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Abstract

Almost equitable partitions (AEPs) have been linked to cluster synchronization in oscillatory

systems, providing a mathematical framework for understanding collective behavior. Using the

spectral properties of AEPs, we can describe this synchronization behavior in terms of the graph

Laplacian eigenvectors. Our results also shed light on transient hierarchical clustering as well as

multi frequency clustering, and the conditions under which they can occur. Through our analysis

we are able to relate dynamical clustering phenomena directly to network symmetry and commu-

nity detection, joining the structural and functional notions of clustering in complex networks.

This bridges a crucial gap between static network topology and emergent dynamic behavior. Ad-

ditionally, this description of the problem allows us to define a relaxation of an AEP we call a

quasi-equitable partition (QEP). Perfect AEPs are rare in real-world networks since most have

some degree of irregularity or noise. While relaxing these strict conditions, QEPs are able to main-

tain many of the useful properties allowing for qualitatively similar clustering behavior as with

AEPs. Our findings have important implications for understanding synchronization patterns in

real-world networks, from neural circuits to power grids.

I. INTRODUCTION

The study of complex networks and their dynamical behaviors has been a fertile ground

for understanding synchronization phenomena across different fields. From meso-scale neu-

ral activation, to power flow networks, numerous complex networks exhibit interacting os-

cillatory behavior. In the study of these systems, it is often natural to ask what sort of

synchronization behaviors can occur. In recent years, there has been evidence from neu-

roscience of an unexplored relationship between resting state clusters in the brain and the

Laplacian eigenvectors of functional connectivity networks [1]. Existing theory does not suf-

ficiently explain the correspondence between functional clustering and structurally defined

eigenvectors, particularly in the presence of high amounts of noise. Our work approaches

this question from the perspective of network oscillatory models, closing this gap between

structural and functional clusters.

∗ Contact author: tobias.timofeyev@uvm.edu
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Pioneering work by Kuramoto [2] on what is now called the Kuramoto model, brought

fundamental insights into how coupled oscillators spontaneously synchronize, and laid the

groundwork for subsequent investigations into network-level synchronization dynamics [3].

The Kuramoto model and its derivatives are used as an abstraction of oscillatory behavior for

study. This model represents vertices as oscillators and couples their differential equations

over the edges of the network. Consider a weighted graph G with adjacency matrix A. For

every vertex i, define the natural frequency as ωi ∈ R. Then the phase of vertex i over time

is determined by the differential equation

θ̇i = ωi − σ
∑
j

Aij sin(θi − θj). (1)

Naturally, the synchronization characteristics of a Kuramoto model are informed by the

structure of the graph it is placed upon. However, the nature of this relationship is unclear,

particularly due to the multitudinous structures a graph can take. Recent advances in the

study of coupled oscillator dynamics have progressively refined our understanding of how

graph structure influences synchronization potential [4] and have proven that Almost Equi-

table Partitions (AEPs) facilitate cluster synchronization via their quotient graph. Specifi-

cally, the characterization of synchronized clusters in networked oscillators has highlighted

the intricate relationship between graph structure and dynamical coherence [5]. Simulta-

neously, in more general signal processing literature, a novel approach has been emerging,

which focuses on the discretization of the Fourier analysis framework to better study the

fundamental tradeoff between a signal’s localization to the vertices of a graph and in its

spectral domain [6].

Despite these significant advances, a crucial gap persists between the spectral properties

of AEPs, studied in graph theory and network science, and the cluster synchronization they

allow in complex networks. Traditionally, their spectral properties have proven to be crucial

for the detectability of AEPs on graphs [7], but have till this point found little purchase

in the space of vertex localized signals on graphs and importantly for us, the dynamics of

cluster synchronization. While extensive research has explored fully equitable partitions, the

behavior of systems that nearly -but not quite— satisfy these structural conditions remains

largely unexplored. Existing literature, such as works by Arenas [8] and Breakspear [9], have

hinted at the complexity of synchronization in networks with subtle structural variations,

but a comprehensive spectral framework for analyzing these near-equitable configurations
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has been lacking.

Building upon spectral graph theory and drawing from recent developments in network

synchronization research, we propose a generalized framework that extends traditional eq-

uitable partition analysis. Researchers like Schaub, and Thibeault [10–12] have provided

foundational insights into matrix reduction and system dimensionality that inform our ap-

proach. By leveraging eigenvector interpretation techniques [6], we develop a more nuanced

understanding of how network structures facilitate or inhibit synchronization.

The spectral approach introduced here provides new robust insights into the relationship

between quasi-equitable partitioning and synchronized behavior, while also providing an

easily generalizable method for analyzing synchronization potential in coupled oscillatory

networks. We showcase the power of the proposed framework with two examples: a spectral

analysis of multi-frequency clustering, and extensions of the Kuramoto model that include

weighted edges and antisymmetric phase lag.

In the sections that follow, we build the necessary foundation for an understanding of

cluster synchronization in the Kuramoto model, entirely through the information encoded in

its graph Laplacian. We begin by considering the structural implications within the Lapla-

cian’s spectrum, and particularly the role of partitions therein (Section 2). We then discuss

the relationship between the spectrum of the Laplacian and its dynamics. Following this

background, we present a novel spectrally motivated description of cluster synchronization,

and discuss its implications to the study of stability for weighted graphs (Section 3). The

presented spectral description of clustered dynamics allows for new interesting applications.

We look into two examples: multi-frequency clustering, and modeling with antisymmetric

phase lag. Lastly, Section 5 offers concluding remarks and future research directions.

II. THE SPECTRAL DESCRIPTION OF SYNCHRONIZED CLUSTERS

The field of spectral graph theory involves itself with the linear algebra of graph repre-

sentations and the relationship with the graph structure. This crucial foundation for the

field of network analysis allows us to leverage matrix algebra tools, built for computing, to

understand graphs at scales we cannot feasibly study combinatorially.

Matrix representations of graphs come in many forms, and we present a few with relevance

to our application. Let G = (V,E,w) be a weighted connected graph with n vertices
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v1, . . . , vn ∈ V and m = |E| edges, where w : E → R+ is the weight function for the edges.

Perhaps the most natural description of this graph comes in the form of the adjacency matrix

A ∈ Rn×n, whose ijth entry is w((vi, vj)) if (vi, vj) ∈ E and 0 otherwise.

Another important representation comes in the form of the signed incidence matrix, also

known as the boundary matrix. This matrix ignores weight assignments, and requires an

arbitrary orientation on the edges of our graph. For simplicity, we induce an orientation

from the vertex order. Define the signed incidence matrix as B ∈ Rn×m such that bie = 1

if edge e = (i, j) and i < j, and bie = −1 if i > j. Finally, bie = 0 if edge e is not incident

to vertex i. This boundary matrix serves as a fundamental building block of the spectral

form of the Kuramoto equation shown later. We will see that when viewed as an operator,

it offers a bridge between vertex values and edge values.

Finally we introduce the matrix we pay particular attention to in this paper, the graph

Laplacian. We define the graph Laplacian as L = D − A, where A is the adjacency matrix

and D ∈ Rn×n is the diagonal matrix of the row sums of A. The entries of D are the sums

of incident edge weights. In the case of uniform weight 1 (an ’unweighted’ graph), they

equal the degrees of the corresponding vertices. The graph Laplacian is a cornerstone in

spectral graph theory and has numerous applications in network analysis, clustering, and

graph-based dynamical systems [13].

One interesting feature of the graph Laplacian is in its relationship to the incidence

matrix. Given our graph G, one can show that the Laplacian L = BWBT where W ∈ Rm×m

is the diagonal matrix of edge weights.

