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Abstract—Synchronization problem for linear coupled net-
works is a hot topic in recent decade. However, until now,
some confused concepts and results still puzzle people. Teoid
further misleading researchers, it is necessary to point au
these misunderstandings, correct these mistakes and giveggise
results.

Index Terms—Dynamical networks, Complex networks, linear
coupling, stability, synchronization, consensus.

|. INTRODUCTION

In discussing synchronization of coupled systems, folhmi

concepts are most important and should be addressed pre-

cisely:

Il. COMMENTS ON [[I]]

In the paper[1], the authors discussed the following cadiple
networks

N
ii(t)zf(xi(t))—i-cZaijl"xj(t) i=1,---,N (1)
j=1

and its synchronization. Herd, = [aij]zljzl € RVXNV, a;j >
0, i # 7, a; = — Z#i a;; and assumed to be strongly
connectedI’ = diag[y1, - , Vn]-

The authors wrote in [1]:

Hereafter, the dynamical network is said to achieve (asymp-
totical) synchronization if as
or(t) =2%(t) =--- =2V (t) = s(t), t— 0 (2)

wheres(t) € R™ is a solution of an isolate node, namely

1) What is the synchronization and what is the synchro-

nized state?
2) Can an individual trajectory(t) = f(s(t)) of the un-

®3)

coupled system be the synchronized state of the couplediere, s(¢) can be an equilibrium point, a periodic orbit, or

system?
3) What is the relationship between the stability of

a chaotic attractor. Clearly, stability of the synchronizstates
£2) of network[(L) is determined by the dynamics of an isolate

trajectory of the uncoupled system and the stability ¢fode (functionf and solutions(t)), the coupling strengtfa,

the synchronized state of the coupled system;
4) synchronization criteria of the coupled system.

the inner linking matrixI", and the coupling matrix.
First of all, mathematically, expressidil (2) is meaningles
It is our understanding that the authors want to say

In [I], the authors wrongly consider the synchronization of

the coupled system as the stability of an individual traject

of the uncoupled system. Based on this misunderstandiag,
authors define the so called synchronized state inapptefyia

lim (2% (t) — s(t)) = 0,

t—o0

i=1,--,N ()

Following lemmas (main results) are given in [1], too.

s,

th

Two criteria for the exponential stability of the so called Lemma 1. Consider the dynamical netwdrk (1). Let

synchronized state are given. Unfortunately, these tweréai
are incorrect, too.

O=A1>X2>2A32>---> Ay

(®)

In this paper, we address this issue in detail, pointing oge the eigenvalues of its coupling mateix If the following
why the results given in[J1] are incorrect. Furthermore, wgf (N — 1)-dimensional linear time-varying systems

clarify the differences and relations among the stabilityhe
trajectory of uncoupled system, stability of the trajegtof

w(t) = (Df(s(t)) + cADw(t) k=2,--- N (6)

coupled system and the synchronization of coupled system.
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are exponentially stable, then the synchronized stafearg)
exponentially stable.

If s(t) = s is an equilibrium point, then a necessary and
sufficient condition for the synchronization stability et the
real parts of the eigenvalues of the matfiXf(5) + cAoI'| are
all negative.
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Lemma 2. Consider the network] (1). Suppose that thesgstem[{ll), it is necessary and sufficient that the uncoupled
exists ann x n diagonal matrixD > 0 and two constants system

>0 andd < 0, such that :
! i w(t) = D(f(s(t))w(t) (17)
[Df(s(t) +dIT"D + DIDf(s(t) + dT] < =1L (7) is asymptotically (exponentially) stable itself.
forall d < d. If If s(t) = s is an equilibrium point, then a necessary and

N < d 8 sufficient condition for the synchronization stability isat
CAz = (8) the real parts of the eigenvalues of the matfi (3) are all

then the synchronized states (6) are exponentially stable. negative. .
Unfortunately, the claims given in two lemmas are incorrect In fact, any solution of

In the following, we give detail explanations. §a(t) = [In @ DF(s(t)) + A ® L 162(t
Denotex(t) = [ (1) --- 2N ()T € R™N, (1) = x(t) = [In (s(t)) n]ox(t)
[sT(t),---,s"()]" € R"N, where s(t) is a so- can be written aséx(t) = e[A®I“]t5:C*(t). Here, 6x*(t)
lution satisfying 5(t) = f(s(t)), and F(z(t)) = satisfies the variational system nesift)
1 T N T .
[ @), f@(®)T]T, then the systemi{1) can be 5 () = [In ® DF(s(t))]62" (¢) (18)
written as
. and is asymptotically (exponentially) stable
&= F(z(t)) +c(Ael) () ©) From the asymptotical stability of {1L.7), we have
and the asymptotical (exponential) stability of the sywehr lim 62*(t) = 0
nized states(t) is equivalent to that(¢) is an asymptotically t—o0
(exponentially) stable solution ofl(9). combining withdz:(t) = elA®Inlt52* (1) gives
Let 6x(t) be the variation nea$(t), then
) lim dz(t) =0
0x(t) = [In ® DF(s(t))]dz(t) +c(A@T)ox(t)  (10) oo

