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In this paper, we study the network pinning control problem in the presence of two different types of coupling:
(i) node-to-node coupling among the network nodes and (ii) input-to-node coupling from the source node to
the ‘pinned nodes’. Previous work has mainly focused on the case that (i) and (ii) are of the same type. We
decouple the stability analysis of the target synchronous solution into subproblems of the lowest dimension
by using the techniques of simultaneous block diagonalization (SBD) of matrices. Interestingly, we obtain
two different types of blocks, driven and undriven. The overall dimension of the driven blocks is equal to the
dimension of an appropriately defined controllable subspace, while all the remaining undriven blocks are scalar.
Our main result is a decomposition of the stability problem into four independent sets of equations, which
we call quotient controllable, quotient uncontrollable, redundant controllable, and redundant uncontrollable.
Our analysis shows that the number and location of the pinned nodes affect the number and the dimension
of each set of equations. We also observe that in a large variety of complex networks, stability of the target
synchronous solution is de facto only determined by a single quotient controllable block.

In this paper we consider dynamical networks
formed of coupled identical oscillators and use
pinning control to synchronize all of the network
nodes on a given target time evolution. The
problem of stability of the entire network about
the target solution is then studied by lineariz-
ing the network dynamics about the target so-
lution. Different from previous work, we focus
on the general case that the node-to-node cou-
pling among the network nodes is different from
the input-to-node coupling from the source node
to the ‘pinned nodes’. The stability problem is
then decoupled into the stability of independent
subsystems of the lowest dimension. Our analy-
sis is relevant to the analysis of several complex
networks for which we see that stability of the
target synchronous solution is often determined
by the maximum Lyapunov exponent associated
with only one subsystem that we call ‘quotient
controllable’.

I. INTRODUCTION

Gaining control over collective network dynamics is a
hot topic in both graph and control theory. In particu-
lar, pinning control is a feedback control strategy largely
used for imposing synchronization or consensus in com-
plex dynamical networks1–16. Specifically, one or more
virtual leaders (the so-called sources) are added to the
network and define its desired trajectory. Each source di-
rectly controls only a small fraction of the network nodes
(the pinned nodes), by exerting a control action that is a
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function of the pinning error vector, whose i-th compo-
nent is given by the difference between the output of the
considered source and the output of the i-th node. Pin-
ning control of time varying networks has been studied
in17–20. Our ability to impose a desired synchronous so-
lution to a dynamical network can have important appli-
cations in different fields of science, such as in physical21,
social22, multi-agent23, and biological networks24 and
pinning control is a widely adopted solution25.

Here we consider the problem of pinning control of
undirected networks of dynamical systems, for the case
in which the node-to-node connectivity is different from
the connectivity exerted on the pinned nodes, which is
relevant to a variety of realistic scenarios and engineer-
ing applications. As an example, imagine a biological
network that one wants to synchronize on a specific time
evolution, by pinning some of the network nodes. How-
ever, the type of forcing one may be able to exert on the
network is likely going to be different from the biologi-
cal node-to-node interactions between the network nodes.
This motivates the study of a problem in which the node-
to-node coupling among the network nodes is different
from the coupling exerted on the pinned nodes. Simi-
lar versions of this problem have been previously inves-
tigated in26–29 using a Lyapunov function (V-stability)
which provides a sufficient stability condition. In this
paper, we investigate stability using linearization, which
provides both necessary and sufficient conditions.

We study the stability of the target synchronous solu-
tion in an undirected network of coupled dynamical sys-
tems, subject to the control action of one source node.
Our goal is to reduce (through proper transformations)
the stability analysis into simpler problems, which can
be analyzed independently of one another. This prob-
lem presents mathematical challenges that require the
introduction of a specific formalism; in particular, we
use the techniques for simultaneous block diagonaliza-
tion of matrices (SBD)30–32 which allow the reduction
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of the stability problem in problems of lower dimension.
Previous work has successfully applied this approach to
both the stability of complete synchronization33 and clus-
ter synchronization34. However, no characterization was
provided about the dimensions of the independent sets of
equations in which the stability problem is reduced. The
dimension of these sets of equations (which are related
to the diagonal blocks of some matrices) is the lowest
and we show that it may vary based on the structure of
the network and the choice of the pinned nodes. Once
these sets/blocks are found, a maximum Lyapunov expo-
nent (MLE) can be associated to each of them in terms
of a Master Stability Function. The target synchronous
solution is stable only when the MLEs corresponding to
all the sets/blocks are negative, which provides a simple
criterion for assessing stability.

In summary, by combining MSF and SBD we study the
stability of the target solution in the considered networks
subject to pinning control; this leads to a decomposition
of the stability problem into four different types of inde-
pendent equations, which we call quotient controllable,
quotient uncontrollable, redundant controllable, and re-
dundant uncontrollable. The insight we provide on both
the sizes and ‘roles’ of the blocks is the main contribution
of this paper. As stated before, though there is previous
work on the SBD reduction, to the best of our knowl-
edge, no paper has explained the ‘reason’ for the blocks
resulting from application of the SBD decomposition.

To carry out the stability analysis, we resort to two
alternative transformations: one (T ) based on the SBD

decomposition and one (T̂ ) based on the concepts of con-
trollable subspace and equitable clusters. We are the first
ones to apply the SBD approach to the pinning control
problem and in so doing we establish a connection be-
tween the blocks in which the stability problem is reduced
and the particular choice of the network connectivity and
of the pinned nodes. In particular, we show that the sizes
of the blocks provided by a finest SBD are the same as
for the blocks generated by the transformation T̂ , which
has a clear interpretation in terms of controllability and
quotient graphs. We prove that the transformation T̂
also provides a finest SBD. This is another important
contribution of this paper.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II
we introduce the problem of pinning control of networks.
In Sec. III a stability analysis is derived for a network
with pinned nodes. The solution to the stability prob-
lem consists of two steps presented in Secs. IV and V.
First, we use the SBD method to reduce the dimension of
the stability problem. Then, by using two appropriately
defined transformation matrices, we obtain the transfor-
mation T̂ which decouples the stability problem into four
independent blocks. We then compare the application of
the SBD transformation (T ) with the transformation T̂ .
The effects of the selection of different pinned nodes on
multiple driven blocks is studied in Sec. VI. Application
of the theory to larger complex networks is considered in
Sec. VII. Finally, the conclusions are drawn in Sec. VIII.

II. PROBLEM DEFINITION: PINNING CONTROL OF
NETWORKS

We consider an undirected network of N coupled dy-
namical systems, which evolve in time according to the
following equation:

ẋxxi(t) = FFF (xxxi(t))+

N∑
j=1

Aij [GGG(xxxj(t))−GGG(xxxi(t))] i = 1, · · · , N

(1)
where xxxi is the m-dimensional state of node i, FFF : Rm →
Rm is the function that governs the dynamics of each
node when isolated, and GGG : Rm → Rm is the node-
to-node coupling function. The network topology is de-
scribed by the adjacency matrix A. If there is a con-
nection between the nodes i and j then Aij = Aji = 1
otherwise Aij = Aji = 0. Eq. (1) can be rewritten as:

ẋxxi(t) = FFF (xxxi(t)) +

N∑
j=1

LijGGG(xxxj(t)) i = 1, · · · , N, (2)

where the Laplacian matrix L = A−D and D is a diago-
nal matrix, such that Dii =

∑
j Aij . This network allows

a completely synchronized solution xxx1(t) = xxx2(t) = · · · =
xxxn(t) = xxxs(t), which obeys,

ẋxxs(t) = FFF (xxxs(t)). (3)

A relevant question that links control theory to graph
theory is: how can control inputs be introduced to force
the network state to the target synchronous state?