The description of the vertex-wise Laplacian in terms of the boundary matrix gives rise

to a dual matrix known as the weighted down edge Laplacian. This matrix is defined as

LDN ≡ BTBW , and has eigenvectors in one to one correlation with that of the graph

Laplacian. In particular, an eigenvector-value pair of the vertex-valued graph Laplacian,

(vr, λr) has corresponding pair (B
Tvr, λr) of the edge-valued LDN . Notice that the boundary

matrix facilitates this duality between the vertex and edge spaces. This relationship is shown

explicitly in appendix A.

It is well-established that the eigenvectors of the Laplacian play a crucial role in revealing

organizational structure in graphs, particularly in terms of their symmetry and connectiv-

ity patterns. For example, the multiplicity of the zeroth eigenvalue reveals the number

of connected components and in, the case of multiplicity 1, its corresponding normalized
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eigenvector is v0 =
1√
N

1.

A. Spectrum and Almost Equitable Partitions

One frame under which to understand symmetries of graphs or groupings of structurally

similar vertices, is almost equitable partitions (AEP) of a graph, also known as an

externally equitable partition.

We define an AEP on an unweighted graph before proceeding to our weighted case.

Let N(v) denote the set of neighbors of v ∈ V . An AEP is a partition of the vertex set

π = {V1, . . . , Vk} such that for Vi, Vj ∈ π where i ̸= j, there exists dij ∈ N such that for all

v ∈ Vi, we have that |N(v) ∩ Vj| = dij (See fig.1 B.1). In other words, the partition cell a

vertex is in determines the number of neighbors that vertex has in each other partition cell.

Such a partition encodes a grouping of vertices that play the same ‘role’ in the connectivity

of the graph between the delineated partition cells. Note that the almost equitable partition

ignores any connectivity within a partition cell, the case in which this too is regular is called

an equitable partition (EP). The lack of constraints within partitions cells of an AEP allow

for them to exist at multiple, overlapping, scales.

Now we generalize this notion and define an AEP in the context of our weighted graph [5].

Let G = (V,E,w) be a weighted graph with weight function w : E → R+. Then a weighted

almost equitable partition of G is a vertex partition π = {V1, . . . , Vk} such that for Vi, Vj ∈ π

with i ̸= j, there exists dij ∈ R+ such that for all v ∈ Vi we have
∑

w∈N(v) w((v, w)) = dij. In

other words, a weighted AEP is again a vertex partition with regular inter cell connectivity,

except now the regularity comes in the form of a constant sum of edge weights rather than

a constant number of neighbors. Note that we recover the original definition of an AEP

with an unweighted graph. For the rest of this paper our discussions on AEPs refer to the

weighted AEP unless otherwise specified.

We can use this notion of vertex partitioning, or vertex role assignment, to coarse-grain

the graph, summarizing the implied structure in what is known as the quotient graph (See

fig. 1 C.1). Consider a graph G with arbitrary partitioning π. Define the indicator matrix

of π as P π ∈ Rn×k such that P π
il = 1 if vertex i is in partition cell Vl, and 0 otherwise. Note

we omit the π superscript when the choice of partition is clear. The rows of P correspond

to the vertices of G and its columns correspond to the partition cells of π. Now given an n
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FIG. 1: In A.1 we see a graph with the associated graph laplacian A.2. One may observe

an AEP into three parts on the graph, color coded in B.1. The qoutient graph associated

with this AEP is shown in C.1, with the eigenvectors of the quotient laplacian seen in

C.2. Observing the eigenvectors of the graph laplacian in B.2, we see the scaled structural

eigenvectors from C.2 on the left hand side.

by n matrix representation of a graph like the graph Laplacian (or adjacency), L, we define

the quotient Laplacian (or adjacency) matrix of L with respect to the partition π as

Lπ = (P TP )−1P TLP.

This definition uses π to partition L into blocks, whose average row sums become the entries

of Lπ ∈ Rk×k. This means the entry (Lπ)pq for p ̸= q is the negative average edge weight

sum from vertices of Vp into Vq. The pth diagonal entry of Lπ then corresponds to the sum

of the average out weight sums from Vp to all other partition cells, ensuring that the rows

of Lπ sum to zero. As a graph is entirely described by its graph Laplacian, this Lπ induces

it’s own graph which we call the quotient graph of G.

The quotient graph provides a powerful tool for coarsely analyzing the structure of the

original graph, while preserving connectivity information relevant to the partition. Indeed,

cluster synchronization can be understood as a reduction of the dynamics onto such a quo-
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tient graph [4]. The preservation of information is made clear in the analysis of the quotient

Laplacian in the context of an almost equitable partition. Notice, in the case of an almost

equitable partition π, the off diagonal blocks of the induced block partition of L have aver-

age row sums exactly equal to one another. This implies that the off diagonal entries of Lπ,

which correspond to the average of these row sums, preserve all the information of inter cell

connectivity. The following theorem states this algebraically.

Theorem 1. [14–16] Let L be the Laplacian of a graph G = (V,E,w), and π = {C1, · · · , Ck}

be a partition of V . Then π is an almost equitable partition if and only if the image of

P π is L invariant. In this case with Lπ = (P TP )−1P TLP we have LP = PLπ.

Theorem 1 comes from a more general theory of the tight interlacing the eigenvalues of

Lπ have with respect to the eigenvalues of L [14]. Notice that given, (λ, v), an eigen-pair of

Lπ, it follows

Lπv = λv =⇒ PLπv = λPv =⇒ LPv = λPv

The reverse implication also holds because the columns of P are independent. This leads to

the following corollary.

Corollary 2. [14, 16] Let π be an almost equitable partition of a graph, and P the indicator

matrix associated to π. Then (v, λ) is an eigenvector-value pair of Lπ if and only if (Pv, λ)

is an eigenvector-value pair of L.

This corollary tells us how the spectrum of the quotient graph finds its way into that

of the full graph. We refer to these eigenvectors from the quotient graph as the structural

eigenvectors. We borrow this naming convention from network science, the relation to which

is discussed in section V.

While the above theorems and corollaries are defined on graph laplacians, they have coun-

terparts with adjacency matrices. The associated partitions are equitable partitions (EPs)

rather than AEPs however. Generally, AEPs are associated to graph laplacians whereas

EPs are associated to adjacency matrices.

1. Eigenvectors as a Basis for Dynamics

From PDEs and solutions to the Helmholtz equation, we find intuition for understanding

the dynamics on a graph through the eigenvectors of the graph Laplacian. In the solution to
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the heat equation or wave equation on a surface, the corresponding eigenfunctions represent

’spatial frequencies’ that are composed in a fourier series to describe solution functions on

the surface [17]. The graph Laplacian can be thought of as a discretized Laplacian operator,

abstracted to a graph. This spatial structure is both discrete and in general non-uniform.

The Laplacian matrix emulates diffusion across the graph, analogously to the laplace oper-

ator. The matrix consequently has a well established connection with random walks. Indeed

one normalized graph Laplacian variant known as the random-walk normalized Laplacian

[18]. The eigenvectors and eigenvalues can be understood similarly to the eigenfunctions in

that they encode a ’spatial frequency’ but discretized over the non-uniform graph structure.

One way in which we can see this reflected is by measuring zero crossings along random

walks over the graph [6]. The rows and columns of the graph Laplacian are associated to

the vertices of the graph. In analogy to functions, the eigenvectors of this matrix are of

length n and assign a value to each vertex. In considering random walks on our graph, one

can count the frequency of sign changes along those walks and see positive correlation with

the eigenvalue of that eigenvector [6]. This yields an intuition of ’spatial frequency’ and

how it is abstracted to graphs. A relevant example is the Fiedler eigenvector, associated to

the first non-zero eigenvalue of the graph Laplacian. The vertex assignement here can be

thought of as a gradient from negative to positive values across the graph, which naturally

presents a low ’spatial frequency’. This idea opens the door for us to construct a graph-

equivalent of the fourier series solution method for PDEs, describing solutions in terms of

’spatial frequencies’ [6].

