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Abstract

In practical terms, controlling a network requires manipulating a large number of nodes with a compara-
tively small number of external inputs, a process that is facilitated by paths that broadcast the influence of
the (directly-controlled) driver nodes to the rest of the network. Recent work has shown that surprisingly,
temporal networks can enjoy tremendous control advantages over their static counterparts despite the fact that
in temporal networks such paths are seldom instantaneously available. To understand the underlying reasons,
here we systematically analyze the scaling behavior of a key control cost for temporal networks—the control
energy. We show that the energy costs of controlling temporal networks are determined solely by the spectral
properties of an “effective” Gramian matrix, analogous to the static network case. Surprisingly, we find that
this scaling is largely dictated by the first and the last network snapshot in the temporal sequence, independent
of the number of intervening snapshots, the initial and final states, and the number of driver nodes. Our results
uncover the intrinsic laws governing why and when temporal networks save considerable control energy over

their static counterparts.
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I. INTRODUCTION

A central goal in many applications of networked systems is the control of network dynamics.
Indeed, problems as diverse as power system stability [1], cell reprogramming [2l], and maintenance
of gut microbiome health [3, 4] all require the ability to steer a system to (or keep it in) a desirable
state. Based on the idea of structural controllability from control theory [S]], Liu et al. devised an
efficient algorithm to determine the minimal number of nodes required to control complex networks
with a particular class of dynamics [6]. And in the past several years, numerous subsequent investi-
gations have emerged focusing on problems as diverse as classification of control nodes [/]], control
profiles [8]], target control [9]], control of edge dynamics [[10]], and also the energy (or cost) required

for control in practice [11-13]].

Yet most existing studies of controllability have been premised on static networks [7H17], with
comparatively limited attention devoted to the case of (discrete-time) dynamics on temporal networks
[18, 19]. Putatively static networks are often aggregated from an underlying temporal sequence of
snapshots, representing subsets of nodal interactions active at any given time. With this recogni-
tion that temporal networks are in many areas the rule rather than the exception, many studies have
explored temporal analogues of important structural features of static networks including the small-
world [20] and scale-free [21]] properties, and community structure [22]]. But the temporal nature of
networks cannot be neglected for many dynamical processes on networks either [23-29]. Indeed,
consider that if Alice interacts with Charlie after first interacting with Bob, then information (or
a virus) cannot be propagated from Charlie to Bob through Alice. The effects of such timing con-
straints on system dynamics have been reported on accessibility [30], diffusion or epidemic spreading

[31-34]], and human cooperative behavior on dynamical population structures [335].

Recent research has revealed that control, too, is a dynamical process profoundly affected by
network temporality, and in a surprising way [36]]. It has been shown that temporal networks enjoy
control costs orders of magnitude lower compared to their static counterparts [36]. Yet, the laws
governing the control costs for temporal networks remain elusive. Here we focus on the behavior of
one key control cost—the control energy—to control temporal networks, deriving a simple rule that

governs the scaling of the control energy with the dynamical evolution of the network topology.
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II. CONTROL ENERGY

We regard a temporal network as an ordered sequence of M separate networks called snapshots
on a fixed set of N nodes, and we denote by A,, the adjacency matrix of snapshot m for m =
1,2,---, M. Starting from the first snapshot at time ¢;, we assume each snapshot m lasts for a

duration of 7,,, time units. We consider networks whose dynamical state follows
x(t) = A,x(t) + Bu(t) (1)

over the time interval ¢ € [t,,,_1, t,—1 + T ), Where t,,_1 = Z] ="' 7; and ;(t) is the state of node
i at time ¢ with x(¢) = (z1(t), z2(t), -+ ,zn(t))T € RY. Here, u,,(t) € R is a vector containing
the p independent control inputs and B gives the (constant) mapping between these inputs and the
driver nodes of the network—those that receive input directly. We will focus on the case where one
input corresponds to one driver node, as has been the norm in previous studies of network control
[L1H13)137, 38].

The canonical definition of the control energy required to drive a system from state x at ¢ to x¢
attyis % ft t)dt, a definition that applies to arbitrary systems, whether linear or nonlinear,
temporal or static [11, 14, 39, 140]. In the case of a temporal network obeying Eq. (1)), we have
shown [36] that the corresponding energy-optimal control signal can be constructed piecewise as
u(t) = BTeAn(tm—tc,  fort € [tm—1,tm). This signal is parameterized by the constant vectors ¢,
= (Cm1s Cm2s ", Cm, N)T € RY, which are unique and can be calculated according to the quadratic

programming problem:

1
min  F(Xq, X¢) = §cTWc

st. SWe=d (2)

where ¢ = (C’{7C£, ce ’c’}"w)T’ S — (HZQZM eAlTl’ . 'lni"!‘l Al’f'l e 7IN> W = diag(wl’
-, W, --+, W) is block-block diagonal, contaimng the controllability Gramians of each of
the snapshots viewed as isolated systems, i.e., W,,, = o eAm(tm—s) BBTeAn(tm—)ds. We denote

tm—1

by d the difference between the desired final state x; and the state that the system would reach nat-
urally from X, in the absence of control, namely d Hz e7ix,. In plain English, this
problem seeks the minimum control energy while satlsfylng that the initial state be x,, the final state

X, and the end state in any given snapshot is the initial state of the next.
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III. BOUNDS OF THE OPTIMAL CONTROL ENERGY

One can solve (2)) analytically and find that the minimal energy required to control a temporal

network between initial state xq and final state Xy is
* 1 T —1
E*(x0,X¢) = §d W d, 3)

where Wz = SWST. For a given pair of initial and final states, the control energy is thus determined
by the spectral properties of the “effective” Gramian matrix W, analogous to the static network
[11]. Henceforth, we will focus on the case xy = O (for the general initial states, please refer to the
SI). By normalizing so that x; lies at unit distance we can consider the normalized control energy,
E*(0,%x7) = x} W x¢/(2x1x;). Trrespective of the location of x;, this allows us to impose lower E

and upper bounds F on the control energy as
E=1/2Nmax) < E*(0,%x1) < E = 1/(20min),

where 7yax and 7y, are the maximum and minimum eigenvalues of Wg. Since Wy is a real and
symmetric matrix, all eigenvalues are real and the minimum and maximum are well-defined. Note
that when all snapshots are identical, meaning the network structure is time-invariant, W reduces
to the typical controllability Gramian for static networks [[11]] (for a proof of this, please see Sec. E|in
the SI). The above bounds apply to arbitrary temporal sequences, regardless of whether the dynamics
of the constituent snapshots are stable, unstable, or a mix. This will allow us to systematically study
the behavior of the control energy for a range of temporal networks and determine the regimes in

which they have an advantage over their static counterparts.

IV. THE SCALING BEHAVIOR OF THE BOUNDS FOR TWO SNAPSHOTS

The lower (upper) bound £ (E) of the optimal control energy indicates the best (worst) case
control direction, that is, the direction of the eigenvector corresponding to the maximum (minimum)
eigenvalue 7Mmax (Mmin) Of Wegr. The properties of the corresponding eigenvalues in turn determine
the scaling behavior of £ and E. To understand the scaling behavior of E (E) with respect to the
duration time h of each snapshot, we first analyze the case of two snapshots (A1, B) and (As, B),

and later generalize to an arbitrary number of snapshots. By approximating the maximum (minimum)
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eigenvalues AL ()\(1) ) and A2 ()\(2 ) of A; and A, (see SI Sec. , we can obtain an analytic

prediction of the scaling behavior of the E (E) for controlling temporal networks from 0 to x;.

Table [I I summarizes the possible behaviors of £/, which we find is dominated by the maximum
eigenvalue A2, of the second snapshot A, for large h. In this regime, we can therefore separate the
behavior of E into three cases based on the sign of )\max (i) When A, is Not Negative Definite (NND)
()\max > 0), we find that £ decreases exponentially with the exponent 2 )\I(n;XH()\g;X) + )\ggx],
where H(x) is the Heaviside step function, and Ay is the maximum eigenvalue of the first snapshot
A;. (i1)) When A, is Negative Definite (ND) (/\max < 0), E remains constant when A\, = )\max
AR, < 0, otherwise decreases exponentially with exponent \p,... (iii)) When A, is Negative Semi-
Definite (NSD) (/\mX = 0), £ ~ h™! for Ay < 0, and otherwise decreases exponentially with the
exponent \,... When A is small, the law of unique with £ ~ h~!. These analytical predictions,

which are summarized in Table [ and Table [[I} are corroborated by numerical results (Figs. [T]and [2)).

