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Higher order interactions can lead to new equilibrium states and bifurcations in systems
of coupled oscillators described by the Kuramoto model. However, even in the simplest
case of 3-body interactions there are more than one possible functional forms, depending
on how exactly the bodies are coupled. Which of these forms is better suited to describe
the dynamics of the oscillators depends on the specific system under consideration. Here we
show that, for a particular class of interactions, reduced equations for the Kuramoto order
parameter can be derived for arbitrarily many bodies. Moreover, the contribution of a given
term to the reduced equation does not depend on its order, but on a certain effective order,
that we define. We give explicit examples where bi and tri-stability is found and discuss a

few exotic cases where synchronization happens via a third order phase transition.

I. INTRODUCTION

In systems composed of multiple particles, interactions may go beyond pairwise relations
and involve the collective action of groups of agents that cannot be decomposed. A classic
example is collaboration networks, where more than two people can participate in a project
or coauthor a paper [I]. In physics, the Einstein-Infeld-Hoffmann equations of motion,
which incorporate small general-relativistic effects into many-body newtonian mechanics,
lead to gravitational forces that are proportional to the product of several different masses
[2,3]. Other examples can be found in neuroscience [4-9], ecology [10} [IT], biology [12] and
social sciences [I3H15]. Higher order interactions have particularly important consequences
in the propagation of epidemics [I6HI8] and synchronization of coupled oscillators [19-31].

Pairwise interactions can be described by a network, where nodes represent agents, and
links indicate if the corresponding pair of agents interact. For higher order interactions,
networks are replaced by simplicial complexes or hypergraphs which, besides nodes and
links, also contain triangles, tetrahedra, and higher order cliques. However, higher-order
interactions can take different functional forms, depending on how each node on the simplex
contributes to the dynamics. Importantly, these different forms can have profound effects
on the global properties of the system.

In this work we consider a particular class of higher-order interactions on the Kuramoto
model that can be treated analytically to all orders. We show that the qualitative effect of
each order does not depend on the order itself, but on an effective order p which organizes

the reduced equation for the order parameter and controls the phase transitions.



The original Kuramoto model describes a set of N oscillators that interact with each

other according to the equation

KN
= N; n(6; — 0;) (1)

where K is a coupling constant and w; is the natural frequency of the i-th oscillator. If the
natural frequencies are drawn from a smooth unimodal distribution with zero average, g(w),
a continuous (second order) phase transition to synchronization takes place at K = K, =
2/(mg(0)) in the large-N limit. For K g K., a small group of oscillators is synchronized and,
as K increases beyond K, the group of synchronized oscillators increases, encompassing all
particles as K — oc.

According to phase reduction methods [32, [33], three-body interactions proportional to
>k Sin(20; — 0, —0;) or 3, sin (0 + 0 — 20;) can be added to the equation of motion
of 6; [29]. Both interactions go to zero when the corresponding oscillators on the 2-simplex
(triangle) have the same phase. The first form is asymmetric with respect to the exchange of
the summed indices j and k, while the second is symmetric. Similarly, symmetric four-body
interactions are proportional to Z [ g S (0 + 05 + 6, — 36;), while asymmetric interactions
can have, for example, the form . kg SID (0; — 0 + 0, — 0;) (all examples in this paragraph
preserve rotational symmetry).

These forms of interaction have very different implications for the dynamics of the Ku-
ramoto model. Symmetric terms have been studied in [20, 22], 27, B1] and result in multi-
stability. Dai et al [22] have also considered the effects of symmetric interactions of ar-
bitrary order in the multidimensional Kuramoto model. Asymmetric interactions, on the
other hand, were considered in [21], 30, [34], 35] and were shown to give rise to bi-stability.

Other types of interaction have also been discussed in the literature, such as > j sin(6; +
0;), which breaks rotational symmetry [36H38], or ,sin(2(6; — 6;)), representing higher
harmonics of pair interaction [39-41]. Taking multiple forms of interactions into account
simultaneously is generally difficult due to the complexity and non-linearity of the equations.
Systems with only one such term, such as pure symmetric three-body interactions, were
considered in [20] and [22], but numerical simulations must be employed when 2- and 3-
body interactions are taken into account simultaneously.

