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Abstract— In this paper, we address the finite time synchro-
nization of a network of dynamical systems with time-varying
interactions modelled using temporal networks. We synchronize
a few nodes initially using external control inputs. These nodes
are termed as pinning nodes. The other nodes are synchronized
by interacting with the pinning nodes and with each other.
We first provide sufficient conditions for the network to be
synchronized. Then we formulate an optimization problem to
minimize the number of pinning nodes for synchronizing the
entire network. Finally, we address the problem of maximizing
the number of synchronized nodes when there are constraints
on the number of nodes that could be pinned. We show that this
problem belongs to the class of NP-hard problems and propose
a greedy heuristic. We illustrate the results using numerical
simulations.

Index Terms— Pinning control, Temporal networks, Submod-
ular optimization, Complex networks

Modern applications involve a large number of dynamical
entities interacting with each other. Synchronization of all
these entities to some desired system trajectory is of interest
in certain applications such as power grids with multiple gen-
erators [1], secure communication [2], harmonic oscillation
generation, regulatory mechanisms in biological processes
such as synchronous beat of heart cells [3], opinion dynam-
ics, etc. Synchronization in networked dynamical systems is
well studied in literature ([1], [4], [5]). Paper [6] provides
a survey on synchronization in complex networks and its
applications.

In the context of large networks, pinning synchronization
is of interest. Here, only a fraction of the systems in the
network are pinned or in other words, influenced by an
external control input. The effect of this input propagates to
other systems by interactions that exist among the systems.
The pinning method has been of interest to the research
community for the past two decades[5], [7]–[10]. The litera-
ture discusses two major approaches to selecting the pinning
nodes : Master Stability Function-based approaches ([5],
[11], [12]) and the Lyapunov Function based approaches
([13]–[16]).

The topology of the network which depicts the interactions
among systems plays an important role in the synchro-
nization of these networked systems. Literature predomi-
nantly assumes these interactions to be static. However, the
interactions in complex networks, for example, regulatory
networks from biological sciences, epidemic spreading and
social networks are known to be time-varying in nature.
The time-varying interactions influence the sequence of
synchronization of the systems in the complex network
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and therefore should be addressed appropriately. Hence, we
propose to address the synchronization problem for non-
static interactions by using temporal networks. Temporal net-
works have been used to model time-varying interactions in
literature [17]–[19]. For time-varying interactions, a switched
system framework has been adopted in [1]. Here synchro-
nization under arbitrary switching topology is discussed.
Then a switching sequence, choosing from a collection
of pre-defined topologies, is designed for synchronization.
Simultaneous triangularizability of the connection matrices
is required for this case. In the temporal network framework,
the network topology is not limited to a finite set. Also in our
model, we assume that the external input is used only at the
beginning for the pinning nodes and then the external input
is removed. The systems in the network get synchronized by
interactions with their neighbours. Additionally, we design
control laws for synchronization in finite time and hence
at the end of the temporal network evolution, the network
would be synchronized.

Optimization problems have also been addressed in the
pinning control synchronization literature. The pinning nodes
are chosen to optimize the convergence rate in [20], the num-
ber of synchronized nodes in [21] and [22] and stabilizability
in [10]. While all the above papers address the Optimization
problem in static networks, we focus on temporal networks.
Synchronization problems are also addressed when there
are time delays [23], quantized output control with actuator
faults [24] and noise perturbations [25].

We consider a network of dynamical systems each with
non-linear dynamics with time-varying interactions that are
modelled using temporal networks. We are interested in finite
time synchronization of this network using pinning control.
We summarize our contribution as follows.

• We formulate sufficient conditions for the networked
system to be synchronized in finite time for a given set
of pinned nodes.

• Find the minimum number of nodes to be pinned to
achieve synchronization of the entire network. This is
formulated as a Linear Programming problem.

• Given some constraints on the number of nodes to be
pinned, find the maximum number of nodes that could
be synchronized. We show that this problem is NP-hard
and hence propose a greedy heuristic. We analyze the
performance of the heuristic using numerical simula-
tions.

