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Explosive transitions in interacting star networks
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We study transition to phase synchronization in an ensemble of Stuart-Landau oscillators inter-
acting on a star network. We observe that by introducing frequency weighted coupling and time
scale variations in the dynamics of nodes, system exhibits a first order explosive transition to phase
synchrony. Further, we extend this study to understand the nature of synchronization in case of
two coupled star networks. In presence of symmetry preserving (direct) coupling between the hubs
of the two stars, we observe that hysteresis width first increases and then saturates for increas-
ing inter-star coupling strength. For symmetry breaking (conjugate) coupling, the hysteresis width
first increases and then decreases with increasing inter-star coupling. As we increase the inter-star
coupling further, the transition gradually becomes a second order.

PACS numbers:

I. INTRODUCTION

Synchronization is an important phenomenon in the
studies devoted to emergence of collective behaviour in
ensembles of networked chaotic systems. In such a sce-
nario, collective dynamics may be synchronized, desyn-
chronized, clusters or a chimera state [1]. Numerous
studies have been devoted to the study of these phe-
nomenon in an ensemble of chaotic oscillators. Synchro-
nization being ubiquitous in the real world, has been
studied extensively in complex networks [2–4]. Such an
onset of coherence in real systems have been reported
in power grids, neuronal networks, communication net-
works, and circadian rhythm. Most studies suggest that
transitions to synchrony are second order where the or-
der parameter that distinguishes synchrony from desyn-
chrony varies smoothly with the coupling strength. Re-
cently, it has been reported that a discontinous transition
namely explosive synchronization is possible in a network
of coupled periodic oscillators. This transition was shown
to occur on a scale free network as a result of positive
correlations between the node degree and the natural fre-
quency of the oscillator [5].

Since the discovery of explosive synchronization (ES)
transition in an ensemble of coupled oscillators, phe-
nomenon of phase transition has attracted lot of atten-
tion [5]. Explosive synchonization is characterized by an
abrupt jump in the global order parameter along with a
hysteresis loop as the coupling is increased. It was shown
that by incorporating time delay in a network of oscilla-
tors having frequency-degree correlation, it was possible
to enhance ES to reach a synchronous state [6]. Certain
studies have shown that it is also possible to obtain ES
by considering a second order Kuramoto oscillator where
inertia plays an important role [7]. Cluster explosive syn-
chronization characterized by a cascade of transition to-
wards a synchronous state has been reported in cases
where node dynamics is on a second order Kuramoto os-
cillator [8]. Recent studies have shown that ES can also
be observed in multilayer networks under various condi-

tions namely inter-layer coupling [9, 10], inertia [11], time
delay and inhibitory layers [12], etc.

However, the studies are mainly restricted to phase os-
cillators [5, 13, 14] except a few cases where this transi-
tion has been observed in coupled oscillators having am-
plitudes [15–18]. In real world systems, the nodes can
have dynamics that may be complicated and involve am-
plitudes along with the phase. Therefore, a number of
studies have considered coupled Stuart-Landau (SL) os-
cillators since it is a good model for the dynamics in the
vicinity of supercritical Hopf bifurcation. This model also
provides a rotational invariance that may be preserved or
destroyed in presence of interactions [19]. Thus, SL oscil-
lator is a useful model to study the collective dynamics
of a network of oscillators coupled in such a way that the
symmetry is either preserved or destroyed [20–22].

In heterogenous networks, hubs play a central role in
deciding the emergent dynamics. Numerous studies have
argued that star network is a useful model to understand
important aspect of a heterogenous network. However,
there are situations where a heterogenous network may
have multiple hubs. Such a situation may be modelled
by considering a configuration made up of two (or more)
coupled star units. It has been shown that the most
effective technique to couple two stars is through their
hubs [23, 24].

