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Early-warning signals of delicate design are always used to predict critical transitions in complex systems, which makes it possible
to render the systems far away from the catastrophic state by introducing timely interventions. Traditional signals including the
dynamical network biomarker (DNB), based on statistical properties such as variance and autocorrelation of nodal dynamics, over-
look directional interactions and thus have limitations in capturing underlying mechanisms and simultaneously sustaining robust-
ness against noise perturbations. This paper therefore introduces a framework of causal network markers (CNMs) by incorporat-
ing causality indicators, which reflect the directional influence between variables. Actually, to detect and identify the tipping points
ahead of critical transition, two markers are designed: CNM-GC for linear causality and CNM-TE for non-linear causality, as well
as a functional representation of different causality indicators and a clustering technique to verify the system’s dominant group.
Through demonstrations using benchmark models and real-world datasets of epileptic seizure, the framework of CNMs shows higher
predictive power and accuracy than the traditional DNB indicator. It is believed that, due to the versatility and scalability, the
CNMs are suitable for comprehensively evaluating the systems. The most possible direction for application includes the identifica-
tion of tipping points in clinical disease.

1 Introduction

When numerous similar entities at micro-level engage in interactions among themselves and with their
environment, spontaneous and often unexpected outcomes emerge at spatiotemporal macro-level. This
phenomenon, known as emergence, is a hallmark of various complex systems [1]. Emergence is frequently
linked to collective behavior, wherein many living systems demonstrate critical transition [2, 3, 4]. At
these tipping points, systems undergo transitions from normal states to catastrophic states. As a result,
extensive investigations have been dedicated to designing early-warning signal and thus predicting the
occurrence of such critical transitions between different states within these systems [5, 6]. Early-warning
signals of delicate design are essential for predicting critical transitions in complex dynamical systems,
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2 RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

which makes it possible to conduct timely interventions, prevent catastrophic events and mitigate nega-
tive impacts. Some traditional methods, e.g., the dynamical network biomarker (DNB), rely on statisti-
cal quantities such as variance, autocorrelation, and dimension reduction, which offers valuable insights
into the system’s state [3, 6, 7, 8, 9]. However, such methods have difficulties in capturing the directional
interactions and underlying mechanisms that drive the dynamics of complex systems.
Causality indicates a directional influence between a pair of variables and is a fundamental form of inter-
actions within complex systems. Researchers have developed various sophisticated causality indicators to
characterize the relationships between nodes in complex networks, such as the Granger causality (GC),
the transfer entropy (TE), and the embedding entropy (EE) [10, 11, 12]. These indicators, due to their
broad applicability and diversity, hold significant potential for enhancing our understanding of system
dynamics in different senses. For instance, approaches based on Taken’s embedding theorem effectively
characterize the relationship between non-linearly coupled nodes and solve a critical causal inference
problem in terms of non-separability [11, 13]. Inspired by these advances, incorporating causality indi-
cators into the framework of early-warning signals may provide a more robust and informative approach
for identifying critical points and predicting system bifurcations.
In this paper, we proposed a framework of causal network markers (CNMs) to detect typical critical bi-
furcations in the dynamical evolution of complex systems. Our framework begins with the K-means clus-
tering method based on data variance, categorizing nodes into dominant group (DG) and non-dominant
group (NDG). More importantly, our theoretical analysis shows that as the system nears a tipping point,
the unidirectional GC from DG nodes to NDG nodes vanishes. Leveraging this property, we construct
CNMs to indicate the extent to which the dynamics approaches a tipping point. Specifically, we select
GC and TE under the framework of CNM, viz., CNM-GC, which quantifies “linear causality”, and CNM-
TE, which quantifies “non-linear causality”.
To validate the efficacy of CNM-GC and CNM-TE, we applied them to both benchmark models and
real-world datasets. The benchmark models include a five-gene network, an ecological network, and a
Turing diffusion interaction network, each representing different critical phenomena. Our results demon-
strate that CNMs have significant predictive power for both temporal and spatial bifurcation models. In
addition, we tested our markers using the epileptic seizure dataset, intracranial electroencephalography
(iEEG), where the combination of the two markers showed high predictive accuracy. It is worth noting
that due to the complexity of epilepsy dynamics, combining CNM-GC and CNM-TE information could
further identify the types of causal state that trigger the tipping point. By integrating multiple causal
indicators, CNMs offer a comprehensive identification of system dynamics, making them suitable for ap-
plications in clinical disease detection and early-warning.