I. PRELIMINARIES

Notations : Rn denotes all vectors with real entries of size
n, Rn×m denotes the set of all matrices with real entries of
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size n×m. For A ∈ Rn×m, Aij denotes the (i, j)th element
of A and AT denotes the transpose of A. If A = AT ∈
Rn×n, then λmax(A) denotes the largest eigenvalue. 0n is a
vector of all zeros in Rn. R+ is the set of all positive real
numbers.

Let G = (V,E) denote a digraph (directed graph), where
V = {1, . . . , n} is the set of its vertices and E is the set
of its edges. E is a set of tuples of the form (i, j) which
indicates the presence of an edge from node j to node i. A
is the adjacency matrix of G where Aij > 0 if (i, j) ∈ E
and Aij = 0 otherwise. D is a diagonal matrix with its
ith diagonal element being the in-degree of the ith node
in G. Then L := D − A is defined as the Laplacian matrix
associated with G. A path in a digraph is an ordered sequence
of edges, {e1, . . . , ep}, where the node at which an edge ends
is the node from which the edge next in the sequence starts
(i.e) ek = (i, j), ek+1 = (l, i) ∀ k ∈ {1, . . . , , p − 1}. A
directed cycle in a digraph is a directed path where the node
from where the first edge starts is the same node in which
the last edge ends. (i.e) ep = (i, j) and e1 = (j, k). Digraphs
without any directed cycles are termed as Directed Acyclic
Graphs (DAGs). A DAG with a finite number of nodes will
have at least one node with no incoming edges. We term
such nodes as root nodes.

Let V be a finite set. Consider a set function f : 2V →
R that maps any subset of V to R. The function f being
submodular is defined below.

Definition 1: A set function f : 2V → R is submodular
if for all subsets P ⊆ Q ⊆ V and all set members s /∈ Q, it
holds that

f(P ∪ {s})− f(P ) ≥ f(Q ∪ {s})− f(Q) (1)
Another equivalent condition for submodularity is : for any
two subsets P and Q of V , it holds that

f(P ) + f(Q) ≥ f(P ∪Q) + f(P ∩Q) (2)

II. PROBLEM FORMULATION

We consider N identical dynamical systems each with n
states. They interact with each other and these interactions
vary with time. Each interaction persists for a fixed time
period. The behaviour of such systems can be modelled using
temporal networks defined below.

Definition 2: A temporal network is an ordered sequence
of graphs denoted by {Gk(V,Ek)}, with k = 1 , . . , T on a
set of vertices V . Each vi ∈ V refers to a dynamical system.
Each element in Ek indicates a directed interaction between
two nodes in the time interval [kτ , (k + 1)τ).
Each graph Gk which persists for time τ is referred to as a
snapshot. Since each element of V refers to a system. We
use nodes and systems interchangeably. We assume that we
cannot control the sequence of the snapshots. Our objective
in this case is to synchronize all the systems to some desired
trajectory at the end of the temporal network evolution, i.e.,
at time τT

Definition 3: The state vector of a system i, denoted by
xi, is said to be synchronized to a trajectory s(t) if the

following holds

lim
t→∞

||xi(t)− s(t)||2 → 0

The above definition refers to asymptotic synchronization.
We focus on finite time synchronization.

Definition 4: The states of a system i, denoted by xi, is
said to be synchronized to a trajectory s(t) in finite time if
there exist some tf > 0 such that the following holds

||xi(t)− s(t)||2 = 0 ∀ t ≥ tf
Literature on synchronization over static networks assumes

the following standard model.

ẋi(t) = f(xi(t))− c

N∑
j=1

Lijxi(t) (3)

where f : Rn → Rn represents the dynamics of each system,
c ≥ 0 is the coupling strength and L represents the Laplacian
matrix of the graph depicting the interactions. In the above
model, note that the interactions across agents are linear. In
[26], the interactions across agents are modified to be non-
linear to achieve finite time synchronization. Inspired from
the same, we propose the following dynamics for each agent.
Let xi(t) ∈ Rn denote the state vector of each agent and
X(t) ∈ RnN :=

[
xT
1 (t) · · · xT

n (t)
]T

.

