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The study of higher order interactions in the dynamics of Kuramoto oscillators

has been a topic of intense recent research. Arguments based on dimensional re-

duction using the Ott-Antonsen ansatz show that such interactions usually facilitate

synchronization, giving rise to bi-stability and hysteresis. Here we show that three

body interactions shift the critical coupling for synchronization towards higher values

in all dimensions, except D = 2, where a cancellation occurs. After the transition,

three and four body interactions combine to facilitate synchronization. We show

simulations in D = 3 and 4 to illustrate the dynamics.

I. INTRODUCTION

Pairwise interactions are not enough to describe the dynamics of many complex sys-

tems [1]. In several cases actions take place at the level of groups of agents, as found in

neuroscience [2–4], ecology [5], biology [6] and social sciences [7, 8]. Efforts to account for

interactions beyond the usual two body terms have generated a large body of literature in

several areas, particularly in propagation of epidemics [9–11] and synchronization [12–16].

In the specific case of the Kuramoto model, it has been shown that higher order terms

create bi-stable regions in parameter space, and therefore hysteresis, a feature that does not

exist in the original model with pair interactions [14]. For fully connected networks and

Lorentzian distribution of natural frequencies, where the Ott-Antonsen ansatz [17] can be

applied, theory predicts that the critical coupling for synchronization does not change, but
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a line of saddle-node bifurcation marks the appearance of a new synchronized equilibrium

that co-exist with the asynchronous state. Moreover, above the critical coupling, higher

order terms facilitate synchronization.

Here we consider the multidimensional version of the Kuramoto model, as proposed in

[18, 19]. We first derive the higher order corrections in D dimensions that generalize the

corresponding interactions in D = 2. Then, we show that, generally, the critical coupling

for synchronization changes when three-body interactions are taken into account, making

the transition from disordered to ordered states more difficult. Only in two dimensions,

corresponding to the original Kuramoto model, this dependence disappears. Above the

modified critical coupling third and fourth order terms combine to facilitate synchronization.

These features are demonstrated using mean field arguments and are verified with numerical

simulations, since the Ott-Antonsen ansatz does not extend to dimensions larger than 2.

II. HIGHER ORDER INTERACTIONS IN THE MULTIDIMENSIONAL

KURAMOTO MODEL

In the Kuramoto model, a set of N oscillators, represented only by their phases θi are

coupled according to the equations

θ̇i = ωi +
k1
N

N∑
j=1

sin (θj − θi) (1)

where ωi are their natural frequencies, selected from a symmetric distribution g(ω). Three

and four body interactions are introduced as

θ̇i = ωi +
k1
N

N∑
j=1

sin (θj − θi) +
k2
N2

N∑
j,k=1

sin (2θj − θk − θi)

+
k3
N3

N∑
j,k,m=1

sin (θj + θk − θm − θi) (2)

where i = 1, ..., N and k1, k2 and k3 are the coupling constants for pairwise (1-simplex),

triplets (2-simplex) and quadruplets (3-simplex) interactions. We note that the specific

form of the three and four body interactions in Eq.(2) follows the choice in [14], although

other, more symmetric forms, have also been considered [1, 20] .
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Using the definition of the order parameter

z =
1

N

∑
j

eiθj = reiψ (3)

we obtain
1

N

∑
j

ei(θj−θi) = rei(ψ−θi), (4)

1

N

∑
k

ei(θk+θi−2θj) = rei(ψ+θi−2θj) (5)

and

z2z∗e−iθi =
1

N3

∑
j,k,m

ei(θj+θk−θm−θi) = r3ei(ψ−θi). (6)

Taking the imaginary part of these equations we can rewrite the Kuramoto model as

θ̇i = ωi + k1r sin(ψ − θi) + k2r
1

N

N∑
j=1

sin (2θj − θi − ψ) + k3r
3 sin(ψ − θi). (7)

Following [14] we also define a second order parameter

z2 =
1

N

∑
j

e2iθj = p2e
iξ2 (8)

and the related vector

p⃗2 = p2(cos ξ2, sin ξ2) (9)

so that (7) becomes

θ̇i = ωi + k1r sin(ψ − θi) + k2rp2 sin (ξ2 − θi − ψ) + k3r
3 sin(ψ − θi). (10)

We use p2 and ξ2 for the module and phase of z2 as the vector r⃗2 will be reserved for a later

definition.

