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Abstract

In this paper, we study cluster synchronization in netwarksoupled non-identical dynamical systems.
The vertices in the same cluster have the same dynamics ofipletl node system but the uncoupled node
systems in different clusters are different. We presentlitimms guaranteeing cluster synchronization and
investigate the relation between cluster synchronizadiod the unweighted graph topology. We indicate
that two condition play key roles for cluster synchroniaati the common inter-cluster coupling condition
and the intra-cluster communication. From the latter oreinterpret the two well-known cluster synchro-
nization schemes: self-organization and driving, by weethe edges of communication paths lie at inter-
or intra-cluster. By this way, we classify clusters accogdio whether the set of edges inter- or intra-cluster
edges are removable if wanting to keep the communicatiowdmst pairs of vertices in the same cluster.
Also, we propose adaptive feedback algorithms on the weigfthe underlying graph, which can synchro-
nize any bi-directed networks satisfying the two condgiatbove. We also give several numerical examples

to illustrate the theoretical results.
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Cluster synchronization is considered to be more momentougan complete synchroniza-
tion in brain science and engineering control, ecologicalcgence and communication engi-
neering, social science and distributed computation. Mosbf the existing works only fo-
cused on networks with either special topologies such as relgr lattices or coupled two/three
groups. For the general coupled dynamical systems, theoietl analysis to clarify the rela-
tionship between the (unweighted) graph topology and the akter scheme, including both
self-organization and driving, is absent. In this paper, westudy this topic and find two es-
sential conditions for an unweighted graph topology to reake cluster synchronization: the
common inter-cluster coupling condition and the intra-cluster communication. Thus under
these conditions, we present two manners of weighting to asve cluster synchronization.
One is adding positive weights on each edges with keeping tirevariance of the cluster syn-
chronization manifold and the other is an adaptive feedbackveighting algorithms. We prove
the availability of each manner. From these results, we givan interpretation of the two clus-
tering synchronization schemes: self-organization and dving, involved with the unweighted
graph topology, via the communication between pairs of indiiduals in the same cluster.
Thus, we present one way to classify the clusters via whethéhne set of inter- or intra-cluster
edges are removable if still wanting to keep the communicabin between vertices in the same

cluster.

I. INTRODUCTION

Recent decades witnesses that chaos synchronization ipleometworks has attracted in-
creasing interests from many research and applicatiorsfig|®, 3], since it was firstly introduced
in Ref. [4]. Word “synchronization” comes from Greek, whigfeans “share time” and today, it
comes to be considered as “time coherence of different pses2. Many new synchronization
phenomena appear in a wide range of real systems, such agy|bl, neural networks [6], phys-
iological processes [7]. Among them, the most interestiages are complete synchronization,
cluster synchronization, phase synchronization, impéegnchronization, lag synchronization,
and almost synchronization etc. See Ref. [8] and the retesetherein.

Complete synchronization is the most special one and cteairaed by that all oscillators ap-
proach to a uniform dynamical behavior. In this situatioowprful mathematical techniques from

dynamical systems and graph theory can be utilized. Pet@ila|@] proposed the Master Stabil-



ity Function for transverse stability analysis [10] of thagbnal synchronization manifold. This
method has been widely used to study local completer synctation in networks of coupled
system|[11]. Refs. [12, 13, 14] proposed a framework of Lysmmfunction method to investigate
global synchronization in complex networks. One of the niogtortant issues is how the graph
topology affects the synchronous motion [2]. As pointediauRef. [15], the connectivity of the
graph plays a significant role for chaos synchronization.

Cluster synchronization is considered to be more momeritobgain science [16] and engi-
neering controll[17], ecological science [18] and commatian engineering [19], social science
[20] and distributed computation [21]. This phenomenonidsasved when the oscillators in net-
works are divided into several groups, called clustershewtay that all individuals in the same
cluster reach complete synchronization but the motiongfardnt clusters do not coincide. Clus-
ter synchronization of coupled identical systems are stlith Refs. [[22, 23, 24, 25]. Among
them, Jalan et. al. [25] pointed out two basic formationsclvhriealize cluster synchronization.
One isself-organization which leads to cluster with dominant intra-cluster congd, and the
other isdriving, which leads to cluster with dominant inter-cluster cong$.

Nowadays, the interest of cluster synchronization is sigfto networks of coupled non-
identical dynamical systems. In this case, cluster symihation is obtained via two aspects:
the oscillators in the same cluster have the same uncoumdd dynamics and the inter- or
intra-cluster interactions realize cluster synchromatwia driving or/and self-organizing con-
figurations. Refs. |[23] proposed cluster synchronizaticomesne via dominant intra-couplings
and common inter-cluster couplings. Ref.|[26] studied l@baster synchronization for bipartite
systems, where no intra-cluster couplings (driving schesmest. Refs. [[2[7] investigated global
cluster synchronization in networks of two clusters witteinand intra-cluster couplings. Belykh
et. al. studied this problem in 1D and 2D lattices of couptizhtical dynamical systems in Ref.
[22] and non-identical dynamical systems in Ref. [28], veiire oscillators are coupled via inter-
or/and intra-cluster manners. Ref. [[29] used nonlineatrection theory![30] to build up a suf-
ficient condition for the stability of certain invariant sgace, which can be utilized to analyze
cluster synchronization (concurrent synchronizationaided in that literature). However, up till
now, there are no works revealing the relationship betwker{unweighted) graph topology and
the cluster scheme, including both self-organization amdrdy, for general coupled dynamical
systems.

