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Cluster Synchronization of Kuramoto Oscillators

and the Method of Averaging
Rui Kato and Hideaki Ishii, Fellow, IEEE

Abstract—Rigorous conditions for cluster synchronization of
Kuramoto oscillators are presented. The method of averaging
plays an important role in stability analysis, but the standard
Lyapunov’s second method is not applicable due to the lack of
uniform continuity. This paper contributes to overcoming this
difficulty with the help of nonmonotonic Lyapunov functions.
Our extensions of averaging in stability theory are key to derive
the two interrelated cluster synchronization conditions: (i) the
coupling strengths between clusters are sufficiently weak and/or
(ii) the natural frequencies are largely different between clusters.
Cluster phase cohesiveness in the absence of network partitions
ensuring the existence of invariant manifolds is also investigated.
Moreover, we apply our theoretical findings to brain networks
and exhibit certain relations among network parameters and
functional connectivity.

Index Terms—Kuramoto oscillators, cluster synchronization,
partial stability, the method of averaging, brain networks.

I. INTRODUCTION

Synchronization in complex networks has attracted interests

over the past several decades (see, e.g., [1] and the references

therein). Application areas include power systems [2], net-

worked robotics [3], physiological rhythms [4], and neuronal

oscillations [5], to name a few. The phenomenon that all

physical quantities are consistent among the whole network is

called full synchronization, whereas the phenomenon that the

quantities are matched within some groups is called cluster

synchronization [6], [7]. Although we do not consider in this

paper, there are also other types of synchronization such as

remote synchronization [8] and chimera states [9].

Compared with full synchronization, the mechanisms of

cluster synchronization have not been much explored in spite

of its scientific importance. Representative examples of cluster

synchronization are functional connectivity in brain networks

[10] and group consensus in opinion dynamics [11]. Recently,

brain functional connectivity has been examined in relation

with neuronal diseases [12]. On the other hand, stability

analysis and control design for cluster synchronization have

been studied from various perspectives [13]–[18]. The ob-

jective of this paper is to clarify some stability aspects in

cluster synchronization phenomena. In particular, we consider

coupled phase oscillators described by the Kuramoto model

[19]. In the following, we briefly review recent results related

to this topic, and then, we explain the main tools used in the

theoretical analysis.

This work was supported in the part by JSPS under Grants-in-Aid for
Scientific Research (B) Grant No. JP18H01460 and for JSPS Research Fellow
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A. Synchronization Conditions for Kuramoto Oscillators

The Kuramoto model is one of the most well known

mathematical models of oscillators. In spite of its simple

representation, the Kuramoto model is useful in many ap-

plication areas [20]. Furthermore, dynamical properties such

as stability and synchronizability have been studied for a

long time. In particular, graph-theoretic characterizations of

Kuramoto oscillators and the basic synchronization conditions

appeared in the seminal paper [21]. Specifically, the Kuramoto

oscillators achieve frequency synchronization if the coupling

strengths are sufficiently strong compared with the natural

frequency heterogeneity. Many other results can be found in

the recent surveys [22], [23].

On the other hand, cluster synchronization of Kuramoto

oscillators was recently considered in [24], [25], and this paper

mainly follows their problem settings. From [25], it is known

that cluster synchronization can be achieved if (i) the coupling

strengths within clusters are sufficiently stronger than those

between clusters and/or (ii) the natural frequency differences

between clusters tend to infinity. Moreover, approximated but

tighter stability conditions were derived in [26] based on

the frequency-domain analysis and the small-gain theorem. A

slightly different setting was considered in [27], where phase

cohesiveness within clusters was addressed instead of exact

cluster synchronization. To explore exact cluster synchroniza-

tion, we need a considerable restriction in the cluster structure.

If the underlying network is partitioned by a so-called external

equitable partition, then the cluster synchronization manifold

is an invariant manifold [24] (see also [28]). This restriction

was relaxed in [29], where applications to brain networks were

also considered.

B. The Method of Averaging in Stability Theory

When we analyze stability properties of Kuramoto oscilla-

tors, averaging can be applied to the fast oscillations due to

the inter-cluster natural frequency differences. We will extend

the method of averaging in stability theory, which will play

fundamental roles in the analysis of cluster synchronization of

Kuramoto oscillators.

The method of averaging is useful in approximation of

solutions to periodic or almost periodic systems [30] as well

as in stability analysis of those systems [31]. By the averaging

principle, the average dynamics approximates the original

dynamics on some finite interval. In general, the approxima-

tion level and the time interval on which the approximation

is valid depend on the value of the selected perturbation

parameter. Under an additional assumption, one can extend

the time interval on which the approximation is valid to the
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interval of infinite length. In such a case, one can construct a

Lyapunov function based on the average system and can show

that it is also a Lyapunov function for the original system

(see, e.g., [32], [33]). However, this additional assumption is

somewhat restrictive since it requires that the right-hand side

of the differential equation is continuous with respect to the

perturbation parameter uniformly in time.

One aim of this paper is to relax this requirement based on

the ideas in [34], [35]. Particularly, we rely on the method of

nonmonotonic Lyapunov functions [36] instead of the standard

Lyapunov’s second method. A nonmonotonic Lyapunov func-

tion does not require that its time derivative along any solution

of the underlying equation is negative definite. Instead, it is

required that the value of the nonmonotonic Lyapunov function

must decrease over some discrete set from the time interval.

C. Contributions and Paper Structure

In this paper we derive rigorous cluster synchronization con-

ditions for Kuramoto oscillators. Compared with the previous

works mentioned above, we regard the Kuramoto model as a

coupled system of the slow intra-cluster subsystem and the fast

inter-cluster subsystem. As a result, the problem is translated

into the partial stability problem for an ordinary differential

equation in the singular perturbation form. More precisely, we

consider stability of a “partial equilibrium” of the system (see

[37] for various definitions of partial stability). Introducing

a perturbation parameter defined by the smallest inter-cluster

natural frequency difference, we apply averaging techniques

to obtain stability conditions. The contributions of this paper

are summarized as follows:

1) We provide some stability and boundedness criteria for

certain classes of nonautonomous systems based on the

method of averaging. Our approach does not require

uniform continuity of the perturbation parameter for the

system under consideration. The obtained results also

play fundamental roles in the investigations of cluster

synchronization of Kuramoto oscillators. (Section III)

2) We provide new stability conditions for cluster synchro-

nization of Kuramoto oscillators for general cases and

for special cases with two clusters. In contrast to [25],

our approach is unified in the sense that an interrelation

between the two key factors for cluster synchronization

can be examined. (Sections IV-A and IV-B)

3) We characterize cluster phase cohesiveness for the Ku-

ramoto model in terms of the coupling strengths and

the natural frequencies. This result is applicable to the

case where the cluster synchronization manifold is not

an invariant set. (Section IV-C)

4) We apply our theoretical findings to the brain net-

works constructed from empirical data. By numerical

simulation, we visualize certain relations among the

coupling strengths, the natural frequencies, and the

functional connectivity. This analysis indicates that brain

functional connectivity depends on network parameters.

(Section V)

This paper can be divided into three parts. In the first part,

we describe conditions for cluster synchronization and cluster

phase cohesiveness of Kuramoto oscillators in Sections II

and IV. The second part is related to some extensions of

the method of averaging in stability theory and is placed at

Section III. Finally, the third part is devoted to demonstrate

the theoretical findings through the case study from network

neuroscience in Section V. A preliminary version of this paper

appeared as the conference paper [38]; in the current work, we

provide further extensions and the proofs of all results along

with more extensive simulations.

D. Notations

Let R, R+, Z, and Z+ be the set of real numbers, non-

negative real numbers, integers, and nonnegative integers,

respectively. Let S1 be the unit circle and T
n = S

1 × · · ·× S
1

the n-torus. In this paper, we identify S
1 as the group R/(2πZ)

with addition modulo 2π, that is, θ ∈ S
1 implies θ+2πn ∈ S

1

for each n ∈ Z. With this notation, any phase difference

θ − θ̃ again belongs to S
1, where θ, θ̃ ∈ S

1. The n-vector

whose entries are all 1 is denoted by 1n. The imaginary

unit is denoted by j (the same symbol is also used as

an index, but which meaning is used is clear). A function

α : [0,∞) → [0,∞) is of class K if it is continuous, strictly

increasing, and α(0) = 0. A function β : [0,∞) → [0,∞) is

of class L if it is continuous, nonincreasing, and β(s) → 0
as s → ∞. We define the distance from a point x ∈ R

n to a

subset S ⊂ R
n by dist(x, S) := infy∈S ‖x− y‖.

II. PRELIMINARIES

Here, we formulate the problem on cluster synchronization

of Kuramoto oscillators [24], [25]. For the sake of subse-

quent developments, we transform the Kuramoto model into

differential equations in terms of phase differences. We then

associate the problem with partial stability and explain the

main difficulty.

A. Problem Formulation

Consider a connected undirected graph G = (V,E), where

V = {1, . . . , N} is the set of nodes and E ⊂ V × V is

the set of edges. Let A = [aij ] ∈ R
N×N be the weighted

adjacency matrix of G, where aij > 0 if (i, j) ∈ E and aij = 0
otherwise. After selecting an enumeration and an orientation

for all (undirected) edges, we define the oriented incidence

matrix B = [bie] ∈ R
N×|E|, where

bie =











1 if node i is the sink of edge e,

−1 if node i is the source of edge e,

0 otherwise.

