
1

Clustering and synchronization analysis of Networks of Bistable
Systems

Gianluca Villani and Luca Scardovi

Abstract—This paper studies the dynamics of a network of
diffusively-coupled bistable systems. Under mild conditions and
without requiring smoothness of the vector field, we analyze the
network dynamics and show that the solutions converge globally
to the set of equilibria for generic monotone (but not necessarily
strictly monotone) regulatory functions. Sufficient conditions for
global state synchronization are provided. Finally, by adopting a
piecewise linear approximation of the vector field, we determine
the existence, location and stability of the equilibria as function
of the coupling gain. The theoretical results are illustrated with
numerical simulations.

I. INTRODUCTION

Nonlinear dynamical systems can exhibit the coexistence
of multiple stable equilibria or, more generally, attractors.
This phenomenon, known as multistability [1], is ubiquitous
across various natural sciences, including optics, mechan-
ics, chemistry, and biology [2], [3]. Multistability plays a
significant role in fundamental biological processes. In the
context of Gene Regulatory Networks (GRNs), genetic circuits
that control cell fate decisions are traditionally modeled as
multistable dynamical systems [4], with different stable steady
states representing different cell phenotypes [5]. It has been
conjectured [6] and proved [7] that the presence of positive
feedback loops is a necessary condition for the existence
of multiple equilibria. The synthetic toggle switch is one of
the first examples where these theoretical results have been
experimentally verified in a biological system [8].

Recently, networks of bistable switches coupled by quorum
sensing [9] and diffusive coupling [10]–[13] have been investi-
gated, with their properties of auto-correction, synchronization
and convergence to equilibria characterized. In [11], [12] the
property of convergence to equilibria has been conjectured
without a formal analysis. In [9], the property of (almost)
global convergence to equilibria was proved using the theory
of strongly monotone systems [14]. However, this property
is lost when the graph associated with the signed Jacobian
of the vector field is not irreducible everywhere. This oc-
curs, for example, when the interactions between different
chemical species are modeled by piece-wise affine functions
with intervals where the functions are constant. In [13] this
property has been established for a particular class of networks
with strictly increasing nonlinearities. Alternative approaches
to prove convergence to equilibria approaches include the use
of Lyapunov functions [15]–[19], contraction theory [20], [21],
and leveraging passivity-like properties [22]–[26].
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In this paper, we investigate a fairly general class of
networks of bistable systems coupled by diffusion, focusing
on convergence to equilibria and synchronization properties.
The model encompasses both positive autoregulation loops and
mutual repression circuits (toggle switches). Our first result
establishes that all trajectories converge to the set of equilibria,
regardless of the system’s parameters, coupling strength, and
network topology, and for generic monotone (not necessarily
strictly monotone) regulatory functions. This result builds
upon the theory of counterclockwise Input/Output systems
[22]–[24] and generalizes results requiring strictly monotone
regulation functions [9], [13].

Our second result provides sufficient conditions for asymp-
totic state synchronization. This result does not require a
specific network topology but establishes a condition that
involves the degree of connectivity of the network topology
and the isolated system’s dynamics.

Our last result addresses a biologically relevant networked
model by adopting a piece-wise linear approximation of the
regulatory functions. In particular, we characterize the local
stability of equilibria and, for an all-to-all homogeneous net-
work, we analytically characterize the emergence of stable
clustering configurations when the strength of the diffusive
coupling is varied. To the best of our knowledge, such an ex-
haustive study of convergence, synchronization, and clustering
properties has not been previously reported in the literature.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section II, we in-
troduce the class of compartmental models under investiga-
tion. Section III establishes the property of convergence to
equilibria. In Section IV, we provide sufficient conditions for
global synchronization. In Section V, we characterize the local
stability of equilibria and clustering properties for an all-to-
all network of piecewise affine bistable systems. Finally, in
Section VI, we illustrate the results with numerical simulations
and suggest directions for future research. The appendix
reports the main technical preliminaries used throughout the
paper.

II. A CLASS OF NETWORKS OF BISTABLE SYSTEMS

A. A class of Bistable Motifs

In this section, we present a class of interconnected com-
partmental models that exemplifies a network of bistable
systems. The dynamics of each compartment is described by
the ordinary differential equation

ẋ1 = −γ1x1 + V1g2(x2)

ẋ2 = −γ2x2 + V2g1(x1),
(1)

where the positive scalar values x1 and x2 represent the con-
centration of two chemical species and the positive constants
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V1 and V2 determine their synthesis rates. The regulation
functions gi : R≥0 → R≥0 are assumed to be monotone func-
tions, positive-valued and either both monotonically increasing
or monotonically decreasing1. The class of models in (1)
provides a unified framework for studying the dynamics of two
important bistable motifs in gene regulatory networks. When
both regulation functions are monotonically non-decreasing,
(1) includes Positive Auto Regulation (PAR) loops [27], where
two transcription factors activate each other. Autoinduction
circuits, such as those involved in quorum sensing systems
[28]–[30], are typically modeled as PAR loops. Conversely,
when the regulation functions are both monotonically de-
creasing (inhibitory interactions), (1) includes the well-known
toggle switch where two proteins mutually inhibit each other’s
synthesis [8]. Under appropriate assumptions on the regulation
functions and the system’s parameters, both types of systems
exhibit bistability, with two stable steady states. Figure 1
shows an example of a phase portrait of the vector field in
(1) where both the regulation functions are piecewise affine
functions (4).

One of the most common modelling choices for the regu-
lation functions for an activator is the Hill function

gs(x) =
(x/θ)n

1 + (x/θ)n
, (2)

where θ > 0 defines the concentration of x to significantly
activate expression and n is the cooperative degree corre-
sponding to different steepness values of the function gs. The
regulation function for a repressor is instead modelled as

g−s (x) =
1

1 + (x/θ)n
= 1− gs(x), (3)

where θ > 0 represents the concentration of x to significantly
repress expression. The sigmoidal Hill regulatory functions
can be approximated with piecewise affine continuous func-
tions [27], [31]

g(x) =


0, x < θ

(x− θ)/δ, θ ≤ x ≤ θ + δ

1 x > θ + δ

(4)

with corresponding inhibitory regulatory functions g−(x) =
1 − g(x). In addition to the activator and repressor functions
described above, another important case to consider is when
one of the functions is a linear increasing function, i.e.,
g(x) = x. This case corresponds to a situation where one
of the chemical species is a synthase, and the corresponding
synthesized molecule is synthesized at a rate proportional to
its concentration [29], [30]. In this paper, unless specified, we
will not assume specific regulatory functions but will rely on
the following assumption.

Assumption 1. 1 The functions gi, i = 1, 2, in (1) are
positive-valued, Lipschitz continuous, and either both mono-
tonically increasing or both monotonically decreasing. Further-
more, at least one of the functions is bounded.

