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Exponential synchronization rate of Kuramoto
oscillators in the presence of a pacemaker
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Abstract— The exponential synchronization rate is addressed [16]. In the clock synchronization of wireless networksnéi

for Kuramoto oscillators in the presence of a pacemaker. Whe  references in individual nodes are synchronized by means of

natural frequencies are identical, we prove that synchrorgation intercellular interplay and external coordination fromime
can be ensured even when the phases are not constraine

in an open half-circle, which improves the existing resultsin ase such as GPS [1,7]' Hence, Kuramotq oscillators with a
the literature. We derive a lower bound on the exponential Pacemaker are attracting increased attention. The authors
synchronization rate, which is proven to be an increasing faction [14] and [18] studied the bifurcation diagram and the steady
of pacemaker strength, but may be an increasing or decreasth macroscopic rotation of Kuramoto oscillators forced by egpa
function ‘of local coupling strength. A similar conclusion & auer that acts on every node. Based on numerical methods,
obtained for phase locking when the natural frequencies are ) .
non-identical. An approach to trapping phase differences i an the authors in [19] showed that the network depth (defined
arbitrary interval is also given, which ensures synchroniation as the mean distance of nodes from the pacemaker, a term

in the sense that synchronization error can be reduced to an closely related to pinning-controllability in pinning coal

arbitrary level. [20]) affects the entrainment of randomly coupled Kuramoto
Index Terms— Exponential synchronization rate, Kuramoto Oscillators to a pacemaker. Using numerical methods, the au
model, pacemaker, oscillator networks thors in [21] discovered that there may be situations in thic

the population field potential is entrained to the pacemaker
while individual oscillators are phase desynchronizedt Bu
compared with the rich results on pacemaker-free Kuramoto
The Kuramoto model was first proposed in 1975 to modgkcillators, analytical results are relative sparse forafwto
the synchronization of chemical oscillators sinusoidaifyi- oscillators forced by a pacemaker. And to our knowledgegthe
pled in an all-to-all architecture [1]. Although it is eledly are no existing results on the synchronization rate of iy
simple, the Kuramoto model is sufficiently flexible to beoupled Kuramoto oscillators in the presence of a pacemaker
adapted to many different contexts, hence it is widely usedThe synchronization rate is crucial in many synchro-
and is regarded as one the most representative models of gQuad processes. For example, in the main olfactory system,
pled phase oscillators [2]. Recently, the Kuramoto modsl hatimy|us-specific ensembles of neurons synchronize thigigfi
received increased attention. For example, the author8]in [t facilitate odor discrimination, and the synchronizattone
[4], [5] discussed synchronization conditions for the KOO  getermines the speed of olfactory discrimination [22]. In
model. The work in [6] gave a synchronization condition fofhe clock synchronization of wireless sensor networks, the
delayed Kuramoto oscillators. Results are also obtained féynchronization rate is a determinant of energy consumptio
Kuramoto oscillators with coupling topologies differembf  \nich is vital for cheap sensors [23], [24].
the original all-to-all structure. For example, the authior[7] We consider the exponential synchronization rate of Ku-
and [8] considered the phase locking of Kuramoto oscilitofsmoto oscillators with an arbitrary topology in the prezen
coupledin aring and a chain, respectively. Using graphriiheoof 4 pacemaker. In the identical natural frequency case, we
the authors in [9], [10], [11] discussed the synchronizatb rove that synchronization (oscillations with identicalages)
Kuramoto oscillators with arbitrary coupling topologié®e can pe ensured, even when phases are not constrained in
authors in [12] proved that exponential synchronizatiamea  an open half-circle. In the non-identical natural frequenc
achieved for Kuramoto oscillators when phases lie in an 0pghse where perfect synchronization has been shown cannot be
half-cwc!e. . achieved [2],[25], we prove that phase locking (oscillagio
Studying the influence of the pacemaker (also called th@t jdentical oscillating frequencies) can be ensured and
leader, or the pinner [13]) on Kuramoto oscillators is nQdynchronization can be achieved in the sense that phase
only of theoretical interest, but also of practical impexa gifferences can be reduced to an arbitrary level. In botes;as