. . which implies
Moreover, write the Jordan decomposition a4

OTAD, A = diag[A1, -+, Ay, Where0 = Ay > Xy > -+ > Jim (a(t) = 5(1)) =0
An, andou(t) = ®6x(t) = [sul(t) T, -+, ouN(t)T]T, then

Su(t) = [Ixy ® DF(s(t))]ou(t) + c(A®T)du(t)  (11)

which also can be written as

and equivalently,
tlggo(x (t)—s() =0, i=1,---,N

) Remark 1: It should be noted that in Lemma 1**, the
SuF(t) = [Df(s(t)) + \eT)ou"(t), k=1,---,N (12) conditonT = I, plays key role in the proof. In case that

. . . . T'=diag[y, -+ ,vs] With somey; # ~;, it is not yet known
Thus, the asymptotical (exponential) stability of the araj e e I
tory s(¢) with respect to the coupled systel (1) is equivaleﬁﬂ\,fhether Lemma 1** is still true. The point B f(s(t))I" #

o B . Df(s(t)).
to the all following "N (not N — 1) equations Similarly, in cases(t) = 5 is an equilibrium point, even

w(t) = (Df(s(t)) + e T)w(t) k=1,---,N  (13) the real parts of the eigenvalues of the mafiixf (5) + cA2T']

are all negative, we still can not derive the real parts of the
eigenvalues of the matripD f(5) + ¢\, T, k= 3,--- , N, are

all negative, which also means that it is not yet known whethe
linear time-varying systems

W(t) = (Df(S) + eDw(t) k=3,--- N  (19)

are exponentially stable. Therefore, the claim made in Lamm
1 of [1]: if s(t) = 5 is an equilibrium point, then a necessary
w(t) = (Df(s(t)) + e Dw(t) k=1,--- N (15) and sufficient condition fog being stable is that the real parts

. . of the eigenvalues of the matfil f (5)+cA.I'] are all negative
are exponentially stable, then the synchronized stdie®1€) ig incorrect.

are asymptotically (exponentially) stable.
Therefore, Lemma 1 and Lemma 2 [d [1] should be
Lemma 1*. Consider the dynamical netwoik (1). Let

0=X >X>N\3>---> Ay (14)

be the eigenvalues of its coupling mattk If the following
of (IV)-dimensional linear time-varying systems

exponentially stable. In the following, we will give a precise description of
!_emma 2%, Qon3|der the.networKI (1). Suppose that the§9nchronization and correct results.
exist ann x n diagonal matrixD > 0 and a constant > 0, Deinition 1: Synchronization subspace is the set com-
such that posed ofS = {(xlT,~-~ ,me)T coat = adij =
[Df(s())" D + DIDf(s(t)] < ~7I, (16) 1,-+-.m}, wherea! = [a1,--- a3]" € R, i=1,---,m.

_ _ Deinition 2: (Local synchronization se&l[2].][3][4]) If
then the synchronized states (6) are exponentially stable. for somes > 0, such that in case the distance betwesn)

Furthermore, we can prove and$ at time0, d(z(0),S) < 4, we have
Lemma 1**. In casd" = I,, then the synchronized states

@) are asymptotically (exponentially) stable for the cleap Jim d(2(t),8) =0, &7 =1,2,...,m