In the present work, our interest is to explore the tran-
sition to synchrony in networks of Stuart-Landau oscilla-
tors on a star graph. We consider a very general coupling
scheme where the oscillators are coupled under the influ-
ence of frequency weighted coupling [13]. Further, to en-
sure positive correlation between the natural frequency
and the oscillator degree we introduce the time scale pa-
rameters so that natural frequencies of the oscillators can
be adjusted [15, 25]. Under these settings, we show that a
heterogenous network of SL oscillators exhibit first order
ES. Real networks often interact with other networks and
it was shown that connecting highest degree nodes is the
most effective strategy to influence the two units [23, 24].
Therefore, we extend the analysis done on a single star
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to a case where the two identical star networks are cou-
pled through their hubs. Through extensive numerical
simulations, we outline techniques to avoid or enhance
various explosive transitions. We observe that if the cou-
pling is done in such a way that it preserves symmetry,
hysteresis width increases . However, for the symmetry
breaking interactions, we observe that for small values
of inter-star couplings, the transition is a first order in
nature with decreasing hysteresis width. As the coupling
is increased further, we observe that the transition even-
tually becomes a second order transition.
The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we

discuss phase transitions in star network in presence of
frequency weighted coupling and time scale parameter.
In Sec. III, we study the dynamics of coupled star net-
works interacting through direct diffusive coupling and
conjugate coupling. Summary of the important results is
presented in Sec. IV.

II. STUART-LANDAU OSCILLATORS ON A
STAR NETWORK

Here we investigate the behaviour of phase transition
in an ensemble of Stuart-Landau oscillator units on a star
network via a bidirectional diffusive coupling. We con-
sider a general framework by introducing a positive cor-
relation between the coupling strength and the absolute
of their natural frequency as suggested in Refs. [13, 26].
Consider an ensemble of N coupled SL oscillators with
linear diffusive coupling (See Fig. 1 for illustration). The
dynamical equations for the leaves are given by

żj =
[

(q + iωj − |zj |
2)zj(t) +K|ωj| (zh(t)− zj(t))

]

(1)

and the dynamics of the hub is given by

żh = α



(q + iωh − |zh|
2)zh(t) +

K|ωh|

N

N
∑

j=1

(zj(t)− zh(t))



 ,

(2)
where, j = 1, . . . , N label the oscillators on the leaves and
subscript h describes the variables of the hub. zj(t) =
xj(t) + iyj(t) is the complex amplitude of the j−th os-
cillator at time t. For q > 0, the dynamics settles on a
limit cycle while it is a fixed point for q < 0. Natural
frequency of each oscillator is given by ωj and K is the
coupling strength. Note that the coupling strength K
is multiplied by |ωj | to incorporate frequency weighted
coupling. Throughout the study, ωj is drawn from a
Gaussian distribution [0.5 : 1.5], ωh = 2 and q = 1. Time
scale parameter α has been introduced to adjust the nat-
ural frequency of the oscillator on the hub as described
in [15, 25]. In this way it is possible to introduce degree-
frequency correlation by setting α > 1.

K

FIG. 1: Schematic view of a star network where six leaf nodes
are connected to a central hub. In our model, the natural
frequencies of the leaf nodes are all equal to ωj (drawn from a
Gaussian distribution [0.5 : 1.5],) and the natural frequency of
the hub is αωh, where ωh = 2 is fixed and α is varied. Here,
each leaf interacts with the hub through coupling strength
K and the hub experiences with the averaged coupling with
intensity αK.

For SL oscillators, phase can be defined in x− y plane
and its instantaneous value for the i−th oscillator is given
by φi(t) = arctan[yi(t)/xi(t)]. Mean synchronization de-
gree is measured by defining a global order parameter

R =

〈

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

N

N
∑

j=1

eiφj(t)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

〉

t

(3)

where |.| denotes the modulus and 〈.〉t is used to describe
averaging over time. For R ∼ 0, phase of the oscillators
are distributed uniformly over a unit circle and the state
is desynchronized whereas for large values of R (R ∼ 1)
there exists exact phase synchronization. Throughout
the study, the equations of the coupled oscillators are
solved using the fourth–order Runge–Kutta routine with
step size dt = 0.01. In both forward and backward calcu-
lations, the order parameter R is evaluated by changing
the coupling strength adiabatically. For forward transi-
tions, we start with random initial conditions, and then
the value of the coupling parameter is gradually increased
such that the final state becomes the initial condition for
the next value of coupling parameter. For the backward
transition, we start from a coherent state and decrease
the coupling strength adiabatically. For each coupling
value, we start from initial conditions that are very close
to the fully coherent state.
In Fig. 2 order parameter R for the ensemble (Eqs. 1