Equation (3) allows for a number of different syn-
chronous solutions determined by its initial condition.
The problem studied in pinning control is how control
inputs generated by source nodes can be designed to en-
force stability of a particular ‘target’ synchronous solu-
tion, xt(t) produced by the initial condition xxx0

t ,

ẋxxt(t) = FFF (xxxt(t)), xxxt(0) = xxx0
t . (4)

In order to address this problem, we introduce control
inputs ui(t) as pinning control signals,

ẋxxi(t) = FFF (xxxi(t)) +

N∑
j=1

LijGGG(xxxj(t)) + ui(t), (5a)

ui(t) = γri[HHH(xxxt(t))−HHH(xxxi(t))], (5b)

i = 1, · · · , N

where the binary scalar ri = 1 (ri = 0) if node i is
pinned (not pinned), and the scalar γ > 0 measures the
strength of the control coupling. Here, HHH : Rm → Rm is
the source-to-pinned-node coupling function. Note that
the control action is only directly active on the pinned
nodes. For instance, consider the network shown in Fig.
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1. The network consists of N = 11 nodes coupled via
blue edges. A source node that provides the target tra-
jectory is shown in red. The control input is directly
applied (red directed edges) from the source node to the
pinned nodes 1, 2, and 3, which are shown in black.

Definition 1. Network with inputs. A network with
inputs is represented by a pair of N ×N matrices L and
R, where the Laplacian matrix L describes the network
connectivity and the diagonal matrix R is such that Rii =
ri, i = 1, .., N . We call V the set of the N network nodes,
VP the set of the s pinned nodes, and VNP the set of τ =
N−s non pinned nodes, VP∪VNP = V and VP∩VNP = ∅.

Definition 2. Extended network. Given a network
with inputs, its extended network is represented by the
(N + 1)× (N + 1) directed Laplacian matrix L̃,35 defined
below,

L̃ =

(
(L−R)N×N rrr

01×N 0

)
(6)

where the column vector rrr = [r1, r2, ..., rN ]T and 01×N is
the zero row-vector of dimension N .

Figure 1. A network of N = 11 nodes subject to pinning
control. The source node is shown in red. The pinned nodes
(i.e., the nodes that receive the source signal) are shown in
black. The remaining network nodes are in blue. The node-
to-node network connections are in blue. Red connections
carry the target solution xxxt(t) (Eq. (4)) from the source node
to the pinned nodes.

Previous work (see e.g.,35,36) has analyzed stability of
the target synchronous solution by considering pinned
nodes with the same coupling function as the node-to-
node coupling function, i.e., with HHH = GGG. Here instead
we consider a generalization where the effect of the source
node’s time evolution on the pinned nodes is given by a
different coupling function.

III. STABILITY ANALYSIS

When all the xxxi(t) converge on the target solution
xxxt(t), the control inputs ui(t) converge to zero. To study
the stability of the synchronous solution, a small per-
turbation δxxxi = (xxxi − xxxt) is considered37. Lineariza-
tion of Eq. (5) about the target synchronous solution
xxx1(t) = xxx2(t) = · · · = xxxn(t) = xxxt(t) yields, see also35,

δẋxxi(t) = DFFF (xxxt(t))δxxxi(t) +
∑N
j=1 LijDGGG(xxxt(t))δxxxj(t)

−γriDHHH(xxxt(t))δxxxi(t),
(7)

i = 1, · · · , N , where D is the Jacobian operator.
By stacking all perturbation vectors together in one

vector δXXX = [δxxxT1 , δxxx
T
2 , . . . , δxxx

T
N ]T , Eq. (7) can be rewrit-

ten as

δẊXX(t) = [IN ⊗DFFF (xxxt(t)) + L⊗DGGG(xxxt(t))
−γR⊗DHHH(xxxt(t))]δXXX(t),

(8)

where ⊗ is the Kronecker product or direct product. Our
goal is to break the (N ×m)-dimensional Eq. (8) into a
set of independent lower-dimensional equations, thus per-
forming a dimensional reduction. An inherent difficulty
is due to the fact that, with the exception of a few specific
cases38, it is not possible to simultaneously diagonalize
both matrices R and L. Instead, in what follows we seek
a transformation that decouples the set of Eqs. (8), by
simultaneously block diagonalizing R and L33.

IV. DIMENSIONALITY REDUCTION OF THE
STABILITY PROBLEM THROUGH SBD

Definition 3. Simultaneous Block Diagonalization
of Matrices (SBD)30–32. Given a set of q square N -
dimensional matrices M1,M2, · · · ,Mq, an SBD transfor-
mation is an orthogonal square matrix T (transformation
matrix) with dimension N such that

T−1MkT = ⊕lj=1B
k
j , k = 1, 2, · · · , q, (9)

where the symbol ⊕ is the direct sum of matrices, l de-
notes the number of blocks, each block Bkj is a square

matrix with dimension bj and
∑l
j=1 bj = N .

Definition 4. Finest SBD. A finest SBD is an SBD
for which the resulting blocks can not be further refined30.
In particular this means that the size of the blocks can
not be made smaller and that the number of blocks, l, is
largest among all SBDs.

Remark 1. A finest SBD is unique only in the number
and sizes of the irreducible blocks30.

Remark 2. The blocks resulting from a finest SBD
are also matrices that belong to irreducible matrix ∗-
algebras according to the structure theorem for matrix
∗-algebras.31,32
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Application of the SBD technique to complete synchro-
nization of networks was first proposed in Ref.33 and only
recently applied to cluster synchronization in Ref.34.

Once we obtain T = SBD(R,L), the matrices R and
L are transformed as follows,

T−1LT = LT = ⊕lj=1L̂j , (10a)

T−1RT = RT = ⊕lj=1R̂j , (10b)

where LT is the transformed matrix L, RT is the trans-
formed matrix R, and the irreducible block pairs (L̂j , R̂j)
have the same dimensions bj , j = 1, ..., l. One of the
main contributions of this paper is to investigate the di-
mensions of the block pairs (L̂j , R̂j), as a result of the
original network topology (through L) and the choice of
the pinned nodes (through R).

A. Finding the matrix P

The procedure described in Ref.39 to find the finest
SBD transformation, T , requires two steps. First, finding
a matrix P which commutes with each member of the
set of matrices (here, R and L), that is PR = RP and
PL = LP , is selected. Second, the transformation matrix
T is constructed to have columns corresponding to the
eigenvectors of the commuting matrix P .

Here, we describe the approach to compute the matrix
P that commutes with both R and L. Without loss of
generality, we apply the same permutation to both ma-
trices R and L such that the matrix R can be rewritten,

R =

(
Is 0
0 0N−s

)
, (11)

where Is is the identity matrix of size s, 0N−s is the
square zero matrix of dimension N−s, and s is the num-
ber of pinned nodes.

Lemma 1. Any matrix P that commutes with the matrix
R in (11) has the following block-diagonal structure,

P =

(
P1 0
0 P2

)
(12)

where the block P1 has dimension s and the block P2 has
dimension N − s.

Proof. First, we consider the matrix R of Eq. (11) and a

generic matrix P =
(
P1 P12

P21 P2

)
with sub-blocks having the

same dimensions as those of the matrix R. Then, from
the commutation equation PR = RP we obtain(

P1 P12

P21 P2

)(
Is 0
0 0(N−s)

)
=

(
Is 0
0 0(N−s)

)(
P1 P12

P21 P2

)
(
P1 0
P21 0(N−s)

)
=

(
P1 P12

0 0(N−s)

)
.

(13)

Therefore, to fulfill the commutation equation PR = RP ,
the sub-blocks P12 and P21 must be zeros and the matrix
P is block diagonal with diagonal-blocks P1 and P2 in
which each block has the same dimension as the diagonal-
blocks of matrix R.

