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We study fully synchronized states in scale-free networkshaotic logistic maps as a function of both
dynamical and topological parameters. Three differenwvait topologies are considered: (i) random scale-free
topology, (ii) deterministic pseudo-fractal scale-frestwork, and (iii) Apollonian network. For the random
scale-free topology we find a coupling strength thresholgbbe which full synchronization is attained. This
threshold scales a@s , wherek is the outgoing connectivity and depends on the local nonlinearity. For
deterministic scale-free networks coherence is obseragdvehen the coupling strength is proportional to the
neighbor connectivity. We show that the transition to cehee is of first-order and study the role of the most
connected nodes in the collective dynamics of oscillatoscale-free networks.
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I. INTRODUCTION AND MODEL topologies has been studied for the random topol{gyi[24, 25]
and small-world topology; [26, 27, 2§,i29]. However, apart

rom a few exceptions,[25, 30, 31], there is a quite general

Recently, intensive research on the structure and dynamit{ ck of studies tackling svnchronization of chaotic ostits
of networks has provided insight for many systems where the g Sy
n scale-free topologies.

. I- LEPR NI . .
arise naturally[11:2,:3]. Complex networks appear in a wide In this paper we present detailed results concerning syn-

. . . ri H
variety of fields ranging from lasers 4], granular media [5’chronization in oscillator networks with scale-free tamgiks.

&], quantum transport 7], colloidal suspensions [8], eleal . : . '
circuits ["_Q]v and time series analysis :[_10], to heart rhyshm Our purpose is to determine under which conditions scae-fr

. : L My : ol : topologies enable the emergence of coherent behavior. As a
{%&};ﬁfﬁéﬂgﬁg}gﬁ%i g]rotem folding [44], and locoriut general result, we present evidences that the transitieyrto

i ) ) ) chronization is of first-order. Our model reads
From the mathematical point of view, a network is a graph, S

compqsed by nodes or vertices and by their connections or X 1= 0 "F Keg) + — Ky f &) (1)
edgesi[2]. When studying network dynamics one frequently ik,
assumes a regular structure where each node evolves ac-
cally fixed points 18], limit cycles;[17] or chaotic attracs tively, I being the total number of oscillators, " 1is
[L8,:19]. When studying network structure, one usually nethe coupling parametex, ; represents the set of labels of the
glects node dynamics and all complexity is introduced by theneighbors of nede, k; represents the number of such neigh-
way nodes are connected to each other, i.e. by the netwotbors, andv; =, k; normalizes the interaction term in
topology. With respect to their topology, networks are ligua Eq. {1). The functiorf () is a continuous function governing
divided into three large classes [2]: random networks, @her node dynamics when connections are absent. Here we choose
all the nodes are randomly connect{g'c_i [20], small-world netthe well-known quadratic map x) = 1 ax?, where the
works introduced recently by Watts and Strogata {21, 22] asree parametes is restricted to the interval 025 a2
a middle ground between regular and random networks, angind contains all possible dynamical regimes from a fixedtpoin
the scale-free networks (e.g. Barabasi and Alljert [23ene  (e.g. a=0) to fully developed chaotic orbits (eag= 2). The
growth and preferential attachment are considered. parameter is a real number controlling the homogeneity
The next logical step toward real network dynamics is toin the coupling: positive values of enhance the coupling
consider simultaneously structural and dynamic compjexit strength with sites having larger number of neighbors, evhil
One important question addressed in this context is to khow inegative values favor sites having less neighbors. Fero
synchronization between oscillators in such complex topol the coupling between each site and its neighborhood is homo-
gies would appear and under which conditions it prevails. Irgeneous, i.e. itis independent on the coordination.
fact, coherent behavior of oscillator networks with comple ~ The linear stability of the coherent states; = X ;8iis
governed by the variational equations of E:_c'|. (1), whose-diag
onal form reads [32, 33, 34]
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where (" ;) is the Lyapunov exponenb, £ X ) represents
the identity matrix multiplied by the derivative df (x) com-
puted atx = X and ; are eigenvalues of the coupling matrix
G whose diagonal values atg = 1, while off-diagonal el-