and 2) of N = 500 oscillators are represented. As
shown in Fig. 2(a), in the absence of time scale varia-
tions (α = 1), the order parameter R shows an abrupt
transition with a very small hysteresis. However, if we
introduce time scale variations, we observe that the or-
der parameter changes discontinuously with a well de-
fined hysteresis indicating a first order transition to syn-
chrony. As shown in Fig. 2(b), for different values of α,
we observe two sharp transitions namely the forward and
the backward continuation. This suggests that the sys-
tem exhibits an explosive synchronization. Correspond-
ing frequencies for each value of α have been plotted in
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FIG. 2: Variation of the order parameter R for Eqs. 1 and
2 for N = 500 oscillators (a) without introducing time scale
variations (α = 1) and (b) with time scale variations in the
hub for α = 2, 5, 10 as shown.
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FIG. 3: Variation of frequency of 10 different oscillators of the
ensemble (Eqs. 1 and 2) for (a) α = 1, (b) α = 2, (c) α = 5
and (d) α = 10.

Fig. 3 where we plot the variation of frequencies for 10
oscillators.

To explore the effect of time scale variations, we
describe the transitions in α − K parameter space as
shown in Fig. 4. Region in black and yellow colour
represents incoherent (I) and coherent (C) regimes
respectively, whereas the overlap (black-yellow) region
between two blue lines is the region of hysteresis area
marked as HA. For α = 1, the hysteresis region is almost
negligible. This observation is consistent with the one
observed in Fig. 2(a). As the time scale variation α
is increased, we observe that the first order transition
with a well defined hysteresis region is obtained. As
α is increased further, we observe that the hysteresis
area (HA) first increases and then saturates as shown
by the region between the two blue lines in Fig. 4. This
observation is consistent with the results as shown in
Fig. 2(b) which is plotted for α = 2, 5, 10.
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FIG. 4: Dynamics in α−ε plane showing region of incoherence
(I) in black colour, hysteresis area (HA) in overlap region
(black-yellow) and yellow region indicates coherent states (C).

III. COUPLED STAR NETWORKS

In heterogenous networks, hubs play an important role
in defining the emergent properties. A single star net-
work may be helpful in understanding some of the im-
portant properties [6, 14, 27–29] but there are instances
where it is possible to have multiple hubs. Therefore, we
design a heterogenous network where there may be two
hubs that are interacting with each other. The emergent
dynamics can be explained in terms of the collective dy-
namics of individual stars. Fig. 5 represents schematic
sketch of two star network connected through their hubs.
If two stars are denoted by a and b, then, one can track
the phase transition in each star by means of order pa-
rameters Ra and Rb defined as:

Rae
iψa =

1

N

N
∑

j=1

eiθj,a (4)

Rbe
iψb =

1

N

N
∑

j=1

eiθj,b (5)

where ψa and ψb are the average phases of the star net-
works a and b, respectively. θj,a and θj,b are the phases
of the SL oscillators on the nodes of individual star net-
works. Note that the technique to calculate the phase for
SL has been outlined in Sec. II. The global dynamics is
described by a global order parameter defined as

Reiψ =
1

2N

2N
∑

j=1

eiθj , (6)

where, the value of ψ accounts for the average phase of
the collective dynamics of the whole network and θj rep-
resents the phase with j = 1, . . . , 2N .
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K K

ǫa b

FIG. 5: Schematic view of the two coupled star network.
Here, hubs (solid black circles) named as a and b are con-
nected through the coupling strength ε. K is the interaction
strength between leaf nodes and the hub for each star net-
work.

