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In the classical control of network systems, the control actions on a node are determined as a
function of the states of all nodes in the network. Motivated by applications where the global
state cannot be reconstructed in real time due to limitations in the collection, communication, and
processing of data, here we introduce a control approach in which the control actions can be com-
puted as a function of the states of the nodes within a limited state information neighborhood. The
trade-off between the control performance and the size of this neighborhood is primarily determined
by the condition number of the controllability Gramian. Our theoretical results are supported by
simulations on regular and random networks and are further illustrated by an application to the
control of power-grid synchronization. We demonstrate that for well-conditioned Gramians, there
is no significant loss of control performance as the size of the state information neighborhood is
reduced, allowing efficient control of large networks using only local information.

The study of dynamical processes on networks
has been furthered by the prospect that many
such processes can be controlled. An outstand-
ing challenge is that large networks of current
interest have high-dimensional state spaces and
traditional control approaches are not scalable to
high dimensions. A key factor limiting scalability
is the information needed to compute the control
actions at each controlled node of the network. In
this study, we introduce a non-iterative, closed-
form solution for network control that only re-
quires local information from a select set of nodes.
The approach is based on the notion of state infor-
mation neighborhood and thus constitutes an open-
loop counterpart of a local approach recently in-
troduced for feedback control [1]. A notable at-
tribute of the approach is its ability to systemat-
ically and accurately determine both the number
and the identity of the nodes in the state infor-
mation neighborhoods of all nodes. The results
show that large networks can be controlled using
state information from small neighborhoods.

INTRODUCTION

The problem of controlling network dynamics is impor-
tant in many applications, such as in mitigating cascad-
ing failures in power systems [2], identifying drug targets
in genetic networks [3, 4], designing ecosystem manage-
ment approaches [5, 6], and coordinating the distributed
control of robotic networks [7], and has received signif-
icant attention in the recent physics literature [8–10].
This attention stems from the systems-level nature of the
control principles and the general notion that these prin-
ciples can provide answers to fundamental questions on

complex systems that cannot be addressed by traditional
research. From a theoretical standpoint, the problem is
to find a control input that will drive the network from a
given initial state to a desired state. In the synchroniza-
tion of power-grid networks [11–13], for example, the ini-
tial state may correspond to a post-perturbation scenario
in which the power generators would eventually desyn-
chronize, thereby compromising their operation, while
the desired state corresponds to a stable synchronous
state.

In recent approaches for controlling networks, the con-
trol inputs are often expressed in terms of the inverse
of the controllability Gramian (e.g., [14–17]). However,
even when the dynamics are provably controllable, this
formulation can fail numerically in large networks be-
cause the inversion of the Gramian can be computation-
ally infeasible [14, 18]. Moreover, such approaches seek
to determine the control inputs for a node as a func-
tion of the initial and desired states of all nodes in the
network. In practice, a controlled node often can only
assess the state information of nodes that are within a
certain neighborhood in the network. Even when state
information is not limited, computing the control actions
as functions of the whole network state can be compu-
tationally prohibitive. These difficulties motivate us to
consider the following questions: To what extent can the
control actions for a node be determined on the basis
of the state of its local neighborhood? How does the
control performance depend on the size of this neighbor-
hood, the controllability Gramian, and the properties of
the network?

In this article, we show that in networks whose first
few powers of the adjacency matrices are sparse—which
include many regular, random, and real networks—the
control actions on a node can be determined by only us-
ing the initial and desired state information in a neigh-
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borhood of the node. These neighborhoods will be re-
ferred to as state information neighborhoods (SINs). Our
approach does not require explicit inversion of the con-
trollability Gramian and is thus applicable even when
the Gramian is ill-conditioned [14]. We show, however,
that for fixed SINs the control performance improves as
the condition number of the Gramian decreases. More-
over, for well-conditioned Gramians, we can choose very
small SINs without incurring a significant loss of control
performance. Our approach yields a closed-form solution
that does not rely on iterative procedures that might suf-
fer from convergence and implementation issues; unlike
other closed-form decentralized and distributed meth-
ods [19, 20], our control approach scales well (in fact
linearly) with network size.