Corollary 1. The transformation matrix T also has the
same block-diagonal structure,

T =

(
T1 0
0 T2

)
, (14)

where T1 is the matrix of eigenvectors of P1 and T2 is the
matrix of eigenvectors of P2.

Lemma 2. Application of the block diagonal transfor-
mation T to the matrix R, transforms R back to itself,
i.e., T−1RT = RT = R.

Proof. By considering the matrix R of Eq. (11) and the
matrix T of Eq. (14) and by using the fact that a block-
diagonal matrix can be inverted block by block, we have

T−1RT =

(
T−1

1 0
0 T−1

2

)(
Is 0
0 0(N−s)

)(
T1 0
0 T2

)
=(

Is 0
0 0(N−s)

)
.

(15)

The above lemma has important consequences. In fact,
as we will see in Sec. IV B, this will lead to a decomposi-
tion of the stability problem into equations that can be
of either one of two types: driven or undriven.

Remark 3. Lemma (2) shows that RT = R. This is
true independent of any permutation of the rows and
columns of the matrix R. In the examples that follow
we will sometimes show the matrix RT in a form that
corresponds to permutations of rows and columns of the
matrix R in Eq. (11).

B. Driven and Undriven blocks

As stated before, the purpose of using the SBD trans-
formation is to break the stability problem of Eq. (8) into
a set of independent equations of lowest dimension.

Due to the block-diagonal structure of both matrices
LT and RT and to Eq. (11), they can be decoupled into
the pairs (Ld, Rd) and (Lud, 0N−c),

LT =

(
Ld 0
0 Lud

)
RT =

(
Rd 0
0 0(N−c)

)
, (16)

where the square matrices Ld, Rd have size c ≥ s and the
square matrix Lud has dimension N −c. We remark that
in general the blocks Ld and Rd are composed of smaller
diagonal blocks. In particular, if c = s, then Rd = Is,
otherwise Rd is equal to a diagonal matrix with s entries
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on the main diagonal equal to 1 and c− s entries on the
diagonal equal to 0. In what follows we refer to (Ld, Rd)
as the driven pair and (Lud, 0N−c) as the undriven pair.
With an abuse of language, we also refer to c as the
dimension of the driven pair.

Equation (8) can be split into the following sets of
equations, one driven and one undriven,

η̇ηηd(t) = [Ic ⊗DFFF (xxxs(t)) + Ld ⊗DGGG(xxxs(t))

−γRd ⊗DHHH(xxxs(t))]ηηηd(t),
(17a)

η̇ηηud(t) = [IN−c ⊗DFFF (xxxs(t)) + Lud ⊗DGGG(xxxs(t))]ηηηud(t).

(17b)

We then see that the original mN -dimensional prob-
lem of Eq. (8) has been reduced to two independent
lower-dimensional equations: the driven Eq. (17a) with
dimension mc and the undriven Eq. (17b) with dimension
m(N − c).

Next, we attempt to gain further insights into the phys-
ical meaning of the quantity c.

Definition 5. Dimension of the controllable sub-
space. Given an N -dimensional pair (A,B), the Kalman
controllability matrix is K = [B,AB,A2B, ..., AN−1B]40.
The dimension of the controllable subspace is equal to the
rank of the matrix K. The pair (A,B) is completely con-
trollable if its rank is equal to N .

Definition 6. Transformation TcTcTc. Given a
N -dimensional canonical linear, time-invariant system
given by the pair (A,B), A = AT , B = BT , with dimen-
sion of the controllable subspace equal to h, the trans-
formation Tc(A,B) splits the system into a controllable
subsystem and an uncontrollable subsystem41,

T−1
c ATc =

(
AC 0
0 AU

)
T−1
c B =

(
BC 0
0 0

)
, (18)

where the controllable subsystem is given by the h-
dimensional pair (AC , BC) and the uncontrollable sub-
system is given by the (N − h)-dimensional pair (AU , 0).

Note that the transformation applied to the matrix A
is a similarity transformation while the transformation
applied to the matrix B is not.

Theorem 1. The c dimension of the driven pair (Ld, Rd)
is equal to h the dimension of the controllable subspace
of the pair (L,R).

Proof. We prove this by contradiction. First we assume
c < h, i.e., the dimension c of the driven pair (Ld, Rd) is
less than the dimension h of the controllable subspace of
the pair (L,R). Since the dimension of the controllable
subspace is invariant under any similarity transforma-
tion, then the controllable subspace of the pair (LT , RT )

cannot be less than the dimension of the controllable sub-
space of the pair (L,R), which contradicts the assump-
tion. Then we assume c > h, which indicates that the
pair (Ld, Rd) is not controllable, since the dimension of
the controllable subspace of the pair (Ld, Rd) is less than
c. Then, a transformation Tc could be applied to the
pair (Ld, Rd) that reduces it into a (lower-dimensional)
controllable pair and an uncontrollable pair. Since the
pair (Ld, Rd) cannot be decomposed into smaller blocks
as it is part of a finest SBD, the original assumption is
not satisfied. We thus conclude c = h.

Henceforth c denotes the dimension of the controlla-
bility subspace.

Theorem 2. The undriven system (17b) is composed of
N − c scalar equations.

Proof. Since (i) the Laplacian matrix L is symmetric L =
LT and (ii) the transformation matrix T = SBD(L,R)
is orthogonal T−1 = (T )T , we have that,

(T−1LT )T = TTLT (T−1)T = T−1LT, (19)

which shows that the matrix LT = T−1LT is symmet-
ric. It also follows that the blocks Ld and Lud are sym-
metric and diagonalizable. By diagonalizing the matrix
Lud (and taking into account the fact that the matrix
Rud = 0), the undriven equation (17b) can be decoupled
into a number of scalar equations.

According to Theorems 1 and 2, the pinning control
stability problem can be decoupled into two sets of equa-
tions: c driven equations and (N−c) undriven equations.
Also, c is equal to the rank of the controllability matrix
of the pair (L,R).

Next we seek to find P1 and P2 such that the matrix
P commutes with the matrix L.

Lemma 3. The matrices P1 and P2 can be found
by choosing a vector in the nullspace of the s2 + τ2-
dimensional matrix KT

1 K1 +KT
2 K2 defined below.

Proof. By rewriting L =
(
L11 L12

L21 L22

)
, the commutation

equation PL = LP becomes(
P1 0
0 P2

)(
L11 L12

L21 L22

)
=

(
L11 L12

L21 L22

)(
P1 0
0 P2

)
, (20a)

(
P1L11 P1L12

P2L21 P2L22

)
=

(
L11P1 L12P2

L21P1 L22P2

)
. (20b)

Eq. (20b) corresponds to the following four equations,

P1L11 = L11P1 (21a)

P2L22 = L22P2 (21b)
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P1L12 = L12P2 (21c)

P2L21 = L21P1 (21d)

Define the operator vec : Rn×m 7→ Rnm which takes
as input a matrix and returns a vector consisting of the
columns of the matrix stacked on top of each other. Note
that P1 has dimension s and P2 has dimension τ = N−s.
The four equations in Eq. (21) can be expressed as the
following two linear systems of equations.[
Is ⊗ L11 − L11 ⊗ Is Os2,τ2

Oτ2,τ2 Iτ ⊗ L22 − L22 ⊗ Iτ

] [
vec(P1)
vec(P2)

]
=

[
0s2
0τ2

]
(22a)

[
LT12 ⊗ Is −Iτ ⊗ L12

−Is ⊗ L21 LT21 ⊗ Iτ

] [
vec(P1)
vec(P2)

]
=

[
0sτ
0sτ

]
(22b)

By inspecting Eq. (22), the vector p =[
vec(P1)T vec(P2)T

]T
must lie in the intersection

of the nullspaces of the two matrices that appear in

Eq. (22). Let K1 ∈ Rs2+τ2×s2+τ2

and K2 ∈ R2sτ×s2+τ2

be the matrices that appear in the first and second
lines of Eq. (22), respectively. In the Supplementary
Material Note 3, we show that N (K1) ∩ N(K2) =
N (KT

1 K1) ∩ N (KT
2 K2) = N (KT

1 K1 + KT
2 K2), where

the symbol N (M) indicates the null subspace of the
matrix M . Then, we create the vector p =

∑nz

i=1 αivi
where nz is dimension of the nullspace of the matrix
S = KT

1 K1 +KT
2 K2 and vi are a basis for the nullspace

of S, that is, eigenvectors corresponding to its zero
eigenvalues. With p, form the two matrices P1 and P2

and construct the full matrix P that appears in Eq.
(20a). Additional details of the derivation of Eq. (22)
can be found in Appendix IX A.