Due to the symmetry of the graph Laplacian, its eigenvectors are real, orthogonal, and

define a basis of Rn. Thus the eigenvectors can be used as a basis to describe behavior on the

vertices of a graph. We may then ask if structural eigenvectors can form a sub-basis, since

they come from a Laplacian as well, allowing for a restricted description of behavior on the

associated partition. In general a quotient Laplacian will not be symmetric, preventing us

from using the properties of symmetric matrices as before. While the structural eigenvectors

of L are orthogonal, the corresponding eigenvectors from Lπ are not necessarily so. We can

show that they form a basis however.

Proposition 3. Let G be a graph, and L its graph Laplacian. Let π be an AEP of size k on

G, and Lπ be the quotient Laplacian of L associated to π. The eigenvectors of Lπ span Rk.
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Proof. Let Lπ be the quotient Laplacian as described above. It follows

(Lπ)TLπ = (P TP )−2
(
P TLTP

) (
P TLP

)
= (P TP )−2

(
P TLP

) (
P TLTP

)
since L is symmetric

= Lπ(Lπ)T .

Thus Lπ is a normal matrix. It follows that it is diagonalizable and admits a full dimensional

eigenspace.

Furthermore, the structural eigenvectors in the spectrum of a graph Laplacian, as shown

in Corollary 2, are within the column space of P , assigning the same values to vertices within

each partition cell. Thus the structural eigenvectors create a sub basis in the spectrum of

the graph Laplacian, which allow for the total description of clustered dynamics, reducing

to the quotient graph.

Corollary 4. Let G be a graph, L its graph Laplacian, and π an AEP on its vertex set.

The set {P πv|v eigenvector of Lπ} forms a sub-basis in the eigenvector basis of L and fully

describes vertex localized behavior on π.

In section II B we will see how the eigenvalues become relevant to the synchronization of

dissipative models like the Kuramoto model. We draw from the notion of assortativity in

community structure to understand the placement of structural eigenvectors in the spectrum

of the Laplacian. An assortative partitioning of the vertex set has greater intra cell than inter

cell connectivity. A disassortative partitioning has the converse. Moreover, the assortativity

of the partitioning has been linked to the placement of the structural eigenvector in the

spectrum of the Laplacian [19]. In particular, for large enough n, structural eigenvectors

associated to assortative partitions tend towards smaller associated eigenvalues, whereas

the structural eigenvectors associated to disassortative partitions tend towards the larger

eigenvalues. The theory for this comes from community detection [20], but we can explain

this phenomenon heuristically through the lens of AEP vertex assignments and random

walks with structural eigenvectors. Given a highly assortative AEP, random walks are likely

to remain inside the partition cell they start from, and since the vertex assignments of

the corresponding eigenvector are constant within those cells, the random walk is likely to

correspond to relatively few zero crossings in a corresponding structural eigenvector. This
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lower number of zero crossings for the associated structural eigenvectors suggests a lower

eigenvalue. A similar argument follows for a disassortative AEP.

B. Kuramoto Dynamics

The Kuramoto model represents vertices as oscillators and couples their differential equa-

tions over the edges of the network. We consider a Kuramoto model on a connected graph,

as in equation 1, and represent the oscillator phases in vector form as θ⃗(t) ∈ Rn. Following

section IIA 1, we can decompose θ⃗ using the eigenvector basis of G, where vi is the ith nor-

malized eigenvector of the graph Laplacian, with an ordering imposed by the accompanying

eigenvalues:

θ⃗(t) =
n∑

i=1

αi(t)vi

Previous work has shown that with some persuasion, one can perform a change of variable

of equation 1 to isolate the coefficients of this decomposition [21]. We extend this work to

include weighted networks and antisymmetric phase offsets. In this section, we only consider

the weighted extension, seen below, and we study the latter in section IVB.

α̇r = ω(r) − σ
∑

a∈E(G)

Waae
(r)
a sin

(∑
s>0

e(s)a αs(t)

)
r ̸= 0 (2)

α0 =
√
Nωt (3)

Here ω(r) = ω⃗ · vr, is the product of the vector of natural frequencies with the rth

eigenvector and Waa is the weight of edge a. Because our graph has a single connected

component, the eigenvector corresponding to the zeroth eigenvalue is a vector of constant

values. Thus isolating this normal mode is equivalent to quotienting out by the average

frequency. For the zeroth coefficient, ω is the average of the natural frequencies ω⃗. The

scaling of
√
N comes from the normalization of the zero mode eigenvector. These equations

then take this a step further by describing the rest of the model in the eigenbasis.

We call this basis change of the Kuramoto equations, the coefficient equations. This

transformation frames the problem of synchronization in terms of the population dynamics

of coefficients. When the system reaches a globally locked frequency, then naturally the zero

mode describes the advancement of all phase angles, while all other coefficients describe the
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phase offsets of the system. Thus in this form of synchronized behavior, the coefficients

for non-zero eigenvalues approach constant values [21]. Assuming coefficients are small and

close to synchronization, we can solve a linearization of equation 2. For r ̸= 0:

αr(t) =
ω(r)

σλr

(1− e−σλrt) + αr(0)e
−σλrt. (4)

This allows us to find asymptotic limits for the coefficients during synchronization, α∞
r .

These coefficients describe the phase offsets once synchronized. We find that in a synchro-

nizing regime on a weighted graph, the asymptotic behavior of the rth coefficient approaches

α∞
r =

ω(r)

λrσ
. (5)

We note that the form of this equation does not take into consideration the weights of the

graph. All structural information related to edge weights, impacting the synchronization in

the system, is encoded in the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of the graph Laplacian. Thus

this limit is significant in that it reflects the structure present in the system.

C. Spectral Kuramoto Clustering

Previous work has shown that a weighted AEP can induce cluster synchronized behavior

in the Kuramoto model [4, 22, 23]. We use the spectral properties of AEPs to recast this

behavior in the context of the coefficient equation. This framework provides us with inroads

to explore more general synchronized behavior.

Using the coefficient end behavior in equation 5, we can describe the impact of partitions

and graph structure on synchronization. If the natural frequency vector has constant values

within the cells of an AEP, then by corollary 4, ω⃗ is described completely within the scaled

up eigenbasis of the corresponding quotient Laplacian. By orthogonality, all eigenvectors not

from the quotient Laplacian must be orthogonal to ω⃗. Thus the linearized coefficient limit is

only nonzero for the structural eigenvectors. As a result, only the structural eigenvectors are

nonzero in the end-state eigendecomposition of the system (fig 2). Expressed in terms of the

dynamics of the original Kuramoto system, this suggests that the system experiences cluster

synchronization, where the phases of oscillators within the clusters of the AEP remain equal.

This aligns with work such as [24] which has found that synchronized clusters in similar

models of chaotic oscillators require identical elements in some eigenvector (fig 2).
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FIG. 2: This example highlights the impact of structural eigenvectors on clustered

synchronization. A. depicts a 15 vertex graph, along with a color coded AEP which it

admits. We place a Kuramoto model on this graph with uniform natural frequencies

within the AEPs cells. The resulting phase plots in B. show a synchronization to a full

phase clustered regime. The corresponding eigendecomposition is shown in C.. Cluster

synchronization corresponds to the dominance of the structural sub-basis, in this case a

single structural mode corresponding to λ1.

We note that since equation 5 is from a linearization of the system, the approximation

it gives diverges for large end state values of coefficients. For fully synchronized systems,

the range of error is proportional to the coefficient in question (fig 3). Thus the modes

orthogonal to the natural frequency vector respect the approximation, and the qualitative

dynamics as a whole remain the same.