Here we have employed the Laplacian matrix with self-loops to represent the weighted undirected
snapshot A,,,. This allows us to tune the values )\mm and AUk, and wy; = A(M — Zjvzl i Wij With
w;; indicating the weight of the link between nodes ¢ and j. When w;; > 0, we can set A,,, to be
any of NND, ND, or NSD simply by changing A(™ = A2k, And when w;; < 0, we can similarly
change Am) = /\mlr)1 to tune A,, among Positive Definite (PD), Not Positive Definite (NPD), and

Positive Semi-Definite (PSD). For the corresponding static network, we have A = Z VAT /T
for a duration time 7 = Zf\f 1| Tm» and its maximum (minimum) eigenvalue is Z EnaXTm /T
(Z mme /7). And we assume all snapshots’ durations are identical (7,,, = h for all snapshots

m) for 51mphclty. We have checked the robustness of our results for other settings of link weight.

V. THE FIRST AND LAST SNAPSHOTS DETERMINE THE SCALING BEHAVIOR

We can evaluate the contribution each snapshot makes to the overall control energy using the

following expression (see SI Sec.[G)

[
S

E(Xo, Xf) = (Xz — eAihXifl)TW-il ( — e lel) . (4)

%
1

N |

%

We find that when we control a system from arbitrary x, to Xy, it is the first and last snapshots

that determine the scaling behavior of the control energy required (see SI Sec. [G). This somewhat
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surprising result can be understood by
1 T _ T _ T _ _
E*(x0,x¢) = 3 (xgeAlhwl leMhyxy — xte®"Wilx) — x3, "W lx; + X}WMle> , (5)

which indicates that E*(x, x¢) is dominated by A; and A, for any kind of inputs (this equation
is derived by minimizing Eq. (GI))). Thus, although the whole sequence of snapshots influences the
exact control signal u(t) and globally optimal trajectory x*(¢), it is only the first and last snapshots
that determine the corresponding control energy. This can be understood by the fact, that it is these

snapshots from which the temporal network must “lift off” from x( and “land” at final state x;.

VI. THE SCALING BEHAVIOR OF THE OPTIMAL CONTROL ENERGY FOR ARBITRARY
NUMBER OF SNAPSHOTS

Assuming for simplicity that the system starts at the origin (xo = 0), only the last snapshot matters
because in principle, one can exploit the fact that until the final snapshot and from that point proceed

to x¢. In this case, inner snapshots merely contribute to the exponent

M—1

_ (M) (m)

Amax - mla"X Amax + Z[ Al’l’lax
1§175471

that governs the exponential decrease of the energy for large h, where A, is the maximum eigen-
value of the snapshot A,,,. For E (for E, it is similar, and please see SI), when the last snapshot A »;
is not negative definite (Aﬁi‘ﬁi > (), £ will decrease exponentially with an exponent between AL
and \,.,; When A ), is negative definite ()\%i < 0), £ will decrease from a constant to exponentially
with exponent A,..; when A, is negative semi-definite (/\1%)1 = 0), £ will decrease hyperbolically
first and eventually exponentially with rate \,,.. Above analytical results are validated by numerical
calculations (see Fig. 3] Fig.[S2]and Fig.[S4]in SI Sec.[C). Finally, when h is small, we predict that
E ~ h™!, which is confirmed numerically by simulations and shown in Fig. The detailed analyt-
ical scaling behavior of £ and F for arbitrary number of snapshots and driver nodes may be found in

SI Sec. Dl



VII. DISCUSSION

Our results provide a comprehensive anatomy of the control energy scaling for undirected tem-
poral networks with respect to the stability properties of the underlying system matrices. Our results
can readily be generalized to the case of weighted directed networks, provided the effective Gramian
matrix is diagonalizable. In this case, the traditional eigenvalues would be replaced by the real parts
of the new (now complex) eigenvalues. In the present work each snapshot is confined to be con-
trollable, as it is difficult to perform a systematic equal comparison of the optimal control energy in
temporal versus static networks if either of them is only partially controllable. This is true in part
because the optimal control trajectory may be highly nonlocal even as the distance between x, and

x¢ approaches zero [14}136].

The analysis of a single snapshot can provide intuition about why E and E are divided into three
cases according to the properties of the final snapshot. For small A (high temporality), the system has
less overall time to allocate its optimal control scheme, meaning the last snapshot has correspondingly
less influence over the scaling of both E and £, thus explaining their broad power-law bahavior in this
case. For a final state chosen randomly from the controllable space, it has been shown the minimum
control energy to reach it is dominated by the upper bound at the same control distance ||x; — Xo||
for both temporal and static networks [T, 36]. Our discovery of the scaling behavior of both E
clearly explains the previous discovery [36] that temporal networks require orders of magnitude less
control energy than their static counterparts, especially in the regime of high temporality (small h).

Moreover, our analysis of £ provide us the “best case” control scenario at a given control distance.

To gain a deeper understanding of the scaling behavior of control energy for temporal networks,
we can consider £ as an example. The optimal energy is inevitably affected by the internal system
dynamics in the absence of control. Indeed, for a single snapshot, the autonomous dynamics X (t) =
A, x(t) will naturally facilitate movement away from the origin, when the system is unstable (A, is

PD,i.e. A 0). It follows that, when external control inputs corresponding to the maximal energy

min
are applied, the control trajectory corresponding to the optimal maximum energy E will choose the

least hindrance from the internal dynamics, namely the control direction along the eigenvector of
)\(m)

min*

It is the facilitation of the internal dynamics that leads to the exponential decrease of E over
(m)

large control time /. When there exists at least one negative eigenvalue (say, A, ;; < 0, meaning A,,
is NPD), the optimal control path will take advantage of this and drag E to a larger value even though

the system is unstable along other eigenvectors. When A — (A,, is PSD), E will correspond to

min
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(m)

a trajectory aligned with the eigenvector of A even with other positive eigenvalues, leading to the
hyperbolic decay of E. E can be similarly understood for long snapshot durations (low temporality)
by virtue of the attributes of the spectral properties of the system matrix.

Temporal networks are known to possess tremendous flexibility over static networks precisely be-
cause they allow exploitation of the most favorable dynamical features of many networks (snapshots)
as opposed to just one. Yet here, we have shown that the large-scale behavior of the control energy
will be inevitably dominated by the final snapshot A ,; during the last leg of the system’s journey
from x;,, , to x;,, = X¢. Thus, although it appears changing network structure is required for dra-
matic control advantages over static networks, the precise effects of temporality can nonetheless be

understood by appealing to a single snapshot.
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TABLE I. Scaling behavior of E for a temporal network with two snapshots, A and Ao, from x¢g = 0 to x¢
with p driver nodes. Afﬁgx and /\ggx are the maximum eigenvalues of A; and Ao, respectively. The scaling can

be divided into three cases according to the sign of )\I(I%;X, where A5 is NND (/\I(I?;X > 0), Ay isND ()\(2) < 0),

max
and A, is NSD (Aggx =0). Z = {i1,42, -+ ,ip} is the set of p driver nodes, and Aax = )\I(&%x + )\ggx. The
Heaviside step function H(z) satisfies H(x < 0) = 0 and H(x > 0) = 1. These analytical results are validated
by numerical calculations, shown in Fig. 1| and the corresponding panels are given as the last column. The

more general case of a temporal network with M/ > 2 snapshots can be found in SI Sec. [C]

A, small h large Numerical
)\max <0 )\max =0 )\max >0 results
(1) (1) 2) 1
NND [AmaXH(Amax> +>\maxj|h Flg‘ 1 ’ id
—1 o 1 . 1 —maxh .
D h SecrArN(ee) 2= AT (c,c) © Fig.|1p, le
NSD h~1 (h+1)" e Pmash Fig [k, [1f

TABLE II. Scaling behavior of FE for a temporal network with two snapshots, A; and As, from xg = 0 to
x¢ with p driver nodes. Apin = )\I(m)n + /\( ) and )\( ) and )\(Q)H are the minimum eigenvalues of A; and

min’ min mi

A, respectively. The scaling can be divided into three cases according to the sign of /\I(ji)n, where Ay is PD

()‘fi)n > 0), Ay is NPD ()\gl)n < 0), and A, is PSD ()\mm = 0). Numerical calculations are also given in
Fig.[2] The more general case of a temporal network with M > 2 snapshots can be found in SI Sec. [C|

N ical
A, small h large i umerica
Amin < 0 Amin =0 Apin > 0 results
OFTNCRAYSE) '
PD e [)\mm (Amln)+>\m1n:|h Flg. 2 R 2d
NPD A7 3, C(As¢) Y. C(Ag,c) e min Fig b, [2e
PSD h™ (h+1)7t e 2wl Fig, 2, 2f
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A | .