An important aspect of our approach is that it only
requires communication within the local SINs. The
approach leverages locality inherited from the sparsity
and/or off-diagonal decay of the relevant matrices in a
broad class of network systems, which is reflected in
the solutions of various equations pertinent to control,
including the Riccati and Lyapunov equations [21–23].
Significant optimization and state estimation approaches
that benefit from sparsity have been previously proposed,
including approaches for nonlinear constrained optimiza-
tion [24], distributed implementation of Kalman filters
[25], and state estimation problems in distributed set-
tings [26]. These approaches are iterative and generally
involve network communication or consensus. We reiter-
ate that, in contrast, our approach is non-iterative (with
calculations implemented in a single step) and avoids
large-scale communication, which favors scalability. The
approach is thus an open-loop counterpart of a local ap-
proach recently introduced in Ref. [1] for feedback con-
trol.

LOCALIZED CONTROL APPROACH

We consider networks consisting of N nodes de-
scribed by the state equation x(k + 1) = Ax(k) +
Bu(k), where the dynamics of the nodes is n dimen-
sional, x(k) = col (x1(k),x2(k), . . . ,xN (k)) ∈ RNn

is the network state at the discrete time k, u(k) =
col (u1(k),u2(k), . . . ,uN (k)) ∈ RNm is the control in-
put, A ∈ RNn×Nn is the coupling matrix [27], and
B ∈ RNn×Nm is a block diagonal input matrix formed
by n×m blocks. The vectors xi(k) ∈ Rn and ui(k) ∈ Rm

are, respectively, the state and control input of node i. If
certain nodes or local state variables are not controlled,
then the corresponding entries of B are zero. Starting
with k = 0 and propagating the dynamics for f time
steps, we obtain

x(f) = Ax(0) +Kfu
f , (1)

where A = Af , Kf =
[
Af−1B Af−2B . . . AB B

]
∈

RNn×Nfm is the f -step controllability matrix, and uf =
col (u(0),u(1), . . . ,u(f − 1)) ∈ RNfm is the input se-
quence vector. Equation (1) has an elegant graph inter-
pretation as it shows that the state xi of node i at time
f is influenced by the states at time 0 of all nodes that
are within distance f from node i in the network—further
details are presented in Supplementary Material, Sec. S2.
In the simulations below, unless otherwise noted, we use
m = n = 3.

In our formulation, the control objective is to drive the
network from the initial state x(0) to a desired state xd

in f time steps by applying the input sequence uf . The
control problem is thus to find uf by solving Eq. (1),
under the condition that x(f) = xd. In the following,
we assume that Al are sparse for all l = 1, . . . , 2f − 1,
which ensures that the matrices A and Kf are sparse. To
guarantee the existence of the exact solution, we would
also need to assume that f ≥ ν, where ν is the smallest
integer such that Kν is full rank [28] (we anticipate that
this condition can be relaxed within our approach below).
To proceed, we permute the entries of vector uf [29].
First, for every node i, we define its input sequence vector
uf
i = col (ui(0),ui(1), . . . ,ui(f − 1)). Then, we define

the vector uf = col(uf
1 ,u

f
2 , . . . ,u

f
N ). The definition of

uf induces a permutation matrix P ∈ RNm×Nm such
that uf = Puf . From PTP = I and Eq. (1), we have

x(f) =Ax(0) +Kfu
f , (2)

where Kf = KfP
T . The minimum-energy input se-

quence that solves Eq. (2) is determined as the solution of

min
∥∥uf

∥∥2
2
subject to xd = Ax(0) +Kfu

f , where ∥·∥2 is
the 2−norm [30]. This solution can be expressed as

uf = KT
f W

−1
f

[
xd −Ax(0)

]
, (3)

where Wf = KfKT
f =

∑f−1
j=0 AjBBT (AT )j ∈ RNn×Nn is

the controllability Gramian; the condition f ≥ ν guaran-
tees the existence of W−1

f . We note that, in addition to
the minimal-energy formulation, the theory we present
also applies to other optimal feedforward control formu-
lations (Supplementary Material, Sec. S8).