ements arey;; = k=N ; if nodesiand j are coupled and

zero otherwise. Ifs has zero-sum rows and all its eigenval- N

ues ; 5 L arereal, then; = 0 corresponds

to the mode parallel to the synchronization manifold and the 1

largest Lyapunov exponent defines a master stability fancti g gl 0
[34]. The coherent state is stable whenever ;) < 0 for 0.2
i= 2;::5L [34,133,,34]. In our case, it is easy to check '
that indeeds have zero-row sum, yielding; = 0 and all its 0'2 | 0.4
eigenvalues are real, since det 1) = det(G 1) where '0 €
G is a symmetric matrix, namely = HK LK H with L being ¥ 0.6
the Laplacian of the network [82,135], and matricegndk

being the diagonal matrices with elemefits = N, "~ and
K ;= k, ° respectively. 1
From Eq. r(2), taking into account the ordering of the eigen- |Og 0'2

values ;, one easily concludes that the stability condition for
chaotic maps reads

0 5

FIG. 1: Typical histogram of the standard mean square andgit

1 exp( ) <o l+exp( ) 3) deviation ? as a function of the coupling strength showing the

5 . ’ transition to coherence for a sample %0 initial random config-
urations. Herel represents the fraction of configurations, and we

) ~discarded transients ab* time steps and fixed nonlinearity= 2,
where is the Lyapunov exponent of the local map. In partic- connectivityk = m o = 8, and number of nodes = 1000, and

ular there is a range of coupling strengths enabling syrchro = o. The base of the logarithm is.
nizabilityif .= ,< @+e )=@ e )holds. Therefore,
by computing the eigenvalues of the Laplacian matrix one is
able to find the range of couplings for which coherent states
are stable. For more detailed results see Ref. [36].

Instead of starting from coherent states and studying their N
stability to perturbations, in this paper we consider lage- ok
ples of random initial configurations and study how much and 96 e 2

i - ® i 7747
under what conditions they converge toward a coherent state 03 WWW%%%%/
This procedure not only reveals the existence of stable solu ' /////////////////é//{ . /f////////////////////////////// 4
tions but also gives a rough measure of its basin of attnactio 0

_
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Earlier results;[25] show a transition to full synchronigat
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for two particular values of the nonlinearityin the homo-

geneous regime (= 0), when either the coupling strength
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or the number of outgoing connections are varied. Here, we
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show that the threshold value of such a transition as a func-
tion of coupling strength and outgoing connectivity obeys aFIG. 2: Typical histogram of the standard mean square-tiemia
power-law with an exponent that depends on the nonlineat©9,, ° &s & function of connectivity, for " = 0:95,a= 2, =0
ity. We study not only the usuakndom scale-free network and'L = 1000. The same conditions and initial configurations of
of Barabasi and Albert [23], but alsteterministic scale-free Fig.d were used.
networks constructed in an iterative wayi[37, 38, 39]. De-
terministic scale-free networks are analytically easienadn-
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dle [32,140]. Deterministic networks are applied for ingtan I. RANDOM SCALE-FREE NETWORKS
in spin systems: [39], and geographical and social networks
(39,411

_ Random scale-free networks share with many real net-
We consider in Section !l the homogeneous couplingworks, e.g. the World Wide Web, two generic mechanisms:
regime for the random scale-free topology. In Sect_i'g'n IIl wegrowth and preferential attachmer-'_1t [2]. In this Section, we
extend our results to two deterministic scale-free netaork use the algorithm of Barabasi and Albent [2; 23] to congtruc
namely a pseudo-fractal netWOI:_IZ_:[38] and an Apollonian netthe network: starting with a small number of nodes, say
work [',_?:9] Discussion and conclusions are given in Sectiorfully interconnected with each other, one adds iteratively
A new node withk new edges, which connect randomly the new



node with previous nodes, depending on their own number of
connections. As a general feature, one fin'_c'js [2] a connectiv-
ity distribution which follows a power law with an exponent

= 3, independently om , andk. After a certain number of =
iterations, ones has a network witmodes, and then we place ,.;",',‘z""‘"'
chaotic maps at the nodes, according to I'E':q (1), and observeNl"=
if they synchronize or not after some transient. 8:3 v,vn‘
A suitable approach to study synchronization of chaotic os- 8;2‘ “‘
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wherex. is the average amplitude at a given time step\s

one easily sees, all the nodes are synchronized at the sametc
amplitude whenever ? is zero within numerical precision, .
ie. 2 1039, We call these fully synchronized staias

herent states, to distinguish them fromartially synchronized
configurations, when several different clusters of nodehl wi

the same amplitude are observgd [16]. 08

In a previous work by Jost and JqS/_?[ZS], concerning lattices
of coupled maps with different coupling topologies, a tran-
sition to coherence between chaotic maps was found, wheno. |
considering the Barabasi-Albert network, occurring far-p
ticularly high coupling strengths, typically of the ordef o
", 0:9. Our simulations have shown that these transitions 4 g e e
occur after discarding transients of10* time steps and they %9
do not change significantly with the network size. Moreover,
this transition to coherence is robust with respect toahdon-
figurations.