Remark 4. The procedure outlined to find the block di-
agonal matrix P is a specialization of the method pre-
sented in42 to simultaneously block diagonalize two ma-
trices when one of the matrices has the form of R in Eq.
(11). Using the method of42 directly on L and R requires
finding a vector in the nullspace of a square matrix of
dimensions (s+ τ)2 while the method outlined in Lemma
3 requires finding a vector in the nullspace of a square
matrix of dimension s2 + τ2. As s2 + τ2 < (s + τ)2 for
s, τ ≥ 1, the method presented here is more efficient than
the method of42 by exploiting the structure of R.

To illustrate the procedure described in this section,
consider the network with inputs with N = 5 nodes
shown in Fig. 2 (a).

Figure 2. (a) A 5-dimensional network with inputs. Nodes are
color-coded according to the equitable clusters (see Definition
7) to which they belong. The pinned node (node number 1)
in yellow is in a cluster, while all the remaining nodes (node 2
to 5) in blue are in another cluster. The effect of the pinning
control action is graphically shown as a red arrow pointing
at node 1. Matrices (b) and (c) show the pair (L,R) corre-
sponding to this network and matrices (d) and (e) show the
pair (LT , RT ) obtained by application of the SBD transfor-
mation T . The pair (LT , RT ) contains driven blocks (inside
black boxes) and undriven blocks (inside blue boxes.)

To compute the transformation matrix T for the pair
(L,R) shown in Fig. 2 (b,c), we first find the block diag-
onal matrix P using Lemma 1 and Lemma 3 and obtain:

P =


0.6828 0 0 0 0

0 0.0036 0.7265 0.0801 −0.1274
0 0.7265 −0.6427 0.5189 0.0801
0 0.0801 0.5189 −0.6427 0.7265
0 −0.1274 0.0801 0.7265 0.0036


(23)

Now by constructing the transformation matrix T from
the eigenvectors of the matrix P and following Eq. (10)
we obtain the pair of matrices (LT , RT ) which are shown
in Fig. 2 (d,e): The driven part (black blocks in Fig. 2)
has dimension 2 because the controllability subspace of
the pair (L,R) has dimension c = 2.

As an example to demonstrate the use of the MLE to
determine the stability of the system, we make each of
the nodes in the network in Fig. 2 a Rössler oscillator
so that m = 3 where the state vector of each node is
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governed by the function

FFF (xxxi) =

 −yi − zi
xi + ayi

b+ (xi − c)zi

 (24)

where a = 0.1, b = 0.1 and c = 15. With these pa-
rameters the oscillator evolves within a stable chaotic
attractor. The network node-to-node coupling function
is GGG(xxxi) = [xi, 0, 0]T , whereas the chosen input-to-node
coupling function is HHH(xxxi) = [0, yi, 0]T . Fig. 3 shows the
MLEs associated to Eqs. (17a) and (17b) plotted vs γ
for the network of Fig. 2.

Fig. 3(a) shows that the nodes of the network syn-
chronize on the target trajectory for γ ∈ [0.9, 2.3]. In
particular, it is apparent that the driven equations (17a)
depend on γ, whereas the undriven equations (17b) are
independent. As a harder benchmark, we assign an un-
stable periodic orbit (UPO) embedded in the attractor
as the target trajectory which can be selected by fine-
tuning the initial condition of Eq. (3).43 According to
the theory44, we expect node trajectories to converge to
a target trajectory corresponding to a UPO only for a
relatively high period: while Figs. 3(b,c) show that it is
not possible to have convergence to an unstable 1-cycle
or 4-cycle due to the presence of a positive MLE for any γ
value, Fig. 3(d) shows that the nodes of the network syn-

(a) 0 2 4 6

-0.2

-0.1

0
MLE

(b) 0 2 4 6

-40

-20

0

MLE

(c) 0 2 4 6

-40

-20

0
MLE

(d) 0 2 4 6

-20

-10

0

MLE

Figure 3. MLEs related to (L̂1, R̂1) (blue line), (L̂2, R̂2) (red),

(L̂3, R̂3) (yellow), (L̂4, R̂4) (violet), for the example in Fig. 2
when the target trajectory is either the stable chaotic attrac-
tor exhibited by a single oscillator (a) or a 1-cycle UPO (b),
or a 4-cycle UPO (c), or a 8-cycle UPO (d).

(a) 0 20 40 60

-20

0

20

(b) 0 20 40 60

0

20

40

Figure 4. Time plots for γ = 1.5. (a) Evolution of the state
variables xi (solid lines, i = 1 blue, i = 2 red, i = 3 yellow, i =
4 purple, i = 5 green) and of the first component of the target
trajectory (dashed line). (b) Evolution of Ei(t) = ||xxxi−xxxt||2;
color code as in panel (a).

chronize on the target trajectory (unstable 8-cycle) for
γ ∈ [1 2.2]. This is confirmed by Fig. 4a, which shows
the time evolution of the state variables xi (solid line)
and of the corresponding component (dashed line) of the
target trajectory xt (unstable 8-cycle) for γ = 1.5 and for
random initial conditions. Fig. 4b shows the time evolu-
tion of the Euclidean norm Ei of the difference xxxi − xxxt,
from which we see that xxxi converges to xxxt for large time.

V. DIMENSIONALITY REDUCTION THROUGH AN
ALTERNATIVE TRANSFORMATION T̂

In what follows we discuss two transformations, each
one of which results in a simultaneous block diagonaliza-
tion (although not necessarily finest) of the pair (L,R):
one is the transformation Tc which decouples the prob-
lem (8) into a controllable equation and an uncontrollable
equation; the other one is the transformation associated
with the quotient network45–47, which in turn decouples
the problem (8) into two sets of equations, which will
be referred to as quotient and redundant. By apply-
ing both transformations to the pair (L,R), we obtain
four independent equations: quotient controllable, quo-
tient uncontrollable, redundant controllable, redundant
uncontrollable. Interestingly, this decomposition into 4
independent sets of equations has the same structure as
the decomposition produced by a finest SBD.

A. Matrix Tc

From definition 6, it follows that there is a transforma-
tion Tc(L,R), which divides the system given by the pair
(L,R) in a controllable subsystem and an uncontrollable
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subsystem, see also48,

T−1
c LTc =

(
LC 0
0 LU

)
T−1
c R =

(
RC 0
0 0

)
, (25)

where the controllable subsystem is given by the c-
dimensional pair (LC , RC) and the uncontrollable sub-
system is given by the (N − c)-dimensional pair (LU , 0).

Remark 5. The first c linearly-independent column vec-
tors of the matrix Tc can be chosen as an orthonormal
basis for the range of the Kalman controllability matrix
K. The remaining N − c columns of Tc are chosen such
that Tc is a basis for RN .