We now examine Eq. (3) more closely. The assumption
that Al is sparse for all l = 1, . . . , 2f − 1 guarantees that
Wf is also sparse. For example, for a square lattice net-
work with N = 352, f = 5, and identity B, matrix Wf

is (multi-) banded and its fill-in (percentage of nonzero
entries) is 9.99%. However, W−1

f is a dense matrix (in-
version “destroys” the sparse matrix structure). Because
W−1

f is dense, from the block row of Eq. (3) correspond-

ing to uf
i we conclude that the control input sequence of

node i is a function of the initial and desired states of po-
tentially all nodes in the network. In other words, Eq. (3)
constitutes a centralized controller for the network.
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FIG. 1. Ordered magnitudes of the entries of W−1
f for (a) an

ERN (N = 598), (b) an RGN (N = 702), and (c) a lattice
(N = 352), for B = B1 (black), B2 (blue), and B3 (red).
Inset in (c): corresponding envelope of the off-diagonal decay
for the middle row as a function of the column. (d) SIN and
effective SINs for the matrix Q around a central node for the
B = B1 case in (c) and thresholds δ1 = 0, δ2 = 10−6, and δ3 =
10−3. Other parameters: f = 5 in (a-d) and q = 3 in (d) [35].
Details on network generation, sparsity of Wf , localization
of W−1

f , and (effective) SINs are presented in Supplementary
Material, Secs. S3 and S4.

At first, it might appear that our attempt to find an
input sequence for node i as a function of the states of
only neighboring nodes is doomed to fail. However, even
though W−1

f is fully populated, this matrix exhibits the
important property of being localized. This property is
central to the solution we present. Localized matrices
are characterized by having a relatively small number of
entries that are (in absolute value) dominantly large com-
pared to the others [29, 31]; prominent examples include
(but are not limited to) off-diagonally decaying matri-
ces [32–34]. To investigate how the degree of localiza-
tion may depend on the condition number κ of Wf , we
first note that κ depends on the choice of B. To ex-
amine these dependencies, we consider three block di-

agonal matrices B: B1 = diag
[
B

(1)
ii

]
, B2 = diag

[
B

(2)
ii

]
,

and B3 = diag
[
B

(3)
ii

]
, where B

(1)
ii = diag (1, 1, 1), B

(2)
ii =

diag (1, 1, 0), and B
(3)
ii = diag (1, 0, 0) for i = 1, 2, . . . , N .

Figure 1(a-c) shows the absolute values of the entries of
the inverse Gramians W−1

f = [zij ] organized in decreas-
ing order for an Erdős-Rényi network (ERN), a random
geometric network (RGN), and a square lattice network,
respectively. The different curves correspond to B = B1,
B2, and B3. In each case, a small number of |zij | values
are significantly larger than the others, and the remaining
values decrease faster than exponentially. This localiza-
tion is more dominant for better-conditioned Gramians,
especially for the RGN and lattice network. (The struc-
tures in the B3 curves result from unevenness internal to
the n×n blocks of W−1

f .) These results are in accordance

with theoretical results on localization phenomena in the
inverses of sparse symmetric matrices [31] and demon-
strate that many networks have localized W−1

f .

To further analyze this property, we first consider the
case of lattice networks, which have banded matrices A
and Wf for suitable node orderings. Because Wf is posi-
tive definite, from Ref. [32] it follows that W−1

f is an off-
diagonally decaying matrix. Specifically, the off-diagonal
decay rate of W−1

f is given by |zij | ≤ cλ|i−j|, where

c =
∥∥∥W−1

f

∥∥∥
2
max

{
1,

(
√
κ+ 1)

2

2κ

}
, λ =

[√
κ− 1√
κ+ 1

]2/β
,

(4)
and β is the bandwidth of Wf [32]. From Eq. (4) it fol-
lows that the off-diagonal decay rate of W−1

f is faster
if the condition number κ is smaller, indicating that
the inverses of well-conditioned Gramians have fast off-
diagonal decay. The inset of Fig 1(c) shows a confirma-
tion of this prediction for a lattice network. Relations
between localization and condition number can also be
established for other localizedW−1

f , as we show explicitly
in Supplementary Material, Sec. S5, for general network
structures.