Remark 2: It can be seen that the right side of the
g ¥(7) following equations

N
ii(t)zf(xi(t))—i-cZaijl":vj(t) i=1,---,N (26)
j=1

N )
V contains two terms. The coupling temy " a;;T'z7 (t) controls
! =1
! » — . .J N .
v >~ x(t) — X (t). It is clear that the coupling term " a;; T2’ (¢)
S S0 Z

does not contain any message of the synchronized state
except the initial values:*(0) are nears(0). Therefore, the
coupling term does not play any role to make a unstafgie
turn to be stable. Moreover, there are infinitgg(¢) satisfying
Sa(t) = f(sa(t)) with s,(0) being nears(0). Which one is
Fig. 1. Decomposition of:(t) the stable synchronized state defined[in [1] for the coupled
system[{{1)?
Remark 3: A basic prerequisite condition using variation
Then, Synchronization subspace/manifold is local stafifle wnear s(t) is that all *(¢), i = 1,---, N, must be close to
respect to the coupled systef (1), or system (1) realizes loe(t). However, as stated above, under the conditldn (6), one
synchronization. can not prove that'(t) — s(t) — 0,i=1,--- , N. Therefore,
Denote (for asymmetric coupling matrix case, séé [4pyariational analysis neas(t) can not be applied. In particular,
it) = + Zij\il (1), X(t) = [z7(t),---,zT(t)]" e &. itcan notbe used for chaotic oscillators.
St) = [sT(t), - ,sT ()" € S, wheres(t) satisfiess(t) =
f(s(t). é6z(t) = =z(t) — X(¢t) is the component in the I1l. NUMERICAL EXAMPLES
transversg subspa}ce. o In this section, we will give several examples to illustrate
From Figure 1, it can be seen that synchronization meang,; ¢jaims.
that the component in the transverse subspade) = =(t) —
X(t) = 0, as t — oo, andz(t) (not s(t)) is the synchronized

Example 1: Consider the following coupled system:

state. — {20 St o)+ (o040 g
Letz(t) be the variation neag(t), andéu(t) = ®6z(t) = i?(t) = tanh(2?(t)) + (¢! (t) — 2*(t))
[Suat(t)", -, 0uN(t)"]T, then we have (se&l[4]) 1
. §) = [y ® DF(@()]6a(t) + (A T) 5a(t) (20) where the coupling matrix igl = L 1 ] Its eigenval-
u N “ ! ‘ ! ues are\; =0 and Ay = —2. f(s) =tanh(s), ands =0 is
and the unique equilibrium fog(t) = f(s(t)).
St (t) = [DFE(®) + MTI6EH ), k=1, N (21) S clearthat
, w(t) = [Df(0) + AoJw(t) = —w(t) (28)
Different from
. is stable, and
Sul(t) = [DF(s(£)) + MeT1ou’ (1) # 0 (22) o s
here, due tayu'(t) = 0, we have w{t) FOwl) = w) (&%)
. is unstable.
ou'(t) = [Df(x(t)) + MT)ou' (t) = 0 (23)  Numerical simulation (Figur&l2) shows even initial values

21(0) = 0.01, z2(0) = 0.02 are chosen very close t0.
ﬁowever,:cl(t) - 0 and 2%(t) - 0, ast — oo. Therefore,
only the stability of the system

w(t) = [Df(0) + Aw(t) (30)
?\f thed§|genvgluelsl_of Its c_:ouphng _matrzﬁx If the following can not make the coupled systdml (27) synchronize to the equi-
— I-dimensional linear time-varying systems librium point”0” of the uncoupled systegft) = tanh(s(t)).

W(t) = (Df(E(1) + eDw(t) k=2,--- N  (25) ThOn the other side, itis easy to see tHaf (z(¢))+ A2 < —1.
us,

Thus, we can give
Proposition 1: [4] Consider the dynamical netwofK (1). Le

0:)\1>/\22/\3Z"'2/\N (24)

are locally exponentially stable, then
w(t) = (Df(2(t) + A2)w(t) (31)

is stable. By Proposition 1 it can be concluded thaft) —
which impliesz(t) is the synchronized state. 22(t) = 0.

lz(t) — ()] < Me™



Fig. 2. Synchronize but does not converge Fig. 3. Synchronize and does not converge to a unstableilsguih but
converge to a stable equilibrium.

Example 2: Consider following coupled system
{ () =S 0) + (2 O+ 20) g
#2(t) = f(2°(t) + (a1 () — 2°(1))
where

fl@)=a—2r, ze€2r—1,2r+1|, riseven
flx)=—(x—2r), x€[2r—1,2r+1], risodd
(33)

and systens(t) = f(s(t)) has multiple equilibrias = 2r.
It can be seen that

w(t) = [Df(0) + AoJw(t) = —w(t) (34)

is stable, while

the first component of the synchronized state

. Fig. 4. Synchronized trajectories with different initizdlues
w(t) = Df(0)w(t) = w(t) (35)
is unstable.

