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Self-organization in natural and engineered systems causes the emergence of ordered spatio-
temporal motifs. In presence of diffusive species, Turing theory has been widely used to understand
the formation of such patterns on continuous domains obtained from a diffusion-driven instability
mechanism. The theory was later extended to networked systems, where the reaction processes
occur locally (in the nodes), while diffusion takes place through the networks links. The condition
for the instability onset relies on the spectral property of the Laplace matrix, i.e., the diffusive
operator, and in particular on the existence of an eigenbasis. In this work we make one step forward
and we prove the validity of Turing idea also in the case of a network with defective Laplace matrix.
Moreover, by using both eigenvectors and generalized eigenvectors we show that we can reconstruct
the asymptotic pattern with a relatively small discrepancy. Because a large majority of empirical
networks are non-normal and often defective, our results pave the way for a thorough understanding
of self-organization in real-world systems.

Introduction. -We are surrounded by patterns. Those
spatio-temporal motifs are the signature of the emer-
gence of order from disorder [1] resulting from the collec-
tive behavior of the many nonlinearly interacting basic
units [2, 3]. In many relevant applications these interac-
tions can be modeled by using reaction-diffusion equa-
tions aiming at describing the behavior of concentra-
tions in time and space, being the latter a continuous
domain [4] or a discrete one, e.g., a complex network [5].
Indeed local reactions require, by their very first nature,
species to be spatially close, hence separated from other
groups; it is thus natural to consider species to occupy
spatially limited zones, i.e., nodes of a network, and dif-
fuse across paths connecting different zones, i.e., the links
of a network. This will be the framework we will be in-
terested in this work.

Alan Turing introduced and studied in the 50s a sym-
metry breaking mechanism where a spatially homoge-
neous equilibrium of a reaction-diffusion system loses its
stability once disturbed with an heterogeneous pertur-
bation; eventually the system achieves a new, generally,
patchy stationary or oscillatory solution [6]. Nowadays,
Turing instability finds application beyond the original
framework of morphogenesis or chemical reaction sys-
tems [7–9] and it stands for a pillar to explain self-
organization in nature [3, 10], having being formalized by
the existence of an interplay between slow diffusing acti-
vators and fast diffusing inhibitors [11]. Indeed the latter
determines a general mechanism: a local feedback, i.e.,
short range production of a given species, which should
be, at the same time, inhibited at distance, by long range
interaction.

The onset of Turing instability ultimately relies on the
study of the spectral properties of a suitable operator
built by using the Jacobian of the reaction part and
the diffusion term, i.e., the Laplace operator. By as-
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suming the existence of an eigenbasis for the latter, one
can compute the dispersion relation, that ultimately de-
termines the onset of the instability. Those ideas have
been largely applied to study the emergence of Turing
patterns for system whose underlying network is sym-
metric [5], directed [12, 13], but also for multiplex [14]
and multilayer networks [15], temporal networks [16] and
even in the novel framework of higher-order structures,
such as hypergraphs [17] and simplicial complexes [18].
In particular, it has been shown that the final pattern
can be partially reconstructed by considering the eigen-
vectors associated to the unstable modes, namely those
for which the dispersion relation is positive. Indeed in the
linear regime, namely close to the bifurcation, the pat-
tern is completely aligned with those critical eigenvectors;
remarkably enough the nonlinearity of the model only
slightly perturbs this behavior and thus the final pattern
can be accurately described by a linear combination of
critical eigenvectors [5]. The agreement is stronger the
fewer is the number of unstable modes.

Scholars have recently pointed out that most real-
world networks are non-normal [19, 20], namely their
adjacency matrix A does satisfy AA⊤ ̸= A⊤A [21], or
equivalentlyA is not diagonalizable through an orthonor-
mal transformation. Turing patterns on non-normal net-
works have been recently studied with a numerical ap-
proach [22, 23]. These latter results however still rely on
the assumption of the existence of a basis of eigenvectors
for the Laplace matrix.

The goal of this work is thus twofold. We first
analytically solve the problem on defective networks,
i.e., networks whose Laplace matrix does not admit
an eigenbasis, and thus the eigenvalues have algebraic
multiplicity larger than one and greater than the ge-
ometric multiplicity. Then, we show how the pattern
reconstruction is improved when considering also the
generalized eigenvectors associated to the unstable
modes.

Turing theory on defective networks. - Let us con-
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sider two different species populating a directed network
composed by n nodes and let us denote by ui(t) and
vi(t), i = 1, . . . , n, their respective concentrations on
node i at time t. When species happen to share the same
node, they interact via some generic nonlinear functions
f(ui, vi) and g(ui, vi). On the other hand, they can dif-
fuse across the available network links according to Fick’s
law by taking into account the link directionality. The
model can hence be mathematically cast in the form

dui

dt
= f(ui, vi) +Du

n∑
j=1

Lijuj

dvi
dt

= g(ui, vi) +Dv

n∑
j=1

Lijvj

∀i = 1, . . . , n , (1)

where Du > 0 (resp. Dv > 0) is the diffusion coef-
ficients of species u (resp. v). The Laplace matrix,

Lij = Aij − δijk
(in)
i , is the discrete equivalent of the

diffusion operator in the continuous support case, where
Aij is the (i, j) entry of the adjacency matrix that allows
to encode the nodes connections, Aij = 1 if there is a

link pointing from node j to node i, and k
(in)
i =

∑
j Aij

is the in-degree of node i.
In the spirit of Turing framework, we assume the ex-

istence of a stable solution of (1) once we silence the
diffusive part, namely there exists (u∗, v∗) such that
f(u∗, v∗) = g(u∗, v∗) = 0 and moreover tr(J0) < 0 and
detJ0 > 0, where J0 is the Jacobian matrix of the reac-
tion part evaluated at the equilibrium (u∗, v∗)

J0 =

(
∂uf ∂vf
∂ug ∂vg

) ∣∣∣
(u∗,v∗)

, (2)

where we denoted by ∂uf the derivative of f with respect
to u evaluated on the equilibrium (u∗, v∗), and similarly
for the other terms.

We then require such equilibrium to turn out unstable
once diffusion is at play. To verify such condition we
perform a linear stability analysis, namely we introduce
a perturbation from the homogeneous solution δui(t) =
ui(t) − u∗ and δvi(t) = vi(t) − v∗, and expand Eq. (1),
keeping only the first order terms in the perturbation
(the latter assumed to be small). We thus obtain for all
i = 1, . . . , n

dδui

dt
= ∂ufδui + ∂vfδvi +Du

n∑
j=1

Lijδuj

dδvi
dt

= ∂ugδui + ∂vgδvi +Dv

n∑
j=1

Lijδvj ,

(3)

where we employed the fact that
∑

j Lij = 0 to nullify

the terms
∑

j Liju∗ and
∑

j Lijv∗.
By introducing the n × 2 vector δx =

(δu1, δv1, . . . , δun, δvn)
⊤, we can eventually rewrite

the latter equation in a compact form as:

dδx

dt
= [In ⊗ J0 + L⊗D] δx , (4)

where ⊗ denotes the Kronecker product of matrices, In
is the n× n identity matrix and D =

(
Du 0
0 Dv

)
.