The above inspires us to use the fundamental result
that a localized matrix can be approximated by a sparse
matrix [18, 31, 33, 36, 37]. We thus propose a sparse ap-
proximation X of the dense matrix W−1

f . This approx-
imation can be found by solving the constrained least-
squares problem

min
X

∥I −WfX∥2F , subject to X ∈ X , (5)

where X is the set of matrices with a given sparsity pat-
tern (i.e., the pattern of nonzero entries) and ∥·∥F de-
notes the Frobenius norm [36, 37]. In Eq. (5) we have to
choose the a priori sparsity pattern of X, which deter-
mines the set X . For a sparse matrix, a good choice
for the sparsity pattern of the inverse is given by a
sum of powers of the matrix itself [38]. This, together
with the fact that Wf can be expressed in terms of
the form AjBBT (AT )j , motivates us to choose the a
priori sparsity pattern of X as the sparsity pattern of

Xq = I +
∑q

l=0 A
lBBT

(
AT

)l
, where the integer q ≥ 0 is

a user choice (further theoretical justification is offered
in Supplementary Material, Sec. S4). Assuming that Xq

is a sparse matrix, the computational and memory com-
plexities of solving Eq. (5) scale linearly with the dimen-
sion Nn (in contrast with the quadratic complexities of
sparse matrix inversion that would be required to deter-
mine W−1

f [39]). Given that the optimization problem in
Eq. (5) is also highly parallelizable [36, 37], this enables
us to compute X for very large networks.

Equipped with a sparse approximation X of W−1
f , we

can now define a localized controller with associated SINs
determined by the sparsity pattern of X. Specifically,
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FIG. 2. Control error for (a, b) ERNs and (c, d) RGNs as a
function of (a, c) q and (b, d) N , where B = B1 (•), B2 (♦),
and B3 (∗). The fixed parameters are f = 3 in (a-d), N = 598
in (a), N = 702 in (c), and q = 2 in (b, d) [35]. Each data
point is an average over 100 realizations of matrix A in (a, c)
and of network topologies in (b, d). For the sparsity patterns
of the associated matrices Q and R, see Supplementary Ma-
terial, Sec. S4.3.

substituting W−1
f with X in Eq. (3), we obtain the ap-

proximate input sequence û
f

= Qxd − Rx(0), where
Q = KT

f X and R = KT
f XA. The input sequence of

node i can then be expressed as

û
f

i =
∑

j∈N1(i)

Qijx
d
j −

∑
j∈N2(i)

Rijxj(0), (6)

where Q = [Qij ], R = [Rij ], and N1(i) and N2(i) are
sets of indices defining the corresponding SINs of node i.
We can show that the SINs of node i are determined by
the set of nodes that are up to a certain distance from
i. For B = B1, in particular, we obtain that for any

undirected network, û
f

i is a function of xd
j for nodes j

within distance 2q + f − 1 from i and is a function of
xj(0) for nodes j within distance 2(q + f) − 1 from i in
the network (Supplementary Material, Sec. S4.1). From
the relation between powers of the adjacency matrix and
walks in the network, these neighborhoods are guaran-
teed to be generally small relative to N provided that
A±

q,f = A2q+(3±1)f/2−1 are sparse; moreover, as explained
next, Eq. (6) can define a localized controller even when
this condition is violated. We first note, however, that a
solution X in Eq. (5) can be found, and thus a suitable
localized controller may still be defined, even when Wf

is not invertible (i.e., when f < ν, where smaller f leads
to sparser A±

q,f ).

An example of a SIN associated with Q in a lattice
network is shown in Fig. 1(d), where ∥Qij∥F decreases
rapidly away from i. This rapid decay, which is common
across the networks we consider, can be used to define
further reduced effective SINs by ignoring all nodes j in
the SIN of node i for which ∥Qij∥F are smaller than a
certain threshold δ, as shown in Fig. 1(d) for δ = 10−6

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
10-4

10-3

10-2

10-1

100

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
10-6

10-4

10-2

100

q,f

r

(a)

r

(b)

0.2 0.6 1.0
0

15

30

r

log
10

0.2 0.6 1.0
0

15

30

log
10

r

FIG. 3. Control error versus the fraction of controlled nodes in
(a) an ERN (N = 598) and (b) an RGN (N = 702), for q = 1
(■), q = 2 (•), and q = 3 (▲). Each point is an average over
100 realizations of randomly chosen nodes to control. Insets:
corresponding condition numbers of Wf color-coded as in the

main panels. The other settings are f = 5 and Bii = B
(1)
ii if

node i is controlled (and zero otherwise) [35].