Lemma 4. The matrix T−1
c RTc has the same block

structure as the matrix T−1
c R in Eq. (25).

Proof. Due to the fact that matrix L is symmetric, the
transformation Tc can be constructed to be an orthogonal
matrix T−1

c = TTc which can be splitted into four sub-
matrices as:

Tc =

(
TC1 TC2

TC3 TC4

)
(26)

where the two square sub-matrices TC1 ∈ Rs×s and
TC4 ∈ RN−s×N−s and the two rectangular sub-matrices
TC2 ∈ Rs×N−s and TC3 ∈ RN−s×s. Now according to
Remark 5 and by considering that (i) the matrix R (11)
is symmetric and (ii) T−1

c R has the special block-diagonal
form of Eq. (25), we have

TTc R =

(
TTC1 TTC3

TTC2 TTC4

)(
R1 0
0 0

)
=

(
TTC1R1 0
TTC2R1 0

)
. (27)

We also note that based on definition 6, TTC2R1 = 0.
From Eq. (11), we know that R1 is equal to the identity

matrix Is, which implies that TTC2 = 0. Then for the
matrix TTc RTc we have:

TTc RTc =

(
RC 0
0 0

)(
TC1 0
TC3 TC4

)
=

(
RCTC1 0

0 0

)
, (28)

which implies that the matrix TTc RTc has the same block
structure as the matrix TTc R in Eq. (25).

It should be noted that the transformation Tc is not
unique. In this paper we build Tc = [Uc XN−c] as fol-
lows. We define the singular value decomposition (SVD)
of K as K = UΣV T . Uc contains the first c columns of
U and XN−c contains the N − c eigenvectors of L that
do not belong to the controllability subspace.

B. Matrix Tq

We now introduce another transformation, which we
refer to as the quotient transformation, which we show
also leads to simultaneously block-diagonalizing the pair
(L,R).

Definition 7. Equitable cluster partition. Given
the network with inputs (defined in (6)) described by
the pair (L,R), one can partition the set of the network
nodes V into subsets, i.e., equitable clusters, C1, C2, .., CM ,
∪Mi=1Ci = V, Ci ∩ Cj = ∅ for i 6= j, where

∑
k∈C`

L̃ik =
∑
k∈C`

L̃jk,
∀i, j ∈ Ck

∀Ck, C` ⊂ V.
(29)

Remark 6. Each of the equitable clusters can either con-
tain only nodes with external inputs (pinned nodes) or
only nodes without external inputs (non-pinned nodes).
No cluster contains both pinned and non-pinned nodes.
It follows that either Ck ⊂ VP or Ck ⊂ VNP , k = 1, ...,M .

In order to find the equitable clusters, we apply the
algorithm developed by Belykh and Hasler49 to the ex-
tended network with Laplacian matrix L̃. The extended
network can always be partitioned into M + 1 equitable
clusters in which one of the clusters necessarily corre-
sponds to the only source node. In what follows we are
going to neglect this one cluster and focus on the re-
maining M equitable clusters C1, C2, . . . , CM . Now we
can define the N ×M equitable cluster indicator matrix
E, where N is the number of nodes and M is the num-
ber of clusters: eij = 1 if node i is in cluster Cj and 0
otherwise for i = 1, . . . , N and j = 1, . . . ,M .

Definition 8. Quotient Graph. Given a network with
inputs, represented by the matrix pair (L,R), and the
equitable clusters, the quotient network (LQ, RQ) can be
defined as a network where all the nodes in each equitable
cluster are mapped to a single quotient node,

LQ = (ETE)−1/2ETLE(ETE)−1/2 (30a)

RQ = (ETE)−1/2ETRE(ETE)−1/2. (30b)

We introduce the orthogonal transformation matrix Tq
whose first M rows are TEq = (ETE)−1/2ET and whose
remaining N −M rows are orthogonal to the first ones.
We call T rq the matrix composed of the last N−M rows of
the matrix Tq. We take the matrix T rq to have a particular
structure, where each one of its rows is associated with
one cluster, in the sense that all of the entries in that row
not corresponding to the nodes in that cluster are equal
to zero. Several such matrices have been proposed in the
literature50–52.

Theorem 3. Application of the ‘quotient’ transforma-
tion Tq to the pair L,R yields,

TqLT
−1
q = LQ ⊕ LO (31a)

TqRT
−1
q = RQ ⊕RO, (31b)

where the square quotient matrices LQ, RQ have size M×
M and the square ‘redundant’ matrices LO, RO have size
(N −M)× (N −M).
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Proof. For succinctness we omit the proof of (31a). We
just note that this proof follows directly from Refs.50–52.

To prove Eq. (31b), we know from Eq. (11) that the
matrix R is diagonal with the first s entries being one
and the remaining N − s entries being zero. Therefore,
the matrix R has s eigenvalues equal one and N − s
eigenvalues equal zero. Then, we can write the matrix
R = VrDrV

T
r , where the matrix Dr = D1⊕D0 such that

D1 is the s-dimensional identity matrix and D0 = 0N−s.
The matrix Vr can be written in the form,

Vr =

(
(V1)s×s 0s×(N−s)

0(N−s)×s (V0)(N−s)×(N−s)

)
(32)

due to the property that the eigenvectors associated with
the 1 eigenvalue (0 eigenvalue) have all of their last N−s
(first s) entries equal to zero. Now we can write,

TqRT
−1
q = TqVrDrV

T
r T

T
q = (TqVr)Dr(TqVr)

T . (33)

It follows that

TqRT
−1
q =

(
T
Ep
q (T

Ep
q )T T

Ep
q (T

rp
q )T

T
rp
q (TEpq )T T

rp
q (T

rp
q )T

)
, (34)

where T
Ep
q is the M×s sub-matrix that shows the restric-

tion of the first m rows of Tq corresponding to the clus-
ters that contain pinned nodes. T

rp
q is the (N −M)× s

sub-matrix that shows the restriction of the remaining
N − M rows of Tq corresponding to the clusters that
contain non-pinned nodes. Now considering the partic-
ular structure of Tq and the characteristic of the equi-
table clusters of a network with inputs (Remark 6), we

have T
Ep
q (T

rp
q )T = 0. Therefore, it can be concluded

that TqRT
−1
q = RQ ⊕ RO where RQ = T

Ep
q (T

Ep
q )T and

RO = T
rp
q (T

rp
q )T .

We conclude that application of the transformation
Tq to the pair (L,R), T−1

q LTq and T−1
q RTq, simultane-

ously block diagonalizes (L,R) into an M -dimensional
pair (LQ, RQ) and an (N−M)-dimensional pair LO, RO.

Remark 7. The results of Theorem 3 apply to any eq-
uitable cluster partition associated with the pair (L,R),
not just the equitable cluster partition with the smallest
number of clusters returned by the algorithm developed by
Belykh and Hasler49.

C. Transformation T̂

Next we discuss the application of both transforma-
tions Tc and Tq to the pair (L,R). While there are dif-
ferent ways in which this can be done, we found the most
straightforward approach is to first apply Tq and decou-
ple the pair (L,R) into the pairs (LQ, RQ) and (LO, RO)
and then apply equivalent transformations to the pairs
(LQ, RQ) and (LO, RO) into their controllable and un-

controllable parts. We call T̂ the resulting transforma-
tion.

