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In spite of the vast literature on spreading dynamics on dexnpetworks, the role of local synergy, i.e.,
the interaction of elements that when combined producead éffiect greater than the sum of the individual
elements, has been studied but only for irreversible sjpmgadinamics. Reversible spreading dynamics are
ubiquitous but their interplay with synergy has remainekinawn. To fill this knowledge gap, we articulate a
model to incorporate local synergistic effect into the sieal susceptible-infected-susceptible process, inlwhic
the probability for a susceptible node to become infecteduih an infected neighbor is enhanced when the
neighborhood of the latter contains a number of infecteceaodVe derive master equations incorporating the
synergistic effect, with predictions that agree well witle numerical results. A striking finding is that, when
a parameter characterizing the strength of the synergforeement effect is above a critical value, the steady
state density of the infected nodes versus the basic tras&mirate exhibits an explosively increasing behavior
and a hysteresis loop emerges. In fact, increasing thegys&ength can promote the spreading and reduce the
invasion and persistence thresholds of the hysteresis Ighysical understanding of the synergy promoting
explosive spreading and the associated hysteresis befavide obtained through a mean-field analysis.

PACS numbers: 89.75.Hc, 87.19.X-, 87.23.Ge

I. INTRODUCTION In this paper, we investigate the effect of synergy on re-
versible spreading dynamics on complex networks. Syn-

Disease or information spreading, a fundamental class d?fgy describes the situation where the interaction of efiesne
dynamical processes on complex netwofkd [1-4], has beelfat produce a total effect greater than the sum of indididua
studied extensively in the past fifteen yeard [5-23]. Spreadtlements when combined, i.e., the phenomenon commonly
ing dynamics can be classified into two types: irreversintk a known as “one plus one is greater than two.” Intuitively,-syn
reversible. In an irreversible process, once an indiviteal ~ €rgy should have a significant effect on spreading dynamics.
comes infected, it cannot recover or return to the susdeptib For example, when a disease begins to spread in the human
state. Or, once an infected node recovers, it is immune t§ociety, a healthy individual who has a sick friend is likely
the same virus. Mathematically, irreversible spreading pr to be infected with the disease. However, if the sick friend
cesses can be described by the susceptible-infected [gl), thimself or herself has a number of friends with the same dis-
susceptible-infected-recovered (SIR) [6], or the susbept ~ €ase, the Ilkellhood_ for the healthy |nd|V|duaI_to cont_rﬁm .
exposed-infected-recovered (SEIR) model [10]. In comtras disease would be higher, as (a) the fact that his/her siekdri
in a reversible process, any node can be infected repedt@s sick friends implies that the disease is potentiallyemor
edly in time, going through a cycle of susceptible and in-contagious, and (b) the healthy individual is likely to have
fected states. For example, in the infection process ofnore sick friends. Similarly, in rumor or information spaea
tuberculosis and gonorrhea, an individual recovering fronind over a social network, a number of connected individu-
such a disease can be infected again with the same didls possessing a piece of information make it more believabl
ease anytime. Mathematically, reversible spreading pse=e  than just a single individual. Indeed, concrete evidence ex
can be described by the susceptible-infected-susceptibigted in both biological and social systems where the number
(SIS) , the susceptible-infected-recovered-susbépti of infected neighbors of a pair of infected-susceptibleewd
(SIRS) [24], or the susceptible-exposed-recovered-gitikte ~ Would enhancg the transmission rate between t 6-29],
(SEIS) model[25]. When the complex topology of the under-Such as fungal infection in soil-borne plant pathogens228,
lying network is taken into account, a pioneering result wasvhere the probability for an infected node to affect its sus-
the vanishing epidemic threshold in scale-free networkh wi ceptible neighbors depends upon the number of other infecte
the power-law exponent less than thrige [5]. Another result i nodes _co_nnected to the mfecte_d node. In social systems, the
that, for both irreversible and reversible processes destr  Synergistic effect was deemed important menomena such
by the classic SIR and SIS models, respectively, the fractio@s the spread of adoption of healthy behaviof [30, 31], mi-
of infected nodes increases with the transmission rateireont croblogging retweetind [32], opinion spreading and prapag
uously [4], which can be expected intuitively. tion [2,[33], and animal invasiof [34,135].