Among the many types of asymmetric interactions, those of the form sin(§ -C—0;), where
€ is a vector of integer entries, with ¢; # 0 and satisfying Zj ¢j = 1, play a special role,
as they can be treated with the Ott-Antonsen ansatz and provide exact solutions for the
dynamics of the system. Skardal and Arenas [2I] have considered 3 and 4-body asymmetric
interactions of this type, with coupling constants Ko and K3, respectively, acting along
with pairwise interactions with coupling intensity K;. They showed that if K9 or K3 are
large enough, they can lead to bi-stability, promoted by a saddle-node bifurcation, and the
appearance of a first-order phase transition [21]. Moreover, the dynamics of the system
depends on K5 and K3 only through their sum, Ko3 = K9 + K3. This result hints that the
effective contribution of these terms is not related to their order, but to other properties of

the interaction. Here we generalize this result for the above class of asymmetric interactions



and identify the effective order that controls the role of the interaction in the dynamics.
We use the OA ansatz to derive exact equations for the order parameter of the system and

construct bifurcation diagrams of the model for some combinations of higher order terms.

II. DERIVATION OF REDUCED EQUATIONS

A. Specifying the higher order interactions

We start by considering a set of N oscillators interacting according to the Kuramoto
model where interactions occur in pairs and also contain higher order (many body) terms.

We write, rather informally at this point,
. K&
0; = w; + N JZI sin (0; — 6;) + higher order terms. (2)

We now make the key assumption that the (5 + 1)-body contribution (corresponding to a
[-simplex) to the evolution equation has the form

N
% Z sin(c16, + calj, + -+ + cplj, — 0;). (3)
{j1.52,-,3p=1}
The NP in the denominator is important to make everything well defined in the limit
N — oo.
The peculiarity of this form of interaction is that the focal particle ¢ contributes with
fixed coefficient —1, which is crucial to the application of the OA ansatz to the full equation.

The other coefficients are integers and must satisfy the relation

B

i=1
to preserve rotational symmetry and to ensure that the interaction vanishes when the os-
cillators in the simplex are synchronized. In compact form we can rewrite the term as

Ko . o
WZSID(Q -C—6;) (5)
j
where C is a vector of size 8 with integer entries and Kz is the coupling constant for the
specific choice of ¢ and order 5. The effective order of the interaction is now defined as the

sum of the positive coefficients of ¢:

B

p= ciO(c) (6)

=1

where O(x) is the Heaviside function. It follows that the ¢;-norm of ¢ is

B
> el =2p—1. (7)
=1



Therefore, the general equation for the Kuramoto model with higher-order interactions
of this specific functional form can be written as a sum over several terms like Eq. (5], each
one representing a (5 + 1)-body term with their own coupling constant Kz, oscillator vector

0 and coeflicient vector ¢.

B. Ott-Antonsen ansatz

Defining the generic Daido order parameter, for m > 0, as
XN
Zm = TmeV™ = N Z eimbi, (8)
j=1

we can write the arbitrary higher-order asymmetric term, Eq , as

1 P yoyei®et) [T e %
WZSIH(G'C—Hi) =Im jT =Im Zl]\fiﬁe i0;
J J

= (H ’"c,|> sin (El: %cw%‘ - 9i>

To simplify the notation and using the fact that the Ott-Antonsen ansatz can be applied

separately to each term, let us consider a (8 + 1)-body arbitrary interaction written as

éi =w; +k (H T|Cl|> sin (Z dﬂcﬂ% — 91> . (9)
l l

In the limit N — oo, the oscillators may be described by a continuous density f(w,0,t)
that determines the probability of finding oscillators of natural frequency w at position

at time ¢. Ott and Antonsen [42] realized that, if the density is given by

1 1—|af
27 |1 — ae?]?’

f(w,0,t) = g(w) (10)

with g(w) multiplied by the Poisson kernel, the Daido parameters satisfy

n(®) = [ a0, gle) o (11)