[14], [15]. For example, in circadian systems, thousands gfe influences of the pacemaker and local coupling strength
clock cells in the brain are entrained to the light-dark eyclyn the synchronization rate are analyzed.
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receive alignment information from a pacemaker (also dall¢he interaction graph [26]B; ; = 1 if edge j enters node,
the leader, or the pinner [13]). Denoting the phases of tlig ; = —1 if edge j leaves node, and B; ; = 0 otherwise.
pacemaker and nodesy, andy;, respectively, the dynamics Then using graph theony1(3) can be recast in a matrix form:
of the Kuramoto oscillator network can be written as §— Q- Gsiné — BWsin (BTg) (5)
¥o = Wo

where Q = [w; — wg, woy — wo, ..., wn — woll, G =
) diaglgi, ga, ..., gn), andW = diag1, 1o, ..., var). Here

v; (1 <i < M) are a permutation of non-zerq ; (1 < i <

N, j < i) and diage) denotes a diagonal matrix.

N
Gi =wi+ Y a;;sin(p; — @;) + gisin (oo — i)
J=1,57i

for 1 < ¢ < N, wherewy and w; are the natural fre-
guencies of the pacemaker and titte oscillator, respectively,
a; jsin (p; — ;) is the interplay between nodeand nodej
with a; ; > 0 denoting the strengthy; sin(¢o — ;) denotes
the force of the pacemaker wiij > 0 denoting its strength. §=—Gsiné — BW sin (BTg) (6)
If a; ; = 0 (or g; = 0), then oscillatori is not influenced by
oscillatorj (or the pacemaker).

Assumption 1: We assume symmetric coupling betweefl
pairs of oscillators, i.e.q; ; = aj ;.

Next, we study the influences of the pacemalgrand local andsinc(z) £ sin(z)/z, then

IIl. THE IDENTICAL NATURAL FREQUENCY CASE
Whenw; = ws = ... = wy = wy, (B) reduces to:

To study the exponential synchronization rate, we first give
synchronization condition:
Theorem 1: For the network in[{6), denote = max €]

_7‘_

coupling,a; ;, on the rate of exponential synchronization. 1) whene < Z, the network synchronizes if at least ope

Solving the first equation irl{1) gives the dynamics of the s positive and the coupling; ; is connected, i.e., there
pacemakerpy = wol + ¢o, Where the constanp, denotes is a multi-hop link from each node to every other node;
the initial phase. To study if oscillataris synchronized to 2y whenZ < ¢ < n, the network synchronizes if the
the pacemaker, it is convenient to study the phase deviafion f0||OWir219 inequality is satisfied:
oscillator: from the pacemaker. So we introduce the following
change of variables: Ymin >

. T N o
@i = o + & = wot + ¢o +&; () max sinc(2€0) Amax (BW B )’ max { Z i, )
. ) —sinc(e) i 4~ sin(e)

& € [—2m, 2] denotes the phase deviation of tlle oscillator J=1,571
from the pacemaker. Due to ther-periodicity of the sine- h d h imal ei | (1)
function, we can restrict our attention @ € [—m, 7. w dere Amax(®) eno(;est € m(;'»[()lma elgenvailiginin
Substituting [(2) into[{lL) yields the dynamics &f andeo € (3, m) are determined by

. N Jmin = min{g_l7 .. gN}, 260 cos (280) = sin(2eg)  (8)

& = w; —wo + Z aijsin (& — &) — gisin(&)  (3) Proof: We first prove that wherf € [_—a, gl x ... %

G=1 i [—€, €] = [~¢, ¢]¥ where x denotes Cartesian product, they

. . . _ : . will remain in the interval under conditions in Theoréin &, i.
Sinceg; is the relative phase of thiéh oscillator with respect the n-tuple seti—z, <] is positively invariant for[(6).