Associated with the enumeration selected above, we define the

weight matrix by W = diag[(aij)(i,j)∈E].
We introduce a graph partition [39]. For an integer r ≥ 2,

let Π = {C1, . . . ,Cr} be a nontrivial partition of V, i.e., the

following conditions hold: (i) Cp 6= ∅ for all p ∈ {1, . . . , r},

(ii) Cp ∩ Cq = ∅ if p 6= q, and (iii)
⋃r

p=1 Cp = V. We call

C1, . . . ,Cr clusters of the graph G. The graph G can now be

decomposed as G =
⋃r

p=1 Gp ∪ Ginter, where Gp = (Cp,Ep)
and Ginter = (V,Einter). Here, we have defined Ep := {(i, j) ∈
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E : i, j ∈ Cp} and Einter := E \ ⋃r
p=1 Ep. In this paper, it

is assumed that the subgraph Gp is connected for every p ∈
{1, . . . , r}1. Finally, we assume without loss of generality that

each cluster contains at least two nodes.

We consider Kuramoto oscillators coupled on the graph G,

where each node represents an oscillator and each edge repre-

sents an interconnection of two oscillators. The ith oscillator

in the Kuramoto model is governed by

θ̇i = ωi +
N
∑

j=1

aij sin(θj − θi), i ∈ {1, . . . , N},

where θi : R+ → S
1 is the phase and ωi ∈ R is the natural

frequency. The equations above can be written in vector form:

θ̇ = ω −BW sin(BTθ), (1)

where θ = [θ1 · · · θN ]T and ω = [ω1 · · · ωN ]T.

If a solution θ(·) of (1) satisfies dist(θ(t), span (1N )) →
0 as t → ∞, then the oscillators are said to have achieved

full synchronization. Note that this is possible only if ω ∈
span(1N ), that is, all natural frequencies are identical. In this

paper, we are interested in cluster synchronization, which is

formally defined below.

The cluster synchronization manifold with respect to the

partition Π = {C1, . . . ,Cr} is defined by

SΠ := {θ ∈ T
N : θi = θj , i, j ∈ Cp, p ∈ {1, . . . , r}}.

If dist(θ(t), SΠ) → 0 as t → ∞, then the oscillators are said

to have achieved cluster synchronization. Now, we define the

stability of SΠ to be investigated.

Definition 1: The cluster synchronization manifold SΠ is

said to be (locally) exponentially stable for (1) if there exist

C ≥ 1, λ > 0, and δ > 0 such that dist(θ(0), SΠ) < δ implies

dist(θ(t), SΠ) ≤ Ce−λt dist(θ(0), SΠ)

for all t ∈ R+.

Obviously, the above notion requires that the cluster syn-

chronization manifold is forward invariant for (1), i.e., θ(0) ∈
SΠ implies θ(t) ∈ SΠ for all t ∈ R+. It is known that this is

ensured under the following two assumptions [24]:

Assumption 1: It holds that ωi = ωj for all i, j ∈ Cp and

all p ∈ {1, . . . , r}.

Assumption 2: It holds that
∑

l∈Cq
(ail − ajl) = 0 for all

i, j ∈ Cp and all p, q ∈ {1, . . . , r} with p 6= q.

Assumption 1 restricts the oscillators’ natural frequencies in

each cluster to be identical. Assumption 2 means that any two

nodes in the same cluster have equal weight sums with respect

to each other cluster. These two assumptions are also necessary

for the forward invariance in certain cases (see [28]). The first

assumption is a natural requirement whereas the second one is

somewhat restrictive. We will relax this aspect in Section IV-C.

Remark 1: A graph partition satisfying the condition in

Assumption 2 is called an external equitable partition (in

short, EEP), which was introduced in [41]. Such a partition

is used in works of cluster synchronization with linear and

1This assumption is removed in [40] with the help of relay nodes.

nonlinear dynamics [42]. The notion known as graph symme-

try is also used in [43], [44], and the relations between these

two concepts are discussed in [24]. We remark that, when the

network size is large, there are a huge number of partitions that

belong to the class of external equitable partitions. The trivial

case is where each node is grouped into a single cluster. For

algorithms to search external equitable partitions with minimal

cardinality, we refer to [45], [46].

B. Reformulation as Partial Stability Problem

To analyze synchronizability, it is useful to consider phase

differences instead of phases themselves. For this reason, we

rewrite the Kuramoto model (1) in terms of phase differences.

Then, we show that the problem of cluster synchronization is

equivalent to the problem of partial stability.

By an appropriate enumeration of edges, we can write the

matrices B and W as

B =
[

Bintra Binter

]

, W =

[

Wintra 0
0 Winter

]

,

where Bintra and Wintra correspond to the subgraph
⋃r

p=1 Gp

and Binter and Winter correspond to the subgraph Ginter.

As with [25], we consider a spanning tree T = (V, Ẽ) of the

graph G, where Ẽ ⊂ E is the set of selected edges. Let B̃ be the

incidence matrix of T. Without loss of generality, we can write

B̃ = [B̃intra B̃inter], where B̃intra and B̃inter are associated

with the selected edges in
⋃r

p=1 Ep and Einter, respectively.

We denote by n and m the dimensions of the range spaces of

B̃T

intra and B̃T

inter, respectively. Note that n+m = N − 1.

We can observe that there exists a matrix R ∈ R
|E|×(N−1)

such that BT = RB̃T. Under an appropriate partition of R,

we have the relation
[

BT

intra

BT

inter

]

= R

[

B̃T

intra

B̃T

inter

]

=

[

R1 R2

R3 R4

] [

B̃T

intra

B̃T

inter

]

.

The four submatrices of R are given as follows (see Ap-

pendix A for their derivations):

R1 := BT

intra(B̃
T

intraQ)†, R2 := 0,

R3 := BT

inter(B̃
T

intraQ)†, R4 := BT

inter(B̃
T

interP )
†,

where P := IN − B̃intraB̃
†
intra and Q := IN − B̃interB̃

†
inter.

For the Kuramoto model (1), we define the two vectors

x := B̃T

intraθ and z := B̃T

interθ, which represent the intra-

and inter-cluster phase differences, respectively. Notice that

x(t) ∈ T
n and z(t) ∈ T

m for all t ∈ R+. Then, we set a

perturbation parameter ε as the reciprocal of the smallest inter-

cluster natural frequency difference. Without loss of generality,

we assume ε to be positive, namely,

ε :=
1

min(i,j)∈Einter
|ωi − ωj |

. (2)

Under Assumption 1, we obtain the system of differential

equations in the singular perturbation form:

ẋ = f(x, z), (3)

εż = η + εg(x, z), (4)
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where

f(x, z) := Γ1 sin(R1x) + Γ2 sin(R3x+R4z), (5)

g(x, z) := Γ3 sin(R1x) + Γ4 sin(R3x+R4z). (6)

The four coefficient matrices are defined as follows:

Γ1 := −B̃T

intraBintraWintra, Γ2 := −B̃T

intraBinterWinter,

Γ3 := −B̃T

interBintraWintra, Γ4 := −B̃T

interBinterWinter.

The vector η = εB̃T

interω represents the ratio of the natural

frequency differences with respect to ε. We note that the

relation between ω and ε is nonlinear and nonsmooth as in

(2) and so is the dependence of η on ε. However, this relation

does not affect the results since our results are independent of

the specific values of η.

As discussed earlier, the cluster synchronization manifold

SΠ is forward invariant under Assumptions 1 and 2, and hence,

we have f(0, z) ≡ 0. Thus, stability of the partial equilibrium

x = 0 is equivalent to that of the cluster synchronization mani-

fold SΠ. Specifically, the stability in Definition 1 is compatible

with the partial stability defined below [47, Chap. 4].

Definition 2: The partial equilibrium x = 0 of (3) and (4)

is said to be exponentially stable uniformly in z if there exist

C ≥ 1, λ > 0, and δ > 0 such that ‖x(0)‖ < δ implies

‖x(t)‖ ≤ Ce−λt‖x(0)‖ for all t ∈ R+ uniformly in the initial

states z(0) of (4).

Note that the stability introduced above is a local concept.

This allows us to describe the subsequent stability arguments

without any consideration of the global structure of the n-torus

T
n, in which the x-variable resides. On the other hand, we are

not concerned with any stability property of the z-variable.

Remark 2: A similar setting was considered in [48], where

the fast variable of a singularly perturbed system is restricted

to be scalar. In that paper, by interpreting the fast variable

as a new time variable, (partial) stability of a periodic system

was analyzed through the method of averaging. In contrast, the

equation (4) may not be a scalar system, and moreover, the

system under consideration is not periodic in general. Thus, the

results in [48] are not applicable in the current case. Another

related work includes the so-called two-timescale averaging

[49]. However, in the current case, stability of the fast system

is not considered.