In particular, if g(w) is a Lorentzian distribution of mean wg and half-width A, the above

integral can be computed by the methods of residues and results in
Zm = @™ (wy — 1A). (12)

Moreover, the density satisfies the continuity equation and maintains this functional form

at all times, provided «a(t) evolves according to [21]

. e+ ar
d = —iwa + — —
2 2



where

B
. C -
H= k‘Hr‘C”eXp (wcllclo = k|2|P722. (14)
=1

Here we used Eqs.@ and for the effective order of the interaction and Daido order
parameters. As we shall see in the following, p organizes the reduced equation for the order

parameter of the Kuramoto model and plays an important role in the bifurcation diagrams.
Calculating at w = wy — 1A we obtain

2p—2 2p
2_iwoz—Az+k|Z|2 ° ’Z’2 Z, (15)
or, in polar coordinates,
1— 2 k 2p—1
i = —Ar g LR (16)
1,& = wo- (17)

By changing to a reference system that rotates along with v, we can set wg = 0 without
loss of generality, therefore eliminating Eq.. For an arbitrary number of higher order

terms, the order parameter equation can be written as

:—Ar+ (1—1r?) (kar ) (18)

This equation can be simplified slightly by introducing p = r2. Then

=—-2Ap+(1-— (Z kppp> (19)

In these equations, k, is the additive contribution of all terms in the original equation
for which the ¢1-norm of ¢is 2p — 1, or, equivalently, for which the sum of positive entries

in ¢'is p. For example, if

K Ky —

) 1 . 2 .

0; = wi—i—ﬁ g sm(é?j—ei)—i—m E sin (20; — 6y, — 6;)
=1 k=1

N N

+ % > sin(ﬁj—ﬁk—i—Qm—Hi)—i—% > sin(20; — O + O — 0, — 0;)
7,k,m=1 7,k,m,l=1
K5 N N
+ 55 > sin(0; + Ok + O — 0, — 0 — Z (36, — 2605 — 6;) (20)
Jkm,lin=1 Ji.k=1

then k1 = K1, ko = Ko+ K3, k3 = K4+ K5 + K¢ and the equation for the order parameter

becomes

1
= —Ar+ 5(1 —r?) (k‘lr + ko3 + k:3r5) . (21)



III. EQUILIBRIUM POINTS AND BIFURCATION DIAGRAMS

A. General properties

The point r* = p* = 0 is always an equilibrium solution of Egs. and , being
responsible for the pitchfork bifurcation, which occurs at k1 = 2A and is independent of
other k,. The exact form of the bifurcation depends on the sign of the third order derivative
in 7, being supercritical if it is negative or subcritical if it is positive:

*r

% L == —3(k1 - kQ) (22)

For the particular case of 3 and 4-body interactions considered by Arenas and Skardal
in [2I], which corresponds to k2 # 0, the pitchfork changes from supercritical to subcritical
precisely at ko = k1 = 2A.

Other equilibrium points are positive real roots of the polynomial

Plp)= (1= p) [ k™t | —2a, (23)
p=1

which can be written explicitly as
Pp) = (k1 = 2A) + (k2 = k1)p+ - + (kn = kn1)p" " = knp". (24)

The coefficients of a polynomial have information about its roots. According to
Descartes’ rule of signs, the number of positive real roots is at most the number of sign
changes in the sequence of polynomial’s non-zero coefficients, and the difference between
the root count and the sign change count is always even.

In the present case the coefficients are
(k1 — 20, ko — ki, ks — ko, -+ kp — kp—1, —kn). (25)
Suppose the sequence of coupling constants (ki, ..., ky,) is decreasing,
0<kp<hkpo1<---<ks<ky <k, (26)

which is typical of a perturbative series. If k; < 2A, all coefficients are negative and we
can be sure that the polynomial has no positive roots. Therefore, there are no equilibrium
points other than r = 0 and the dynamics of the system is incoherent. On the other hand,
if k1 > 2A there is one sign change in the coefficients, therefore exactly one positive real
root, which branches off at £ = 2A. This is the situation of the original Kuramoto model
with a second-order phase transition.