1In this paper we will use the terminology monotonically increasing
(decreasing) to indicate that a function is non-decreasing (non-increasing).
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Figure 1: Phase portrait for (1) with regulatory functions g in
(4). The grey box with orange edges highlights the forward
invariant (and attractive) set B. The full black circles represent
the two stable equilibria and the white circle represents the
unstable saddle equilibrium.

This assumption guarantees the boundedness of all forward
trajectories of (1), as shown in the following proposition.

Proposition II.1. If Assumption 1 holds, there exist x̄1 and
x̄2 such that the set

B := [0, x̄1]× [0, x̄2] (5)

is forward invariant with respect to the dynamics (1).

Proof. To prove that the set B is invariant, it is sufficient to
prove that on the boundary ∂B, the vector field in (1) satis-
fies the Nagumo condition [32]. This requires the following
conditions to be met on ∂B:

i) f1(0, x2) ≥ 0, ∀x2 ∈ [0, x̄2];
ii) f2(x1, 0) ≥ 0, ∀x1 ∈ [0, x̄1];

iii) f1(x̄1, x2) ≤ 0, ∀x2 ∈ [0, x̄2];
iv) f2(x1, x̄2) ≤ 0, ∀x1 ∈ [0, x̄1].

Since g1 and g2 are nonnegative functions, the first two
conditions are trivially satisfied. The last two conditions are
equivalent to

γ1x̄1 ≥ V1g2(x2),∀x2 ∈ [0, x̄2],

γ2x̄2 ≥ V2g1(x1),∀x1 ∈ [0, x̄1].
(6)

Without loss of generality, assume that g1 is upper bounded
with bound M > 0. From the second equation, we obtain
x̄2 ≥ V2M/γ2. Using this bound in the first inequality we
obtain the second bound x̄1 ≥ g2(V2/γ2)V1/γ1. We conclude
that B is forward invariant for any x̄1 ≥ g2(MV2/γ2)V1/γ1
and x̄2 ≥MV2/γ2.

B. Interconnected bistable motifs

Simple network motifs as the one described in (1) are often
not isolated but interact through a common shared medium
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(quorum sensing, [33], [9], [34]) or diffusive coupling [35],
[10]. We consider here a networked system with N identical
compartments, each defined by (1), and coupled via diffusive
coupling

ẋ1,i = −γ1x1,i + V1g2(x2,i) +
∑
j

ai,j (x1,j − x1,i) ,

ẋ2,i = −γ2x2,i + V2g1(x1,i),

(7)

i = 1, . . . , N . The non-negative coefficients ai,j are coupling
coefficients between the first species in different compart-
ments. In the rest of the paper we will assume that the
communication between compartments relies solely on the
diffusion of the first species over an undirected graph, i.e.
ai,j = aj,i. This assumption is realistic since it often applies
that only one of the regulatory molecules can diffuse through
the cell’s membrane [29], [30], [34]. By defining X1 =
[x1,1, . . . , x1,N ]T , X2 = [x2,1, . . . , x2,N ]T and the vectors of
activations Gℓ(Xℓ) = [gℓ(xℓ,1), . . . , gℓ(xℓ,N )], ℓ = 1, 2, we
can rewrite (7) in the compact form

Ẋ1 = −(Γ1 + L)X1 + V1G2(X2),

Ẋ2 = −Γ2X2 + V2G1(X1),
(8)

where L = [lij ], is the Laplacian matrix defined as

lij =

{
−aℓij , i ̸= j∑
i̸=j

aℓij , i = j ,

Γi = γiIN with IN being the N × N identity matrix. The
parameters aij can be associated to a graph where species in
different compartments are the nodes and aij > 0 corresponds
to a weighted edge in the graph. We will denote the resulting
graph as G. The graph G is connected if given any two nodes
there exists a path that connects them and G is symmetric (or
undirected) if aij = aji for every i, j. In the following we will
use the concept of algebraic connectivity extended to directed
graphs [36].

Definition II.1. [36] For a directed graph with Laplacian
matrix L, the algebraic connectivity is the real number defined
as

λ := min
z∈P

zTLz

where P = {z ∈ Rn : z ⊥ 1n, ∥z∥= 1} and where 1n ≜
[1, 1, . . . , 1]T ∈ Rn

From the definition of B in (5) we can define a forward
invariant hyperbox for the networked system in (7)

BN =

N∏
i=1

B. (9)

The proof of the invariance of BN follows the same lines of
the proof for Proposition II.1 and is therefore omitted. For the
rest of the paper, we will consider BN as the state space.

III. CONVERGENCE ANALYSIS

In the next result, we show that all trajectories of (7)
converge to the set of equilibria, independently of the system’s
parameters, coupling strength, and network topology.

Theorem III.1. Consider system (7) under Assumption 1 and
assume that ai,j = aj,i, i, j = 1, . . . , N . Then, for every initial
condition ξ ∈ BN the ω-limit set ω(ξ), contains only equilibria
of (7). If the equilibria of (7) are isolated, for all initial
conditions, limt→+∞ x(t) = x̄, where x̄ is an equilibrium
of (7).

In the proof of Theorem III.1, we will make use of the
notion of Counterclockwise (CCW) input-output dynamics
introduced in [22]–[24]. The main definitions and results used
in the paper are reported in the Appendix.

A. Proof of Theorem III.1

As a first step, we rewrite (7) as the positive feedback
interconnection

ẋ1,i = −γ1x1,i + V1g2(x2,i) + ui

ẋ2,i = −γ2x2,i + V2g1(x1,i)

yi = x1,i

u = −Ly.

(10)

i = 1, . . . , N , y = [x1,1, . . . , x1,N ]T and u = [u1, . . . , uN ].
We outline the proof in the following steps. In Proposition
III.1 we show that each component of (10) has strictly
counterclockwise (CCW) input-output dynamics from ui to yi.
Then, by exploiting the properties of positive feedback loop
interconnections of systems with CCW input-output dynamics,
we characterize the omega limit sets of the networked system
(7).

The next Lemma is instrumental in the proof of Proposition
III.1 and is an adaptation of [23, Lemma III.1]. Note that,
unlike the original result in [23, Lemma III.1], we do not
require g to be a strictly increasing function of the input.

Lemma III.1. Consider the scalar input-output system

ẋ = −kx+ g(u) = f(x, u), y = h(x) (11)

where k > 0, u ∈ U , and U is the set of Lebesgue
measurable, locally essentially bounded functions valued in
U = [0, umax]. Let X = [xmin, xmax], xmax ≥ g(umax)/k
and xmin ≤ g(0)/k, be the state space of (11). Assume
that h and g are either both monotonically increasing or
both monotonically decreasing Lipschitz continuous functions.
Then, (11) has CCW input-output dynamics with respect to
arbitrary density functions ρ, i.e.

lim inf
T→+∞

T∫
0

ẏ(t)

u(t)∫
0

ρ(η, h(x(t)))dη dt > −∞ (12)

for every x0 ∈ X , u ∈ U , and ρ satisfying Definition A.1.

