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Using network-based information to facilitate informattispreading is an essential task for spreading dy-
namics in complex networks, which will benefit the promotadriechnical innovations, healthy behaviors, new
products, etc. Focusing on degree correlated networks reype a preferential contact strategy based on the
local network structure and local informed density to preertbe information spreading. During the spreading
process, an informed node will preferentially select aaorntarget among its neighbors, basing on their degrees
or local informed densities. By extensively implementingnerical simulations in synthetic and empirical net-
works, we find that when only consider the local structurenmfation, the convergence time of information
spreading will be remarkably reduced if low-degree neighlare favored as contact targets. Meanwhile, the
minimum convergence time depends non-monotonically onededegree correlation, and moderate correlation
coefficients result in most efficient information spreadifrgcorporating the informed density information into
contact strategy, the convergence time of informationagtirgy can be further reduced. Finally, we show that
by using local informed density is more effective as comgpavéh the global case.

In the last decade, spreading dynamics in complex netwakstiracted much attention from disparate disciplinedyihk
ing mathematics, physics, social sciences, etc|[1-4]. &lsref rumors [5-+7], innovations| [8=10], credits|[11], babes [12]
and epidemicg [13, 14] were studied both in theoretic andieapaspects. Spreading models, such as susceptitdeted
(SI) [15-+17], susceptible-infected-susceptible (SIS), [19] and susceptible-infected-recovered (SIR) [20-2®EHbeen stud-
ied to investigate the essential aspects of spreading ggesan complex networks [23]. Theoretical studies revktiat
underlying network structure have significant impacts aa diatbreak threshold as well as outbreak size [3]. Specifalty
scale-free networks with degree expongrt 3, the outbreak threshold vanishes in the thermodynamic [ib8i, 119, 24| 25].
Further studies revealed that the degree heterogeneityqtes spreading outbreaks, however limits the outbreakagitarge
transmission rates [13].

Utilizing network information to effectively enhance thereading speed and outbreak size is an important topic aasjrg
dynamics studies [26—30]. The studies on effective infdimmespreading can provide inspiration for epidemic coltitrg [31—
33], as well as marketing strategies optimization [34—3@kthods for effective spreading roughly fall into two categs:
one is to choose influential nodes as the spreading sourze88R while the other is to employ proper contact stratedoe
optimize spreading paths [39]. Noticeable methods have pemposed for both the two classes. For the identificatiothouks

of influential nodes, Kitsakt al. revealed that selecting nodes with higkhells as spreading sources can effectively enhance the

spreading size [26]. Recently, Moroaeal. proposed an optimal percolation method to identify the gritial nodes [40]. As
for the contact process (CP) without bias in heterogenotveanks, scholars found that the spreading process follopreeise
hierarchical dynamics, i.e, the hubs are firstly informeud ¢he information pervades the network in a progressiveaches
across smaller degree classes [41]. Yahgl. proposed a biased contact process by using the local steuictiormation
in uncorrelated networks, and their results indicate thatspreading can be greatly enhanced if the small-degreesreve
preferentially selected [39, 42]. Rumor spreading and eam#@valk models with biased contact strategy were also diuidie
Refs. [43] 44].

Previous results have manifested that in uncorrelatedarktydesigning a proper contact strategy can effectivedynote
the information spreading. However, degree-degree @iioels (i.e., assortative mixing by degree) are ubiquitousal world
networks [45-47]. A positive degree-degree correlatioefftment indicates that nodes tend to connect to other nadiis
similar degrees. While for negative correlation coeffitielarge-degree nodes are more likely to connect to sneglted nodes.
The degree-degree correlations have significant impaapi@ading dynamics. For instance, assortative (dissa}atetworks
have a smaller (larger) outbreak threshold, however oakbseze is on the contrast inhibited (promoted) at largesim@ssion
rates (48, 49].