to the phase of the pacemaker, it will be referred to as welati To prove the positive invariance df-¢, =¥, we only need
phase in th_e remainder Of. the paper. -~ to check the direction of vector field on the boundaries. When
By studying the properties of](3), we can obtain: e < I if & = ¢ we have—r < —2 < £ — & < 0 for
« Condition for synchronization: If alf; converge to0, | §'< N. So ’in @), sin(¢; — &) < 0 aﬁ\d Sm(gi) >0
then we havep, = 2 = ... = o~ = o Whent — oo, poiq "and hence; < 0 holds (Note thaty; — wo = 0). Hence
meaning that all nodes are synchronized to the pacemakg, yector field is pointing inward in the set, and no trajecto

- Exponential synchronization rate: The rate of synchreyp escape to values larger tharSimilarly, we can prove that
nization is determined by the rate at whi¢hdecays to

) ) vy when¢; = —¢, 51 > 0 holds. Thus no trajectory can escape
0, namely, it can be measured by the maximahtistying o yajues smaller than-c. Therefore[—¢, <]V is positively
@) < Ce M€, € =[¢1, &, ..., )T (4) Invariantwhene < 3. When3 < e <, if {; = ¢, we have

sing, = sine > 0 andsin(§; — &) < 1forl1 < j < N.
for some constant’, where|| e || is the Euclidean norm. so whenw; = wy, if (7) is satisfied, the right hand side of
« measures the exponential synchronization ratd bf (3g) is negative, i.e.{; < 0 holds. Therefore the vector field
a largera leads to a faster synchronization rate. is pointing inward in the set and no trajectory can escape
Remark 1. Whenw,; andwg are non-identical, synchroniza-to values larger tham. Similarly, we can prove that if; =
tion (¢, = 0) cannot be achieved in general. But we will-¢, & > 0 holds under conditio{7). Thus no trajectory can
prove in SedIV-C that the synchronization error can be madscape to values smaller tham. Therefore[—¢, ]V is also
arbitrarily small by tuning the strength of the pacemaker positively invariant fory < e < 7 if () is satisfied.
Assigning arbitrary orientation to each interaction, wan ca Next we proceed to prove synchronization. Define a Lya-
get the N x M incidence matrixB (M is the number of punov function ad” = %ng. V > 0is zero iff all¢; are zero,
interaction edges, i.e., non-zetQ,; (1 < ¢ < N, j < i)) of meaning the synchronization of all nodes to the pacemaker.



Differentiating V" along the trajectories of{6) yields Remark 2: It is already known that for general Kuramoto
T T . . oT oscillators without a pacemaker, synchronization can dely
V=¢"¢=—¢" (Gsing + BWsin(B"¢)) (9) ensured whemax ¢; — min ¢; is less thanr, i.e., the initial

o T T T 7 )
=-¢"'G5 ¢ — " BWS, B¢ phases lie in an open half-circle [9], [10], [11], [12], [2&29]
whereS; € RV*N and S, € RM*M are given by (although when phases are lying outside a half-ciralost
. . . global synchronization is possible by replacing the sinusoidal
S1 = diag{sinc(&1), ..., sinc(én)}, ) interaction function with elaborately designed periodiad-
Sy = diag{sinc(B”¢)1, ..., sinc(B" ) } tions [30], [31], it may introduce numerous unstable etpuid

31]). Here, synchronization is ensured even whgis outside
with (BT¢); denoting theth element of thé// x 1 dimensional [( 7]T) T Y be

T —-%, %), i.e., when phase differengg —p; = £ —¢; is larger

vector B ¢. . T . thanw, meaning that the phases can lie outside a half-circle.
From dynamic systems theory, @S, + BWS2B' in @) S 15 shows the advantages of introducing a pacemaker.

positive definite wherg # 0, then V' is negative wher # 0 Remark 3: Theorem[1L indicates that whef) is outside

and V' will decay to zero, meaning that will decay to zero (—Z, T), i.e., when phases cannot be constrained in one open