While the classic SIR and SIS models ignore the synergis-
tic effect by assuming that the transmission of infection be
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study the impact of synergy drreversible spreading dynam-  synergistic mechanism models the role of infected neighbor
ics and its interplay with the network topology. In partigyl  connected to a transmitter (i.e., an infected node) in ecthan
threshold model$ [26, 27,136] were developed, which take inting the transmission probability. The synergistic SIS adre
account neighbors’ synergistic effects on behavior spngad ing process is illustrated schematically in HIf. Our model
by assuming that a node adopts a behavior only when the nundiffers from the recent one in Ref. [43], which treated the-sy
ber of its adopted neighbors is equal to or exceeds a certairgistic effect of ignorant individuals attached to a reee(in
adoption threshold. One result was that, for each node in thignorant state).
network with a fixed adoption threshold, the final adoption Initially, a fractionp, of nodes are chosen as seeds (infected
size tends to grow continuously and then decreases disconedes) at random, while the remaining nodes are in the sus-
tinuously when the mean degree of the network is increasedeptible state. Each infected node can transmit the digease
The SIR model was also generalized to modify the transmisits susceptible neighbors at the rate
sion rate between a pair of infected and susceptible nodes ac 14 om
cording to the synergistic effedt [37239], with the findihgt p(m,a) =1—(1-7) ; @)
it can affect the fraction of the epidemic outbreak, dumtio \yheresn and a, respectively, represent the number of the
and foraging strategy of spreaders. These existing works we iyfected neighbors connected to the infected node and the
exclusively for irreversible spreading dynamics. A sysiim  gyrengih of the synergistic effect, anids the basic transmis-
study to understand the impact of the synergistic effect®on ;o rate. Equatiorll) indicates that, the larger value of
versible spreading dynamics on complex networks is needed,, m, the higher the transmission raién, «) between an in-
The goal of this paper is to investigate, analytically and nu fected node and a susceptible neighbor will be. An infected
merically, the impacts of synergy on reversible spreadtg d node can recover to being susceptible with probabjilitpur
namics on complex networks. We first generalize the classig,qdel reduces to the classic SIS modeldos 0. Fora > 0
SIS model to quantify the effect of the number of infected(,, - (), the synergistic effects are constructive (destructive)
neighbors connected to an infected node on the transmissiQfnhere the infected neighbors favor (hampers) transmissfion
rate between it and its susceptible neighbors. To chaizeter ihe disease to the receivers. In our study, we consider baly t
the impact on the steady state of the spreading dynamics, W& nstructive synergistic effect, where the infected neigh
consider the local nodal environment and derive the mastest an, infected node cooperate with it to spread the disease. |
equations (MEs)lEﬂ_l]. To gain a physical understandingaqgition, we set < 1 so that the synergistic ability of any in-
we assume that, statistically, nodes with the same degree hasected neighbor of the infected node is less than that df itse
the same dynamical characteristics, so the mean-field 2pproThis assumption is based on consideration of real situstion
imation can be applied. Let be a parameter characterizing gych as fungal infection in soil-borne plant pathogens wher
the strength of the synergistic effect. For random regui n the probability for a susceptible node infected by a dirget i
works (RRNs), we find that far > o, wherea is a critical  fected neighbor is always greater than that from an indirect
value, a hysteresis loop [14.142] appears in which the steadyfected neighbot [28, 29].
state infected density, denoted pyoo), increases with the
transmission ratgs but typically exhibits an explosively in-
creasing behavior, in contrast to the typical continuoasgi- . THEORY
tion observed in the classic SIS models [5]. ok a., the

hysteresis loop disappears guido) increases with contin- . We consider large and sparse networks with negligible

uously. The phenomena of explosive spreading and hysseresie g eq_degree correlation. We first establish the master-eq