To make some analytical progress, the standard step
is thus to simplify the previous 2n × 2n system into n
systems 2× 2 by assuming the existence of an eigenbasis
for the Laplace matrix and projecting the perturbations
δui and δvi upon such basis. Our goal is to show that
one can obtain a similar understanding of the onset of
Turing instability also in the case the Laplace matrix is
defective. Such framework has been studied in [24] in the
study of synchronization of coupled oscillators.
To achieve this goal, we can invoke the Jordan canon-

ical form to determine an invertible n×n matrix P such
that

P−1LP = B = diag(B1, . . . ,Bℓ) ,

where the Bj is the mj ×mj Jordan block, being mj the

algebraic multiplicity of the eigenvalue Λ(j), m1 + · · · +
mℓ = n and

Bj =


Λ(j)

1 Λ(j)

. . .
. . .

1 Λ(j)

 . (5)

Let us consider again Eq. (4). By defining Q = P⊗ I2
and δy = Q−1δx we get

dδy

dt
= Q−1 dδx

dt

= (P−1 ⊗ I2) [In ⊗ J0 + L⊗D] (P⊗ I2)Q
−1δx

= [In ⊗ J0 +B⊗D] δy . (6)

The vector δy inherits the Jordan decomposition, hence
we can write δy = ((δy(1))⊤, . . . , (δy(ℓ))⊤)⊤, where δy(j)

is a (2×mj)-dimensional vector.

The stability properties of δy will thus be determined
by analyzing the behavior of δy(j), j = 1, . . . , ℓ. Let
us consider separately the case Λ(1) = 0 and ℜΛ(j) < 0
for j ≥ 2. Assume thus Λ(1) = 0 to be degenerate and
be m1 its multiplicity. If m1 = 1 then δy(1) evolves
accordingly to In⊗J0 and thus δy(1) is stable because of
the condition imposed on the homogeneous equilibrium
(u∗, v∗) [34]. Otherwise B1 is a m1 ×m1 matrix of the
form (5) with 0 on the diagonal.

The part of Eq. (6) relative to Λ(1) can thus be rewrit-
ten as

dδy(1)

dt
=


J0

. . .

J0

+


0
D 0

. . .
. . .

D 0


 δy(1) ,

the matrix on the right hand side has the same eigen-
values of J0 from which we can conclude that δy(1) is
stable.
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We can now analyze the remaining cases j = 2, . . . , ℓ.
The part of Eq. (6) involving δy(j) is thus

dδy(j)

dt
=

J0

. . .

J0

 δy(j) + (7)

+


Λ(j)D
D Λ(j)D

. . .
. . .

D Λ(j)D

 δy(j) .

We can reformulate the previous equation by writ-

ing δy(j) = (ξ
(j)
1 , η

(j)
1 , . . . , ξ

(j)
mj , η

(j)
mj )

⊤, where δy
(j)
i =

(ξ
(j)
i , η

(j)
i ) ∈ R2 for all i = 1, . . . ,mj , thus obtaining

d

dt

(
ξ
(j)
1

η
(j)
1

)
= J0

(
ξ
(j)
1

η
(j)
1

)
+ Λ(j)D

(
ξ
(j)
1

η
(j)
1

)
, (8)

d

dt

(
ξ
(j)
2

η
(j)
2

)
= J0

(
ξ
(j)
2

η
(j)
2

)
+ Λ(j)D

(
ξ
(j)
2

η
(j)
2

)
+D

(
ξ
(j)
1

η
(j)
1

)
,

... (9)

d

dt

(
ξ
(j)
mj

η
(j)
mj

)
= J0

(
ξ
(j)
mj

η
(j)
mj

)
+ Λ(j)D

(
ξ
(j)
mj

η
(j)
mj

)
+D

(
ξ
(j)
mj−1

η
(j)
mj−1

)
.

The first Eq. (8) is the same equation one would get
once the Laplace matrix admits an eigenbasis, thus one
can determine a condition on Λ(j) to make the projection

δy
(j)
1 = (ξ

(j)
1 , η

(j)
1 )⊤ unstable [12], namely to compute

the eigenvalue with the largest real part of the matrix
Mj = J0 + Λ(j)D (see also Appendix A).
Let us now consider Eqs. (9) and observe that each of

them is composed by two terms, the first one involving
the same matrix of the former equation, Mj , while the

second one depends on the projection δy(j)(t). If, for
the choice of Λ(j) the matrix Mj is unstable, namely
its spectrum contains eigenvalues with positive real part,

and thus δy
(j)
1 (t) has an exponential growth, then the

same is true for δy
(j)
2 (t) = (ξ

(j)
2 , η

(j)
2 )⊤. By considering

the remaining equations and by exploiting the peculiar
lower triangular shape of the system, we can prove that if
Eq. (8) returns an unstable solution, then all the solutions

δy
(j)
i (t) = (ξ

(j)
i , η

(j)
i )⊤ are unstable as well.

In conclusion one can compute the dispersion relation,
λ(ζ), namely to determine the largest real part of
the eigenvalues of the 1-(complex) parameter family
system J0 + ζD; if the Laplace matrix L is defective
one can check the instability condition on the available
eigenvalues. This accounts to study the sign of λ(Λ(j)),
and conclude about the emergence of patterns solely
based on this information. Let us observe that this is
a sufficient condition, indeed it can happen that the
matrix Mj is stable for all j, i.e., all its eigenvalues
have negative real part, but the presence of Jordan
blocks introduces a transient (polynomial) growth in

the linear regime that results strong enough to limit the
validity of the linear approximation. Stated differently,
the size of the basin of attraction of the stable fixed
point considerably shrinks because of this transient
growth. Thus the nonlinear system could exhibit orbits
departing from the homogeneous reference solution;
only infinitesimal perturbations will be attracted to the
latter, the solution is thus stable but finite perturbations
can be amplified. Hence the latter result extends and
completes the numerical analysis performed in the case
of diagonalizable non-normal networks [23, 25].

A case study: the Brusselator model. - Let us
present the described theory by considering the Brus-
selator model [26–28], often invoked in the literature as
a paradigm nonlinear reaction scheme for studying self-
organized phenomena such as synchronization [25], Tur-
ing patterns [12] and oscillation death [29, 30]. The key
feature of the model is the presence of two species, react-
ing via a cubic nonlinearity

du

dt
= 1− (b+ 1)u+ cu2v

dv

dt
= bu− cu2v ,

(10)

where b > 0 and c > 0 act as tunable model parameters.
One can easily realize the existence of a unique equilib-
rium u∗ = 1 and v∗ = b/c, that results stable if the Jaco-
bian of the reaction part evaluated on it, J0 =

(
b−1 c
−b −c

)
,

has a negative trace, tr(J0) = b − c < 1, and a positive
determinant detJ0 = c > 0.
By considering n identical copies of the Brusselator

model, each one anchored on a node of a network and in-
teracting with the first neighbors, we obtain ∀i = 1, . . . , n

dui

dt
= 1− (b+ 1)ui + cu2

i vi +Du

n∑
j=1

Lijuj

dvi
dt

= bui − cu2
i vi +Dv

n∑
j=1

Lijvj .