; 27 2
and all nodes are syr_lchronlzed tq the pacemaker.T . half-circle, all nodes have to be connected to the pacemaker
1) When all¢; are within[—¢, eJwith 0 < e < §, (B*§); is

. ) i to ensure synchronization. In fact, when some oscillatoes a
in the form of¢,, —&, (1 < m,n < N), and hence is restricted ¢ connected to the pacemaker, the relative phases may
to (—m, ). Given that in(—m, 7), sinc(z) > 0 holds, it

. A o not converge to 0. For example, consider two connected
follows thatS; and S, satisfy the following inequalities: oscillators, 1 and 2, with coupling strengths = as.1 = &. If

S1>o01l, o012 min sinc(z) = sinc(e), the pacemaker only acts on oscillator 1 with strength= ~
—eswse (11) and the phases of the pacemaker, oscillator 1 and 2,dré,

Sy > 09l, 092 2121n<2 sinc(x) = sinc(2e) and1.67, respectively, though; = —0.67 and&; = 0.6 are
—4LEST S LE

all within [—0.67, 0.67], numerical simulation shows thgt
So we haveG'S; + BWS2 BT > 01G + 0o BW BT, which in  will not converge to 0 no matter how largeis.

combination with [(B) produces Remark 4: Since the eigenvalues oBWB” are non-
. . . negative [26]\max(BW BT) > 0.
V=—¢ (UlG +o2BWEB )5 (12) Based on a similar derivation, we can get a bound on the
It can be verified that G + 0, BW BT is of form: exponential synchronization rate:

Theorem 2: For the network in[{6), denote £ max &)

If the conditions in Theore 1 are satisfied, then the exponen
with L € RNV*Ngiven as follows: fori # j, its (i, j)th element tial synchronization rate can be bounded as follows:

01G + UQBWBT = aldiag{gl, g2, ..., gN} + 0oL (13)

is —a; j, for ¢ = j, its (¢, j)th element iszz:17m¢i @i - 1) when0 < ¢ < 3 holds, the exponential synchronization
Sinceo; and o, are positive,g; anda; ; are non-negative, rate is no worse than

it follows from the Gershgorin Circle Theorem thatG + o1 = min {gT (:G + UQBWBT) 5/(5%)}

oo BW BT only has non-negative eigenvalues [27]. Next we € (15)
prove its positive definiteness by excludin@s an eigenvalue. = Amin (olG + UQBWBT)

Since the topology ofi; ; is connectedg G + o9 BW BT
is irreducible from graph theory [27]. This in combination
with the assumption of at least ong > 0 guarantees that
01G+ oo, BW BT is irreducibly diagonally dominant. So from
Corollary 6.2.27 of [27], we know its determinant is nonaer Q2 = gminsine(e) + sinc(2e0) Amax(BWBT)  (16)
and hence 0 is not its eigenvalue. Thereferé! + o, BW BT Proof: From the proof in Theoreni]1, whefi <
is positive definite, and hendé will converge to0, meaning ¢ < 7, we haveV < —2a;V, which meansV (t) <
that the nodes will synchronize to the pacemaker. C?e 2V (0) = ||€(¢)]] < Cemt||£(0)|| for some positive
2) When¢; € [—¢,¢] (1 <i < N)with § < e <, constantC. Thus the synchronization rate is no less than
S; is positive definite butS, is not since (BT¢); is in Similarly, when3 < e < 7 holds, we have/’ < —2a,V.
[—2¢, 2¢], and thussinc(BT¢); may be negative. It can beHence the exponential synchronization rate is no less dhan
proven thatsinc(x) is monotonically decreasing off), 2¢o] which completes the proof. |
and monotonically increasing of2eo, 27] (using the first ~ Remark5: When 0 < ¢ < 7 holds and there is no
derivative test), wherey € (5, 7) is determined by[{8). pacemaker, i.e.G = 0, using the average phasg =
Hence we haves; > sinc(e)l and Sy > sinc(2e0)I where Zfil = as reference, we can define the relative phase as
sinc(2¢9) < 0. Therefore[(P) reduces to & = i — @. Since¢T1 = 0 with 1 = [1,1,...,1]7T,
. . T ) T T the constrainté¥1 = 0 is added to the optimization
V< —81;10(6)5 G¢ — sinc(2e0)¢ BWf & (14) rngin {¢" (061G + 02 BWBT) ¢/(£7¢)} in (I5). Given that
< (Slnc(g)G+SlnC(250)BWB )5 G = 0 and BWBT is the Laplacian matrix of interaction
Thus ¢ — 0 if gminsine(e) + sinc(2e0) Amax (BWBT) > 0 graph and hence has eigenvectarith associated eigenvalue