Although correlations are prevalent in real-world systethsre still lack studies of effective spreading stratemguing on
correlated networks. To promote the information spreadingprrelated networks is the motivation of this paper. Wepose
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a preferential contact strategy based on the local infaonatf network structure and informed densities. Our findidgmon-
strate that, when only consider local structure informatsmall-degree nodes should be preferentially contaotpcbimote the
spreading speed, irrespective to the values of degreelatiorecoefficients. For highly assortative or disassoréahetworks,
small-degree nodes should be more strongly favored to eelte fastest spreading. Actually, the minimum convergeimee
of information spreading depends non-monotonically oncibreelation coefficient. In addition, we find that the spiegdccan
be further promoted when the information of informed dgnstincorporated into the preferential contact strategye Tocal
informed density based strategy can better accelerat@tbading, as compared with the global density case.

RESULTS

Model of correlated network. To study the interplay of degree correlations and contaetegies, we build correlated
networks with adjustable correlation coefficients by ergijrig a degree-preserving edge rewiring procedure. Firgjevesrate
uncorrelated configuration networks (UCN) [50] with povier degree distributions and a targeted mean degree. Then, w
adjust the degree correlation coefficient by using the biasgree-preserving edge rewiring procedure [52]. Detditsut the
network generation can be found in the Methods Section.

Model of information spreading. We consider a contact process (CP) of susceptible-info®5d53] as the information
spreading model. For the SI model, each node can either bésims8eptible) state or | (informed) state. Initially, a #irpartion
of nodes are chosen uniformly as informed nodes, while theingings are in the S state. At each time step, each informed
node: selectone of its neighborsj to contact with a pre-defined contact probability;. If the nodej is in S state, then it
will become | state with the transmission probabilityDuring the spreading process, the synchronous updatiagsrapplied,

i.e., all informed nodes will attempt to contact their ndighs in each time step [54]. Repeat this process till all scalte
informed, and the network converges to an unique all-inftistate. Thus for the model we consider, spreading effigieac
be evaluated by the convergence tifewhich is defined as the number of time steps that all nodesrbeinformed.

Preferential contact strategy based on local informationln real spreading processes, it is hard for nodes to knowlicexp
itly the states of neighbors. The lack of information maganinany redundant contacts between the two informed nodks in
CP, which will greatly reduce the spreading efficiency. Thus propose a preferential contact strategy, which conshiine
local structure and local informed density information ioamprehensive way. The probability;; that an informed node
selecting a neighbgirfor contact is given by

kq+5ﬂf (t)

L@%j:: ———L————————.
> kféﬁﬂf (t)
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Herel; is the set of neighbors @fandk; its degree. In additiony and/ are two tunable parameters. The preferential structure
exponenty determines the tendency to contact small-degree or laggeed nodes. Large-degree neighbors are preferentially
contacted when > 0, while small-degree neighbors are favored whesa 0. Whena = 0 all neighbors are randomly chosen,
which reduces to the classical CP strategy [53]. The prefedelynamic exponent reflects whether the neighbors with small
or large local informed densities are favored. For a specdite;, the local informed density is defined as:

I(t)

L
J kj
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wherel;(¢) is the number of informed neighbors of noflat timet.

Taking pJL (t) into the contact strategy is based on several considegati®instly, suppose there are two neighbors with the
same degree, clearly the neighbor with a higbﬁ(t) has a larger probability to be already informed. It is readda to
preferentially choose the neighbor of the sma}iﬁ(t) as contact target by setting a suitable negativ&econdly, contacting
neighbors with low informed densities can further providerenlatent chances to inform the next-nearest neighboiisd,the
local informed density is relatively easier to obtain, aspared with the global informed density of netwaik(t) = 1(¢)/N,
wherel () is the total number of informed nodes in the network at timor comparison, we also investigate the performance
of global information based strategy, where the contadbghbdity is given by replacin@f (t) with p&(t) in Eq. ().

Intrinsic motivation of the proposed preferential contact strategy. We investigate the time evolutions of information
spreading with unbiased contact strategy in heterogermaodem networks. Whea = S = 0, hubs have a higher probability
to be contacted since they have more neighbors. As a rasalbubs will become informed quickly. In contrast, smakinde
nodes with fewer neighbors are less likely to be contactetiaformed. To be concrete, the above scenario is illudrate
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FIG. 1: For unbiased contacts, the time evolutions of information greading in random scale-free networks.The mean degreg;(t)) of
newly informed nodes (red circles), the density of informedesp® (¢) (black hollow squares), and the informed diversity of deg@®@(t)
(blue diamonds) versus time step®Other parameters are sets= 10, v = 3.0, (k) = 8, A = 0.1, andp®(0) = 5% respectively.