(11)

By linearizing the above equation about the homoge-
neous equilibrium and by using the Jordan blocks we
can obtain the analogous of Eqs. (8) - (9). Then, we
can determine the region in the complex plane (see Ap-
pendix A) associated to the Turing instability if at least
one eigenvalue of the Laplace matrix falls into this re-
gion. Let us remark that in the following we always deal
with an unstable dispersion relation, i.e., there exists at
least one eigenvalue Λ(j) such that Eq. (8) is unstable. In
the top panel of Fig. 1 we show the region of instability
for the Brusselator model defined on a defective network
composed by N = 10 nodes (see Fig. 2), where the stable
eigenvalues are Λ(1) = 0, with multiplicity 2, Λ(2) = −1
with multiplicity 5 and Λ(3) = −2 with multiplicity 1.
There is only one unstable eigenvalue Λ(4) = −4 with
multiplicity 2.
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FIG. 1: Region of the complex plane associated to Tur-
ing instability (top panel) and dispersion relation (bottom
panel) computed for the Brusselator model with parameters
b = 3.92, c = 3, Du = 0.2 and Dv = 0.8. Top panel:
The black dots denote the eigenvalues of the Laplace ma-
trix, Λ(1) = 0 (multiplicity 2), Λ(2) = −1 (multiplicity 5),

Λ(3) = −2 (multiplicity 1), Λ(4) = −4 (multiplicity 2), the
green region is associated to a positive dispersion relation,
while the white one to the negative case. Bottom panel: the
largest real part of the spectrum of the matrix J0 + ζD is
shown in blue as a function of ζ, the dispersion relation eval-
uated on the Laplace spectrum is reported by using red tri-
angles.

In the bottom panel of Fig. 1 we report the disper-
sion relation computed for the Brusselator defined on
the same defective network. The Laplace eigenvalues
are represented by symbols (red triangles) while the con-
tinuous curve is the dispersion relation computed for
the 1-(complex) parameter family of linear systems in-
troduced above with the matrix Mj . One can observe

that λ(Λ(j)) is positive for Λ(4) and thus the equilibrium
(u∗, v∗) ∼ (1, 1.3067) of the coupled system is unstable,
as we can appreciate by inspecting Fig. 3 where we report
the time evolution of the concentrations ui(t) vs. time.
The same conclusion can be obtained by observing the
top panel of Fig. 1 where we can realize that Λ(4) lies
inside the instability region (green area).

FIG. 2: Random non-normal defective network composed by
n = 10 nodes, built by using a directed Erdős-Rényi algo-
rithm where the probability to create a bidirectional link is
0.2 and the probability to transform it into a directed one is
0.6. Nodes have been colored according to the value of species
u at time t̂ = 200 (see colorbar).

FIG. 3: Evolution of the concentration of the specie ui over
time for the Brusselator model with parameters b = 3.92,
c = 3, Du = 0.2 and Dv = 0.8. The underlying network
is the one shown in Fig. 2. The nodes concentrations have
been initialized to the homogeneous equilibrium, u∗ = 1, upon
which a random, node dependent, perturbation of order 0.01
has been added. The resulting orbits have been obtained by
using a Runge-Kutta 4th method with time step 0.01. Each
trajectory has been represented by using the same color of
the corresponding node in Fig. 2, namely the value at time
t̂ = 200.

Pattern reconstruction through generalized
eigenvectors. - When there exists an eigenbasis for
the Laplace matrix, we can show that pattern can
be described by using the eigenvectors related to the
unstable eigenvalues, i.e., the eigenvalues of the Laplace
matrix that return a positive dispersion relation or
equivalently they lie in the instability region as shown
above. Our goal is to show that a similar result can
be obtained in the case of defective Laplace matrix by
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recurring to generalized eigenvectors to reconstruct the
pattern. To achieve such goal, we use again the Brusse-
lator model (11) defined on top of the defective random
non-normal network presented above (see Fig. 2). Let
us remember that the Laplace matrix of the network
has an unstable eigenvalue, Λ(4) with multiplicity 2, to
which we associate the eigenvector ϕ(4) and a generalized
eigenvector v(4).
To support our claim, we considered the solution ui(t)

of model (11) up to certain (large) time, t̂ = 250, and we
thus obtain the vector û = (u1(t̂), . . . , u10(t̂))

⊤, i.e., the
asymptotic pattern. We then proceed by reconstructing
(see Appendix B) such pattern by using the eigenvector
ϕ(4) (see upper panel of Fig. 4) or the above eigenvec-
tor together with the generalized eigenvector v(4) (see
lower panel of Fig. 4). We can observe that in both cases
the reconstructed pattern is very close to the original one
and moreover the one obtained by using also the general-
ized eigenvector is noticeably improved, having a smaller
error. Let us observe that as the reconstruction would
obviously be better with two vectors than with one, a
weighted absolute error was used to compare the accu-
racy of the reconstruction. Indeed Each absolute error is
weighted by the number of (eigen)vectors used, divided
by the total number of available unstable (eigen)vectors,
namely the geometric multiplicity. In this case we hence
obtain 1/2 in the first case and 2/2 in the second one (see
Appendix B for a rigorous definition of the used weighted
error). Let us notice that our results are robust with re-

FIG. 4: Pattern vs. reconstructed pattern for the Brussela-
tor model with parameters b = 3.92, c = 3, Du = 0.2 and
Dv = 0.8. Upper panel: the reconstruction is obtained with
only the eigenvectors (EV). Lower panel: the eigenvectors and
generalized eigenvectors (GEV) are used for the reconstruc-
tion. In the first case, the reconstruction error is ε = 0.088
while in the second one we have ε = 0.015.

spect to the number of (generalized) unstable eigenvec-
tors and their multiplicity (see Appendix D and Fig. 16),
the chosen value of t̂ or, in the case of oscillatory pattern,
to the fact of considering the time-average of ui(t), i.e.,
⟨u⟩ = (⟨u1⟩, . . . , ⟨u10⟩)⊤ where ⟨u⟩i is the time-average of
the orbit of the i-th node (see Appendix D and Fig. 11).
Let us conclude by observing that the proposed pattern
reconstruction method scales well with the increasing size
of the network. Moreover, the results we obtain by re-
lying on a family of directed defective networks, support
the claim that the use of generalized eigenvectors always
returns a better estimate of the pattern, than the eigen-
vectors alone (see Appendix D and Fig. 17).

Conclusions. - In this paper we have further extended
the Turing theory of pattern formation by studying the
case of defective networks. After solving the problem
analytically and showing the effects on the instability
mechanism given by the presence of Jordan blocks, we
have shown the pivotal role of generalized eigenvectors
in the reconstruction of the asymptotic pattern. Con-
sidering that most real-world networks are non-normal,
our results become particularly relevant even looking at
other nonlinear phenomena beyond Turing pattern for-
mation and may help in filling the gap between theory
and observations. Moreover, the proposed pattern recon-
struction method further improves the understanding of
the interplay between the dynamics and the underlying
topology, paving the way for finer methods of network
reconstruction from observational data.
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Appendix A: Condition for the Turing instability.

In the main text we showed (see Eqs. (8)-(9)) that Turing instability can be determined by studying the spectrum
of the matrix Mj = J0 + Λ(j)D, where J0 is the Jacobian of the reaction part (2) evaluated at the homogeneous

equilibrium (u∗, v∗), D is the diagonal matrix of the diffusion coefficients and Λ(j) is the j-th eigenvalue of the Laplace
matrix L. Moreover because the homogeneous solution is stable we also have tr(J0) < 0 and detJ0 > 0.