and 10−3. The use of effective SINs, which are defined
analogously for R, can significantly reduce the computa-
tional and communication costs. For ERNs, for instance,
matrices A±

q,f are generally not sparse, which leads to
larger SINs. However, the effective SINs are still rela-
tively small and lead only to a modest reduction in accu-
racy (Supplementary Material, Sec. S4, where the sizes of
the SINs and effective SINs are quantified by the fill-ins
of the matrices Q and R). This shows that our approach
can be applied even when A±

q,f are not sparse.

The approximation involved in replacing W−1
f by X

could in principle reduce the performance of the lo-
calized controller (6) compared to the centralized con-
troller (3). This approximation depends on the size of
the SINs in Eq. (6), which are in turn modulated by
our choice of q. From our results above for localized
W−1

f , it follows that, for well-conditioned Wf , the SINs
of the localized controller can be very small without
significant loss of performance. When Wf is not well-
conditioned, on the other hand, there should be a trade-
off between the performance of the localized controller
and the size of the SINs. To quantify this trade-off, we
measure the performance of the localized controller using
as a metric the relative distance from the desired state
εq,f =

∥∥xd − x̂(f)
∥∥
2
/
∥∥xd − x(0)

∥∥
2
, where x̂(f) is the

right side of Eq. (2) for uf replaced by û
f
. Note that

εq,f measures the control error over all nodes in the net-
work.

ILLUSTRATIONS OF THE APPROACH

Figure 2 shows εq,f for both ERNs and RGNs, where
X is computed using the SPAI algorithm [36] to solve
Eq. (5). Similar results are obtained for lattices (Sup-
plementary Material, Sec. S6). As shown in Fig. 2(a,
c), the control performance is excellent already for small
q (hence small SINs) and further improves as q is in-
creased. For fixed SINs, the performance also improves
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FIG. 4. Control of Iceland’s power grid when driving the
generators to the desired synchronous state. (a) Control error
for several f as a function of q. Each point is an average over
100 realizations of x(0) generated by randomly perturbing
each state variable by ±0.01 away from xd, and B is the
identity matrix. (b) SIN of the node marked by the arrow for
the matrix Q and f = q = 2. Details of the dynamics are
presented in Supplementary Material, Sec. S9.

as κ is decreased (⟨κ⟩ indicates the average κ for the
realizations shown). Moreover, as a function of N , the
error εq,f does not vary significantly for large network
sizes [Fig. 2(b, d)]. The latter confirms the potential of
the approach for efficient control of large networks. This
potential becomes even more evident when communica-
tion constraints are accounted for, since small SINs imply
that the communication complexity and delays for each
node become independent of the network size, which fur-
ther enhances the overall performance of the localized
approach (Supplementary Material, Sec. S7).

The localized control approach is also effective when
only a fraction r of the nodes is controlled, as shown in
Fig. 3 for ERN and RGN systems. The error εq,f is small
for relatively small r and becomes significantly smaller as
r increases. The increase in r is accompanied by a signif-
icant decrease of κ, and thus by a higher localization in
W−1

f . Therefore, the relationship between the condition
number and localization also governs the trade-off be-
tween control performance and the fraction of controlled
nodes.

To demonstrate the applicability of the approach to
real networks of significant interest, we consider the prob-
lem of controlling the synchronization of power gener-
ators in a power grid. We explicitly consider the Ice-
land’s power grid [40], which comprises 35 generators
and 189 buses (nongenerator nodes). We focus on sce-
narios for which the synchronization of all generators at
the required frequency—a condition for the system to
operate—corresponds to an unstable state and we seek
to control the system with this state serving as xd. This
system is described by a nonlinear set of dynamical equa-
tions, with two state variables (phase and frequency) for
each generator and one state variable (phase) for each
bus. Using our approach, we compute the control law for
the dynamics linearized around xd. Figure 4(a) shows
that we are indeed able to reach the desired target state
efficiently; the scaling of εq,f versus q shows similar be-
havior to that of model networks (cf. Fig. 2). Figure 4(b)

shows for a typical node that the resulting SINs remain
generally small. Moreover, provided that the initial state
is not too far from xd, the control actions defined by
the linearized dynamics successfully drive the system to
the desired state when applied directly to the full non-
linear dynamics, which illustrates the usefulness of the
approach in the study of nonlinear systems (details are
offered in Supplementary Material, Secs. S9 and S10).