The purpose of this paper is to study cluster synchronigationetworks of coupled non-



identical dynamical systems with various graph topologiesSection 2, we formulate this prob-
lem and study the existence of the cluster synchronizatiamifold. Then, we give one way to set
positive weights on each edges and derive a criterion fatefusynchronization. This criterion
implies that the communicability between each pair of irdinals in the same cluster is essential
for cluster synchronization. Thus, we interpret the two oamication schemes: self-organization
and driving, according to the communication scheme amodiygigtuals in the same cluster. By
this way, we classify clusters according to the manner byctwbynchronization in a cluster real-
izes. In Sec. 3, we propose an adaptive feedback algoritmmgeayhts of the graph to achieve
a given clustering. In Sec. 5, we discuss the cluster symitability of a graph with respect
to a given clustering and present the general results fetelsynchronization in networks with

general positive weights. We conclude this paper in Sec. 6.

II. CLUSTER SYNCHRONIZATION ANALYSIS

In this section, we study cluster synchronization in a nekwath weighted bi-directed graph
and a given division of clusters. We impose the constraintgraph topology to guarantee the
invariance of the corresponding cluster synchronizati@mifold and derive the conditions for
this invariant manifold to be globally asymptotically skalby the Lyapunov function method.
Before that, we should formulate the problem.

Throughout the paper, we denote a positive definite matity 2 > 0 and similarly forZ < 0,

Z < 0,andZ > 0. We say that a matri¥ is positive definite on a linear subspdcéf " Zu > 0
forall w € V andu # 0, denoted byZ|,, > 0. Similarly, we can defin&|, < 0, Z|,, > 0,
andZ|, < 0. If a matrix Z has all eigenvalues real, then we denote\py”) the k-th largest
eigenvalues ofZ. Z' denotes the transpose of the matdyand Z* = (Z + Z")/2 denotes the

symmetry part of a square matrx # A denotes the number of the séwith finite elements.

A. Model description and existence of invariant cluster syshronization manifold

A bi-directed unweighted grap§i is denoted by a double s¢V, £}, whereV is the vertex
set numbered byl1,--- ,m}, and€ denotes the edge set witli, j) € £ if and only if there is
an edge connecting verticgsandi. N'(i) = {j € V : ¢(i,j) € £} denotes the neighborhood

set of vertexi. The graph considered in this paper is always supposed tioripdes(without self-



loops and multiple edges) and bi-directed. A clustefing a disjoint division of the vertex sét:
C ={Cy,Cy,---,Cx} satisfying (i).Ur_, Cr. = V; (ii). Cx(\C; = 0 holds fork # I.

The network of coupled dynamical system is defined on thelgaf@ he individual uncoupled
system on the vertexis denoted by am-dimensional ordinary differential equatigh = f ()
foralli € C, wherez! = [2%,--- ,z¢]" is the state variable vector on verteand () : R™ —
R™ is a continuous vector-valued function. Each vertex in #traescluster has the same individual
node dynamics. The interaction among vertices is denotduhégr diffusion terms. It should be
emphasized thaf, for different clusters are distinct, which can guarantes the trajectories are
apparently distinguishing when cluster synchronizatgreached.

Consider the following model of networks of linearly couphlgynamical system [31]:

i = fia) + D> wyl@ —a), i €C k=1 K (1)
JEN (i)
wherew;; is the coupling weight at the edge from vergeto i andl” = [v,.]; ,—, denotes the inner
connection by the way that,, # 0 if the theu-th component of the vertices can be influenced by
thev-th component. The graghis bi-directed and the weights are not requested to be synunet
Namely, we don't request;; = w;; for each pait(i, j) with e(4, j) € £.

Let A = [a;;];"—, be the adjacent matrix of the graph That is,a;; = 1if e(i, j) € £; a;; =0

otherwise. Then, modéll(1) can be rewritten as

= fola®) + ) ayw,T(@? —a'), i €C, k=1, K. (2)
=1

In this paper, cluster synchronization is defined as foltows

1. The differences among trajectories of vertices in theeseluster converge to zero as time

goes to infinity, i.e.,

lim [z (t) —27(t)] =0, Vi,j €Cp, k=1,--+ | K; (3)

t—o00

2. The differences among the trajectories of vertices ifediht clusters do not converge to

zero, i.e.Jim_,. 2% (t) — 27’ (t)| > 0 holds for each’ € C; andj’ € C; with k # L.

As mentioned above, we suppose that the latter one can bargeead by the incoincidence of
fx(+). Under this prerequisite assumption, cluster synchrasioizés equivalent to the asymptotical

stability of the following cluster synchronization mardawith respect to the clustering
Se(n) = {[xlT, oo™ =2l R, V4,5 €C, k=1,--- ,K}. (4)

5



To investigate cluster synchronization, a prerequisitpiilement is that the manifol8¢(n)
should be invariant through Eg§] (2). Assume that) = s*(¢) for eachi € Cy, is the synchronized
solution of the cluste€;,, k = 1,--- , K. By Egs. [2), eack” must satisfy

K
§* = fk(sk) + Z ai,k’r(sk, — Sk), Vi€ Cy, (5)
K'=1,k'+#k

wherea; ;y = Y| a;;w;j. This demandsy, »» = «;, » for anyi, € Cy, ia € Ci, Namely,o; i/

jéck/
is independent of. Therefore, we have

Q gt = Oé(]{?, ]{7/), 1€ C, k# K. (6)

This condition is sufficient and necessary for the clustachyonization manifol&.(») is invari-
ant through the coupled systei (2) for general mggs.