C. Partial Linear Approximation

Let us introduce the new time variable denoted by τ = t/ε.
In this time scale the equations (3) and (4) are rewritten as

dx

dτ
= εf(x, z), (7)

dz

dτ
= η + εg(x, z). (8)

Given initial states x0 and z0, we denote by x = ξ(τ, x0, z0, ε)
and z = ζ(τ, x0, z0, ε) the solutions to (7) and (8), respec-

tively. Note that if ε = 0, then the solution to (8) is given by

ζ(τ, x0, z0, 0) = z0+ ητ and is independent of the variable x.

Recall that the problem under consideration is to determine

partial stability with respect to x. To tackle this problem, we

employ partial linear approximation methods as considered in

[50], [51]. Since f(0, z) ≡ 0, the partial linear approximation

of f(x, z) with respect to x is given by

f(x, z) =
∂f

∂x
(0, z)x+ ox(x, z),

where ‖ox(x, z)‖/‖x‖ → 0 as x → 0 uniformly in z. Hence,

the system under consideration can be well approximated by

dx

dτ
= ε

∂f

∂x
(0, z)x, (9)

dz

dτ
= η + εg(0, z). (10)

If this system is exponentially stable with respect to x uni-

formly in z, then the partial equilibrium x = 0 of (7) and (8)

is (locally) exponentially stable uniformly in z.

Now, we explain how to analyze the partial stability of the

linearized model in (9) and (10), where f and g are defined

in (5) and (6), respectively. Because the second equation is

independent of the first one, it can be solved for a given initial

state. Substituting the solution z = ζ(τ, 0, z0, ε) into the first

equation, we obtain the linear time-varying system

dx

dτ
= εJ(τ, ε, z0)x, (11)

where

J(τ, ε, z0) := Γ1R1 + Γ2 diag[cos(R4ζ(τ, 0, z0, ε))]R3.
(12)

The partial stability problem can be solved by showing that any

solution to (11) starting at time t = 0 converges exponentially

to zero uniformly in z0.

Remark 3: Here, we explain the main difficulty of the

problem under study. Clearly, we need to analyze the time-

varying dynamics as described in (11). Because the system

(11) is almost periodic in τ , the method of averaging seems

to be useful for its analysis. However, we must deal with the

technical problem due to nonuniform continuity with respect

to ε. In more detail, the solution z = ζ(τ, 0, z0, ε) is in general

not continuous with respect to ε uniformly in τ and the same

holds for the Jacobian J(τ, ε, z0). The lack of this uniform

continuity prevents us to apply the standard Lyapunov’s second

method in combination with perturbation techniques. Note that

the results in [32], [33] presuppose such uniform continuity,

and hence, we cannot utilize their results. Our idea is to

approximate the solutions on a finite interval by averaging and

then to apply the method of nonmonotonic Lyapunov functions

in [36] for guaranteeing the asymptotic convergence.

III. SOME EXTENSIONS OF AVERAGING

IN STABILITY THEORY

The objective of this section is to show some extended

stability criteria involving the method of averaging. Based

on the use of a nonmonotonic Lyapunov function, we show

stability and boundedness of solutions for certain classes of

systems. The results in this section lay the foundations for

deriving the cluster synchronization conditions in Section IV.
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A. Nonmonotonic Lyapunov Functions

We briefly introduce the method of nonmonotonic Lyapunov

functions [36]. Consider a nonautonomous system

ẋ = f(t, x), (13)

where f : R+ × R
n → R

n is a continuous function. Assume

that f satisfies some hypotheses for ensuring the existence and

uniqueness of solutions. Let φ(t, t0, x0) denote the solution to

(13) defined on [t0,∞) starting from x0 at time t0.

The following proposition from [36] will be used to prove

the subsequent results in this section. We only consider non-

monotonic Lyapunov functions which do not depend on time.

In what follows, we use the notation Bδ := {x ∈ R
n : ‖x‖ <

δ} for δ > 0.

Proposition 1: Consider the nonautonomous system (13).

Suppose that there exist a continuous function V : Rn → R+

and constants Ω ≥ 0 and δ > 0 such that the following

conditions hold:

1) There exist class K functions α1, α2 : R+ → R+ such

that for all x ∈ R
n,

α1(‖x‖) ≤ V (x) ≤ α2(‖x‖).

2) For each (t0, x0) ∈ R+×Bδ, there exists an unbounded

strictly increasing time sequence (tk)k∈Z+
without any

accumulation point (except for +∞) such that

a) there exists a class K function α3 : R+ → R+,

independent of (t0, x0), such that

1

tk+1 − tk
[V (φ(tk+1, t0, x0))− V (φ(tk, t0, x0))]

≤ −α3(‖φ(tk, t0, x0)‖)

for all k ∈ Z+ for which ‖φ(tk, t0, x0)‖ ≥ Ω;

b) there exists a continuous function ψ : R+ → R+,

independent of (t0, x0), such that ψ(0) = 0 and

V (φ(t, t0, x0)) ≤ ψ(V (φ(tk, t0, x0)))

for all t ∈ [tk, tk+1] and all k ∈ Z+.

If Ω can be zero, then the zero solution is uniformly asymp-

totically stable. If Ω is positive, then the solutions starting

in a small neighborhood of the origin are (locally) uniformly

ultimately bounded.

Remark 4: Note that the boundedness result in Proposition 1

does not require that the system (13) has an equilibrium point

at the origin. Here, we let ψ̄ := maxr∈[0,α2(Ω)] ψ(r). From

the proof of Theorem 3.2.5 in [36], we know that under the

conditions in the above proposition, for each α ∈ (0, δ), there

exists T (α) > 0 such that ‖x0‖ < α implies ‖φ(t, t0, x0)‖ ≤
β(Ω) for all t ≥ t0 + T (α), where

β(Ω) := max{β1(Ω), α−1
1 ◦ β2(Ω)},

β1(Ω) := max{ψ̄, α−1
1 ◦ α2(ψ̄), α

−1
1 ◦ α2(Ω)},

β2(Ω) := max{ψ(r) : r ∈ [0, α2 ◦ β1(Ω)]}.

Because ψ̄ → 0 as Ω → 0 from the definitions, the ultimate

bound β(Ω) of the solutions can be made small depending on

the size of Ω.

B. Asymptotic Stability of Linear Systems

Consider the linear system described in the form

ẋ = εA(t, ε)x, (14)

where A : R+ × (0, ε0] → R
n×n is a continuous and bounded

function and ε ∈ (0, ε0] is a small parameter. We impose the

following two assumptions:

1) There exists Aav ∈ R
n×n such that

Aav = lim
T→∞

1

T

∫ t+T

t

A(s, 0) ds (15)

holds uniformly in t.
2) There exist a class L function σ : R+ → R+ and a class

K function ρ : R+ → R+ such that for all T > 0 and

all ε ∈ (0, ε0],
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

1

T

∫ t+T

t

[A(s, ε)−Aav] ds

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤ σ(T ) + ρ(ε) (16)

holds uniformly in t.

The following theorem extends some results in [34], [35]

and can be established from Proposition 1.

Theorem 1: Suppose that the matrix Aav defined in (15) is a

Hurwitz matrix. Then, there exists ε∗ > 0 such that if ε < ε∗,

then the zero solution to (14) is exponentially stable.

Proof: See Appendix B.

Remark 5: We give some technical comments on Theorem 1

in comparison with existing results in the literature. Notice

that the assumption in (16) is different from the one in

[33, Sec. 10.6] (see also [32]). In particular, our condition

characterizes the relations of the left-hand side with the length

of the integral and with the perturbation parameter. It is

compatible with the one in [33] by setting ε = 0. The main

difference lies in the fact that we do not require A(t, ε) in

(14) to be continuous with respect to ε uniformly in t. This

relaxation is important in the study of cluster synchronization

of Kuramoto oscillators as mentioned in Remark 3. Moreover,

in the previous works [34], [35], only the cases where the

right-hand side of the differential equation is independent of

ε were considered. Also, some related results can be found in

[52] and [53], where respectively, the authors considered the

case where the uniform average does not exist and the case

where the system is switched periodically.

C. Ultimate Boundedness of Nonlinear Systems

When the system does not have any equilibrium, we cannot

apply the linearization principle for stability analysis. To tackle

such a problem, we analyze ultimate boundedness of solutions

instead of asymptotic stability.

Consider the nonlinear system described in the form

ẋ = εf(t, x, ε), (17)

where f : R+ × D × (0, ε0] → R
n is a continuous function

on an open domain D containing the origin and ε ∈ (0, ε0]
is a small parameter. We impose the following assumptions,

which are analogous to those in the previous subsection:
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1) There exists fav : D → R
n such that for all x ∈ D,

fav(x) = lim
T→∞

1

T

∫ t+T

t

f(s, x, 0) ds

holds uniformly in t. Moreover, the average vector field

satisfies fav(0) = 0 is Lipschitz continuous, i.e., there

exists L > 0 such that ‖fav(x) − fav(y)‖ ≤ L‖x− y‖
for all x, y ∈ D.

2) There exists K > 0 such that for all x ∈ D, all T > 0,

and all ε ∈ (0, ε0],
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

1

T

∫ t+T

t

[f(s, x, ε)− fav(x)] ds

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤ K

(

1

T
+ ε

)

holds uniformly in t.