Figure:_i shows a typical histogram of the standard mean
square-deviation as a function of the coupling strerigtdom-
puted from a sample of 500 initial configurations, and fixing
L = 1000,a = 2, andk = m, = 8. From the histogram, |
one clearly sees the sharp transition to coherence andtalso i ~*}es7 oees 0660 g 0877 08780 s | 10 is
robustness to initial configurations, since for each capli
strength all the final configurations have approximately the
same standard mean square-deviation. In particular, above y _ .
the threshold'. 029, all initial configurations converge to- F'C- 3: Transition to coherence as a function of connegti

o . . f and coupling strength'. (a) FractionN _, of coherent states
ward a coherent state, indicating that in this parameteoneg from 500 random initial configurations for - 2. (b) Coher-
the basin of attraction of coherent states fills almost thigeen '

e ence transition curves in the';k) plane for (from bottom to top)
phase space. These two features, sharp transition to cohel— 1.5.16:18;1:7;19 anda = 2, and(c) the same transition

ence and robustness with respect to initial ConﬁguratiarS, ina |og_|og p|0t (baSG_O), showing power-|aW dependence between
also observed when varying the connectivityas illustrated  connectivity and coupling strength for the transition @swwith an
by Fig. -_2 Both Figs;_:l anE_i: 2 were drawn fixing one of theexponent which depends on the value afsee inset). Here = 0,
parameters! or k. Our simulations show that for the fully L = 1000 and we used transients 06* time steps. By increasing
chaotic regimeé( = 2) the transition to coherence occurs for the transient size to 10° one sees clearly that the transition to co-
gradually smaller coupling strength if the connectivitis in- herence is of first-prder eithéd) yvhen varyin.g .the coupling strength
creased. Figuré) 3a illustrates this fact, plotting thetfemc " ©F (¢) When varying the outgoing connectiviy

N -, of initial configurations which converge to a coherent

state. One sees a clear transition to coherence. Computing

similar histograms for other values af smaller thera = 2, Fig. :ja. For all these values ef the single uncoupled map
and projecting them in the";k) plane one observes similar shows chaotic orbits, or at least the orbits have very lasge p
transition lines in ranges with smaller coupling strengffig-  riods > 10%. Note that the curve foa = 138 is below
ure :_$b illustrates this fact by plotting the threshold value that fora = 1:7; this slight discrepancy is due to the fact that
". and k., at the transition curves for (from bottom to top) for a = 1:8 the amplitudes of the logistic map vary (chaot-
a= 15;1%6;1:8;1:7;1:9and2, in the same conditions as in ically) in a smaller interval than that observed for= 1:7.
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As illustrated in Figs 3c, all curves obey, within our sttitial
precision, a power-law,

"o/ ke ot (5) (b)

For the six values o& above, the exponents are respectively

= 02345;02354;02353;0:2231;02023 and 0:1804. In (@)
other words, the exponent is almost constant bedow 1:7
and decreases above this value, as illustrated in the ifiset o
Fig..3c.

In order to determine the nature of the transition to coher-
ence seen in Fig. 3a, we show in Fig. 3d a high-resolution plot

of N -, as a function of" for different connectivities. Here FIG. 4: lllustrations of two deterministic scale-free netks: (a)_the

one clearly sees a well-defined jump indicating that the-tranpsedo-fractal network [41], an@) the Apollonian network'[39].
sition to coherence is of first-order. One also observes firstigentical symbols label nodes belonging to the same geaerat

order phase transitions when the outgoing connectivity  (see text), namely forn= 0, forn= 1and forn= 2.
varied (see Fig'_.:3e). That transitions are indeed of firseord
is easily recognized by the clear existence of hysteresisnw

increasing either or k the configuration eventually falls into
a coherentstate, no longer spontaneously desynchronizng and3 respectively, yielding a power-law distribution with ex-
matter how far the parameters are tuned back.