We may also notice that the end state coefficients depend on the eigenvalues as well. This

recovers the intuitive notion that more assortatively partitioned networks will synchronize

more readily in the Kuramoto model. We saw before that assortative structural eigenvectors

generally correspond to lower eigenvalues, and here we observe that the lower eigenvalues

have larger end coefficients. This means that when keeping the alignment to the natural

frequency vector the same, assortative partitions which have lower corresponding eigenvalues

support larger differences in phase between clusters. Or, equivalently, they support cluster
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Coefficients Over Time

α

α (t)2

α (t)1 α∞
1

α∞
22

1

0

-1

-2

FIG. 3: Here we see exemplified that the linearized approximations of the synchronized

end state coefficients diverge in proportion to the coefficients’ magnitude.

synchronization at a lower coupling strength, σ. We can see this phenomenon supported in

figure 4.

D. Transient Cluster Synchronization

We can use the same framework to understand full phase synchronization as well. A

necessary condition for full phase synchronization in the Kuramoto model is uniform natural

frequencies. Thus we assume ωi = δ for all vertices i. It follows ω⃗ = δ1. Recall that the

smallest eigenvalue is λ0 = 0 and the corresponding eigenvector v0 is the constant vector.

Thus in the eigenbasis of the graph Laplacian, ω⃗ is entirely described by v0. It follows that

ω(r) = 0 for all r ̸= 0, and therefore α∞
r = 0 for all r ̸= 0. Thus the limit for the dynamics

for large t is

θ⃗(t) = α0(t)v0 =
√
Nδt1

This describes a fully synchronized system of oscillators, recovering the end state of a fully

phase synchronized system.

Using the equations 4, we can see the path the eigenmodes take to equilibrium. We ob-

serve that in the described setting, for r ̸= 0 the solution follows αr(t) = αr(0)e
−σλrt. This

indicates faster convergence for the larger eigenvalue modes. In other words, with compa-

rable initial values, a difference in eigenvalues leads to the separation of convergence rates

to synchronization. This explains the observations of works such as [25] or [8], which found

convergence to synchrony as being in clusters, with delays in transient clustering regimes

being proportional to the gaps in the eigenspectrum of the Laplacian. If the network has

non trivial AEPs, those would show up in the eigenspectrum and if their placement in the
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graph Laplacian spectrum is low, then their coefficients will be the slowest to approach zero

(fig 4 C.). In the presence of an AEP, we define cluster synchronization as a restriction of

the dynamics to the structural sub-basis. Using corollary 4 this means that the described

scenario results in transient clustered behavior while approaching equilibrium. The key here

is that gaps in the eigenspectrum can relate to regime changes when approaching synchro-

nization because the rate of asymptotic decay to the limit of a coefficient is determined by

the eigenvalue of that mode. IT is summarized in proposition 5.

Proposition 5. Let G be a graph with an AEP, π. Suppose π is sufficiently assortative in

that the p ≥ 1 smallest eigenvalues of the graph Laplacian, L, are associated to structural

eigenvectors. Assume there are no repeated eigenvalues. Consider a Kuramoto model on G

with uniform natural frequencies. Then up to the choice of initial condition, in the linearized

solution the system will exhibit transient cluster synchronization along π.

Further, since AEPs can occur at multiple scales, this can also describe transitions

through multiple clustering regimes. In a graph with assortative hierarchical clustering,

the structural eigenvectors of coarser AEPs generically have lower eigenvalue than the finer

ones. If assortative enough, these structural eigenvectors occupy the lower frequency modes.

While synchronizing this would lead to higher frequency, non structural, modes dying ini-

tially to reveal the more slowly decaying structural modes, whose overlap would manifest

as a finely clustered behavior. Then the lower frequency structural modes dominate in time

as well. The duration of these separate clustering regimes is proportional to the gap in the

eigenspectrum between the sequential modes. The following result naturally follows from

the previous.

Proposition 6. Let G be a graph with assortative k−layer hierarchical AEP clustering; that

is, nested AEPs occupying the p ≥ k smallest eigenvalues of the graph Laplacian spectrum

in ascending order of coarseness. Assume there are no repeated eigenvalues. Consider a

Kuramoto model on G with uniform natural frequencies. Then up to the choice of initial

condition, in the linearized solution the system will exhibit multiple regimes of transient

cluster synchronization.
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FIG. 4: A. A hierarchically clustered network of 180 vertices.B. A phase plot showing the

convergence to total synchronization. We observe 4 distinct states. Initial disordered

behavior (time steps 0-50), followed by clustering into 6 clusters (time steps 50-350). After

this, the 6 clusters merge into 3, which slowly decay toward merging into a single fully

synchronized component. C. We see these 4 states represented in the eigendecomposition.

An initial spread of coefficients representing disordered behavior, before the nonstructural

ones (αr, r > 5) decay, leaving only structural ones. Then the higher eigenvalue structural

modes decay leaving just those corresponding the coarsest AEP.

III. STABILITY OF STRUCTURALLY MOTIVATED CLUSTERING

In the previous sections we have shown how with the coefficient equation, we can frame

cluster synchronization as the dynamics of AEP structural eigenvectors of the graph Lapla-

cian. The natural question is then what other kinds of clustering the Laplacian basis could

allow for. Framing this problem in the linear algebra of an eigenbasis and AEP provides a

natural direction for loosening the structural restrictions for synchronized clusters. Strict

AEPs are rare and the associated full phase synchronization within clusters may be stronger

than what is required for application. The concept of a weakened AEP has been considered

previously, such as in the model of stochastically equitable partitions [10], and even in the

setting of the Kuramoto model with a bound on the out degrees between partitions [22].
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We approach this question from the perspective of the spectral theory behind an AEP to

see how sensitive the eigenbasis is to perturbation, and how a spectral theory around its

weakening could fit into the spectral description of synchronization presented in this paper.

A. Approximate Almost Equitable Partitions

In theorem 1 we saw that given a partition π with indicator matrix P on a graph with

Laplacian L, a sufficient and necessary condition for π to be an AEP is for LP = PLπ.

The entries of LP correspond to the out edge weight sums of a vertex to each cluster of π.

Meanwhile, the matrix PLπ inhabits the same form, but assigns to each vertex the average

weight sum of its cluster to each other cluster. Thus we define E = PLπ−LP which captures

the deviation of a vertex weight sums from the averages and allows us to approximate the

spectral AEP property. The minimization of a similar matrix was explored in [26] in the

context of finding regular equitable partitions.

Let us consider what the introduction of E allows us to say about the eigenvectors of L.

If v is an eigenvector of Lπ with eigenvalue λ, then

Lπv = λv =⇒ PLπv = λPv

=⇒ (LP + E)v = λPv

=⇒ L(Pv) = λ(Pv)− Ev

=⇒ Lw = λw − ϵ.

Where w = Pv is the scaled up quotient Laplacian eigenvector and ϵ = Ev is an error term

expressing how the transformation of v by E affects the final equation. We call this ϵ the

equitable error and are concerned with cases in which this error is small, indicating a minor

deviation from the spectral AEP property.

Given a graph G and its graph laplacian L′, let L′ = L+N where L is a graph laplacian

of matching dimension which admits an AEP π. Then N captures the deviation of the true
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Laplacian L′ from the almost equitable L. It follows

E = L′P − (L′)πP

= (L+N)P − P (P TP )−1P T (L+N)P

= LP − P (P TP )−1P TLP +NP − P (P TP )−1P TNP

= NP − P (P TP )−1P TNP

= NP −NπP.

When put in this form, the Laplacian L, which supports an AEP cancels out. This shows

how E can be described in terms of the deviation from a graph Laplacian supporting the

AEP. Thus it is the placement of the noise over the graph that determines the equitable

error. This suggests that the probability distribution over which error is introduced could

have profound impact on how it is represented in the equitable error (Appendix C explores

one such avenue). We can bound the norm of ϵ and relate the values of E to the size of ϵ

more explicitly.