Fig.[1. We show the time evolutions of the informed dengfty(t), mean degree of newly informed nod@s (¢)), and the
degree diversity of the newly informed nodBs$t) [55]. HereD(t) is defined as:
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wherel(t) is the number of informed nodes with degfeat timet. The larger values of degree diversiy(t) indicate that the
newly informed nodes are from diverse degree classes.

At initial time steps, the informed density (¢) is small, and a large value 6f;(¢)) indicates that hubs are quickly informed.
The value ofD(t) is also very large during this stage since most nodes are fat& and nodes from all degree classes can be
get informed. With the rapid increase off (t), both (k;(t)) and D(t) decreases, which indicates intermediate degree nodes are
gradually informed. In the late stage of spreading, smailesof(k;(t)) and D(t) reveal that the time-consuming part of the
spreading is to reach some small-degree nodes. Previalissthowed that the optimal biased contact strategy basirilge
neighbor degrees is which whernr —1 [53]. In this case, the small-degree nodes will be informedaasily, while the central
role of the hubs for transmitting information is not exceski weakened. Therefore, balancing the contacts to stegjiee and
large-degree nodes is essential to the problem of faailgahe spreading.

Assortative and disassortative networks display diststaicture characteristics, with small-degree nodes plffgrent
roles [28]. For assortative networks, many small-degredesdocate in the periphery of the network. While for disasso
tive networks, some small-degree nodes act as bridges okcting two large-degree nodes, and with more small-degrdes
act as leaf nodes in the star-like structures. While thetiona of small degree nodes have been altered by the degnee co
lations, transmitting information effectively to smallgtee nodes is essential for facilitating the spreading scudsed above.



TABLE I: Some statistics of network properties for different degreeexponents. Structural properties include the mean minimum degree
Emin Of networks, mean degréém.x), mean neighboring degré&)r(,) and neighboring degree heterogendify ., of the largest-degree
nodes. The neighboring degree heterogeneity is defindfias = (k:2>p<h)/(k:)%(h), where(k)r ) and (k) are the first and second
moments of neighboring degrees, respectively.

Yy r Kmin <k7min> <k>l"(h) HF(h)

3 -03 4 1125 44 1031

21-03 2 1345 103 4.357

21-04 2 1345 54 4.024

21-05 2 1345 31 2.366

This suggests that we should treat small degree nodes mmtilbain correlated networks. In the neighbor degree dase
contact strategy, nodes are identified by their degreesathmetighbors with the same degree are treated as equivalbig
motivates that we could further distinguish the small degredes to better enhance the spreading. To this end, weorete
the local informed densities of neighbors into the contetegy and favor transmitting information to low informesgyions.

Simulation results for local structure information based mntact strategy. We verify the performance of the contact
strategies in scale-free networks with given mean degredsdagree correlation coefficients. The networks are gégtbra
according to the method described in the model section. iEeeo§ networks is set t&V = 10* and average degrég) = 8. In
addition, we apply the method to two empirical networkswahace the Router [56] and CA-Hep [57]. Initiall§%. nodes are
randomly chosen as the seeds for spreading. Without loseradrglity, the transmission rate is setas- 0.1. All the results
are obtained with averaging ovep0 different network realizations, with00 independent runs on each realization.

First we investigate the the interplay between degree ladimas and contact strategy solely based on neighbor degvéth
8 = 0). Since all nodes in the network will eventually be infornfedthe SI model, we measure the spreading efficiency by the
convergence timé', i.e., the time steps needed for all nodes get informed. Bpeaific network, there always exists an optimal
value of preferential structure exponent which will lead to the minimum convergence tirfig. The value ofy, relies on the
structure of the underlying network. We focus on the retatietweernn,, T, and the degree correlation coefficient

Fig.[d showsa,, T, versusr for networks with different degree exponent From Fig.[2(a), we see thathas significant
impacts on the value af,. Generally, the values af, are negative irrespective of In other words, preferentially contact-
ing small-degree neighbors will promote the spreadingiefiity, which is consist with the previous studies for unetated
networks [53]. More importantlyy, depends non-monotonically on In particular, wherr is either very large or smalt,
tends to be smaller than that for the intermediate values ©hus, for highly assortative and disassortative netwatksquires
stronger tendency to contact small-degree nodes to acbiraal spreading.