Ioop are general m_that they also occur for complex network%ons to describe the synergistic SIS spreading processtigua

of different topologies. tatively. We then provide an an intuitive understandinghef t
role of synergy in the spreading dynamics through a mean-

filed analysis.
II. MODEL

Network model. The networks in our study are generated A. Master equations
from the uncorrelated configuration modgl [6] with degree
distribution P(k), where the degree-degree correlations can In general, the transmission rapé¢m, ) between a pair
be neglected for large and sparse networks. Nodes in thef infected-susceptible nodes in the synergistic SIS sfinga
network correspond to individuals or hosts responsible foprocess is determined by the following three factors: (&) th
spreading, with edges representing the interactions leetwe basic transmission raté between the pair of nodes, i.e., the
nodal pairs. rate in the absence of any synergistic effect, (2) the number

Model of reversible spreading dynamics. We generalize infected neighbors connected to the infected node, an¢h¢3) t
the classic SIS model to incorporate the synergistic efféct ~ strengtha of the synergistic effect. Because of the strong dy-
the reversible spreading dynamics — we name itsinergis- namical correlation among the states of the neighboringsod
tic SISspreading model. At any time, each node can only be in leading to the synergistic effect, the approach of masteaeq
one of two states: susceptible (S) or infected (I). An inddct tions ,] can be applied. For convenience, we denote
node can transmit the disease to its susceptible neighboes. Sj ., (Ix,m) as the k-degree susceptible (infected) node with
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. . Since Sy, hasm infected neighbors, the probability of its
Susceptlble \3 Infected being infected during time+dt, wheredt is an infinitesimally

small time interval, can be written & ,,, (¢)dt with 7, ,, (¢)
given by

rnlt) = m 3 s P’“ z & (2)
=0

Zk/

(a) t=0

There are three scenarios that can lead to an increase in
ske.m(t): (1) recovery ofly ., with probability i, (2) infec-

tion of a susceptible neighbor 6%, ,,—1, and (3) recovery of

an infected neighbor of}, ,,,11. The second (third) scenario
corresponds to the situation where an S-S (S-I) edge changes
into an S-I (S-S) edge, where an S-S edge connects two sus-
ceptible nodes, an S-I edge links a susceptible and an a@tfect
nodes, and so on. Denot¥ as the rate that an S-S edge
changes to S-1. We can approximdteé as the rate of edges
that switch from being S-S to S-I in the time interv&| and

the probability3*dt is the ratio of the latter to the former. The
rate3* can thus be approximated as

3 Pr ok = ) ()t (1)
> P Yok = m)skm (1)

Since the probability for the recovery of an infected nodesdo

not depend on its neighbors, the rate at which an S-1 edge

changes to S-S ig. Similarly, there are three cases leading
to a decrease sy, ., (t): Sk,m being infected with probability

B =

®3)

FIG. 1. (Color online) lllustration of synergistic SIS spdéng pro-

cess on complex networks. (a) Initially fa& 0), node 2 is the seed ;’BI’ITt’ |2fse(;t::) dnrgt:ivseurscoefp;r?li fzg[gzbnoer|6r%gg nvg}h pvrv?t?l-
and the remaining nodes are susceptible. Since there ardened y Y 9 m

neighbors connected to node 2, it transmits the diseasectofits ~ Probability .. We then obtain the time evolution equation of
susceptible neighbors with probabilipf0, ) = 8. (b) Node 3 is Sk,m(t) as
infected by node 2 which has not recovered. In this case, iadles d ,
2 and 3 have an infected neighbor and, at the next time step, th Esk,m(t) = Wigm(t) + B°(k —m +1)sgm—1(t)
will infect one of their susceptible neighbors with a largeobabil-
ity p(1,@) ~ (1 + )3 due to the synergistic effect. +plm 4+ 1)skm+a (t)
— [ (8) + B — m) + ] sn (), (4)

m infected neighbors and usg,, () andiy . (£) to express Analogously, we can derive the time evolution equation of
the fractions ofSy, ,,, and I}, ,,, nodes at time, respectively. Ukm (t):
The degree distribution and the average degree of the networ d

are P, and (k) = 3", k'Py, respectively. The fraction of o (8) = T (O)sm (£) + B (k =m0 + 1)ikm—1(t)

infected nodes with degréeat timet is given by + p(m 4+ 1)ig ma1(2)
= [+ B (k = m) + pmlirm(t), (5)
Z im(t) =1 - Z Sk,m( where/3? is the rate with which an edge S-I switches to I-I,
which can be calculated as

and the total fraction of the infected nodegp($) = (pi(t)) = ‘ P " "
> Prpr(t). B = > kZm 0. M k,m () S1e,m (1) 6)

kL kPE ) o ) P )