Lemma 5. The pair (L,R) is decoupled by application

of the resulting transformation T̂ into four blocks,

T̂LT̂−1 =

Lqc 0 0 0
0 Lrc 0 0
0 0 Lqu 0
0 0 0 Lru



T̂RT̂−1 =

Rqc 0 0 0
0 Rrc 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0

 ,

(35)

where (Lqc, Rqc) is the controllable quotient pair,
(Lrc, Rrc) is the controllable redundant pair, (Lqu, 0)
is the uncontrollable quotient pair, and (Lru, 0) is the
uncontrollable redundant pair. The size of the pair
(Lqc, Rqc) is equal to the dimension u of the controllable
subspace of the quotient pair (LQ, RQ), the sum of the
sizes of the two pairs (Lqu, 0) and (Lru, 0) is equal to the
dimension N−c of the uncontrollable subspace of the pair
(L,R). The size of the pair (Lrc, Rrc) is equal to c− u.

Proof. From Theorem 3 we see that application of the
transformation Tq to the pair (L,R) decouples the pair
into a quotient pair (LQ, RQ) and a redundant pair
(LO, RO). Application of the equivalent transformation
to the pair (LQ, RQ) will necessarily decouple the pair
(LQ, RQ) in its controllable and uncontrollable pairs and
application of the equivalent transformation to the pair
(LO, RO) will necessarily decouple the pair (LO, RO) in
its controllable and uncontrollable pairs.

Table I summarizes the application of transformation
T̂ that decouples the pair (L,R) into four block pairs,
which in what follows we will refer to as the qc pair (quo-
tient controllable), the qu pair (quotient uncontrollable),
the rc pair (redundant controllable), and the ru pair (re-
dundant uncontrollable.)

Table I. The four decoupled blocks and their dimensions after
applying transformation T̂ to the pair (L,R). The first two
rows show the controllable pairs, qc and rc, with dimensions
u and c − u, respectively. The second two rows indicate the
uncontrollable pairs, qu and ru. The sum of the size of the
uncontrollable pairs is equal to N − c.

Theorem 4. The transformation T̂ leads to a finest SBD
of the pair (L,R).
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Proof. The proof is based on the concept of common in-
variant subspaces53,54. As stated above, we first apply
Tq and decouple the pair (L,R) into the pairs (LQ, RQ)
and (LO, RO). We initially focus on the pair LQ =
TEq L(TEq )T , RQ = TEq R(TEq )T and on the corresponding
column subspaces LQ and RQ. We compute the matrix
Tc as described at the end of Sec. V A and we obtain:

T−1
c TEq L(TEq )TTc = T−1

c LQTc =

[
Lqc 0
0 Lqu

]
(36)

T−1
c TEq R(TEq )TTc = T−1

c RQTc =

[
Rqc 0
0 0

]
(37)

The column subspaces of the matrices Lqc, Rqc and
Lqu are Lqc, Rqc and Lq, respectively. The linearly
independent columns of BL = L(TEq )T form a basis for
the span of LQ. Analogously, the linear independent
columns of BR = R(TEq )T form a basis for the span

of RQ. Therefore, B̂ = BTRBL contains the p linearly
independent columns of the product LQRQ.

We compute the SVD B̂ = Û Σ̂V̂ T . The matrix Ûp
contains the first p columns of Û , which form a basis of
RQ ∩ LQ55.

By using the basis Up, the intersection space RQ ∩LQ
can be expressed as the direct sum of minimal-dimension
subspaces56.

The controllability matrix of the pair (LQ, RQ) is

K = [RQ, LQRQ, . . . , L
N−1
Q RQ] and certainly contains

the columns of B̂. Therefore, the columns of Up are a
subset of those of Uc (see. Remark 5 and following text).

The matrix Tc decomposes the vector space RQ + LQ
into the following direct sum of subspaces:

RQ + LQ = (Lqc +Rqc)⊕ Lqu =

[(Rqc ∩ Lqc)⊕ (Rqc −Rqc ∩ Lqc)⊕ (Lqc −Rqc ∩ Lqc)]⊕ Lqu
(38)

As stated above, (Rqc∩Lqc) is the direct sum of minimal-
dimension subspaces because it is represented through
the basis formed by the columns of Uc. The vector space
(Rqc−Rqc∩Lqc)⊕(Lqc−Rqc∩Lqc) cannot be decomposed
in the direct sum of smaller common invariant subspaces
because it is the direct sum of two subspaces with empty
intersection.

The vector space Lqu is the direct sum of 1-dimensional
subspaces, because it is represented through the basis
formed by the columns of XN−c, which contain the eigen-
vectors of LQ that belong to the non controllable sub-
space.

Since the transformation performed by Tc decomposes
the vector space LQ + RQ into the direct sum of
minimal-dimensional subspaces, it produces a finest
SBD of the transformed matrices T−1

c LQTc e T−1
c RQTc.

Similar reasoning can be applied, mutatis mutandis,
to the pair (Lo, Ro). Therefore, the transformtation T̂
produces a finest SBD of the pair (L,R).

To demonstrate the application of the transformation
T̂ to a pinning control problem, consider the network
shown in Fig. 2 (a). The network has M = 2 equitable
clusters, one comprising only the pinned node (in yel-
low in the figure) and the other one comprising all the
remaining nodes (in blue in the figure). The M = 2-
dimensional quotient network is controllable, therefore it
cannot be reduced further. By computing the transfor-
mation matrix T̂ and following Lemma 5 and Eq. (35),
we have:

T̂LT̂−1 =


−1.8937 2.4254 0 0 0
2.4254 −3.1063 0 0 0

0 0 −1.5858 0 0
0 0 0 −3 0
0 0 0 0 −4.4142


(39a)

T̂RT̂−1 =


−4.9981 0.0970 0 0 0
0.0970 −0.0019 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0

 (39b)

By applying the transformation T̂ to the network of Fig.
2, the pair (L,R) is decoupled into a 2-dimensional qc
block and three scalar ru blocks. By further diagonalizing
the qc block of the matrix T̂RT̂−1 and the ru block of
the matrix T̂LT̂−1, we obtain the same transformation
of the matrices L and R shown in Fig. 2 (d,e).

We also considered application of the theory to ran-
domly generated networks. First, we constructed matri-
ces L corresponding to 500 Erdős-Rènyi random networks
with N = 50 nodes and connection probability p = 0.05.
Second, to construct the matrix R, we randomly selected
the pinned nodes for the case that the number s was var-
ied from 1 to 49. Finally, we applied both the transfor-
mations T and T̂ to the constructed pair (L,R), and we
compared the number and dimensions of the resulting
blocks, which yields a total of 24500 numerical experi-
ments. We repeated the process for all the combinations
of L and R. We found that in all the cases considered,
the number and dimensions of the blocks produced by
the SBD transformation T matched the number and di-
mensions of the blocks produces by T̂ transformation,
which is in accordance with the result of Theorem 4 that
T̂ provides a finest SBD.

We finally comment on the complexity of computing
the two transformations T and T̂ . The computational
complexity of calculating the SBD transformation T is
O(N3) following34. The computational complexity of cal-

culating the transformation T̂ = TqTc is O(N3)57–59. We
thus conclude that the computational complexity of the
two calculations is of the same order.
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VI. PINNED NODE SELECTION AND MULTIPLE
DRIVEN BLOCKS

As stated in Sec. IV B, the dimension of the driven
pair (Ld, Rd) coincides with the rank of the controllability
matrix of the pair (L,R). This indicates that both the
topology of the network and the number and choice of
the pinned nodes affect the dimension of the driven pair.
In general, it is possible that the driven pair may be
formed of 1 ≤ w ≤ s independent driven pairs (L1

d, R
1
d),

(L2
d, R

2
d),..., (Lwd , R

w
d ), where Ld⊕wi=1L

i
d and Rd⊕wi=1R

i
d.

If s = 1 then there is only one driven pair. However,
the case s > 1 in which there is more than one pinned
node needs further consideration. In what follows we
show that the choice of the pinned nodes in relation to
the network topology determines w.