A. Direct diffusive coupling

We consider two star networks interacting with each
other through their hubs via direct diffusive coupling.
Dynamical equations for this case are given by

ża,j =
[

(q + iωa,j − |za,j |
2)za,j(t) +K|ωa,j| (za,h(t)− za,j(t))

]

,

ża,h = α
{

(q + iωa,h − |za,h|
2)za,h(t) +

K|ωa,h|

N

N
∑

j=1

(za,j(t)− za,h(t)) + ε (zb,h(t)− za,h(t))
}

,

żb,j =
[

(q + iωb,j − |zb,j |
2)zb,j(t) +K|ωb,j| (zb,h(t)− zb,j(t))

]

,

żb,h = α
{

(q + iωb,h − |zb,h|
2)zb,h(t) +

K|ωb,h|

N

N
∑

j=1

(zb,j(t)− zb,h(t)) + ε (za,h(t)− zb,h(t))
}

,

where, subscripts a and b denote the two stars, j =
1, . . . , N and h represents respectively the nodes and
hubs of the stars. Hubs of the two stars are coupled dif-
fusively to each other with inter-star coupling strength
denoted by ε. Thus the two coupled networks interact-
ing through their highest degree nodes (hubs) to form a
single network with two control parameters namely, the
intra-star coupling strengthK and the inter-star coupling
strength ε. Therefore it is natural to explore the global
dynamics of the coupled stars as well as the dynamics
of individual stars for different values of K and ε. To
understand this transition, we plot the order parameter
R in ε−K parameter space. As shown in Fig. 6, we ob-
serve that as the value of ε increases, the hysteresis width
initially increases goes to a maximum value and then de-
creases if ε is increased further. This happens because
the forward transition point changes with ε, however, we
do not observe any change in the backward transition
point.

To understand the dynamics described by the parame-
ter space, we plot the global order parameter with respect
to intra-star coupling strength (K) for different values of
ε. For individual stars (Eq. III A) we consider N = 100
oscillators. We observe that the networks show first or-
der transition to synchrony accompanied by a hystere-
sis. In Fig. 7, we plot the phase transition diagram for
ε = 0.5, 0.8, 1.0, 1.8, 3.5. Initially for ε < 1, the hystere-
sis width increases with increasing ε. As ε is increased

FIG. 6: Global dynamics of the two coupled stars given by
Eq. IIIA in K − ε space. Black and yellow regions denoted
by I and C indicate incoherent and coherent states. Region
in between the blue lines represents the hysteresis area and is
identified as HA.

beyond ε = 1, (say for ε = 1.8, 3.5) we observe that the
hysteresis width decreases. Interestingly, we observe that
the backward transition point does not change with inter-
star coupling. As the coupling ε is increased further, we
observe that the hysteresis width saturates. From these
results, we infer that inter-star coupling strengthens ES
in case of interacting star networks and can be used as an
additional means to control ES. Global transitions can be
understood in terms of the dynamics at the level of indi-
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FIG. 7: Variation of the global order parameter for Eq. IIIA
as a function of K for different values of ε.
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FIG. 8: Upper panel shows variation of the order parameters
(Ra and Rb) for individual stars consisting with N = 100
oscillators as a function of K at (a) ε = 0.05, (b) ε = 1,
whereas the lower panel describes the global order parameter
(R) as a function of K at (c) ε = 0.05, (d) ε = 1 for Eq. IIIA.

FIG. 9: Upper panel represents the phase-time plots
(Eq. IIIA) for ε = 0.05 at (a) K = 0.5, (b) K = 0.68 and (c)
K = 1.5. In the lower panel shows the phase-time plots for
ε = 1 at (d) K = 0.4, (e) K = 0.7 and (f) K = 2. Individual
star consists of N = 100 oscillators.

vidual stars. In Fig. 8, we plot the order parameters for
layers a and b and compare it with the global order pa-
rameter for ε = 0.05 and 1.0. As shown in Fig. 8 (a) and
(c), keeping ε = 0.05 fixed, individual order parameters
Ra and Rb show a first oder transition at much smaller
values of K as compared to the global order parameter
R. Thus, we infer that although the two stars are in
coherent state individually, the global dynamics is still
desynchronized (R ∼ 0). The two stars can be made to
synchronize by increasing the intra-star coupling strength
K thereby increasing the hysteresis width for a fixed ε.
In Fig.9, we plot phase-time diagrams for ε = 0.05 upper
panel and ε = 1 in the lower panel. At ε = 0.05, the
dynamics is incoherent for K = 0.5, which transforms to
synchrony at the level of individual star at K = 0.68 (i.e.
Ra = Rb = 1, R = 0) and finally at K = 1.5, the two
stars are synchronized. Similarly, the dynamics for ε = 1
is described in Fig. 8 (right panel) and the lower panel
of Fig. 9 shows the corresponding phase-time plots for
Eq. III A for different values of K. At K = 0.4 the dy-
namics is desynchronized and all the three order param-
eters are zero (Ra = Rb = R = 0) as shown in Fig. 8(b)
and (d) and the collective state is shown in Fig. 9(d). As
the value of K increases, the dynamics on the two stars
become coherent (Ra = Rb = 1) but the global dynamics
is still incoherent (c.f. Fig. 8(b) and (d)) for which the
collective dynamics is shown in (Fig. 9(e)). Global syn-
chrony is achieved as shown by the phase-time plots in
Fig. 9(f) for K = 2 where Ra = Rb = R = 1.