DenoteN}, (i) = N (i) (\Cw, and define an index s&t, = {k¥' : k' # k, and Ny (z) # 0}.
The setl: represents those clusters other tidarand have links to the vertex To satisfy the
condition [6), the followingcommon inter-cluster coupling conditiamver the unweighted graph

topology should be satisfied: fér=1,--- |, K,
Li=L1 Vii e (7)

Therefore, we can usé,, to representi for all i € C, if the common inter-cluster coupling
condition is satisfied.
Throughout this paper, we assume that the vector-valuediomf, (z) — al'z : R" — R”

satisfieddecreasing conditiofor somea € R. That is, there exist§ > 0 such that

(€= | ful&) = fi(Q) —al(€ = Q)| < —d(6 - )" (€~ Q). (8)

holds for all¢, ¢ € R™. This condition holds for any globally Lipschitz continuofunctionf(-)

for sufficiently largens > 0 andI” = I,,. However, even thougfi(-) is only locally Lipschitz, if the
solution of the coupled system| (1) is essentially boundessh testricted to such bounded region,
the condition[(8) also holds for sufficiently largeandI’ = I,,. In this paper, we suppose that the

solution of the coupled systemm (2) is essentially bounded.



B. Cluster synchronization analysis

In the following, we investigate cluster synchronizatidmetworks of coupled non-identical

dynamical systems withe the following weighting scheme:

< e Ni(i) and N (i) € 0
wy = 4 o Jj € Ni(i) k(1) ©)
0 otherwise,

whered; » = #N,(i) denotes the number of elements W (i) and ¢ denotes the coupling

strength.. Thus, the coupled system becomes:

i’i:fk(l'i)+0|: Z L Z F([L’j—{ri)},iGCk,k‘Zl,---,K. (20)

N ()0 diw FEN W (3)
It can be seen that in Eqs$._(10), for each C;, the corresponding; ,» = ¢ for all &’ € £, under
the common inter-cluster coupling condition. The geneitabsion can be handled by the same
approach and will be presented in the discussion section.
We denote the weighted Laplacian of the graph as follows. elagh pair(i, j) with i # j,
ﬁ if j € Ni(i) andN(i) # 0 for somek € {1,---,K}, andl;; = 0 otherwise;
liy=—> " Thus, Egs.[{(10) can be rewritten as:

j=1bij-

gj‘Z:fk<Jj‘2)—|-CleFl’J, ZECk, ]{;:17 ,K (11)

j=1
The approach to analyze cluster synchronization is extefiden that used in Refl_[14] to study
complete synchronization. Lét= [d,,--- ,d,,]" be a vector withd; > 0 foralli = 1,--- ,m.
We use the vectod to construct a (skew) projection af = [xlT, -+, 2™T]T onto the cluster
synchronization manifol&.(n). Define an average state with respedct fa the clustelC; as

1
R

d dil’l.
EiGCk ( iECk

Thus, we denote the projectionebn the cluster synchronization manifa¥d(n) with respect to

T

das:zy=[z'",---,#™"|" is denoted as:
~i =k p -
=z, if i €Cg.
Then, the variations’ — 7% compose the transverse space:

%d(n):{u:[ulT,"',UmT]TE]Rng uiER", Zdiui:Q \Vlk’zl,,K}

1€Cy



In particular, in the case of = 1, it denotes

Tcd(l):{u=[u1,---,um]TeRm: Zdiuizo,wgzl’...7[(}.

1€Ck

From the definition, we have the following lemma which is raeelly used below.

Lemmal Foreachk € 1,---, K, it holds

> dia =0.

1€Ck
In fact, note
S odi(at -z =D dia' — Zd( )Zd/x = dia' =) dpa” =0
i€Cy, i€Cy, i€Cy, GCk d; i'eCy, i€Cy, i'eCy,

The lemma immediately follows. As a direct consequence, ave h

Zd ot — %) Jk—{Zd x' —xd] Jp =10

1€Cx 1€Cy,
for any J,, with a proper dimension, independent of the index
Since the dimension of#(n) is n(m — K), the dimension o8; is n K, andS¢(n) is disjoint
with 72(n) except the originR™ = S¢(n) @ T£(n), whered denotes the direct sum of linear
subspaces. With these notations, the cluster synchramzatequivalent to thransverse stability
of the cluster synchronization manifol§}(n), i.e., the projection of: on the transverse space

T4 (n) converges to zero as time goes to infinity.

Theorem 1 Suppose that the common inter-cluster coupling condif@rhflds,I" is symmetry
and nonnegative definite, and each vector-valued funcfidgn — oI'- satisfies the decreasing
condition [8) for somev € R. If there exists a positive definite diagonal matfixsuch that the
restriction of[D(cL + «al,,)]*, restricted to the transverse spa@g(1), is non-positive definite,

i.e.,

<0 (12)

[D(CL + oz]m)]
TEQ)

holds, then the coupled systedml(11) can clustering synaeavith respect to the clusteriri

Proof. We define an auxiliary function to measure the distance framthe cluster synchroniza-

tion manifold as follows

= Yt ) - ), V) =Y e
k=1

1€Ck



DifferentiatingV}, along Eqs.[(111) gives

Zd (z" — z%) { +CZZUF:)3 —xd}

1€Cy, j=1

Recalling the definitions af; and the common inter-cluster coupling conditibh (7), weehav
> ly=> iy, Vii €Ch k£ K, (13)
jeCk/ jeCk/

which leads

S by = ly, Vii' €Cp (14)

JE€Ck J€Ck
By Lemmd_.l, we have

S diat —zh) e =0, > di(a' —zh) fu(zh) =0,

1€Cy, 1€Cx
S dy(at — 28) (Zz,jrxd)—o K=l K,
1€Cy, jECk/

due to the factd (13) and (14). Therefore, we have

Zd ot —zh) { W(@8) — fo(@h) + fir(zh) +CZZUF —z) —xd+cZZlZ]de}

1€Cy, j=1 k'=1j€eCyr
_k/

E di(z" — z%) [ (@) — fu(Zh) +c§ E lZJFx—xd]

1€Cy, k'= 1]€Ck/

From the decreasing conditidd (8):