The eigenvalues of Mj can be straightforwardly obtained by using the formula

µj =
tr(Mj) +

√
(tr(Mj))2 − 4 detMj

2
;

because the network is directed the Laplace matrix is generally asymmetric, thus its eigenvalues are complex numbers
and so does µj . By writing Λ(j) = ℜΛ(j) + iℑΛ(j) we can obtain

ℜtr(Mj) = tr(J0) + (Du +Dv)ℜΛ(j)

ℑtr(Mj) = (Du +Dv)ℑΛ(j)

ℜdet(Mj) = det(J0) + ((J0)11Dv + (J0)22Du)ℜΛ(j) +DuDv

[
(ℜΛ(j))2 − (ℑΛ(j))2

]
ℑdet(Mj) = ((J0)11Dv + (J0)22Du)ℑΛ(j) + 2DuDvℜΛ(j)ℑΛ(j) ,
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and eventually express the real part of µj as follows

ℜµj =
ℜtr(Mj) + γ

2
,

where

γ =

√
A+
√
A2 +B2

2
, A = (ℜtr(Mj))

2 − (ℑtr(Mj))
2 − 4ℜ det(Mj) and B = 2ℜtr(Mj)ℑtr(Mj)− 4ℜ det(Mj) .

The condition for instability is ℜµj > 0 for some j, namely

ℜtr(Mj) > −γ ,

that can be rewritten as

S2

(
ℜΛ(j)

)(
ℑΛ(j)

)2

< −S1

(
ℜΛ(j)

)
, (A1)

where S1 (resp. S2) is a polynomial of fourth (resp. second) degree in ℜΛ(j). More precisely

S1 (x) = C14x
4 + C13x

3 + C12x
2 + C11x+ C10

S2 (x) = C22x
2 + C21x+ C20 ,

where the coefficients Cij are explicitly given by

C14 = DuDv(Du +Dv)
2

C13 = (Du +Dv)
2 ((J0)11Dv + (J0)22Du) + 2tr(J0)DuDv(Du +Dv)

C12 = det(J0)(Du +Dv)
2 + (tr(J0))

2
DuDv + 2tr(J0)(Du +Dv) ((J0)11Dv + (J0)22Du)

C11 = 2tr(J0)(Du +Dv) det(J0) + (tr(J0))
2
((J0)11Dv + (J0)22Du)

C10 = det(J0) (tr(J0))
2
,

and

C22 = DuDv(Du −Dv)
2

C21 = ((J0)11Dv + (J0)22Du) (Du −Dv)
2

C20 = (J0)11(J0)22(Du −Dv)
2 .

In conclusion, whenever the Laplace matrix admits at least one eigenvalue such that condition (A1) is satisfied, then
the homogeneous equilibrium turns out to be unstable once submitted to heterogeneous perturbations. The region of
the complex plane (ℜΛ,ℑΛ) where this condition holds true is the green region shown in Fig. 1 in the main text and
Fig. 8 in Appendix D.

Appendix B: Pattern reconstruction

To reconstruct the pattern, u(t̂), we first centered it by subtracting the homogeneous equilibrium u∗. The goal
is thus to project the obtained vector, p = u(t̂) − u∗ ∈ Rn, on the subspace V generated by the d ≥ 1 linearly
independent vectors considered for the reconstruction, i.e., unstable eigenvectors and generalized ones. Let us denote
by πV (p) the projection of p onto V . This vector can thus be expressed by a linear combination of those generating
vectors

πV (p) = Ba , (B1)

where a is the vector containing the coefficients of the linear combination and B is the matrix with the d linearly
independent vectors as columns. By using basic algebra, one can express the centered pattern as p = πV (p) + z, with
πV (p) ∈ V and z ∈ V ⊥. By invoking the image-kernel theorem one can write V ⊥ = ℑ(B)⊥ = ker(B⊤), z = p−πV (p)
lies therefore in ker(B⊤), namely B⊤(p− πV (p)) = 0. By using the expression (B1) we can rewrite the latter as

B⊤(p−Ba) = 0 .
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By developing the computations we obtain

a = (B⊤B)−1B⊤p ,

and eventually the following expression for the projected centered pattern πV (p) = B(B⊤B)−1B⊤p. Let us observe
that if the (generalized) eigenvectors are complex, and so does the matrix B, we decided to replace each complex
vector with two real ones obtained by taking the real and the imaginary part of the former complex vector.

For sake of clarity in the Figures presenting the pattern, the equilibrium has been added back to the projection to
better compare πV (p) + u∗ with the pattern u(t̂).
We can now focus more on the vectors we use for the reconstruction. As said in the main text, when the Laplace

matrix is diagonalizable we just compute the eigenvectors and use those associated with unstable eigenvalues. When we
work with defective networks, the Laplace matrix does not have a linearly independent set of eigenvectors. We therefore
compute the Jordan canonical form of the Laplace matrix, as seen in the main text, P−1LP = B = diag(B1, . . . ,Bℓ)
where the Bj is the mj × mj Jordan block, m1 + · · · + mℓ = n. The matrix P has the (generalized) eigenvectors
as columns, which are linearly independent. We then use the (generalized) eigenvectors corresponding to unstable
eigenvalues in the reconstruction.

In order to compare the reconstructions with and without the generalized eigenvectors, we used a weighted absolute
error. If we note by ũ = (ũ1, . . . , ũn)

⊤ = πV (p) + u∗ the reconstructed pattern starting from the real one û =
(u1(t̂), . . . , un(t̂))

⊤ for the fixed time t̂, the absolute error is ∥û− ũ∥1/n, i.e., the 1-norm of the n-dimensional vectors
divided by the network size. The latter error is then weighted by the number of (generalized) eigenvectors used in
the reconstruction, i.e., the dimension d of the subspace V , divided by the total number of (generalized) unstable
available eigenvectors, Nu. In conclusion the error used to evaluate the goodness of the reconstructed pattern is

ε =
d

Nu

∥û− ũ∥1
n

. (B2)

Appendix C: Generating directed networks with prescribed defective Laplacian spectra

The goal of this section is to present a novel algorithm allowing to determine a directed network with a prescribed
defective Laplacian spectrum. To the best of our knowledge this is an open problem and in the literature few results
are available, the interested reader can consult [32] for the case of symmetric networks or [33] in the case of directed
ones, and the references therein. Let us observe that none of the previous works can be applied to the present case
because both assume the existence of a basis for the Laplace matrix. For the scope of this work we thus decided to
develop the algorithm under the simplifying assumption of a real non-positive spectrum.

Let us thus consider a collection of s+ 1 ≥ 2 real eigenvalues, Λ(0) = 0, Λ(j) < 0 and let us assume moreover that
each eigenvalue has algebraic multiplicity mj ≥ 1, for j = 1, . . . , s, strictly larger than the geometric multiplicity. Let
us initially impose the null eigenvalue to be simple, i.e., m0 = 1; we will relax this assumption in the following. We
thus trivially have

∑s
j=1 mj = n and the network will thus have n+ 1 nodes.

To each eigenvalue Λ(j), j = 1, . . . , s, we associate a Jordan block of dimension mj ×mj

B(j) = Λ(j)Imj
+Nmj

, (C1)

where Imj is the mj ×mj identity matrix and Nmj the nilpotent matrix

Nmj
=


0 1 0 . . . 0
0 0 1 . . . 0
...

...
. . .

. . .
...

0 0 0
. . . 1

0 0 0 0 0

 .

Let us introduce the (n+ 1)× (n+ 1) block diagonal matrix JL

JL =

(
0 0⃗⊤n
0⃗n B

)
, (C2)
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where 0⃗n = (0, . . . , 0)⊤ is the n-dimensional null vector and B the n×n block diagonal matrix build with the Jordan
block, namely

B = diag(B(1), . . . ,B(s)) . (C3)

Let us observe that we do not consider in B the null eigenvalue that has been already set in the entry (1, 1) of JL.
The latter matrix will be the Jordan Canonical Form of the Laplace matrix we are looking for.