B. Conjugate coupling

In this section, we explore the idea of coupling between
dissimilar variables, namely conjugate coupling [30, 31]
between the hubs of the two stars. Originally, conju-
gate coupling was studied in context of amplitude death
in case of two coupled Stuart-Landau oscillators [30].
Dynamical effects of breaking rotational symmetry was
studied in coupled SL oscillators and it was observed that
depending upon the details of the system, the regime of
oscillation death may occur or get suppressed. Having
studied the effect of coupling in similar variables, a natu-
ral question is to consider coupling in different variables.
Note that coupling in dissimilar variables destroys the
symmetry in SL oscillators [19]. Thus, two star networks
with their hubs interacting via conjugate coupling, can
be represented by equations of motion is given by
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ża,j =
[

(q + iωa,j − |za,j |
2)za,j(t) +K|ωa,j| (za,h(t)− za,j(t))

]

,

ża,h = α
{

(q + iωa,h − |za,h|
2)za,h(t) +

K|ωa,h|

N

N
∑

j=1

(za,j(t)− za,h(t)) + ε (z̄b,h(t)− za,h(t))
}

,

żb,j =
[

(q + iωb,j − |zb,j |
2)zb,j(t) +K|ωb,j| (zb,h(t)− zb,j(t))

]

,

żb,h = α
{

(q + iωb,h − |zb,h|
2)zb,h(t) +

K|ωb,h|

N

N
∑

j=1

(zb,j(t)− zb,h(t)) + ε (z̄a,h(t)− zb,h(t))
}

,
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I HA

C

FIG. 10: Variation of the global order parameter for different
values of ε. Black and yellow (light gray) regions identified
by I and C indicates incoherent and coherent states. Region
in between the blue lines represent the hysteresis area and is
denoted as HA.

To understand the features of the dynamics in general,
we explore the dynamics through the global order pa-
rameter R in ε−K parameter space as shown in Fig. 10.
The black, yellow (light gray) region and the region be-
tween blue curve represent incoherent (I), coherent (C)
and the hysteresis area (HA), respectively. We observe
that for small values of ε, the transition to synchrony is a
first order transition where the hysteresis area increases
for smaller values of inter-star coupling. For large values
of inter-star couplings (ε), we observe that the transi-
tion becomes a second order transition. To describe it
further, we plot the variation of the order parameter R
for four different values of ε. For ε = 0.2 and ε = 0.5,
the transition is a first order transition with hysteresis as
shown in Fig. 11. However, as the value of ε is increased
further, ES disappears and the transition to synchrony is
a second order transition. This can be seen in Fig. 11 for
the coupling values ε = 2.0 and ε = 3.5. Thus, the conju-
gate coupling affects the global dynamics in two different
ways depending upon the value of inter-star coupling ε.
For relatively small couplings, the transition is first order
in nature accompanied by a hysteresis, whereas for large

 0

 0.5

 1

 0  0.5  1  1.5  2
R

K

ε = 0.2

ε = 0.5

ε = 2.0

ε = 3.5

FIG. 11: Variation of the global order parameter for Eq. IIIB
with N = 100 oscillators for different values of ε.

values of ε, the transition is second order in nature. To
understand different transitions in the order parameter
we explore the two cases separately.