ẋi(t) = f(xi(t))− cgki (X(t)), kτ ≤ t < (k + 1)τ (4)

where c ≥ 0 is the coupling strength and

gki (X(t)) =


∑N

j=1 Lij(k)xj(t)

||
∑N

j=1 Lij(k)xj(t)||2
, ||

∑N
j=1 Lij(k)xj(t)||2 ̸= 0

0, ||
∑N

j=1 Lij(k)xj(t)||2 = 0

,

L(k) is the Laplacian matrix associated with Gk.
We assume the control model as follows. Initially a few

nodes, S0 ⊂ V will be synchronized to a desired trajectory
s(t) by using an external input. This can be achieved in finite
time, for an appropriate choice of input gain, as discussed
in some literature on Sliding mode Control [27]–[29]. This
is elaborated in the Appendix in Section V. We term the
initial set of nodes synchronized by an external input as
pinning nodes. Then, the question that is of interest to us is
whether the remaining nodes are also synchronized to s(t) by
interacting with other nodes. These time-varying interactions
are depicted by the temporal network Gk, for k = 1, . . . T .
Let Sk denote the set of all nodes that are synchronized at
time kτ . Sk depends on Sk−1, Gk and c. We assume we
can choose a high enough value for c such that in finite
time τ , depending on Sk−1 and Gk all possible nodes that
can be synchronized will be in Sk. A guideline for choosing
such a c is provided in Appendix. We next state some of our
assumptions on the model. First, we assume the dynamics
of all the systems to satisfy the QUAD property defined as
follows.

Definition 5: A function f : Rn → Rn is QUAD(∆ , ω)
if it satisfies the following inequality for all x, y ∈ Rn

(x− y)T (f(x)− f(y)) ≤ (x− y)T (∆− ωI) (x− y) (5)



∆ ∈ Rn×n is a symmetric matrix and ω ∈ R+ ∪ 0 is a
non - negative scalar)

Assumption 1: f in (3) is QUAD (∆ , ω)

QUAD assumption is commonly used in the literature ([30]–
[32]) when Lyapunov function based approaches are used to
derive sufficiency conditions for synchronization.
The next assumption is on the graph Gk for each snapshot.

Assumption 2: Gk is a directed acyclic graph ∀ k =
0 . . . T

This assumption helps in analysing the synchronization of
a networked system by exploiting the hierarchy that exists
in DAGs. This will be explained in detail in the upcoming
section. The first problem that we address is to identify
conditions for synchronization, given set of pinning nodes.
Recall that Sk depends upon Gk and Sk−1. We require
ST = V .

Problem 1: Given a set S0 ⊂ V , provide the conditions
for ST = V .

The next problem is about optimizing the set of pinning
nodes.

Problem 2: Minimize S0 such that ST = V

In certain scenarios, the above optimization problem would
result in a set S0 with a large cardinality. Practically it
might not be feasible to pin a large number of nodes.
Hence we address the question of maximizing the number of
synchronized nodes when there are constraints on the number
of nodes that could be pinned initially.

Problem 3: Maximize |ST | such that |S0| ≤ q

III. MAIN RESULTS

In this section, we address the three problems mentioned
in the problem formulation. We first explain about the graph
structure for each Gk and then about the construction of a
fused graph G formed using all the graphs G1, G2, . . . GT in
the temporal network.