E~e™ Temporal Static A%,
A | A 05 4
v | v 2

FIG. 1. Lower bound of the minimum energy needed for controlling temporal and static networks.
Numerical results agree with the theoretical calculations shown in Table|l, where each case is divided according
the maximum eigenvalue /\Eﬁgx of the second snapshot As. We set )\gax = 30, —30, and O to represent that
A5 is NND (a and d), ND (b and e), and NSD (c and f), respectively. The black arrow in an inset of each
panel indicates the difficulty level of controlling the networks from xg to x¢ with ||x¢|| = 1, along which less
and less energy is required as )\I(ﬁgx increases. I ~ h~! when h is small as shown in the insets of each panel
except in (b), and then E decreases exponentially with the increase of maximum eigenvalue )\I(ng of the first
snapshot A (d, e, and f). When /\ggx > 0, E decreases exponentially for temporal network when h is large,
while staying constant for static network in the case where )\I(ﬁe)lx + Afﬁ;x < 0 (a). All notation is the same as
that in Table[l} The corresponding results for the case of more snapshots can be found in Figs.[ST|and [S2] All
results correspond to a single representative network where N = 20, k = 6, w;; € (0,1) uniformly, with a

single node randomly chosen to receive the input signal.
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FIG. 2. Upper bound of the minimum energy needed for controlling temporal and static networks.
Numerical results agree with the theoretical calculations shown in Table [[l, where each case can be divided

according the minimum eigenvalue )\gi)n of the second snapshot Ay. We employ >‘1(1211)n =2, —2, and 0 to cover

the cases in which A is PD (a and d), NPD (b and e), and PSD (c and f), respectively. When the duration
time h of each snapshot is short, the maximum energy for a temporal network is always less than that of its
static counterpart (see the inset of each panel). Furthermore, as )\I(ii)n increases, I/ decreases exponentially

@)
min
keeps constant when )‘Si)n + )\gi)n < 0 for large h (see (a)). All notation is the same as that in Table [[Il The

corresponding results for the case of more number of snapshots can be found in Figs. [S3]and [S4] All results

(second row). E always decreases exponentially for temporal network when \ > 0 while static network

correspond to a single representative network where N = 8, k = 4, w;; € (—1,0) uniformly, and a single
node was chosen randomly to receive the input signal.
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Il
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o) -200 -100
4
-400
z -300 -150
R
< -600 -200
f
40
_ 0
o™
(]
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< -200
o
> 400 120
< -600 -200
0 10 20 30 40 50 0 10 20 30 40 50 0 10 20 30 40 50 0 10 20 30 40 50
h h h h
Temporal Static AV A® A® A®  Temporal Static A® A® A® A@ Temporal Static AV A® A® A“®  Temporal Static A" A® A® A@
> A - 2 2 2 2 A - 2 2 2 2 A - 2 2 2 2 A - 2 2 2 2
S —~— x 2 2 2 2 - X 2 2 2 2 - X 2 2 2 =2 —~ X 2 2 2 =2
5 = 4+ 2 2 2 2 = + 2 2 2 2 = 4+ 2 2 2 2 = 4+ 2 2 2 =2
- 4~ 0 2 2 2 2 —~%— 0 2 2 2 2 - 0 2 2 2 2 <% 0 2 2 2 =2

FIG. 3. Lower and upper bounds of the minimum energy needed for controlling temporal and static
networks. For M = 5 snapshots, we know that A@LX and )\(5) of the last snapshot A5 dominate the scaling

behavior of E and F, respectively. For example when Ay is NND ()\rnax = 2), E decreases exponentially with

the exponent Ay .x = mlax 2+ Z I(JZ;X . From ASZ;L = A\(M) in the legends, we show that numerical
1§l§M 1

results agree with the theoretical calculations from (a) to (d). E decreases exponentially with the exponent

Amin = mlax 2 4+ Z DY (m) when Ay is PD ()\ = 2), and again we find the analytical results are

1§l§M g
validated by numerical calculations from (e) to (h) with )\fﬁz = A" indicated in the legends. The detailed
values of the scaling exponents are given in Tables [ST| and [S2} Other complementary cases are provided in
Fig.[ST]to Fig.[S4] and all parameters are the same as those in Fig. 2]

mll’l

16



VIII. SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION
Appendix A: Control energy for two snapshots and one driver node from xg = 0 to x¢

We denote by A(i,j) = a;; the entry at ith row and jth column in a matrix A, and let A; =
(aij) yyy and Ay = (bi;) 5 > Where N x N represents the size of the corresponding matrix. We
assume without loss of generality that it is the c-th node that receives direct input, meaning we have

BT =(0,---,1,---,0) where the cth entry is 1 while others are 0.

When the two snapshots of the temporal network are undirected, the corresponding dynamical
matrices A; and A, are symmetric, allowing us to write A; = POP' and A, = QI'QT, where
P = (Pj)nxn, Q = (Qij)nxn, © = diag(6y,0s, -+ ,0y), and I = diag(y1,79, -+ ,yw). Here 6,
(7;) are the (real) eigenvalues of A; (A,), and we assume 6y > 6y > --- >0y, 71 > 7 > -+ > YN

As we control the temporal network from x; = 0 to x¢, we have that the effective gramian matrix
is
h h
SWST = ehh. / M BB dt - e+ / eA*'BBTe Y dt,
0 0

N —~

R1 R2

for which we can expand the two component terms using the above eigendecompositions as
h
R; = Qe""Q'P / e®’P' BB Pe®'diP'Qe""Q",
0
h
Ry =Q / ¢"'Q"BB"Qe""diQ",
0

which results in

WE

N N N N N kP kP lP l
>33 oo, (Y3 P ey, 0,

r=1 s=1 m=1 n=1 k=1 =1
N N N N

=53 S Y Qi Q0 Qs Z Z —Skg)c’“P‘;Pml [e@ 00k _ 1] | (Al)
r=1 s=1 m=1 n=1 k=1 =1 k + l

N
Z zk@ck@cl@]l [ (ve+1)h 1} ) (AZ)
Tk TN

WE

B
Il

1 =1

This allows us to analyze R; and R, in terms of the magnitude of A as follows:
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1. Ash—0

When h — 0, we can make the approximation e("*+" x 1 + (4, + +,)h. Then we have

N N
i,j) =~ Z ZQz’chchzQﬂh

k=1 =1
” N .

h Zkzl QiQer ifj=c
=ShASN, QuQyu  ifi=c

0 otherwise
(
h ifi=j75=c
= (A3)
0 otherwise
\
N N
Ri(i, )~ Y > Z Z Qi Q. Qi Qjnh (here s =m = ¢)
r=1 s=1 m=1 n=
N N
r=1 n=1
N N
=1 Y QuQuQenQin + 1’ Z Z QirQerQenQnYr + 1 Z Z Qir QerQenQjn
r=1 n=1 r=1 n=1 r=1 n=1
o S 0

where the three terms in the final expression obey

(

h ifi=j75=c h? i\: Qichr’YT = h‘2b’ic ifj=c
Ql = < 5 QQ Z = Y

0 otherwise 0 otherwise

\
(

0 otherwise

Q3 =

\

Thus we have

2h + 2b k% ifi=j=c
Ri(4,j) + Ra(i, j) = q b.;h? ifi=candj # ¢,

bih? ifj=candi #c

18



and by adding R; and R, we obtain

SWS' =

0

0

0

0

0

0

bi.h?

bi—l,ch2

2
bi—l—l,ch

bych?