The average system can be written as

ẏ = εfav(y). (18)

The following theorem indicates that the ultimate bound of the

solutions can be made arbitrarily small by restricting ε to be

small. A similar problem was considered in [54], where the

considered class of systems is more restrictive in the sense

that the function f is independent of ε.
Theorem 2: Suppose that the zero solution to (18) is expo-

nentially stable. Then, for each β > 0, there exists ε∗ > 0 such

that if ε < ε∗, then corresponding to any α > 0 sufficiently

small, there exists T (α, β) such that for every t0 ∈ R+,

‖x0‖ < α =⇒ ‖φ(t, t0, x0)‖ < β

for all t ≥ t0 + T (α, β).
Proof: See Appendix C.

IV. CLUSTER SYNCHRONIZATION CONDITIONS

In this section we provide the full analysis for the cluster

synchronization problem. Based on the results in Section III,

we derive cluster synchronization conditions for Kuramoto

oscillators. The first two subsections are devoted to exact

cluster synchronization under Assumptions 1 and 2. In the last

subsection, we will relax the invariance hypothesis guaranteed

by Assumption 2 and consider cluster phase cohesiveness.

A. Cluster Synchronization with EEPs: General Case

First, we do not restrict the number of clusters, i.e., r can be

arbitrary. Recall that the problem is to study the linear time-

varying system (11) and to determine exponential convergence

of its solutions. To do so, we introduce the uniform average

of the Jacobian at ε = 0:

Jav := lim
T→∞

1

T

∫ τ+T

τ

J(s, 0, z0) ds. (19)

By (12), we have Jav = Γ1R1. We note that this is well

defined because each entry of cos(ζ(τ, 0, z0, 0)) is periodic in

τ . If these entries have a common period, then the vector-

valued function cos(ζ(τ, 0, z0, 0)) is periodic in τ . Otherwise,

it is almost periodic in τ .

Observe that Jav can be written as the block diagonal

matrix consisting of J1, . . . , Jr, where Jp depends on the edge

weights in the subgraph Gp. Since Gp is connected for each

p ∈ {1, . . . , r}, Jav is a Hurwitz matrix (see Lemma 3.1 in

[25]). We prove the following lemma to apply the result in

Section III-B.

Lemma 1: There exists a constant K > 0 such that K → 0
as ‖Winter‖∞ → 0 and for all T > 0 and all ε ∈ (0, ε0],

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

1

T

∫ τ+T

τ

[J(σ, ε, z0)− Jav] ds

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤ K

(

1

T
+ ε

)

holds uniformly in τ and z0.

Proof: See Appendix D.

The following theorem provides two interrelated cluster

synchronization conditions.

Theorem 3: Consider the Kuramoto model (1) and a nontriv-

ial graph partition Π = {C1, . . . ,Cr} such that the subgraphs

G1, . . . ,Gr are all connected. Suppose that Assumptions 1 and

2 hold. Then, the following statements are true:

1) There exists a∗ > 0 such that if

aij < a∗, (i, j) ∈ Einter,

then SΠ is exponentially stable.

2) There exists ω∗ > 0 such that if

|ωi − ωj| > ω∗, (i, j) ∈ Einter,

then SΠ is exponentially stable.

Proof: Following the proof of Theorem 1, we define

τk := kT for k ∈ Z+, where T > 0 is determined later. Let

Φ(τk+1, τk) be the state-transition matrix of (11) on [τk, τk+1].
Also, the state-transition matrix on [τk, τk+1] associated with

the average Jacobian is given as Φav(τk+1, τk) = eεTJav . By

the Peano–Baker series [55], the difference H(τk+1, τk) =
Φ(τk+1, τk)−Φav(τk+1, τk) of the transition matrices satisfies

‖H(τk+1, τk)‖

≤ ε

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ τk+1

τk

[J(σ, ε, z0)− Jav] dσ

∥

∥

∥

∥

+ 2

∞
∑

l=2

(αεT )l

l!
,

where α := sup{‖J(τ, ε, z0)‖ : τ ∈ R+, ε > 0, z0 ∈ R
m}.

Note from the definition that α is finite. Then, Lemma 1

implies that

‖H(τk+1, τk)‖ ≤ Kε(1 + εT ) + 2(eαεT − 1− αεT ).

We note that Jav has only the negative of the nonzero

eigenvalues of the graph Laplacians for G1, . . . ,Gr. This

implies that ‖Φav(τk+1, τk)‖ ≤ e−λεT , where λ is the smallest

algebraic connectivity of G1, . . . ,Gr. It follows that

‖Φ(τk+1, τk)‖ ≤ ‖Φav(τk+1, τk)‖+ ‖H(τk+1, τk)‖
≤ µ(K, ε, T ),

where

µ(K, ε, T ) := e−λεT +Kε(1 + εT ) + 2(eαεT − 1− αεT ).
(20)

If µ(K, ε, T ) < 1 for some T > 0, then V (x) = ‖x‖
is a nonmonotonic Lyapunov function. By Theorem 1, the

solutions to (11) converge exponentially to zero.

Now, we show that for sufficiently small K or ε, such a

constant T exists. If we fix ε, then we have µ(0, ε, T ) =
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C3

Fig. 1. Network partitioned into three clusters

e−λεT + 2(eαεT − 1 − αεT ). It is clear that there exists

T > 0 such that µ(0, ε, T ) < 1. This means by continuity that

µ(K, ε, T ) < 1 is satisfied for sufficiently small K > 0, which

corresponds to taking the edge weights between clusters to be

small because of the property that K → 0 as ‖Winter‖∞ → 0.

Next, we fix K and explore the existence of T such that

µ(K, ε, T ) < 1 for sufficiently small ε. Since J(τ, ε, z0)
satisfies the hypotheses in Section III-B, it is possible. By

definition in (2), the smaller ε is, the larger the inter-cluster

natural frequency differences are. To complete the proof, we

notice that the above procedure is independent of z0.

From Theorem 3, we can observe that cluster synchroniza-

tion can be achieved if (i) the coupling strengths between

clusters are sufficiently weak and/or (ii) the natural frequencies

are largely different between clusters. In particular, we have

provided a unified framework for stability analysis in that a

certain relation between these two conditions are unveiled.

In fact, the inequality µ(K, ε, T ) < 1, where the definition

is given in (20), is a unified sufficient condition for cluster

synchronization. Roughly speaking, for an appropriate choice

of T , the smaller K is or the smaller ε is, the smaller

µ(K, ε, T ) is. Note from the definition that if the intra-cluster

coupling strengths are large, then the stability requirement

becomes weak. Due to its nonlinearity, it is difficult to solve

this inequality explicitly, but we remark that a specific value

of K or ε for which the stability condition is satisfied can be

found numerically. A more specific argument is visualized in

the example given later.

Here, we highlight our approach in comparison with [25].

A closely related result was presented in Theorem 3.5 in that

paper, where the number of clusters is assumed to be two.

In that case, the evolution of the z-variable is periodic when

x = 0, and thus, the analysis is relatively simple. Our main

contribution is to clarify that the above argument is also valid

for the general case where the number of clusters is arbitrary

by relying on the extended method of averaging developed in

Section III. Moreover, Theorems 3.2 and 3.3 in [25] provide

related cluster synchronization conditions for the multi-cluster

case. Compared with those results, we have shown that there

is a finite threshold of the inter-cluster natural frequency

differences above which cluster synchronization is achieved.

This is advantageous because Theorem 3.3 in [25] requires

|ωi−ωj| to be infinite for all (i, j) ∈ Einter. The improvement

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
-1

-0.5

0

0.5

1

Fig. 2. Phase evolutions of the oscillators in Example 1

of this point is also owing to the results in Section III.

Remark 6: In [26], the authors developed an approximation

method for deriving stability conditions involving both the

coupling strengths and the natural frequencies. There, the

problem is approximated properly and then a less conservative

stability result is derived based on the small-gain theorem.

Our result is different from [26] in that the strict stability

condition is provided though it is somewhat conservative. In

the next subsection, we also provide a structural condition

ensuring stability for some special cases, which can be less

conservative.

Here, we demonstrate the result of Theorem 3 using a

numerical example and visualize the interrelation between the

two conditions just mentioned above.

Example 1: Consider the network shown in Fig. 1, which

is partitioned into three clusters as indicated. The adjacency

matrix of this network is given by

A =

























0 a1 b1 b1/2 0 0 0 0
a1 0 0 b1/2 b1 0 0 0
b1 0 0 a2 0 b2 0 0
b1/2 b1/2 a2 0 a2 0 b2 0
0 b1 0 a2 0 0 0 b2
0 0 b2 0 0 0 a3 a3
0 0 0 b2 0 a3 0 a3
0 0 0 0 b2 a3 a3 0

























.

Note that Assumption 2 is satisfied for any parameter value.

We set the edge weights as a1 = a2 = a3 = b1 = b2 = 0.5.

The oscillators’ natural frequencies are set as ωi = 2.5 for

i ∈ C1, ωi = 5 for i ∈ C2, and ωi = 10 for i ∈ C3. We show

the phase evolutions of the oscillators in Fig. 2. It can be

observed that the oscillators are synchronized within clusters

and oscillations of the inter-cluster phase differences appear.