In a time interval [kτ, (k + 1)τ), the root nodes in Gk

retain their status (synchronized or unsynchronized) from the
time kτ as there are no incoming edges to these nodes in this
duration [kτ, (k+1)τ). In order to capture this, we construct
a fused graph G as explained below. We stack all the graphs
one below the other as shown in Figure 1 on the left side.
There is a temporal network on 3 nodes. The nodes which are
solid are the root nodes. The edges in each graph Gk depict
the interactions that occur in time interval [kτ, (k + 1)τ).
Then we draw edges to each of the root nodes, starting from
the same node in the previous time interval. This is illustrated
in the right side of Figure 1

G1

G2

G3

1

2 3

1

2 3

1

2 3

1

2 3

1

2 3

1

2 3

Fig. 1: Fused graph G of the snapshots G1, G2 and G3. The
solid nodes are root nodes.

A. Graph Conditions for Synchronizing the temporal net-
work

Theorem 1: Consider a network of dynamical systems
each following the dynamics as given in (4), with interactions
depicted by a temporal network {Gk}, k = 1, . . . , T . Let G
denote the fused graph obtained from all Gk’s. Given an S0,
if the set of all root nodes in G1 that have a directed path
in G to any of the root nodes in GT is a subset of S0, then
ST = V , provided the coupling strength c is sufficiently
large.

Proof: Let Rk ⊂ V denote the set of root nodes in
the graph Gk. Root nodes do not have any incoming edges
and hence they retain their synchronization status within a
given snapshot. Note that in any snapshot, a node i ∈ V
is synchronized if all nodes in Rk that have a path to i
is synchronized. The other set of root nodes which do not
have a path to i do not influence it and hence we do not
require them to be synchronized. ST = V , if all the root
nodes in GT , i.e., RT are synchronized. Hence the nodes in
RT will be synchronized if all nodes in RT−1 that have a
path to nodes in RT in GT−1 is synchronized. Applying this
statement recursively for all snapshots starting from T to 1,
we get that all nodes in R1 that have a path to the nodes in
RT in the fused graph G should be pinned initially, i.e., they
should be a subset of S0 for ST = V .

B. Optimal pinning nodes

In the previous section, Theorem 1 provided a sufficient
condition for all the nodes in a temporal network to be
synchronized for a given set of initial nodes that were
synchronized. In this section we address Problem 2, where
we find a minimum set of pinning nodes. This optimization
problem can be formulated as an Integer Linear Program-
ming (ILP) problem. Let si,k denote the status of a system i
being synchronized or not at the time kτ , i.e., si,k = 1
if synchronized and si,k = 0 if unsynchronized. A key
concept which is used in formulating the ILP is as follows
: A node would be synchronized if all the nodes that have
incoming edges to it are synchronized. Hence, even if one of
the incoming edge is unsynchronized, then the system could
become unsynchronized. This is captured by the following



condition.
Pi,ksi,k ≤

∑
j, s.t.(i,j)∈Ek

sj,k (6)

where Pi,k is the number of in-neighbours to node i in Gk.
Across two snapshots k − 1 and k, only the root nodes

of Gk retain their status. Rest change depending on the
interactions depicted by Gk. Hence if node i is a root node
in Gk, then si,k = si,k−1. We replace the equality by an
inequality as follows in order to combine with (6)

si,k ≤ si,k−1 (7)

We explain shortly that this change will not affect our ILP
solution. Let LG denote the Laplacian of the fused graph
explained in Figure 1. Then equations (6) and (7) can be
together written using LG as follows.

LGs ≤ 0nT , s
T =

[
s1,0 . . . sN,0 s1,1 . . . sN,T

]T
Since we need all the nodes to be synchronized at time τT ,
we add the following constraint:

∑N
i=1 si,T = N , ∀i The

ILP is as follows.

min

N∑
i=1

si,0

LGs ≤ 0
N∑
i=1

si,T = N

si,k ∈ {0, 1},∀i, k

(8)

In the above problem all nodes in last snapshot is forced to
be 1 by the equality constraint. Then the constraint si,k ≤
si,k−1 for k = T forces all nodes in Gk−1 that are root
nodes in Gk to be 1., i.e., si,T−1 = si,T = 1 if i is a root
node in GT . Hence replacing the equality constraint by an
inequality constraint does not affect the solution. Since the
above problem is ILP, we relax the integer constraints and
get an LP as follows.