To derive the master equations, it is necessary to obtain the 2 By Zm 0 MSk,m

probability for Sy, ,,, to be infected. Initially,Sy ., hasm If the initially infected nodes are distributed uniformiy the
infected neighbors so the probability for one of its infecte network, the initial conditions of Eq€2)-(6) are

neighbors to have degrééis k' Py, / (k). This degreé’ in- st (0) = [1 — p(0)] By.m[p(0)] and

fected neighbor of5; ,,, may have zero, one, two, or up to o "

k' — 1 infected neighbors. The chance for the degrem- tk,m (0) = p(0) Brm [p(0)],

fected node to have infected neighbors i, ,,(t) /i (t), SO where By, .. (p) = (:Z)Pm(l — p)kﬂ”_ Numerically solving

the probability that it will infectSy, ., is Egs. B)-(), we obtain the quantities, ,,, and sy, ,,, at any
W1 time t. The quantityp(oo) can be calculated ag(oc) =
Z Z’f’vn(t)p(m a). >k Pr Zm o tk,m(00), and we have(oco) = 1 — p(o0). For
i (t) simplicity, we denote(cc) = p.



B. Mean-field approximation where

_ 2
To gain physical insights into the role of synergistic efiec | = kL —=2(1 = (k = D)a)pe(00) = 3(k — Dapc(co)’].
in spreading dynamics, we develop a mean-field analysis. | : . -
particular, we assume that nodes with the same degree ,exhil?ﬂlumerlcally solving Eqs.@) and [, we get the crifical

approximately identical dynamical behaviors. The time-evo fansmission ratg.. Fora = 0, our synergistic SIS spreading
lution of the fraction of the degrek infected nodes is then modei reduces to the classic SIS spreading model, an@¥Fq. (

has a trivial solutionp(c) = 0. Fora = 0, Eq. @) has

given by only one nontrivial solution. We thus see théto) increases
d with 3 continuously. As shown in FigXa), the function
apk(t) = [1 = p(®)lk glp(c0), B, 11, a] is tangent to the horizontal axis @f>c) = 0.
¥ P E—1 Combining Egs[@) and [[2), we obtain the continuous critical
% Z K Pk Z Bir—1.m(w)p(m, a) transmission ratg. = p/k fora = 0. . .
™ (k) =0 Fora > 0 so synergistic effects exist(co) = 0 is a triv-

— upi(®) @) ial solution since Eq[9) is a cubic equation for the variable
’ p(oo) without any constant term. As shown in Fb), for
wherew = Y kPypi/(k) is the probability that one end ofa a fixeda > 0 (e.g.,a = 0.9), the number of solutions of
randomly chosen edge is infected¢) = > Pipr(t), andthe  Eqg. @) is dependent upofi, and there exists a critical value
fraction of susceptible nodes at timés s(t) = 1 — p(t). The  of 3 at which Eq.[B) has three roots (fixed points), indicat-
steady state of synergistic SIS process in Bjjcorresponds ing the occurrence of a saddle-node bifurcation [44, 45k Th

to the condition%pk(t) = 0. For degreé& we have bifurcation analysis of Eq. (9) reveals the physically mean
ingful stable solution of(co) will suddenly increase to an
pr(00) = M alternate outcome. In this case, an explosive growth patter
H of p(c0) with 5 emerges. And whether the unstable state sta-
K -1 bilizes to an outbreak state(po) > 0] or an extinct state

