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Synchronization is a widespread phenomenon observed across natural and artificial networked systems. It
often manifests itself by clusters of units exhibiting coincident dynamics. These clusters are a direct conse-
quence of the organization of the Laplacian matrix eigenvalues into spectral localized blocks. We show how the
concept of spectral blocks can be leveraged to design straightforward yet powerful controllers able to fully ma-
nipulate cluster synchronization of a generic network, thus shaping at will its parallel functioning. Specifically,
we demonstrate how to induce the formation of spectral blocks in networks where such structures would not
exist, and how to achieve precise mastering over the synchronizability of individual clusters by dictating the se-
quence in which each of them enters or exits the synchronization stability region as the coupling strength varies.
Our results underscore the pivotal role of cluster synchronization control in shaping the parallel operation of
networked systems, thereby enhancing their efficiency and adaptability across diverse applications.

From brain dynamics and neuronal firing to epidemics and power grids, synchronization plays a pivotal role in determining the
collective behavior of networked dynamical units [1H3]]. In fact, the assumption that the whole network synchronizes uniformly
oversimplifies what actually happens in many real-world systems, where regular functioning often relies, instead, on cluster
synchronization (CS). CS is a state wherein specific clusters of nodes within the network synchronize internally while exhibiting
distinct dynamics from other clusters [4-9]. The phenomenon is particularly relevant in systems where parallel processing or
localized information exchange is essential, such as brain networks and communication networks. Gathering a full control of
CS is therefore of crucial value for the optimization of the performance of such systems.

Despite the recognized importance of CS, the development of control methods tailored for taming and regulating clustered
states is currently lagging behind, if compared to techniques for controlling global synchronization. Several control strategies
exist, indeed, for promoting or suppressing synchronization in entire networks [10-16] or in groups of symmetrical nodes [17-
20], but their extension to a generic cluster-level dynamics is still unavailable. The heterogeneous nature of clusters, together
with the intricate structure of inter-cluster interactions, calls therefore for novel control methods capable of selectively targeting
and manipulating specific splay states within the network. Addressing this gap in knowledge, as we do in our work, represents
a pressing frontier in the field of network science and control theory, and offers unprecedented opportunities for unlocking the
full potential of complex networked systems across diverse applications.

We, therefore, start by considering a pristine network G of N identical dynamical systems described by

N
% = £(x) +d )" a;j (h(x;) —h(x) +w; (1)
j=1
withi =1,...,N. Here, f is a generic flow governing the uncoupled dynamics of each unit, d is a coupling strength, a;; are the

entries of the adjacency matrix A = {a;;} (a;; = 1 if nodes 7 and j are connected and a;; = 0 otherwise), h is a (again generic)
coupling function, and u; a control input. The only assumption made, for the time being, is that the interaction graph associated
with A is undirected and weighted.

We focus on the synchronous behavior of the network and, in particular, on the onset of clusters of synchronous nodes.
Specifically, we want to describe a scenario where, given a set of M network’s clusters (denoted by C;, Cs,...,Cy), one or
more of them display a synchronous dynamics i.e., tl_i)inm IIx;(#) — x;(DIl = 0 Vi, j € C;for some [ € {1,...,M}. Ref. [21] has

proved rigorously that such clustered states correspond to the presence of spectral blocks in the structure of G. A spectral block
S localized at nodes {i}, >, ...,iy-} is defined as a subset of (N’ — 1) eigenvectors of the Laplacian matrix £ associated to G
displaying the following features: i) all v € S[v = (vi,Vv2,...,vy) ] are such that v; = 0 Vi ¢ i1,15,...,i), and ii) allv ¢ S are
such that v; = v; Vi, j € i1, ip, ..., ). Ref. [21] demonstrated that a group of nodes C is associated with a spectral block S if and
only if they are equally connected (i.e., with the same weight) to all other nodes of the network.
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Nodes associated with spectral blocks therefore receive a same input from the rest of the network, and as so they form a
cluster that can synchronize independently on the dynamics of all the other nodes. The stability of the synchronous clustered
states associated with spectral blocks can be assessed with good approximation by using an approach based on the Master
Stability Function (MSF, see Ref. [22], and our Supplementary Material). In particular, here we focus on the challenging case of
a type III MSF [23]. In that case, denoting by £’ the Laplacian matrix of the subgraph G’ associated to the cluster C and calling
s the strength through which each node in C is connected with the rest of the graph, the condition for synchronization is given

by dA(L') € [v],v5] Vi =2,...,N’, and A}j((f)):j < :—’ Here v} and v} are the two critical values at which the MSF Ajax(v)
- 1

crosses the x-axis, namely Amax(v) < 0 for v € [v], v;] (see SM for full details).
The control input w; in Eq. (T)) is written as

N
u; = Z wij (h(Xj) - h(Xi)) ) 2

J=1

where w; ; are the weights of the control links added to the pristine network. We move now to show that the spectral blocks’s
properties can be leveraged to design controllers of the type (2)) able to shape the synchronous dynamics of the clusters. More
specifically, we will concentrate on three different control tasks. The first deals with the case in which G does not display
spectral blocks in the absence of control (i.e., when u; = 0), and the controllers yield thus the formation of new spectral blocks.
The second task is related to the problem of rendering synchronizable clusters of G (possibly created through the solution of
the first task) for a given, desirable, value of the coupling strength d. Finally, the third task involves the control of the entire
synchronization/desynchronization sequence, namely the order in which the clusters synchronize/desynchronize in class III, as
the coupling strength d increases from zero.
For convenience, in what follows the weights w’;; are normalized by d (i.e., w;; = w} : /d) so that Eq. (I) is rewritten as

N N
% = (%) +d )" a;j (h(x;) = h(xp) +d > wi; (h(x;) — h(x) 3)
j=1 j=1
with w;; being selected such that w;; + a;; > 0 Vi, j = 1,...,N. The adjacency matrix of the controlled network is, therefore,
givenby A’ = A+ W > 0.
The first control task aims at the creation of arbitrary spectral blocks §1,S7,...,S » in a system with dynamics described by

