
networks[28, 29]. Both layers consist of N = M × M
nodes.

Interactions between glial and glial-neural cells are lo-
cal since in the physiological systems they are provided
by diffusion of extracellular calcium, glutamate and other
neurotransmitters. We assume that “glial” oscillators are
placed on a two-dimensional quadratic lattice.

Neural cells are characterized by long-range synaptic
interactions, and there is evidence that a characteristic
architecture is on the border between Erdős-Rényi ran-
dom network and the Watts-Strogatz small-world net-
work, and the connectivity is sparse [30]. Besides, exper-

imental evidence suggest that neurons and brain areas
are grouped in cliques and can be effectively described as
simplical complexes [31–33].

It leads us to the following architecture of the sparse
“neural” layer: a pair of two nodes connected with each
other with probability p = 4/(N − 1) (basic pairwise
interactions, also referred to as a simplicial complex of
order 1); similarly, a set of three nodes connected with
each other with probability p = 16/(N − 1)2 (triadic
interactions, referred to as a simplicial complex of order
2). Finally, interlayer links are such that each node in
the neural layer is connected to its mirror and all the
neighbors of the mirror node in the glial layer.

The coupled Kuramoto oscillators on multilayer net-
works with each layer presented by a simplicial network
follow the model proposed in [23]:

dθ
(N)
i

dt
= ω

(N)
i + S(N)

i + σGN

∑
{i′}

sin(θ
(G)
i′ − θ

(N)
i ), (1)

for neural layer, where

S(N)
i = K

(N)
1

N∑
j=1

Aij sin
(
θ
(N)
j − θ

(N)
i

)
+ (2)

+
K

(N)
2

2

N∑
j,k=1

Bijk sin
(
2θ

(N)
j − θ

(N)
k − θ

(N)
i

)
.
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Figure 2: Mean field (a) and color-coded log10 density distribution of observed frequencies (b) vs. glial coupling strength,
σGN = σG in the layers of different topology for the system size N = 50 × 50. Here interactions in the neural network are
pairwise and triadic with the coupling strengths K

(N)
1 = 0.1 and K

(N)
2 = 0.15, respectively. At K

(N)
1 = 0.1 oscillations in the

isolated neural layer are nonsynchronous.

Figure 3: Mean field (a) and color-coded log10 density distribution of observed frequencies (b) vs. glial coupling strength,
σGN = σG in the layers of different topology for the system size N = 50 × 50. Here interactions in the neural network are
pairwise and triadic with the coupling strengths K

(N)
1 = 0.4 and K

(N)
2 = 0.15, respectively. At K

(N)
1 = 0.4 oscillations in the

isolated neural layer are synchronous.

For glial layer equations of motion are given by

dθ
(G)
i

dt
= ω

(G)
i + σG

∑
{n}

sin(θ(G)
n − θ

(G)
i ) +

+ σGN

∑
{i′}

sin(θ
(N)
i′ − θ

(G)
i ). (3)

In equations (1)–(3) θ
(α)
i and ω

(α)
i are, respectively,

the phases and natural frequencies of the i-th oscil-
lator in the α = {G,N} layer. The frequencies are
taken randomly from the uniform distribution so that
ωi ∈ [ω

(G,N)
0 −1/2;ω

(G,N)
0 +1/2]. The neuronal spiking is

up to ten times faster than the chemical dynamics of glial
cells, therefore we set the mean frequencies ω(G)

0 = 1 and
ω
(N)
0 = 10. K

(N)
i indicates the coupling strength for the

i-simplex interactions in the neural layer. Aij , Bijk are
adjacency matrix elements {0, 1} and represent, respec-
tively, pair-wise and triadic interactions. The coupling
strengths takes specific values, σG and σGN, for inter-
glial and glial-neural interactions, respectively. Finally,
we make use of open boundary conditions for both layers.

We use two measures to quantitatively describe syn-
chronization in the network. The global phase order is
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Figure 4: Two-parameter diagrams for the color-coded subnetwork order parameters, ρN (a) and ρG (c); (b) a zoomed region
of two-parameter diagram (a): vertical dashed lines denote forward and backward passages for K

(N)
1 = 0.1 and K

(N)
1 = 0.1,

cf. Fig.5; lines with diamonds (“⋄”) correspond to desynchronization transitions and lines with circles (“◦”) correspond to
synchronization transions on the forward (increasing σG, blue) and backward (decreasing σG, red) passages. Here the system
size is N = 50× 50 and interactions are pairwise and triadic with the coupling strengths K

(N)
1 and K

(N)
2 = 0.15, respectively.

measured by the Kuramoto order parameter

ρ =
1

N

∣∣∣∣∣
N∑

n=1

eiθn

∣∣∣∣∣ , (4)

where ρ varies as 0 ≤ ρ ≤ 1. The minimal value ρ = 0
would realize if all phases are distributed uniformly over
the unit circle (oscillators are completely asynchronous),
whereas ρ = 1 occurs when all phases are identical (oscil-
lators are completely synchronized). The order parame-
ters for each layer were also investigated: ρG and ρN for
the glial and neural networks, respectively.