min

N∑
i=1

si,0

LGs ≤ 0
N∑
i=1

si,T = N,

0 ≤ si,k ≤ 1,∀i, k

(9)

Lemma 1: The solution to the LP in (9) is the same as
ILP in (8) and is also unique

Proof: The equality constraint of the above LP ensures
that si,T = 1 ∀ i = 1, . . . , N . Then the constraint in (7),
ensures that all nodes in Gk−1 which are root nodes in Gk

will have the status as 1. Then because of constraint in (6) all
incoming neighbours to the above nodes in Gk−1 will also
have status 1. Using the same argument we can conclude
that all variables si,k will take the value either 1 or 0 and
not any real value. Hence the ILP solution and LP solution
are the same.

C. Maximum synchronizing nodes with constraints on pin-
ning nodes

In this section we address Problem 3. We first prove that
this optimization problem belongs to the class of NP hard
problems. We do this by showing it as a special case of
Submodular Cost Submodular Knapsack (SCSK) problem
[33]–[35] which is as follows. For a given p ≤ N

max
X⊂V

g(X)

s.t. f(X) ≤ p
(10)

where, g and f are submodular functions. In our case, we
want to maximise |ST | such that |S0| ≤ q. We define a
function f : V → R as follows. For a node v ∈ V , f(v)
returns the cardinality of the minimum number of nodes that
has to be pinned such that v ∈ ST . Then the optimization
problem is as follows. For a given p ≤ N

max
X⊂V

|X|

s.t. f(X) ≤ p
(11)

Theorem 2: The function f is submodular
Proof: Define a set function f̃ : V → V as follows.

For a set X ⊂ V , f̃(X) returns all nodes that should be
pinned for X ⊂ ST . Note |f̃(X)| = f(X) If two subsets of
nodes of V , A and B are to be synchronized, the nodes of
f̃(A) and f̃(B) need to be pinned together. So, f̃(A∪B) =
f̃(A) ∪ f̃(B).

Let A,B ∈ V such that A ∩B = C and f̃(A) ∩ f̃(B) =
C̃ ̸= ∅.

f(A) + f(B) =|f̃(A)|+ |f̃(B)|
=|(f̃(A)− C̃) ∪ C̃|+ |(f̃(B)− C̃) ∪ C̃|
=|f̃(A)− C̃|+ |C̃|+ |f̃(B)− C̃|+ |C̃|

f(A) + f(B) =|f̃(A)− C̃|+ |f̃(B)− C̃|+ 2|C̃| (12)

f(A ∪B) = |(f̃(A)− C̃) ∪ (f̃(B)− C̃) ∪ C̃)|

f(A∪B)+f(A∩B) = |(f̃(A)−C̃)|+|(f̃(B)−C̃)|+|C̃|+f(C)
(13)

For the f to be submodular, f(A) + f(B) ≥ f(A∪B) +
f(A ∩ B) ∀ A,B ⊆ V . From (12) and (13), we get the
condition :

|C̃| ≥ f(C) = |f̃(C)| (14)

We now prove that the inequality (14) always holds true.

|C̃| = |f̃(A) ∩ f̃(B)|
=
∣∣f̃((A− C) ∪ C) ∩ f̃((B − C) ∪ C)

∣∣
=
∣∣(f̃(A− C) ∪ f̃(C)

)
∩
(
f̃(B − C) ∪ f̃(C)

)∣∣
|C̃| =

∣∣f̃(C) ∪
(
f̃(A− C) ∩ f̃(B − C)

)∣∣ (15)

Since f̃(C) ⊆ f̃(C) ∪
(
f̃(A − C) ∩ f̃(B − C)

)
, (14)

always holds true. So, f(A)+f(B) ≥ f(A∪B)+f(A∩B)
∀ A,B ⊆ V and hence, we can conclude that the function
f is submodular.
From Theorem 2, we can conclude that optimization problem
in (11) is NP hard and hence Problem 3 is also NP hard.