2 Results and Discussions

2.1 Vanishment of Granger causality near the tipping point

Here, we illustrate that when the system’s dynamics approaches a tipping point, the causality from the
DG nodes to the NDG nodes vanishes, in the sense of Granger causality. Generally, a discrete dynamical
system with multidimensional parameter P is governed by

Zt+1 = f(Zt;P ), (1)

where Zt = (zt1, z
t
2, . . . , z

t
n)

⊤ is a vector with n components, and f is a C1-function with a non-trivial
fixed point Z̄, i.e., f(Z̄) = Z̄. Assume there exists a tipping point at parameter P c, where the system
undergoes a codimension-one bifurcation. Linearization of the system around Z̄ yields

X t+1 = AX t + Γt, (2)

where X t = Zt − Z̄,

A =
∂f(Z;P )

∂Z

∣∣∣∣
Z=Z̄

(3)
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2.2 A framework of causal network markers for tipping point identification 2 RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

is the Jacobian matrix of f at Z̄, and Γt = (Γt
1, . . . ,Γ

t
n)

⊤ contains all remaining high-order terms. To
directly display our conclusion, we write down a typical situation where A can be diagonalized in Rn×n:
A = SΛS−1 with S, Λ ∈ Rn×n. Set Y t = S−1X t and we can obtain

SY t+1 = ASY t + Γt = (SΛS−1)SY t + Γt,

Y t+1 = ΛY t + S−1Γt,
(4)

where Y t = (yt1, y
t
2, . . . , y

t
n)

⊤ satisfies a diagonal dynamic. In the following discussion, we assume y1 to be
the only one “dominant variable” in this diagonal dynamic. That is, when P goes to P c, the variance of
y1 tends to infinity, while the Pearson correlation coefficients (PCC) between y1 and other variables tend
to 0 [6]. Now we calculate the GC between any two variables xi and xj in the original phase space [10].
For xt

i = si1y
t
1+· · ·+siny

t
n and xt

j = sj1y
t
1+· · ·+sjny

t
n, there are H0-model and H1-model for the causality

from xj to xi: {
H0 : xt+1

i = axt
i + ξ1,

H1 : xt+1
i = bxt

i + cxt
j + ξ2.

(5)

Based on Equation (5), we prove that when si1 = 0 and sj1 ̸= 0, i.e., the j-th variable is related to the
dominant variable yt1 while the i-th not, E[ξ22 ] → E[ξ21 ] holds as the variance of y1 tends to infinity. Thus,
the Granger causality strength from xt

j to xt
i, GCxj→xi

= log
E[ξ21 ]
E[ξ22 ]

, tends to 0. Besides, we discuss the
other three situations (see detailed proof in Supporting Information). The conclusions for the four cases
are summarized as

(a) si1 = 0, sj1 ̸= 0, and GCxj→xi
tends to 0;

(b) si1 ̸= 0, sj1 = 0, and GCxj→xi
is bounded;

(c) si1 ̸= 0, sj1 ̸= 0, and GCxj→xi
is bounded;

(d) si1 = 0, sj1 = 0, and GCxj→xi
is invariant.

The results indicate that when the system attains a tipping point, the causality from the variable cor-
responding to the dominant diagonalized variables (i.e., the variables in DG), to those in NDG tends to
be 0, while the causality from the variables in NDG to those in DG changes within a bounded number.
Meanwhile, the causality between variables in NDG does not change.

2.2 A framework of causal network markers for tipping point identification

In the previous section, it is shown that the causality strength of GC rapidly changes when the system
evolves in the vicinity of the tipping point. Empirically, GC reflects causality in a “linear sense”. Natu-
rally, we can extend the idea to a broader sense of causality, such as TE and other causal indicators.
TE is a non-parametric statistic that measures the amount of directional (time asymmetric) information
transfer between two random processes. For Gaussian processes, TE is simplified as GC. In the general
sense, the TE is designed to reveal causality in the “non-linear sense”. Specifically, the calculation of TE
is given in the following form: TEX→Y = H (Yt+1 | Yt) − H (Yt+1 | Yt, Xt), where H(·|·) represents the
conditional entropy. Therefore, in this work, we not only use GC, but also introduce TE.
Based on the previous proof of the “causal vanishing” property, we propose a network marker framework
with GC or TE to detect critical transitions, which can be easily extended to other types of causality
(such as EE), in principle. Firstly, we divide nodes into DG and NDG via the K-means algorithm, where
the clusters are obtained by the average variance of nodes during the given period (see pesudocode in
Supporting Information). After that, our marker is calculated based on the clusters as follows:

CNM(Net) :=
|DG|·|NDG|∑

j∈DG,i∈NDG cs (xj → xi)
, (6)

3
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Figure 1: A sketch
depicting the main
procedure for calcu-
lating the CNMs. (a)
Verifying the DG and
the NDG through the
K-means algorithm.
(b) Calculating the
CNMs with different
causality methods,
such as GC and TE.
(c) CNMs’ valida-
tion on detecting
the general bifurca-
tion phenomena on
benchmark models.
(d) CNMs’ validation
on the iEEG seizure
dataset, exhibits a
more scalable and
flexible approach to
detecting the tipping
point of real-world
datasets.
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where |·| represents the number of the elements in a set, and cs(·) is the causal strength in the sense of
GC, TE, or other types of causality.
Through the CNM, if there is an element approaching 0 in the set of {xj ∈ DG, xi ∈ NDG | cs(xj →
xi) → 0}, the marker blows up. Therefore, we use the significant increase in the marker as an effective
early-warning signal for tipping points. In Figure 1, we sketch the major procedure for the CNM frame-
work.