Suppose now the sequence of coupling constants is increasing,
k1 <ko<--r<kp_1<knp. (27)

If k1 > 2A, there is exactly one positive root, and if k&1 < 2A there are either 0 or 2 positive
roots, indicating the presence of a saddle-node bifurcation and a first order phase transition

in this region, as found in [21].



B. Special cases

For arbitrary values of the coupling constants, the number of positive real roots in the
interval (0, 1) is at most n, but is typically no more than two. Figure shows a few examples
of equilibrium points as functions of k1 for A = 1.

For ky = 6 and k, = 0 for n > 2 (black line with circles) the pitchfork bifurcation
at k1 = 2 is subcritical and two stable solutions coexist for 0.92 < k1 < 2.00, in a similar
fashion as in [21]. For k4 = 16, ko = k3 = 0 and k,, = 0 for n > 4 (red line with squares), the
pitchfork bifurcation is supercritical and there is bi-stability in the interval 2.0 < k; < 2.4.

A more exotic case with ky = 14, ks = —162, ky = 698, ks = —902 and k,, = 0 for n > 5
(blue line with stars) produces a region with three stable states in the 1.75 < k1 < 2.0
interval. Notice, however, that the values of the coupling constants in this case are very

large, quite specific and probably not realistic.
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Figure 1. Example of bifurcation branches of the order parameter r for some combinations of k,,’s.
The black curve only has k; = 6; The red line corresponds to k4 = 16 and the blue one is an exotic
case with ko = 14, k3 = —162, k4 = 698 and k5 = —902. In all curves, dashed line indicates unstable

branches while full lines with symbols indicate stable ones.
When only k; and some other k, are present, the equation determining the equilibrium
solutions of the system reduce to
(1= p)k1+ (1= p)knp" ' =24 =0 (28)
and we need to find the roots of
Po(p) = knp™ — knp™ L+ kip — k1 + 2A. (29)

The coefficients of the polynomial are (ky,, —kn, k1,2A — k1). Assuming that k; and
k, are positive, we have two sign changes if 2A > k; and three sign changes if 2A < k.



Therefore, there are at most two roots if 2A > ki and at most three if 2A < k. Moreover,
the difference between the number of positive real roots and the number of sign changes
must be even, so if 2A > kq, there are either 0 or 2 equilibrium states and if 2A < kq, there
are either 1 or 3 equilibrium states.

We can calculate the saddle-node (SN) bifurcation manifold by solving P,(p) = 0 and

OP(p) =0 for k; and k,,. We find
op
B (n—np—1)
28 = D)1= ) (30)
kn, 1 31)

28~ (n—1)p" 21— p)*

Examples of the SN manifold for n = 2, 3 and 4 are shown in Fig[2|(a). Previous works with
3 and 4-body interactions, such as Ref. [2I], correspond to n = 2, in which the SN manifold
merges with the pitchfork manifold, dividing the k1 x k,, plane into three regions: k; > 2;
k1 < 2 below the red line; and k1 < 2 above the red line, related to different asymptotic
dynamics. The inclusion of even higher order interactions causes the SN manifold to stretch
beyond k1 = 2 and cross the pitchfork line, now dividing the k1 X k,, plane into four regions.
Three of them are equivalent to those found in the n = 2 case and are labeled as regions
i, 14 and ¢4t in Figure (a), for the case n = 3. The other corresponds to a novel behavior,
labeled region iv, a bistable region between two synchronized states, in contrast to the
synchronized-desynchronized bi-stability of region ii.

Panel 2(b) shows stream plots of the velocity field (r, = rcos(v);ry, = rsin(¢)) for
all the four regions mentioned above, for the case n = 3. In these panels, we set wg =
1 to differentiate between desyncronized (fixed points) to synchronized (periodic orbits)
solutions. Full symbols and full lines represent stable solutions while empty symbols and

dashed lines indicate unstable ones.

C. Correlated coupling coefficients

Consider the case when all interactions have the same intensity, k; = --- = k, = k.