Eq. (3). Precisely, given M desired clusters of nodes Cy, Cy, ..., Cy, the problem is to find a control matrix W such that these
clusters are associated with spectral blocks S, S5,...,S -

To address such a problem, we notice that the condition associating nodes i and j to a spectral block C; (i.e., ay = aj Yk ¢ C))
is in fact similar to the condition guaranteeing that two nodes are symmetric, i.e., ax = agVk = 1,..., N. Therefore, one can
follow the approach described in Ref. [20] for inducing symmetries in a graph, and apply it to a fictitious network obtained by
neglecting all connections within each cluster. The fictitious network is described by the N x N adjacency matrix B with entries
bijj =0if i, j € C; VI, and b;; = a;; otherwise. In order to accomplish the control goal, one can ultimately select the entries of W
such that:

RB+W)-B+WR, =0 Vi=1,2,....M 4)

where R; is the permutation matrix that maps the nodes of the cluster C; = {i, iz, ..., iy} into {iz, i3, ..., iy, I1}.

In vectorial notation, Eq. @) can be rewritten in terms of a system of linear algebraic equations of the type Rw = b, where w
is a vector of unknown terms (the weights of the control links), and R and b are known functions of B and R|,R;,...Ry;. As
the system of algebraic equations is over-determined one has, in general, infinite solutions, and several optimization conditions
can be adopted. In particular, we consider here three cases of: /) minimizing the norm ||W||, (i.e., minimizing the control effort),
ii) maximizing the sparsity of the solution, and iii) preserving the connectedness of the pristine network (see SM for the exact
expression of R and b, and for more details on the three optimization problems).



(b)

Figure 1: Creating spectral blocks. (a) A graph with N = 35 nodes and no spectral blocks. The nodes associated with the spectral blocks S
and S, to be induced by the control are marked by blue squares and orange triangles, respectively. (b) The controlled network. The control
is performed by adding/removing links, and leads to the two desired groups of nodes connected to a bulk with strengths s; + w; = 1 and
s2 + wy = 3, respectively.

As an illustrative example, we consider the unweighted graph of Fig. [[(a)}] with N = 35 nodes. The graph has no spectral
blocks, and the task is here to induce two spectral blocks (S| and S,) formed by the (arbitrarily chosen) nodes marked as blue
squares and orange triangles in Fig. [T{a), respectively. We proceed with the optimization problem aiming at maximizing the
sparsity of the solution (see details in the SM). This either adds or removes links from the pristine network, i.e., —a;; < w;; <
1 — a;j, w;j € Z. The resulting controlled network is depicted in Fig. @ where the nodes of S; and S, are connected with a
bulk of other nodes with strengths s; + w; = 1 and s, + w, = 3, respectively.

The second task consists in considering a graph with M spectral blocks (S1,S»2,...,S ) associated to the clusters
(C1,Cy,...,Cy), and in assuming that M’ < M of such clusters, namely C;,C>,...,Cyy, cannot synchronize at any value
of d, as they do not satisfy the eigenvalue ratio condition, i.e. % > :—T ¥l =1,...,M’'. The goal is now rendering such
clusters synchronizable. For this purpose, control links are added to the network in a way that i) the spectral block condition on
S1,S2,...,5 y is preserved, and i) the criterion on the eigenvalue ratio becomes fulfilled. In practice, the weights of the control

links have to be selected such that W = W7, wy, = wi Vi, je C,Vk g C;,VI=1,..., M, and:

AN (L) + 51 +wy V_;

Yi=1,...,M, (®))
L) +si+wr V)
_ . . . . AN, (L)+si+wy _ vy _ . .
where w; = ), jewe, Wij for i € C;. Notice that, since Wlll_r)noo W = 1< » Vl=1,..., M, asolution to this problem always

exists. However, also in this case, the problem admits more than one solution, and one has to associate it to an optimization
condition.
In this case, we opted to work with the quotient graph associated to the partition induced by the spectral blocks. Spectral

blocks induce a partition of the graph 7 = {C1,C,, ..., Cp, Cpps1, ..., Cn, )}, where Cy, Ca, . . ., Cyy are the clusters associated with
S1,8,,...,8u, and Ciyy1, . .., Cy, are singletons, each containing one of the remaining nodes. The quotient graph associated
to the partition &, denoted by G/, is the graph with vertices 1,2,..., N, and edges connecting nodes [ and m with weights

Sim = aij, Yi € C;, Vj € Cy,. In this way, one can rewrite the inequalities @ in matrix form in terms of the adjacency matrix
S of G/m and of the N; X N matrix X of elements x;,, = w;; (Vi € C;,Vj € C,,,1 # m). Working with the quotient graph
guarantees that S1,S5,,...,S5 ) are spectral blocks also for the controlled network. Finally, by vectorization, one reformulates
the optimization problem as a constrained linear inequality where the unknowns are x;, (for [,m = 1,..., M) and the known
terms are the coefficients of S and the largest and smallest non-zero eigenvalues of £; and £, (see SM for more details). The
solution of the optimization problem provides the weights w;; obtained as w;; = x;,, Yi € C,Vj € Cp,.

As an example, we consider the graph of Fig. [I(b)|i.e., the result of the first control task, displaying two spectral blocks
(81,S,) with associated clusters C;, C,. Without lack of generality, we consider the node dynamics regulated by the Lorenz
system [24]]. Therefore Egs. (3) read:

Xig =0 (xip = xi1) +d g) (aij + Wij) (xj,z - xi,z),
. (®)

Xip = xi1 (p — Xi3) — X2,

Xi3 = Xi1Xi2 = Bxis,
where the parameters are o = 10, p = 28, and 8 = 2, so as the uncoupled dynamics is chaotic. The system has a type III
master stability function with v{ = 4.173 and v; = 22.535 [25]]. The smallest and the largest non-zero eigenvalues of £, are

(L) = 0.21 and A,9(L)) = 5.93, whereas those of £, are A>(L;) = 1.38 and A5(L>) = 4.62 (see SM for all details on
L, and £;). Furthermore, the clusters C; and C; are connected to the rest of the graph with strengths s; = 1 and s, = 3,