(w =) [fr(w) = fu(v) = al(w — )] < =6(w —v) " (w —v),

we have
Vi, < —52 di(z' — 28T (2" — zF)
1€Cy
+Zd ot —zh) [ Z Z 1T (27 — 78 +ozF(xi—f§)].
i€C, k'=1j€Cy
Thus
K
V < -4 Z Z di(z" — 28T (2" — zF)
k=1 ieCy
K
+ZZdi(x [ ZZZUFI — %) 4 al (2 —x'j)}
k=1 icCy k'=1jEC,/
K
= 5N A )T T+ (- ;fd)T{ [D(cL + al,)]’ ® F}(x — %)
k=1i€Cy,



where® denotes the Kronecker product ahd= diag|ds, - - - , d,,].
Itis clear tha{D(cL+al,,))®

< 0implies{[D(cL+al,)*®1I,} < 0. Decompose
TE (1) Té (n)
the positive definite matrix asI" = CTC for some matrixC' and lety = [y*",--- ™ ]T with

y' = C(z' — z¥) foralli € Cp, i.e.,y = (I, ® C)(z — T4). By Lemma 1, it is easy to see that
Yice, 4y’ = Yice, diC(x' — zlj) = 0. This implies thay € 7¢(n). Therefore,

(x—jd)T{[ (cL+al,)]’ ® }x—xd)
— (z— )7 (I ®CT){[D cL +al,)]’ ®ln}(lm®c)(g:—gt~d)

- yT{ [D(cL + aI,,)]" ® [n}y <0. (15)

Hence, we have
V< =0z —Z9) (DR L) (x — ZTg) = =26 x V.

This implies that/ (t) < exp(—20 t)V/(0). Thereforelim; ,, V() = 0. Namely.lim; . [z(t) —
Z4(t)] = 0 holds. In other wordslim, .. [z! — #%] = 0 for eachi € C, andk = 1,--- | K.
According to the assumption th#t(-) are so different that if cluster synchronization is realize
the clusters are also different, we are safe to say that thegled systen(11) can clustering syn-
chronize.[]

If each uncoupled systerri = f;(z%) is unstable, in particular, chaotie,must be positive in
the inequality [(B). It is natural to raise the question: canfiud some positive diagonal matrix
D such that[(1IPR) satisfies with sufficiently largend some certain > 0. In other words, for
the coupled system (1L0), what kind of unweighted graph twgpof; satisfying the common inter-
cluster condition[([7) can bechaos cluster synchronizeith respect to the clustering It can be

seen that if the restriction ¢fD L + L D) to the transverse subspafg(1) is negative, i.e.,
(DL + L' D)|74ay <0 (16)

holds, then Ineq[(12) holds for sufficiently large

With these observations, we have

Theorem 2 Suppose that the common inter-cluster coupling condif@rh6lds for the coupled
system[(1]1), and > 0. There exist a positive diagonal matrix and a sufficiently large constant
¢ such that Ineq. [(12) holds if and only if all vertices in thergacluster belong to the same

connected component [39] in the gragh
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Proof. We prove the sufficiency for connected graph and uncondegtgph separated.

Case 1 The graphg is connected. Theni, is irreducible. Perron-Frobenius theorem (see
Ref. [32] for more details) tells that the left eigenvectgr, - - - , &,,]7 of L associated with the
eigenvalué has all components > 0,7 = 1,--- ,m. Inthis case, we pick; = &;,i = 1,--- ,m.
And its symmetric parfDL]* = (DL + L"D)/2 has all row sums zero and irreducible with
M ([DL)*) = 0 associated with the eigenvector= [1,---,1]T and\,([DL]*) < 0. Therefore,
u' (DL)u < X\o(DL)*u"u < 0 for anyu # 0 satisfyingu'e = 0.

Now, for anyu = [uy,- -+ ,u,]" € R™ with u'd = 0, definead = [a,--- ,u]", whereu =

LS w. Itis clear thatDLa = 0 anda " DL = 0 and(u — @) e = 0. Therefore,
uw' (DL+ L'"D)yu= (u—a) (DL+L"D)(u—1a) <0

since both hold. This implies Ined.(16) holds.

Case 2 The graphg is disconnected. In this case, we can divide the big@phto several
connected components. If all vertices belongs to the saomerl are in the same connected
component, then by the same discussion done in case 1, whiudertbat Ineq. [(16) holds for
some positive definite diagonal matiix

Necessity. We prove the necessity by reduction to absur@ibyisidering an arbitrary discon-

nected grapld, without loss of generality, supposing thahas form:

Ly 0
0 Lo

and letting); and)’; correspond to the sub-matricés and L, respectively, we assume that there
exists a cluste€; satisfyingC; (N V; # 0 for all i = 1,2. That is, there exists at least a pair of
vertices in the cluste?; which can not access each other. For e&ehl[d;, - - - ,d,,]" with d; > 0
foralli =1,--- m,letting D = diag[ds, - - , d,,], we can find a nonzero vectare 7£(1) such
thatu" DLu = 0 (see the Appendix for the details). This implies that indigp&L6) does not
hold. So, inequality{(12) can not hold for any positive]

In the case that the clustering synchronized trajectorestaaotic, withh > 0, Theoreni R tells
us that chaos cluster synchronization can be achieved (fbcisntly large coupling strength) if
and only if all vertices in the same cluster belongs to theesaomnected component in the graph
g.

In summary, the following two conditions play the key roleciaster synchronization.

11



1. Common inter-cluster edges for each vertex in the sansteriu
2. Communicability for each pair of vertices in the samet&us

The first condition guarantees that the clustering synchabion manifold is invariant through the
dynamical system with properly picked weights and the séa@urarantees that chaos clustering

synchronization can be reached with a sufficiently larggtog strength.