CONCLUDING REMARKS

In the localized control approach developed here, the
control actions for a node are determined solely using
state information in a neighborhood around the node.
The resulting control is generally only approximate but
the reduction in computational and communication com-
plexity can vastly overcompensate the loss of accuracy by
allowing more frequent control inputs. This provides a
foundation for the use of our approach not only in net-
works for which the global state information is not readily
available but also in networks for which the control ac-
tions would be too costly to compute using all the avail-
able state information. It follows that even very large
networks can be controlled with efficiency and efficacy in
a localized manner.
Our approach for linearized systems also serves as a

foundation for developing a localized control methodol-
ogy for nonlinear systems. For nonlinear systems, the
equivalent formulation is feedforward model predictive
control, where the control problem becomes a nonlinear
optimization problem. While such optimization problems
generally lack closed-form solutions, they can be solved
numerically, often using variations of Newton’s method.
Arguments similar to those presented above can then be
used to show once again that sparsity and localized in-
verses of control matrices imply localized control laws.
Exploring this for nonlinear network systems is an im-
portant problem for future research.
We conclude by noting that there is now a significant

demand for the local and computationally efficient im-
plementation of control, state estimation, optimization,
and machine-learning algorithms that can avoid or mini-
mize long-distance data communication across networks.
Thus, in addition to its immediate significance for open-
loop control, our approach may serve as a fundamental
building block for more complex algorithms.

SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

The online Supplementary Material presents further
details, examples, analyses, and figures in support of
the core results presented in this article. Additionally,
the following GitHub repository includes images of the
state information neighborhoods for all nodes in Ice-
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land’s power grid considered in Fig. 4 and the random
geometric network in Fig. S13: https://github.com/

fmolnar-notredame/network_control_paper/.
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n × n block of i.i.d. random variables in (0, 1) and each
other entry by an n×n null matrix block, and normalizing
the resulting matrix to assure stability (Supplementary
Material, Sec. S3.1).

[28] D. G. Luenberger, IEEE T. Automat. Contr. 16, 596
(1971).

[29] A. Haber and M. Verhaegen, IEEE T. Automat. Contr.
59, 2754 (2014).

[30] W. J. Rugh, Linear System Theory (Pearson, 1995).
[31] M. Benzi, Localization in Matrix Computations: Theory

and Applications, Math/CS Technical Report TR-2016-
003 (2016).

[32] S. Demko, W. F. Moss, and P. W. Smith, Math. Comput.
43, 491 (1984).

[33] M. Benzi and N. Razouk, Electron. T. Numer. Ana. 28,
16 (2007).

[34] C. Canuto, V. Simoncini, and M. Verani, Linear Algebra
Appl. 452, 21 (2014).

[35] In these simulations, we use x(0) = (0, . . . , 0) and xd =

https://github.com/fmolnar-notredame/network_control_paper/
https://github.com/fmolnar-notredame/network_control_paper/


7

(1, . . . , 1).
[36] M. J. Grote and T. Huckle, SIAM J. Sci. Comput. 18,

838 (1997).
[37] E. Chow and Y. Saad, SIAM J. Sci. Comput. 19, 995

(1998).
[38] T. Huckle, Appl. Numer. Math. 30, 291 (1999).

[39] G. H. Golub and C. F. Van Loan, Matrix Computations
(Johns Hopkins University Press, 2012).

[40] Power Systems Test Case Archive, available at:
http://www.maths.ed.ac.uk/optenergy/NetworkData/.
Accessed: 03/15/2017.

http://www.maths.ed.ac.uk/optenergy/NetworkData/

	Global network control from local information
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Localized Control Approach
	Illustrations of the Approach
	Concluding Remarks
	Supplementary Material
	Acknowledgments
	AUTHOR DECLARATIONS
	References