4

A1o(L)+s1

respectively. Since yREE

V5 . . . .
> =2, the nodes of C; cannot synchronize at any value of d. For instance, a large synchronization
1

1
error 6 = 1%1 (Ziec. IIx; — )"(1||2)2 (with N7 = |C;] and Xy = Nll 2. jec, X;) is obtained for d = 2, as shown in Fig. b). Also in this

case, we adopt the optimization problem that maximizes the sparsity of the solution. Fig. [2(a) shows the controlled network,
Ao(L))+s1+wy >
L (Ly)+s1+wy

. .. . _ Vi vy _
ratio condition and can therefore synchronize for 1.89 = B < d < Tolnn = 2.84. Consequently, C; reaches

synchronization for d = 2, as confirmed from the time evolution of the error §(¢) shown in Fig. [J[c).

in which C; is connected to the bulk with a strength s; + w; = 2. Since < :—3, C| now satisfies the eigenvalue
1
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Figure 2: Taming cluster synchronizability. (a) Controlled network with two synchronizable spectral blocks S| and S,. The nodes where the
spectral blocks are localized are now connected with the bulk with strengths s; + w; = 2 and s, + w, = 3, respectively. (b) Time evolution of
the synchronization error §(¢) within the cluster C, for d = 2 in the absence of control (i.e., using the network of Fig. @]} (¢) Time evolution
of §(¢) within the cluster C, for d = 2 when control is applied (i.e., using the network of panel (a)).

The third control task considers a graph equipped with M spectral blocks (S1, Sy, . .., Sy) forming the clusters Cy, Cs, ..., Cy.
Let sy, 82,...,sy and Ly, Ly, ..., Ly be, respectively, the strengths through which the clusters are connected with the rest of the
graph and the Laplacian matrices of the subgraphs associated with the clusters. One can define the synchronization sequence J as
the set that contains the cluster indices j, ordered in decreasing order with respect to the sum of the largest non-zero eigenvalue of
L and the corresponding s;. In other words, I = {i, i, ..., iy} if (L) +si, = (L) +s;, > ... = (L) +s;,. Similarly, one
may define the desynchronization sequence D as D = {i1, i, ..., in} if Ay, (L) + s, = A, (Li)+s,>2...2 An,, (L) + Siy>
with N; = |C;|. Clusters, indeed, will enter (exit) one after the other the stability region following the order specified in the
sequence 1 (D).

The goal of the control is to induce synchronization and desynchronization sequences chosen ad libitum, say I’ = 9 =
{1,2,...,M}. To that purpose, the weights of the control links have to be selected such that: i) the clusters C,Cs,...,Cy
remain associated with the spectral blocks S1,S5,...,S y, ii) they satisfy the eigenvalue ratio condition, iii) they synchronize
and desynchronize according to the desired sequences 7’ and 9. In practice, the entries of W have to be selected such that
Eq. () holds, W = W, wy = wj ¥i, j€ C,¥k ¢ C,¥l =1,..., M, and:

* £
Vi < ¢!
(L) +si+wr (L) + S+ Wi
. . @)
V2 V2

<
ANLD) +si+wp o Ay, (L) + Sie1 + Wig

VYi=1,...,.M—1.

Also in this case the weights w;; associated to the controllers are found solving an optimization problem. Namely, one starts
from considering the quotient graph G/x and its adjacency matrix S, and rewrites the inequalities (7) in matrix form through S
and X. Then, via vectorization, one ends up with a constrained linear inequality where the unknown terms are the entries of X,
whereas the known terms depend on S and the smallest and largest non-zero eigenvalues of £; and £, (see SM for the details).
Eventually, a set of weights w;; satisfying such a constrained linear inequality can be found by solving optimization problems
where the L, norm of the solution is minimized, or the sparsity of the matrix is maximized, or the connectedness of the structure
is preserved.

In order to show the effectiveness of the proposed control, let us focus on the network of Fig. [I(b) endowed with the two
clusters C; and C,. To show how general the applicability of our method is, this time we take for each node the dynamics of the



Rossler oscillator [26]. The network evolution is therefore governed by the following equations:

N
Xl = —Xig =Xz +d ) (aij + Wij) (xj,l - xm),
j=1

®)

Xip = Xi1 +axip,
Xi3 = b+ x3(x;1 — ©),

with @ = 0.2, b = 0.2 and ¢ = 7, such that the uncoupled dynamics is chaotic. System (8) has a type III MSF with vj = 0.186
and v = 4.614 [25]]. Here, the connections from C; and C; to the rest of the graph are such that s; = 1 and s, = 3. Under these
conditions, the smallest and the largest non-zero eigenvalues of £, are A,(L;) = 0.21 and A;¢o(L;) = 5.93, and those of £, are
(L) = 1.38 and A5(L,) = 4.62. One then has that A5(Ly) + 52 > (L) + 51 and A5(Lr) + 55 > A19(L1) + s1, and therefore,
in the absence of control, the synchronization and desynchronization sequence are 7 = D = {2, 1}. This is confirmed by the
numerical simulations illustrated in Fig. [3[b), which shows the average value of the synchronization error over a time window

1
T = 10 within the interval [4T, 5T, i.e.. (51)7 = (7 (Zicc, IIX? = Xull?)" )7, for the two clusters Cy and Cy, i.e., h = {1,2} vs. the
coupling strength d. The critical values predicted by the approach described in Ref. [21]] are also reported in Fig. [3[(b) as blue
(orange) triangles for C; (C»).