Proof. Let g and h be monotonically increasing functions.
For all input values u(t) ∈ U , f(xmin, u(t)) ≥ 0 and
f(xmax, u(t)) ≤ 0, therefore the state space X is positively
invariant under the dynamics defined by (11). We claim that
the set (g(0), g(umax)) is also positively invariant. For any
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initial condition x0 ∈ (g(0)/k, g(umax)/k), the corresponding
solution is given by

x(t) = e−kt x0 +

t∫
0

e−k(t−τ) g(u(τ))dτ. (13)

Since g(0) ≤ g(u(t)) ≤ g(umax), from (13) we obtain

x(t) ≥ g(0)/k + e−kt (x0 − g(0)/k) > g(0)/k (14)

and

x(t) ≤ g(umax)/k + e−kt (x0 − g(umax)/k) < g(umax)/k,
(15)

thus proving the claim. We can therefore define the partition
X × U = Sl ∪ Sm ∪ Sh, where

Sl = {(x0, u) : x(t, x0, u(t)) ∈ [xmin, g(0)/k],∀t ≥ 0} ,
Sh = {(x0, u) : x(t, x0, u(t)) ∈ [g(umax)/k, xmax],∀t ≥ 0} ,
Sm = {(x0, u) : ∃t∗ ≥ 0 : ∀t ≥ t∗,

x(t, x0, u(t)) ∈ (g(0)/k, g(umax/k)}.

We now show that (12) holds on each component of the
partition. Consider a generic pair x0 × u ∈ Sl. By defini-
tion of Sl and since g is non-decreasing, f(x(t), u(t)) =
−kx(t) + g(u(t)) ≥ 0, for every t ≥ 0. Since h is Lipschitz
continuous, its derivative is defined almost everywhere and,
by assumption, Dh(x) := d

d xh(x) ≥ 0, where defined. We
conclude that ẏ(t) = Dh (x(t)) f(x(t), u(t)) ≥ 0,∀t ≥ 0
almost everywhere and therefore

lim inf
T→+∞

∫ T

0

ẏ(t)

∫ u(t)

0

ρ(µ, y(t))dµdt > −∞, (16)

for every ρ satisfying Definition A.1.
We now show that the inequality (12) holds for all pairs

x0 × u ∈ Sm. Since the function g is non-decreasing,
∀x ∈ (g(0)/k, g(umax)/k) we can define γ(x) := g−1(kx)
where g−1 is the generalized inverse function of the monotone
function g, in the sense of Definition A.5. The function γ(x)
is strictly increasing by Proposition A.1, and bounded. Since
ẏ = Dh(x)f(x, u), ẏ > 0 =⇒ f(x, u) = −kx +
g(u) > 0 ⇐⇒ g(u) > kx =⇒ u > γ(x) with the
final implication following from Proposition A.1. Analogously,
ẏ < 0 =⇒ u < γ(x) and therefore we obtain the following
inequality

ẏ(t)

u(t)∫
0

ρ(η, y(t))dη ≥ ẏ(t)

γ(x(t))∫
0

ρ(η, y(t))dη. (17)

The function

F (x) :=

x∫
0

Dh(ξ)

γ(x)∫
0

ρ(η, h(ξ))dηdξ (18)

is Lipschitz in x since it is the integral of a bounded function.
Furthermore, F (x(t)) is absolutely continuous, since it is

the composition of a Lipschitz function with the absolutely
continuous function x(t). We conclude that its time derivative

d

d t
F (x(t)) = ẏ(t)

γ(x(t))∫
0

ρ(η, y(t))dη (19)

is defined almost everywhere. Integrating both sides of (17)
we obtain

T∫
0

ẏ(t)

u(t)∫
0

ρ(η, y(t))dηdt ≥ F (x(T ))− F (x(t∗)) + ∆

where

∆ =

t∗∫
0

ẏ(t)

u(t)∫
0

ρ(η, y(t))dηdt

is finite and accounts for the interval of time during which the
solution x(t) is outside of (g(0)/k, g(umax)/k). Therefore, by
the continuity of F and boundedness of the trajectories, (12)
holds. Consider now a generic pair x0 ×u ∈ Sh. From (11) it
holds that ẏ(t) = Dh(x(t))f(x(t), u(t)) ≤ 0,∀t ≥ 0 almost
everywhere, and therefore

ẏ(t)

∫ u(t)

0

ρ(µ, y(t))dµdt ≥ ẏ(t)

∫ umax

0

ρ(µ, y(t))dµdt.

Integrating both sides we obtain

T∫
0

ẏ(t)

u(t)∫
0

ρ(η, y(t))dηdt ≥ P (x(T ))− P (x(0)) (20)

where

P (x) =

x∫
0

Dh(ξ)

umax∫
0

ρ(η, h(ξ))dηdξ (21)

from which (12) follows.
The proof for the case of g and h mononotically decreasing

follows the same lines.

Proposition III.1. Consider the following two-dimensional
system

ẋ1 = −γ1x1 + V1g2(x2) + u

ẋ2 = −γ2x2 + V2g1(x1)

y = x1

(22)

where gi, i = 1, 2, satisfy Assumption 1. Assume that the
input signal u(t) ∈ [umin, umax] is bounded. Then, the system
has strictly CCW input-output dynamics from u to y.

Proof. System (22) can be represented as a positive loop
interconnection of the x1 and x2 subsystems

ẋ1 = −γ1x1 + v + u = f1(x1, v, u)

ẋ2 = −γ2x2 + V2g1(x1)

v = V1g2(x2)

y = x1.

(23)

Assumption 1 ensures bounded states and output for bounded
input signals with u(t) ∈ [umin, umax]. Proposition III.1
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Figure 2: Positive feedback interconnection scheme represent-
ing the mathematical model in (10).

guarantees that the x2 subsystem with input x1 and output
v has CCW input-output dynamics with respect to arbitrary
density functions. Furthermore, f1 is C1, strictly increasing
with respect to u and v and ∂f1/∂u = 1 > 0. Therefore,
by Lemma III.2 in [23] we can conclude that the system in
(22) has strictly CCW input-output dynamics with respect to
arbitrary density functions from u to y.