Furthermore, we present the curve for which there exists T >
0 such that µ(K, ε, T ) in (20) is equal to 1 in Fig. 3. This curve

represents the specific values of the coupling strengths and the

natural frequency differences for the stability conditions in

Theorem 3. Stability is guaranteed for any pair (K, ε) in the

left-bottom area of the figure (see also the discussion below

Theorem 3).

B. Cluster Synchronization with EEPs: Special Case

The results in the previous subsection are somewhat con-

servative. We here restrict ourselves to the case where the

number of clusters is two, i.e., r = 2, and derive a possibly

less conservative stability condition.
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Fig. 3. Curve for which there exists T > 0 such that µ(K, ε, T ) = 1 (the
horizontal axis corresponds to the inter-cluster coupling strengths and the
vertical axis corresponds to the inter-cluster natural frequency differences)

In the case of two clusters, the analysis is much simpler

than the multi-cluster case (see also [25]). Let Π = {C1,C2}
be a nontrivial partition of V. For i ∈ C1 and j ∈ C2, define

ω̄ := |ωi − ωj |, ā :=
∑

l∈C2

ail +
∑

l∈C1

ajl.

We assume that ω̄ > ā. In that case, the solutions to (10) is

T̄ -periodic, where T̄ := 2πω̄/
√
ω̄2 − ā2 (see Lemma 3.4 in

[25]). The case where ω̄ < ā corresponds to the well-studied

(full) frequency synchronization.

Without loss of generality, we assume that R4 = 1|Einter|.

Then, the Jacobian in (12) can be written by

J(τ, ε, z0) := Jintra + Jinter cos(ζ(τ, 0, z0, ε)) (21)

with Jintra := Γ1R1 and Jinter := Γ2R3. We note that the

Jacobian cannot be written in the above form when the number

of clusters is more than two.

The following result provides a structural rather than quanti-

tative condition for two-cluster synchronization. This condition

includes the one in Theorem 3.6 of [25], where it is assumed

that Jintra = −cI for some c > 0.

Theorem 4: Consider the Kuramoto model (1) and a nontriv-

ial graph partition Π = {C1,C2} such that the subgraphs G1

and G2 are connected. Suppose that Assumptions 1 and 2 hold.

Suppose also that ω̄ > ā. If Jintra and Jinter commute, i.e., if

JintraJinter = JinterJintra, then SΠ is exponentially stable.

Proof: The equation (10) can now be written by

dz

dτ
= 1− εā sin(z).

Since εā < 1, any solution is T̄ -periodic and has zero average.

Thus, the average Jacobian is given by Jintra. We note that

for all z0 ∈ R
m and all ε > 0,

1

T̄

∫ τ+T̄

τ

[J(σ, ε, z0)− Jintra] dσ

=
1

T̄

∫ τ+T̄

τ

Jinter cos(ζ(σ, 0, z0, ε)) dσ = 0 (22)

holds uniformly in τ . Because Jintra and Jinter commute,

the equation (11) satisfies the so-called Lappo-Danilevskii

condition [56]:

J(τ, ε, z0)

∫ τ

τ ′

J(σ, ε, z0) dσ =

∫ τ

τ ′

J(σ, ε, z0) dσJ(τ, ε, z0)

for all τ, τ ′ ∈ R+. Thus, the asymptotic stability follows from

Theorem 4.2.4 in [56]. Here, we show that the convergence is

uniform with respect to z0. Define τk := kT̄ for all k ∈ Z+.

Let Φ(τk+1, τk) denote the state-transition matrix of (11) on

[τk, τk+1]. Because the state-transition matrix in the current

case can be written as

Φ(τk+1, τk)

= eεT̄ Jintra +

∞
∑

l=2

εl

l!

(

∫ τ+T̄

τ

[J(σ, ε, z0)− Jintra] dσ

)l

,

it follows from (22) that ‖Φ(τk+1, τk)‖ < 1 for all k ∈ Z+.

Clearly, this inequality holds uniformly in z0. Therefore, we

complete the proof by applying Proposition 1.

Remark 7: Two-cluster synchronization can be considered

as a nonlinear version of bipartite consensus, which has been

studied in the presence of antagonistic interactions [57], [58].

In this case the underlying network is represented by a signed

graph. The Kuramoto model on signed graphs was studied in

[59]. In this paper we do not consider signed graphs explicitly,

but our results can be extended to those cases by using a signed

external equitable partition [24] in place of Assumption 2.

We present an example where the stability depends on the

choice of parameter values.

Example 2: Consider the network with two clusters shown

in Fig. 4. The adjacency matrix is given by

A =

















0 a1 0 0 0 b
a1 0 a1 0 b 0
0 a1 0 b 0 0
0 0 b 0 a2 0
0 b 0 a2 0 a2
b 0 0 0 a2 0

















.

We have the Jacobian in (21) with

Jintra =









−2a1 a1 0 0
a1 −2a1 0 0
0 0 −2a2 a2
0 0 a2 −2a2









,

which is a Hurwitz matrix, and

Jinter =









−b 0 0 −b
0 −b −b 0
0 −b −b 0
−b 0 0 −b









.

One can observe that Jintra and Jinter commute if a1 = a2 or

b = 0. Here, we set a1 = a2 = 1 and b = 1. The simulation

result with ωi = 5 for i ∈ C1 and ωi = 1 for i ∈ C2 is shown in

Fig. 5 (top). In this setting, Theorem 4 can provide a less con-

servative stability condition compared with Theorem 3, which

requires ω̄ > 125. On the other hand, Theorem 4 provides

only a sufficient condition for cluster synchronization. Next,
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C2

Fig. 4. Network partitioned into two clusters

we show an unstable case by changing the connectivity in C1 to

be much smaller by setting a1 = 0.01. In this case, Jintra and

Jinter no longer commute, that is, the condition in Theorem 4

does not hold. The simulation result with the same natural

frequencies is presented in Fig. 5 (bottom), which shows that

the cluster synchronization manifold is unstable.

C. Cluster Phase Cohesiveness without EEPs

In the previous two subsections, we have considered cluster

synchronization under the EEP condition in Assumption 2,

which may be practically hard to satisfy. The objective of this

section is to relax this hypothesis, and hence, we do not assume

the cluster synchronization manifold to be invariant.

First, we introduce the stability concept to be considered.

Similar definitions of practical stability under perturbations

can be found in [60], [61].

Definition 3: The cluster synchronization manifold SΠ is

said to be (α, β)-practically stable for (1) if for a given pair

(α, β) of positive constants, there exists T (α, β) > 0 such

that dist(θ(0), SΠ) < α implies dist(θ(t), SΠ) < β for all

t ≥ T (α, β).

Because the linear approximation in Section II-C cannot

be applied, we need to directly address the nonlinear system

in (7) and (8). In particular, we are concerned with ultimate

boundedness of solutions with respect to x uniformly in z (see

[47, Chap. 4]). To do so, we consider the differential equation

dx

dτ
= εf(x, ζ(τ, x0, z0, ε)), x(0) = x0. (23)

Note that the right-hand side depends explicitly on the initial

states x0 and z0. Thus, depending on the initial states, the

right-hand side of (23) changes.

Now, we provide some preliminary results. Recall that z =
ζ(τ, x0, z0, ε) denotes the solutions to (8) with respect to the

initial states x0 and z0 in (7) and (8), respectively. If ε = 0,

we can explicitly solve the equation (8). Then, we can define

the average vector field

fav(x) := lim
T→∞

1

T

∫ τ+T

τ

f(x, ζ(σ, x0, z0, 0)) dσ

= Γ1 sin(R1x).

This is well defined uniformly in τ as well as in x0 and z0. Let

L > 0 be a Lipschitz constant of fav. The following lemma

characterizes the closeness between the solutions of (23) and

those of the average system.
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Fig. 5. Phase evolutions of the oscillators in Example 2 with the stable case
(top) and the unstable case (bottom)

Lemma 2: There exists a constant K > 0 such that K → 0
as ‖Winter‖∞ → 0 and for all x ∈ T

n, all T > 0, and all

ε > 0,
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

1

T

∫ τ+T

τ

[f(x, ζ(σ, x0 , z0, ε))− fav(x)] dσ

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤ K

(

1

T
+ ε

)

holds uniformly in τ , x0, and z0.

Proof: See Appendix E.

We are now ready to present our main results of this

subsection.

Theorem 5: Consider the Kuramoto model (1) and a nontriv-

ial graph partition Π = {C1, . . . ,Cr} such that the subgraphs

G1, . . . ,Gr are all connected. Suppose that Assumption 1

holds. Then, the following statements are true:

1) For each β > 0, there exists a∗ > 0 such that if

aij < a∗, (i, j) ∈ Einter,

then SΠ is (α, β)-practically stable with some α > 0.

2) For each β > 0, there exists ω∗ > 0 such that if

|ωi − ωj| > ω∗, (i, j) ∈ Einter,

then SΠ is (α, β)-practically stable with some α > 0.

Proof: According to Theorem 2, we know that corre-

sponding to any β > 0, there exists ε∗ > 0 such that if ε < ε∗,

then for an appropriate choice of T (β) > 0, ‖x(t)‖ < β
for all t ≥ T (β) whenever the initial state x(0) lies in a

small neighborhood of the origin. Thus, the second part of the

theorem is a direct consequence of Theorem 2. To prove the

first part, we can utilize Lemma 2. Specifically, Ω in the proof

of Theorem 2 approaches zero as K → 0. This implies the

desired result.