The performed control aims at changing the synchronization/desynchronization sequence into 7' = O’ = {1,2}, and the
corresponding W can be found by fulfilling the conditions in Eq. (7). This yields the controlled network shown in Fig. 3[a) with
the clusters C; and C, being connected to the bulk with strengths s; + w; = 1 and s, + w, = 3, respectively. Consequently,
we have that (L)) + s; + wi > (L) + 52 + wy and As(Ly) + s + wy < A19(Ly) + 51 + wy, resulting in I/ = D' =
{1,2}. (6p) vs. d for C; and C, (h = {1,2}), is shown in Fig. Ekc), and confirms that the controlled network displays the
imprinted synchronization/desynchronization sequence. In this case, we searched for a solution that only adds or remove links,
without changing the weights of existing links and ensuring that both clusters remain connected to the bulk (see SM for the
implementation details).
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Figure 3: Shaping the synchronization/desynchronization sequence. (a) Controlled network. The clusters C; and C, are connected with the
bulk nodes with strengths s; + w; = 3 and s, + w, = 1. (b, ¢) (J) (see text for definition) vs. d for the uncontrolled [Fig. and controlled
[panel (a)] networks, relative to the clusters C; (blue curve) and C, (red curve). The triangles (blue for C; and orange for C,) in the horizontal
axes mark the critical values for synchronization as predicted by the MSF. It is seen that the effect of control is to switch the sequence from
I=D={2,1}to " =D ={1,2}.

In conclusion, we have shown that spectral blocks can be efficiently used to fully shape the dynamics of synchronous clus-
ters within a generic network of dynamical units. This implies that, through the judicious deployment of properly designed
controllers, one is able to exercise the authority to manipulate cluster synchronization at will and with precision, and to gain
unprecedented mastery over the synchronization landscape of networks.

Our results are of value and relevance in several areas of physics. The ability to manage the entry and exit of clusters in
and out of synchronization, in fact, represents a veritable linchpin for orchestrating the parallel behavior and functioning of
distributed systems. This transformative capacity not only allows the efficiency and adaptability of such systems to be amplified,
but also opens avenues for exploring new applications in biological and technological networks. By elucidating how cluster
synchronization control can be made, our work underscores the potential for facilitating the optimization of complex network’s
dynamics for real-world applications.



Supplemental Materials

This supplementary material provides a detailed description of all methods for spectral block control used in the Main Text,
as well as additional numerical examples.

Mathematical preliminaries

Notation. Here and in the Main Text, we use the following notation: Iy indicates the N X N identity matrix, Oy isa N X M
matrix with all entries equal to 0, 1y denotes a N—dimensional vector with all entries equal to 1. Given a N X M matrix A, we
denote with vec(A) the vectorization of A obtained by stacking the columns of A as follows:

T
VCC(A) = [al,ls a2,19 ey aN,l, al,Z’ a2,23 ey aN,Za e ’al,Ms aZ,M’ ey aN,M]

where a;;, withi = 1,...,N, j = 1,..., N, are the coefficients of A [27]]. Finally, given a N X N matrix A, diag(A)is a N x N
matrix having in the diagonal the elements of the diagonal of A and zero elsewhere.

Graphs. A graph is a mathematical structure described by the pair G = (V, ), where V(G) = {1,2,..., N} is the set of the
vertices/nodes, and E(G) C V X V the set of edges, that are ordered pairs of vertices. A graph is undirected if, for any (i, j) € &,
there exists (j, i) € &. A graph can be represented by the adjacency matrix A and the Laplacian matrix £. The adjacency matrix
A'is a N X N matrix with a;; > 0 if there is an edge between i and j, and a;; = 0 otherwise. More specifically, a;; represents
the weight of the edge between the nodes i and j, V(i, j) € & The Laplacian matrix £ is a N X N zero-row sum matrix with
entries L;; = —a;; if i # jand L; = Zf; 1 aij- In particular, the Laplacian matrix is positive semidefinite. When the graph is
undirected, we have a;; = aj; and L;; = L; Yi, j = 1,..., N. When the graph is undirected and connected, the eigenvalues of .L
are all non-negative, and only one is equal to zero, such that they can be ordered as 0 = 4;(£) < (L) < 3(L)... < Aw(L). A
graph is said to be simple if it does not contain self-loops, i.e. a; = 0 Vi = 1,..., N. In this work, we consider graphs that are
undirected, connected and simple.

Spectral blocks. A spectral block S localized at nodes {i, iy, ...,iy} is defined as a subset of (N’ — 1) eigenvectors of the
Laplacian matrix .£ having the following properties [21]]: i) all v € S are such that v; = 0 Vi ¢ iy, is,...,iy; ii) allv ¢ S are
such that v; = v; Vi, j € i1, ia,...,iy. As shown in [21]], a group of nodes C is associated with a spectral block S if and only if
they are equally connected (i.e., with the same weight) to each other node that is notin C, i.e. aj = aj, Vi, j € C and Yk ¢ C.

When a graph is equipped with the spectral blocks S, S, ...,Suy, a partition 7 = {C1,C,...,Cy,Cpa1,...Cn, } can be
considered, where Cy, Ca, ..., Cy are the clusters associated with S, Sa, ..., Sy, and Cyi, ..., Cy, are singletons, each con-
taining one of the remaining nodes. This partition can be associated with a quotient graph, denoted by G/x, that has vertices
1,2,..., N; and edges with weights s;,, = a;; connecting nodes [ and m Vi € C;, ¥ j € C,,. The quotient graph can be represented
by its adjacency matrix S = {s;,,} with,m =1,..., N,.

The following lemma will be useful in the analysis of the control problems discussed below:

Lemma .1 Farka’s lemma [28)]. Let A € R™" and b € R™, then only one of the following statements is true:
o There exists X > 0 such that Ax < b.

e There exists y > 0 such that ATy > 0 and bTy > 0.

The Master Stability Function

Let us consider a network of N coupled oscillators described by the following dynamics:

N
% =f(x) +d ) ay; (hx)) - hxy)) ©)
=1
wherei = 1,..., N, fis the uncoupled dynamics, d is the coupling strength, a;; are the entries of the adjacency matrix describing
the interaction graph G, which is assumed to be undirected and weighted, and h is the inner coupling function.