Proposition 7. Let G be a weighted graph with graph Laplacian L. Let π be a vertex

partition. The equitable error of any eigenvector v of Lπ is bounded as ∥ϵ∥ ≤ σ1(E)∥v∥ ≤

2k∥v∥maxi
∑

j |eij|

Proof. Recall that for a rectangular matrix A the largest singular value, σ, bounds its

products, ∥Av∥ ≤ σ∥v∥. It can be shown that maxx̸=0
∥Ax∥∞
∥x∥∞ = maxi

∑
j |aij|. The largest

singular value of a matrix is equal to its operator norm. Thus it follows that

σ1(E) = max
x ̸=0

∥Ex∥
∥x∥

largest σi equal to operator norm

≤ max
x̸=0

√
k∥Ex∥∞

(1/
√
k)∥x∥∞

= kmax
x ̸=0

∥Ex∥∞
∥x∥∞

= kmax
i

∑
j

|eij|

Thus if v is an eigenvector of Lπ, it follows that
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∥ϵ∥ ≤ σ1(E)∥v∥ ≤ 2k∥v∥max
i

∑
j

|eij|

The size of this bound is determined by the vertex which differs the most in magnitude

from the average in out-degrees. It is also of note that this bound scales with the number

of clusters in the partition, k. Thus fewer partitions de-emphasize the maximum deviations

from the average. This bound represents the absolute worst case scenario, and is not tight.

In reality, the vectors v have no reason to be exactly in line with the largest singular vector,

so we can expect better results in application.

Bounding the equitable error allows us to indicate how close our structural eigenvectors

are to the the scaled up form Pv, the form the corresponding structural eigenvectors of an

AEP would have.

Proposition 8. Let G be a weighted, undirected graph with graph Laplacian L. Let π be

a vertex partition such that the equitable error ∥ϵ∥ ≤ δ for eigenvector-value pair (λ, v) of

Lπ. Then Pv is the best approximated by eigenvectors with eigenvalues close to λ. For

any truncated approximation, u using eigenvectors with eigenvalues within γ of λ, the bound

∥Pv − u∥ ≤ (δ/γ)
√
n−m will hold.

Proof. Consider the basis of eigenvectors of L. The Laplacian is symmetric and therefore

diagonalizable by the undirectedness of the graph. Therefore its eigenvalues form an orthog-

onal basis. Let {v1, . . . , vn} be a set of normal representatives, forming the spectral basis of

L.

With the choice of partition π, we may define the indicator matrix P , quotient Laplacian

Lπ, and consequently E = LP − PLπ. Let (λ, v) be an eigenvalue eigenvector pair of Lπ.

Following from above, we see that Lπv = λv =⇒ Lw = λw− ϵ where w = Pv and ϵ = Ev.

Consider the expansions w = α1v1 + α2v2 + . . .+ αnvn and ϵ = β1v1 + β2v2 + . . .+ βnvn.

It follows
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Lw = λw − ϵ =⇒ L(α1v1 + . . .+ αnvn) = λ(α1v1 + . . .+ αnvn)− ϵ

=⇒ α1λ1v1 + . . .+ αnλnvn = (λα1 − β1)v1 + . . .+ (λαn − βn)vn

=⇒ 0 = (λα1 − β1 − α1λ1)v1 + . . .+ (λαn − βn − αnλn)vn

= ((λ− λ1)α1 − β1)v1 + . . .+ ((λ− λn)αn − βn)vn

=⇒ 0 = ((λ− λi)αi − βi)

for all i, by orthogonality

By the assumption ∥ϵ∥ ≤ δ it follows |βi| ≤ δ. Suppose that H is the basis transformation

matrix for the eigenbasis of L (Thus its rows are the vi). Then ∥β∥2 = ⟨β, β⟩ = ⟨Hϵ,Hϵ⟩ =

⟨ϵ,HTHϵ⟩ = ⟨ϵ, ϵ⟩ = ∥ϵ∥2 since ⟨·, ·⟩ is a norm and H is orthonormal. Thus ∥ϵ∥ = ∥β∥ and

therefore any bound on the norm of ϵ carries over to the norm of β. Since ∥ · ∥ denotes the

euclidean norm, it follows |βi| ≤ ∥β∥ and therefore that |βi| ≤ δ for 1 ≤ i ≤ n

Note that L is symmetric and diagonally dominant, and therefore has non negative

eigenvalues. From the above result we have that βi = (λ − λi)αi for 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Thus

|(λ− λi)αi| ≤ δ for all i.

It follows that when δ is small, (λ−λi) or αi is small. For a fixed βi value, the further away

λi is from λ, the smaller αi must be. This means that eigenvectors of L with eigenvalues

close to λ can have larger coefficients αi and therefore contain the most information of w.

Let A = {a1, · · · , am} be the set of coefficients for eigenvalues within γ of λ. For all other

eigenvalues, αi is likely small. Therefore u = αa1va1 + · · ·+ αamvam is our description of the
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eigenvector ‘close’ to Pv. This allows for the derivation of a formal bound.

∥Pv − u∥2 = ∥
∑
i ̸∈A

αivi∥2

=
∑
i ̸∈A

|αi|2 as shown earlier for basis change

≤
∑
i ̸∈A

(
δ

|λ− λi|

)2

= δ2
∑
i ̸∈A

(λ− λi)
−2

≤ δ2
∑
i ̸∈A

γ−2

= (δ/γ)2(n−m)

Thus ∥Pv − u∥ ≤ (δ/γ)
√
n−m.

This tells us that in a partition on a graph that deviates from an AEP mildly, the

eigenvectors with eigenvalues close to λ describe Pv well.

This characterizes an eigenvector whose eigenvalue is close to that of Pv as being a good

approximation of it. As ∥ϵ∥ approaches zero, ∥Pv − u∥ does as well for any truncated

approximation u. This implies a stability in the spectral properties of the almost equi-

table partition. We call these approximations of AEPs, Quasi Equitable Partitions (QEPs).

Whereas [22] define their weakening in terms of a bound on the out degree of vertices, we

define ours as a deviation from the average, which allows it to maintain a relationship with

the underlying spectral theory as we have demonstrated above.

B. Weak Cluster Synchronization

Because our description of cluster synchronization is spectral instead of combinatorial, we

can immediately apply the same methodology from AEPs to the structural eigenvectors of

QEPs. When moving from an AEP to a QEP, we can no longer construct the full eigenbasis

of a corresponding quotient Laplacian. Non-structural eigenvectors have nonzero coefficients

in the eigendecomposition of ω⃗. Information is leaked into the rest of the eigenbasis, and it

is precisely this leakage which results in differences in phase within clusters. This is small if

the QEP is reasonably close to an AEP. In this case the contribution of the non structural
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FIG. 5: The graph A. depicts a weighted network of 15 vertices, and a color coded QEP

which it admits. A phase plot is shown in B. indicating the phase locked cluster

synchronization of the Kuramoto model placed on this graph. Note the slight spread of

phases within clusters. Finally, observe in C. the cluster synchronized state is described

almost entirely by the quotient graph sub-basis, α1(t) and α2(t), with some leakage of

information to the rest of the eigenbasis.

eigenvectors in the description of the natural frequencies results in a small but nonzero end

state coefficient for them. Additionally, the structural eigenvectors are no longer completely

constant within clusters. The non exact cluster synchronization arises from the difference in

scaling moving from the decomposition of the natural frequency vector to the decomposition

of the end state of the system.

In section IIA 1 we discussed assortativity and spectrum placement with AEPs. The

same argument using random walks can be extended to weighted graphs and QEPs [20].

The proximity of a QEP to a full AEP determines the bound of the variance in the intra

cluster values of a structural eigenvector. With a reasonably small bound, we can expect

generically few zero crossings to occur within a cluster.
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IV. MULTI FREQUENCY CLUSTERING AND ANTISYMMETRIC PHASE LAG

The presented spectral description of clustered dynamics allows for inroads to other forms

of cluster synchronization and extensions to related systems. We show an initial exploration

of multi frequency clustering in this framework, then derive an extension of the coefficient

equation to include antisymmetric phase lag within the network.