Therefore we propose to use a greedy algorithm as given in
Algorithm 1. For each i ∈ V , we identify the set of nodes that
needs to be pinned such that i ∈ ST . This can be computed
by using the LP formulation in (9). Modify the constraint∑N

i=1 si,T = N as si,T = 1 and sj,T = 0 for all other
j ̸= i. Then we first add the node that requires least number
of nodes to be pinned. Then iteratively we add nodes that
require least number of new nodes to be pinned as long as
the cardinality constraint on the maximum number of nodes
to be pinned is satisfied.

Algorithm 1 Greedy Algorithm

V = {1 , . . , N}
X = ∅
i = ∅
while f(X ∪ i) ≤ p and |X| ≤ N do

X = X ∪ i
i = argminj∈V−Xf(X ∪ j)

end while

D. Simulation results

We considered a network of Van der Pol oscillators and
the dynamics of each oscillator is given by the following
equation.

ṗ = q

q̇ = (1− p2)q − p

We set the desired trajectory to be the limit cycle in Van
der Pol oscillator. We assume the oscillators are interacting
over a temporal network given in Figure 2. Following the
guidelines in the Appendix, we chose c = 225. We solved
the LP given in (9) and identified that the two nodes 1 and
2 should be synchronized for all the entire network to be
synchronized. We observe the entire network is synchronized
by the end of 5 snapshots in Figure 3.

Next we implemented the greedy algorithm on a few
examples to evaluate its performance. We randomly gener-
ated 120 temporal networks. The number of nodes in each
network varied between 15 to 20. The cardinality constraints
were also chosen randomly. We observed that the greedy
returned the optimum value in all except for two cases.

1
2

34

5

(a) Snapshot 1

1
2

34

5

(b) Snapshot 2

1
2

34

5

(c) Snapshot 3

1
2

34

5

(d) Snapshot 4

1
2

34

5

(e) Snapshot 5

Fig. 2: Snapshot representation of the Van der Pol Network

(a) Node 1, x1(0) = (−2, 0) (b) e1(t) = x1(t)− s(t)

(c) Node 2, x2(0) = (−2, 0) (d) e2(t) = x2(t)− s(t)

(e) Node 3, x3(0) = (−3,−3) (f) e3(t) = x3(t)− s(t)

(g) Node 4, x4(0) = (3, 0) (h) e4(t) = x4(t)− s(t)

(i) Node 5, x5(0) = (0, 0) (j) e5(t) = x5(t)− s(t)

Fig. 3: Synchronization of a 5 Node Temporal Network

IV. CONCLUSION

In this paper we addressed the pinning control synchro-
nization of a network of dynamical systems with time
varying interactions modelled using the temporal network
framework. We derived a sufficient condition to synchronize
all the systems in the network to some desired trajectory
for a given set of pinning nodes. We addressed the problem
of optimizing the number of pinning nodes to synchronize
the network by formulating it as a Linear programming
problem. We next addressed the problem of maximizing the
number of synchronized nodes when there are constraints



on the number of nodes that could be pinned. We showed
that this is a special case of submodular cost submodular
knapsack (SCSK) problem which is NP-hard. We proposed
a greedy heuristic which gave near optimal solutions in
simulation results. In future, we will extend the analysis to
temporal networks with directed cycles and networks with
non-identical dynamics.
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V. APPENDIX

A. Finite time synchronization for pinning nodes

An agent/node that is a pinning node will have the
following dynamics. For i ∈ S0,

ẋi(t) = f(xi(t)) + κu(t), (16)

where κ is input gain and

u(t) =


x(t)− s(t)

||x(t)− s(t)||2
, x(t) ̸= s(t)

0n, x(t) = s(t)

The above control input will ensure that the state in (16)
will be synchronized to s(t) in finite time for a suitable
choice of input gain κ. This input is inspired from the sliding
mode literature [27]–[29].