2.3 Validations on benchmark models

Here, we apply the CNM framework combined with two types of causality to benchmark models. From
the complex biological networks’ perspective, the bifurcation of system evolution usually has different in-
ternal causes, led by different terms in the dynamical equations [14, 15]. Specifically, the representation
of complex dynamics with n nodes is governed as [16]:

∂yi
∂t

=Fi(yi) +
∑
j ̸=i

Gi,j(yi, yj)

+Hi(∆xyi) + Γi(t), i = 1, 2, . . . , n,

(7)

where yi = yi(t;x) is a temporal-spatial variable, Fi is the individual evolving dynamics, Gi,j is the inter-
action term between nodes, Hi is the spatial diffusion term for the spatial states x, and Γi is Gaussian
white noise with:

⟨Γi(t)⟩ = 0, ⟨Γi(t)Γj(t
′)⟩ = 2Dδijδ(t− t′). (8)

To test the effectiveness of our framework under different types of bifurcation phenomena, three typical
biological networks are selected from the application, namely, the genetic networks, the ecological net-
works, and the Turing networks. Numerical experiments show that CNM-GC and CNM-TE can identify
these simple network models with different types of bifurcation phenomena effectively.

2.3.1 Five-gene genetic network

The five-gene genetic network is a regulatory network and the system is governed by 5-dimensional Langevin
equations [17, 18, 6]: 

dz1(t)
dt

=(90|P |−1236) +
240− 120|P |
1 + z3(t)

+
1488z4(t)

1 + z4(t)
− 30|P |z1(t) + Γ1(t),

dz2(t)
dt

=(75|P |−150) +
60− 30|P |
4z1(t)− 2

+
(240− 120|P |)z3(t)

1 + z3(t)
− 60z2(t) + Γ2(t),

dz3(t)
dt

= −1056 +
1488z4(t)

1 + z4(t)
− 60z3(t) + Γ3(t),

dz4(t)
dt

= −600 +
1350z5(t)

1 + z5(t)
− 100z4(t) + Γ4(t),

dz5(t)
dt

=108 +
160

1 + z1(t)
+

40

1 + z2(t)

+
1488

1 + z4(t)
− 300z5(t) + Γ5(t).

(9)

In this genetic circuit, the eigenvalues of its corresponding discrete linearized system at the unique stable
steady state Z̄ = (1, 0, 1, 3, 2) are

(0.74|P |, 0.55, 0.37, 0.20, 0.14), (10)
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Figure 2: Early-warning signals of the five-gene genetic network and the mutualistic interaction network based on the
causality marker. (a) The network connection of the genetic network, with the theoretically verified DG (red nodes):
{Z1, Z2}. (d,e) The network connection of the mutualistic interaction network, where the separate networks (e) of the
pollinators and the plants are generated from the bipartite interaction network (d). (b,g) In the sense of GC, the CNM
increases rapidly when P approaches 0. (c,h) In the sense of TE, the conclusion is similar. (f) Universal resilience function
obtained from our numerical simulation, which shows that Barabasi’s dimension reduction of dynamics is reasonable.

which indicates that a phase transition occurs when P → 0. Additionally, we identify z1, z2 as the DG
corresponding to the largest eigenvalue λmax = 0.74|P |, which governs the phase transition (λmax → 1 as
|P |→ 0) as described in [6]. In theory, the causality strength will change and can be denoted by CNM.
To empirically investigate this property, we conduct numerical simulations. The results reveal that both
CNM values exhibit pronounced trends, offering early-warning signals for the impending phase transition
(see Figure 2(a-c)).

2.3.2 Ecological mutualistic interaction network

In addition to bifurcations resulting from individual parameter changes, it is also essential to consider
the occurrence of bifurcation when the interaction undergoes variations. A typical mutualistic interac-
tion network comprises two distinct species such as pollinators, denoted as POj with j = 1, . . . , n, and
plants, denoted as PLi with i = 1, . . . ,m. Their interactions are characterized by bipartite relationships
represented by the matrix (Mij) 1≤i≤n

1≤j≤m
(Figure 2(d)). After that, we can construct two distinct mutual-

istic networks by establishing connections between pairs of plants and pollinators derived from the Mij

6



2.3 Validations on benchmark models 2 RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

matrix, following the methodology outlined in [16]:

Aij =

m∑
k=1

MikMjk

n∑
s=1

Msk

, 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n,

Āij =

n∑
k=1

MkiMkj

m∑
s=1

Mkm

, 1 ≤ i, j ≤ m.