0

0

0

0

0

berh? -+ boio1h? 2h 4 2bh? begirh?® -+ boyh?

0

As for the associated eigenvalues, we must solve the following equations

ISWST — AI| =

0

0

—-A

0

beh? -+ bes1h? 2+ 2bh? — X boiah? -+ beyh?

0

0

0

—-A

0

i=1,i%c

bi.h?

bifl,ch2

2
bz’—i—l,ch

bych?

0

0

0

N
= [\ = (2B + 2. h?) A= h* D B ()N =0

19
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This yields the approximated eigenvalues as A = 0 (with multiplicity N — 2), A\ = h + b..h* +
\/(h +beh2)? + hA YN iz U7, and thus

N
Amax = 1+ bech® + | B2+ 2bech? + B4 B2

i=1
Therefore, in this case, i.e., h — 0, we have

1

FE~ .
2 (h T bech? + (2 4 2ol + WY, bfc)

2. Forlarge h

For a square matrix, the trace of the matrix is the sum of the eigenvalues. Here when £ is large,

we use the trace of SWST to approximate its maximum eigenvalue, i.c.,

N
Amax & Tr(SWST) = ™ (Ry(4,4) + Ro(i, 1)) .
i=1
We have
N N N 0
> Ry, i) = Z Z QutCe oot Z QuQu
i=1 =1 =1 kT %
N QQ N
= Z 27: [e?rh — 1] (note thatif k #1, Y QuQa =0 >
=1 i=1
-3 Ly vy Q%= —1A7"(c,c) if A, is Negative Definite (ND)
RAhY N Q% = if A, is Negative Semi Definite (NSD)
e2nh otherwise, i.e., if A, is Not Negative Definite (NND)

WE
M =
WE

N
G 33 Tl B T [efocsan Z@WQW

ZRl(i,i) =

r=1 s=1 m=1 n=1 k=1 I=1
N N N

_ 2v,h schchlel (0 +01)h 1 if ) =0
;;mz:le QSTQW;ZZI el C ] (.ifr #n, ;Qme
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N
(note that Z 2" Q o Quny = €221 (5, m)
r=1

and Z Z Pskepkclfcélpml |:e(9k+01)h . 1] _ Wl (8, m))

27{\7:1 Zivzl ZZ:I eQ’therer if Al is ND or NSD

e?nhe2fih if A;is NND
Hence we obtain that

(
2e2nh if A; is ND or NSD and A, is NND
e2nhe20ih 4 g2mh if A;is NND and A, is NND

\ B h if A; is ND or NSD and A, is NSD
e e2nhe2ih 1 p if A; is NND and A, is NSD .

—1A5 (¢, 0) if A, is ND or NSD and A, is ND

ke%he”lh — 2A3"(¢,c) if Ay is NND and A, is ND

Therefore, the scaling of £ for controlling temporal networks from x; = 0 to x¢ is

(

h~t small h

—2mh ; <
large h, Ao is NND ¢ lf 91 - 0

decreasing exponentially

e 2+ if 9 >

1
E ~ Ay (e0)
large h, Ao is ND 1 .
decreasing from constant to exponentially 2 A;l (c,0) Y1 + 91 0

if%—l—@l <0

6_2(71—’—91)]1 if Y + 81 >0

—1 <
large h, A is NSD h if 01 <0

decreasing from hyperbolically to exponentially

e 20" if 9, >0
\

From the numerical calculations, we have the scaling of E for controlling temporal networks from
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XOZOtOXfiS

;

h=N small h

—2ynh ; <
large h, A2 is PD ¢ lf QN - 0

decreasing exponentially

e 20wtk if 0y > 0

B~ large h, A is NPD C<A27 C) if YN + 9N S 0

decreasing from constant to exponentially

e 20 +On)h if yv + Oy >0

7N . <
large h, Ao is PSD h if Oy <0

decreasing from hyperbolically to exponentially

e 20nh if Oy >0

Appendix B: Control energy for two snapshots and one driver node from x, to x¢ = 0

If there are two snapshots A; and A, and x; = 0, we can follow a similar procedure to the above

to write

h h
_ T _ AT _ _ T _ AT AT
SWST = ¢ Al / et BBTet!dt - em M e Alem Al / e BB dt - e Ae A",
0 0

/

~~ g

C1 C2

where the individual terms can be expanded as
h h
C, =Pe ®"P'P / ¢®'P'BB Pe® dtP"Pe”®"P" = Pe " / ¢®'P'BB Pe® dte P,
0 0
h
C, = Pe_ghPTe_AQh/ e BB e dte A Pe O P,
0

From the following relation

69115 Pcl eé‘lt
c®'PTBB Pe®! = : ( P,y -+ Py )

Ont Ont
e’N P.y e’N



we have

Coli 1) — SN p ot PP o _ 7 oo p
1(Z7])_ZZ ik 0, + 0 [e }e il
k=1 I=1 ko
_ oy PuPuPabi g
o et
C (Z ) . i i i i P efeth i i stQcchlle [1 - ef(’ykﬂL’Yl)h] P eanhP,
2(%,]) = ir sr Vi + - mn n
r=1 s=1 m=1 n=1 k=1 =1

iv: i\f: stQcchlle [1 i e_(wﬁ_w)h] ‘

-Pire_(er_‘_en)hpsrpmnp‘
Ve N

n
1 k=1 I=1

WE
WE
WE
hE

ﬁ
I
s
»
I
-
3
Il
s
S
I

This allows us to analyze C; and C, according to the magnitude of h.

1. Ash—0

By making the approximation e~ **1" ~ 1 — (v + ;) h, we have

N N
J) = Z Z Py, P Py Pyh

k=1 l=1
N [P
thz:l kack lf] = C
h ifi=j5=c
=R PyPy  ifi=c = ,

0 otherwise
otherwise

N N N
Z Z Z P; e_(6r+6n)hPsernPjnh (here s=m = c)

1 s=1 m=1n=1

2
[]= =

r

N
> PyPPo Py [L— (0, + 0,)h] I

WE

r=1 n=1
N N N N N N
=h Z Z Pirpcrpcnpjn - h,2 Z Z PirPchcnPjner - h2 Z Z PirPchcnPjnen .
r=1 n=1 PN r=1 n=1 PN r=1 n=1
e e e
Furthermore, we obtain
h ifi=j75=c

A 1 )
0 otherwise
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.

2SN PP, = —h*a;. ifj=c
AQ = y
0 otherwise
\
(
N 2N P Pin6, = —ha, ifi=c
3=
0 otherwise
\
Thus we have
2h — 2a..h? ifi=j=c
C(1,7) = Ci(i,7) + Ca(i, ) = { —a;h? ifi=candj #c,
—a;ch? if j =candi # ¢
and
0 0 —ay.h? 0 e 0
0 cee 0 —ai_l,chQ 0 s 0
SWST = | —ah? -+ —ac; 1h? 2h — 2a,h? —acih? - —aeyh?
o .- 0 —aiy1.ch? 0 e 0
0 0 —apn.h? 0 e 0
As for the associated eigenvalues, we must solve the following equations
B 0 —ay.h? 0 0
o .- -A —a;_1.ch? 0 e 0
|SWST - )‘I‘ - —aclh2 cee —ac,i_th 2h — 2CLCCh2 — A —ac7i+1h2 tee —CI,CNh2
o .- 0 —ai1ch? -2 e 0
0 0 —anch? 0 —
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- 0 0 0 0

0 ... —)\ 0 0 e 0
= —ath s —ac7i,1h2 2h — QCLCChQ — A+ h_; Zi\il,i;ﬁc il —ac’i+1h2 SR —CLCNh2
0 ... 0 0 A 0
0 ... 0 0 0 A |
N
- [)\2 — (20— 2acch®) A= 1t D al | ()Y =0,
i=1ic