By leveraging the results above, we can now conclude the
proof of Theorem III.1. System (10) is a bank of SISO scalar
nonlinear systems in feedback with the static map −L : y →
−Ly where L is the symmetric Laplacian matrix in (8). In
Proposition III.1, we showed that each of the subsystems in
(10) with input ui and output yi has strict CCW input-output
dynamics. Furthermore, the map −L : y → −Ly is a system
with CCW input-output dynamics since the Laplacian matrix L
is symmetric [24, Proposition 6.2]. Finally, by [24, Theorem
1] we can conclude that for any initial condition ξ, the ω-
limit set ω(ξ) is contained in the largest invariant set in M :=
{x : ẏ ≡ 0} where y = [x1,1, . . . , x1,N ]T . Furthermore, as
the forward orbits are bounded, the omega limit set ω(ξ) is
non-empty, compact and connected [37, Proposition 1.111].
In M , since ẏ = 0, each component x1,i must be constant,
and we write x1,i(t) = x̄1,i. Therefore, the dynamics of each
compartment is independent with respect to each other and
reads

ẋ1,i = −γ1x̄1,i + V1g2(x2,i) + bi = 0

ẋ2,i = −γ2x2,i + V2g1(x̄1,i) = −γ2x2,i + ci,
(24)

where bi =
∑

j a
1
i,j (x1,j − x1,i) is the constant term de-

pending on the diffusive coupling and ci = V2g1(x̄1,i).
Consider an initial condition ξ0 in ω(ξ) and assume that ξ0

is not an equilibrium. The invariance of ω(ξ) implies that
the solution x(t) corresponding to the initial condition ξ0
is entirely contained in ω(ξ), that is, x(t) ∈ ω(ξ),∀t ∈ R.
Furthermore, for the dynamics in (24), lim

t→±∞
|x2,i(t)|= +∞

against the fact that ω(ξ) is bounded. Therefore, all points in
ω(ξ) must be equilibria. Furthermore, if the equilibria of the
system are isolated, then for all initial conditions ξ ∈ BN ,
lim

t→+∞
∥x(t)− x∥ → 0 where x is an equilibrium of (7).

IV. SYNCHRONIZATION ANALYSIS

In the following, we derive sufficient conditions on the
algebraic connectivity of the coupling graph that ensure that
all the equilibria of (8) are synchronized.

Theorem IV.1. Consider a generic equilibrium X = [X1, X2]
of (8). Assume that Assumption 1 holds and let ℓ1 and ℓ2 be
the Lipschitz constants of g1 and g2. Let λ2 be the algebraic
connectivity of the Laplacian matrix L. If the following
condition is satisfied:

V1ℓ1V2ℓ2
(γ1 + λ2)γ2

< 1, (25)

then X1 ∈ span{1N} and X2 ∈ span{1N}, where 1N ∈ RN

is a vector with all entries equal to one.

Proof. For a generic equilibrium X = [X1, X2] of (8), it must
hold that

(Γ1 + L)X1 = G̃(X1) (26)

where G̃(X1) := G2(
V2

γ2
G1(X1)). If such an equilibrium

exists, then

QTQ(Γ1 + L)X1 = QTQG̃(X1), (27)

where

Q =


−1 + (N − 1)ν 1− ν −ν · · · −ν

−1 + (N − 1)ν −ν 1− ν
. . .

...
...

...
. . . . . . −ν

−1 + (N − 1)ν −ν · · · −ν 1− ν

 ,
and

ν =
N −

√
N

N(N − 1)
.

From the definition of Q, it follows that Q1N = 0, and
QTQ = IN − 1

N 1N1
T
N . Therefore, we can write

QTQ(Γ1 + L)
(
X1 − α1N

)
= QTQ

(
G̃(X1)− G̃(α1N )

)
,

where α = 1
N 1

T
NX1. Assume that X1 /∈ span{1N}. Then∥∥QTQ(Γ1 + L)
(
X1 − α1N

)∥∥
2
≥ (γ1 + λ2)

∥∥X1 − α1N

∥∥
2

(28)
where λ2 is the algebraic connectivity of the Laplacian L. G̃
has a Lipschitz constant equal to V1ℓ1V2ℓ2

γ2
, and therefore∥∥∥QTQ

(
G̃(X1)− G̃(α1N )

)∥∥∥
2
≤ V1ℓ1V2ℓ2

γ2

∥∥X1 − α1N

∥∥
2
.

(29)
Since

V1ℓ1V2ℓ2
(γ1 + λ2)γ2

< 1,
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the inequalities in (28) and (29) lead to a contradiction, as it
must hold that:∥∥QTQ(Γ1 + L)

(
X1 − α1N

)∥∥
2
=∥∥∥QTQ

(
G̃(X1)− G̃(α1N )

)∥∥∥
2
.

Therefore, for all equilibria X = [X1, X2], X1 ∈ span{1N}.
Since X2 = V2/γ2G1(X1), we conclude that X2 ∈
span{1N}.

Remark. In virtue of Theorem IV.1 and Theorem III.1, we
can conclude that if the algebraic connectivity of the coupling
graph is sufficiently large, all the solutions of (8) asymptoti-
cally converge to synchronized equilibria, where the states of
each compartment approach each other to a constant value.

V. MULTISTABILITY ANALYSIS

This section focuses on the multistability analysis of a
subclass of the network models (7). Specifically, let g2(x) = x
and g1(x) = g(x), a piecewise linear function defined in (4)
and characterized by the positive parameters θ and δ. The
resulting system reads

ẋ1,i = −γ1x1,i + V1x2 +
∑
j

ai,j (x1,j − x1,i) ,

ẋ2,i = −γ2x2,i + V2g(x1).

(30)

The dynamics of this piecewise affine model can be seen as
an approximation of the dynamics of N bistable switches
interconnected by a quorum sensing mechanism. Indeed, in
the case of an all-to-all interconnection, it is analogous to
those described in [28]–[30], in the limit that autoinducer
diffusion is much more rapid than degradation. Under this
assumption, intracellular and extracellular concentrations of
the autoinducer molecule can be approximated to be equal, as
verified in experimental studies, in different biological systems
[38].

In the second part of this section, for an all-to-all homoge-
neous interconnection, we characterize the local stability of the
equilibria of (30) and investigate their location as the system’s
parameters and coupling strength are varied.

The following assumption will be used throughout the
remainder of this section.

Assumption 2. The system parameters of (30) satisfy

V1V2
δγ1γ2

> 1 +
θ

δ
.

Assumption 2 guarantees that the uncoupled system has two
stable equilibria PON = ((V1V2) /(γ2γ1) , V2/γ2) , POFF =
(0, 0) and an unstable equilibrium Ps = (x̄1, x̄2) with

x̄1 =
V1
γ1
x̄2

x̄2 =
V2θ

δγ2

(
V1V2
δγ1γ2

− 1

)−1

.