holds. B 0[27], Amin in (@8) reduces to the second smallest eigenvalue,

with 01G + oo BW BT given in [13);
2) when3 < e < 7 holds, the exponential synchronization
rate is no worse than



which is the same as the convergence rate in section IV of [32]Theorem 4: Denotes £ max |¢;|, then the network in[{5)

obtained using contraction analysis. can achieve phase locking if

Eqn. [16) shows that whemax|§;| = € > 3, astronger 1) g < ¢ < = holds, at least ong; is positive, and the
pacemaker, i.e., a larger,;, leads to a largervs, but the couplinga; ; is connected,;
relation betweery; and g; when max |&i| = e < % is not 2) - < € < 2 and  gumin >
clear. (In this caseg,;, may be zero.) We can prove that in — c05(26) Amax (BWBT) max{ S COS(QE)}
this caser; also increases with; for anyi =1,2,..., N: cose ’ A cose

Theorem 3: Both a; in (I5) andas in (I8) increase with hold.
an increase in pacemaker strength. Proof: To prove phase locking, i.e., all oscillators oscil-

Proof: As analyzed in the paragraph above Theorefate at the same frequency, we need to prove that the osuilat
B, we only need to prove Theorell 3 when< % holds, frequenciesy; are identical. From({2), we havg, = wo +¢;,
i.e., a1 is an increasing function of;. Recall from [IB) so if ¢ = ¢ converges to zero, then phase locking is achieved.
that 01G + 0o BWBT is an irreducible matrix with non-  Differentiating [3) yields
positive off-diagonal elements, so there exists a positive ¢ = —GS5¢ — BWS4BT¢ (17)
such thatul — (01G + 0o BWBT) is an irreducible non-
negative matrix. Thereforé\ya, (1l — (61G + 02 BWB™)) where
is the Perron-Frobenius eigenvalue ofl — (0:G +  S3 =diag(cosé&, coséa, ..., cosén),
02 BWBT) and is positive [27]. Given that for any < g _ diag (cos(BT €)1, cos(BTE)s, ..., cos(BTE) )
i < N, u — M(01G + 0oBWBT) is an eigenvalue '
of ul — (061G + 02BWBT) where )\; denotes theith
eigenvalue, we havey — Apin(01G + 0oBWBT) =
Amax (u[— (crlG—i-chBWBT)), ie., a1 = Anin(1G +
0o BWBT) =t — Aax (,uI — (G + UQBWBT)).

Since the Perron-Frobenius eigenvalue idf — (o1G +
oo BW BT is an increasing function of its diagonal elements V= CTé =—(TGaSs¢ — ¢*BWS,BT¢ (29)
[27], which are decreasing functions of all, it follows that
Amax (uI — (01G + 02 BW BT)) is a decreasing function of

(18)

Following the line of reasoning of the proof of TheorEm 1,
we can prove thaf is positively invariant under conditions in
Theoren{#. Next we proceed to prove the convergenag of

Define a Lyapunov function ag = %ng. Differentiating
V' along the trajectory of{17) yields

Following the line of reasoning of Theordrh 1, whegt 0,
we can obtain/ < 0 under the conditions in Theorelmh 4. So