A. Clustered Dynamics at Separate Frequencies

The description of cluster synchronization in terms of constant end-state coefficients

explored to this point allows for clusters at offset phases, but at the same frequency. We

now consider what a more general synchronization regime, where clusters advance at separate

frequencies, may look like in this framework. Clustering along an AEP of the graph, this case

is still fully described by a restriction to the structural sub-basis, but the coefficients may

no longer approach constants. This more general clustered behavior would have structural

coefficients as unstable and dynamical, while the nonstructural ones are kept close to zero.

An analytically tractable way to explore this through the coefficient equations is by

considering the single unstable mode dynamics. Consider a coefficient 1 ≤ r1 ≤ n − 1,

and assume non zero modes r ̸= 0, r1 have settled into the asymptotic state predicted in

the linearized case α∞
r . We extend the derivation from [21] to weighted graphs. One can

find parameter values of a regime change for the dynamical mode αr1 in a second order

approximation. Particularly we see the following, the derivation of which is in appendix B.

˙αr1(t) = σλr1αr1(t)− σxr1α
2
r1
(t),

xr1 =
∑
s ̸=0,r1

ω(s)

2σλs

M∑
a=1

Waa(e
(r1)
a )3e(s)a ,

Noting that the above is the logistic equation, the rest of the analysis follows the well

known second order ODE framework. The discriminant of the homogeneous solution is

∆r1 = σ2λ2
r1
− 4σω(r1)xr1 . (6)

The variation of the parameter σ allows for ∆r1 to switch signs accompanying a qualitative

shift in the behavior of the system, when ∆r1 > 0 the solution approaches a fixed point,

23



whereas for ∆r1 < 0, the dynamics approach a limit cycle instead. The stable solution for

∆r1 > 0 is

αr1(t) =
(σλr1 +

√
∆r1)− (σλr1 −

√
∆r1)Pr1e

√
∆r1 t

2σxr1(1− Pr1e
√

∆r1 t)

whereas for ∆r1 < 0 the dynamics can be approximated by the following equation within

reasonable bounds of the origin.

αr1(t) =
1

2σxr1

(
σλr1 + tan

{
arctan [2σxr1αr1 − σλr1 ] +

√
−∆r1

t

2

})
(7)

This second order approximation and an accompanying equilibrium analysis suggest limit

cycle behavior with the mode r1 when ∆r1 < 0. This approximation can yield high values

due to the divergence of tangent near π/2, pulling the system outside the reasonable scope

of its approximation.

Notice that in order to have ∆r1 < 0, the value σλr1 must be sufficiently small. This

suggests that eigenmodes with lower eigenvalues will more easily support the proposed single

periodic dynamical mode behavior. We also note that ω(r1) shows up with a negative sign in

equation 6, meaning that for large ω(r1) the discriminant is negative. Thus a mode is more

able to remain dynamical in this regime if its alignment with the natural frequency vector

is high. We see the discriminants for the modes of an example system plotted in figure 6.

In our testing, we could observe that the approximation described in eq. 7 holds well

with AEPs. See the example system in figure 6, with ∆1 < 0. here we see the system

approach a cluster synchronized state quickly and stay cluster synchronized thereafter. The

dynamical mode is well approximated by the tangent curve in equation 7 for 2000 time

steps, before the predicted divergent behavior activates the structural λ2 mode. The system

then converges back to the single mode regime of our approximation before repeating. The

stability of the periodic behavior in this test is motivated by only the λ1 mode achieving a

negative discriminant. We see the momentary perturbation of λ2 whose discriminant was

the 2nd smallest but still positive, suggesting a return to a stable steady state.

This shows that the lower spatial frequencies can support dynamical modes better. In

the context of our analysis of structural eigenvectors, this suggests that the eigenvectors

of assortative AEPs or QEPs allow for unstable mode behavior more easily. Thus clusters

with strong intra cluster connectivity and weak inter cluster connectivity should be able to

maintain separate cluster frequencies if the disparity in connectivity is high enough and the
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FIG. 6: A. plots ∆r for all the modes, r, of a sample graph, as functions of σ, with fixed

natural frequencies. The phase plots in B. show the system experiencing multi-frequency

clustered behavior. Finally, C. depicts the coefficients of the phase decomposition,

indicating a single dynamical mode, α1(t). This behavior is shown possible by the fact the

corresponding discriminant in A. is negative.

natural frequencies align well enough with one of the structural eigenvectors. This intuition

also suggests that an analogous property should hold for multiple unstable modes, if they

all share reasonably high alignment with the natural frequency vector.

While the discriminant was derived explicitly for the case of a single dynamical mode,

our experiments suggest that it can serve to gauge the capacity of any single mode to be

dynamical even in the presence of other dynamical modes. Although we do not have an

analytical approximation for it, we find cases in which multiple modes are unstable and

share the repeated stair-step, tangent-like form of the single unstable mode. With negative

discriminants on two of the lower eigenvalue modes, we observe no activation of external

modes and complete restriction to the two unstable and coupled modes. This suggests a

stronger stability in the restriction to the two-mode dynamics than with the single mode

described above.

This reasoning does not extend easily to QEPs. Certainly the machinery works for any

eigenvectors of the graph Laplacian, but the information leak of the structural eigenvectors
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for a QEP complicates the description of clustered behavior. Given a system with con-

stant natural frequencies within clusters, the structural eigenvectors of an associated QEP

generically won’t be able to fully describe the clustered dynamics. In the frequency locked

synchronization regime, this resulted in small activation from other modes. When consider-

ing a single unstable mode, that information from non structural modes can allow them to

also become unstable. This behavior distances the dynamics from the above analysis, and

makes the results less interpretable. However, a more catered choice of natural frequencies

should allow for similar behavior.

B. Spectral Cluster Synchronization With Phase Lag

We now present an extension to the coefficient form of Kuramoto with the addition of

antisymmetric phase lag between oscillators. The following Kuramoto Sakaguchi equations

describe a well known generalization of the Kuramoto model to include phase differences βij

along edges

θ̇i = ωi − σ
∑
j∈V

Aij sin(θi − θj + βij) (8)

We consider the case in which βij = −βji. Recall that in constructing the coefficient equation

we used the signed incidence matrix B with some arbitrary orientation on the edges. For

edge a with orientation (i, j) in B we denote the phase difference along βij as βa in the

following extension of the coefficient equation:

α̇r = ω(r) − σ
∑

a∈E(G)

Waae
(r)
a sin

(∑
s>0

e(s)a αs(t) + βa

)
(9)

The linearized equilibrium analysis reveals that close to equilibrium, and with small βa,

we get the following limit for the coefficients.

α∞
r =

ω(r) − σ
∑

a∈E(G) Waae
(r)
a βa

σλr

Let’s consider a couple examples to put this equation in context.

Example 1: Suppose the Kuramoto Sakaguchi model was placed on a network with

an AEP, where intra cluster edges exhibit phase lag βa > 0, and inter cluster edges have

negligible phase lag with βa ≈ 0. As before, natural frequencies are constant within clusters.
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In this case it follows that the equilibrium for all coefficients is.

α∞
r =

ω(r) − σ
∑intra

a Waae
(r)
a βa

λrσ

Then structural coefficients for our AEP approach the limit ω(r)

λrσ
, whereas for the non struc-

tural coefficients approach −
∑intra

a Waae
(r)
a βa

λr
. So in this example we see the structural coeffi-

cients approach the same values we would expect in a system without phase lag, exhibiting

an isolation of the information for clustering behavior. Then the non structural coefficients,

which dictate our distance from full cluster synchronization, are excited and reach their own

equilibrium through an expression of the intra cluster phase lag and edge weights.

Thus we see exactly what our intuition would suggest: a separation into the modes

describing cluster synchronization and the modes adding noise, which spring up entirely

due to the phase offset parameters and weighted edges. Note that this noise is also entirely

independent of the coupling strength.