C. Schemes to clustering synchronize

The theoretical results in previous section indicate thatdommunication among vertices in
the same cluster is important for chaos cluster synchrtinizaA cluster is said to beommu-
nicableif every vertex in this cluster can connect any other vertgxyaths in the global graph.
These paths between vertices are composed of edges, whitle @ther of inter-cluster or intra-
cluster. Refs.|[25] showed that this classification of palisinguishes the formation of clusters.
A self-organized cluster implies that the intra-clustegesiare dominant for the communications
between vertices in this cluster. And, a driven cluster & the inter-cluster edges are dominant
for the communications between vertices in this clustereréhare various of ways to describe
“domination”. In the following, we consider the unweightgrhph topology and investigate the
two clustering schemes via the results above.

We firstly describeself-organizatioranddriving as two schemes for cluster synchronization.
Self-organization represents the scheme that the setratchister edges are irremovable for the
communication between each pair of vertices in the saméetlasd driving represents the scheme
that the set of inter-cluster edges are irremovable for tmersunication between vertices in the

same cluster. Thus, we propose the following classificaifariusters.

1. Self-organized clusterthe subgraph of the cluster is connected but if removingrha-
cluster links of the cluster, there exist at least one pairesfices such that no paths in the

remaining graph can connect them;

2. Driven cluster the subgraph of the cluster is disconnected but even if vergall intra-
cluster links of the cluster, each pair of vertices in thestdu can reach each other by paths

in the remaining graph;

12



TABLE I: Communicability of clusters under edge-removingeoations

Remove the intra-cluster edgé&emove the inter-cluster edges
Self-organized cluster no yes
Driven cluster yes no
Mixed cluster yes yes
Hybrid cluster no no

3. Mixed cluster the subgraph of the cluster is connected and even if rerga@lintra-cluster
links of the cluster, each pair of vertices in the cluster iEach each other by paths in the
remaining graph;

4. Hybrid cluster the subgraph of the cluster is disconnected and if remaviagntra-cluster
links of the cluster, there exist at least one pair of vestggch that no paths in the remaining
graph can link them.

Table] describes the characteristics of each cluster.dragEl shows examples of these four kinds
of clusters, which will be used in later numerical illustosis. With this cluster classification, we
conclude that any mixed or self-organized cluster can ncesscanother hybrid or self-organized
cluster. Tablé 1l shows all possibilities of accessibityiong all kinds of clusters in a connected
graph. Moreover, it should be noticed that the cluster innéevorks as illustrated in FIg.1 may
not be connected via the subgraph topologies. For exani@eyhite and blue clusters in graph
1, the red and blue clusters in the graph 3, as well as allerisish graph 2, are not connected
by inter-cluster subgraph topologies. Certainly, theigegtin the same cluster are connected via
inter- and intra-cluster edges. That is, we can realizetetusy/nchronization in non-clustered

networks.

D. Examples

In this part, we propose several numerical examples taiiites the theoretical results. In this

example K = 3. The three graph topologies are shown in Eig. 1. The coupls@s is

x’i:fk(xi)+c{ Z L Z r(xj—xi)],z‘eck,k:1,2,3, (17)

~ dig A
N (D)#0 77 jeN(3)
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TABLE II: Possibility of coexistence for two kinds of clusgein connected graph

Self-organizedDriven|Hybrid | Mixed
Self-organized X Vv X X
Driven vV Vv Vv vV
Hybrid X Vv Vv X
Mixed X vV X vV

wherel" = diag|[1, 1, 0] and f;(-) are non-identical Lorenz systems:

10(U2 — Ul)
fr(u) = §U1 — Uz — UU3 (18)

uyuy — brus,
where the parametér = 28 for the white clusterb, = 38 for the red cluster, anbk = 58 for the
blue cluster.

As shown in Ref. [[35], the boundedness of the trajectoriearpfirray of coupled Lorenz
systems can be ensured. Therefore, the decreasing con@jits satisfied for a sufficiently large
«. We use the following quantity to measure the variation fentices in the same cluster:

= 1 i =T =

var = <;m§[x — i)' [z —xk]>
wherez; = ﬁ > icc, @' () denotes the time average. The ordinary differential equat{17)
are solved by the Runge-Kutta fourth-order formula withepdength 0.01. The time average
interval is[50, 100] [37]. Fig.[2 indicates that for either graph 1, graph 2, opdrg, the coupled
system [(1l7) clustering synchronizes respectively, if thepting strength is larger than certain
threshold value. Instead, for the graph 1, despite the edugtstem can synchronizeriis greater
than some value (around 10), it can also synchronizedf [2.2,5]). It is not very surprising.
Previous theoretical results only give sufficient conditibat the coupled system can clustering
synchronize if the coupling strengths large enough. It does not exclude the case that the coupled
system can still clustering synchronize even if the coupéitrtengthe is small.

The following quantity is used to measure the deviation keetwclusters:

dis(t) = min[z(¢) — 2; (O] [2:(t) — 7,(t)]
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Fig[3 shows that the deviation between clusters is appaeesh Vvar ~ 0”. In Figld, the
dynamical behaviors for all clusters in certain phase pkmeegiven. Although the attractor for
each cluster seems to have similar structure and shapeysiimps at same time are still different.
It is clear that the difference is caused by the differeniahof parameters for different clusters.

This illustrates that the cluster synchronization is atyuaalized.

lll. ADAPTIVE FEEDBACK CLUSTER SYNCHRONIZATION ALGORITHM

For certain network topology which has weak cluster syneizability, i.e., the threshold to
ensure clustering synchronization is relatively largejolwhs further studied in Sec. IV.A. ltis
natural to raise the following question: How to achieve ®usynchronization for networks no
matter whether they have "good” topology or not. One apgrgamposed recently is adding
weights to vertices and edges. Refs [34] showed evidene¢séitain weighting procedures can
actually enhance complete synchronization. On the othed,hadaptive algorithm has emerged
as an efficient means of weighting to actually enhance camplenchronizability [36].