The averaged observed frequency of some i-th oscilla-
tor is defined as:

Ωi =
θi(t)− θi(t0)

t− t0
, (5)

where t is some time such that t > t0, and t0 is taken large
enough so that the transients would definitely completed.
The degree of frequency synchronization is characterized
by the standard deviation of observed frequencies (5): ∆
for the whole network, ∆G and ∆N for each separated
layer, respectively.

The numerical integration of the system with M = 50
over a time interval [0, T ] was implemented with a fourth-
order Runge-Kutta scheme with the final time T = 1500
t.u., time step ∆t = 0.001 and the transient time t0 = 500
t.u. Initial phases were taken randomly from the uniform
distribution on a circle.

III. RESULTS

Single layer networks

When the two layers are isolated (σGN = 0), transi-
tions to synchronization are dictated by their respective

topology. For the isolated regular glial layer the Ku-
ramoto transition does not occur (Fig.1a). In the absence
of simplex interactions (K(N)

2 = 0), the isolated random
neural network demonstrates the Kuramoto-type transi-
tion to phase order at some critical value Ksynch

1 ≈ 1.5
(Fig.1a). The partial frequency synchronization in the
neural and glial layers sets on gradually as the coupling
is increased (see Fig.1b).

In [23], it was demonstrated, in particular, that the 3-
layer multiplex network (random 1−, 2− and 3−simplex
interactions in each layer, respectively) can support ex-
plosive synchronization. We attempted to further soften
this requirement, reducing it to a single-layer network
that combiness random 1− and 2−simplex interactions.
Numerical simulations show that the presence of suffi-
ciently strong second-order interactions K(N)

2 gives rise to
abrupt synchronization transition (see Figs.1). Markedly,
the accompanying frequency sycnhronization is complete,
as the variance of average frequency drops down to zero.

The first-order transition in underpinned by hystere-
sis: the system undergoes a transition from a nonsyn-
chronous (ρN ≈ 0.0) to a synchronous state (ρN ≈ 1.0)
at Ksynch

1 ≈ 0.15 as K
(N)
1 is increased (blue line marked

by “o”), and, then, to another abrupt transition from syn-
chronization to desynchronization at Kdesynch

1 ≈ 0.08 as
K

(N)
1 is decreased (here K

(N)
2 = 0.1), (red line marked by

“o”), cf. Fig.1.

Multiplexing networks and timescales

We address the case of multiplex (double layer) net-
works, coupling the base random (“neural”) layer to the
regular (“glial”) one. The latter is additionally character-
ized by the different (slower) timescale, with regard to
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Figure 5: The order parameter ρN is shown as a function
of glial coupling strength, σGN = σG, in coupled neural and
glial layers of size N = 50 × 50. Numerical results are ob-
tained by increasing σG forward and subsequent decreasing
back, while taking the final set of phases as initial conditions
for the next run. This reveals a hysteresis loop with abrupt
synchronization and desynchronization transitions. Two typ-
ical types of hysteresis loops are shown [passages along the
dashed vertical lines in Fig.4b]: (a) for K(N)

1 = 0.1 [see Fig.2];
(b) K(N)

1 = 0.2 [qualitatively similar to the one shown in Fig.3
for K

(N)
1 = 0.4].

the neural-astrocyte physiological reality.
The primary question is, whether multiplexing the

layer that supports explosive synchronization (but has
not reached synchronization threshold), to the layer that
cannot exhibit such transition, can nevertheless induce
a global explosive transition. We fix the coupling in the
neural layer well below the threshold, K

(N)
1 = 0.1 and

K
(N)
2 = 0.15, and gradually increase the interlayer and

intra-glial layer coupling strength σGN = σG. In result,
we observe an abrupt transition at σG ∼ 1.2, as evidenced
by the order parameter ρN (Fig.2(a)). Remarkably, the
global order emerges in the regular layer too, ρG, and
also abruptly. Interestingly, the frequency distribution
diagram indicates a non-trivial route to synchronization
in the glial layer, where after an almost perfect frequency

synchronization, 0.4 < σG < 1.0, the layer gets desyn-
chronized by the strengthening interaction to the neu-
ral layer, ahead of explosive synchronization transition
(Fig.2(b)).