(11)

Here, Aij (1 ≤ i, j ≤ n) denotes the interaction strength within the pollinators network, while Āij (1 ≤
i, j ≤ m) denotes the interaction strength within the plants network (Figure 2(e)). Notably, the dynam-
ical influence of one species on another is implicitly encapsulated within the parameters Aij or Āij. Con-
sequently, we can construct the dynamics of both the plants’ network and the pollinators’ network as fol-
lows (we only display the pollinators’ network) [16, 19, 20]:

dxi

dt
=s

[
Bi + xi

(
1− xi

Ki

)(
xi

Ci

− 1

)
+

n∑
j=1

Aij
xixj

Di + Eixi +Hjxj

]
+ Γi(t),

i = 1, . . . , n.

(12)

In this dynamic, the first term accounts for logistic growth, encompassing factors such as the Allee ef-
fect and a constant influx attributed to migration. These factors are characterized by parameters Bi, Ki,
Ci, Di, Ei, Hi, and a scaling parameter s (where s = 1 in the work by Barabasi). The interaction term
quantifies the symbiotic influence of each population xj on xi, with its strength determined by the pa-
rameter Aij. This interaction term saturates as the population sizes become sufficiently large.
Detailed investigations of such networks have been conducted by Gao et al. [16, 19, 20]. Their research
findings have revealed that when the parameters in Equation (12) exhibit node-independence, with val-
ues such as Bi = B, Ci = C, Di = D, Ei = E, Hi = H, and Ki = K, the high-dimensional dynamics
can be effectively reduced to one-dimensional resilient dynamics through the application of mean-field
approximation:

dxeff

dt
=B + xeff

(
1− xeff

K

)(xeff

C
− 1

)
+ βeff

x2
eff

D + (E +H)xeff
.

(13)

In this context, we denote xeff = 1⊤Ax
1⊤A1

as the efficient state, while βeff represents a critical parameter re-
ferred to as the universal resilient state. Actually, βeff serves to aggregate the influence of the interaction
matrix A. Specifically, within the framework of mean-field approximation, we can express βeff as βeff =
1⊤A21
1⊤A1

[16]. Subsequently, we can solve the ODE Equation (13) that governs the dynamics of xeff and
βeff. This equation yields βeff = βeff(xeff), which is regarded as a resilience function, describing the appro-
priate behavior of the stochastic evolution (Figure 2(f)). Barabasi and colleagues have observed a bifur-
cation phenomenon occurring when the interaction strengths are perturbed globally as Aij → wijAij. In
this scenario, when both the efficient state xeff and the universal resilient state βeff simultaneously reach
a threshold denoted as xc

eff and βc
eff, respectively, defined as:

∂f(βc
eff, xeff)

∂xeff

∣∣∣∣
xc
eff

= 0, f(βc
eff, x

c
eff) = 0, (14)

7
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the system undergoes a transition from either a bistable or monostable state to the other. Specifically,
the stability of one steady state, indicative of “low population density”, changes to either manifest or
vanish.
In our numerical simulations, we have considered a specific scenario where the pollinators are consid-
ered invasive alien species, necessitating strict population control measures to maintain a small popula-
tion size. Consequently, it becomes crucial to generate an early-warning signal before the low popula-
tion steady state loses its stability. To adapt our framework effectively to this context, we have inten-
tionally disregarded the stochastic of wij and introduced a weak Gaussian white noise component into
the dynamics to incorporate stochastic effects. In our initial parameter selection, as defined in Tab. S1,
we aimed to establish stability in the high state while rendering the low state unstable. Subsequently, we
deliberately set wij = Debuff ≡ 0.3 to restore stability to both states. We systematically increased this
global weight adjustment to examine the parameters that lead to instability in the low state. It’s worth
noting that under the influence of the noise term, the threshold is not a fixed constant but exhibits fluc-
tuations within a small range around Debuff = 0.52. This observation implies that as the low state be-
comes increasingly unstable, invasive alien species may proliferate, posing a significant threat to the eco-
logical system.
Our analysis of the time series data obtained from simulations allows us to calculate the CNM under
both GC and TE measures, revealing a consistent surge in CNM values preceding the bifurcation (see
Figure 2(d-h)). Furthermore, we calculate the efficient state xeff and its corresponding universal resilient
state βeff using simulations, as outlined in Equation (13) (Figure 2(f)). In instances where the system
exhibits monostability for smaller values of Debuff or bistability for larger values of Debuff, our approxi-
mations of xeff and βeff consistently cluster near the resilience function. This observation underscores the
rationality and effectiveness of Barabasi’s dimension reduction approach to capturing the system’s dy-
namics [16]. In summary, our results demonstrate the versatility of the CNM in detecting early-warning
signals for systems undergoing bifurcations, whether they are induced by single parameter changes, or
global parameter changes, as exemplified by ecological mutualistic interaction networks. Notably, early-
warning signals in such multifactorial systems pose a unique challenge due to the unfixed nature of their
tipping points, influenced by a multitude of parameters. These complex, multifactorial dynamics may
not be effectively detected by conventional early-warning signals. However, the CNM provides a precise
and comprehensive signal, as it encompasses a range of intricate and implicit influencing factors inherent
in causality indices. This makes it well-suited for detecting bifurcations driven by multifactorial influ-
ences.