We can understand the above phenomena as follows. In exXyrelisassortative networks, hubs are surrounded by small-
degree nodes and thus form star-like structures. Usualytibs are not directly connect to each other and the segtibups
are interconnected via small-degree nodes. A typical swabtsare is illustrated in Figll3 (a). To quickly transmietimformation
from an informed star-like group to other groups, the srdatiree nodes, which take the role of bridges, demand to be mor
preferentially contacted. For the extremely assortatetvorks, large-degree nodes form a rich club and locatedrctine of
networks, while small-degree nodes locate in the periplasrghown in Fid.13 (b). In this case, the information cangapread
in the core. But small-degree nodes should be prefergntiatitacted to avoid redundant contacts among hubs. Inesiod,
both for highly assortative and disassortative netwonkslsdegree nodes should be more favored. When tuning tielation
coefficient of network, say from assortative to disassiveathe core-periphery structures gradually break up andinto the
star-like structures. During this process, first increases and then decreases. This explains the naptoric relationship
between anda,,.

We have also tested the method for networks with differehtesof degree exponentin Fig.[2(a). It can be seen that for
different~ the behaviors are similar. However, one noticeable diffeees that fory = 2.1, «, is significantly larger than
the other three cases whetis small. We argue that this anomaly is caused by the stralotonstrains imposed by the strong
heterogeneity of degrees fer = 2.1. Some structural properties for = 2.1 andy = 3.0 are summarized in tablé I. For
v = 3.0 andr = —0.3, the mean degree of neighbors of the highest-degree (iogg,) is small and close to the minimum
degree of the network,,;,. In addition, we measure the degree heterogeneity of netgidpnodes of the highest-degree node
Hrpy,). Low value of Hry, indicates that almost all the neighbors have very smalleEgywhich further implies the star-like
structure around the hubs. On the contrary, foe= 2.1, <k>p(h) is much larger thark,,;, and also theflr ) is of larger
values. That is to say, the star-like structure around hsiltsss significant fory = 2.1. In this case, small nodes do require
too strong bias to achieve optimal spreading. This expldiesanomaly ofy, for v = 2.1 andr = —0.3. For smaller values
of r = —0.4,7 = —0.5, (k)rm) and Hr(,) also become smaller there is no very obvious star-like &iracand thex, thus
remains unchanged.

To further clarify the effects of correlation coefficienbn the convergence tinig, we plot the minimum convergence time
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FIG. 2: The optimal performance of local structure information-based contact strategy in correlated configuration networks(a) The
optimal value of preferential structure exponent and (b) the convergence tin¥e, versus correlation coefficient for degree exponents

~ = 2.1 (orange up triangles); = 2.5 (blue diamonds)y = 3.0 (red circles), and/ = 4.0 (green down triangles), respectively. We set other
parameters a® = 10%, (k) = 8, and\ = 0.1, respectively.

T, as a function of- in Fig.[2(b). One can see th#}, also depends non-monotonically en For those highly disassortative
networks, many small clusters are interconnected via sonadl-slegree nodes. The inter-cluster transmissions ofinétion
delay the spreading and lead to a large valu&ofWhenr is very large for assortative networks, though the core cusag of
large-degree nodes is easily informed, small nodes in thiphpery are harder to be contacted. The core-periphergtsire also
gives rise to a slightly large value @f,.

To complete the above discussions, we study the time ewolyioperties of the spreading process. Elg. 4(a) depiets th
informed density“ (t) versus timet for the case of = 0.55 andy = 3.0. Note that = 0.55 minimize T,, wheny = 3, as
shown in Fig[2(b). The three different lines corresponditieent values ofy, which area = —1.5, — 0.8, 0.0, respectively.
It's clear from Fig[%(a) that the case far = —0.8 spreads faster than the two other cases. The number of nefelyried
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FIG. 3: lllustration of SI model in the CP for (a) disassortative networks and (b) assortative networks.Each node can be in S (blue) state
or | (orange) state.