Next, we investigate the case when the isolated neu-
ral layer is synchronized, K(N)

1 = 0.4 and K
(N)
2 = 0.15,

and the multiplexing coupling σGN = σG is increased.
Here we again observe an abrupt transition to synchro-
nization also at about σG ∼ 1.2, preceeded by (i) an al-
most perfect frequency synchronization with each layer,
which, however, remain desynchronized with each other,
0.4 < σG < 1.0, and (ii) the loss of intralayer synchro-
nization at about σG ∼ 1.0 due to interlayer interaction
(Fig.3). The order parameter ρN noticeably decreases.

To present a systematics picture, we explore synchro-
nization transitions in the two-parameter space of cou-
pling strengths (K(N)

2 , σG = σNG), cf. Fig.4. Here,
for each parameter value random initial conditions, the
frequency and network topology realizations were gener-
ated, and the resulting mean field values calculated after
a transient period. Beside the previously discussed non-
monotonous onset of synchronization as the multiplexing
coupling σG = σGN is increased, it is instructive to note
the nonzero order parameter emerging in the glial net-
work, ρG ∼ 0.4, for a relatively strong coupling in the
neural layer, KN

1 ≳ 0.25, and under treshold coupling
σG < 1.0, Fig.4.

The explosive nature of the observed abrupt transition
to synchrony is substantiated by the forward and back-
ward passages with varying σG = σGN, inherited values of
phase variables θi, and fixed random frequency and net-
work topology realizations. In result we reveal hysteresis
and bistability of synchronized and non-synchronized at-
tractors that underpin explosive synchronization (Fig.5).
Instructively, for the case when an isolated neural net-
work provides synchronization (K(N)

1 = 0.2, Fig.5b), one
observes two hysteresis intervals: one related to the on-
set of global synchronization within 1.1 < σG < 1.2, and
the other related to the desynchronization of the neural
layer within 0.95 < σG < 1.02. Both transitions are ex-
plosive. The obtained boundaries are depicted in Fig.4b.
Note some mismatch between them and the colored re-
gions due to the random choise of frequency and topology
realizations for each point in the latter case.

So far, we established the routes to the abrupt synchro-
nization and desynchronization transitions in the random
layer with simplical interactions due to multiplex inter-
action with the glial layer, characterized by the differ-
ent interlayer coupling topology that does not admit the
phase transition to synchrony at all. The difference in
frequency scales between the layers has proved to be an
essential ingredient, due to desynchronizing effect of the
glial layer.

We further hypothesized, that it might be possible to
induce an explosive synchronization in this kind of a mul-
tiplex network even if none of the isolated layers can sup-
port it on its own. In order to verify it, we removed the
higher order symplical interactions in the neural layer,
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Figure 6: (a) Mean-field and (c) color-coded log10 density distribution of observed frequencies vs. glial coupling strength,
σGN = σG, in interacting neural and glial layers for K

(N)
1 = 0.25. (b) The order parameter, ρN, is shown as a function of

interlayer coupling strength for K
(N)
1 = 0.45 with forward and backward passages over σG ∈ [1.15, 1.22] revealing a hysteresis

loop and abrupt synchronization and desynchronization transitions at σsynch
G ≈ 1.198 and σdesynch

G ≈ 0.192. (d) A zoomed
region of two-parameter diagram for the color-coded neural network order parameter, ρN. The blue line marked with “o” refers
to the onset of abrupt synchronization as σG increases, and the red line marked with “o” shows desynchronization transition
along the decrease in σG. Dashed lines correspond to K

(N)
1 = 0.25 (a) and K

(N)
1 = 0.45 (b). Here neural interactions are

pairwise only [K(N)
2 = 0] and the system size is N = 50× 50.

setting K
(N)
2 = 0.0, and chose the pairwise interaction

strength sufficient to reach a non-zero order parameter
in the isolated layer, K

(N)
1 = 0.25. In this setup, the

increasing coupling between the internally synchronized
neural layer and non-synchronous glial layer can repro-
duce an abrupt transition to syncrhonization at σG ∼ 1.2
after the already familiar intermediate desynchronization
interval, 0.7 ≲ σG ≲ 1.2 Fig.6(a,c) [28].

Strikingly, a careful forward and backword passig-
ing reveals a hysteresis loop, which occupies in a much
smaller parameter range, 1.19 ≲ σG ≲ 1.2, compared to
the case of a higher-order simplical network, cf. Fig.6b
against Fig.5, but nevertheless is sufficient to provide an
explosive transition. In contrast to the case of a higher-

order simplical network, we were not able to observe an
explosive desynchronization at σG ≈ 0.7. The hystere-
sis boundaries are shown in Fig.6d. Beside a much nar-
rower bistability interval, we also note its collapse at fi-
nite K

(N)
1 ≈ 0.17, below which the synchronization tran-

sition becomes the second order type.