Eq. (@) is such that the synchronization manifold, that is defined by x; = x, = ... = Xy = X;, always exists and has dynamics
described by the following equation:

X, = f(x,) (10)



To study the stability of this solution, we follow the approach introduced in [22], which starts by considering a small perturbation
0X; = X; —X, around the synchronization manifold, and by linearizing the system dynamics around the synchronization manifold:

6x = [1® Dfly, — dL ® Dhly | 6x (11)

where 6x = [6x],0%,,” ..., 6x,]". Here, Dfly, and Dhly, are the Jacobian matrix of f and h computed around the synchronous
manifold x;, respectively. Eq. (TI) is then block-diagonalized resulting in a new set of equations where each block has the
form & = [Dflx, — dA;(£)Dhlx | &;. Since the blocks only differ for the eigenvalue appearing in it, by introducing the parameter
v = dA;(£), a single Master Stability Equation (MSE), namely / = [Df|,, — vDhly ] £, can be considered. This is an important
step, as it allows to separate the role of the unit dynamics (namely f and h) from that of the structure of interactions (the
eigenvalues of the Laplacian matrix) in the variational equation. From the MSE, the maximum Lyapunov exponent Ap,x is
calculated as a function of v, thus obtaining the Master Stability Function (MSF), i.e., Amax = Amax(v). The condition on stability
of synchronization is then expressed as Apax (V) = Amax(dA;(L)) < 0 Vi = 2,...,N. As a result, the MSF provides a necessary
condition for the stability of the synchronization manifold that is effective and easy to check, unveiling how network topology
affects the property of synchronization stability.

In [29], three classes of MFSs have been identified for chaotic systems: type I MSF, type II MSF, and type III MSF. In systems
with type I MFS, An.(v) > 0 for any value of v, making the synchronization manifold unstable Yd. In systems with type II
MSEF, Amax(v) turns from positive to negative values at the critical value v*, yielding a scenario where a transition from instability
to stability of the synchronization manifold can be observed when the coupling strength is increased from zero. In this case,
synchronization stability can be achieved if dA(L£) > v*. For systems with type IIl MSF, Ayax(v) < O for v € [v], V3], where
v} and v} are two threshold values. This yields the possibility of observing two transitions when the coupling strength is varied
from zero: from instability to stability and from stability to instability. Also for systems with type III MSF, synchronization
stability depends on the spectrum of £; more specifically, it requires that dA; € [v},v;] Vi = 2,..., N. This condition can be
A

The approach based on the MSF can be expanded to encompass the study of cluster synchronization [21]. Here we consider
the case in which the clusters are induced by the presence of spectral blocks. Specifically, given a cluster C formed by M nodes,

taking into account the defining structural property of a spectral block, for each node / € C, Eq. (9) can be rewritten as follows:

achieved only if < % Fig. 4| summarizes the three classes of MSF that can be observed.
1

%= £0) = d > lh(Xp) = d ) (%) (12)

meC m¢C

where the coupling term is split into two sums, one including extra-cluster interactions and one including intra-cluster interac-

tions. The dynamics of the cluster synchronous solution, defined by x; = x,, = ... = x¢ Yl,m € C, is given by the following
equation:
xc =f(xc) +d Z amm (h(X,,) — h(xc)) (13)
m¢C

By considering the perturbation around the cluster synchronous state 6x;c = X; — X¢ and by performing linearization of
Eq. (I2), we obtain:

oxc = [1® Dfly. — dL ® Dhly.] 6xc (14)

with 6x¢ = [6xfc, (5X£ Creees 6x1T\,’C]T. Eq. (T4) is very similar to Eq. (TT)), with the difference that, in this case, the Jacobians
of f and g are evaluated around the cluster synchronous solution x¢, whose dynamics is defined by Eq. (T3). In this scenario,
the trajectories of the cluster synchronous state are affected by the last term of Eq. (I3), therefore they also depend on the
dynamics of the rest of the network. Here, we assume that this term has a negligible effect on the trajectories of the cluster
synchronous state, or more precisely on the maximum transverse Lyapunov exponent that results from the use of such trajectories
in Eq. (T4). Under this assumption, we can replace the trajectories followed by the clustered synchronous nodes with the ones of
global synchronization in Eq. (I4). This allows assessing the stability of each cluster’s synchronous state by studying the MSF
associated with global synchronization.
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Figure 4: Possible classes of MSF.

Controlling the network

In this section, we consider the problem of controlling the networked dynamical system (9). To this aim, we introduce a
control input u; in the equations governing the system dynamics:

N
% =f(x) +d ) ay; (h(x) = hx)) +w; (15)
j=1
where the control input u; is assumed to take the following form:

N
u; = > wj; (%) — h(x))) (16)
j=1
We note that the control acts introducing further links in the structure. These links operate in the same fashion as those of the
pristine network, namely they use the same coupling function h, but, in general, have different weights w! - For convenience, we
rewrite the input terms by normalizing the weights w; ; by the coupling coefficient d, namely wlfj /d:

u; =d ) wi;(h(x) - h(x))) (17)

N
Jj=

where w;; are selected such that w;; + a;; > 0.
We indicate with A’ the adjacency matrix of the controlled network, which therefore includes the links of the pristine structure
and the ones introduced by the control, such that A’ = A + W.

A. Methods for the solution to the control problems

As already introduced in the Main Text, in this work we consider several control problems that are solved by finding a set of
links achieving the specific goal considered, or equivalently finding a suitable matrix W. In general, multiple choices of these
links can be performed. For this reason, we look for solution satisfying an optimization problem. In more detail, three different
optimization objectives can be considered: minimizing ||W/||,, preserving the connectedness of the network, and maximizing the
sparsity of the solution. We now briefly discuss the three techniques.

Minimizing the L, norm of the solution. This method is based on solving the following optimization problem:

z+§>0
min ||§]|, subject to: <C1¥ = q; (18)
Gy =2 qo
where ¥, z, C; and C;, depend on the specific control problem under consideration. This problem can be solved through linear

programming and allows to find the solution that requires the least changes in the interaction network, as measured by the L,
norm of the solution matrix.



Preserving network connectedness. This technique preserves the connectivity of the graph and is based on the following
optimization problem:

y=0
min ||§]|> subject to: <C1¥ = qi (19)
Gy 2 q

where, also in this case, ¥, z, C; and C; are tailored on the specific control problem under consideration. The optimization prob-
lem can be solved through linear programming, allowing to find an optimal solution for which the network remains connected.