This yields the approximated eigenvalues as A = 0 (with multiplicity), A = h — a..h?
:I:\/ — aeh?)? + YN iz Ui, and thus

N
Amax = h — aech® + | B2 + 2ach® + b4 a2,

=1
Therefore, in this case, i.e., h — 0, we have

1

Ex :
2 (h - acch2 + \/h2 + 2acch3 + h‘4 sz\il a%c)

2. Forlarge h

When h is large, we use the trace of C to approximate its maximum eigenvalue, i.e.,

N
Amax 2 Tr(C ZC1ZZ + Cy(i,1)) .
i=1

We know that

= abpd cchl —(0x+6) P2 —201h
Z zz:zz k+9z — k+0) ZszPzz ZQHk[l_e ’“]
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e—20Nh

Q

: fo:l P20, =1A7"(c,c) otherwise, ie., if A is Positve Definite (PD)

-
i
hE
WE

s
Il
i
.
Il
—
»
Il
—

I
NE
WE

ﬁ
I
—
vl
I
—

VN

I
NE
WE

»
l
H
3
I
-

]
i =
(]

Q

(¢)

hchvﬁPEk:h

WE
WE

3
I
s
=
I
o

WE

3
Il

Wy(s,m)e 24" (s, m) (

—20xh

if A, is Not Positive Definite (NPD)

if A is Positive Semi Definite (PSD)

Y&+ N

k=1 l=1

N
note that if r # n, Y PPy =0 )
=1

N N Q
e—ZGThPSTPmT Z Z sk

Qcchlle [1 . e—('yk,—',-—yl)h}
e+ N

N

note that Z e~ 2hp p = e_QAlh(s, m)

r=1

NN e P, P,, if Ayis NPD or PSD

if Ay is PD

Based on the above expressions, we have

)\max ~

for large h.

.
e—20nh | g=20xhe—2ynh

h + e~2wh

1A (¢, c) 4 e Hwhe=2wh
26_29Nh

h

3AT ()

26729Nh

h + e~ 20nh

\ 1A (¢, c) +e720nh

26

if A is NPD and A, is NPD
if A; is PSD and A, is NPD
if A; is PD and A, is NPD
if A; is NPD and A, is PSD
if A is PSD and A, is PSD
if Ay is PD and A, is PSD
if A; is NPD and A, is PD
if A; is PSD and A, is PD

if A;is PD and A, is PD

N N N
e—(0r+9n)hP8TPmn stQcchlle [1 . e_('yk+w)h} Pirpin
2.0 2

k=1 =1

)



Therefore, the scaling of £ for controlling temporal networks from x to xy = 0 is

4
~ h~! small h

20 N h 1 >
large h, A1 is NPD ~ ¢ lf N = O
decreasing exponentially

~ 2Otk if < 0

. NA#?S if Oy + vy >0
= large h, A4 is PD 1 if On + =0

decreasing from constant to exponentially ) 2+AT T (c,0)
~ e2On+ Nk if On + v < 0
~hl ifyy >0

large h, A1 is PSD
decreasing from hyperbolically to exponentially

~ e if < 0

Similarly, the scaling of E for controlling temporal networks from x to x; = 0 is

~h™N small h

201 h : >
large h, A1 is ND ~ ¢ if N = 0
decreasing exponentially

~ e2(91+71)h if M < 0

~ C(A1,c) iff 4+~ >0

5|

large h, A1 is NND
decreasing from constant to exponentially

~ 62(91_'_71)]1 if 61 + 7 < 0

-N . >
large h, A1 is NSD ~ h lf = O
decreasing from hyperbolically to exponentially

~enh if <0

Ve

Appendix C: Control energy for )/ snapshots and one driver node
When there are M snapshots, we have
M
SWS™=> "R,
=1
where there are now M terms analogous to R; and Ry in the two-snapshot cases above, namely

Ry =Wy,

R, = eAmhn .eAl+1hz+1WleAzT+1hl+1 oA
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forl1 << M —1.

For each snapshot, we have A; = u;A;uj withu; = (U,@) and A; = diag ()\gj), A9 ,AS{?).
NxN

Then we obtain

Anrh T Aii1h T Aji1h T Aprh T
R, = uye’™ MuM ceugg et ”1111+1W1111+1e I4+1 l+1ul+1 coeuyeit™ ]V[uM7

with
(I+1)
o (M) )\£M>hM (M) (I+1) AT g o (141)
— A M +1
Rl(l’j) z : UMM UOMJM UOl+2,Zl+1e UOZ+1M+1
irv,Omy,O14250141,0141,
O14178141:01 25 Oy

N oy O 0o

; i . (OIENO)
. Z Z Oup1,0 ¢y~ ¢ O/-&-l’ i e()xil +>\ii )hl 1

0
i=14=1 )\il +)‘¢;
(1+1) (M
A h A h
I+1 i A1 (141 M i Mo (M
S N 0 PR /AL Y fl
l+17ll+1 142041 IYEY: i

For small h;, we have

1 AP £AD
1
0,0 |© RO Rt
)\il +)\Zl
which leads to £ ~ h~".
For large h;, we have
(M) 3 +(M) (M
M-1 N ( U )U )U( ) A )\(M) B
b 3R 30 0 3 S | Ly
max ™~
=1 i=1 =1 iy = 17, ’LM +A1M
M-1 N A L (41
- My 2o (M) (14+1) <n+1+ i i1 (1)
- E : E : c UOM,iM UOL+2,iz+1e i U01+1»iz+1
I=1 ip=1 Opnry++,014-2,8141,0141,
Oz+1ﬂl+1’oz+27 oy

N o~ g0 UoU(nU(n

53 Yo Venlesli [ (s
e J—

)
=1 =1 +)‘i;
N (M) M)
U U (M)
(I+1) +1) M) Zoinm T ein | 20 Thar
Uor it Yori, - Yoy, T Zl N e 1]
I = TN
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(A§”+A<_f)) h
1 i

M—-1 N N N
(M) M-1 (s) 1 () —
—= Z Z Z Z eQAiM hM+ZS:Z+1 (Azj +)\zé )hse )
)\(l) ‘l—)\(l)
=1 iy=14=14=1 On,,O142,0141,0141, i i
! -/ ! /
Ol41+1141:01 490N
N
Z 1 20
+ e i M ] U2
(M) ’
in=12A;
M= in

where Uy = U8, ...pdth) gty gl gl gl gl gD and

MiM Ovy2yii41~ Otgrsiigr ~ Ogayie 7 e iy~ Ofq 43~ O g5ty O o] 4q Ve

U, = UM oD

Ccipnr T Cingt

Therefore, the scaling of £ for controlling temporal networks with M snapshots from x, = 0 to
Xt is

(

~ h~1 small h
large h, A s is NND —9h (M)
decreasing exponentially | ™~ © i Y = max )\, /\1

~——d ifA<0

AX/Il (eyc)
E decreasing lfiggrfl g&rﬁtﬁfltiioiliponemially ~ m ifA=0 ’
~ e 2 ifA>0
~ht A <0

large h, A ps is NSD
decreasing from hyperbolically to exponentially

~e 2 HfF N >0

where A\ = max )\gM) + Zﬁ;l )\Y)
! 1<I<M—1
And the overall scaling of E for controlling M temporal networks from x, = 0 to x; is

(

h=N small h
large h, A s is PD _9~h (M)
decreasing exponentially {e 7 7 = max )‘7 A N

_ C(Ayr,c) ifA<0

E ~ large h, A ps is NPD
decreasing from constant to exponentially

e 2Ah if A >0

_N <
large h, A 5 is PSD h if A — 0

decreasing from hyperbolically to exponentially

e 2 if A >0
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with A = max { AQY + M1 AW
! 1<I<M-—1
Similarly, the scaling of £ for controlling temporal networks from x to x¢ = 0 with M snapshots

1s obtained as

(

h=' small h

large h, A1 is NPD o~k . (1)
decreasing exponentially {e 7 Y = min )‘7 A N

1 .
A0 iftA>0
E ~ large h, A1 is PD 1 .
£ . . ——— ifA=0
decreasing from constant to exponentially 21A; T (c,0)
e2 if A <0
=t ifA>0

large h, A1 is PSD
decreasing from hyperbolically to exponentially

e if A <0

where A\ = min Aﬁ) + Zizg )\%)
! 2<I<M

And the scaling of E for controlling temporal networks from x, to x; = 0 with M snapshots is

(

h=N small h
large h, A1 is ND 2R . (1)
decreasing exponentially {C 7 Y = min /\, )\1

E ~ large h, A is NND C(Al’ C) if A >0

decreasing from constant to exponentially

g2 iftA<0

_N . >
large h, A is NSD h if A - 0

decreasing from hyperbolically to exponentially

e if XA <0

\

where A = min A+, AP
2<I<M

Appendix D: Control energy for p driver nodes

Here we provide the derivation of the control energy scaling for controlling temporal networks
from x, = 0 to x¢ with p driver nodes, generalizing the single driver node case shown above. Other

cases with Xy, # 0 can be obtained based on the similar generalization from a single driver node case
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shown in Sec.