IV. CONCLUSION

Explosive (or abrupt) synchonization in oscillatory net-
works is associated with the first order phase transition
(discontinuous jump in the Kuramoto order parameter),
underpinned by the bistability of phase coherent and in-
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coherent regimes. So far it has been reported under a
variety of conditions on the dynamics of individual os-
cillators, often in connection with network properties, to
name time delays or node-degree – oscillator frequency
correlations. A more recent work by Arenas and Skardal
[23] demonstrated that higher-order simplical connectiv-
ity in multiplex networks can suffice. Here, guided by the
general properties of biological neural-glial networks, we
futher investigate the effect of multiplicity, implying that
different layers in the multiplex network can be char-
acterized by different timescales (frequency scales) and
different topologies (a random network and a regular 2D
lattice). Itself, an isolated regular lattice cannot exhibit
a global phase coherence, and, in particular, explosive
synchronization.

We demonstarte, that multiplexing to such a regular
lattice can induce an explosive transition to synchroniza-
tion in a random higher-order simplectic layer, where an
intra-layer coupling is far not sufficient for synchrony.
Moreover, a non-zero order parameter emerges in the
regular lattice too. Furthermore, multiplexing can break
synchronization in the random layer also in an explosive
way (with hysteresis), followed by yet another explosive
transition back to synchrony, at a greater multiplexing
coupling. Ultimately, we find that multiplexing to a regu-

lar and frequency detuned lattice can induce a bistability
of synchronous and asynchronous states and an explosive
transition to synchrony even when the higher-order sym-
plectic coupling is absent, and the random layer contains
only pairwise interactions (albeit the width of bistabil-
ity window is small, and the hysteresis requires a finite
intra-layer coupling strength to occur).

Beside a theoretical advance these results shed futher
light on the possible routes to an abrupt onset of syn-
chronization in the real-world systems, in the first place,
biological neural networks fucntioning on top of glial
cell media, suggesting even less stringent conditions for
that, than previously believed. It can be particularty
important for understanding and controlling epiliptical
seizures, ofter associated with the onset of explosive syn-
chronization.

V. ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

This work was supported by the Russian Science Foun-
dation Grant No.22-12-00348 (T.L.). Numerical experi-
ments were carried out at the Lobachevsky University
supercomputer.

[1] E.V. Appleton, The automatic synchronization of triode
oscillator, Proc. Camb. Philos. Soc. (Math. Phys. Sci.)
21 (1922) 231.

[2] B. van der Pol, Forced oscillators in a circuit with non-
linear resistance (reception with reactive triode), Philos.
Mag. 3 (1927) 64.

[3] A.A. Andronov, A.A. Vitt, On mathematical theory of
entrainment, Z. Prikl. Fiz. (J. Appl. Phys.) 7 (1930) 3.

[4] A.A. Andronov, A.A. Witt, Zur Theorie des Mitnehmens
van der Pol, Arch. Elektrotechn. 24 (1930) 99.

[5] R.H. Rand, P.J. Holmes, Bifurcation of periodic motions
in two weakly coupled van der Pol oscillators, Int. J. Non-
Linear Mech. 15 (1980) 387.

[6] D.G. Aronson, G.B. Ermentrout, N. Kopell, Amplitude
response of coupled oscillators, Physica D 41 (1990) 403.

[7] M.V. Ivanchenko, G.V. Osipov, V.D. Shalfeev, J. Kurths,
Synchronization of two non-scalar-coupled limit-cycle os-
cillators, Physica D 189 (2004) 8–30

[8] Kuramoto Y. Self-entrainment of a population of coupled
non-linear oscillators. In: International symposium on
mathematical problems in theoretical physics. Springer;
1975. p. 420–2.

[9] Strogatz SH. From Kuramoto to Crawford: exploring the
onset of synchronization in populations of coupled oscil-
lators. Phys D 2000;143(1–4):1–20.

[10] Tanaka H-A, Lichtenberg AJ, Oishi S. First order phase
transition resulting from finite inertia in coupled oscilla-
tor systems. Phys Rev Lett 1997;78(11):2104.

[11] Hemmen JV, Wreszinski W. Lyapunov function for the
Kuramoto model of nonlinearly coupled oscillators. J
Stat Phys 1993;72(1–2):145–66.

[12] Basnarkov L, Urumov V. Phase transitions in the Ku-

ramoto model. Phys Rev E 2007;76(5):057201.
[13] H. Hong, M.-Y. Choi, B.J. Kim, Phys. Rev. E, v. 65,

26139 , 2002
[14] J. Um, H. Hong, H. Park. Phys. Rev. E, v.89,12810, 2014
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