Definition 9. Pinned nodes symmetry. A pinned
node symmetry (PNS) is a symmetry of the pair (L,R)60,
i.e. a permutation matrix Π with the following two prop-
erties: (1) it commutes with both matrices L and R, i.e,
LΠ = ΠL, RΠ = ΠR and (2) it swaps two or more
pinned nodes.

Because the permutation matrix Π commutes with
both L and R, it provides a particular solution to the
problem of finding the matrix P described in Sec. IV A.
Hence, the matrix TΠ formed of the eigenvectors of the
matrix Π provides an SBD transformation (though not
necessarily finest.)

Definition 10. Eigenvectors of a permutation
matrix61. Each permutation matrix Π partitions the set
of the network nodes into f disjoint cycles, K1,K2, ...,Kf
of length l1, l2, ..., lf , respectively,

∑f
i=1 li = N . For in-

stance, a cycle of length 1 corresponds to a node that
gets mapped back to itself, a cycle of length 2 corresponds
to two nodes that get swapped with one another and so
on. Each eigenvector of the permutation matrix is as-
sociated with just one cycle, meaning that the entries of
that eigenvector are nonzero only for entries that corre-
spond to nodes in the cycle. The number of eigenvectors
associated with each cycle is equal to the length of the
cycle. As a result, the matrix TΠ can be written in block

diagonal form, TΠ =
⊕f

i=1 T
i
Π, where each square block

T iΠ has size li. For each cycle, there is one eigenvector
whose entries associated with the nodes of the cycle are
all ones and the remaining entries are all zeros. The re-
maining eigenvectors associated with each cycle have the
same structure and are all orthogonal to one another.

Lemma 6. Choosing two or more pinned nodes that are
swapped by a PNS results into independent driven pairs
for each one of these pinned nodes.

Proof. The proof we provide is for the case that the PNS
involves two pinned nodes. The generalization to the case
of more than two pinned nodes is straightforward and is
omitted here for conciseness. We recall that the matrix
TΠ has a special structure, where each one of its rows has

nonzero entries only corresponding to the pinned nodes
that are swapped by the PNS. We can then associate a
‘quotient network’ to the PNS where all the pinned nodes
swapped by the PNS are mapped to only one node. By
using Theorem 3 and Remark 7, we see that the trans-
formation TΠ decouples the pair (L,R) into a quotient
block with one pinned node and an orthogonal (redun-
dant) block with the other pinned node.

As an example, consider the N = 10 node weighted
network represented in Fig. 5 (a), with nodes color coded
according to the M = 8 equitable clusters to which they
belong. Thin (thick) edges indicate a weight of the con-
nection equal to one (two.) The three pinned nodes
(s = 3), number 1, 2, and 6 are indicated with a red
arrow pointing at them. This is an example of a network
for which the quotient network is not fully controllable.
Application of the transformation matrix T̂ to the pair
(L,R) decouples the pair (L,R) into four block pairs: a
7-dimensional qc pair (shown in black), a 1-dimensional
rc pair (in red), a 1-dimensional qu pair (in green) and a
1-dimensional ru pair (in blue).

Figure 5. (a) N = 10-node weighted network. Nodes are col-
ored according to the M = 8 equitable clusters to which they
belong. Thin (thick) edges indicate a weight of the connec-
tion equal to one (two.) Application of transformation matrix

T̂ to (b) L and (c) R decouples the pair (L,R) into the qc
block pair shown in black, the rc block pair shown in red, the
qu block pair shown in green, and the ru block pair shown in
dark blue.

It can be seen that this network has one PNS, which
corresponds to a disjoint cycle that swaps node 1 with 2,
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l = 2,

Π =



0 1 0 0 0 0 0
1 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 1 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 1 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 1 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 1


(40)

The block-diagonal transformation matrix TΠ whose
columns are the eigenvectors of matrix Π is,

TΠ =



−1/
√

2 1/
√

2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

1/
√

2 1/
√

2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1


(41)

Now by applying the transformation matrix TΠ to the
pair (L,R), we have:

LΠ =



−3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 −3 0 0 0
√

2
√

2 0 0
√

2
0 0 −3 0 1 0 0 1 1 0
0 0 0 −3 1 0 0 1 1 0
0 0 1 1 −6 2 0 0 2 0

0
√

2 0 0 2 −6 0 0 0 2

0
√

2 0 0 0 0 −6 2 0 2
0 0 1 1 0 0 2 −6 2 0
0 0 1 1 2 0 0 2 −6 0

0
√

2 0 0 0 2 2 0 0 −6



RΠ =



1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0


(42)

We see that the application of TΠ to the network shown
in Fig. 5, decouples the pair (L,R) into a 9-dimensional
driven quotient block and a 1-dimensional driven redun-
dant block.

To conclude, Lemma 6 states that choosing two pinned
nodes which are swapped by a PNS leads to two indepen-
dent driven blocks and confirms that both the topology
of the network and the number and choice of the pinned
nodes affect the number and dimensions of the driven
pairs.

VII. APPLICATION TO COMPLEX NETWORKS

In the previous sections we have applied our approach
to a variety of simple networks with a small number of
nodes. Here, we extend our analysis to larger synthetic
networks and complex networks with topologies taken
from the literature. The main goal of this section is to
provide evidence of what appears to be a generic property
of these networks in terms of the structure of the blocks
that arise from the decomposition. Table II provides for
each network information on the number of nodes N , the
number of edges E, the number of pinned nodes s, and u
the dimension of the largest block which corresponds to
the only quotient controllable block. All these networks
are undirected and unweighted. For each network in the
table, s = 7 (number chosen without loss of generality)
pinned nodes are randomly selected.

The first and second networks (SF1 and SF2) are
synthetic scale-free networks generated with the static
model62, with exponents of the power-law degree distri-
bution equal to α = 2.11 and α = 2.56, respectively.
In both cases, we first generated the network connec-
tivity using the static model, then removed all nodes
that were not part of the network giant component. The
third dataset, DD-g147, is a biological protein interac-
tion network63. The fourth dataset, ca-sandi-auths, rep-
resents a collaboration network between scientists at San-
dia National Labs63. The last dataset, Case60nordic is a
power grid network64.

To demonstrate the use of the method to determine
the stability of the synchronous solution, we consider the
Rössler oscillator (Eq. 24) at each network node and
set GGG(xxxi) = [xi, yi, 0]T and HHH(xxxi) = [0, yi, 0]T . For this
choice of the functions FFF ,GGG,HHH, the target synchronous
solution is stable for γ larger than a critical value γ∗1 .
We emphasize that the choice of the specific oscillator
is not relevant for the goal specified above, and we have
obtained similar results for other choices of the functions
FFF ,GGG,HHH. Table II compares the numerically estimated
values of γ∗1 and γ∗2 , where the latter is the critical value
of γ above which the MLE of the largest block of the pair
(LT , RT ) becomes negative. As can be seen, for all these
examples the MLE corresponding to the largest block
determines the stability of the target solution.

Figure 6 compares – by plotting them against the pin-
ning control coupling coefficient γ – the synchronization
error of the whole network (panels a,c,e,g,i) and the MLE
of the largest block of the pair (LT , RT ), whereas the
MLEs of the remaining blocks are all negative (panels
b,d,f,h,j).

Figure 7 shows the values of γ∗1 and γ∗2 versus the num-
ber of pinned nodes s for the last network listed in Table
II (60nordic). For each value of s, the pinned nodes are
randomly chosen. As can be seen from Fig. 7, γ∗1 and
γ∗2 are found to be in close agreement for all values of
s. Figure 7 provides evidence that, independent of the
number of pinned nodes, the stability of the target syn-
chronous solution is solely a function of the MLE of the
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largest block of the pair (LT , RT ). This has two main
implications: on the one hand this is advantageous be-
cause stability of the target synchronous solution is only
determined by this one block, on the other hand it is
disadvantageous because this one block is typically quite
large, indicating that our ability to reduce the dimension
of the problem is intrinsically limited for these networks.