In this section, we consider the coupled system
¥ = frl@’) + Y ajw (@ — '), i €Ch, k=1,--- K. (19)
j=1

and propose an adaptive feedback algorithm to achieveeclsghchronization for a prescribed
graph.

Suppose that the common inter-cluster and communicalbibibyitions are satisfied. Without
loss of generality, we suppose that the grépis undirected and connected. Consider the coupled
system[(R) with Laplaciai defined as in Eqé.(11) and = [dy,--- ,d,,] is the left eigenvector
of L associated with the eigenvalOe

Now, we propose the following adaptive cluster synchramzealgorithm

.I'Z(t) = fk(ﬂ?l(t)) + Z;nzl Clwww(t)r[xj(t) — .Z’Z(t)], = Ck7 k = 17 R 7[{7
W (t) = piydi[a*(t) — z3(8)] T (t) — 27 (1)), (20)
foreache;; € Eandi € Cy, k=1,--- | K

with p;; > 0 are constants.

Theorem 3 Suppose that the grapf is connected, all the assumptions of Theokém 1 hold, the
system[(20) is essential bounded. The sydtem (20) clus®mcthronizes for any initial data.
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Proof. First of all, pickl;; as defined in Eqs[(11) and a sufficiently largBinceg is connected,

Theorem 2 tells

lD(CL + aIm)} 1 <o (21)

TEQ)

Define the following candidate Lyapunov function

1

5 Qk-
2p;;

Qr(z, W) = Z {%(xl — 2Tt — k) +

1€Ck

azj(wij — Clij)2:|7 Qz, W) =

I

Differentiating@;, we have

Qe = ) dila' - fﬁ)T{fk(fCi) + zm: agjwil (27 — fj)}

1€Cy,

- Z Z Z aij(wiy — clyy)dy(a* — z3) T (2" — a7)

i€Ck k'=1 jEN 1 (4)

=) di(a’ —z)" { —i—chwa — 2 —xd}

1€Cy,

Similar to the proof of Theorem 1, we have

ZQ: Zd at — %) { w(@h) — f(zh) +ch”Fx —xd}

1€Cy 1€C;
and
K K
Q= 300y S 2 =
k=1 k=1 ieCy
K
ZZ z—zk) {af(m —zh —i—chwF x’ —xd)}
k=1 ieCy j=1
= —0(z—2) (D®I)(x— Zg) + (z — :zd)T{[D(cL +al,)]® ® F}(:c — Z4).
Ineq[21 implies
Q< —6(x—2a) (DRI)(z—7q) <O0.
This implies

/0 5(a(s) — 2a())T (D @ I)(a(s) — 2als))ds < QO0) — Q1) < Q0) <00 (22)
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From the assumption of the boundedness of[Ef.(20), we castuct®lim, . [z(t) — Z4(t)] = 0
due to the fact that(t) is uniform continuous. This completes the prdaof.

For the disconnected situation, we can split the graph ievermsl connected components and
deal with each connected component by the same means as above

The dynamics of the weights;;(¢) is an interesting issue. Even though it is illustrated in Fig
that all weights converge, to our best reasoning, we canmolye that all intra-weights converge,

i.e., verticeg and; belonging to the same clustéy. In fact, by (22), we have

Amh%ﬂ—iﬂﬂfh%ﬂ—fﬂﬂwf<+w-

Thus,

/ ‘U)Z](T)|d7' = ngdz/
0 0

< /OOO pzjdz-HFlb{ [2(r) = Za(7)] " [2(7) = Za(7)]] + |[2"(7) — 7a(7)] " [+ (7) — Z4(7)]] }dT

< it 3 [T 0) — bl () - S lar

by [ 1e0r) = a0 r) - abolar

Therefore, for any > 0, there existd” > 0, such that for any;, > T', t, > T', we have
to
(1)~ g 1) < [ iy ()l <
By Cauchy convergence principle;;(t) converges to some final weights; for i € Cy, j € C;,
whent — oc.

On the other hand, to our best reasoning, we can not provenethet not the weights);;(t)
converges, if the vertekxand;j belong to different clusters. If we assume the convergehedl o
weights, according to the the LaSalle invariant principte final weights should guarantee that
the cluster synchronization manifold is still invarianthaft is to say, if difference trajectories:
s* — s¥in Egs. [3), are linearly independent, the cluster the d@m{6) still holds for the final
weights.

Moreover, we have found out that the final weights in our edamspnsitively depends on the
initial values. Fig[ 8 gives two sets of weighted topologi¢the three graphs as shown in Fig. 1
after employing the adaptive algorithm with two differeetsof initial values ofw;;(0) and the

same parameters. One can see that the final weight can belifigtent for different initial values
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and even be negative. From this observation, we argue thmtyitbe the adaptive process not the
final weights counts to reach cluster synchronization. Tindnér investigation of the final weights

is out of the scope of the current paper.

A. Examples

We still use the graphs 1-3 described in Eig.1 and the Lorgsies [18) as the uncoupled sys-
tem to illustrate the adaptive feedback algorithms. Thénary differential equations are solved
by the the Runge-Kutta fourth-order formula with a step tarn@01. The initial values of the
states and the weights are randomly picke@-B, 3] and[—5, 5] respectively. We use the follow-
ing quantity to measure the state variance inside eacheclwsth respect to time.

K
KO =3 g5, —7 L0 = a0l 0 - 0]

Fig[3 shows that the adaptive algorithm succeeds in clagtesynchronizing the network with

respect to the pre-given clusters. Higis.6 indicates thetifierences between clusters due to
non-identical parametetg. As shown in Fid.l7, the weights converge but the limit valaesnot
always positive. This is not surprising. The right-handesid the algorithm[(20) can be either
positive or negative, which causes some weights of edges nedgpative. The situation of negative

weights is out of the scope of this paper.