Example 2: Another telling example to consider is a network with uniform edge weight

w. In this case, the equilibrium state becomes

α∞
r =

ω(r) − wβ(r)

λrσ

where we define β(r) = e(r) · β⃗. This is the alignment of the rth down edge Laplacian eigen-

vector with the phase offset vector. Assuming this network has an AEP and that the natural

frequencies are constant within clusters, recall that the down edge Laplacian eigenvectors

can each be interpreted as providing an edge value assignment. Now, considering that β⃗ is

a linear combination of the vectors e(r) corresponding to the structural eigenvectors. The

previous condition is equivalent to the inter-cluster edges between any pair of clusters be-

ing equal and the intra-cluster edges vanishing. In this case, for structural coefficients, the

equilibrium state looks as above, but by orthogonality, the nonstructural coefficients have

β(r) = 0. Thus, for nonstructural eigenmodes, r, we get α∞
r = 0, which means we can recover

cluster synchronization in case of phase lag. Intuitively, our example requires the phase lag

to respect the vertex partition. Moreover, when we allow edge weights to vay but keep a

constant phase lag across all edges, the equilibrium state for the coefficients becomes

α∞
r =

ω(r) − w(r)β

λrσ
.
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Here with w⃗ as the vector of edge weights we define w(r) = e(r) · w⃗, the alignment of the

rth down edge Laplacian eigenvector with the edge weight vector. This reveals an interest-

ing duality between constant phase lag and constant weight, where they have comparable

impacts on synchronization.

V. DISCUSSION

We draw from spectral graph theory and recent developments in network synchronization

research to propose a generalized spectral framework that extends traditional synchroniza-

tion analysis. We show how this new framework can be used to rewrite complex dynamical

systems to better study the formation and evolution of clustered behaviors over a network.

However, there are a couple considerations to keep in mind, indicating the use cases for

which our spectral approach is best suited.

The first consideration is the proximity to synchronization, as transient behavior can

disrupt the change of basis. The phases of our oscillators are in R mod 2π, but the basis of

eigenvectors represents vectors in R. Thus, it is possible for transient behavior on the way to

synchronization to result in phase offsets in multiples of 2π between synchronized oscillators

(a non trivial winding cell). These are equivalent phases mod 2π, but not in the eigenvector

basis, which results in the activation of spurious modes being necessary to describe the

differences. This non-equivalence in the eigenvector basis means that we lose interpretability

when the initial dynamics allow for some oscillators to get a full rotation ahead or behind. If

this occurs at some point before synchronization, one could re-zero the phase vector closer to

the synchronization to regain the interpretability of the decomposition thereafter. However,

this property suggests that instead of transient dynamics or chaotic system wide behavior,

the eigenvector basis is most suited to studying synchronization patterns, or fully clustered

dynamics, as we have in this paper.

Our work has a clear relationship to spectral clustering techniques and the study of cluster

detectability in networks. It is easy to show, for example, that a stochastic block matrix

(SBM) model does approach an AEP as the number of vertices in the graph approaches

infinity. The convergence to an AEP follows from showing the null expectation of the values

in E, and the law of large numbers (See the appendix C for more of the proof).

Proposition 9. In the positive limit of n, random graphs sampled from the SBM model
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approach AEPs (or more precisely, EPs).

This relates our notion of a QEP to the previously developed model of stochastic AEPs,

which describes simple graphs which are almost equitable in expectation [10].

Recently, structural eigenvectors of the Bethe Hessian have been used for spectral clus-

tering algorithms in sparse networks [27]. We note that this matrix is a deformed Laplacian,

sharing the same eigenvectors, but rescaling the eigenvalues to be between −1 and 1. Thus

one can study the same structural eigenvectors in relation to our spectral clusters [19] us-

ing 1 dimensional clustering [28] along individual eigenvectors or k−means on a block of

eigenvectors to separate community structure.

We note that graphs with high symmetry can allow for duplicate AEPs, which manifest

in the eigenbasis with repeated eigenvalues. These repeated eigenvalues allow for variability

in the choices of eigenvector representatives. In this case eigenvector representatives of one

associated AEP may not have uniform values within clusters. This slightly changes how the

results are interpreted, but no matter the choice of eigenvector representative, the sub basis

of structural eigenvectors is still formed, allowing for the dimensionally reduced description

of clustered dynamics. This kind of situation may lead to difficulty with detectability using

1-dimensional clustering methods because the choices of eigenvector representatives affect

which group structure is displayed. However, in practice this effect doesn’t have a substantial

impact as most networks don’t exhibit such high regularity, and this is even rarer for weighted

networks.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this work, we draw from multiple fields to build and present a novel approach to the

study of clustered dynamics on graphs. While much of the previous work studying cluster

synchronization of the Kuramoto model has focused on structural properties in the graph

itself, we show how these classical approaches relate to the field of signal processing on

graphs, spectral graph theory, and community detection.

We expand on how the eigenbasis of the graph Laplacian encodes information funda-

mental to the synchronization of network models, and can be used to reformulate the Ku-

ramoto model’s equations. This theoretical advancement reveals how the structure encoded

in these eigenvectors provides direct insight into cluster synchronization and clustered dy-
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namics, particularly when examining network vertex partitions into synchronizable clusters.

Our framework recontextualizes AEP cluster synchronization as the dynamics of structural

eigenvectors of the graph laplacian. We introduce quasi-equitable partitions (QEPs) as an

approximate generalization of AEPs, allowing for deviations from the AEP spectrum. We

prove that the spectral properties we establish for AEPs extend to QEPs when variations

are sufficiently small, and we characterize the stability of these results as QEPs diverge from

AEPs.

Furthermore, we demonstrate the versatility of our spectral approach by extending it to

variants of the Kuramoto model, including networks with weighted edges and asymmetric

phase lag. By unifying multiple theoretical frameworks for studying synchronization, our

work not only bridges existing approaches but also opens new avenues for investigating com-

plex network dynamics. This unified spectral perspective provides a promising foundation

for future research in networked dynamical systems and their synchronization properties.
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Appendix A: Coefficient Form of Kuramoto

We show the derivation of equations 9 (and 2 by extension) onto weighted networks with

antisymmetric phase lag, extending the equations as defined in [21]. Our antisymmetric

phase lag assumption means that the phase offset adheres to βij = −βji. As we saw in

section IIA, the graph Laplacian of a weighted graph can be written as L = BWBT , where

W is a diagonal matrix of positive edge weights, and B is the signed incidence matrix. As

we saw with the unweighted Laplacian, there is an edge specific counterpart with which it

shares a spectrum. Consider

Lv = λv =⇒ BWBTv = λv =⇒ BTBW
(
BTv

)
= λ

(
BTv

)
and

BTBWu = λu =⇒ WBTBu = λu =⇒ BWBT (Bu) = λ(Bu)

This establishes a one to one correspondence between eigenvector value pairs of L = BWBT

and BTBW . Denote the rth eigenvector of BTBW as e(r). Let A be the weighted adjacency

matrix. Let θ⃗ =
∑

r α̇r(t)v
(r) be the eigendecomposition of θi into the eigenvectors of

L = BWBT . Given the Kuramoto Sakaguchi equations with antisymmetric phase offsets,

we can perform the following change of basis.