We would like to emphasize that the purpose of this
section was not to show application of the pinning con-
trol problem to examples of practical interest, but rather
to show general properties of the blocks obtained when
randomly selecting the pin nodes of a large complex net-
work. In this respect, we found the remarkable property
that for all the networks considered (synthetic and ‘real’)
and for all the random selections of the pin nodes, there is
typically one larger quotient and controllable block, and
the ability to drive the network to the target solution is
de facto determined by the stability of this one block.

Table II. For each network we report N , E, s, and u, the total
number of nodes, the number of edges, the number of pinned
nodes, and the dimension of the qc block, respectively. γ∗

1 is
the value of γ above which the network converges to the syn-
chronous solution, and γ∗

2 is the critical value of γ above which
the MLE of the largest block of the pair (LT , RT ) becomes
negative. All these networks are undirected and unweighted.

Label Name N E s u γ∗
1 γ∗

2

Net1 SF1 72 100 7 46 1.43 1.425
Net2 SF2 63 80 7 55 1.43 1.415
Net3 DD-g14763 99 317 7 94 2.385 2.368
Net4 ca-sandi-auths63 56 70 7 13 1.27 1.268
Net5 Case60nordic65 60 72 7 56 1.302 1.291
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Figure 6. (a,c,e,g,i) Synchronization error for the pair (L,R)
as a function of γ. (b,d,f,h,j) MLE of the largest block of the
pair (LT , RT ) as a function of γ. The network labels Net1,
Net2, etc are consistent with Table II.
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Figure 7. γ∗
1 and γ∗

2 versus the number of pinned nodes for
the 60nordic network listed in Table II, where γ∗

1 is the value
of the γ above which the error goes to zero, and γ∗

2 is the
zero-crossing point of the MLE of the largest block of the
pair (LT , RT ).

VIII. CONCLUSION

While techniques for the simultaneous block diagonal-
ization (SBD) of matrices have been previously applied to
the network synchronization problem33,34, here, our focus
is on decoupling the synchronization stability equations
of a network with pinning control, consisting of two differ-
ent types of coupling: (i) node-to-node coupling among
the network nodes and (ii) input-to-node coupling from
source node to the ‘pinned nodes’. Our main result is
that we prove that the blocks resulting from the SBD
can be categorized into four types, which we call quotient
controllable, quotient uncontrollable, redundant control-
lable, redundant uncontrollable. This has important con-
sequences as it indicates that, for this class of networks,
the SBD transformation can be replaced by application of
an alternative transformation that decouples the stability
problem into a quotient and a redundant part and each
one of these two into a controllable and an uncontrollable
part. Different from previous applications of the SBD
technique33,34, we provide a characterization about the
dimensions of the independent sets of equations in which
the stability problem is reduced. Our analysis applied to
several complex networks from the literature shows that
stability of the target synchronous solution is always de-
termined by the maximum Lyapunov exponent of only
one quotient controllable block.

From the standpoint of stability analysis, it is conve-
nient to have small blocks. One may conclude that it may
be desirable to minimize the dimension of the controllable
subspace, as we have shown that the blocks correspond-
ing to the non-controllable subspace are all scalar, which
is the best possible outcome in terms of dimension reduc-
tion. In terms of stability, we have investigated how the
synchronizability (or pin-controllability) varies depend-
ing on the individual blocks. One point that is left for
future study is how to choose the pinned nodes in an
optimal way, i.e., so as to enforce desirable properties of

the controlled network. It is also possible to extend our
work to the case that delays affect either the node-to-
node coupling function GGG or the source-to-node coupling
function HHH. The techniques for simultaneous block di-
agonalization of matrices can also be applied to the case
of time-varying networks17–20, but with the caveat that
the blocks resulting from the decomposition may vary in
time with the network time evolution.

SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

The supplementary material includes further clarifica-
tions on the calculation and then application of the trans-
formation matrices T and T̂ . Note 1 provides further in-
formation on the network with N = 10 nodes shown in
Figure 5. Note 2 focuses on another example of a star
network with N = 4 nodes, for which we considered all
possible choices of unique combinations of pinned nodes.
Note 3 includes the proof that that if T (1), ..., T (M) is a
set of N ×N real matrices, then the intersection of their
null spaces is equal to the null space of the sum of their
inner products.
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IX. APPENDIX

A. Derivation of Blocks P1 and P2

Matrix-matrix products and be expressed as matrix-
vector products using the Kronecker product. Let A ∈
Rn×p, X ∈ Rp×m and B ∈ Rn×m. The matrix-matrix
product AX = B can be equivalently expressed as,

(Im ⊗A)vec(X) = vec(B) (A.1)

Similarly, for A ∈ Rp×m and X ∈ Rn×p then the matrix-
matrix product XA = B can be equivalently expressed
as,

(AT ⊗ In)vec(X) = vec(B) (A.2)

With these two identities, the four equations in Eq. (21)
can be equivalently expressed as matrix-vector product.

((Is ⊗ L11)− (LT11 ⊗ Is))vec(P1) = 0s2 (A.3a)
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((Iτ ⊗ L22)− (LT22 ⊗ Iτ ))vec(P2) = 0τ2 (A.3b)

(LT12 ⊗ Is)vec(P1)− (Iτ ⊗ L12)vec(P2) = 0sτ (A.3c)

− (Is ⊗ L21)vec(P1) + (LT21 ⊗ Iτ )vec(P2) = 0sτ (A.3d)

Combine the first two lines of Eq. (A.3) into a compos-
ite linear system of equations and the second two lines of
Eq. (A.3) into another composite linear system of equa-
tions to create Eq. (22).
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45R. J. Sánchez-Garćıa, “Exploiting symmetry in network analy-
sis,” Communications Physics, vol. 3, no. 1, pp. 1–15, 2020.

46M. Golubitsky, I. Stewart, and D. G. Schaeffer, Singularities and
Groups in Bifurcation Theory: Volume II. Springer Science &
Business Media, 2012, vol. 69.

47M. Golubitsky and I. Stewart, The symmetry perspective: from
equilibrium to chaos in phase space and physical space. Springer
Science & Business Media, 2003, vol. 200.

48S. Martini, M. Egerstedt, and A. Bicchi, “Controllability anal-
ysis of multi-agent systems using relaxed equitable partitions,”
International Journal of Systems, Control and Communications,
vol. 2, no. 1-3, pp. 100–121, 2010.

49I. Belykh and M. Hasler, “Mesoscale and clusters of synchrony
in networks of bursting neurons,” Chaos: An Interdisciplinary
Journal of Nonlinear Science, vol. 21, no. 1, p. 016106, 2011.

50L. M. Pecora, F. Sorrentino, A. M. Hagerstrom, T. E. Murphy,
and R. Roy, “Cluster synchronization and isolated desynchro-
nization in complex networks with symmetries,” Nature Com-
munications, vol. 5, 2014.

51M. T. Schaub, N. O’Clery, Y. N. Billeh, J.-C. Delvenne, R. Lam-
biotte, and M. Barahona, “Graph partitions and cluster synchro-
nization in networks of oscillators,” Chaos: An Interdisciplinary
Journal of Nonlinear Science, vol. 26, no. 9, p. 094821, 2016.

52Y. S. Cho, T. Nishikawa, and A. E. Motter, “Stable chimeras and
independently synchronizable clusters,” Physical review letters,

vol. 119, no. 8, p. 084101, 2017.
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