/
> K Py pr (20) 3" Bi—im(w)p(m, @), (8)  [p(c0) = 0] depends on the initial fraction of the infected
% (k) =0 seeds. As a result, a hysteresis loop emerges [14, 42]. To
distinguish the two thresholds of the hysteresis loop, we de
note;,, as the invasion threshold corresponding to the triv-
ial solution [p(c) = 0] of Eq. (9, associated with which

which can be solved analytically for RRNs by approximating
1— (1—B)*™ asp(1 + am) for small 3. We get

afBk(k —1) 5 [aBk(k —1) — Bk 5 the disease starts with a small initial fraction of the inéekc
p(o0) = _TP(OO) + P pLeo seeds, and let,., be the persistence threshold corresponding
Bk to the nontrivial solution 4.(co) > 0] of Eq. @), at which
+ —p(00), (9) the disease starts with a higher initial fraction of the atéel
K seeds([14, 42]. Substituting the trivial solution(fo) = 0]
for ¢ — co. Solving Eq.[0), we get the infected densipfoc).  into Eq. [[2), we obtain the invasion threshold as
The epidemic threshold is a critical parameter value above M
which a global epidemic occurs but below which there is no Binv = . (13)

epidemic. Similar to the analysis of the classic SIS spread- . . .
ing dynamics, we can obtain the critical condition from the Note that the classic SIS spreading process has the same inva

nontrivial solution of Eq.[@). In particular, the function sion threshold. We can also solve E@).dnd [[2) simultane-
ously to get the persistence thresh@jd, with p.(co) > 0.
glp(0), B, s, 0] = _aﬂk(k - 1)p(oo)3 We now present an explicit example to understand the re-
T lationship betweem(cc) and3. As shown in FigX(b) for
[aBk(k —1) — pk] 2 a = 0.9, numerically solving Eqs[@) and L) gives the func-
T P p(o0) tion g[p(c0), 3,7, o], which becomes tangent to the horizon-

Bk tal axis for8;,, = 0.01 or Bpe, ~ 0.0039. From Fig[X(b),

+ —p(o0) = p(0), (10)  we see that Eq@j has3 fixed points wherg is in the range

H of (Binv, Bper). As aresult, the steady state infection density
becomes tangent to the horizontal axigdto), which is the  depends opy. If the disease starts with a small initial fraction
critical infected density in the limit — co. The critical con-  of infected seeds, the root with the smallest vajued) = 0]

dition is given by of Eq. (9) corresponds to the steady state. However, if the dis-
dglp(00), B, 11, ] ease starts with a large in_itial fr_action of infe<_:te_d sedls,
491pL0), ;B pe(o0) = 0. (11)  rootwith the largest value is the infected density in thadye
dpoc state. Whens is smaller thans,., or larger thans;,,, the
Furthermore, the basic critical transmission rate can lica initial fraction of infected seeds has no effect on the sgead
lated as: state.

u Next, by solving the condition of the saddle-node bifurca-
e = T (12)  tion [44,[45], we can determine the critical value of infette



neighbors’ synergy effects., for a < «a, p(co) increases
with 8 continuous, whilep(oo) will increase withs explo-
sively and the hysteresis appears when> «.. Combing
Eqgs. B and [[J) together with the condition

d*glp(0), B, . o]
dp3s

|pc(oo) = Oa (14)

we obtain
1
k—1-3(k—1)pe(c0)’

Combining Egs.[@), @) and @9, we geta, = 1/(k — 1),
which is dependent only on the degree of the RRNs.

(15)

Qe =

0.01,

(2)a=0 |

g(p(e),B,u,0)

-0.01
0.

0.0

0.04;

9(P(«),B,1,)

-0.04

1.0

FIG. 2. (Color online) lllustration of graphical solutiofi Bq. (10).
For random regular networks with= 10, (a) continuously increas-
ing behavior ofp(co) with g for « = 0, (b) explosive change in
p(o0) for a = 0.9. The blue dashed line is tangent to the horizontal
axis atp(oo) = 0 (i.e., the blue circle) in (a). The red circle and
green square respectively represent the points of tandentye red
dotted line and green solid line in (b). The recovery rate is 0.1.