2.3.3 Turing diffusion interaction network

Lastly, we explore the efficacy of the CNM in detecting spatial bifurcation, highlighting its versatile ap-
plications. Beyond morphogenesis theories in developmental biology, reaction-diffusion systems with spa-
tial heterogeneity are relevant in various contexts. A reaction-diffusion system shows diffusion-driven in-
stability, or Turing instability, when the homogeneous steady state remains stable without diffusion but
becomes unstable to spatial perturbations with diffusion present.
In biology, instability often refers to the situation where a uniform steady state destabilizes under small
perturbations, leading to non-uniform behavior of ecological significance. Examples include environmen-
tal heterogeneity in animal dispersal [21], reaction-diffusion in anisotropic growth domains [22], spatial
invasion modelling [23], and differential diffusion in plant root initiation [24]. Spatial heterogeneity in-
fluences local instability conditions, modulates pattern size and wavelength, and localizes spike patterns.
Here, we focus on the Turing bifurcations, a complex phenomenon where the system transitions from a
homogeneous stable state to a non-uniform stable state under specific conditions.
The predator-prey model, which represents many realistic biological phenomena, also displays spatially
non-uniform behavior during the Turing instability. It is proposed (In this work, we call it Turing net-

8
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Figure 3: Early-warning signals of the Turing diffusion interaction network based on the causality marker. (a-f) The spa-
tial broken phenomenon occurs near the Turing bifurcation. The transition parameter K is set as (a) K=1.2, (b) K=1.5,
(c) K=1.8, (d, the pattern occurs) K=2, (e) K=2.2, and (f) K=2.4. (g-h) In the sense of GC and TE, the CNMs increase
rapidly only when the bifurcation occurs (K ≈ 2).

work for convenience) by Beddington and DeAngelis in a form of [25]:

∂H(t, x, y)

∂t
=r

(
1− H

K

)
H − βH

B +H + ωP
P

+D1∆x,yH + Γ1(t),
∂P (t, x, y)

∂t
=

εβH

B +H + ωP
P − ηP

+D2∆x,yP + Γ2(t),

(15)

where the Turing bifurcation occurs with significantly different diffusion coefficients D1 and D2. The pa-
rameters are set as r = 0.5, ε = 1, β = 0.6, B = 0.4, η = 0.25, ω = 0.4, and D2 = 1 with ∆x,y = ∂2

x + ∂2
y .

The remaining parameters D1 and K control the spatial pattern.
The spatial pattern arises from the instability of the time-invariant steady state H∗(x, y) and P ∗(x, y)
that satisfy: 

r

(
1− H∗

K

)
H∗ − βH∗

B +H∗ + ωP ∗P
∗ +D1∆x,yH

∗ = 0,

εβH∗

B +H∗ + ωP ∗P
∗ − ηP ∗ +D2∆x,yP

∗ = 0.

(16)

when D1 and D2 differ significantly, the spatially homogeneous structure breaks, producing patterns with
different expression levels at different spatial locations. In numerical simulations, we divide the spatial
range (x, y) ∈ [0, Rx]× [0, Ry] into 11× 11 lattices, and treating each lattice as a variable. We then apply
our detection procedure to this system in the sense of CNM-GC and CNM-TE.
In the study of the Turing networks, minor differences in parameter selection leads to significant vari-
ations in the system’s dynamical behavior, particularly the emergence of the Turing-Hopf bifurcations
[26, 27]. Relevant researches about this system have illustrated the bifurcation conditions in the param-
eter space, with regions representing the different types of bifurcation behaviors the system may experi-
ence [26]. Specifically, the area below the Hopf bifurcation line indicates that the system remains stable
over time without oscillations; however, the area above suggests the onset of periodic oscillatory behav-
ior. Similarly, the area below the Turing bifurcation line implies spatial uniformity in the system, while
the area above indicates the formation of spatial patterns. After the Turing bifurcation, with parame-
ter changes, the system may exhibit a variety of pattern formations. Near the bifurcation point, the sys-
tem generally displays a spot pattern structure, while far from the bifurcation point, it typically shows a