IV. DISCUSSIONS

In this section, we make further discussions for some isterg relating issues.

A. Clustering synchronizability

Synchronizability is used to measure the capability of afckyonization for the graph. It can
be described by the threshold of the coupling strength toaguiee that the coupled system can
synchronize. For complete synchronization, it was forradas a function of the eigenvalues of
symmetric Laplacian [11] or certain Rayleigh quotient ofrasnetric Laplacian/ [15]. How the
topology of the underlying graph affects synchronizapilg an important issue for the study of
complex networks [2]. Here, similarly, we are also inteeelsh how to formulate and analyze the

cluster-synchronizability of a graghand a clustering.
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Consider the model (11) of coupled system. Thedrem 1 telttatsunder the common inter-

cluster condition, the cluster synchronization condi{{@®) can be rewritten as

«
c >

(23)

. —uT(DL)%u
manETCd(l)v u#0 4T Du

for some positive definite diagonal. Therefore, we take the Rayleigh-Hitz quotient

T ]

—u' (DL)%u

CSgec=max min #
DED weTd(1), u#0  u' Du

to measure the cluster synchronizability for the grgpmd clustering’, whereD denotes the set
of positive definite diagonal matrices of dimensian It can be seen that the larg€iS; ¢ is, the
smaller the coupling strengthcan be such that the coupled systén (11) clusteringly spnche.

In particular, ifL is symmetric, thei'Sg ¢ is just the maximum eigenvalue ofL in the transverse
space75(1), wheree = [1,1,---,1]". Itis an interesting topic that how the two schemes (self-
organization and driving) affect the cluster synchronitdgtfor a given graph topology and will
be a topic in the future.

Re-consider the examples in Sec.ll.D, we can use Matlab LiddI@ontrol Toolbox to obtain
the numerical values af'Sg ¢ for three graphs shown in Figl 1. Thus, we can derive theuresl
0.472, 0.178, and0.172, respectively. Notwithstanding the right-hand of the lrarsystem does
not satisfy the decreasing condition globally, as detalealyzed in Ref. [35], the trajectory of the
coupled Lorenz systems is essentially bounded, of whichdled is independent of the coupling
strengthc. So, concentrating on the bounded terminal region of ajéttaries, the decreasing
condition can be satisfied amdcan be estimated [40]. Here, we gets 119.3021, 120.9882, and
114.6048, respectively. Thus, we obtain estimations of the infimum: &52.795 for the graph 1,
766.892 for the graph 2, and67.9655 for the graph 3. The details of reasoning and algebras are
omitted here. Itis clear that they all locate in the regiolakter synchronization as numerically

illustrated in fig[2 but less accurate since the estimatiwasather loose.

B. Generalized weighted topologies
Previous discussions can also be available toward the edwsykteni(2) with general weights.

it = fi(a') + Zaijwijf(xj —2'),i€C, k=1,--- K. (24)
j=1
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Here, the graph may bdirected, i.e., a;; = 1, if there is an edge from vertexto vertexs,
otherwisea;; = 0. Weights are even not required positive. For the existefagvariant cluster

synchronization manifold, we assume

Z Wij = Z Wi jr (25)

jENk/(Z) jIENk/(i’)

holds for alli, " € C,, andk # £'. Define its Laplaciaidr = [g;;];";_, as follows.

Gij = 0 - i;éjandaij:O.
— > Gni=]
k=1 ki
Thus, Eq.[(24) becomes

j=1
Replacingl;; by ¢;; and following the routine of the proof of theoréin 1, we caredibfollow-

ing result.

Theorem 4 Suppose that the common inter-cluster coupling conditi) (s satisfied, each
fr(-) — al'- satisfies the decreasing condition for some= R, andI" is nonnegative definite.

If there exists a positive definite diagonal matfixsuch that

{D(G + ozlm)} T <o (27)
T

holds, then the coupled systdml(26) can clustering synaeavith respect to the clusteririy
And, we use the same discussions as in the@tem 2 to obtainltbeihg general result.

Theorem 5 Suppose that the common inter-cluster coupling condiffnq satisfied. For a bi-
directed unweighted grapf, there exist positive weights to the gra@isuch that Ineq.[{27) holds
if and only if all vertices in the same cluster belongs to thime connected component in the graph
g.

In fact, the proofs of theorenis$ 4 5 simply repeats thotleeofrems$ 11 anld 2, respectively.
Ref. [26] is a paper closely relating to this paper. Here, \we gome comparisons. First,

investigated the local cluster synchronization of intemgected clusters by extending the master
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stability function method. Instead, in this paper, we amecesned with the global cluster synchro-
nization. Second, the models discussed are different. dp@dgies discussed in [26] exclude
intra-cluster couplings. In this paper, we consider momegal graph topology. Third, Ref. [26]

studied the situation of nonlinear coupling function andomasider the linear case. Despite that
Ref. [26] considered different coupling stengths for austand we consider a common one in

Sec. Il, theorernl4 can apply to discussion of such modelsosexpin Ref.[[26].