IV. NUMERICAL VERIFICATION

We perform extensive simulations of synergistic SIS
spreading processes on RRNs of si¥e= 10* and degree

k = 10. To calculate the pertinent statistical averages we use

5

30 network realizations and at ledst® independent dynami-
cal realizations for each parameter setting. To be conarmete
take synchronous updating proces$es [4] and set the rgcover
rate as: = 0.1 in all simulations (unless otherwise specified).
To obtain the numerical thresholds,,, and g,.,, we adopt

the susceptibility measure [46,47]:

(p(00)?) = (p(0))”
(p(0)) ’

wherep(oco) is the steady-state density of infected nodes. In
general,x exhibits a maximum value &t;,,,, and 3,., when
the initial fraction of the infected seeds is relatively $raad
large, respectively. We defing;,, (3,.,) as the numerical
predictions of invasive (persist) threshold.

Figurel3(a) showsp(oo) versusj for a = 0.9, where the
surprising phenomenon of explosive spreading, pex) ex-
hibits an explosive increase &k passes through a critical
point, can be seen, as predicted [E@-@®), and Eq. ®)].

In fact, there exists a range Bt [Binv, Bper], In Which the
steady state depends on the valug@fin particular, the two
different steady states correspond to the spreader-fate st
[p(c0) = 0] for initially small fraction of infected seeds and
the endemic statep[oo) > 0] with initially larger fraction of
infected nodes, respectively. The coexistence of endentc a
spreader-free states, in the form of a hysteresis loop with e
plosive transitions between the states, is predicted Hythet
oretical approaches (i.e., the master equations and the-mea
field theory), and is observed numerically. FigB(b) shows
the susceptibility measurg versus; for the two cases of
po = 0.01 andpy = 0.9. We see that the numerical thresh-
olds3;,, andg,.,. determined through match well with the
predictions from the master equations, but the mean-field ap
proximation gives only the value ¢f; ., correctly. Letting
A be the difference betweet},,, and ;.. (the width of the
hysteresis loop), we find th&t 5 increases withy, as shown

in the inset of Fig3(b), indicating that3; . decreases faster
thanj;,, asa is increased.

To explain why mean-field approximation can’t accurately
predictg;, ., and to give a qualitative explanation for the ex-
plosively increasing behavior pf o) with 3, we consider the
case where the spreading process starts from a small fractio
of infected seeds. Initially, for an infected seed [e.g.d@o
2 in Fig.[I(a)], all its neighbors are in the susceptible state.
Thus, there is no synergistic effect when this infected radee
tempts to infect its susceptible neighbors. Once the iefkct
node (o) has infected one of its susceptible neighbors [e.g.,
node3 in Fig.[I(a)] successfully, both the originally and newly
infected nodes beconig 1, leading to a synergistic effect. In
this case, if the average number of nodes infected by one seed
is larger than 1, an epidemic will occur. In discrete timgste
this average number can be approximately calculateld as [48]

x=N (16)

S
muv

R=FkY_[(1—p)(1=p(0,a))]" 'p(0, )

+ (k=1 (1= (1 = p(0,a))"?
t=2

X p(07a)(1 _M)[p(laa) —p(o,a)L (17)



where the first term of Eq{d) represents the basic reproduc-

tion number without any synergistic effect, the second terrnr

denotes the increment in the basic reproduction number as
result of the synergistic effect due to the newly infecteighe
bor, if the seed indeed successfully infects a neighborrbefo
its recovery. Letting? = 1in Eq. [7), we can approximately
calculate the critical invasion threshold as

"
k+ k-0 —-pa+p—1

/

Binv -

(18)

As shown in Figl4(a), the value oﬁ;m agrees well with the
value ofg;, . . Forthe case of small initial infected density, the
mean-field approximation fails to capture the dynamical cor
relation. Due to the synergistic effect, even only one erttief
I-1 edge transmits the disease to its susceptible neightars
1,1 node become$; », which has a larger transmission rate

than that from the original, ; node. As the spreading process

continues, more susceptible nodes in the neighborhooaeof tr

infected node are infected so thg, nodes becomé, s, I, 3

becomed}, 4, and so on, leading to a cascading process the

results in explosive spreading.