For ε = 0.2 and ε = 0.5, where the order parame-
ter changes abruptly, we plot the order parameters (Ra,
Rb and R) for individual stars as shown in Figs. 12 (a)
and (c). At ε = 0.2, we observe that the order parame-
ters are zero for K = 0.6 for which the phase-time plots
are shown in Fig. 13(a). Note that the for K = 0.7,
the order parameters Ra, Rb → 1 and R = 0 as shown
in Figs. 12 (a) and (c) indicating that the individual
stars are synchronized where as the global dynamics is
desynchronized. Collective states for this transition is
shown in Fig. 13(b). Global dynamics becomes coherent
at K = 1.4, where (Ra = Rb = R = 1) and the collective
dynamics is plotted in Fig. 13(c). Similarly, for ε = 0.5,
our observations are qualitatively same. Order parame-
ters are plotted in Figs. 12 (b) and (d) and the collective
states for K = 0.4,K = 0.8 and K = 1.5 are plotted in
Figs. 13(d), (e) and (f) respectively. Thus, we conclude
that in case of conjugate coupling, the transition in indi-
vidual stars is a first order transition, but the dynamics
on these stars may be incoherent w.r.t each other and
hence the global order parameter R remains zero upto a
very large value of intra-star coupling (K). This case is
identical to the one obtained in case of direct coupling.
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FIG. 12: Plots to explain first order transition in the network
of N = 100 oscillators given by Eq. III B. Variation of the
order parameters Ra and Rb for individual stars for coupling
values of (a) ε = 0.2 and (b) ε = 0.5. Identical plots for global
order parameter for the coupling values (c) ε = 0.2 and (d)
ε = 0.5.

FIG. 13: Upper panel represents the phase-time plots
(Eq. IIIB) for ε = 0.2 at (a) K = 0.6, (b) K = 0.7 and
(c) K = 1.4. Lower panel shows the phase-time plots for
ε = 0.5 at (d)K = 0.4, (e) K = 0.8 and (f) K = 1.5. Each
star network consists with N = 100 oscillators.

On the contrary, in case of conjugate coupling, we also
observe that the global order parameter shows a second
order transition for large values of ε (ε > 2.00) as shown
in Figs. 10. To understand the transitions in the indi-
vidual stars, we plot the order parameters Ra and Rb at
ε = 2 and ε = 3.5 as shown in Fig. 14. At ε = 2, the
transition to synchrony is continuous as shown by the
order parameters Ra and Rb in Fig. 14(a). The global
order parameter, R also changes in a continuous manner
as shown in Fig. 14(c). Similarly, at ε = 3.5, we observe
that the transition in the two stars is second order in
nature as shown in Fig.14(b). Similarly, the global order
parameter R changes continuously at ε = 3.5 as shown
in Fig. 14(d). Thus, in case of second order transitions,

the global dynamics as well as dynamics on the individ-
ual star becomes coherent at the same value of intra-star
coupling K.
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FIG. 14: Plots to explain second order transition in the net-
work given by Eq. III B. Variation of the order parameters Ra

and Rb for individual stars for coupling values of (a) ε = 0.2
and (b) ε = 0.5. Identical plots for global order parameter for
the coupling values (c) ε = 0.2 and (d) ε = 0.5.

IV. SUMMARY

In conclusion, we have presented a general framework
to obtain ES in an ensemble of Stuart-Landau oscilla-
tors. By introducing frequency weighted coupling and
time scale variation, it was possible to induce degree-
frequency correlations in a star network. Addition of
time scale variation allows us to obtain ES with a well
defined hysteresis. The study was further extended to
a case of two star networks coupled through their hubs.
We explore the effect of coupling strength on the global
dynamics in presence of direct diffusive coupling and con-
jugate coupling. Global dynamics in presence of these
couplings is explained in terms of the dynamics on in-
dividual stars. In case of direct coupling, the hysteresis
width increases with increasing inter-star coupling and
then saturates for large values. Results for conjugate cou-
pling are same as that of direct coupling for small values
of coupling strengths. For large values of couplings, the
hysteresis width decreases and the transition becomes a
second order. This is shown by plotting the global or-
der parameter which was found to increase continuously
with increasing inter-star coupling. Thus, one can couple
two (or more) star networks to design a network with de-
sired global properties. The techniques outlined here are
very general and robust and can be extended to explore
ES by considering (i) more complicated dynamics on the
nodes, (ii) interactions of three or more stars and (iii)
interaction of nonidentical star networks.
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