Maximizing the sparsity of the solution. This approach consists of adding/removing unweighted links to the network and is
described by the following optimization problem:

y+z=>0

e . yez
min |[||; subject to: . (20)
Gy =a

C¥ = q

This algorithm allows to find the solution by adding/removing the minimum number of control links and can be solved using
integer linear programming.

B. Creation of spectral blocks

Consider the multi-agent system in Eq. and suppose that the original network of interaction has no spectral blocks. Given
a number of M arbitrary groups of nodes, indicated as Cy, C»,...,Cy, we want the nodes in these clusters to form spectral
blocks in the controlled multi-agent system, that is, we want to control the interaction network so that it has the spectral blocks
Si,...,Su.

The structural condition that associates nodes i and j with a spectral block (aj = aj Yk ¢ C;) is similar to a condition that
guarantees that the nodes i and j are symmetric (aj = aj¥k = 1,...,N), but less strict. Therefore, we can impose the condition
of symmetries in a fictitious network where the connections within each cluster are neglected (set to be equal to 0). This fictitious
network is described by the adjacency matrix B which is an N X N matrix with entries b;; = 0ifi € C}, j € Cy, [ = m, b;j = a;;
otherwise. Therefore, to accomplish the control goal, we can use the results obtained in [20] and select the entries of W such
that:

RB+W)-B+W)R; =0 Yi=1,2,....M 2D
where R; is the permutation matrix that maps the nodes of the cluster C; = {i, iz, ..., iy} into {i, ..., ix,, i1}. By vectorization,
Eq. (ZI) can be rewritten as:

R;vec(W) = vec(R;B — BR;) (22)
with R, = Iy ®R; — RI.T ® Iy. To simultaneously satisfy the condition Vi = 1,..., M, we consider the following equation:
Rvec(W) =b (23)

where R = [RT RY...R%,| and b = [(vec(R;B ~BR)))" (vec(R:B ~BRy))” ... (vec(RyB —BRy))| . As shown in [20],
a solution to (23) always exists. Indeed, it is sufficient to ensure that a; +wy, = ap+wp =1Vi,je CiandVk ¢ C;VI=1,..., M.
However, this solution is inefficient since it requires adding many control links. To find the optimal solution, one of the three
algorithms discussed in Sec.[z]can be used, with § = vec(W), z = vec(A),C; =R, q; =b,C, =0,and q» = 0.
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C. Controlling cluster synchronizability

We consider again the multi-agent system described by Eq. (I3), but we now suppose that the interaction network already
has M spectral blocks S;, S, ...,Sy. Assume that the system has a class IIIl MSF and that some of these spectral blocks are
not synchronizable because they do not satisfy the condition on the eigenvalue ratio. In other terms, taking into account the
properties of synchronization of the spectral blocks as discussed in the Main Text, the M’ < M subgraphs Gi,G,...,Gw
associated with Sy, S,, ..., Sy are such that:

A + ;
N (L) + s S

>2  vi=1,....M (24)
L) +s V)

where N; = |C)|, £; is the Laplacian matrix of G, s; is the strength through which each node of the cluster C; associated with

S, is connected to the rest of the graph, i.e., s; = Zc a;; for i € C;, and v} and v} are the two critical points characterizing the
Jj¢Ci

system MSF. Because of Eq. (Z4)), there are no values of d for which the clusters can synchronize. The goal of the control is to

let such clusters become synchronizable.

To this aim, we select the weights of the control links to satifsy two conditions. First, we want to preserve the structural
condition of the existence of the original clusters, that is, the clusters Cy, C»,...,Cy must still to be associated with spectral
blocks. The, we require that they now satisfy the condition on the eigenvalue ratio. In practice, the control input has to be
selected such that W = W7 wy, = wiVi,je C,Vk ¢ C,¥l=1,...,M, and:

AN (L) + 51+ wy V_;

Vi=1,...,M 25
L) +si+wr V) )

with w; being defined as w; = 3, w;; for i € C;. By rearranging the terms of (25), we obtain:
JEC

s«

-1 *
% 1%
Wi+ s — (y—2 - 1) (AN,u:z) - V—fﬂzuzz)) >0,  Vi=1,...M (26)
1 1
Next we consider the quotient graph G/x and its associated adjacency matrix S, and we introduce the matrix X € RN~Nx
whose elements are x;, = w;; Vi€ C;,¥j€ Cy, | # m. Let Oxq = [IK OK,Q,K] be a K x Q matrix such that the product OxoZ
returns the first K rows of Z. Then, Eqs. (26) can be written in compact, matrix-vector form as follows:

(=) _n
OM’,N,, (X + S))/ o 1 OM’,M AN " A2 >0

1 1
27
X-X"=0 @D

diag(X) =0
where ¥ = [N1,Na, ..., Ny, 1", Ay = [02(L1), (L2, ..., (L)), An = [An (L1), Ay (L2), - .., Ay, (L)) and ¢ € RN is

the /-th canonical vector.
By vectorization, Eq. (Z7) is rewritten as:

Fx>g 28)
Ex=10
" -1 "
where x = vec (X), F = 7 ® Oy, £ = ~Opr . Sy + (— - 1) Ot (AN - %Az). and E = [gl] is a block matrix with:
1 1 2
INzr ® ey €1
IN;( ® ey (2
Ei =1y, - ) , E; = ) (29)
11\17r ®en, €N,

where the matrix E; is used to set X = X7, while E, to set diag(X) = 0.
We solve @]) for the unknowns x;,, and then, once we have obtained them, we compute the entries of W as follows:

Wij = X VieC,VjeCpuVlm=1,...,N,; (30)
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Notice that a solution of Eq. (28) always exists since

AL+ s+ wy v
W111_)rric L)+ st > vi=1,....M 3D

To determine the optimal solution, one of the three algorithms described in Sec.[A]can be used, where § = vec(X), z = vec(S),
Ci=E q =0,C,=F, q, = g+ €l, where € > 0 is an arbitrary small number. It is worth noticing that q is not equal to g
because the inequality in Eq. (28) is strict, unlike those in the optimization problems in Sec.[A]

In the main text, we showed an example where each unit was associated with Lorenz dynamics; here, we examine another
example involving Rossler dynamics. Specifically, we consider the unweighted network of N = 60 nodes shown in Fig. [5(a)|that
is equipped with a spectral block S localized at nodes C’ = {1,. .., 50} (these nodes are represented by blue squares).