Assuming that there are p driver nodes with u(t) = (uy(t), ua(t), - - - ,u,(t))?, and the set of nodes
receiving inputs is the set Z = {4y, io, - - - , 4, }. Without loss of generality, we can relabel the network
nodes so that the control inputs correspond to nodes 1,2,--- ,p by letting i; = jforj =1,2,--- |p
Hence node j corresponds to the input u;(¢), and we have Z = {1,2,--- ,p}. Then we obtain that
By =1fort=1,2,---,p, with all other entries of B equal to 0. We shall first consider the control

energy with two snapshots, and from there generalize to an arbitrary number of snapshots.

1. For two snapshots

In this case, the analogous terms R; (7, j) and Ry(7, j) that appear in equations (A1) and (A2)) of

the effective gramian matrix are

=

Mz

Qire(’yr+yn)heranan

Mz
] = ZMZ

r=1
- Zp: ZN: XN: S’fPﬂJkasBysP 1Pmi [e(9k+91)h . 1}
k=1 z=1 s=1 y=1 I=1 Ok + 01
p

Qik Quk Bas BysQyiQji [e(vww)h — 1} _
Ve TN

:

WE
WE
WE
WE

Ry(i.

i
—
8
Il
—_
»
Il
—
<
Il
—
I
—

Denoting BBT = (B,,)nxn» We have

1 ifl<z=y<p

= Zp: BacsBys = B B ’
s=1

0 otherwise

I I 10
but by construction B = and therefore BBT = ([ 0) = where I is the identity
0 0 00
matrix with size p. Hence we obtain
N N N N N p N P.P.P
.. sk ckt cld ml
Ri(i0) =20 D D Que™ " QuQuaQn ) D > =5 =rp== [+ —1].
r=1 s=1 m=1 n=1 oD et
N P N

.. QichchlQ‘l h
Ry(i,j) = J [e('YkJF'Yl) — 1} .
; ; =1 Ve + Y
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Then we analyze the maximum eigenvalue A, of SWST as follows.

a Ash—0
In this case, we obtain

o o h ifi=75€Z
Rl(la]>%91+92+937 R2(27])% )
0 otherwise

and
h ifi=j5¢€Z
0 = ,
0 otherwise
N RSN QuQyye = W2y ifjET
9 = 7
0 otherwise
h? qujzl Qngn% = thij ifiel
Qg =
0 otherwise
Furthermore, we have
Ry(i,7) + Ra(i, J) = | byh? ifi € ZTandj#i -
bijh? ifjcZandi+#j
and
2h + 2b171h2 s bl,th b17p+1h2 Ce blNh2
2 2 2 9
SWST — bp,1h <o 2h 4 2b, ,h? by piih® - by B
bpi1ah® oo Dpirph? 0 e 0
bN71h2 “ e bN,ph/2 O L. 0
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As for the associated eigenvalues of SWST, we must solve the following equations

2h + 2by 1h% — A - by ph? bipiih? -+ biyh?
SWST_ a1 by 2 coo 2B+ 20y h — X by B2 - by N R
bpi1 1 h? bpi1ph? —A 0
bn1h? by ph? —A
2 4
2h + le’th i Zl]ip—&—l % ... bl’th + Z;\;p.ﬂ bl,pbi,lh‘l 0O --- 0
booh? + SN hubuht o op oy ga y 3N WM g
. p, 1V T+ Zl:p+1 A + 20pp + Zl:p-‘rl P
0 0 —A - 0
0 0 0 -\
2 4
2h + 2b1’1h2 -\ + Zi\ip-i-l # ce prhQ + Z;\ip—’—l bl,pb;,lh4
- (=)
4 b2 h4
bleh2 + Zl]\;p—i-l bl,lbf’lh e 2h+ pr,ph2 — A+ Zl]ip-i-l M))\

When h — 0, the determinant of SWST — \I can be approximated by its first— order expression with
respect to h, which yields [SWST — M| & (2h — \)P(—\)V~P. Hence we have

E~h

b. Forlarge h

When £ is large, we have

Zivzl Zivzl Zizl e2vthermr

2y1 h6291 h

N
D Ry(i i) =
=1

€
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— > er A5 (c,0) if A, is Negative Definite (ND)

N
Z Ry (7,4) ~  ph if A, is Negative Semi Definite (NSD)
=1

e2nh otherwise, i.e., if A, is Not Negative Definite (NND)

Hence we obtain

( 2e2nh if Ay is ND or NSD and A, is NND
e2nhe20ih 4 e2mih if A;is NND and A, is NND
\ B ph if A; is ND or NSD and A, is NSD
e e2nhe20th 4 pp if A, is NND and A, is NSD
— 13 s AT (e 0) if Ajis ND or NSD and A, is ND
Ke%he%lh — 2> er Ay (c,c) if Ay is NND and A, is ND
for large h.

Therefore, the scaling of £ for controlling temporal networks from x, = 0 to x; with p driver
nodes 1is

.

h=' small h

—2v1h : <
large h, Ao is NND ¢ if 01 — 0

decreasing exponentially

e 2tk ifh > ()

- —m ify14+6, <0
decreasing flrd(fﬁle c}:{nﬁ;nitstg ?xponentially m ity +6,=0
e 2tk ify, +6,>0

h=t ifh, <0

large h, Ao is NSD
decreasing from hyperbolically to exponentially

\ e 20 if 91 >0

By fitting the numerical calculations, we have the scaling of E for controlling temporal networks
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from xy = 0 to x¢ with p driver nodes is

(

AN small h

—2ynh ; <
large h, Ao is PD ¢ lf HN - 0

decreasing exponentially

e 20w HON)hif > 0

o~ ' <
large h, A is NPD ZCEI C(AQ’ C) if IN + eN — 0
decreasing from constant to exponentially 0 .
e 20 +0N)h if vy +0y >0
=N if Oy <0

large h, A is PSD
decreasing from hyperbolically to exponentially

e 200 if Oy > 0

2. For an arbitrary number of snapshots

If there are M snapshots, we have

(1+1)
. . (M) )\( )h]\/[ (l-‘rl) )\il hl+1 (l+1)
= A . . +1 .
Rl(z7j) z : UMM UOM#M U0l+272l+1e UOz+1ﬂz+1
ir,0n 5 ,0142,0141,014 1,

/ -/
Oz+1sz+1vOz+27"' OO0ty

N N O OO0

Ol+1 ’Ll C,il 077;; O{+17~/ ()\Ef)_i_,\gf))hl
Z Z Z NG © /=1
’L'l 12

cel =1 11:1

(141) (M)
Rl e)\i2+1 hl+1U(l+1 Ly e/\ hMU(M)
S ) r N
11841 20ttt MM sing’

for the analogous terms that contribute to the effective gramian matrix (detailed notations are given

in Sec. [0).
For small h;, we have
1 (,\E”Jr,\@)hl
— e\ A/ 1| = hy,

which leads to £ ~ h~! for short snapshot durations.