Let us define the (n+ 1)× (n+ 1) non-singular matrix S given by

S =

(
1 0⃗⊤n
un In

)
, (C4)

where we have introduced the n-dimensional vector un = (1, . . . , 1)⊤. One can easily prove that the inverse of S exists
and it is given by

S−1 =

(
1 0⃗⊤n
−un In

)
. (C5)

By using S and S−1, we define the matrix

L = SJLS
−1 . (C6)

Clearly this matrix has the same spectrum and same eigenvalues multiplicity of JL. It remains to prove that L is
indeed a Laplace matrix of a suitable network whose adjacency matrix A is given by Aij = Lij for i ̸= j and Aii = 0.
In this way we will have built a network with a prescribed spectrum and eigenvalues multiplicities, and positively
weighted adjacency matrix.

Let us introduce the (n+ 1)-dimensional vector e1 = (1, 0, . . . , 0)⊤, then we trivially get

Se1 = un+1 ,

and thus

S−1un+1 = e1 ,

hence

Lun+1 = SJLS
−1un+1 = SJLe1 = 0 , (C7)

where in the last step we have used the block structure of the matrix JL given by (C2). We have thus proved that
the rows of L sum to zero or equivalently that the constant vector un+1 is an eigenvector associated to the eigenvalue
Λ(0) = 0.
It remains to prove that L has non-positive diagonal and non-negative out of diagonal entries. To do this, let us

compute explicitly SJLS
−1, moreover let us rewrite S and S−1 by using the block structure induced by the one of B,

namely

L = SJLS
−1 =


1 0⃗⊤m1

0⃗⊤m2
. . . 0⃗⊤ms

um1
Im1

Om1,m2
. . . Om1,ms

um2
Om2,m1

Im2
. . . Om2,ms

...
...

. . .
. . .

...
ums

Oms,m1
. . . Oms,ms−1

Ims


(

0 0⃗⊤N
0⃗N B

)


1 0⃗⊤m1
0⃗⊤m2

. . . 0⃗⊤ms

−um1
Im1

Om1,m2
. . . Om1,ms

−um2
Om2,m1

Im2
. . . Om2,ms

...
...

. . .
. . .

...
−ums

Oms,m1
. . . Oms,ms−1

Ims

 ,

where we have introduced the null m×m′ matrix denoted by Om,m′ .
By performing the computation, we obtain

L =


0 0⃗⊤m1

0⃗⊤m2
. . . 0⃗⊤ms

0⃗m1 Bm1 Om1,m2 . . . Om1,ms

0⃗m2
Om2,m1

Bm2
. . . Om2,ms

...
...

. . .
. . .

...

0⃗ms Oms,m1 . . . Oms,ms−1 Bms




1 0⃗⊤m1

0⃗⊤m2
. . . 0⃗⊤ms

−um1
Im1

Om1,m2
. . . Om1,ms

−um2
Om2,m1

Im2
. . . Om2,ms

...
...

. . .
. . .

...
−ums

Oms,m1
. . . Oms,ms−1

Ims



=


0 0⃗⊤m1

0⃗⊤m2
. . . 0⃗⊤ms

−Bm1
um1

Bm1
Om1,m2

. . . Om1,ms

−Bm2
um2

Om2,m1
Bm2

. . . Om2,ms

...
...

. . .
. . .

...
−Bms

ums
Oms,m1

. . . Oms,ms−1
Bms

 .
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The diagonal elements are clearly non-positive being 0 and the diagonal elements of the matrices Bmj , j = 1, . . . , n,
namely

diag(L) = (0,Λ(1), . . . ,Λ(1), . . . ,Λ(s), . . . ,Λ(s)) . (C8)

Let us now consider the out of diagonal elements. It is straightforward to realize that for any i ≥ 2 we have Lij ≥ 0,
indeed those terms are associated to the null matrices Om,m′ or to the nilpotent ones, Nm, hence those entries are
0 or 1. It remains to check the sign of the first column, L1j . Those elements are of the form −Bmk

umk
for some

k = 1, . . . , s. Because of the definition of the Jordan block (C1) we have

−Bmk
umk

= −
(
Λ(k)Imk

+Nmk

)
umk

= −Λ(k)umk
−Nmk

umk
= (−Λ(k) − 1, . . . ,−Λ(k) − 1,−Λ(k))⊤ ,

that are positive by assuming Λ(k) < −1.
Let us observe that this last constraint can be relaxed by considering the nilpotent matrix

Nmj =


0 a 0 . . . 0
0 0 a . . . 0
...

...
. . .

. . .
...

0 0 0
. . . a

0 0 0 0 0

 ,

for some a > 0; indeed the condition for non-negativity of the entries becomes Λ(k) < −a, and taking a close to 0 we
can relax the latter constraint.

Let us conclude this section by discussing the initial assumption about Λ(0) = 0 to be simple. The proposed method
allows to create networks with a prescribed real spectrum and multiplicity, but with one node, say the number 1,

with zero in-degree and maximal out-degree, that is k
(in)
1 = 0 and k

(out)
1 = n (see Fig. 5 for an example with m0 = 1,

m1 = 2, m2 = 3 and m3 = 1). From the latter figure, one can also observe the interesting structures induced by the
multiplicity, for each mj > 1 there is a sort of “folding fan” with mj directed “sticks” pointing from the node number
1 to other nodes connected among them with a directed path. For instance one can observe on the right part the
“folding fan” 1→ 3→ 2← 1 associated to m1 = 2, on the bottom part the “folding fan” 1→ 6→ 5, 1→ 5→ 4← 1
associated to m2 = 3. Notice that for mj = 1 the folding fan “collapses” into a directed link, here 1 → 7 associated
to m3 = 1. To the best of our knowledge, the relations between the algebraic multiplicity of the Laplace eigenvalues
and the above topological network motifs is new and deserves to be further investigated in the future.

FIG. 5: An example of directed defective network obtained with the previous algorithm by using the multiplicity : m0 = 1,
m1 = 2, m2 = 3 and m3 = 1.

On the other hand, one can obtain a larger network by “gluing” together several networks built with the proposed
method, seen thus as basic building blocks. Moreover by carefully choosing where to add the new glue-links we can
create a network with the eigenvalue 0 with higher algebraic multiplicity (see Fig. 6). In the left panel of the Figure
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we show two basic building blocks, the rightmost one, N1 made by 5 nodes, with (m0,m1,m2,m3) = (1, 1, 2, 1) and

ΛN1
∼ (0,−5.90,−7.25,−8.27)⊤, and the rightmost one, N2 containing 8 nodes, with (m0,m1,m2,m3) = (1, 1, 1, 2, 3)

and ΛN2
∼ (0,−1.36,−3.36,−6.74,−9.33)⊤. On the right panel we show the network, N with 16 nodes, obtained

by adding the glue-link 7 → 4. One can observe that the latter network contains two nodes, 1 and 6, with k
(in)
i =

0 and can thus show that this implies that Λ(0) = 0 has now algebraic multiplicity 2, indeed we can compute

ΛN ∼ (0,−1.36,−3.36,−6.74,−6.90,−7.25,−8.27,−9.33)⊤ with multiplicity mN = (2, 1, 1, 2, 1, 2, 1, 3)
⊤
. Let us

finally observe that the spectrum of ΛN is almost the union of the spectra of ΛN1
and ΛN2

, the only difference being
the eigenvalue −6.90 replacing −5.90, this is because the added glue-link modified the weighted in-degree of node 4
by adding a new weight 1.