Each node of the multi-agent system is a Rossler oscillator with dynamics described by the following equation:

N
Xig =—Xip—xiz+d ) (aij + Wij) (xj,1 - xi,l)
<
. ! (32)
Xip = Xi1 +axip

Xiz=b+x3(x1—c¢)

witha = b = 0.2, and ¢ = 7. This system has a type IIl MSF with v = 0.186 and v; = 4.614 [2]].
Let £’ be the Laplacian matrix of the subgraph G’ associated with C’, the smallest and the largest non-zero eigenvalues of £’

are Ap(L’) = 1 and As5o(L") = 50. Furthermore, the cluster C’ is connected to the rest of the graph with a strength s; = 1. Since

i‘z"((f)):j > :—3, the nodes of cluster C’ cannot synchronize for any value of d. This can be also observed in Fig. that shows
1

1
the temporal evolution of the synchronization error 6(¢) = Ni (Ziec/ [Ix; (1) — )"((t)||2)2 (with N’ = |C’| and X(¢) = Ni 2 ject Xj(1))
for d = 0.075.
The control action is implemented using the method based on maximizing the sparsity of the solution to determine the optimal
solution for Eq. (23)). Fig. shows the controlled network, in which C” is connected to the bulk with a strength sy + wy = 2,

where the added links are represented in green. Since ALt twy

V5 . .. . .
< -2, then C’ satisfies the condition on the eigenvalue ratio
A(Li)+s1+wy "
i 1)

T < 4 < Teyne = 0.088. By selecting d = 0.075, the cluster C” reaches
synchronization and, as shown in Fig. the synchronization error §(f) vanishes in time.

and does synchronize for 0.062 =
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Figure 5: (a) Pristine network equipped with a cluster C” associated with a spectral block S. The nodes belonging to the cluster are connected
to the bulk with a strength s” = 1. (b) Controlled network with the nodes belonging to the cluster associated with S being connected to the bulk
with a strength s + w = 2, the added links are represented in green. (c) Time evolution of the synchronization error 6(¢) = in the absence of

1

1
control with d = 0.075. (d) Time evolution of the synchronization error 6(t) = 57 (Ziecl [Ix; () — )‘((t)llz)2 when the network is controlled with

d =0.075.

D. Shaping the synchronization/desynchronization sequence

Here, we consider a multi-agent system described by Eq. (T3)) where the interaction graph is endowed with M spectral blocks,
S1,8s,...,8y. The clusters Cy, C», ..., Cy associated with Sy, S», ..., Sy are all synchronizable, but we want to control the
sequence in which they synchronize and desynchronize as d increases. Eventually, this multi-agent system may be the result of
the application of the two control methods described in Secs. [B]and[C|

Assuming that the desired sequences are ' = 9’ = {1,2,..., M}, the weights of the control links have to be selected
such that three conditions are satisfied: i) the structural conditions for the spectral blocks S, S»,...,S u, to which the clusters
Ci,C,,...,Cy are associated, are preserved after the inclusion of the control links in the network of interaction; ii) the constraint
on the eigenvalue ratio is satisfied for each cluster in the controlled network; iii) the synchronization and desynchronization
sequence are equal to 7’ and 2, respectively. In practice, the entries of W are selected such that Eqs. (23)) hold, W = W7,
wirk =wi Vi, je C,Vk ¢ C,¥I=1,...,M, and:

4 Vi
< Yi=1,....M -1
(L) +si+wp (L) + S+ Wi
v Vs (33)

<
AL +si+wr o Ay, (L) + S+ Wi
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By rearranging the terms in Eq. (33)), we obtain that:

{Sl +wr =S = wipr + (L) — (L) >0 Vi=1,....M -1 (34)

sp+wp =S —wit + Ay (L) — Ay, (Lip) >0 Vi=1,... .M -1

We now proceed as we did for the control problem illustrated in Sec.[C| rewriting Egs. (34) in compact form via the quotient
graph G/, its adjacency matrix S and the matrix X, as follows:

(1,®Q) Oy, S+ X)y + (18 Q) [2;] >0

X-XT'=0 (35)
diag(X) =0
where
1 -1
1 -1
Q= N = [IM—I OM—I] - [OM—I IM—I] (36)
1 -1

We note that the matrix Q € RM~D*M hag the following property. Given a M x K matrix Z, then the i—th row of the product QZ
is (QZ); = Z; — Z;.1, where Z; denotes the i—th row of Z.

By performing the vectorization of Eq. (33) and by considering Eq. (Z8)), which is the vectorization of the condition if), we
obtain the following:

Fx>g
Px>c 37
Ex=0

where P = (7 ©1,® QOp,). and ¢ = = (1, ® Q) Oy, Sy — (L ® Q) [jt;]

Once the entries of X are obtained, we compute the coefficients w;; using Eq. (30).

Here we do not provide a formal proof of the existence of a solution x of Eq. (37), such that x + vec(S) > 0, but only
sketch the arguments behind it. Given the vector € = ¢ + (12 ® Q)Op .Sy, the second inequality of Eq. is equivalent to
P (x + vec(S)) > ¢. Now, let us consider the matrix G = PT where T is defined as

IN,, ® ey
IN” ® ey
T=Iy +| . (38)