Theorem 5 indicates that, under the same conditions as

those in Theorem 3, clustered patterns of synchronization

can arise even if Assumption 2 is not satisfied. In particular,

if the inter-cluster coupling strengths are weak or if the
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Fig. 6. Network structure of the brain

inter-cluster natural frequency differences are large, then the

synchronization pattern becomes apparent. A closely related

result can be found in [27], [29]; however, the effects of

the natural frequency differences between clusters were not

addressed. The main contribution of Theorem 5 is to have

clarified how the heterogeneous natural frequencies affect the

phase cohesiveness within clusters.

V. CASE STUDY WITH BRAIN NETWORKS

This section focuses on applications of the results derived

so far to brain networks. The presentations here are mostly

motivated by [29], [62].

A. Basic Setting

Mapping of human brain networks with noninvasive meth-

ods has been an active research area in the neuroscience

community [63]. We consider the brain networks identified in

[64] for 5 human subjects, whose data including their weighted

adjacency matrices can be found at the USC Multimodal Con-

nectivity Database [65]. Those networks were extracted with

diffusion spectrum imaging and consist of 998 cortical regions

of equal sizes, which are further classified into anatomically

determined 66 regions.

Following [62], [66], we process the empirical data to

construct a representative network for computer simulation.

We first binarize all the 5 weighted adjacency matrices and

then average them into the 66 regions, that is, sum up all the

weights in each region and divide it by the number of the target

regions. After that, we average the 66-region networks of 5

human subjects and normalize it so that the weights belong

to the range [0, 10]. The obtained representative network is

shown in Fig. 6, where the image was generated by BrainNet

Viewer [67] and only 30% of edges are visualized. We also

present in Fig. 7 the obtained adjacency matrix. Note that this

network is nonsymmetric but is close to a symmetric one.

In the following, we consider three clusters as presented in

Figs. 6 and 7, where each cluster consists of 22 nodes.

There are many types of mathematical models representing

neural activities in the literature. At the macroscopic level,

the so-called Wilson–Cowan model consists of the populations
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Fig. 7. Adjacency matrix of the structural brain network

of neurons with excitatory and inhibitory types. This model

represents oscillatory phenomena in the phase space of the

mean numbers of activated excitatory and inhibitory neurons

[68], [69]. The Kuramoto model can approximate the Wilson–

Cowan model [70]. Hence, as also done in [62], we simply

use the Kuramoto model in the subsequent simulations.

B. Local and Global Order Parameters

In addition to structural connectivity discussed above, func-

tional connectivity in brain networks is important to under-

stand the mechanisms of human brains (see [63] and the

references therein). Functional connectivity is measured as

the correlations of neural activities among the network and

exhibits characteristic patterns depending on the brain state.

Following [62], we suppose that the brain network produces

synchronization patterns with the three clusters as indicated

in Figs. 6 and 7. Here, we demonstrate that our theoretical

findings on cluster synchronization can also characterize func-

tional connectivity in brain networks.

To measure the synchronization level in each of the three

clusters, we define the cluster-wise order parameters as

rp(t) =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

card(Cp)

∑

i∈Cp

ejθi(t)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

, p ∈ {1, 2, 3}.

In geometric interpretations, the order parameter represents the

distance from the origin to the mean position of the oscillators

on the unit circle. That is, rp(t) = 1 when all phases of the

oscillators in the cluster Cp are positioned at the same point,

and rp(t) = 0 when they are well spread with equal distances.

In addition, to quantify the synchronization level among the

whole network, we define the network-wide order parameter

r(t) =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

N

N
∑

i=1

ejθi(t)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

In the Kuramoto model, we set the natural frequencies in the

Kuramoto model as follows. In [62], the authors produce the

oscillators’ frequencies by the Gaussian distribution around 60

Hz. To show the effects of the oscillators’ heterogeneity, we
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Fig. 8. Simulation results for the cluster-wise order parameters (top) and the
network-wide order parameter (bottom)

set the frequencies as 50, 60, and 70 Hz for the clusters C1,

C2, and C3, respectively. Remark that we do not consider any

delay effect in this paper through it may also be a key factor

in functional connectivity. Also, we add the Gaussian noise

with standard derivation 2 rad/s in the Kuramoto model. The

simulation result is presented in Fig. 8, where the order pa-

rameters introduced above are shown. The data are smoothed

over 10 seconds for the network-wide order parameter. As

shown in those figures, the local order parameters in clusters

are moderately high while the global order parameter is low.

Therefore, cluster synchronization patterns can be observed.

Next, we aim to show the interrelation among the network

parameters and functional connectivity measured by the order

parameters. We present in Fig. 9 the order parameter in

the cluster C1 averaged over time, denoted R1, for several

coupling strengths and natural frequencies. In particular, the

inter-cluster edge weights in the adjacency matrix in Fig. 7 are

multiplied by the scaling factor γ and the inter-cluster natural

frequency differences are set by ∆ω. This demonstrates the

theoretical results in Section IV. That is, weak connections

and heterogeneous intrinsic dynamics among clusters help the

functional connectivity to be strong.

Finally, we give some discussions. In the neuroscience

community, functional connectivity has been studied with

graph-theoretic analysis [71] and numerical analysis [72]. On

the other hand, this paper has provided a theoretical framework

based on oscillator models to explain the appearance of robust

patterns in functional connectivity. Specifically, as demon-

strated above, the structural network connectivity and the

intrinsic dynamics contain significant information for cluster

synchronization. It would be of interest to analyze functional

brain networks from these viewpoints and moreover see if

healthy and pathological states of brains may be characterized

based on this criterion.

VI. CONCLUSIONS AND FUTURE DIRECTIONS

We have shown a unified framework for stability analysis to

study cluster synchronization and cluster phase cohesiveness

0.7
0

0.75
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1 50

0.85

0.9

2 40
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303
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4 10
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Fig. 9. Relations among the inter-cluster coupling strengths, the inter-cluster
natural frequency differences, and the cluster-wise order parameter

of Kuramoto oscillators. Our conditions are different from

those derived in the previous works in how the heterogeneity

of natural frequencies affects the (strict) stability properties.

Also, we have established the extended method of averaging in

stability theory. Our findings can provide theoretical insights in

functional connectivity of brain networks, which has recently

attracted much interests in the neuroscience community.

Some directions for future research can be considered. On

one hand, practical control methodologies for cluster synchro-

nization should be developed (see also [29] for the motivation

from neuroscience). On the other hand, interactions with

delays may induce remote synchronization, where oscillators

that are not directly connected synchronize [73]. However, we

have only limited knowledge about its mechanisms especially

related to the averaging principle (see [48] for a simple case).

APPENDIX

A. Derivation of R1, R2, R3, and R4

Since B̃ has full column rank, we have R = BT(B̃T)† =
BT(B̃†)T. The problem is thus to calculate the Moore–Penrose

inverse B̃† of the column-wise partitioned matrix B̃. To this

end, we borrow a useful lemma from [74].

Lemma 3: Let M1 ∈ R
m×n1 and M2 ∈ R

m×n2 . Define the

orthogonal projectors P1, P2 ∈ R
m×m by Pi := Im −MiM

†
i

for i ∈ {1, 2}. Then, we have

[

M1 M2

]†
=

[

(P2M1)
†

(P1M2)
†

]

if and only if imM1 ∩ imM2 = {0}.

Let P := IN − B̃intraB̃
†
intra and Q := IN − B̃interB̃

†
inter.

Note that these are orthogonal projectors onto ker B̃T

intra and

ker B̃T

inter, respectively. Since im B̃intra ∩ im B̃inter = {0},

Lemma 3 provides

B̃† =
[

B̃intra B̃inter

]†
=

[

(QB̃intra)
†

(PB̃inter)
†

]

.
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It thus follows that

R =

[

BT

intra

BT

inter

]

[

(B̃T

intraQ)† (B̃T

interP )
†
]

=

[

BT

intra(B̃
T

intraQ)† BT

intra(B̃
T

interP )
†

BT

inter(B̃
T

intraQ)† BT

inter(B̃
T

interP )
†

]

.

We notice that kerBT

intra = ker B̃T

intra, which follows from

the fact that BT

intra1n = 0 and B̃T

intra1n = 0. Hence, we have

BT

intra(B̃
T

interP )
† = 0 since imP = kerBT

intra.

B. Proof of Theorem 1

The proof mostly follows from [53]. Since Aav is a Hurwitz

matrix, there exists a positive-definite matrix P = PT such

that AT

avP + PAav ≺ 0. Thus, the positive-definite function

V (x) = xTPx possesses the following properties:

1) there exist c1, c2 > 0 such that for all x ∈ R
n,

c1‖x‖2 ≤ V (x) ≤ c2‖x‖2;

2) there exists c3 > 0 such that for all x ∈ R
n,

∂V

∂x
(x)Aavx ≤ −c3‖x‖2.