θ̇i(t) = ωi −
K

N

N∑
j=1

Aij sin(θi − θj + βij)

=⇒
∑
r

α̇r(t)v
(r)
i = ωi −

K

N

N∑
j=1

Aij sin

(∑
s>0

αs(t)(v
(s)
i − v

(s)
j ) + βij

)

=⇒
∑
r

α̇r(t)v
(r) = ω − K

N

M∑
a=1

BaWaa sin

(∑
s>0

αs(t)B
T
a v

(s) + βa

)
The last step turns the equation into a vector equation, and the sum from one over neighbors

to one over incident edges. We denote the ath column ofB withBa. This column corresponds

to an edge, and contains a single 1 and −1 to denote the choice of edge orientation. Note

that two of these vectors are present in the vector formulation. Since sine is an odd function,

the negative value in the Ba outside flips the orientation of the difference v
(s)
i −v

(s)
j = BT

a v
(s)

to the one appropriate for that vertex. The antisymmetry of the phase offset comes into

effect here. For an edge (i, j) with the orientation for the signed incidence as written, and

identified as a, we let βa = βij. Then βji = −βa, which allows this offset to agree with the
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sign flip inside the sine function. We may now isolate the coefficient using the orthogonality

of the basis.

α̇r(t) = ω · v(r) − K

N

M∑
a=1

v(r) ·BaWaa sin

(∑
s>0

αs(t)B
T
a v

(s) + βa

)
by orthogonality

=⇒ α̇r(t) = ω(r) − K

N

M∑
a=1

e(r)a Waa sin

(∑
s>0

αs(t)e
(s)
a + βa

)
α0 =

√
Nωt

Here we define ω to be the average of ω, and ω(r) = ω ·v(r). This concludes the derivation

of the coefficient equation with edge weights and antisymmetric phase offsets. Note that

the choice of βa for each edge a corresponds to the value at the orientation of the signed

incidence matrix, and the value of the opposing direction simply has an opposite sign. In

this way the chosen orientations are arbitrary and have no impact on the dynamics.

We now proceed to the corresponding steady state analysis. To begin with, we show a

property of the vectors e(r).

Proposition 10. Let (e(r), λr) and (e(s), λs) be eigenvector-value pairs of the down edge

Laplacian LDN = BTBW . It follows

(e(r))TWe(s) =

λs if r = s

0 otherwise.

Proof. Let L = BWBT be the corresponding graph Laplacian. It follows that e(r) = BTv(r)

and e(s) = BTv(s) where v(r) and v(s) are eigenvectors of L with eigenvalues λr and λs

respectively. It follows

(e(r))TWe(s) = (BTv(r))TWBTv(s) = (v(r))TBWBTv(s) = (v(r))Tv(s)λs.

The proof concludes by the orthogonality of the eigenvectors of the graph laplacian L.

The above is not quite orthogonality of the eigenvectors of LDN, since in this weighted

formulation it loses symmetry, but it serves a similar purpose. Consider the system close

to synchronization for r ̸= 0 and relatively small phase offsets. This supports a linearized

approximation of the sine term.
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α̇r(t) = ω(r) − K

N

M∑
a=1

e(r)a Waa sin

(
βa +

∑
s>0

αs(t)e
(s)
a

)

≈ ω(r) − K

N

M∑
a=1

e(r)a Waa

(
βa +

∑
s>0

αs(t)e
(s)
a

)

= ω(r) − K

N

(
M∑
a=1

e(r)a Waaβa −
∑
s>0

αs(t)
M∑
a=1

e(r)a Waae
(s)
a

)

= ω(r) − K

N

M∑
a=1

e(r)a Waaβa −
K

N
αr(t)λr

= ω(r) − σ
M∑
a=1

e(r)a Waaβa − σαr(t)λr

The solution of this linear ODE is standard and has the following form.

αr(t) =
ω(r) − σ

∑M
a=1 e

(r)
a Waaβa

σλr

(
1− e−σλr

)
+ αr(0)e

−σλr

It follows that the asymptotic state of this linearized solution is

α∞
r =

ω(r) − σ
∑

a Waae
(r)
a βa

σλr

.

Something to note is that the sine term in the original Kuramoto model is called the phase

interaction function (PIF) [9], and all of our analysis would work with other PIFs as long as

they are odd functions, with only mild adjustments if the first order taylor approximation

differs.

Appendix B: Single mode dynamics for weighted graphs

Consider the coefficient equation as written in equation 2. We assume that the system

has reached the equilibrium 5 in all modes except r = r1 which remains time dependent.

Given these assumptions, we approximate the dynamics of the coefficient equations on a

weighted graph, to second order. Note that we drop cubic terms in the r1 coefficient and
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quadratic in the others.

α̇r1(t) = ω(r1) − σ

M∑
a=1

e(r1)a Waa sin

(
αr1(t)e

(r1)
a +

∑
s ̸=0,r1

α∞
s e(s)a

)

≈ ω(r1) − σ
M∑
a=1

e(r1)a Waa

(αr1(t)e
(r1)
a +

∑
s ̸=0,r1

α∞
s e(s)a

)
− 1

6

(
αr1(t)e

(r1)
a +

∑
s ̸=0,r1

α∞
s e(s)a

)3


≈ ω(r1) − σ
M∑
a=1

e(r1)a Waa

[(
αr1(t)e

(r1)
a +

∑
s̸=0,r1

α∞
s e(s)a

)
− 1

6

(
3(αr1(t)e

(r1)
a )2

∑
s ̸=0,r1

α∞
s e(s)a

)]

= ω(r1) − σλr1αr1(t)− σxr1α
2
r1
(t)

Where we define

xr1 =
∑
s̸=0,r1

ω(s)

2σλs

M∑
a=1

Waa(e
(r1)
a )3e(s)a .

After this derivation, introducing weight into the system, the rest of the analysis follows

[21].

Appendix C: SBMs approach AEPs as size grows

Proposition 11. With a choice of vertex blocks for an SBM model, there is a natural

partition for any sampled graph. Thus a sampling induces corresponding E = LP − PLπ.

In the limit of graph size, the values of E approach zero.

Proof. We consider how E scales with the size of the graph in the context of the SBM

model. This allows us to scale a graph, while keeping the Quotient graph associated to the

QEP we consider on that graph, constant in structure (though the edge weights are subject

to change). Recall that the SBM model involves a partition of the vertices such that the

connection probabilities between vertices in the graph model are determined solely by the

partition blocks they are assigned to. Thus choose our SBM probability matrix to be

Pr =


p11 · · · p1r
...

...

pr1 · · · prr


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This means that with some choice of vertex communities, C1, . . . , Cr, we can create an

adjacency matrix.

A =


a11 · · · a1n
...

...

an1 · · · ann

 =


A11 · · · A1r

...
...

Ar1 · · · Arr



Where Apq denotes the the adjacency block describing connections between communities p

and q. Thus every entry in this matrix has probability ppq of being a 1 or a 0. The idea here

is to vary these communities while keeping Pr constant.

Notice that this construction allows us to create an indicator matrix P for the partition

that the communities provide. This allows us to define L and Lπ. Now consider LP . This

sums the columns of L whose vertices belong to the same community. This means that

each block Lpq of L has its rows summed together into a column vector. Each of these

entries correspond to the out degree of the vertex i in community Cp to the community Cq,

which we denote as dout(i, Cq). The key observation to make here is that for each vertex i,

the connection with every vertex in Cq is sampled independently with probability ppq. It

follows that E(dout(i, Cq)) = ppq|Cq|. By the law of large numbers, the values will approach

this expectation with larger sample sizes. This means that in the limit of scaling Cq, the

value of dout(i, Cq) approaches ppq|Cq|. This is true for all i in Cp.

Let davg(Cp, Cq) denote the average value of dout(i, Cq) over all i ∈ Cp. From our previous

claim, E(davg(Cp, Cq)) = ppq|Cq| by linearity. Thus E(davg(Cp, Cq) − dout(i, Cq)) = 0, and

consequently E(E) = E(LP − PLπ) = 0. Since the entries of E are zero in expectation,

By the law of large numbers, we can expect them to approach that value as the block sizes

grow.

We mention as a note that the above result is a consequence of the structure imposed by

the SBM model. Namely that its sampled graphs are equitable partitions in expectation.

This is as a result of their edge sampling within blocks being of uniform probability. We

also note that the above relates to the work on stochastic AEPs in [10].
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