9
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stripe pattern [28, 29, 30].
Through the analysis of genetic networks and ecological networks, we find that bifurcations in the tem-
poral dimension can be effectively detected by our CNM-GC and CNM-TE indices. However, the core of
this subsection is to demonstrate that these indices can also detect spatial bifurcation phenomena such
as Turing bifurcations. To this end, we select specific parameter combinations D1 = 0.01, D2 = 1. As
the parameter D1 increases, the system gradually enters Turing bifurcation without accompanying Hopf
bifurcation.
In terms of experimental design, we conduct simulation experiments for each set of parameters (D1, D2)
for up to 800 seconds to ensure that the system’s evolution is in the vicinity of equilibrium. We employ
a common data aggregation strategy: Integrating continuous simulation data with a 1-second time win-
dow, thereby treating the node distribution at each second as a snapshot of the data within that second.
The rationale for this method is based on the assumption that over a sufficiently short time scale, the
system’s dynamical behavior exhibits a certain consistency, allowing us to approximate the node distri-
bution characteristics throughout the simulation process through short-time data aggregation.
Furthermore, unlike the previous two systems where the DG was known, in this system with 121 lattices,
we cannot a priori know the DG. Therefore, we use the K-means clustering algorithm to distinguish be-
tween DG and NDG. Figure 3 shows the trend of changes in the CNM-GC and CNM-TE indices under
different parameter settings. It can be observed from the figure that both markers reach their peaks near
the middle, close to the parameters where Turing bifurcation occurs, which validates the effectiveness of
the markers, that is, the system’s tipping dynamics promote an increase in the CNM.
It is particularly noteworthy that the CNM-GC index shows a certain increase after the system crosses
the steady-state point compared to the parameter settings that have not crossed the steady-state. This
finding reveals that the system’s regulatory mechanisms and temporal evolution characteristics may have
undergone significant changes after bifurcation. It is not difficult to see that the construction of indices
based on causal relationships is universal and applicable, not only effectively detecting temporal bifurca-
tion phenomena but also revealing the formation of spatial patterns through spatial causal relationships,
such as in the parameter area close to the occurrence of Turing bifurcation.
In summary, we tested the effectiveness of CNM on genetic networks, ecological networks, and Turing
networks, respectively. They represent the tipping points of internal dynamics of a single node, the in-
teractions between nodes, and the spatial interactions (usually caused by different levels of diffusion),
accordingly. In these validations, both CNM-GC and CNM-TE showed consistently accurate and con-
sistent results, rendering by the fact that the module of exact one eigenvalue of the discrete evolution
matrix tending from 1− to 1. However, in real datasets, their dynamics exhibit more complex character-
istics, leading to various difficult to detect tipping points, such as using traditional DNB, and the identi-
fication of CNM-GC and CNM-TE may be more abundant.

2.4 Validations on real-world datasets

Although real-world datasets often have high complexity and their dynamics are difficult to construct,
fortunately, mathematical theories such as the center manifold theorem ensure that the dynamics of the
system near bifurcation points may be confined to a low-dimensional manifold. Therefore, network mark-
ers similar to DNB can reveal potential dynamical bifurcation phenomena in real-world datasets to a
certain extent. However, the application of these methods to epilepsy data is still limited, mainly be-
cause the complex biological critical phenomena represented by epilepsy cannot be simply quantified
using a few models. In this section, we apply the two types of causal indicators we have constructed to
human iEEG data from epilepsy patients, in the hope of verifying the practicality and operability of the
CNM framework. Compared with the DNB-based method, our metric is more sensitive in detecting the
interaction relationship between nodes and can explain the dynamic bifurcation caused by causality in
both linear and nonlinear senses. Therefore, this method provides a new perspective and evaluation cri-
teria to understand the neurodynamic characteristics of complex diseases such as epilepsy, and provides
theoretical support for personalized clinical diagnosis and treatment, as the Figure 4 and Table 1 show.
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2.4 Validations on real-world datasets 2 RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

Figure 4: The tipping point
detection results of iEEG
short-term data set. The
patients’ ID and Seizure se-
rial number in (a), (b), (c)
and (d) are ID1Sz4, ID7Sz2,
ID5Sz2 and ID16Sz1, ac-
cordingly. Each sub-figure
consists of three subplots
from top to bottom, show-
ing the results of CNM-GC,
CNM-TE and DNB, suc-
cessively. The blue and
red arrows in each sub-
plot represent the disease’s
beginning and end, respec-
tively. In addition, the grey
line, blue line and red line
in each subplot represent
the original marker, the
5-second moving average
of the marker, and the 12-
second moving average of
the marker, schematically.
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2.4.1 Datasets and candidate network markers introduction