B. Finite time synchronization in each snapshot of temporal
network

As discussed in Section II, each snapshot k exists for
the duration (kτ, (k + 1)τ ]. Once the pinning nodes are
synchronized, all the other systems interact with each other



in order that the entire network is synchronized. Consider the
dynamics of each agent as given in (4). We proceed to derive
the conditions on c required for finite time synchronization.
Let ei = xi − s be the difference between the states of the
node i and the desired trajectory s. We choose a quadratic
lyapunov function for each node i for an interval θ as
follows:

Vi =
1

2
eTi ei =

1

2
||ei||22

Taking the time derivative we get

V̇i =
d

dt
(Vi) =

∂Vi

∂ei

T dei
dt

= eTi (ẋi − ṡ)

= eTi

(
f(xi)− f(s)− cgki (X)

)
V̇i = eTi

(
f(xi)− f(s)

)
−

{
ceTi g

k
i (X) , xi ̸= s

0 , xi = s

If all the incoming edges are from synchronized nodes
(i.e) ej = 0 ∀j ̸= i,

V̇i = eTi

(
f(xi)− f(s)

)
−

ceTi
Lii(k − 1)ei

||Lii(k − 1)ei||2
, xi ̸= s

0 , xi = s

V̇i = eTi

(
f(xi)− f(s)

)
−

{
c||ei||2 , xi ̸= s

0 , xi = s

Using the QUAD assumption (1),

V̇ ≤ eTi (∆− ωIn) ei −

{
c||ei||2 , xi ̸= s

0 , xi = s

Let Q = ∆− ωIn

≤ λmax(Q)||ei||22 −

{
c||ei||2 , xi ̸= s

0 , xi = s

V̇i ≤

{
||ei||2

(
||ei||2λmax(Q)− c

)
, xi ̸= s

0 , xi = s

V̇i ≤

{√
2Vi

(
λmax(Q)

√
2Vi − c

)
, xi ̸= s

0 , xi = s

For xi ̸= s,

V̇i ≤
√

2Vi

(
λmax(Q)

√
2Vi − c

)
(17)

For xi = s,
V̇i = 0 (18)

Rearranging the terms in (17) and integrating both sides, ln
(
c− λmax(Q)

√
2Vi(t)

)
λmax(Q)

Vi(θ)

Vi(0)

≤ θ

Let c > λmax(Q)
√
2Vi(0)

ln

(
c− λmax(Q)

√
2Vi(θ)

c− λmax(Q)
√
2Vi(0)

)
≤ λmax(Q)θ

(19)

||ei(θ)||2 ≥ c− (c− λmax(Q)||ei(0)||2) eλmax(Q)θ

λmax(Q)
(20)

For the node to be synchronized within θ, ||ei(θ)||2 = 0.

=⇒
(
1− e−λmax(Q)θ

)
c ≥ λmax(Q)||ei((k − 1)θ))||2

Since λmax(Q)θ > 0 ,

c ≥ λmax(Q)||ei(0)||2
(1− e−λmaxQθ)

(21)

We observe that the coupling strength c depends on the initial
error, system dynamics which determine λmax(Q) and θ
the duration within which the finite time synchronization
should be achieved. A node could be synchronized at the
last snapshot of the temporal network also. Hence, the initial
error of the node when it is synchronized is not known.
Therefore using equation (21) as a guideline, we choose a
high enough value for c to ensure finite time synchronization.
Note in each snapshot, the synchronization starts from the
root nodes of Gk and then depending on the graph structure
and synchronization status of root nodes, each node sub-
sequently gets synchronized if possible. Hence for a leaf
node in Gk to get synchronized we need time at most Dkθ,
where Dk is the diameter of the graph Gk. The duration of
each snapshot, τ depends on the application and hence we
assume θ, the finite time taken for a node to get synchronized
satisfies the following condition: θ ≤ τ

Dk
Note that this an

upper bound and depending on the graph structure, one can
choose better values for θ with the knowledge of the graph
and initial conditions.
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