To gain further insights into the cascading phenomenon an
the explosive increase ofoc) with 3 for a > a., we calcu-
late the fraction,,, of infected nodes withn (m = 0,1, ..., k)
infected neighbors versus time f@rslightly larger thans;,,.,

(for « = 0.9) and 3. (for « = 0). Fora < «a. (e.g.,

a = 0), the synergistic SIS spreading is reduced to the clas

sic SIS dynamics. As shown in the inset of H#{b), for
B = 0.0114 > B. = 0.0112, i,, increases witht slowly
and tends to a constant for large time. Howevergfoe 0.9,
if 8 =0.0064 2 f;,, = 0.0062, i, increases fast initially,
reaches a peak at some small valueofe.g.,m = 0, 1), and
then decreases rapidly. For largervalues (e.g.;m = 3,5),
i Increases later and faster in reaching the peak. These pr
vide an explanation for the continuously and relativelydjo
increasing behavior gf(cc) for @ < «. and, more impor-
tantly, the explosively increasing behaviorggbo) with g for
o > Q.

We further examine the impact of parametgranda on
the synergistic SIS spreading dynamics. Figl@ and (b)
show the value op(oc0) in the (8, «) plane forpy = 0.01
and pg 0.9, respectively. In (a), the solid curves repre-
sent the analytical predictions gf,,, versusa obtained from
Eq. {13, and the circles display the numerical predictions of
with . The results in (b) show that the persistence thresh
old decreases as is increased. A heuristic explanation for
these results is that, due to the synergistic effect, theemi
increase in the infection probabiliym, «) between the in-
fected nodes and their susceptible neighbors, therebycredu
ing the epidemic threshold (e.@,, andf,.,). In Figs[5(a)
and (b), depending on whether the disease becomes extinct
there is an outbreak, we can divide the parameter planegnto r

gions | and Il, respectively. F@t > [, (Or 8 > Bper), p(00)

FIG. 3. (Color online) Steady state infected dengifgo) and sus-
ceptibility measurey for random regular networks. (a) The density
p(o0) versusp for a = 0.9, where the red squares and black cir-
cles are simulation results with initial infected dengity= 0.9 and

po = 0.01, respectively. The red solid and black dashed lines are the
fesults of master equations EdqS. (3)-(6) with the same otispéni-

tial seed fractions. The red dotted and black dotted dashed &re
results from the mean-field approximation [Eg.l(11)] witle ftame
respective initial seed fractions. The quantitigs, and 3,.. are,
respectively, the simulated invasion and persistenceshiotds de-
termined via the susceptibility measure. (b) Susceptybitieasure

x versusg with the same parameters as in (a). To discern the ex-
tremely small value of for po = 0.9, we plot the dotted line in (b)
one thousand times larger than the original values. The ing®)
shows the width of the hysteresis loop versusOther parameters
arep = 0.1 andk = 10.

determined by the susceptible measure, which increases

we can determine this region by computing the difference be-
tween the values of every poing ) in Figs.B(b) and5(a).

As shown in Fig[B(c), there are four regions. Only when

is larger than a critical value.. [obtained from Eqgs[9), (1)

apd [9)] will the final densityp(co) increase with3 explo-
sively (regions Il, lll, and IV) and a hysteresis loop appear
(region IIl). Otherwise there is no hysteresis (regionm)re-

increases withy due to the enhancement in the transmissiordion I, the disease becomes extinct, but there is an outbrea
rate between the infected node and its susceptible neighbor" région IV.

Since the initial fraction of infected seeds impacts onlg th
steady state associated with the region of the hysteresis lo

While we focus our study on RRNs for the reason that
an understanding of explosive spreading can be obtained,
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FIG. 4. (Color online) lllustration the regime of explosisereading.