Then, most coefficients of Equation are null, reducing the characteristic polynomial to:
P(p) =k —2A — kp". (32)

Thus, by solving P(p) = 0 we obtain p" =1 —2A/k, or

2A

2n
=1 - —
k?

r

(33)

which has at most one real and positive solution.

Therefore, the only bifurcation that occurs in this case is the pitchfork, at k. = 2A.
In addition, as n grows this sequence of second-order transitions approaches, as shown in
Figure [3] a first-order transition, giving rise to an explosive synchronization with the order

parameter abruptly going from 0 to 1 as k crosses the critical value.
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Figure 2. Bifurcation diagram in the (ki1,k,) plane for different values of n. Roman numerals
indicate the four regions into which the SN and pitchfork manifolds divide this plane for n = 3.
(b) Stream plots highlighting the different regions delimited by the bifurcation manifolds for n = 3.
Full symbols and full lines represent stable solutions while empty symbols and dashed lines indicate

unstable ones.
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Figure 3. Equilibrium solutions for r in function of k¥ — k. (k. = 2A), each curve represents the

highest-order n with non-zero coefficient. From bottom to top, n = 1,2,3 and 10.

If the relation between coupling coefficients is non-linear, the system may exhibit some

very curious behavior. Let us consider, for example, the possibility that

1

bn =GR Ry

(34)
Figure [] shows two examples of equilibrium values of the order parameter as functions
of ky for A = 1 and n = m = 2 (black curve with circles) and n = 3, m = 1 (red
curve with squares). The first case shows a classic example of hysteresis: starting close

to the stable solution r = 0 at, say, k1 = 1 and increasing ki, the solution jumps to the
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stable synchronized branch at k1 = 2. Decreasing k1 below 2 will keep the system in the
synchronized state until k; ~ 1.5. The bifurcation at k; = 2A is pitchfork subcritical.

The second case, on the other hand, is different, as the stable synchronized branch that
exists for ky < 2 will not be accessed starting ar r = 0 and increasing or decreasing k;. If
the system is placed in this state, it will never go back to it once it moves away by changing
k1. The bifurcation is transcritical, with three branches on each side of the critical point.
Writing k1 = 2+ p and k3 = 1/(2 — k1) = —1/p, the dynamical equation close to r = p = 0

can be approximated by 7 = i(;ﬂ — %), which is the normal form of the bifurcation.
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Figure 4. Equilibrium values of the order parameter as functions of k; for ks = (2 — k1)~2 (black
line with circles) and k3 = (2 — k1) ™! (red line with squares). In both curves, dashed line indicates

unstable branches while full lines with symbols indicate stable ones.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

Recent years have seen growing interest in interactions among physical bodies that are
not pairwise but instead involve multiple bodies simultaneously [8) 11} 12 [14], 15| 18] 29].
These are usually regarded as being of a higher order, and in network dynamics they cor-
respond to replacing a graph model by some kind of hypergraph. The Kuramoto system,
due to its simplicity, has been used as a test bed for uncovering the physical consequences
of such higher order interactions [21], 30} 31].

Higher order interactions can be added to the Kuramoto equations of motion in many
different ways. Here we considered a very special case in which the equation for 6, has terms
proportional to Sin(g - ¢ —0;), where the vector g represents a set of oscillators interacting
with 6; as a simplex. For this particular class of interactions it was possible to use the OA

ansatz and derive reduced equations for the order parameter when taking into account all
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possible orders simultaneously. Our major finding was that the number of bodies involved
in the interaction does not determine the contribution to the resulting dynamical equation,
but rather by its effective order p, which depends on the £;-norm of ¢. In fact, the 3- and
4-body interactions studied in [21] had the same p and led to the same dynamical equations.

We also derived some general results about the bifurcations that occur in these systems
in terms of the coupling constants and considered some special cases of interest. In par-
ticular, we have found that interactions with more than 4 bodies may exhibit bi-stability
between two synchronized states. Finally, we have found some curious scenarios for specific
parameter choices, such as a tri-stability case and non usual discontinuous transitions. We

leave the exploration of other functional higher order interactions for future work.
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