Uz meam”g thaty; is an incre_asingﬁfu2ctio_n ofall, My nd hence will converge to 0. Thus oscillating frequencies
Remark 6: When all¢; are in (-3, 5), since S in (10) pecome identical and phase locking is achieved. n

is positive definite, which leads to¢” BWS, B¢ < 0, the  penark 7: In the absence of a pacemaker, the authors in [3]
local coupling will increasex; in (L3). But whenmax |&[ S hroyed that if the phase difference between any two osgitiat
larger thanZ, S, can be indefinite, hence¢” BW S, BT¢  ie., ¢; — ;. Vi, j, is within [-Z, Z], then phase locking can
can be positive, negative or zero, thus the local coupling mbe achieved. Given; —¢; = &, —¢;, Vi, j, the condition in [3]
increase, decrease or have no influence on the synchramzatnly applies to—F <& < 7§ in our formulation framework.
rate. This conclusion is confirmed by simulations in $€c. V.

B. A bound on the exponential rate of phase locking
IV. THE NON-IDENTICAL NATURAL FREQUENCY CASE Theorem 5: For the network in[{(5), denote= max |;]. If

When natural frequencies are non-identical, Kuramoto oée conditions in Theorefd 4 are satisfied, then
cillators cannot be fully synchronized [2], [25]. Next, wéllw 1) when0 < e < 7 holds, the exponential phase-locking
prove that synchronization can be achieved in the senséhat rate is no worse than
synchronization e_rror_(defined as_th_e maximal relative pha_ls @3 Amin (036G + 04BWBT) (20)
can be made arbitrarily small. This is done in two steps: first
we show that under some conditions, the oscillators can be  Wwith o3 £ cose andoy £ cos 2¢;
phase-locked, then we prove that the relative phases can bg) when7 < e < 7 holds, the exponential phase-locking

trapped in[—4d, ¢] for an arbitraryé > 0 if the pacemaker rate is no worse than

is strong enough. The role played by the phase trapping 4 = Gmin€0s(€) + c08(2) Amax (BW BT) (21)
approach is twofold: on the one hand, it makes the conditions Proof: Theorenlb can be derived following the line of
required in phase locking achievable, and on the other hafg@soning of Theorefl 2 and thus is omitted. n

in combination with the phase locking, it can reduce the phas Remark 8: Following Theorem[B, we can prove that a
synchronization error to an arbitrary level. stronger pacemaker always increases (and a4). But a

stronger local coupling can have different impacts: when
e < I, 8 in (@8 is positive definite~¢T"BWS,BT( is

VRl

negative, so the local coupling will increase;. However,
When the natural frequencies are non-identical, the dynaWhen% < & < Z, since S, in (I8) can be indefinite,

ics of the oscillator network are given ial(5). As in previous_¢” B\ S, BT ¢ can be positive or negative. Thus the local

studies, we assume that the natural frequencies are consgdipling may increase or decrease the rate of phase locking.

with respect to time. The results are summarized below: The conclusion will be confirmed by simulations in Se¢. V.

A. Conditions for phase locking



C. Method for trapping relative phases are randomly distributed [25]. According to [25], we have

In this section, we will give a method such that the relative ~ 1 when the oscillators are synchronized. So we define
phases are trapped in any interjals, 5] with an arbitrary Synchronization to be achieved wherexceedd).99.
0<§ <. When the natural frequencies are identical, we set the
Theorem 6: For (8) with frequency difference®, denote Phase of the pacemaken to go = wol with wy = 1 and
e = max |¢;| and Q|| = VQTQ, then the relative phases carsimulated the network using initial phases = oo + &;

be trapped in a compact setd, 6] for an arbitrary) < § < with & € ( ) and initial phasesp; = o + & with