nodesn;(t) as a function ot is given in Fig[4(b). One can observe that, compared wits 0 anda = —1.5, then;(¢)

for « = —0.8 is larger (smaller) than the other two cases at the earlg)(khges, indicating the fastest spread of information.
When the network is almost fully informed at late stagesiiiset in Fig[4(b) demonstrates that(¢) decays faster with time
for « = —0.8. Figs.[4(c) and (d) respectively show the time evolutionsnefin degree of new informed nodgs (¢)) and
the corresponding degree diversiy(t). Fora = —0.8, the (k;(¢t)) and D(¢) remain relatively stable with time. In other
words, nodes with different degrees almost have unifornbgdities of being informed, which is close to the idealiation

for effective spreading [53]. However, far = 0 large-degree nodes are first informed and then the smatkdames, while
for « = —1.5 the order is reversed. For the two cases, the degree divbesibmes small at the late stages of information
spreading. Together with thig;(¢)) we can conclude that the spreading is delayed by small-ddtare-degree) nodes for
a = 0 (o« = —1.5). Correspondingly, the results of informed degree diversl(¢) in Fig.[4(d) validate the advantage of
a = —0.8 again, which is more stable than that for= 0 anda = —1.5.

We also apply the local structure information-based cdrgategy to two empirical networks. (i) Router. The rougéel
topology of the Internet, collected by the Rocketfuel Peb[&6]. (ii) CA-Hep. Giant connected component of colladown
network of arxiv in high-energy physics theory [57]. We wishinvestigate how the correlation coefficients affect tharoal
value of preferential structure exponent. This is achidwetbwiring the original network with preserving the degseguence.
However, due to the abundance of degteedes in the two empirical networks, the correlation coigffits are confined to a
small region. Also, with those degréeodes it is difficult to adjust the correlation coefficientsile preserving the connectivity
of networks. To overcome this problem, we removelashell nodes from the original networks [58]. Briefly, firsewemove
all the nodes with degreg, and then re-calculate the degrees of nodes. This procésluepeated until the degrees of all
nodes are greater than one. Some structural propertie® dfvith networks (after removing 1-shell nodes) are preseinted
Table[dl. For comparison we also list those structural proge of the randomized networks, which are obtained by asda
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FIG. 4: The effect of local structure information-based contact stategy on the time evolution of information spreading in corelated
networks. (a) The informed density® (t), and (b) the numben;(t), (c) mean degreék;(t)), and (d) degree diversity)(¢) of newly
informed nodes versusfor different values ofx. Different colors indicate different values of The inset of (a) shows the time evolution
of p(t) in the time interval[80, 100]. The inset of (b) shows,(¢) in the time interval150, 500]. We set other parameters s = 10*,

~v = 3.0, (k) = 8, A = 0.1, andr = 0.55, respectively.

TABLE II: Structural properties of the empirical networks considered in this paper. Structural properties include number of nod€s
number of edge®, mean degreék), maximum degreé..., degree heterogeneifyf, = (k?)/(k)?, average shortest distanEgcorrelation
coefficientr, and clustering coefficierd' [23,/59].
Data N E (k) kmax Hr L r C
Router Reall 728 1964 5.4 59 2.537 5.2320.216 0.168
Randomized 728 1964 5.4 59 2.537 3.588.047 0.040
CA-Hep Reall 7059 23227 6.6 65 2.001 5.656 0.247 0.613
Randomized 7059 23227 6.6 65 2.001 4.386.004 0.003

degree-preserving rewiring.

Similarly, the non-monotonic dependencengfand, onr can be observed for the case of the empirical networks. Never
theless, some abnormal bulgesagfandT,, emerge at certain values of By analyzing the structures of the networks, we find
that the networks are very similar to the original networksreere are few rewiring edges in the networks at these nerddiies
of » with abnormal bulges. Owing to the structural complexitytte# real networks, which are significantly different frone th
synthetic networks, leading to abnormal bulges at certalnes ofr. To prove that the above abnormal phenomenon comes
from the structural complexity of the empirical networke vandomize the empirical networks by sufficient rewiringqass
but do not change the original degree distribution and tlyeeseof each node. After sufficient times of randomizatioa tken
check the contact strategy in the randomized networks, arctan see the abnormal bulges disappear. Moreover, thescurv
become more smooth and the non-monotonic phenomenon becoare evident.