It is useful to partition the phase space BN into different
domains such that the restriction of the vector field is linear-
affine in each of them.

Definition V.1. Let T ⊂ RN denote the set of N dimensional
vectors with entries in {−1, 0,+1}. We can associate each
element α in T with a domain Ωα defined as

Ωα := {x ∈ BN |x1,j > θ + δ, if αj = 1

x1,j < θ, if αj = −1

θ ≤x1,j ≤ θ + δ, if αj = 0} .

A domain Ωα is called saturated if α ∈ Λe := {α ∈ T : αj ∈
{−1, 1}}, linear if α ∈ Λ0 := {α ∈ T : αj = 0}, and mixed
if α ∈ Λm := T /(Λ0 ∪ Λe).

Definition V.2. Given a saturated domain Ωα, we say that Ωα

has an average level of activation q := m/N, m = 0, . . . , N
where m is the number of entries in α equal to 1.

In the following, we characterize the stability of equilibria
in the different types of domains. Similarly to (8), we define
the state vector x = [XT

1 , X
T
2 ]

T such that the restriction of
the vector field in (30) to a domain Ωα is described by the
linear-affine system

ẋ =Mαx+ bα, (31)

where

Mα =

[
M11(α) M12(α)
M21(α) M22(α)

]
(32)

with

M11(α) = −(Γ1 + L)

M12(α) = V1IN

M21(α) = V2/δ diag(w(α1), . . . , w(αN ))

M22(α) = −Γ2

(33)

and w(αi) = 1 if αi = 0 and w(αi) = 0, otherwise. We
skip here the explicit expression of bα since it is not involved
in the subsequent calculations. The following proposition
characterizes the local stability of the equilibria of (30).

Proposition V.1. Consider system (30). If an equilibrium
exists in a saturated domain, it is unique and locally asymp-
totically stable. Furthermore, if V1V2

γ1γ2δ
> N , the equilibria in

the interior of non-saturated domains are unstable.

Proof. For all saturated domains, M21(α) = 0, therefore the
matrix Mα is block diagonal, nonsingular and Hurwitz. Since
the vector field is differentiable in each saturated domain, if an
equilibrium exists in a saturated domain Ωα, it is unique and
locally asymptotically stable. We now prove that the equilibria
in the interior of mixed and linear domains are unstable if
V1V2

γ1γ2δ
> N . Let Ωα be a mixed or linear domain, we claim

that the matrix Mα has at least one eigenvalue with strictly
positive real part. We proceed by contradiction. Assume that
Mα has no eigenvalues with strictly positive real part. Then,

Mε
α :=

[
M11(α)− εIN M12(α)

M21(α) M22(α)− εIN

]
(34)

must be Hurwitz, ∀ε > 0. Since Mε
α is Metzler, it is Hurwitz

if and only if both M22(α)− εIN and the Schur complement
Mε

α/(M22(α)− εIN ) are Hurwitz [39, Corollary 1]. Since
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M22(α)− εIN is clearly Hurwitz, Mε
α is Hurwitz if and only

if

Mε
α/(M22(α)− εIN ) =M11(α)− εIN +

V1
(γ2 + ε)

M21(α)

is Hurwitz. Notice that Mε
α/(M22(α)− εIN ) is symmetric

and

1T
NM

ε
α/(M22(α)− εIN )1N = −N(γ1+ε)γ1+

V2V1
(γ2 + ε)δ

nα

with 1N the vector whose entries are all equal to 1 and
nα ∈ {1, ..., N} depends on the domain Ωα and represents
the number of species in the linear regime. By assumption,
V1V2

γ1γ2δ
> N , therefore there exists (small enough) ε > 0 such

that ∀nα ∈ {1, ..., N}

1T
NM

ε
α/(M22(α)− εIN )1N > 0.

Therefore, for small enough ε > 0 Mε
α is not Hurwitz, thus

proving the claim.

In the following, we study the location of (locally asymptot-
ically stable) equilibria in the saturated domains as a function
of the coupling strength k for the case of a homogeneous all-
to-all network, i.e. L = k

(
NIN − 1N1

T
N

)
.

Notice that in the two saturated domains with average level
of activation q = 0 and q = 1, the equilibria exist and are
unique, each corresponding to all compartments synchronized
in the state POFF and PON. In the rest of the paper, the
following definition will be used to refer to a specific class
of equilibria:

Definition V.3. A generic equilibrium X = [X1, X2] of (8)
is said to be synchronized if X1 ∈ span{1N} and X2 ∈
span{1N}.

Theorem V.1. Consider system (30) and assume L =
k
(
NIN − 1N1

T
N

)
. Let Ωα be a saturated domain with an

average level of activation q = m/N , m ∈ {1, . . . , N − 1}.
There exists a minimum gain kq such that ∀k > kq , no
equilibria are contained in the domain Ωα. Additionally, there
exists ks > 0 such that for every k > ks, if an equilibrium
exists in a saturated domain, it is synchronized.

Proof. A generic equilibrium X = [X1, X2] of (8) must
satisfy

X1 = V1(Γ1 + L)−1X2

X2 = V2/γ2G1(X1).
(35)

As Γ1 + L = k
(
NIN − 11T

)
+ γ1IN , its inverse (Sherman-

Morrison formula [40], [41]) is

(Γ1 + L)−1 =
1

Nk + γ1
IN +

1

γ1 (Nk + γ1)
k1N1

T
N (36)

and by substituting it in (35), we obtain

X1 = V1

(
1

Nk + γ1
IN +

1

γ1 (Nk + γ1)
k1N1

T
N

)
V2
γ2
G1(X1).

(37)

Therefore, for a generic compartment i,

x1,i =
V1V2/γ2
Nk + γ1

g(x1,i) +
V1V2/γ2

γ1(Nk + γ1)
Nk

N∑
i=1

g(x1,i)/N

x2,i = V2/γ2g1(x1,i).
(38)

Define ION(α) = {i : αi = 1} and IOFF(α) = {i : αi =
−1}. As the domain Ωα has an average level of activation q =
m/N , this means that ION(α) and IOFF(α) have cardinality
m, and N − m, respectively. Denote with V := V1V2

γ1γ2
, the

equilibrium X = [X1, X2] ∈ Ωα if and only if

x1,i = γ1
V

Nk + γ1
+

V

Nk + γ1
Nkq > θ + δ, i ∈ ION(α)

(39)

and

x1,i =
V

Nk + γ1
Nkq < θ, i ∈ IOFF(α). (40)

Therefore, X = [X1, X2] /∈ Ωα if at least one of (39) and
(40) is not verified, i.e. if

γ1
V

Nk + γ1
+

V

Nk + γ1
Nkq ≤ θ + δ (41)

or
V

Nk + γ1
Nkq ≥ θ. (42)

We can now rewrite (41), (42) as

kN (−V q + (θ + δ)) ≥ γ1 (V − (θ + δ)) (43)

and
(V q − θ)Nk ≥ θγ1. (44)

The factor on the right handside of (43) is always strictly
positive under Assumption 2. We now show that for any given
q, it is possible to find a minimum gain kq such that for all
k > kq , no equilibria exist in the domain Ωα with an average
level of activation q. We divide the analysis according to the
value of q.