Conversely, for large h; we have

AW L0
M-1 N N N ( i T )
~ ”‘gphl\ +300h (A( )+>‘<S))h © _ 1U
x © NS RS
I=1 iy=14=114=1 On,,O142,8141,0141, i + i
Ol415i141:0142 Oy
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Ne%)
2 Z oy [ 1] uou s,

c€l iy = 1 ZM

N7 GaY (1+1) OO @ ) ) )

Ovy2sit11 7 Orpnstigr ~ Orpayin ~ ¢ eiip ~ Op 04 Oy O] ot

M
where U, = Ué )i . ,
M UM 1+1%41 1+2:%41

Therefore, the scaling of £ for controlling M temporal networks from xy = 0 to x; is

(

h~' small h

large h, A s is NND _9h (M)
decreasing exponentially e 7 7 = max /\maX7 /\max

1 .
—e——r— A<
> ez AM1 (¢,0)
E ~ large h, A ps is ND 1 .
= decreasing from constant to exponentially -5 A, (o) ifA=0 ’
ce y
g AN if A >0
Rt if A <0

large h, A ps is NSD
decreasing from hyperbolically to exponentially

e M if A >0

and )\max = max max + Z max
! 1gng 1

And the scaling of E for controlling temporal networks with M snapshots from x, = 0 to x; is

(

h=N small h
large h, A s is PD _9h (M)
decreasing exponentially e 7 = max )\minu )‘min

_ C(Ay,¢) ifA<0

E ~ large h, A ps is NPD
decreasing from constant to exponentially

e 2N ifA>0

_N <
large h, Ay is PSD h if A — 0

decreasing from hyperbolically to exponentially

e 2M if A >0

with Amin = max D DD W

min
1<I<KM-—1
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Appendix E: Reduction of the control energy to the static network case for identical snapshots

When there is only one snapshot, say (A, B;), the temporal network can be regarded as a static
network and we show that our results reduce to the static network case. For static networks, the
constraint that governs the minimal-energy control problem is He = d = x; — e (rt)x, with
H=W, = ﬁtof eAs(“_S)BSB;r Al(t=s)dg, Assuming the system is controllable, W is nonsingular,
which gives the unique solution ¢ = W !'d. By plugging this into our framework above, we find that
the optimal control input obeys u(t) = BTeA (- W ! (x¢ — eA(f0)x4), and the corresponding

optimal energy is

E* (X0, %¢) = = (x¢ — eMUr0)x ) W (xp — eAsito)x) (ED)

N | —

Equivalently, the optimal control energy for static networks can be obtained by considering a
temporal network with M identical snapshots, i.e., A; = Asfort = 1,2,--- M. In this case we

have the effective gramian matrix

M-1 i+1 M

SWST = [T e*" W, T e*™ | + W
=1 k=M l=i+1
M-1

hq
M M
= (eASZkﬂHh’“/ eAsTBBTeAZTdTeAIZMHh’> +Wuy
‘ 0
h; A-(T+ZM- hi) T AT(T+ZM- hi)
= e k=i+1 " BB e k=i+1 R dT + W),
— Jo

e Pk A AT i A AT
= / e**BBTe Ssds+/ eA"BBTeTdr
> 0

Thus in either view, the energy for controlling temporal networks recapitulates the known result for

static networks [[11]. Indeed, for controlling a static network from x; = 0 to X¢ our results indicate
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that the energy is bounded below by

h! small h
—1+— large h, A, is ND

A1 large h, A, is NSD

e 20 Mh  arge h, A, is NND
and bounded above by

h—2N small A

C(Ag,c) large h, A is NPD

h—2N large h, A is PSD

Ke_%NMh large h, A, is PD

where §; and d are the maximum and minimum eigenvalues of Ay, respectively. Similarly, for
controlling a static network from x, to x; = 0, the optimal energy bounds obey

(

h=t small h
—1+— large h, A, is PD

ht large h, A is PSD

e?NMh Targe h, Ay is NPD

and

small h
C(Ag,¢) large h, A is NND

2N large h, A, is NSD

e? Ml Jarge h, A, is ND

Taken together, we know that scaling behavior of the control energy for temporal networks reduces

to the static network case as shown in [11]] when all snapshots are identical.
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Appendix F: Relation between the energy needed to control static networks and the Laplacian matrix

Because we employ the Laplacian matrix with entries a;; > 0 for tuning )\gm) and a;; < 0 for

tuning )\S\T), we get that the energy scales as

)
h~t small h
1
5o ~ A large h, A1 <0 |
h~t large h, \; = 0
g 2Mh large h, A\; > 0
\
and
(
h—2N small h

C(As,c) large h, A\y <0
h—2N large h, Ay = 0

e W large h, Ay >0

\

as controlling the static network from xy = 0 to x¢, where \; = Zi\f:l )\gm), AN = Zi‘le )\x,n), and

the node c receives the control input directly. Similarly, controlling from x; to x; = 0, we have

)
ht small h

large h, Ay >0

ht large h, A\y = 0

e vh large h, Ay < 0
and

small
C(As,c) large h, A\ >0

h—2N large h, \; = 0

e2Mh large h, Ay < 0
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Appendix G: The first and last snapshots determine the scaling behavior of the control energy

The total energy for controlling temporal network from x, to x¢ can be viewed as the summation

of the energy over each snapshot (given in Eq. (ET))), i.e.

Ti
S

E(xo,%t) = (x; — eAith‘—l)TWi_l (x; — eAith‘—1)

N —
s .
(LT
Z =

( TWx, — 2x] Wt eilhx; 4 +x; e th ! Ahxi_1>, (GD)

DN | —

1

.
Il

where x;_; and x; are the initial and final states over the snapshot A;, and h is the duration time for

each snapshot.

When F(xg, x¢) reaches its minimum value E* (X, X¢), the series of intermediate states—x(t) at

times ¢ = mh when the network structure changes (m = 1,2, --- ;m — 1)—should satisfy

T 9T laAsh T T loAihy
OE (xo, X¢) 8( W 'x; — 2xTW; X1 +xI_et W xl,1>
aXZ' 28x,
T -1 1 Aitihy . AZ AW 1 aAiyihy, .
+
28X2‘
_ T _ T _ )
= W, lx; — Wilebifx,  — e Wil x4+ e "W ey,

=0

fori = 1,2,--- M — 1. From the above equation, we know E(xg,x;) = E*(Xo,X¢) when the

following relation holds

X1 Wl_leAl hXo
Xi—1 0
D X; - 0 )
Xit+1 0
T —
XM—1 CAMhWMIXf
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where

_ T _ T _
Wil ety lefeh  _efohwi it

= —-1_A,; -1 T -1 ; T -1
D e = WileAh W e WL eAinh e WL

- -1 An_1ih -1 AT hxair—1.Amh
W, e Wi, +e*M*" W, e

X0
. . * 1 T T . . . .
Equation can also be written as /" (xg,Xs) = = (X,, -+ ,X¢ ) F : with the following expression
05 2 0> y Af .
Xt
F=
T _ T _
eMhW et —eMhwi! 0
— _ T _ T _
—WiteMh Wit 4 efalh W, tefeh —efh W
_ . — T — . T —
~W; tefih W 4 e "W el —efi P WL
T T
~W,} efu-ih Wi/ +eAuhWleAuh _eAnhw !
~W efnh W/
T _ T —
eAlhvv1 1eA1h —eAth1 1
—W el
= D
—eAk Wi/
M
WAl Wit
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Considering that

X1

. 1gA1h T AT hyar—1
<XT7 X > D : =x; W, X0 + X167 M "W Xy,

XM-1
we further have

2F = xpet"W e x, — xpet W r — x] W et x

T AT hyx7—1 1. Ak T —1
—Xp_€" MW ix — XMWMe Xa—1 + X, W X

X1
+ (XL"' 7X}FV[_1)D
XM-1
=x,¢e e "W leAthxy — xTe A "Wtk —xh, e MhW]T/}XM +x3, W,/ Xur.
Hence we obtain
* 1 eAlh 1oAthy ATh T AT hyx7—1 T -1
E*(xq,x¢) = 5 ( MW lehx — xTe* "Wtk — x, e "Wt + x5, W, XM> :

From the last expression, we find that the optimal energy has no direct dependence on the interme-
diate states except x; and x,;_1, suggesting that it is the properties of A; and A ), have the most

influence on E*(xq, Xg).