Eq.(10) can be generalized to more dimensions if we can write it in terms of the unit

vectors σ⃗i = (cos θi, sin θi) ≡ (σix, σiy) [18, 21]. Computing σ̇ix = −θ̇i sin θi and using

Eq.(10) we find

σ̇ix = − sin θi[ωi + k1r sin(ψ − θi) + k2rp2 sin (ξ2 − θi − ψ) + k3r
3 sin(ψ − θi)]

≡ −ωiσiy + k1T1x + k2T2x + k3T3x. (11)
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The contributions of the interaction terms are computed as follows:

T1x = −r sin θi sin(ψ − θi)

= −r sinψ sin θi cos θi + r sin θ2i cosψ

= r cosψ − r[sinψ sin θi + cos θi cosψ] cos θi

= rx − (r⃗ · σ⃗i)σix (12)

where we defined the vector

r⃗ = (r cosψ, r sinψ) (13)

representing the center of mass of the system.

The third order term is T2x = −rp2 sin θi sin(ξ2 −ψ− θi), which becomes identical to T1x

if we replace r → rp2 and ψ → ξ2 − ψ. Therefore we find

T2x = r2x − (r⃗2 · σ⃗i)σix (14)

where

r⃗2 = rp2(cos(ξ2 − ψ), sin(ξ2 − ψ)) = (rxp2x + ryp2y, rxp2y − ryp2x). (15)

Similarly we obtain

T3x = r3x − (r⃗3 · σ⃗i)σix (16)

where

r⃗3 = r3(cosψ, sinψ) = r2r⃗ (17)

with r3 = r3 and ψ3 = ψ.

After doing a similar calculation for the σiy we can write the dynamical equations in

vector form as
dσ⃗i
dt

= Wiσ⃗i +
3∑
j=1

kj[r⃗j − (σ⃗i · r⃗j)σ⃗i] (18)

where we identify r⃗1 ≡ r⃗ and Wi is the anti-symmetric matrix

Wi =

 0 −ωi
ωi 0

 . (19)

In order to extend the model to higher dimensions it is essential that all vectors r⃗j can

be written in terms of the unit vectors σ⃗j. Clearly

r⃗ =
1

N

N∑
k=1

σ⃗k (20)
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and

r⃗3 = r22 r⃗. (21)

To write r⃗2 in terms of σ⃗’s we first realize that

p2x =
1

N

∑
j

cos 2θj =
1

N

∑
j

[σ2
jx − σ2

jy] =
2

N

∑
j

σ2
jx − 1 ≡ 2⟨σ2

x⟩ − 1 = 1− 2⟨σ2
y⟩ (22)

and

p2y =
1

N

∑
j

sin 2θj =
2

N

∑
j

σjxσjy ≡ 2⟨σxσy⟩. (23)

Next, for any vector σ⃗j we define the diadic matrix Λj = σ⃗j r⃗
T and the vector

1

N

∑
j

Λjσ⃗j =
1

N

∑
j

 σjxrx σjxry

σjyrx σjyry

 σjx

σjy

 =
1

N

∑
j

 rxσ
2
jx + ryσjxσjy

rxσjxσjy + ryσ
2
jy

 (24)

which can also be written as rx⟨σ2
x⟩+ ry⟨σxσy⟩

rx⟨σxσy⟩+ ry⟨σ2
y⟩

 =
1

2

 rx(1 + p2x) + ryp2y

rxp2y + ry(1− p2x)

 =
1

2
(r⃗ + r⃗2) (25)

where we used Eqs.(22) and (23). Therefore

1

N

∑
j

Λjσ⃗j =
1

N

∑
j

(r⃗ · σ⃗j)σ⃗j =
1

2
(r⃗ + r⃗2) (26)

or

r⃗2 =
2

N

∑
j

(r⃗ · σ⃗j)σ⃗j − r⃗. (27)

Eq.(18) can now be extended to higher dimensions by simply considering unit vectors

σ⃗i in D-dimensions, rotating on the surface of the corresponding (D − 1) unit sphere [18].