202
. . o o & € (—m, ), respectively. In the former case, we connected
1) if 0 <e < 3 and the following condition is satisfied: ihe f

irst oscillator to the pacemaker and get= g, g» =
gmin > |||/ (dsinc(e)) (22) 93 = --- = go = 0. In the latter case, we connected all
oscillators to the pacemaker and get=g, = ... = g9 = g.
2) if § <e < 7 and the following condition is satisfied: In both cases, we sef = 1. To show the influences of
the pacemaker on the synchronization rate, we fixgedand

: T
Gmin > ||Q||/(6sinc(s))—Smc(?gO)%\ma"(BWB ) (23) simulated the network under different pacemaker strengths
sinc(e) m x g, wherem = 1,2,...,10. To show the influences
whereeg is defined in[(B). of local coupling on the synchronization rate, we fixed the
Proof: Differentiating Lyapunov function/ = %§T§ strength of the pacemaker 8y and simulated the network
along the trajectory of {5) yields under different local coupling strengths x a; ; for all a; ;,
. T¢  oT T T T wherem = 1,2,...,10. All the synchronization times are
V=88=00-8 Gsing =& BWsin(B7¢) (24) averaged over 100 runs with initig} in each run randomly
=" - ¢1GS ¢ - " BW S, B¢ chosen from a uniform distribution a-%, Z) (in the former
with S; and S, defined in [ID). case) or on(—m, ) (in the latter case). The results are given

in Fig. 1. It is clear that a stronger pacemaker always irsgea
the synchronization rate, whereas the local coupling esze

the synchronization rate when gl are within(—3, ), and

1) When0 < ¢ < % holds, we haveS; > sinc(e)I > 0

and S, > 0 from previous analysis. Usindg (P4), (10),
and the fact\,in (G) = gmin, We have

it may increase or decrease the synchronization rate wteen th
V < I€]1Q]] = gminsine(e)]€]|? (25) maximal/minimal¢; is outside(—Z, T).
If & is outside[—d, ] for somei, we have|¢| = & € (—m/2,7/2) & € (—m )
6 bl 6, 2 b)

\/Zﬁilgf > §, which in combination with[{22) leads
to V < 0. Therefore all¢; will converge to[—4, 4].

2) When3 < e < holds, from the analysis in Theorem
[, we haveS; > sinc(e)l > 0 and Sy > sinc(2e)I.
Then using[(2¥) and the fadt,i,(G) = gmin, We have

V < &I = gminsine(e)[|€]1?
— sinc(2e0) Amax (BWBT)||€|?

—e— Pacemaker
+-* Local coupling

o
o

—e— Pacemaker
e Local coupling

IS
~

Time to synchronization
N w

Time to synchronization
N w

-
[

[
S)
o

2 10

0
(26) 2 4 Streng?h m 8 4 Strength m®

Fig. 1. Times to synchronization under different strengthsacemaker/local
If & is outside[—4, d] for somei, we havel||¢|| > §, coupling (with all oscillators having identical naturaéfuencies).

which in combination with[(23) leads t& < 0. Thus
all & will converge to the interval—4, §]. ] w8 € (Cm/4m/4) oS €(=T/27)2)

—— Pacemaker
-+ Local coupling ||
N

Remark 9: Theorenib used the important fact thal{f| =
WZﬁV:lf? is restricted to the intervdD, 4], then all¢; are
restricted to the intervgl-J, 4].

Remark 10: When |[£]] < 7, [3] gives a condition under

which ¢; can be trapped in an arbitrary compact set. Since f

@
©

=)
=)
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I

Time to phase locking

N

Time to phase locking

N

o
o

a large number of oscillatord/, ||£]| = \/ZZN:I & <nris 2 4 enehm © 2 " srengnm?®

difficult to SatISfy’ our result is more general. Fig. 2. Times to phase locking under different strengthsaufepnaker/local

coupling (with oscillators having non-identical natureéduencies).