= =3 4 o

In this Section we only consider the case of homogeneougonem Lt _]n =2’ 258 _ ] _
coupling ( = 0). For > 0, when the coupling to nodes with The Apollonian network has a construction algorithm dif-
large number of neighbors is strengthened, we find tramsitio ferent from the pseudo-fractal network: one starts witle¢hr
to coherence similar to the ones illustrated in Fig. 3, ogogr ~ interconnected nodes, defining a triangle.nAt 0 one puts
at weaker coupling strengths. a new node at the center of the triangle, joined to the three

As a general conclusion one could say that, although the e)_gther_ nodes, and thus defining three new smaller triangles. A
ponent of the power-law distribution of connections charac- itérationn = 1 one adds at the center of each of these three
terizing scale-free networks does not depend on the Otggointnangles a new node, connected to the three vertices of the

connectivityk [23], synchronization behavior is quite sensi- friangle, defining nine new triangles; at iteration= 2 one
tive to this quantity. adds one new node at the center of each of these nine trian-

gles, and so on (see Fig. 4b). With this construction proedu
one obtains a deterministic scale-free netw{rk [39], whieee

III. DETERMINISTIC SCALE-FREE NETWORKS number of nodes., and the number of connectioms, are
given respectively by

2;2%;::5;20 1 ;20 and2nt ! is equal to3”;3" 13253

In the previous Section we focused on random scale-free
networks, i.e. growing networks where new nodes are con- L, =
nected following probabilistic rules. Although this stastic-
ity is typical for real networks, it is more difficult to harell
analytically {37]. In this Section we study a different type
networks: deterministic scale-free networks [37,'38, 39]. At iteration n, the number of nodes with degree =

In particular, we use two different deterministic topolegji  3;3  2;3 “2:::5;3  2';3 2 and2"" ' is equal to
namely the pseudo-fractal scale-free network introduged b3";3" * ;3" #;:::;3%;3;1 and 3 respectively, yielding a
Dorogovtsev et ali[38], which is similar to the first determin power-law distribution with the same exponenas the one
istic scale-free network proposed by Barabasi et al [37( a found for the pseudo-fractal network.
was recently applied, e.g. to studies of opinion formatﬁibjj | From Fig: 4 and the description above, one easily concludes
and the Apollonian network introduced by Andrade et al [39].that for the pseudo-fractal network the outgoing connectiv

The pseudo-fractal network of Dorogovtsev is obtainedity is fixed atk = 2, while for Apollonian networks one has
starting from three nodes interconnected with each otiner, a x = 3. Despite both networks have a small number of outgo-
at each iteration each edge generates a new node, attachedrig connections, they are quite different from the georoatri
its two vertices. Figurei4a illustrates this network afteee  point of view. In fact, while the pseudo-fractal network has
iterations, i.e. with three generations of nodes. With saich no metric, Apollonian networks are embedded in Euclidean
construction the number of nodeg and the number of con- space and fill it densely as ! 1 , being particularly suited

@*tt+ 5); (7a)
@E*rl+ 1) (7b)

1
2
_ 3
M, = 32

nectionsv , increases as [88] for describing geographical situationsi[39].
L, = % G+ 1) ; (6a) As mentioned by Barabasi et éil'_[37], a strong advantage
M. = 3l (6b) of deterministic networks is that it is often possible to eom

puteanalytically their properties, for example the adjacency
wheren is the number of iteration steps (generations). More-matrix, whose eigenvalue spectrum characterizes the topol
over, at iterationn the number of nodes with degr&e = ogy [:_2]. A simple way to write the adjacency matrix of the



5

pseudo-fractal network is there are no long range connections as in the BarabasiAlbe
scale-free network. Rigorously speaking, the absencerof sy
A = AnT 1 Mg ; 8) chronizability is valid only within' 'the range " 1. Of
Mo ; L. course that, as long as conditiom (3) holds, there is for sure