add glue-link 
<latexit sha1_base64="Yxbulz46P1sUhvcn4UFPIaHJN+M=">AAAB9XicbVBNTwIxEJ3FL8Qv1KOXRmLiiewaFI9ELx4xkY8EVtItXWjotpu2KyEb/ocXDxrj1f/izX9jgT0o+JJJXt6bycy8IOZMG9f9dnJr6xubW/ntws7u3v5B8fCoqWWiCG0QyaVqB1hTzgRtGGY4bceK4ijgtBWMbmd+64kqzaR4MJOY+hEeCBYygo2VHqtdxQZDg5WSY1TpFUtu2Z0DrRIvIyXIUO8Vv7p9SZKICkM41rrjubHxU6wMI5xOC91E0xiTER7QjqUCR1T76fzqKTqzSh+FUtkSBs3V3xMpjrSeRIHtjLAZ6mVvJv7ndRITXvspE3FiqCCLRWHCkZFoFgHqM0WJ4RNLMFHM3orIECtMjA2qYEPwll9eJc2LsndVvryvlGo3WRx5OIFTOAcPqlCDO6hDAwgoeIZXeHPGzovz7nwsWnNONnMMf+B8/gAT6JJA</latexit>

7! 4

<latexit sha1_base64="kSWZnNKDYxgZP/L5R5LNr1/zzNE=">AAAB9HicbVDLSgMxFL1TX7W+qi7dBIvgqsyIr2XRjSupYB/QDiWTZtrQJDMmmUIZ+h1uXCji1o9x59+YaWehrQcCh3Pu5Z6cIOZMG9f9dgorq2vrG8XN0tb2zu5eef+gqaNEEdogEY9UO8CaciZpwzDDaTtWFIuA01Ywus381pgqzSL5aCYx9QUeSBYygo2V/K7AZkgwT++nPa9XrrhVdwa0TLycVCBHvVf+6vYjkggqDeFY647nxsZPsTKMcDotdRNNY0xGeEA7lkosqPbTWegpOrFKH4WRsk8aNFN/b6RYaD0RgZ3MQupFLxP/8zqJCa/9lMk4MVSS+aEw4chEKGsA9ZmixPCJJZgoZrMiMsQKE2N7KtkSvMUvL5PmWdW7rF48nFdqN3kdRTiCYzgFD66gBndQhwYQeIJneIU3Z+y8OO/Ox3y04OQ7h/AHzucPtOeSEg==</latexit>

N1

<latexit sha1_base64="oC/qL+ITUIGkGVIldD9lepih9sk=">AAAB9HicbVDLSgMxFL3js9ZX1aWbYBFclZnia1l040oq2Ae0Q8mkmTY0k4xJplCGfocbF4q49WPc+Tdm2llo64HA4Zx7uScniDnTxnW/nZXVtfWNzcJWcXtnd2+/dHDY1DJRhDaI5FK1A6wpZ4I2DDOctmNFcRRw2gpGt5nfGlOlmRSPZhJTP8IDwUJGsLGS342wGRLM0/tpr9orld2KOwNaJl5OypCj3it9dfuSJBEVhnCsdcdzY+OnWBlGOJ0Wu4mmMSYjPKAdSwWOqPbTWegpOrVKH4VS2ScMmqm/N1IcaT2JAjuZhdSLXib+53USE177KRNxYqgg80NhwpGRKGsA9ZmixPCJJZgoZrMiMsQKE2N7KtoSvMUvL5NmteJdVi4ezsu1m7yOAhzDCZyBB1dQgzuoQwMIPMEzvMKbM3ZenHfnYz664uQ7R/AHzucPtmuSEw==</latexit>

N2

<latexit sha1_base64="ogZ0Y2rOBrg1UsoEjel6AgZzOfk="></latexit>

⇤N1
⇠ (0,�5.90,�7.25,�8.27)

>

<latexit sha1_base64="pXtDPXj3sYfeBkzrPIc0Fwt96QQ=">AAACF3icbVDLSgMxFM3UV62vqks3wSJUKGVSfG2EohtXUsG2QqcOmTTThmYeJHeEMvQv3Pgrblwo4lZ3/o3pY6GtBwKHc+7l5hwvlkKDbX9bmYXFpeWV7GpubX1jcyu/vdPQUaIYr7NIRurOo5pLEfI6CJD8LlacBp7kTa9/OfKbD1xpEYW3MIh5O6DdUPiCUTCSmy8HbuoEFHqMyvR66JLhuSO5D0VSwgSXKrhEHCW6PTi8dyCK3XzBLttj4HlCpqSApqi5+S+nE7Ek4CEwSbVuETuGdkoVCCb5MOckmseU9WmXtwwNacB1Ox3nGuIDo3SwHynzQsBj9fdGSgOtB4FnJkcR9Kw3Ev/zWgn4Z+1UhHECPGSTQ34iMUR4VBLuCMUZyIEhlClh/opZjyrKwFSZMyWQ2cjzpFEpk5Py8c1RoXoxrSOL9tA+KiKCTlEVXaEaqiOGHtEzekVv1pP1Yr1bH5PRjDXd2UV/YH3+AEE8nhY=</latexit>

mN1
= (1, 1, 2, 1)

><latexit sha1_base64="7WPeSW76bkITwj8VgbcsexX0VU0="></latexit>

⇤N2
⇠ (0,�1.36,�3.36,�6.74,�9.33)

>

<latexit sha1_base64="JE8AmIkS+NkSje4Xxit+KrGL2c8=">AAACGnicbVDLSgMxFM3UV62vqks3wSJUKGWmPjdC0Y0rqWAf0KlDJs20oZkHyR2hDPMdbvwVNy4UcSdu/BvTx0JbDyQczrmX5Bw3ElyBaX4bmYXFpeWV7GpubX1jcyu/vdNQYSwpq9NQhLLlEsUED1gdOAjWiiQjvitY0x1cjfzmA5OKh8EdDCPW8Ukv4B6nBLTk5C3fSWyfQJ8SkdykTiW9sAXzoGiVsIVL+q7g0pEtea8Ph/c2hJGTL5hlcww8T6wpKaApak7+0+6GNPZZAFQQpdqWGUEnIRI4FSzN2bFiEaED0mNtTQPiM9VJxtFSfKCVLvZCqU8AeKz+3kiIr9TQd/XkKIWa9Ubif147Bu+8k/AgioEFdPKQFwsMIR71hLtcMgpiqAmhkuu/YtonklDQbeZ0CdZs5HnSqJSt0/LJ7XGhejmtI4v20D4qIgudoSq6RjVURxQ9omf0it6MJ+PFeDc+JqMZY7qzi/7A+PoBmqGetA==</latexit>

mN2
= (1, 1, 1, 2, 3)

> <latexit sha1_base64="G0Iyy08ZLF+SW4dJaFYUzPgVB1c="></latexit>

⇤N ⇠ (0,�1.36,�3.36,�6.74,�6.90,�7.25,�8.27,�9.33)
>

<latexit sha1_base64="0xV6OCv3R5PKwzy/Po8FyHsh6p0="></latexit>

mN = (2, 1, 1, 2, 1, 2, 1, 3)
>

<latexit sha1_base64="SRntqChIFQX0ZrLQ9t6sEw4gCh8=">AAAB8nicbVDLSgMxFM3UV62vqks3wSK4KjPia1l040oq2AdMh5JJM21oJhmSO0IZ+hluXCji1q9x59+YaWehrQcCh3PuJeeeMBHcgOt+O6WV1bX1jfJmZWt7Z3evun/QNirVlLWoEkp3Q2KY4JK1gINg3UQzEoeCdcLxbe53npg2XMlHmCQsiMlQ8ohTAlbyezGBESUiu5/2qzW37s6Al4lXkBoq0OxXv3oDRdOYSaCCGON7bgJBRjRwKti00ksNSwgdkyHzLZUkZibIZpGn+MQqAxwpbZ8EPFN/b2QkNmYSh3Yyj2gWvVz8z/NTiK6DjMskBSbp/KMoFRgUzu/HA64ZBTGxhFDNbVZMR0QTCralii3BWzx5mbTP6t5l/eLhvNa4KeoooyN0jE6Rh65QA92hJmohihR6Rq/ozQHnxXl3PuajJafYOUR/4Hz+AIdPkW4=</latexit>

N

FIG. 6: Creating a larger network by gluing basic building blocks. The obtained network exhibits a 0 eigenvalue with algebraic
multiplicity 2.