Given t0 ∈ R+, we define tk := t0 + kT for k ∈ Z+,

where T > 0 is determined later. Let Φ(tk+1, tk) denote the

state-transition matrix of (14) over [tk, tk+1], which can be

expanded to the Peano–Baker series [55]:

Φ(tk+1, tk) = I + ε

∫ tk+1

tk

A(s, ε) ds+Rk(ε),

where

Rk(ε) :=
∞
∑

l=2

εl
∫ tk+1

tk

A(s1, ε) · · ·
∫ sl−1

tk

A(sl, ε) dsl · · · ds1.

By defining α := sup{‖A(t, ε)‖ : t ≥ 0, ε ∈ (0, ε0]}, which

is finite since A is assumed to be bounded, we have

‖Rk(ε)‖

≤
∞
∑

l=2

εl
∫ tk+1

tk

‖A(s1, ε)‖ · · ·
∫ sl−1

tk

‖A(sl, ε)‖ dsl · · · ds1

≤ eαεT − 1− αεT. (24)

Let Φav(tk+1, tk) be the state-transition matrix of the average

system over [tk, tk+1], which can be expanded as

Φav(tk+1, tk) = I + εTAav +

∞
∑

l=2

(εTAav)
l

l!
.

Note that the norm of the summation in the right-hand side

has the same bound as in (24). Now, we define H(tk+1, tk) :=
Φ(tk+1, tk)− Φav(tk+1, tk). It then follows from (16) that

‖H(tk+1, tk)‖ ≤ εT [σ(T ) + ρ(ε)] + 2(eαεT − 1− αεT ).

Again, we consider the function V (x). Along the solutions

to (14), we have

V (x(tk+1))− V (x(tk))

= x(tk)
T[Φ(tk+1, tk)

TPΦ(tk+1, tk)− P ]x(tk)

= x(tk)
T[Φav(tk+1, tk)

TPΦav(tk+1, tk)− P

+ 2Φav(tk+1, tk)
TPH(tk+1, tk)

+H(tk+1, tk)
TPH(tk+1, tk)]x(tk).

For the first two terms in the far right-hand side, it can be

observed that

x(tk)
T[Φav(tk+1, tk)

TPΦav(tk+1, tk)− P ]x(tk)

≤ c2(e
−

c3
c2

εT − 1)‖x(tk)‖2.

Note that ‖P‖ ≤ c2 and ‖Φav(tk+1, tk)‖ ≤
√

c2/c1e
−

c3
2c2

εT
.

Thus, we have

V (x(tk+1))− V (x(tk))

≤ c2

[

(e
−

c3
c2

εT − 1) + 2

√

c2
c1

e
−

c3
2c2

εT
h(ε, T ) + h(ε, T )2

]

× ‖x(tk)‖2, (25)

where h(ε, T ) := εT [σ(T ) + ρ(ε)] + 2(eαεT − 1− αεT ). We

define h̃(ε, T ) by the coefficient of ‖x(tk)‖2 in the right-hand

side of (25), As h̃(0, T ) = 0, it can be verified that

lim sup
ε→0+

h̃(ε, T )− h̃(0, T )

ε
= −T

(

c3 − 2c2

√

c2
c1
σ(T )

)

.

Because σ is of class L, we can set T for which c3 −
2c2
√

c2/c1σ(T ) > 0. This implies that for sufficiently small

ε > 0, we have h̃(ε, T ) < 0. As a result, there exists γ > 0
such that

1

T
[V (x(tk+1))− V (x(tk))] ≤ −γ‖x(tk)‖2

for all k ∈ Z+. It is clear that γ can be chosen independent

of t0. Therefore, by choosing ε and T as above, V satisfies

the hypotheses in Proposition 1. The proof is complete.

C. Proof of Theorem 2

First, we prove the following lemma.

Lemma 4: For a fixed t0 ∈ R+, let x : [t0,∞) → R
n and

y : [t0,∞) → R
n respectively be solutions to (17) and (18)

starting in D. If x(t0) = y(t0), then

‖x(t)− y(t)‖ ≤ Kε[1 + ε(t− t0)]e
Lε(t−t0)

for all t ∈ [t0, tf ), where tf is time at which x(t) or y(t)
reaches the boundary of D. If x(t) and y(t) remain in D,

then tf = ∞.

Proof: The solution x to (17) follows

ẋ(t) = εfav(x(t)) + ε[f(t, x(t), ε)− fav(x(t))].

By integrating the both sides over [t0, t], we obtain

x(t) = x(t0) + ε

∫ t

t0

fav(x(s)) ds

+ ε

∫ t

t0

[f(s, x(s), ε)− fav(x(s))] ds.
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Also, by integrating (18), we have

y(t) = y(t0) + ε

∫ t

t0

fav(y(s)) ds.

Since x(t0) = y(t0), it follows that

‖x(t)− y(t)‖ ≤ ε

∫ t

t0

‖fav(x(s)) − fav(y(s))‖ ds

+ ε

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ t

t0

[f(s, x(s), ε) − fav(x(s))] ds

∥

∥

∥

∥

.

By the Lipschitz continuity and the hypothesis, we obtain

‖x(t)− y(t)‖ ≤ Lε

∫ t

t0

‖x(s)− y(s)‖ ds

+Kε[1 + ε(t− t0)].

Then, Grönwall’s inequality yields

‖x(t)− y(t)‖ ≤ Kε[1 + ε(t− t0)]e
Lε(t−t0).

This inequality holds as long as x(t) and y(t) remain in D.

The proof is complete.

We now prove the theorem. By the converge theorem, there

exist a constant δ > 0 and a C1 function V : Bδ → R+ such

that the following properties are satisfied:

1) there exist c1, c2 > 0 such that for all x ∈ Bδ,

c1‖x‖2 ≤ V (x) ≤ c2‖x‖2;

2) there exists c3 > 0 such that for all x ∈ Bδ ,

∂V

∂x
(x)fav(x) ≤ −c3‖x‖2.

Consider the time sequence defined by tk := t0 + kT for

k ∈ Z+, where T > 0 is determined later. First, we show

that there exists δ′ ∈ (0, δ) such that if x(tk) ∈ Bδ′ , then

x(tk+1) ∈ Bδ. Let x and y respectively denote the solutions

to (17) and (18) such that x(tk) = y(tk). It follows from

Lemma 4 that

‖x(tk+1)− y(tk+1)‖ ≤ Kε(1 + εT )eLεT .

We note that ‖y(tk+1)‖ ≤
√

c2/c1e
−c3εT ‖x(tk)‖. Thus,

‖x(tk+1)‖ ≤ ‖y(tk+1)‖ + ‖x(tk+1)− y(tk+1)‖

≤
√

c2
c1
e−c3εT ‖x(tk)‖+Kε(1 + εT )eLεT .

Let us fix εT = ℓ. Then, for sufficiently small ε, we can take

δ′ mentioned above by solving the inequality

√

c2
c1
e−c3ℓδ′ +Kε(1 + ℓ)eLℓ < δ.

Next, we consider the positive-definite function V intro-

duced above. We here assume that x(tk) ∈ Bδ′ and note that

V (x(tk+1)) = V (y(tk+1)) + V (x(tk+1))− V (y(tk+1))

≤ e−c3ℓV (x(tk)) + ∆V (x(tk+1), y(tk+1)),

where ∆V (x, y) := V (x) − V (y). By the property 1) of V ,

we obtain

∆V (x, y) = V (x − y + y)− V (y)

≤ c2‖(x− y) + y‖2 − V (y)

≤ 2c2(‖x− y‖2 + ‖y‖2)− V (y)

≤ 2c2
c1
V (x− y) +

(

2c2
c1

− 1

)

V (y).

This implies that

V (x(tk+1))− V (x(tk))

≤ (e−c3ℓ − 1)V (x(tk)) +
2c2
c1
V (x(tk+1)− y(tk+1))

+

(

2c2
c1

− 1

)

e−c3ℓV (y(tk)).

Because x(tk) = y(tk) and

V (x(tk+1)− y(tk+1)) ≤ c2K
2ε2(1 + ℓ)2e2Lℓ,

we obtain

V (x(tk+1))− V (x(tk))

≤
(

2c2
c1

e−c3ℓ − 1

)

V (x(tk)) +
2c22
c1
K2ε2(1 + ℓ)2e2Lℓ.

Recall that εT = ℓ is fixed. We now choose T such that

(2c2/c1)e
−c3ℓ − 1 < 0.

From the above discussions, there exist c, d > 0 such that

V (x(tk+1))− V (x(tk)) ≤ −c‖x(tk)‖2 + dε2

for all k ∈ Z+ for which x(tk) ∈ Bδ′ . For example, we can

take c = (1/c2)[1− (2c2/c1)e
−c3ℓ] and d = (2c22/c1)K

2(1 +
ℓ)2e2Lℓ. This means that if ‖x(tk)‖2 ≥ (d/c)ε2, then the

value of V (x(tk+1)) does not increase from V (x(tk)). More

precisely, we can take Ω > ε
√

d/c so that the strict inequality

‖x(tk)‖2 > (d/c)ε2 holds. We can assume without loss of

generality that Ω < δ′ for sufficiently small ε. As a result,

there exists γ > 0 such that ‖x(tk)‖ ≥ Ω implies

V (x(tk+1))− V (x(tk)) ≤ −γ‖x(tk)‖2. (26)

To conclude the proof, we need to certify that x(tk) ∈ Bδ′

for all k ∈ Z+. Since Ω can be arbitrarily small by restricting

ε to be small enough, we can choose α > 0 for which the

level surface LV (α) := {x ∈ R
n : V (x) = α} is positioned

as illustrated in Fig. 10, where the relation BΩ ⊂ LV (α) ⊂
Bδ′ holds. In what follows, we assume that x(t0) lies inside

LV (α). It is clear that x(tk) remains inside LV (α) until x(tk)
enters BΩ. Thus, we now assume that ‖x(tk)‖ ≤ Ω for some

k ∈ Z+. In this case,

‖x(tk+1)‖ ≤
√

c2
c1
e−c3ℓΩ+Kε(1 + ℓ)eLℓ.