_ some range of coupling strengths for which the cohererdstat
whereL, is given by Eq. :(fia)M T represents the transpose are stable. However, since we are working with maps of the
matrix ofM and for each generation= 1;2;:::the matrix  interval, we neglect coupling strengths outside the unérin
M , reads val, otherwise it is not possible to guarantee convergeoice f

all initial configurations.
M= . 9) We plot the averagélog,, 2ias a function of both the
i i 23 1 3n nonlinearity a and the coupling strength simultaneously.
Figure:_éi shows this dependence for the full range of the cou-
pling strengtho " 1 and for nonlinearities above the
2 A o i iito; 3 accumulation point of the first period-dpubling cascadenef t
i By i ; guadratic map, nam_ely_' 1411 In Fig.i6a we _useapseudq-
§ 4 (10) fractal network, while in Fig; ;6b the Apollonian network is
considered. In both cases six generations of nodes are, taken
3 13m 1 yielding a total ofl, = 1095 nodes for the pseudo-fractal net-
. _ work andL = 1096 for the Apollonian network.
and whose starting form is As can be seen from these figures, in both cases one has two
2 main regions: () a region where the standard mean square-
deviation is large and varies smoothly with the parametedls a
: (11) (I1) a region where the mean square-deviation is smaller but
33 has larger fluctuations. For the Apollonian network thegsre
ular region is characterized by significantly smaller valtar
the standard mean square-deviation.

The results observed in the histograms of Eig. 6 are some-

with

g W

Mog=2a,=4

—
= o -
o R

For the Apollonian networlf, the adjacency matrix is given
by the same recurrence of Eg. (8), but this time with

2 011 13 how surprising, since irregular variations of the standaedn
610117 square-deviation occur for low nonlinearity and high caugpl
Ro=47 ;5157 (12)
1110

andM ,, being a matrix with(3” + 5)=2 rows and3” columns

and having in each column three non-zero elements only. N
For stability analysis purposes (see Section ), one coeid d

rive the Laplacian matrices directly from these adjacenaym 1 -

trices, multiplying the adjacency matrices byt and adding  o.8}

the appropriate number of connections of each nodeng 0.6t

the main diagonal. 0.4
As shown in Fig.i5, despite having quite similar struc- 0.2 y .

tural properties:ES:_'-(_}g], the global dynamics of the ehtire 0 p! ’;/;;;;;;’,,;’;,/,/,

e . . . Z % 7% 7% 4477
deterministic scale-free networks shows quite differesit b 7 7 ,,/,;;;;,/;;//;’,;;;/// 0.2
havior than the one observed for the Barabasi-Albert model T ”’5,”;,5/:55””,'/
in the previous section. Namely, therernis coherence ob- )
served for the fully chaotic map fax = 2. In fact, from
Fig.:_5 one sees that the standard mean square-deviation neve
vanishes. Instead, it is characterized by some large value
which is almost constant beyond the weak coupling regime
("& 02). Inthe weak coupling regime'(. 02) the standard

mean square-deviation is even larger, since the couplingtis FIG. 5: Typical histogram of the standard mean square-teuia

strong enough to compensate the highly chaotic local dynamgg 2 for the pseudo-fractal network as a function of the cou-
ics (@ = 2). Our simulations have shown that this feature re-pjing strength". Similar result is obtained for the Apollonian net-

mains valid for any transient up t®°® time steps, and it seems work. Nodes are ruled by the mapx) = 1  2x* and we fixed

to be valid for any value o& for which the quadratic map = 0. For the pseudo-fractal network we fixed the number of
supports chaotic orbits. One possible physical explandtio  nodesL = 1095 (6 generations of nodes), while for the Apollo-
this absence of synchronizability is that long range randonfian networkl. = 1096 (6 generations of nodes). For each coupling
connections are crucial to improve the ability for synctizan ~ Strength, the valug indicates the fraction 0500 initial configura-
tion and, due to the deterministic construction of the nekwo tions and we used transientsif' time steps.
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FIG. 6: Histogram of the standard mean square-deviatfoas a function of nonlinearity and coupling strength, for deterministic scale-free
networks, namelya) pseudo-fractal network an®) Apollonian network. The mean square-deviation is averayed a sample 0500 initial
configurations and duringoo time steps, after discarding transientsLof time steps. Here = 0 and the base of the logarithms.
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FIG. 7: Transitions to coherence in deterministic scade-fietworks, when synchronizing the fisgjenerations of nodes out ofyenerations
(see text).(a) pseudo-fractal network an@) Apollonian network. The collective dynamical behavior idtg insensitive to hubs (see text).
Insets show that transitions to coherence are of first-oFef@reach network, we use= 9 generations of nodes ard= 2 fixed. The base of
the logarithm isL0.