1) If q is such that θ < V q < (θ + δ), by simple
manipulation of (43) and (44) we obtain:

k ≥ kq1 :=
γ1 ((θ + δ)− V )

N (V q − (θ + δ))
(45)

or

k ≥ kq2 :=
θγ1

N (V q − θ)
. (46)

Therefore, ∀k ≥ kq = min{kq1, k
q
2}, there are no equilibria in

the saturated domains corresponding to the average level of
activation q.

2) If q is such that V q ≥ (θ + δ), no positive value of k
can satisfy (43). From (44) we can instead get the bound

k ≥ kq2 :=
θγ1

N (V q − θ)
. (47)

Therefore, ∀k ≥ kq2 there are no equilibria in the saturated
domains corresponding to the average level of activation q.
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3) If q is such that V q ≤ θγ1, no positive value of k can
make (44) true. From (43) we can instead get the bound

k ≥ kq1 :=
γ1 ((θ + δ)− V )

N (V q − (θ + δ))
. (48)

Therefore, ∀k ≥ kq1 there are no equilibria in the saturated
domains corresponding to the average level of activation q.
Finally, for all

k > ks := max
q∈{m/N |m∈{1,...,N−1}}

kq, (49)

the only saturated domain with equilibria are the two saturated
domains corresponding to the average level of activation q = 0
and q = 1.

VI. NUMERICAL RESULTS

To illustrate the results developed in the previous sections,
we consider a network (30) of N = 5 identical bistable
compartments with g2(x2) = x2, and g1(x1) = g(x1) defined
as a piecewise function (4) with parameters V1 = V2 = 1,
γ1 = γ2 = 1, θ = 0.45, δ = 0.1. The chosen parameters and
activation functions guarantee that all the solutions converge
to the set of equilibria (Theorem III.1) and that all equilibria in
the interior of non-saturated domains are unstable (Proposition
V.1). Figure 3 (a)-(d) illustrates the number of equilibria
(both in the saturated and unsaturated domains) as a function
of the homogeneous coupling k for various interconnection
topologies. The minimum coupling kλ =

(
V1V2

γ2δ
− γ1

)
/N

(red dotted line), computed using Theorem IV.1, represents the
minimum coupling gain that ensures global synchronization.
This is illustrated in Figure 3, as for k > kλ, the network has
only three synchronized equilibria, corresponding to the three
equilibria of the uncoupled bistable system.

In Figure 3 (a) we depict the exact thresholds kq (dotted
blue lines) computed by using Theorem V.1 in the case where
the communication topology is homogeneous and all-to-all.
These thresholds represent the coupling strength required to
eliminate all the stable equilibria with an average level of
activation q. In particular, we observe a gradual transition from
multistability to bistability of the overall network. Indeed, for
all k > ks, all stable equilibria are synchronized equilibria
(Theorem V.1). The figure also suggests that the bound ks

guarantees convergence to the synchronized equilibria almost
everywhere. It is worth commenting on the difference between
kλ and ks. The bound kλ guarantees that only the three
synchronized equilibria exist while ks guarantees that the only
locally asymptotically stable equilibria are the synchronized
ones.

The gap between the bounds kλ and ks provides a possible
explanation on why, in many examples (e.g. the synchroniza-
tion of Goodwin oscillators in [42]), the minimum coupling
gain that guarantees synchronization is higher than the values
empirically found in simulation.

This observation is particularly insightful when we consider
the limiting case of δ → 0, i.e. when the piecewise affine
continuous function (4) tends to a discontinuous function. In
this case, the minimum coupling gain that guarantees global
synchronization computed with (25) grows unbounded with

the Lipschitz constant ℓ1 = 1/δ of the function g1. Neverthe-
less, the minimum coupling gain computed in Theorem V.1
approaches a finite value (Figure 4).

In our final experiments, we compare two different choices
for the regulatory functions : piecewise affine approximations
(4) and hill-like smooth functions (2). We evaluate how closely
these two modelling choices agree in the characterization of
clustering and synchronization properties of the networked
system. According to [31], these models should produce
similar results when Hill coefficients are sufficiently large,
with the exact threshold on the cooperativity degree depending
on the specific parameters used.

We consider two variants of a network (7) with N = 3
identical bistable compartments. In both variants, g2(x2) = x2.
For g1(x1), we compare:

• A Hill function (2) g1(x1) = gs(x1) with θH = 1.5 and
cooperative degree n = 3;

• A piecewise affine activation function (4) g1(x1) = g(x1)
with parameters δ = 2 and θ = θH − δ/2 = 0.5.

The parameters for the two regulatory functions are cho-
sen such that gs(x)|x=θH= g(x)|x=θH and d

d xgs(x)|x=θH=
d
d xg(x)|x=θH as shown in Figure 5. The comparison of the
number of equilibria as a function of the coupling gain k
for the two model variants in Figure 6 indicates that when
the Hill function is employed, non-synchronized equilibria
are eliminated at slightly smaller values of the coupling gain
k. The number of equilibria in the Hill function model is
more sensitive to changes in the coupling gain k. Despite this
difference, both variants of the models exhibit a similar overall
behavior. This suggests that the methodology developed in this
paper provides an alternative to the, computationally heavy,
numerical computations to locate the equilibria in the smooth
system.

VII. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we examined the dynamics of a network of
bistable systems coupled by diffusion. Under assumptions, we
presented structural conditions (i.e., conditions that do not
depend on the values of the system’s parameters) that ensure
all solutions converge to the set of equilibria. Additionally,
under the same technical assumptions, we provided sufficient
conditions for the coupling graph to guarantee the bistability of
the network and demonstrated that all solutions asymptotically
converge to one of the equilibria of the uncoupled system.

For a biologically relevant model of a network of bistable
systems, we utilized a piecewise linear approximation of
the vector field to determine the location of equilibria as a
function of the coupling gain and studied their local stability.
This approach provided valuable insights into the impact of
diffusive coupling on the stability and synchronization of
bistable systems.