Let us observe that by using the idea of gluing together basic building blocks, we can obtain networks that preserve
the degenerate eigenvalues, their multiplicity and only slightly change the remaining eigenvalues, hence without
modifying the multiplicity of 0, an example is shown in Fig. 7. On the left panel we present two basic building blocks
similar to the ones used in the construction presented in Fig. 6, i.e., same multiplicity but different eigenvalues, while
on the right part we show the network obtained by adding the glue-link 7→ 1, say Ñ .

The new network has a Laplace matrix whose spectrum is the union of the spectra of the Laplace matrices for the
two smaller networks together with a new eigenvalue −1, in particular the degenerate eigenvalues did not change their
values neither their multiplicity. The reason being that the glue-link 7 → 1 will not modify the in-degree of node 7,
or of any other node, but the one of node 1, the latter initially was 0 and now becomes 1. Algebraically the adjacency
matrix of Ñ is given by

Ã =

(
A(1) E(17)

O5,8 A(2)

)

where the matrix E(17) has all zero entries but E
(17)
17 = 1, and A(j) denotes the adjacency matrix of the network Ñj ,

j = 1, 2. Hence the Laplace matrix of Ñ results to be

L̃ =

(
L̂(1) E(17)

O5,8 L̃(2)

)

where L̂(1) = L̃(1) − E(11), namely there is a “−1” in position 11, while L̃
(1)
11 = 0 (node 1 has in-degree 0 in the

network N1). Because the spectra of L̂(1) and L̃(2) are disjoint, the Jordan Canonical Form of L̃ is the direct sum of

the Jordan Canonical Form of L̂(1) and L̃(2), from which the conclusion about the spectra and the multiplicity easily
follows.
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add glue-link 
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Ñ1

<latexit sha1_base64="d1sAcojWcM1deAytJ36VI5QjwcE="></latexit>

mÑ2
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FIG. 7: Creating a larger network by gluing basic building blocks. The spectrum of the obtained network exhibits the same
degenerate eigenvalues, multiplicity and only slightly change the remaining eigenvalues with respect to the spectra of the basic
building blocks.

Appendix D: Robustness of pattern reconstruction

The aim of this Section is to present some results supporting the claim that the proposed method for pattern recon-
struction based on the use of generalized eigenvectors, is robust with respect to the number of involved (generalized)
unstable eigenvectors and the time at which the pattern is considered. In a second moment we will also study the
impact of the network size on the reconstruction error.

Let us first consider a case where there are two unstable eigenvectors and two unstable generalized eigenvectors.
In the left panel of Fig. 8 we show the region of instability for the Brusselator model defined on a defective network
composed by N = 10 nodes (see Fig. 9), where Λ(1) = 0 and Λ(2) = −1 both have multiplicity 3 and are stable,
thus they do not intervene in the Turing instability, while Λ(3) = −3 has multiplicity 2 and is unstable as well as the
complex eigenvalue Λ(4) = −1.5+ i0.866 and its complex conjugated Λ(5) = −1.5− i0.866, both with multiplicity one.

a) b)

FIG. 8: Region of the complex plane associated to Turing instability (panel a)) and dispersion relation (panel b)) computed
for the Brusselator model with parameters b = 3.92, c = 3, Du = 0.2 and Dv = 0.8. The black dots denote the eigenvalues
of the Laplace matrix, Λ(1) = 0 (multiplicity 3), Λ(2) = −1 (multiplicity 3), Λ(3) = −3 (multiplicity 2), Λ(4) = −1.5 + i0.866

(multiplicity 1) and Λ(5) = −1.5− i0.866 (multiplicity 1).

In the right panel of Fig. 8 we report the dispersion relation computed for the Brusselator defined on the defective
network shown in Fig. 9. The Laplace eigenvalues are represented by symbols (red triangles) while the continuous curve
is the dispersion relation computed for the 1-(complex) parameter family of linear systems introduced above with the
matrix Mj . One can observe that λ(Λ(j)) is positive for Λ(3) and Λ(4) and thus the equilibrium (u∗, v∗) ∼ (1, 1.3067)
is unstable, as confirmed from the results shown in panel a) of Fig. 10 where we report ui(t) vs. time. Observe that
the same conclusion can be obtained by looking at the left panel of Fig. 8 where we can realize that Λ(3) and Λ(4) lie
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inside the instability region. In the right panel of Fig. 10 we represent the pattern reconstruction at a given fixed t̂

FIG. 9: Random non-normal defective network composed by n = 10 nodes, built by using a directed Erdős-Rényi where the
probability to create a bidirectional link is 0.2 and the probability to transform it into a directed one is 0.6. Each node has
been shown by using a color code corresponding to the concentration of species u at time t̂ = 200 (see color map).

both with only unstable eigenvectors and with generalized ones. In the first case the reconstruction error is given by
ε = 0.0623 while in the second we have ε = 0.0012, let us observe that the former is larger even if the factor accounting
for the number of used vectors is smaller than one; indeed d/Nu = 3/4, because we used the eigenvector associated to
Λ(3) = −3 and the two real vectors obtained from the complex eigenvectors associated to Λ(4) = −1.5 + i0.866. We
can then again conclude that the reconstructed pattern obtained by using both eigenvectors and generalized ones has
a smaller error than the pattern obtained with only the eigenvectors.

FIG. 10: Evolution of the concentration of specie ui over time (panel a)) for the Brusselator model and pattern reconstruction
by using only unstable eigenvectors (panel b)) and unstable eigenvectors and generalized ones (panel c)). In the former case,
the reconstruction error is ε = 0.0623 while in the latter we have ε = 0.0012. The model parameters are given by b = 3.92,
c = 3, Du = 0.2 and Dv = 0.8. The underlying network is the one shown in Fig. 9. Each orbit has been shown by using a color
code corresponding to the concentration of species u at time t̂ = 200, the same color used in Fig. 9.