Epilepsy is a chronic disorder that affects brain function, characterized by abnormal and excessive neu-
ronal discharges that lead to recurrent epileptic seizures. Numerous benchmark models in epilepsy re-
search have revealed a common mechanism: epileptic seizures typically signify a critical transition in
brain state [31, 32, 33]. This transition is thought to be associated with a tipping point, where the brain
rapidly shifts from a normal state to a seizure state [34, 35, 36].
In the natural world, critical transitions represent pivotal moments where the behavior of a system un-
dergoes a fundamental change, and the theory of dynamical bifurcations provides a theoretical founda-
tion and analytical toolkit for such phenomena. This theoretical framework aids in understanding and
predicting changes in behavioral patterns as a system approaches a tipping point. When applied to epilepsy
research, the theory of dynamical bifurcations enables the identification and analysis of key neurody-
namic changes that may precipitate epileptic seizures, offering new perspectives and methods for the
prediction and intervention of seizure events.
In this part, we choose the iEEG dataset to detect the epilepsy seizures (see the detailed introduction of
the datasets in Supporting Information). Meanwhile, we select DNB, CNM-GC, and CNM-TE as can-
didate markers for seizure prediction and employ a unified assessment standard to measure the perfor-
mance of these indicators in warning of epilepsy. Since the previous indicators are incompatible with the
DNB framework, we draw on the construction method of DNB indicators and apply the DG and NDG
to DNB and CNMs, to assess their effectiveness on the dataset with a unified standard. Although the-
oretically, the corresponding DG of CNM-GC and CNM-TE is a subset of DNB, except for the causal-
ity between DG and NDG tending to 0, the impact of other pathways is a bounded constant, and these
additional items will not trigger an explosion of indicators. This is crucial for our understanding of the
stability and reliability of local indicators in practical application.
It is worth noting that DNB is directly influenced by the dynamics of the nodes, especially by the PCC,
making it more sensitive to noise. In contrast, CNM-GC and CNM-TE are designed to capture changes
in the interactions between nodes; these indicators have higher noise resistance and can keenly detect
potential causality between nodes.
The division of DG and NDG on real datasets is mainly determined by the variance of the nodes, stem-
ming from the assurance that the variance of the DG tends to infinity near the critical point. Therefore,
in the epilepsy dataset, we take the average of the variance of each node during the onset period and
then use the K-means clustering algorithm to provide group division. Note that no matter how the di-
vision is made, this division has subjectivity.
The calculation of the DNB, where

DNB(Net) :=
SDd · PCCd

PCCo

, (17)

is based on several key metrics that quantify the dynamics within and between DG and NDG. Specifi-
cally, the DNB is calculated using the following parameters:

• SDd: The average standard deviation of the nodes within the DG;

• PCCd: The average Pearson correlation coefficient among nodes within the DG;

• PCCo: The average Pearson correlation coefficient between nodes in the DG and those in the NDG.

2.4.2 Result analysis for iEEG dataset

In this section, we investigate the performance differences of various indicators on the same dataset. The
results indicate that in cases where the DNB detection fails, at least one of our indicators can issue an
early-warning signal during the onset of the disease. Moreover, the combination of signals from the two
distinct causal network markers, CNM-GC and CNM-TE, provides additional information about epilep-
tic seizures, that is, we can preliminarily classify epileptic seizures in terms of causality using causal indi-
cators.
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Table 1: The Accuracy of different combinations of markers.

Markers All Valid CNMs DNB CNM-GC only CNM-TE only

Accuracy (%) 43 92 79 68 74

Firstly, DNB, as an efficient early-warning method, completes this warning through the variance of nodes
and the PCC between nodes. However, as an early-warning tool, the effectiveness of DNB is not always
reliable, especially when the nodes themselves are subject to significant noise interference. The variance
term in the DNB indicator fluctuates dramatically, greatly reducing its detection power. However, causal
indicators such as CNM-GC and CNM-TE are designed without considering the node’s own role, thus
they possess superior noise resistance. An example can be found in Supporting Information (ID7Sz2,
which means the 2-nd seizure of the 7-th patient in the dataset).
Furthermore, the PCC indicator is not sensitive to minor changes in node interactions, leading to the
DNB potentially being insufficient to detect early-warning signals in some cases. The CNMs use a more
sensitive causal relationship for critical state early-warning, reflected by the higher accuracy of CNMs
than DNB (Table 1). Specifically, the CNMs method has shown considerable effects in about 92% of the
cases, which is higher than the overall effect of DNB in about 79%. In several seizures such as ID1Sz4
and ID7Sz2 in Figure 4(a) and (b), the CNM indicators capture potential early-warning information more
effectively than DNB. At this time, the DNB indicator shows an unstable pattern of oscillation, while
the causal indicators clearly distinguish the warning peaks. Therefore, due to their sensitivity and noise
resistance, CNM-GC and CNM-TE still serve as powerful tools for predicting epileptic seizures when
DNB fails.
We found that the tipping dynamics of epilepsy may have different causal patterns. In terms of causal-
ity, CNM-GC characterizes the strength of linear causality, while CNM-TE describes the magnitude of
nonlinear causality. The rise of CNM-GC and CNM-TE in Figure 4(a) indicates that the epileptic seizure
in this case is a mixture of linear and nonlinear causality. There are cases of epilepsy caused solely by
one type of causality. As shown in Figure 4(b), in this case, CNM-GC identifies effective early-warning,
while CNM-TE fails, which indicates that the epileptic seizures in this case may be more affected by di-
rect and linear neural activity patterns; As shown in Figure 4(c), in this case, CNM-TE identifies effec-
tive early-warning, while CNM-GC fails. The seizures in this case may originate from more complex and
nonlinear neural activity patterns.
This difference indirectly confirms the complexity of the mechanisms that trigger epileptic seizures and
inspires us to conduct a more in-depth discussion and analysis of the critical dynamics of epilepsy. This
may be because some high-dimensional critical dynamics properties of epilepsy cannot be characterized
by low-dimensional critical dynamics, which is also worth further exploration in future work. However,
in 43% cases (Table 1), the CNM-GC, CNM-TE, and DNB indicators all show a clear upward trend,
consistently demonstrating a certain sense of early-warning in the critical dynamics of epilepsy, such as
Figure 4(d).
In addition, our causal classification align with some previous experimental validations, such as the crit-
ical slowing down (CSD) in iEEG [37]. In some rare individual cases, it reveals the existence of CSD
phenomena (see Supporting Information for introduction of CSD and our identification example such as
ID5Sz1). This indicates that the mode of epilepsy seizure shows more than two causal patterns we ex-
plored. It is required that we need to make a comprehensive judgment based on various indicators, to
provide more accurate early-warning signals for epileptic seizures in the future.