Particles are now represented by D − 1 spherical angles, generalizing the single phase θi of

the original model. The matrices Wi become D × D anti-symmetric matrices containing

the D(D− 1)/2 natural frequencies of each oscillator. The equations up to fourth order can

be summarized as follows:

dσ⃗i
dt

= Wiσ⃗i +
3∑
j=1

kj[r⃗j − (σ⃗i · r⃗j)σ⃗i] (28)

with

r⃗1 = r⃗ =
1

N

N∑
k=1

σ⃗k, (29)
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r⃗2 =
2

N

∑
j

(r⃗ · σ⃗j)σ⃗j − r⃗ (30)

and

r⃗3 = r22 r⃗. (31)

III. PHASE TRANSITION ON THE SPHERE AND HIGHER DIMENSIONS

The transition to synchronization in D = 3 is discontinuous in the case of all-to-all pair

interactions, with r = 0 if k1 < 0 and r(0+) = 1/2 [18]. The effects of k2 and k3 can

be estimated with a mean-field calculation of the vectors r⃗2 and r⃗3. Using (30) we write

r⃗2 = ρ⃗2 − r⃗ with

ρ⃗2 =
2

N

∑
j

(r⃗ · σ⃗j)σ⃗j =

(
1

N

∑
j

σ⃗jσ⃗
T
j

)
2r⃗ (32)

where the dyadic matrices are

σ⃗jσ⃗
T
j =


σ2
jx σjxσjy σjxσjz

σjyσjx σ2
jy σjyσjz

σjzσjx σjzσjy σ2
jz

 . (33)

For asynchronous states we can assume that the components of the σ⃗j are uncorrelated and

that the average of σ2
jx, σ

2
jy and σ2

jz is 1/3, since they sum to one. Thus, the average in

Eq.(32) is 1/3 times de identity matrix and ρ⃗2 = 2r⃗/3 and r⃗2 = ρ⃗2 − r⃗ = −r⃗/3. Therefore,

the net effect of the third order correction is to shift k1 → k12 ≡ k1 − k2/3. The first order

phase transition that would occur at k1 = 0 is now shifted to the line k12 = 0, or to

k1 = k2/3. (34)

To the right of this critical line the σ⃗j’s start to correlate until they all point in the

direction of r⃗. In this region we can approximate σ⃗j ≈ r⃗ and get

ρ⃗2 =

(
1

N

∑
j

σ⃗jσ⃗
T
j

)
2r⃗ ≈ 2r2r⃗ (35)

so that r⃗2 = r2r⃗.

Since r⃗3 = r2r⃗, it does not contribute when r = 0 and, therefore, does not affect the

critical line k2 = 3k1. In the synchronous region it contributes positively, facilitating syn-

chronization. Together with the third order term, that acts similarly, the effect of the higher
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order terms is to shift the curves r = r(k1) to the left by making k1 → k1eff = k1−r2(k2+k3)

if k1eff > k2/3, making synchronization more effective (larger values of r) than the origi-

nal model with pair interactions. If we call r(k1, k2, k3) the equilibrium value of the order

parameter for fixed values of the coupling constants, then

r(k1, k2, k3) =

 0 if k1 < k2/3

r(k1 + r2(k2 + k3), 0, 0) if k1 > k2/3.
(36)

Conversely, all curves collapse onto r(k1, 0, 0) if shifted to the left according to:

r(k1 − r2(k2 + k3), k2, k3) = r(k1, 0, 0) (37)

in the region where r ̸= 0.

Using similar arguments we see that the analogue of Eq.(33) in D dimensions results in

(1/D)I in the disordered region, where I is the D × D identity matrix. This implies that

ρ⃗2 = (2/D)r⃗ and r⃗2 = −[(D − 2)/D]r⃗. In D = 2 there is no displacement in the critical

point [14], but it shifts the transition in all other dimensions. The critical coupling goes

from k1c to k1c + k2(D − 2)/D.

In odd dimensions we expect the transition to be discontinuous, with the critical line

shifted. In even dimensions the transition remains continuous, but ever steeper as k2 and k3

increases.
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Figure 1. Heatmaps for D = 3 showing the order parameter r as a function of k1 and k2: (a)

k3 = 0; (b) k3 = 2. The critical coupling for k2 = 0 is k1c = 0, where r = 1/2, but it shifts to

k1c = k2/3 (solid black line) when k2 ̸= 0. For k1 > k1c, synchronization is facilitated both by k2

and k3. The value of r right after the transition line increases as k2 increases.
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Figure 2. (a) Order parameter r as a function of k1 for different values of k2 and k3. The jump of

size 1/2 at k1 = 0 when k2 = k3 = 0, increases as k2 and k3 increase. (b) Curves for different values

of k2 and k3 are shifted to right according to Eq.(37), collapsing on the curve with k2 = k3 = 0

when r ̸= 0.
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IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section we show numerical simulations of Eqs.(28) for D = 3 and D = 4. We

consider N = 2000 particles and choose the matrices of natural frequency Wi such that

all entries are Gaussian distributed around ω = 0 with unit mean square deviation ∆ =

1. See [22] for phase diagrams with pair interactions and different values of ∆ and ω.

Initial conditions are uniformly distributed over the corresponding 3D or 4D sphere and the

equations are integrated up to t = 2000. The order parameter r is computed as the average

over the last 500 time units.