Simulation results for contact strategy with local informed density. Whena = «,, the local structure information-based
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FIG. 5: The optimal performance of local structure information-based contact strategy in correlated networks by rewiring red
world networks (red circles) and randomized networks (bluediamonds). The optimal value of preferential structure exponapt(a)
and convergence tiniE, (b) versus correlation coefficientfor the Router network. The, (c) andT, (d) versus- for the CA-Hep network.

contact strategy can effectively enhance the spreadingegftiy. In this section, we further incorporate local imi@d density
information, i.e., with < 0 anda = «, in Eq. (1). The spreading efficieneyZs is measured bATs = (T, — T)/T,, where
T represents the convergence time wisesi 0, andT,, denotes the convergence time whes:= 0. ThusATz > 0 (ATg < 0)
indicates that introducing local informed density infotioa can enhance (inhibit) the spreading efficiency. For jgarnson we
also study the effects of global informed density, by re'qniggaf (t) with p©(¢) in Eq. (). The results in FigBl 6 (a), (b) and (c)
manifest that, the local informed density information carttier reduce the convergence time witkis set as a small negative
value (e.g. = —0.1 and—0.2). Yet, 5 with larger magnitude (e.g3 = —0.5) will increase the convergence time. There is
obviously an optimal value g8, at which the information spreading can be effectively emean Moreover, compared with the
global case, utilizing the local informed density inforioatnot only speeds up the spreading more significantly laat bhas a
wider range of3 with ATz > 0. For disassortative networks, as shown in Elg. 6(d) with —0.3, the local informed density
based contact strategy can speed up the spreading of irtformfiar a wide range off. Such an improvement is more evident
as compared to uncorrelated [Hig. 6(a)] and assortativearks [Figs[6(b) and(c)]. We conclude that local informeshsity
based strategy performs better than the global one in regticé convergence time.

Fig.[7 presents time evolutions of some statistics of theaging process in disassortative networks with —0.3. Fig.[4(a)
and the inset suggest that moderdte- —1.7 can better improve the speed of spreading. [Hig. 7(b) empbashat, for the
case ofs < 0, the number of newly informed nodeg(¢) increases faster than the casedof 0 at the initial stage. However,
the inset of Figld7(b) illustrates that, for the casefof —1.7, n;(t) goes to zero faster than the caseSof= —3.5. Similar
to Figs.[4(c) and (d), the results in Fi§$. 7(c) and (d) alsmifeat that too large (small) values 6f make the small-degree
(large-degree) nodes uneasy to be informed, which willbiththe spreading. In strongly disassortative networksngiex
local structures and dynamical correlations cause nodtbstié same degree to be in different local dynamical statushe
local structure information-based contact strategy cdrffiectively reflect and overcome the local dynamical stalifference.
Moderate values of guarantee the probability of being informed more homogasemd steady for different degree classes,
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leading to the fastest spreading of information.

Next, we further explain why the preferential contact stggtbased on the local informed density yields better perémce
than the global case. The time evolutions of informed dgrisiFigs.[8(a) and (b) show that the spreading speed for tted lo
case is quicker than the global case. Since the local den&itymation can better reveal the information distribatia a local
region, some small-degree nodes with low informed dengityeaghbors can be informed early [see Figs. 8(c) and (d)]aAs
result, the information can diffused to whole networks meffectively as compared to the global case.

Finally, we verify the effectiveness of the informed depsitformation based strategies in the Router network (sge®i
and CA-Hep network (see Fig.]10). Both of Fig. 9 and Eid. 10nskimilar results with Fig[16, which is consist with above
discussions. On one hand, the convergence time can be cedinem 5 is slightly below zero for the local density strategy.
Nevertheless, too small values®fwill instead increase the convergence time. On the othed hatroducing the local density
information not only reduces the convergence time morefsgntly, but also yields a wider region of effectieas compared
with the global case. Thus, the local local density basedaobistrategy performs better in improving the speed ofrméttion
diffusion.