Future research directions include extending our results to
more general bistable and multistable systems and incorpo-
rating other coupling mechanisms such as quorum sensing.
Exploring these additional coupling mechanisms could further
enhance our understanding of complex network dynamics in
biological systems and expand the applicability of our findings
to a broader range of real-world scenarios.
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Figure 3: In (a), the dotted vertical blue lines correspond to the values kq computed analytically. The continuous blue line
represents the total number of equilibria in all saturated domains as a function of the coupling parameter k. The continuous
orange line represents the total number of equilibria in all domains (including non-saturated) as a function of the coupling
parameter k. The dotted red line represents the minimum coupling gain kλ to ensure that only synchronized equilibria exist.
In all figures, the minimum values for the blue and orange lines are respectively 2 and 3. The system’s parameters used are
are V1 = V2 = 1, γ1 = γ2 = 1 and θ = 0.45, δ = 0.1.

APPENDIX

A. Systems with Counterclockwise Input-Output Dynamics
The following is from [23]. Consider the nonlinear differ-

ential equation with input u and output y

ẋ = f(x, u), y = h(x), (50)

defined on the closed state space X ⊂ Rn, where f : X ×
U → Rn is a locally Lipschitz function, with input signal u ∈
U (the set of U ⊂ Rm-valued Lebesgue measurable locally
essentially bounded functions) and the output map h : X →
Y ⊂ Rm is locally Lipschitz. The input-output transition map
ψ(t, ξ, u) can then be defined, for each initial condition ξ ∈ X
and each input signal u ∈ U , by

ψ(t, ξ, u) = h(x(t, ξ, u)). (51)

This map relates the input signal u and the initial state ξ to
the output of the system at time t. Static input-output maps
can be defined as

ψ(t, u) = h(u(t)), (52)

for some Lipschitz function h : U → Y . The transition map
ψ(t, ξ, u) need not be defined for all t ≥ 0; however, for each
ξ ∈ X and each u ∈ U there exists Tξ,u ∈ (0,+∞] so that
ψ(t, ξ, u) is well defined for all t ∈ [0, Tξ,u). It is useful to
define the following subsets of X × U :

Sfc
.
= {(ξ, u) ∈ X × U : Tξ,u = +∞}

Sbd
.
= {(ξ, u) ∈ X × U : Tξ,u = +∞
and u(·), ψ(·, ξ, u) are bounded }
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line). Parameters used: θH = 1.5, δ = 2, θ = θH − δ/2.

We assume, without loss of generality that 0 ∈ U , and that
U = U1 × U2 · · · × Um and Y = Y1 × Y2 · · · × Ym for some
nonempty intervals Ui, Yi ⊂ R. We are now ready to report
some definitions.

Definition A.1. [23] We say that ρ : U × Y → Rm

is a density function if it satisfies the following properties:
1) ρ(u, y) = [ρ1 (u1, y1) , ρ2 (u2, y2) , . . . , ρm (um, ym)] for
scalar functions ρi : Ui×Yi → R; 2) ρi (ui, yi) > 0 for almost
all (ui, yi) ∈ Ui × Yi (according to Lebesgue measure) and
all i in {1 . . .m}; 3) ρ is a measurable and locally summable
function (jointly in u and y ).

Definition A.2. [23] We say that a system has CCW input-
output (CCW input-output) dynamics with respect to the
density function ρ(u, y) if for any (ξ, u) ∈ Sbd the following
inequality holds

lim inf
T→+∞

∫ T

0

ẏ(t)′
∫ u(t)

0

ρ(µ, y(t))dµdt > −∞,

where y(t) = ψ(t, ξ, u) is assumed to be absolutely continu-
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Figure 6: Number of equilibria for different values of k in
two variants of a all-to all network of (7) with N = 3
bistable compartments with g1(x1) = gs(x1) (blue line) and
g1(x1) = g(x1) (red line). For both lines, the minimum
number of equilibria is 3. For both variants g2(x2) = x2.
Parameters used: θH = 1.5, δ = 2, θ = θH − δ/2,
γ1 = γ2 = 1, V1 = V2 = 3.

ous.

Definition A.3. [23] We say that a system has a strict
counterclockwise input-output dynamics with respect to the
density function ρ(u, y) : U × Y → R≥0 if the following
inequality holds for all pairs (ξ, u) ∈ Sbd

lim inf
T→+∞

∫ T

0

ẏ(t)′
∫ u(t)

0

ρ(µ, y(t))dµ− ρ̃(|ẏ(t)|)
1 + γ(|x(t)|)

dt > −∞,

where ρ̃ is a positive definite function, γ ∈ K and y(t) =
ψ(t, ξ, u) is absolutely continuous.

Remark. The assumption of y(t) being absolutely continuous
is a fundamental one as it ensures that the time derivative
ẏ(t) is defined almost everywhere. Such a property is always
guaranteed under the assumption that the output map h is
Lipschitz.

B. Generalized inverse
The following definition of generalized inverse of a mono-

tone function is taken from [43].

Definition A.4. [43] Let f be a monotonically increasing
function. The generalized inverse is function f−1 defined by

f−1(y) = inf{x ∈ R : f(x) > y}, R = R ∪ {−∞,+∞}
(53)

In the following we will use the following adapted definition
(no need to consider extended R).

Definition A.5. Let f be a monotonically increasing func-
tion defined on the interval [a, b]. The generalized inverse is
function f−1 defined by

f−1(y) = inf{x ∈ [a, b] : f(x) > y}, y ∈ (f(a), f(b)) (54)
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The following proposition holds:

Proposition A.1. [43] The pseudo-inverse f−1 of a mono-
tonically increasing function f has following properties:

1) f−1 is increasing, has left limits and is right continuous.
2) The following implications hold for all x ∈ R and y ∈

R:

f(x) > y =⇒ x ≥ f−1(y), (55)

f(x) = y =⇒ x ≤ f−1(y), (56)

f(x) < y =⇒ x ≤ f−1(y), (57)

f−1(y) > x =⇒ y ≥ f(x), (58)

f−1(y) < x =⇒ y < f(x). (59)

3) For all x ∈ R, f−1(f(x)) ≥ x.
4) If f is right continuous at x, then for all y ∈ R

f−1(y) = x =⇒ y ≤ f(x), (60)

f(x) > y =⇒ x > f−1(y), (61)

f(f−1(y)) ≥ y. (62)

5) f is strictly increasing on R if, and only if, f−1 is
continuous on R.

6) f is continuous on R if, and only if, f−1 is strictly
increasing on R.

7) f is right-continuous if, and only if, (f−1)−1 = f .
8) f is right-continuous if, and only if, {x ∈ R : f(x) ≥ y}

is closed for all y ∈ R.
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for synchronization of bistable gene regulatory networks,” IEEE Trans-
actions on Automatic Control, 2022.

[12] M. Chaves, L. Scardovi, and E. Firippi, “Coupling and synchronization
of piecewise linear genetic regulatory systems,” in 2019 IEEE 58th
Conference on Decision and Control (CDC), pp. 2826–2831, IEEE,
2019.