IN” ®en,

and let us then remove from G the columns that correspond to the elements x;,, with [ > m, thus obtaining another matrix that we
indicate as G. By construction, the matrix G is such that there is no y > 0 that satisfies ~G”y > 0 and —¢’'y > 0. Therefore, for
Lemmal[] Eq. always has a solution x > —vec(S). Finally, we can replace ¢ with € + €1 to obtain a solution strictly positive.
Analogously to the control problems discussed above, the solution of Eq. (37) can be obtained through one of the three
Bt el
c
Let us now discuss an example where the optimal solution is obtained using the method based on minimizing the L, norm, as
in Sec.|[A] We consider the weighted interaction network shown in Fig. where the width of each link is proportional to its
weight. This network is composed of three spectral blocks, S|, S, and S3, localized at the nodes of the clusters C; = {1,..., 5},
Cy =1{6,...,10}, and C3 = {11,...,15}. The units of the network are Rossler oscillators, described by Eq. @ As mentioned
above, this system has a type IIl MSF with vj = 0.186 and v; = 4.614. The adjacency matrix associated with the multi-agent
system (in absence of control) is:

approaches shown in Sec. with § = vec(X), z = vec(S),C1 =E, q1 =0,C; = [g}, Q@ =




14

0 05 0 0 O 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1]
05 0 05 0 0 01 0.1 0.1 01 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1
0 05 0 05 0 010101010101 0.10.10.10.1
0 0 05 0 050101010101 0.10.10.10.10.1
0 0 o005 0 01010101 0.10.10.10.10.10.1
0.1 0.1 01 0.1 0.1 0 05 0505 0 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1

010101010105 0 0 0 0501010101 0.1
A=(0.10101010105 0 0 05050.10.10.10.10.1

0.1 0101010105 0 05 0 0 010.10.10.10.1
0101010101 0 0505 0 0 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1
0.1 01 0.1 0.1 01 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0 05 0O 05 05
0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.5 0O 0.5 05 05
0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 O 05 0O 0.5 05
0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.5 05 05 0 05
0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.5 0.5 05 05 0 |

The strengths with which the clusters C, Cs, and C3 are connected to the rest of the graph are s; = 5, = 53 = 1, since a;; = 0.1
Yie Cy, je€ Cy,l # m. In addition, the smallest and the largest non-zero eigenvalues of L, £, L5 are 1,(L;) = 0.19, (Lp) =
0.69, A,(L3) = 1.51, and A5(Ly) = 1.81, A5(L>) = 2.31, A5(L3) = 2.5. Therefore, since (L) + 51 < (L) + 50 < A(L3) + 53
and As(Ly) + 51 < A5(Ly) + 55 < A5(L3) + 53, in the absence of control, the synchronization and desynchronization sequences
are 7 = D = {3,2,1}. This is confirmed by the numerical simulations of the multi-agent system in Eqs. (32) illustrated in
Fig. The time evolution of the system variables has been computed for a period of time equal to 57, with T = 10. After
discarding a transient of 47", we have calculated the average value (on a window of time 7') of the cluster synchronization error

1
Oyt = (% (Ziech [Ix; — )'q,||2)2 yr, with h = {1,2,3}, for each of the three clusters of the network, namely C; (blue curve), C,
(orange curve) and C3 (green curve), as function of the coupling strength d. Fig. also shows the critical values predicted by
the MSF approach marked as blue, orange or green triangles for the three clusters, C;, C,, and Cs.
Next, we apply the control of the multi-agent system, using minimization of |[W]|, to find a solution of Eq. (37) with desired
synchronization/desynchronization sequence 7' = D" = {1,2,3}.
This leads to the following matrix W:

096 096 096 096 096 04 04 04 04 04]
04 04 04 04 04

096 096 096 096 096 04 04 04 04 04

096 096 096 096 096 04 04 04 04 04
0 096 096 096 096 096 04 04 04 04 04
0.96 0.96 096 096 096 O 0 0 0 0 -01 -0.1 -0.1 -0.1 -0.1
0.96 0.96 096 096 096 O 0 0 0 0 -01 -0.1 -0.1 -0.1 -0.1
0.96 0.96 0.96 096 096 O 0 0 0 0 -01 -0.1 -0.1 -0.1 —0.1
0.96 0.96 0.96 096 096 O 0 0 0 0 -01 -0.1 -0.1 -0.1 -0.1

cocococo
cocococo
cocococo
cocococo
cococo

I

=

oy

o

O

foN

©

Ny

oy

©

Ny

foN

©

Ny

foN

04 04 04 04 04 -01 -0.1 -0.1 -0.1 -0.1 0 0 0 0 0
04 04 04 04 04 -01 -0.1 -0.1 -0.1 -0.1 0 0 0 0 0
04 04 04 04 04 -01 -0.1 -0.1 -0.1 -0.1 O 0 0 0 0
04 04 04 04 04 -01 -0.1 -0.1 -0.1 -0.1 0 0 0 0 0
104 04 04 04 04 -0.1 -0.1 -0.1 -0.1 -0.1 O 0 0 0 0 |

The resulting controlled network is shown in Fig. [6(b)] with the clusters C;, C> and C3 being connected to the bulk with
strengths s1+w; = 7.8, sp+wy = 5.3 and s3 = 2.5, respectively. Consequently, we have that (L) +s;+wi > (L) +s2+wp >
2(L3) + 53 +ws and As(Ly) + 52 + wy < As(Ly) + 51+ wy < A5(L3) + 53 + ws, yielding 77 = O = {1,2,3}. The curves of
the synchronization error (6;)r for the three clusters C;, C, and C3 (h = {1,2,3}) as function of the coupling strength d,
shown in Fig. demonstrate that the controlled multi-agent system displays the predicted synchronization/desynchronization
sequence.
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Figure 6: (a) Pristine weighted network, where the thickness of each edge is proportional to the edge weight. The network is formed by
three spectral blocks Sy, Sc, S; localized at the nodes of the clusters C; (blue squares), C, (orange triangles) and C; (green diamonds). These
clusters are connected with the rest of the graph with strength s; = s, = s3 = 1. (b) Controlled network, where the clusters are connected
with the rest of the graph with strength s; + w; = 7.8, s, + w, = 5.3, and s3 + w3 = 2.5, respectively. (c,d) (d,)r vs. d for the uncontrolled
(panel c) and controlled (panel d) network for the three clusters C; (blue line), C, (orange line) and C; (green line). The triangles mark the
transition values for synchronization stability predicted by the MSF approach. Controlling the multi-agent system makes possible to change
the synchronization and desynchronization sequence from 7 = D = {3,2,1} to I' = O’ = {1,2,3}.
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