CONCLUSIONS

To effectively promote the information spreading in coatetl networks, we proposed a preferential contact stratggy
considering both the local structure information and thealanformed density. Based on extensive simulations iificia
and real-world networks, we verified the effectiveness effitoposed strategy, and generally found that prefergnsi@lecting
nodes with smaller degrees and lower local informed desssis more likely to promote information spreading in a given
network. First, we studied the strategy which only considiee local structure information. For a given network, ¢hgenerally



10

1.04 (a)

0.8+

0.6 s

P

0.44 g

150+

100+

1000 20003000
t

- - -p=35
——p=-1.7

()

0 100 200 300 10° 10" 10° 10°

FIG. 7: The effect of local informed density on the time evolution ofnformation spreading in disassortative networks.(a) The informed
densityp®(t), and the node number; (t) (b), mean degreék;(t)) (c) and degree diversit(¢) (d) of newly informed nodes versugor
different values of3. Different colors indicate different values gf The inset of (a) shows the time evolution gff (¢) in the time interval
[80, 140]. The inset of (b) shows;(t) in the time interval550, 3000]. We set other parameters as= 3.0, N = 10%, (k) = 8, A = 0.1,
r = —0.3, anda = —2.5, respectively.

exists an optimal preferential exponent, at which the sihediree nodes are favored and the convergenceZimeaches its
minimum value. Especially, the small-degree nodes shoaifd\mred more strongly to achieve optimal spreading whemar&s

are highly assortative or disassortative. Also, the ogtitnavergence timd’, depends non-monotonically to the correlation
coefficientr. Then, we induced the informed density into the local strreetnformation based contact strategy with optimal
exponenty,. Compared to the strategy with global informed density|dloal density information based contact strategy reduces
the convergence time more significantly.

Utilizing network information to improve the spreading i3 Enportant topic in spreading dynamics studies. In thiskwor
we study the effect of correlated networks on the effectivetact strategy basing on the local structure and infornescsitly.
Our results would stimulate further works about contacittetyy in the more realistic situation of networks such asroamnity
networks [60, 61], weighted networks [13, 62], temporawweks [63, 64], and multiplex networks [33,/65]. And this \Wkor
maybe provide reference for the promotion of social comtagisuch as technical innovations, healthy behaviors, amd n
products|[10=12].

METHODS

Uncorrelated configuration model. We generate uncorrelated configuration networks (UCN) {&€} power-law degree
distributions and targeted mean degrees as follows: (1)gheesequence d¥ nodes is drawn from the power-law distribution
P(k) ~ k=7, with all the degrees confined to the regién.i,, v N], wherey is the degree exponent. Note that the average of
the degrees is un-controlled but depends/o(R) Adjust the average of the degree sequence to a targaiieelto eliminate the
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difference of mean degree between synthetic networks viffigreint degree exponents [51]. In detail, to transform meéegree
from original mean degreg) . to targeted mean degrée).,,, the degree of each nodés re-scaled as, = k;(k)tar/ (k) now-
Now the new degredg may be not integers, therefore we need to convert then tgeénsevhile preserving the degree distribution
and the mean degree. Sinkecan be written a&, = | k.| + b with b € [0,1), we takek] = | k]| with probabilityl — b, while
ki = | k.| + 1 with probabilityb. (3) The nodes with updated degrees are randomly conneitefandard procedure of the
UCN model.

Adjusting degree correlation coefficient.We use the biased degree-preserving edge rewiring proe¢aladjust the degree
correlation coefficient [52]. Note that this procedure soshpplicable to empirical networks. The procedure is devial (1)
At each step, two edges of the network are randomly chosermlisndnnected. (2) Then we place another two edges among
the four attached nodes, according to their degrees. Torgienassortative (dissortaive) networks, the highestedegode is
connected to the second highest (lowest) degree node, smda@inect the rest pair of nodes. If one or both of these ngeed
are already exist in the network, the step will be discardetlanew pair of edges will be randomly chosen. (3) Repeat this
procedure till the degree correlation coefficient reacheddrget value. Here the degree correlation coefficieljtif28efined
as:

>ij(Aij — kik; /2m)kik;
Zij (k:15” — klkj/Qm)klkJ ’

(4)

T =

wherem is the total number of edges in the network,is the adjacency matrix (If there is an edge between noded j,an
A;j = 1; otherwise,A;5 = 0.) andd;; is the Kronecker delta (which is 1 if= j and O otherwise.). When = 0 there is
no degree-degree correlation in the network, white 0 andr < 0 indicate positive and negative degree-degree correkation
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