[13] G. Villani and L. Scardovi, “Global analysis of networks of piecewise
affine bistable switches,” in 2021 60th IEEE Conference on Decision
and Control (CDC), pp. 5544–5549, IEEE, 2021.

[14] H. L. Smith, Monotone dynamical systems: an introduction to the theory
of competitive and cooperative systems: an introduction to the theory of
competitive and cooperative systems. No. 41, American Mathematical
Soc., 2008.

[15] L. O. Chua and L. Yang, “Cellular neural networks: Theory,” IEEE
Transactions on circuits and systems, vol. 35, no. 10, pp. 1257–1272,
1988.

[16] S.-S. Lin and C.-W. Shih, “Complete stability for standard cellular
neural networks,” International Journal of Bifurcation and Chaos, vol. 9,
no. 05, pp. 909–918, 1999.

[17] J. Smillie, “Competitive and cooperative tridiagonal systems of differen-
tial equations,” SIAM journal on mathematical analysis, vol. 15, no. 3,
pp. 530–534, 1984.

[18] M. Pasquini and D. Angeli, “On convergence for piecewise affine
models of gene regulatory networks via a lyapunov approach,” IEEE
Transactions on Automatic Control, vol. 65, no. 8, pp. 3333–3348, 2019.

[19] M. Forti and A. Tesi, “A new method to analyze complete stability of
pwl cellular neural networks,” International Journal of Bifurcation and
Chaos, vol. 11, no. 03, pp. 655–676, 2001.

[20] J. S. Muldowney, “Compound matrices and ordinary differential equa-
tions,” The Rocky Mountain Journal of Mathematics, pp. 857–872, 1990.

[21] C. Wu, I. Kanevskiy, and M. Margaliot, “k-contraction: Theory and
applications,” Automatica, vol. 136, p. 110048, 2022.

[22] D. Angeli, “Systems with counterclockwise input-output dynamics,”
IEEE Transactions on automatic control, vol. 51, no. 7, pp. 1130–1143,
2006.

[23] D. Angeli, “Multistability in systems with counter-clockwise input–
output dynamics,” IEEE Transactions on automatic control, vol. 52,
no. 4, pp. 596–609, 2007.

[24] D. Angeli, “Convergence in networks with counterclockwise neural
dynamics,” IEEE transactions on neural networks, vol. 20, no. 5,
pp. 794–804, 2009.

[25] A. G. Ghallab, M. A. Mabrok, and I. R. Petersen, “Extending negative
imaginary systems theory to nonlinear systems,” in 2018 IEEE Confer-
ence on Decision and Control (CDC), pp. 2348–2353, IEEE, 2018.

[26] A. G. Ghallab and I. R. Petersen, “Negative imaginary systems the-
ory for nonlinear systems: A dissipativity approach,” arXiv preprint
arXiv:2201.00144, 2022.

[27] U. Alon, An introduction to systems biology: design principles of
biological circuits. Chapman and Hall/CRC, 2006.

[28] N. Rai, R. Anand, K. Ramkumar, V. Sreenivasan, S. Dabholkar, K. V.
Venkatesh, and M. Thattai, “Prediction by promoter logic in bac-
terial quorum sensing,” PLoS computational biology, vol. 8, no. 1,
p. e1002361, 2012.

[29] K. Fujimoto and S. Sawai, “A design principle of group-level decision
making in cell populations,” PLoS Computational Biology, vol. 9, no. 6,
p. e1003110, 2013.

[30] M. Schuster, C. Li, P. Smith, and C. Kuttler, “Parameters, architec-
ture and emergent properties of the pseudomonas aeruginosa lasi/lasr
quorum-sensing circuit,” Journal of the Royal Society Interface, vol. 20,
no. 200, p. 20220825, 2023.

[31] A. Polynikis, S. Hogan, and M. di Bernardo, “Comparing different
ode modelling approaches for gene regulatory networks,” Journal of
Theoretical Biology, vol. 261, no. 4, pp. 511–530, 2009.

[32] F. Blanchini, S. Miani, et al., Set-theoretic methods in control, vol. 78.
Springer, 2008.

[33] M. B. Miller and B. L. Bassler, “Quorum sensing in bacteria,” Annual
Reviews in Microbiology, vol. 55, no. 1, pp. 165–199, 2001.

[34] A. Boo, R. L. Amaro, and G.-B. Stan, “Quorum sensing in synthetic
biology: A review,” Current Opinion in Systems Biology, vol. 28,
p. 100378, 2021.

[35] R. Silver, J. LeSauter, P. A. Tresco, and M. N. Lehman, “A diffusible
coupling signal from the transplanted suprachiasmatic nucleus control-
ling circadian locomotor rhythms,” Nature, vol. 382, no. 6594, pp. 810–
813, 1996.

[36] C. W. Wu, “Algebraic connectivity of directed graphs,” Linear and
multilinear algebra, vol. 53, no. 3, pp. 203–223, 2005.

[37] C. Chicone, Ordinary differential equations with applications, vol. 34.
Springer Science & Business Media, 2006.

[38] H. B. Kaplan and E. Greenberg, “Diffusion of autoinducer is involved
in regulation of the vibrio fischeri luminescence system,” Journal of
bacteriology, vol. 163, no. 3, pp. 1210–1214, 1985.

[39] M. Souza, F. R. Wirth, and R. N. Shorten, “A note on recursive
schur complements, block hurwitz stability of metzler matrices, and
related results,” IEEE Transactions on Automatic Control, vol. 62, no. 8,
pp. 4167–4172, 2017.



12

[40] J. Sherman and W. J. Morrison, “Adjustment of an inverse matrix
corresponding to a change in one element of a given matrix,” The Annals
of Mathematical Statistics, vol. 21, no. 1, pp. 124–127, 1950.

[41] A. W. Max, “Inverting modified matrices,” in Memorandum Rept. 42,
Statistical Research Group, p. 4, Princeton Univ., 1950.

[42] L. Scardovi, M. Arcak, and E. D. Sontag, “Synchronization of intercon-
nected systems with applications to biochemical networks: An input-
output approach,” IEEE transactions on Automatic Control, vol. 55,
no. 6, pp. 1367–1379, 2010.

[43] A. de La Fortelle, “A study on generalized inverses and increasing
functions part i: generalized inverses,” 2015.


	Introduction
	A class of Networks of Bistable Systems
	A class of Bistable Motifs
	Interconnected bistable motifs

	Convergence Analysis
	Proof of Theorem III.1

	Synchronization Analysis
	Multistability Analysis
	Numerical Results
	Conclusion
	Appendix
	Systems with Counterclockwise Input-Output Dynamics
	Generalized inverse

	References