In the last example, the concentrations ui(t) oscillate in time, it would thus be interesting to reconstruct the time
average pattern

⟨ui⟩ =
1

T

∫ t0+T

t0

ui(s) ds ,
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where t0 > 0 is a sufficiently large lag of time needed to remove a transient phase in the orbit behavior, and T
is a (multiple of the) orbit period. Indeed we can show that the proposed scheme works equally well if we want
to reconstruct the time average pattern, as shown in Fig. 11, where we report the time average patterns and their
reconstruction by using the unstable eigenvectors (top panel) and the unstable eigenvectors and generalized ones for
the same networks and model parameters used for Fig. 10. In the former case the reconstruction error is ε = 0.0620
while in the second one we obtain ε = 8.5 10−4.

a)

b)

FIG. 11: Time average pattern ⟨u⟩ vs. reconstructed pattern for the Brusselator model with parameters b = 3.92, c = 3,
Du = 0.2 and Dv = 0.8. Panel a): the reconstruction is obtained with only the eigenvectors (EV). Panel b): the eigenvectors
and generalized eigenvectors (GEV) are used for the reconstruction. In the former case the error is ε = 0.0620 while in the
latter we get ε = 8.5 10−4.

To conclude this section let us consider a larger network, shown in Fig. 12, made by 20 nodes and exhibiting three
unstable eigenvalues, Λ(4) = −4 with multiplicity four, Λ(5) = −5 and Λ(6) = −7 each with multiplicity one, and
three stable ones, Λ(3) = −2 with multiplicity seven, Λ(2) = −1 with multiplicity three and Λ(1) = 0 with multiplicity
four.

The region of instability shown in panel a) of Fig. 13 or equivalently the dispersion relation, panel b) of the same
figure, testify the existence of three unstable modes and indeed one can observe the emergence of patterns (see panel
a) of Fig. 14). Looking at the dispersion relation one can observe that the latter assumes values very close once
evaluated at Λ(4) = −4 and Λ(5) = −5, indeed λ(−4) = 0.315 and λ(−5) = 0.312.

The most unstable mode drives the onset of the instability, however it is not clear a priori if the pattern would
be better reconstructed by using the most unstable mode alone, Λ(4) = −4, together with the associated generalized
eigenvectors or the mode Λ(5) = −5. By eyeball analysis of panels b)-e) of Fig. 14 one would conclude that the strategy
relying on the use of Λ(4) = −4 and the generalized eigenvectors provides the better results. Let us however observe
that the smallest reconstruction error is found by using Λ(4) = −4 alone; this is due to the dimensionality rescaling
factor, here 1/4, corresponding thus to the use of one eigenvector out of four possible (generalized) eigenvectors. This
analysis should thus be considered as a preliminary step toward a deeper understanding of the problem, that will be
addressed in a forthcoming study.

We conclude this section by studying the impact of the network size on the error reconstruction. We will use the
directed defective networks obtained by using the algorithm presented in Section C as support for the Brusselator
model to perform this analysis. Moreover, to simplify the analysis and removing for possible confounding factors, we
assumed the existence of a unique unstable degenerate eigenvalue while all the remaining stable eigenvalues can be
degenerate or not. We then fixed some generic values for the Brusselator model and computed the dispersion relation,
namely the largest real part of the eigenvalues of the 1-(complex) parameter family of the matrix J0 + ζD, as defined
in the main text (see Fig. 15).

The size of the network and the multiplicity are related by n =
∑s

j=1 mj . A first study concerns thus the dependence

of the pattern reconstruction error (B2) as a function of the multiplicity, m, of the unique unstable eigenvalues for
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FIG. 12: Random non-normal defective network composed by n = 20 nodes, built by using a directed Erdős-Rényi where the
probability to create a bidirectional link is 0.2 and the probability to transform it into a directed one is 0.6. Each node has
been shown by using a color code corresponding to the concentration of species u at time t̂ = 200 (see color map).

a) b)

FIG. 13: Region of the complex plane associated to Turing instability (panel a)) and dispersion relation (panel b)) computed
for the Brusselator model with parameters b = 3.92, c = 3, Du = 0.2 and Dv = 0.8. The black dots denote the eigenvalues of
the Laplace matrix, Λ(1) = 0 (multiplicity 4), Λ(2) = −1 (multiplicity 3), Λ(3) = −2 (multiplicity 7), Λ(4) = −4 (multiplicity

4), Λ(5) = −5 and Λ(6) = −7 each with multiplicity one. The used network is shown in Fig. 12.

a fixed network size. The results reported in Fig. 16 concern a network whose size is n = 1000 and we let the
multiplicity m to vary from 2 to 20; for each value of m we compute the pattern reconstruction error by using the
unique eigenvector (EV - blue points) and the latter eigenvector together with the m − 1 generalized eigenvectors
(GEV - black squares), let us stress that in the former case the pre-factor d/Nu in Eq. (B2) is equal to 1/m, while
it is the unity in the case of generalized eigenvectors. Each point is the average over 100 independent replicas of the
construction, i.e., different networks with a different spectrum but with the same multiplicity. Two main messages
can be drawn from these results: first of all, the use of the generalized unstable eigenvectors provides an error or
several order of magnitude smaller than the use of the unstable eigenvector. Second, the dependence of the error on
the value m is relatively small.

Because the multiplicity of the unstable eigenvalues does not play a relevant role, we decided to study the error as
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FIG. 14: Evolution of the concentration of specie ui over time (panel a)) for the Brusselator model and pattern reconstruction

by using only the unstable eigenvector associated to λ(4) = −4 (panel b)) and the unstable eigenvector associated to λ(5) = −5

(panel d)). In panel c) we report the pattern reconstructed by using the unstable eigenvector for λ(4) = −4 and its associated
generalized eigenvectors. Finally in panel e) we report the patterns obtained by using the unstable eigenvectors associated to

λ(4) = −4 and λ(5) = −5 and the generalized eigenvectors associated to the former vector. The model parameters are given by
b = 3.92, c = 3, Du = 0.2 and Dv = 0.8. The underlying network is the one show in Fig. 12. Orbits have been reported by
using the same color of the corresponding node in Fig. 12, which corresponds to the value of u at t̂ = 200.
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FIG. 15: Dispersion relation. The largest real part of the spectrum of the matrix J0 + ζD is shown in blue as a function of
ζ, the dispersion relation evaluated on stable Laplace eigenvalues is reported by using red triangles, while the unique unstable
eigenvalue is shown with a green square.

a function of the network size for randomly generated networks of increasing sizes obtained by applying the gluing
construction presented in Section C, with the constraint of having a unique unstable eigenvalue, whose geometric
multiplicity is a random number uniformly drawn in {2, 3, 4, 5}. We show in Fig. 17 the results for networks whose
sizes ranges from 100 to 1000 and we can conclude that the error is always smaller in the case of the generalized
eigenvectors (GEV (dir) - black squares) are used to reconstruct the pattern with respect to the case where only the
unstable eigenvector is used (EV (dir) - blue circles). In the same Figure we report the error computed by using a
symmetric network with a single unstable eigenvector built by using the algorithm presented in [32] (EV (symm) -
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FIG. 16: The pattern reconstruction error as a function of the multiplicity m of the unique unstable eigenvalues for a network
of size n = 1000.

red diamonds) and we can observe that the error lies in between the previous two cases.
We conclude this analysis with some cautionary remarks: the family of directed defective networks we obtain with

the above presented algorithm could not be the most general one, in particular because we allow only for real spectra
and well localized eigenvectors as in the algorithm proposed in [32], and those facts could induce an unwanted and
uncontrolled bias.
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FIG. 17: The pattern reconstruction error as a function of the network size. In the case of symmetric networks (EV symmetric,
red diamonds) only the unstable eigenvector has been used to reconstruct the pattern; in the case of directed defective networks
we can use the unstable eigenvector alone (EV dir, blue circles) or together with the generalized eigenvectors (GEV dir, black
squares). Each symbols is the result of the average over 100 independent networks reconstructions.
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