V. SIMULATION RESULTS _ . : .
) ] When the natural frequencies are non-identical, we simu-
We consider a network composed®f= 9 oscillators. The |5ted the network using initial phases = o + & with

coupling strengthg; ; are randomly chosen from the interval (—Z, =) and initial phasesy; = @o + & with & €

. . S 40 4
[0, 0.1]. They were found to form a connected interactiop_x =) “respectively. In the former case, we connected the
graph. As in previous studies, we use the modulus of thest oscillator to the pacemaker and sgt= g. In the latter

N D .
order parameter = ‘% > iso 6'”’7" to measure the degreecase, we connected all the oscillators to the pacemaker and
of synchrony [25]. The value aof (r € [0, 1]) will approachl setg; = g2 = ... = g9 = ¢. The natural frequencies were
as the network is perfectly synchronized, a@nhd the phases randomly chosen frorf0, 1). Tuning the strengths in the same



way as in the identical natural frequency case, we simulatgd] N. Chopra and M. Spong. On exponential synchronizatibKuramoto
the network under different strengths of the pacemaker and

local coupling. All of the times to phase locking are averhge

(4]

over 100 runs with initiak; randomly chosen from a uniform [5]

distribution on(—7%, %) (in the former case) or o(—73, 7)

(in the latter case). The results are given in Fig. 2. It iacle

(6]

oscillators. |[EEE Trans. Autom. Control, 54:353—-357, 2009.

L. Scardovi, A. Sarlette, and R. Sepulchre. Synchrdiona and
balancing on the n-torusSyst. Control Lett., 56:335-341, 2007.

M. Verwoerd and O. Mason. Global phase-locking in finiapplations
of coupled oscillatorsSIAM J. Appl. Dyn. Syst., 7:134-160, 2008.
A. Papachristodoulou and A. Jadbabaie. Synchronizaiiooscillator
networks: switching topologies and non-homogeneous dellyProc.

that a stronger pacemaker always increases the rate to phase4sth IEEE Conf. Decision Control, pages 5692 —5697, Spain, 2005.
locking, whereas the local coupling increases the rate &sg@h [7] J- Rogge and D. Aeyels. Stability of phase locking in agriof

locking when allg; are within(—Z, Z), and it may increase or

11

decrease the rate to phase locking when the maximal/minimgl

& is outside(—7, 7).

To confirm the prediction thag; can be made smaller by

making the pacemaker strength stronger, wegset ... =
go = g and simulated the network under initial phasges=

o + & with & € (—m, 7). Using the samé;, the maximal

El

[10]

final relative phase when the strength of the pacemakisr [11]
madem (m = 1,2,...,10) times greater is recorded and
given in Fig.[3. It can be seen that the maximal final relati\/[@z]

phase (i.e., synchronization error) decreases with tlemgtn

of the pacemaker, confirming the prediction in Theofgm 6.

0.5
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0.4
0.35
0.3

0.25

Final relative phase [rad]

0.2

0.15

0.1

2 4 6 8 10
Strength of the pacemaker m

Fig. 3. The maximal final relative phase (phase synchrapizaérror)

under different strengths of the pacemaker when osciiatare non-identical

natural frequencies (which are randomly chosen from thenvat (0, 1)).

VI. CONCLUSIONS

[13]
[14]

[15]

[16]
[17]
(18]
[19]
[20]

[21]

[22]

The exponential synchronization rate of Kuramoto oscilld23]
tors is analyzed in the presence of a pacemaker. In the gdénti
natural frequency case, we prove that synchronization ¢o th
pacemaker can be ensured even when the initial phases[teY. Q- Wang, F. Niiez, and F. J. Doyle lll. Increasing sync rate of
not constrained in an open half-circle, which improves the

existing results in the literature. Then we derive a loweurzb

on the exponential synchronization rate, which is proven &%
increasing function of the pacemaker strength, but may be
an increasing or decreasing function of the local couplings)

strength. In the non-identical natural frequency casealai

[27]

conclusion is obtained on phase locking. In this case, we aES]

prove that relative phases (synchronization error) can &gem

arbitrarily small by making the pacemaker strength strong9
enough. The results are independent of oscillator numiers 3>

the network and are confirmed by numerical simulations.
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