strengths, precisely where one would expect the most regulahe upper is positive, yielding always a finite range of cou-
behavior of the node dynamics. However, this irregulasty i pling strengths where synchronizability is possible. Sifar
just apparent, sincdog,, “iis an average over a sample of Apollonian networks, the fluctuations occur at small values
initial conditions. Whenever some initial configuratiomadls  of the standard deviation, this means that there is probably
to coherence the zero standard deviation decreases thiis aviarger number of coherent solutions.

age. Therefore, fas < 1:7, i.e. in the region of irregular vari- ,

ations of 2, coherent solutions are observed. In fact, from the Figure: indicates that there is a lack of coherent solutions
stability condition in Eq.i(3) one sees that for periodic map abovea 1:7. To explain this fact one should notice that both

the lower boundary of the-range is always negative while the pseudo-fractaland Apollonian networks have smalloutg
ing connectivitiesk = 2 andk = 3 respectively. Since one



For instance, in the Apollonian network, the first generatio
hasL, = 3 nodes, the second has 1, = 9 and thenth
generationhas,, L, ; = 3" nodes. Inother words, we are
interested in the collective effects when the most conmecte
nodes (hubs) are synchronized. We will show that, in fact,
hubs play no dominant role for the synchronization of nodes.

Figure:_‘i shows the standard mean square-deviation as a
function of coupling strength for pseudo-fractal (I-‘:_i'g. aayl
Apollonian networks (Fig:_:7b). In each case we choose the
fully chaotic map & = 2) and impose synchronization among
the nodes of the firs§ generations by setting them to be their
mean amplitude at each time-step.

For both networks, one sees from Fig. 7 that the standard
mean square-deviation remains large when synchronization
imposedto alg < ¥ 2 generations. Coherent solutions are
only observedfog= ¥ 2andg= ' 1, beyonda coupling
threshold which is smaller for the latter case. Surprigingl
forg= * 1the transition to coherence occurs precisely for
the same coupling strength in both networks. This may be
due to the fact that, the fractian,=L . of nodes on which one

||
m

0 ‘ i imposes synchronization is approximately the same for both
S ‘”‘"'rf"“’*\’“s\uv,,\\ ;,,WW networks. Fog = * 2the pseudo-fractal network shows co-
D | apolonian Pseudo 1L ! pseudo | herence only above very high coupling strengths, rtearl,
o fractal while for Apollonian networks the threshold is much lower.

Although in this case the fraction of nodes on which one im-
Ir 8 poses synchronization is also similar for both networkss it

Apollonian much smaller than in the case where 1. The transition
(© ) (d) ; -
» | e I ‘ ‘ to coherence occurs at different coupling strengths becaus
.75 ogs 0.77 0.955 e 0.965 0.975 the number of synchronized nodes is not enough to suppress

the effect of the outgoing connectivity. So, since the oirtgo

connectivity is larger for the Apollonian network, its teaion

to coherence occurs for weaker coupling strengths. For both

networks, one obtains similar results for any higher valoé

(b) Apollonian network. For strong heterogeneity coherenqears generations since the quotient of the number.of nodes batwee

beyond a relatively high coupling strength, but it disappesgain WO SUCCESSIVe generationg=L, 1 ! 3asnincreases.

for very large couplings (see text). For each network, we use6 As a general remark, one observes from FEig. 7 that one

generations of nodes and fix= 2. (¢) and(d) show high-resolution  needs to synchronize a rather high number of generations to

plots of ? as a function of' for = 2, emphasizing the first-order induce coherence. Therefore, it seems that, dynamical col-

phase transition to coherence. The base of the logarithm is lective behavior on scale-free networks is quite inseresti

hubs. As shown in the insets of Fig. 7a ahd 7b, the transition
to coherence is of first-order.

also observes almost no coherent solution for random scale- Another way to induce coherence in these two deterministic

free networks neither fok = 2 nor fork = 3 (see Section scale-free networks is, instead of imposing synchrorizet