V. CONCLUSIONS

The idea for studying synchronization in networks of codplignamical systems sheds light
on cluster synchronization analysis. In this paper, weystligster synchronization in networks of
coupled non-identical dynamical systems. Cluster symihation manifold is defined as that the
dynamics of the vertices in the same cluster are identid&. cFiterion for cluster synchronization
is derived via linear matrix inequality. The difference$vibeen clustered dynamics are guaranteed
by the non-identical dynamical behaviors of different tdus. The algebraic graph theory tells that
the communicability between each pair of vertices in theeselmster is a doorsill for chaos cluster
synchronization. This leads an description of two schemesdlize cluster synchronization: self-
organization and driving. One can see that the latter scheplees that cluster synchronization
can be realized in a non-clustered networks, for examptegthph 2 in the Fig[11. Adaptive

feedback algorithm is used to enhance cluster synchrooizatotions.
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Appendix

In this appendix, for each positive we give the details to find a € 72(1) with u # 0 such

thatu" D Lu = 0 in the case that there exists a clugfethat does not belong the same connected
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component. Without loss of generality, suppdskas form:

Ly 0
0 Lo

L —

Let V; and ), corresponds the sub-matricés and L, respectively. AndC; N V; # 0 for all
1 = 1,2. We consider two situations. First, in the case thais isolated from other clusters. In

other words, there are no edges betwégeand other clusters. Let

Q iGClﬂvl
Uy = ﬁieclmVQ-

0 otherwise

Leta = > .cc.qy 4 andb = > . Ay, d;- Then, if pickinga and 3 satisfyingaa + b3 = 0
with «, 8 # 0, thenu € 7#(1) holds. In additiony.” DLu = 0 due toLu = 0.

In the case that; is not isolated, suppose there are totdilyclusters, and.; and L, are both
connected (otherwise, we only consider the connectiors dri; and L, that contain vertices
from C,), due to thecommon inter-cluster coupling conditipand the absence of isolated cluster,
we haveC;V; # 0 holds for alli = 1,--- , K andj = 1,2. Pick a vectorn = [uy, -+ ,u,]"
with

Qg ieckﬂvl
Br i€ Cr () Ve,

Denoted; = > ice, v, is 2 = Y ice, v, div @A = [au, - ca|", iy = [Br, -+, BT
u = [u],tuq]", Dy = diag[d},--- ,d%], Dy = diag|d?,--- ,d>%], andD = diag[D,, D]. Define
aK x K matrix W1 from L, in such way that foi # j, Wi; = 1if there’s interaction between
clusteri and j, andW}; = 0 otherwise. W} = — f} W;;. DefineW? in the same way
according toL,, due to thecommon inter-cluster c]o_r:éi?iizorit is easy to see thdt/! = W2,
DenotelV = diag[W!, W?2.

After computation, we have that for any given positive dédindiagonal matrixD =
diag[dy, - - - ,dp], v" DLu = @' DWa holds. Foru € T#, iy = —D; D5 '4;. Denotev = Dy,
we haver" DWa = [v o TJWD oo T|T = o TW(D;* + Dy ')v. This implies that if we can
find v satisfyingy "W (D! + D;')v = 0, then there exista € 7(1) such thatu" DLu = 0.
SinceW!(D;* + Dy') has rank at mosk” — 1, we can pickv as the eigenvector corresponding

to the zero eigenvalue &F'(D;* + D; '), and this completes the proof.
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In summary, in both situations, we can find certain nonzeotore: belonging to the transverse
spaceTZ(1) andu' D Lu = 0.
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The reason why we choose initial time for average froormb00 is that even if the coupled system
synchronizes clustering, the variance as calculategabycan be very largex 103). This implies
that it will take a very long time for average to make the vaciis near zero. To save calculationg
amount, we pick the inital time apart from zero.

Our theoretical result (propositidd 1) can only intefpthe case the coupled system can clustering
synchronize if the coupling strengthis large enough. As shown by F[g. 2, the coupled systerm (10)
over the graphs 2 and 3 can clustering synchronize only i€thpling strengtle is greater than some
threshold. But, for the graph 1, despite the coupled systamsgnchronize it is greater than some
value (around 10), there exists an interval (abj@w, 5]) of ¢ by which the system synchronizes. This
can not be interpreted via our theoretical result.

Connected component in a direct graplis a maximal vertex set of which each vertices can access
all others.

Since these theoretical estimation is rather looseyseecomputer-aided method to get the estimation
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FIG. 1: Graphs of examples. In the graph 1, the white clustntéx setl — 3) is driven since they has no
intra-cluster edges, the red cluster (vertexdset) is mixed since each pari of vertices can access each other
via only inter- or intra- edges, and the blue cluster is drisince each pair of vertices can access each other
via only the inter-cluster edges but can not communicatg wial intra-cluster edges. In the graph 2, each
cluster of the white and blue clusters (vertex dets4 and9 — 12) is driven since each pair of vertices can
access each other only via inter-cluster edges but only lsaggke intra-cluster edges. However, the read
cluster (vertex sef — 8) is recognized as a hybrid cluster since the sets of inteintma-cluster edges are
both necessary for communication between each pair ofcesttiln the graph 3, the red and blue clusters
(vertex set$ — 8 and9 — 12) are all driven since they do not have intra-cluster edgeslaam white cluster
(vertex setl — 4) is an example of self-organization since each pair of @estican communicate via only

the intra-cluster edges but can not if removing the inttester edges.
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FIG. 3: Dynamics ofdis(t) through Eq. [(ID): (a) for the graph 1 with= 12; (b) for the graph 2 with
¢ = 25; (c) for the graph 3 witle = 20, respectively.
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FIG. 4: Phase dynamics for each cluster through equality (&), — 2> phase dynamics for each cluster
in the graph 1; (b). — 3 phase dynamics for each cluster in the graph 22} z1 phase dynamics for

each cluster in the graph 3, respectively.
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FIG. 7: Convergence dynamics of weighis;;, (i, j) € £} of edges through equality (1L0) with the adaptive

algorithm [20): (a) for the graph 1; (b) for the graph 2; (a)tlee graph 3, respectively.
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FIG. 8: Two sets of the final weighted topologies of the thresphs in Fig[ 1l via employing the adaptive
algorithm [20) with two different sets of initial data bueteame parameters. Set A and B correspond two
set of initial values and (a)-(c) correspond the graph 1Bign[d. The color of the line represents the sign

of the weights (black for positive and gray for negative) #melwidth of the line represents the scale of the

weight in modulus.
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