Appendix H: Supplementary Tables and Figures
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TABLE S1. Scaling behavior of E for a temporal network and its static counterpart for xo = 0 and xp
with 5 snapshots. We summarize the theoretical scaling behavior from results for large 4 as M = 5 in this
table. )\gl) is the maximum eigenvalue of the snapshot A; withi = 1,2, 3,4, 5. v, J, and A\ determine the energy
scaling behavior for controlling temporal network £, and static network £,. We employ )\(15) =2,—2,and 0 to
represent the Not Negative, Negative, and Negative Semi definite of the last snapshot matrix A5, respectively.
For the constant numbers, C; = —1/A7'(c,c), C2 = 1/(2— Az '(c,¢)), and O3 = —1/ A *(c, c), where A
and A correspond to the network matrix in each case. Here N = 8, k = 4, and the node receiving the input
directly is node 3. For each setting of the )\(i), the numerical validation of our theoretical result is presented in
Fig.[S2] and here we indicate the corresponding panel.

Maximum eigenvalues )\55) =2 Scaling )\55) = -2 Scaling )\55) =0 Scaling
ADARA® AWy 5 B, E, Panell\ 6 E, E, Panel|]A\ & E, E, Panel
2 2 2 2 10 10 [e20e™ @ |6 6 |e e !? () |8 8 |e e 16 ()
2 2 2 2 8 6 |e!fe2 @ |6 2 |e2e? (|6 4 [e2e® ()
2 2 2 2 6 6 [e2e 2 @ |2 2 |ete? (e |4 4 |e® e® ()
2 2 2 2 6 6 le2e 2 @ |2 2 Jet e (|4 4 |e® e® ()
2 2 6 6 [e2e 2 b)) |2 2 |et et )[4 4 |e® e® ()
2 2 2 6 2 le2e? b2 2 |e*t ¢ |4 0 |e® rt
2 2 2 4 2 leB et b0 2 |C ¢ |2 0 |e*t hrt
2 02 2 2 4 2 jeB e b0 2 |C O B2 0 |e* ht
2 2 2 4 2 |e® et (©|0 2 [0y O (@ |2 0 |e* hrt (¥
2 2 2 2 2 et e? (©|2 2 |C3 C (@ |0 0 |[At R (K
2 2 2 2 2 et et (©f2 2 |C3 ¢ (@ |0 0 |[AM RN (K
2 2 2 2 4 2 1e® C ©|0 -6 |C O (2|2 -4 |e* 0 (K
2 0202 2 2 2 let ¢ @2 -6 |C3 O (|0 -4 | O )
2 02 2 2 2 2 let C; @4 -6 |C3 ¢ (|2 4 [Py
2 2 2 2 2 2 lert ¢ @6 -6 |C3 C (|4 -4 |hP O )
2 2 2 2 2 6 let C; @ |4 -10 |[C3 C; (|2 -8 |t O )
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TABLE S2. Scaling behavior of E for a temporal network and its static counterpart for xg = 0 and x¢ with 0
snapshots. We summarize the theoretical scaling behavior from results for large ~ as M = 5 in this table. )\g\z,)
is the minimum eigenvalue of snapshot A; with i = 1,2,3,4,5. v, J, and A determine the scaling behavior
for controlling temporal network FE and static network Es. We employ )\55) = 2,—2,and 0 to represent
the Positive, Not Positive, and Positive Semi definite of the last snapshot matrix As, respectively. For the
constant numbers, C7 = —1/A7!(c,¢), Co = 1/(2— A5 (c,c)),and C3 = —1/A;*(c, c), where Ag and Aj
correspond to the network matrix in each case. Here N = 8, k = 4, and the node receiving the input directl
is node 5. For each setting of the )\S\l,), the numerical validation of our theoretical result is presented in Fig.
and here we indicate the corresponding panel.

Minimum eigenvalues )\5\5,) =2 Scaling )\g{?) =-2 Scaling )\5\5,) =0 Scaling
)\%) )\S\?) )\g\%) /\53) v 0 E FEs Panel|\ ) E, E, Panell\ 6 E, E, Panel
2 2 2 2 10 10 e7e™ @ |6 6 |e2e 2 (¢) |8 8 |e0e 16 ()
2 2 2 2 8 6 |efe? @ |6 2 |e2e? (|6 4 [e2e® ()
2 2 2 2 6 6 le2e 2 @ |2 2 Jete? (|4 4 |e® e® ()
2 2 =2 2 6 6 [e2e 2 @ |2 2 |ete? (@ |4 4 |e® e® ()
2 2 2 6 6 [e2e 2 b)) |2 2 |et et |4 4 |e® e® ()
2 2 02 6 2 le2e? |2 2 |e*t C |4 0 |e® rT (G
2 2 2 4 2 |e® et |0 2 |C, ¢ |2 0 |e* h Y ()
2 2 2 2 |4 2 ]e® et |0 2 |C ¢ |2 0 et hY ()
2 -2 2 4 2 le® et ©|0 2 |C O (@2 0 |e* h 7 (k
2 2 2 2 2 jet et ©|2 2 |03 C @ |0 0 |[pE KT (kK
2 2 =2 2 2 2 et e? (©|2 2 |C3 Ci (@ |0 0 |A¢ AT (K
2 2 2 2 4 2 1]e® ¢ ©1|0 6 |C C (@ |2 4 |et ¢
2 2 2 2 2 2 let ¢y @WI]2 -6 |[C3 C; (|0 -4 |[hE 0 ()
2 2 2 2 2 2 let ¢y |4 -6 |[C3 C (h |2 -4 |[hE 0 (O
2 2 2 2 2 2 le* ¢y @6 -6 |C3 C (|4 -4 |hE C1 )
2 2 2 2 2 6 |et C; @ |[-4 -10 |C3 C; (|2 -8 |[h¢ C1 )
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ay b, C 2 dy
Q
" 15 15 15 15
o)
<
5 810 10 10 10
% £ 5 5 5 5
2 0 0 0 0
<
5 5 5 5
€5 f 5 g 2 h 5
N
i 15 15 15 15
2 —10 10 10 10
)
> =5 5 5 5
(2]
= 0 0 0 0
<
5 5 5 -5
12 J 20 K 5 I %
>
I 15 15 15 15
S — 10 10 10 10
3
%3 = 5 5 5 5
‘% 0 0 0 0
<
-5 5 -5
e-20 e-15 e-10 5 e0 e-20 e-15 e-10 5 e0 20 15 e-10 e-S 0 e-20 e-15 e-10 e-5 eO
Temporal Static A0 A2 A% A% Temporal Static A A2 A2 A% Temporal Static AV A2 A2 A% Temporal Static A A2 A® 2@
% A 2 2 2 2 — 2 2 2 =2 A 2 2 2 2 —A— 2 2 2 =2
S - x 2 2 2 2 - X 2 2 2 2 ~ X 2 2 2 =2 - x 2 2 2 =2
2 = +2 2 2 2 - + 2 2 2 2 = 4+ 2 2 2 =2 - 4+ 2 2 2 =2
— —— 0 2 2 2 2 - 0 2 2 2 -2 - 0 2 2 2 2 —“— 0 2 2 2 2
FIG. S1. Numerical results for the scaling behavior of £ for 5 snapshots when h is small. For each panel, all

related parameters are shown in Table [ST] and the numerical calculations are in excellent agreement with the

theoretical results shown in the same table.
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FIG. S2. Numerical results for the scaling behavior of E for 5 snapshots when h is large. In panels (j) and (k),

insets give a clearer representation of £ for a short interval. For each panel, all related parameters are shown
in Table[ST] and the numerical calculations are in excellent agreement with the theoretical results shown in the

same table.
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FIG. S3. Numerical results for the scaling behavior of E for 5 snapshots when £ is small. For each panel, all
related parameters are shown in Table [S2] and the numerical calculations are in excellent agreement with the
theoretical results shown in the same table.
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FIG. S4. Numerical results for the scaling behavior of E for 5 snapshots when £ is large. In panels (j) and
(k), insets give a clearer representation of E over a short interval. For each panel, all the related parameters are
shown in Table[S2] and numerical calculations are in excellent agreement with the theoretical results shown in
the same table.
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