1), we believe that the outgoing connectiviyis the main  the most connected nodes, to strengthen their couplinggto th

parameter controlling synchronization between oscitlato  other nodes by taking> 0in Eq. (). Figure:8 illustrates the

complex networks. By choosing another deterministic scaletransition to coherence by varying the heterogenefty the

free network with a higher outgoing connectivity, day 10, pseudo-fractal (Fi‘i: 8a) and the Apollonian network (l_:'.[g)_g

one might see coherent solutions beyond a coupling threslFor both networks, one sees that coherence sets insfor 5,

old value approximately similar to those computed for rando  and only beyond a certain threshold of the coupling strength

scale-free networks (see Fig. 3). In particular, one observes the remarkable fact that coher-
In the remainder of this section we will consider the two ence appears only in an intermediate coupling range, iie. ne

deterministic scale-free topologies, and study possitdgsw ther to large nor to small values. This is in agreement wigh pr

of inducing coherent states. vious works [1B] concerning other systems of coupled claoti
Starting from a total number ofgenerations, one efficient oscillators, where one also observes that synchronizeascha

way of inducing coherence is by imposing synchronizatiorrequires that the coupling must be neither too weak nor too

among a certain number gf< ‘generations. By generation strong in order to avoid triggering spatial instabiliti{s_il.

we mean the set of new nodes appearing simultaneously &om Figs;_Bc an§:8d one observes that all these transitions t

a given iteratiom, during the ‘construction’ of the network. coherence are of first-order.

FIG. 8: Inducing transition to coherence by varying the fageneity
(see Eq. I4:1)) in scale-free networka) pseudo-fractal network and



8

For the pseudo-fractal, the upper threshold disappears whe The synchronization criterion was based here in the square
the heterogeneity is further increased. However, for the mean standard deviation following previous studles [25]. O
Apollonian network the upper threshold not only persistitou course, it could be possible to have numerically a zero stan-
shifts toward smaller and smaller coupling strengths when  dard deviation 2 10 3° with a particular oscillator slightly
further increased. As far as we know, this is the first tim& thanonsynchronized. However, in such case the deviation of the
one observes such behavior, and it should be related to the gescillator amplitude from the rest of the network would be of
ometrical differences between both networks. In other word the order ofi0 ', a majorant of the precision for our crite-
since Apollonian is a very particular scale-free netwoding  rion. Therefore, we believe that within this numerical prec
the only one, studied so far which is embedded in Euclideasion there are no spurious results. Further investigationkl
space, this particular feature seems to enable nontriyiel s be done, implementing extensions of clustering criterizhsu
chronization behavior: stronger dominance in the cougiing as, e.g., that of Pikovsky et aJ_T_[43].
the most connected nodésstroys coherence. For deterministic scale-free networks with homogeneous

coupling, the same value. indicates the threshold above
which no coherent solutions are observed, independently of

IV.  DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS the coupling strength. Above., coherence is observed only
for heterogeneous coupling, namely fos 1:5. However,

In this paper we studied fully synchronized solutions forfor this range of values, we have also shown that coherence
three scale-free network topologies. The main concluson iis also absent either for very small or for very large couplin
the following: in random scale-free networks synchron@at strengths, due to spatial instabilities. Another partdylin-
of chaotic maps not only depends on the coupling strength bueresting result that still needs to be explained is tha#\fml-
is mainly controlled by the outgoing connectiviy which  lonian networks, the coupling threshold beyond which ceher
is a measure of cohesion in the networks. Because of thagnce disappears gets smaller when the heterogeneityhiefurt
one finds coherent solutions in random scale-free netwdrks ancreased. This point is not observed for the pseudo-fracta
fully chaotic logistic mapsq = 2) with outgoing connectiv- network and may be due to the geometrical differences be-
ity k = 8 and homogeneous coupling, but not in determinis-tween both deterministic networks.
tic scale-free networks, since they have rather small gffec As a general property, we have shown that all transitions
outgoing connectivity, namely = 2 for the pseudo-fractal to coherence are of first-order. Furthermore, all resuks ar
network anck = 3 for the Apollonian network. robust not only against changes of the initial configuration

Therefore, although the exponentof connection distri-  of node amplitude but also, in random scale-free networks,
butions in scale-free networks does not depend on the oukgainst changes of the connection network. We also pregsente
going connectivity’[2], we have shown that, in general, syn-preliminary results indicating that in scale-free netvgokibs
chronization of chaotic maps in such coupling topologies isplay apparently no fundamental role in the dynamical cellec
quite sensitive to it. Moreover, the transition to coheeeisc  tive behavior, what remains to be further investigated.
of first-order, indicating a similarity with other complexta
works [21]. In particular, the threshold values of the caugl
strength obey a power-law, E¢, (5), as function of the outgo-
ing connectivity. The exponent of this power-law depends on Acknowledgments
the nonlinearitya of the chaotic map, being almost constant
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