2.4.3 Discussion on the iEEG dataset

This study explored the performance and potential of three markers, CNM-GC, CNM-TE, and DNB, in
predicting seizures through in-depth analysis of short-term iEEG datasets. CNM and DNB effectively
detect the critical dynamical patterns during seizures to a certain extent. In this section, we will sum-
marize the advantages, problems, and prospects of CNMs in detecting epilepsy. Firstly, CNM-GC and
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3 CONCLUSION

CNM-TE have noise immunity and sensitivity. This is a significant advantage over traditional DNB meth-
ods, meaning that CNMs can maintain stable prediction performance even in data with higher system
noise or unclear changes in PCC. Secondly, CNM-GC and CNM-TE bring a comprehensive evaluation.
We can infer the causal patterns of critical dynamics of epileptic seizures in both linear and nonlinear
senses through two different causal indicators. Furthermore, CNM is versatile. The calculation method
of this indicator can be directly extended to other causal senses, such as embedded entropy (EE), which
can help further comprehensively identify seizure patterns. As an attempt to identify epilepsy from a
new perspective and evaluation criteria, the traditional early-warning identification methods of CNM-GC
and CNM-TE may fail in some special cases due to the complexity of complex disease neurodynamics.
This may be due to causal explosion in other senses besides GC and TE and may be explained by the
CSD model of causal indicators. In addition, there are still many aspects to be improved in the multi-
index epilepsy classifier, such as indicator selection and further experiments. At the same time, CNMs
may have broad prospects for development in the clinical treatment of epilepsy. If these indicators are
integrated into existing epilepsy prediction models, on the one hand, they provide causal network mark-
ers of epilepsy for researchers, and on the other hand, they may be combined with multiple indicators to
provide more personalized management and treatment strategies for epilepsy patients. In general, CNM-
GC and CNM-TE perform well on short-term seizure datasets with critical dynamics, and their effective-
ness can be effectively verified on real-world datasets.

3 Conclusion

In this study, we introduce a framework of causal network markers, called CNMs, for identifying general
bifurcation phenomena in the dynamical evolution of complex systems. In the framework, we construct
a functional form of CNMs that reflects the strength of system causality. We introduce two markers,
CNM-GC and CNM-TE, representing the “linear causality” and the “non-linear causality”, respectively.
To experimentally verify the efficacy of CNM-GC and CNM-TE, we use the data produced by bench-
mark models and collected from the real-world systems. Precisely, we consider the data from three bench-
mark models: the genetic network, the ecological network, and the Turing diffusion interaction network.
They respectively represent the internal, interaction, and diffusion effects reaching criticality, encom-
passing three types of typical critical phenomena in the common stage. The results indicate that CNMs
have significant predictive effects on both temporal and spatial bifurcation models. Meanwhile, the real-
world dataset we use comes from an open-source epilepsy dataset, which is typically considered to have
complex dynamical properties. We found that in this situation, the identification of CNMs composed of
causal indicators with different meanings may be inconsistent, and the combination of two causal net-
work markers has high predictive accuracy, which provides a new causal perspective for early-warning
and identification of epilepsy.
As a causal-oriented unidirectional markers, CNMs framework focuses on the interactions between nodes
and is not affected by the internal dynamics of node variance. It can capture more information than the
PCC between nodes, as in DNB, and are resistant to noise and highly sensitive. CNMs method also de-
tects different kinds of temporal-spatial tipping points, making it simple and versatile. At the same time,
it is scalable and flexible, where many of the causal framework can be introduced into this framework,
including the spatial causality [38] and the machine learning technique [39]. When multiple causal indi-
cators are selected, CNMs generally provide a comprehensive evaluation, which is beneficial to identify-
ing more complex dynamics of the system so that it is applicable to clinical disease detection and early-
warning, with broad application prospects.

Supporting Information
Supporting Information is available from the Wiley Online Library or from the author.
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