Figures 1 and 2 show simulations for D = 3. Fig. 1(a) shows heatmaps of the order

parameter r as a function of k1 and k2 for k3 = 0 whereas Fig. 1(b) shows results for

k3 = 2. In both panels the critical line from disorder to synchronization follows k2 = 3k1

and is independent of k3. The phase transition is always discontinuous, as in the case with

k2 = k3 = 0, but the size of the discontinuity from r = 0 to r ̸= 0 increases from 1/2 at

k2 = k3 = 0 to about 0.9 when k2 = 4 and k3 = 0. For k3 > 0 the jump increases even

faster.

Fig. 2(a) shows r as a function of k1 for some values of k2 and k3. As k2 increases the

critical point moves towards larger values and the jump at the critical point increases. Fig.

2(b) shows the map r(k1, k2, k3) → r(k1 − r2(k2 + k3), k2, k3), which shifts the curves to the

left (when r ̸= 0). All curves fall approximately on the same curve r(k1, 0, 0) as predicted

by Eq.(37).

Similar plots for D = 4 are shown in Figs. 3 and 4. In this case the phase transition is

continuous when k2 = k3 = 0, with k1c ≈ 1.5. Again, the value of k3 does not affect the shift

in the critical coupling, which is moved from k1c to approximately k1c + k2/2, as shown in

Fig. 3(a) for k3 = 0 and Fig. 3(b) for k3 = 2. The approximation is still accurate, even is the

neighborhood of the critical line. To the right of the critical line the system achieves higher

values of synchronization as compared to the case k2 = k3 = 0, leading to a discontinuity

that increases as the intensity of higher order interactions increases, as shown in Fig. 4(a).

Fig. 4(b) shows that shifting the curves according to Eq.(37) also makes them all collapse

into r(k1, 0, 0).
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Figure 3. Heatmaps for D = 4 showing the order parameter r as a function of k1 and k2: (a)

k3 = 0; (b) k3 = 2. The critical coupling for k2 = 0 is k1c ≈ 1.5, but it shifts to k1c = 1.5 + k2/2

(solid black line) when k2 ̸= 0. For k1 > k1c, synchronization is facilitated both by k2 and k3.

The value of r right after the transition line increases as k2 increases, leading to discontinuous

transitions.
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Figure 4. (a) Order parameter r as a function of k1 for different values of k2 and k3. The continuous

transition at k1c = 1.5 when k2 = k3 = 0 becomes discontinuous as k2 and k3 increase. (b) Curves

for different values of k2 and k3 are shifted to right according to Eq.(37), collapsing on the curve

with k2 = k3 = 0 when r ̸= 0.
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V. CONCLUSIONS

The effect of higher order interactions on the dynamics of complex systems has been a

hot topic of research in the past years. Although this type of many body action depends

in a great measure on the topology of connections between agents, mean field estimates can

serve as a guide to understand the changes expected when these interactions are included.

Here we considered the multidimensional version of the Kuramoto model as introduced in

[18] and derived the functional form of third and fourth order corrections that are natural

extensions of their counterparts in the usual, D = 2, Kuramoto model.

We have shown that the third order correction has a special role in displacing the critical

coupling constant towards higher values in all dimensions, except D = 2. After the critical

points, higher order terms tend to facilitate synchronization in a simple way, shifting the

order parameter r(k1, k2, k3) to r(k1 + r2(k2 + k3), 0, 0). The shift causes the phase tran-

sition to become discontinuous also in even dimensions, where the original model predicts

continuous phase transitions.

We have not investigated the possibility of bi-stable regions, which do occur in D = 2 [14].

That would require scanning the space of initial conditions for each value of the coupling

parameters, since no version of the Ott-Antonsen ansatz is available for D > 2. This is an

interesting next step in this research.
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