Hence, for sufficiently small ε, it holds that x(tk+1) is inside

LV (α). Therefore, we have shown that ‖x(tk)‖ < δ′ for all

k ∈ Z+ whenever the initial state lies in a small neighborhood

of the origin. The proof is now complete.
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Ω

LV (α)

Bδ′

Fig. 10. A domain of attraction and the level surface of V

D. Proof of Lemma 1

From (19), we have

∫ τ+T

τ

[J(s, ε, z0)− Jav] ds

= Γ2

∫ τ+T

τ

diag[cos(R4ζ(σ, 0, z0, ε))] dσR3. (27)

The solution ζ(τ, 0, z0, ε) can be written as

ζ(τ, 0, z0, ε) = z0 + ητ + εΓ4

∫ τ

0

sin(R4ζ(σ, 0, z0, ε)) ds.

For notational simplicity, in what follows, we omit the argu-

ment (0, z0) in ζ.

First, we recall that

cos(R4ζ(σ, ε)) =
ejR4ζ(σ,ε) + e−jR4ζ(σ,ε)

2
,

where the exponential function is taken elementwise; for

example, ev = [ev1 · · · evn ]T for v = [v1 · · · vn]T. Since

e±jR4ζ(σ,ε) = e±jR4(z0+ησ) ⊙ e±jεR4Γ4

∫
σ

0
sin(R4ζ(ρ,ε)) dρ,

where ⊙ denotes the Hadamard (elementwise) product, the

integral in (27) can be calculated from

∫ τ+T

τ

e±jR4(z0+ησ) ⊙ e±jεR4Γ4

∫
σ

0
sin(R4ζ(ρ,ε)) dρ dσ

=
[

Ψ±(σ)⊙ e±jεR4Γ4

∫
σ

0
sin(R4ζ(ρ,ε)) dρ

]τ+T

τ

−
∫ τ+T

τ

Ψ±(σ)⊙
∂

∂σ
e±jεR4Γ4

∫
σ

0
sin(R4ζ(ρ,ε)) dρ dσ,

where Ψ±(σ) := ∓j[diag(R4η)]
−1e±jR4(z0+ησ). Also,

∂

∂σ
e±jεR4Γ4

∫
σ

0
sin(R4ζ(ρ,ε)) dρ

= ±jεR4Γ4 sin(R4ζ(σ, ε)) ⊙ e±jεR4Γ4

∫
σ

0
sin(R4ζ(ρ,ε)) dρ.

Here, we note that each row of R4 consists of single 1 or

−1 and zeros and that each entry of η is greater than or equal

to 1 and at least one entry is exactly 1. Thus, we can observe

that ‖Ψ±(σ)‖∞ = 1 for all σ ∈ R+. It follows that
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ τ+T

τ

e±jR4ζ(σ,ε) dσ

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∞

≤ 2 + εT ‖R4Γ4‖∞.

From (27), we obtain
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ τ+T

τ

[J(σ, ε, z0)− Jav] dσ

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∞

≤ ‖Γ2‖∞‖R3‖∞(2 + εT ‖R4Γ2‖∞).

Be defining K := ‖Γ2‖∞‖R3‖∞max{2, ‖R4Γ2‖∞},
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

1

T

∫ τ+T

τ

[J(s, ε)− Jav] ds

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∞

≤ K

(

1

T
+ ε

)

.

Clearly, K → 0 as ‖Winter‖∞ → 0. Therefore, we conclude

the proof.

E. Proof of Lemma 2

The solution ζ(τ, x0, z0, ε) is given by

ζ(τ, x0, z0, ε) = z0 + ητ + ε

∫ τ

0

χ(σ, ε) dσ, (28)

where

χ(σ, ε) := Γ3 sin(R1ξ(σ, x0, z0, ε))

+ Γ4 sin(R3ξ(σ, x0, z0, ε) +R4ζ(σ, x0, z0, ε)).

In what follows, we omit the argument (x0, z0) in ξ and ζ.

Since
∫ τ+T

τ

[f(x, ζ(σ, ε)) − fav(x)] dσ

= Γ2

∫ τ+T

τ

sin(R3x+R4ζ(σ, ε)) dσ,

we need to calculate the integral of

sin(R3x+R4ζ(σ, ε))

=
ej(R3x+R4ζ(σ,ε)) − e−j(R3x+R4ζ(σ,ε))

2j
.

We note that x in the above equation is fixed and is not the

solution ξ. Substituting (28) into the exponential functions, we

obtain
∫ τ+T

τ

e±j(R3x+R4ζ(σ,ε)) dσ

= e±jR3x ⊙
∫ τ+T

τ

e±jR4(z0+ησ) ⊙ e±jεR4

∫
σ

0
χ(ρ,ε) dρ dσ.

The integration by parts yields

∫ τ+T

τ

e±jR4(z0+ησ) ⊙ e±jεR4

∫
σ

0
χ(ρ,ε) dρ dσ

=
[

Ψ±(σ)⊙ e±jεR4

∫
σ

0
χ(ρ,ε) dρ

]τ+T

τ

−
∫ τ+T

τ

Ψ±(σ)⊙
∂

∂σ
e±jεR4

∫
σ

0
χ(ρ,ε) dρ dσ,

where Ψ±(σ) := ∓j diag(R4η)
−1e±jR4(z0+ησ). Note that

d

dσ
e±jεR4

∫
σ

0
χ(ρ) dρ = ±jεR4χ(σ)⊙ e±jεR4

∫
σ

0
χ(ρ) dρ.
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Since ‖Ψ±(σ)‖∞ = 1 for all σ ∈ R+, we have
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ τ+T

τ

e±j(R3x+R4ζ(σ)) dσ

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∞

≤ 2 + ε

∫ τ+T

τ

‖R4χ(σ)‖∞ dσ.

From the definition of χ, ‖R4χ(σ)‖∞ = ‖R4‖∞(‖Γ3‖∞ +
‖Γ4‖∞). Hence,

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ τ+T

τ

[f(x, ζ(σ, ε)) − fav(x)] dσ

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∞

≤ ‖Γ2‖∞[2 + εT ‖R4‖∞(‖Γ3‖∞ + ‖Γ4‖∞)].

By defining

K := ‖Γ2‖∞ max{2, ‖R4‖∞(‖Γ3‖∞ + ‖Γ4‖∞)},
we conclude that

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

1

T

∫ τ+T

τ

[f(x, ζ(σ, ε)) − fav(x)] dσ

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∞

≤ K

(

1

T
+ ε

)

.

Because K → 0 as ‖Winter‖ → 0, the proof is complete.
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to-state stability in systems with two time scales. IEEE Trans. Autom.
Control, 48(9):1526–1544, 2003.

[50] I. V. Miroshnik. Partial stability and geometric problems of nonlinear
dynamics. Autom. Remote Control, 63(11):1730–1744, 2002.

[51] E. J. Hancock and D. J. Hill. Restricted partial stability and synchro-
nization. IEEE Transactions on Circuits and Systems I: Regular Papers,
61(11):3235–3244, 2014.

[52] R. L. Kosut, B. D. O. Anderson, and I. M. Y. Mareels. Stability theory
for adaptive systems: Method of averaging and persistency of excitation.
IEEE Trans. Autom. Control, 32(1):26–34, 1987.

[53] D. J. Stilwell, E. M. Bollt, and D. G. Roberson. Sufficient conditions
for fast switching synchronization in time-varying network topologies.
SIAM J. Appl. Dyn. Syst., 5(1):140–156, 2006.

[54] A. R. Teel, J. Peuteman, and D. Aeyels. Semi-global practical asymptotic
stability and averaging. Systems & Control Letters, 37:329–334, 1999.

[55] W. J. Rugh. Linear System Theory. Prentice Hall, 2nd edition, 1996.
[56] L. Y. Adrianova. Introduction to Linear Systems of Differential Equa-

tions. Translations of Mathematical Monographs. AMS, 1995.
[57] C. Altafini. Consensus problems on networks with antagonistic interac-

tions. IEEE Trans. Autom. Control, 58(4):935–946, 2013.
[58] A. V. Proskurnikov, A. S. Matveev, and M. Cao. Opinion dynamics in

social networks with hostile camps: Consensus vs. polarization. IEEE

Trans. Autom. Control, 61(6):1524–1536, 2016.
[59] R. Delabays, P. Jacquod, and F. Dörfler. The Kuramoto model on

oriented and signed graphs. SIAM J. Appl. Dyn. Syst., 18(1):458–480,
2019.

[60] J. M. Montenbruck, M. Bürger, and F. Allgöwer. Practical synchroniza-
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