Simulation also shows that evert(0) = 0.05, 22(0 Example 3: Consider a coupled system with seven

Chua’s chaotic neural networks

o |l

0.15 are very close tos = 0, but whent — oo, x'(t) »
and z2(t) - 0. Instead, i . . ’ .
g d(; = =D’ (t) + Tg(@'(t)) + > a2’ (t), i=1,---,7
w(t) = Df(2w(t) = —w(t) (36) j=1

is stable,z'(t) — 2 and z%(t) — 2. It means that only the here,z’ = (2%,2%,2%)" € R3, D = I3,
stability of the system 19500 —3.200 —3.200

w(t) = [Df(0) + Ao]w(t) = —w(t) (37) T= 1| —3.200 1.1000 —4.4000
. _ —3.200 4.4000  1.000
can not make the unstable equilibrium poifh®” of the

uncoupled system turn to be a synchronized state of ther’) = (9(z1),g(x5), g(z5)), g(s) = (|s+1|—[s—1[)/2. A =

coupled system. (aij), where
The uncoupled system in the first example has a single 1 i

equilibrium point and in the second example has multiple  aij = { fori=1,2,---.7

equilibrium points. In case that the equilibrium poinis not

locally stable for the uncoupled system, the trajectorigg), s(t) is a solution of uncoupled system with initial vali(@) =

i=1,---,N, of the coupled systerfil (1) will not converge t@.1,0.1,0.1]7.

the equilibrium point (the synchronized statelefined in[[1]). The initial value for the coupled system are assumed to be

-6 i=j

In the following, we give a coupled system of chaotic)(0) = 0.1+4z%(0), where||dz*(0)|| < 0.01,4 =1,2,--- ,T.
oscillators to illustrate our claims (se€l[4]). The initi@hlues . 1 & i _ 1<
x;(0),i=1,--- ,m, are assumed nea#(0). Simulations show Define K = 7 1; <lz*(t) — 2@ > and W = 7 ;1 <

that the coupled system can reach synchronization, but the'(t) — s(t)| > where < - > denotes average with time.
synchronized state is not the trajectory of the uncouplstesy ~ Figure [4 shows the first component of the different syn-
s(t). chronized states with different perturbations. It is clehat
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the synchronized states heavily depend on the initial value
small perturbation of initial value leads to serious changfe
the synchronized states. Figure 5 shows thatonverges to
0, which means that the synchronization manifold is stable;
Instead, Figurdb shows tha¥’ does not converges to zero,
which means that’(t) — s(t) - 0. Therefore, even’(0) are
very close tos(0) and the coupled system can synchronize, 2.

but s(¢) is not the synchronized trajectory defined [in [1].

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In summary, we conclude

The authors of [[Il] misunderstand the synchronization ~ of linearly coupled ordinary differential systems [J]. Riiga D, 2006,
by considering synchronization of linear coupled system 213: 214-230.

as asymptotically stable of some solution of uncoupled

system.
It can be seen (see the Figurke 1) that

w(t) — S(t) = [x(t) — X ()] + [X(t) — S(1)]

From previous derivation, the stability of following—1-
dimensional linear time-varying systems
dw(t
W — (D) + nult) k=2 N

(38)

leads tox(t) — X(t) — 0. i.e., the coupled systerl] (9)
can reach synchronization and the synchronized state is
X(t). That means that the coupling term [d (1[dr 9) (the

eigenvalues\s, - -- , Ay) is used to controk(t) — X ().
And the stability of the following system

dw(t

W) p(su (39)

leads to X (t) — S(t) — 0.
The condition thatV — 1 systems

w(t) = (Df(s(t)) + e TD)w(t) k=2,---,N (40)

are stable can not lead to(t) — S(t) — 0.

« The synchronized staté&((¢) depends on initial value
x(0) heavily. Any prescribed staté(t) = f(s(t)) is
never asymptotically stable for the coupled system, unless
5(t) = f(s(t)) is asymptotically stable itself.

« There are three possibilities of the dynamical behaviors
for the uncoupled system(t) = f(x(t)):

1) 5(t) = f(s(t)) is asymptotically stable, then under
very mild condition (for exampld, = 1,,), for the
coupled systeni{1)

z(t) —s(t) -0, i=1,---,N.

)

2) f = 0, and the systemg(t) = 0 is neutral
stable. For any initial valuer(0), i = 1,---, N,
a'(t) converge to a consensus S | #%(0). But
this consensus value is also neutral stable. It is
not asymptotically stable. Small perturbation of the
initial value will make the different consensus value
and will never return.

3) $(t) = f(s(t)) is unstable, in particular, it is
chaotic, any prescribed solutios(t) of the uncou-
pled systems(t) = f(s(t)) is not a synchronized
state for the coupled systefd (1).
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