(a) Circles indicate the numerical predictions of invasiveeshold

B;,w in a. The solid line shows the transmission rgté Eq. (18). FIG. 5. (Color online) Steady state infected dengifgo) and re-

(b) The fractioni,, of infected nodes for different numbers of in- gion of hysteresis in the parameter plaged). (a,b) For synergistic

fected neighborsrg = 0,1, 3, 5) versus timef when the transmis- SIS spreading dynamics on random regular networks, calded

sion rate is slightly larger thaf;,,,,. Panel (b) shows,, versust for values ofp(oco) in the parameter plane3(«) for po = 0.01 and

a = 0.9 andg = 0.0064 (8;,, = 0.0062), where the inset shows p, = 0.9, respectively. The numerically obtained invasion thresh-

the same plot for the classic SIS spreading dynamicg fer0.0114 old ;. and persistence threshaig,,. (white circles) in (a) and (b),

(B = 0.0112). Other parameters ai® = 0.01, o = 0.1 and  respectively, are determined by the susceptible meaguemd the

k = 10. corresponding theoretical values (white sold line) arenfiegs. [9)
and [I2). The persistence threshold predicted by the méahtfie-
ory matches well with that from simulations, but there isadige-
ment for the invasion threshold, as shown in (a,b), wheredl l&n
denote the parameter regions where the disease becones exiil
an outbreak occurs, respectively. In (c), the color-codeades repre-
sent the difference between the valueg@fo) in (b) and (a). There
are four regions: in region | there is no hysteresis laop( a.), in

the phenomenon can arise in general complex networks. gion Il there isahysteresjs behavior, and regines lllgr&pecify

demonstrate this, we simulate synergistic spreading dynani e borders of the hysteresis loop. Other parameterg aré.1 and

. .. L. = 10.

ics on Erdds-Rényi (ER) random and scale-free networks.

Figured shows, for ER networks, an explosive increase in

the steady state infection density and a hysteresis lodp wit

the parameteB. We also investigate the spreading dynam- V. DISCUSSION

ics on scale-free networks! [6] constructed according to the

standard configuration model [49]. The degree distribuigon

Synergy is a ubiquitous phenomenon in biological and so-
P(k) =Tk~7, wherey is degree exponent and the coefficient ynerdy q P g

: e . b cial systems, and one is naturally curious about its effact o
isI' = 1/37"" k=7 with the minimum degreé..;,, = 3, spreading dynamics on networks. There were previous works
maximum degreé,,..,~N"(~Y andy = 3.0. The phe- on synergistic irreversible spreading dynamics, and trasgo
nomena of explosive spreading and hysteresis loop are pref this paper are to construct and analyze a generic model for
sented, as shown in Fi@l synergistic reversible spreading, where the effect of ynis
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lar, if the strength is above a critical value that is solegy d

9 a=0.9 | | ] termined by the degree of the network, there is an explosive
08l S { outbreak of the disease in that the steady state infection de
sity increases abruptly and drastically as the basic tramsm
0.6- sion rate passes through a critical value. Associated \ih t
a explosive behavior is a hysteresis loop whereas, if thestran
0.4+ ¢ ER P00 mission rate is reduced through a different threshold, tied fi
v ERpg09 infected population collapses to zero. All these resulteha
0.2 o SFp=001 | been obtained both analytically and numerically. While the
O SFp=0.9 analysis is feasible for RRNs, numerically we find that a sim-
(". g 0010 0015 ilqr explosive behavior occurs for general complex network
: : B ' ' with a random or a scale-free topology.

The main contributions of our work are thus the discovery

FIG. 6. (Color online) Synergistic SIS spreading processesan-  Of Synergy induced explosive outbreak for reversible sprea

dom and scale-free networks. Steady state density of edemdes N dynamics, and a qualitative and quantitative undedstan

versusf3: where symbols are results from simulation and the correding of the phenomenon. A number of questions still remain.

sponding lines are predictions of the master equations @g).  For example, the effects of network structural charadiesis

The network parameters afé = 10* and (k) = 10. such as clusterind [5052], community [53-55], and core-
periphery[[55-59] on synergistic spreading dynamics need t
be studied. The approach of master equations needs to be im-

taken into account through enhancement in the transmissigsroved beyond random regular networks. Finally, the study

rate between an infected node and its susceptible neighbonseeds to be extended to more realistic networks such as-multi

There are two factors determining the synergistic efféot t plex networks([20, 22, 28, 50], or temporal netwotks [61-63]

number of infected neighbors connected to the infected node ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

that is to transmit the disease to one of its susceptiblehneig

bors and the strength of the synergistic reinforcementeffe
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