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A bstract

In thepastfew years,thediscoveriesofsm all-world and scale-free propertiesofm any naturaland

arti�cialcom plex networks have stim ulated signi�cant advances in better understanding the rela-

tionship between the topology and the collective dynam icsofcom plex networks.Thispaperreports

recentprogressesin theliteratureofsynchronization ofcom plex dynam icalnetworksincluding stabil-

ity criteria,network synchronizability and uniform synchronouscriticality in di�erenttopologies,and

theconnection between controland synchronization ofcom plex networksaswell.Theeconom ic-cycle

synchronousphenom enon in the W orld Trade W eb,a scale-free type ofsocialeconom ic networks,is

used to illustrate an application ofthe network synchronization m echanism .

keyw ords:Synchronization,sm all-world,scale-free,pinning control,econom ic-cycle

1 Introduction

Synchronization isa long-lastingfundam entalconceptand is,in fact,auniversalphenom enon in allareas

ofscience and technology [13,54,60,65,76]. There are m any interesting synchronization phenom ena

seen in ourdaily life,including forexam ple�reiesashing in unison,cricketschirping in synchrony,and

heartcellsbeating in rhythm .

O neofthem ostsigni�cantand interestingpropertiesofadynam icalnetworkisthesynchronousoutput

m otion ofitsnetwork elem ents(nodes).Synchronization in coupled dynam icalnetworksand system shas

been studied form any yearswithin a com m on fram ework based on nonlineardynam icalsystem theories,

due to its ubiquity in m any technological�elds such as coupled laser system s, biochem icalsystem s,

and com m unication networks.In recentyears,synchronization in a network ofcoupled chaotic system s

has becom e a topic ofgreat interest [54,76]. It has been observed,however,that m ost existing work

havebeen concentrated on networkswith com pletely regulartopologicalstructuressuch aschains,grids,

lattices,and fully-connected graphs. Two typicalcases are the discrete-tim e coupled m ap lattices [34]
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and thecontinuous-tim ecellularnonlinearnetworks[16].The m ain bene�tofthesesim plearchitectures

isthatitallowsoneto focuson the com plexity caused by the nonlineardynam icsofthe nodes,without

consideringadditionalcom plexity caused by thenetworkstructureitself.Anotherappealingfeatureisthe

possibility ofrealizingsuch regularly coupled networksby integrated circuits,with theobviousadvantage

ofcom pactness,forpotentialengineering and technologicalapplications.

Thetopology ofa network often a�ectsitsfunctionalbehaviors.Forinstance,thetopology ofa social

network a�ects the spreading ofinform ation and also disease,while an unsuitable topology ofa power

grid can dam age its robustness and stability. In fact,we are confronting allkinds ofnetworks with

com plex structureseveryday,wherehandy instancesaretheInternetand theW orld W ideW eb (W W W ).

Therefore,people are particularly interested in the question ofhow to m odelsuch com plex networks.

Traditionally,thetopology ofa com plex network isdescribed by a com pletely random network generated

by the so-called Erd�os-R�enyi(ER) m odel[20],which is at the opposite end ofthe spectrum from a

com pletely regularnetwork,and isoneofthe oldestand perhapsalso the besttoolsforstudy.However,

with theincreasinginterestin trying to understand theessenceofvariousreal-lifecom plex networkssuch

astheInternet,theW orld W ideW eb,them etabolicnetworks,and varioussocialand econom icnetworks

like the scienti�c-collaboration network and the W orld Trade W eb, etc. [2,19,41,42,55,62,64]),

peoplehavediscovered theso-called sm all-world phenom ena and scale-freefeature,which cannotbewell

described bytheER random graph theory,and thereforestim ulateastrongdesireofbuildingnew network

m odels[2,19,39,55,56].

W atts,Strogatzand Newm an (W SN),forexam ple,introduced theirsm all-world networkm odels,which

generate networkshaving shortaverage path lengths along with large clusters [55,71,72]. These new

m odelsshow a transition from a regularnetwork to a random network.Both theER random graph and

W SN sm all-world network m odelshavea com m on Poisson connectivity distribution and arehom ogenous

in nature: each node in such networkshasaboutthe sam e num berofconnections. Anothersigni�cant

discovery is the scale-free feature in a num ber ofreal-life com plex networks,whose connectivity distri-

butions are in the power-law form as �rst pointed out by Barab�asiand Albert (BA) [7,8]. O wing to

the non-hom ogenoustopology,i.e.,m ostnodeshavevery few connectionsand only very few nodeshave

m any connections,scale-free networks show a unique characteristic: robustness and yet fragility (see

[3,17,43,67]form ore precise interpretations). The aforem entioned sm all-world and scale-free features

havealso been em pirically veri�ed to �tm any real-lifecom plex networks:they arelargely clustered with

a shortpath length,following a power-law degreedistribution.

The discovery ofthe sm all-world e�ect and scale-free feature ofm ostcom plex networkshasled to a

fascinating set ofcom m on problem s concerning how a network structure facilitates and constrains the

network collective behaviors. In particular,a lotofwork have been concentrated on synchronization in

sm all-world and scale-free dynam icalnetworks,including sm all-world networksofoscillators[9,28,48,

68,72],sm all-world neuralnetworks[31,45],sm all-world circle m ap lattices [10],coupled m ap lattices

with sm all-world interactions [26,33],and scale-free networks ofoscillators [40,38,58,67]and m aps

[6,32,44]. Not lim ited to the above,synchronous phenom ena in com plex networks with tim e delays

[5,18,37,49],tim e-varying coupling [11,12,45,46,47],and weighted coupling [14,52,53]have been

extensively investigated,along with which m any network evolving factorshavebeen understood to play

an im portantrole ofsynchrony im provem ents[21,22,28,29,50,51,58,77,78]. O fparticularinterest

in realapplicationsisthe synchronization phenom enon in the scale-free W orld Trade W eb studied [41],

which willbe furtherintroduced in thisarticlebelow.

Although thissurvey can only covera sm allpartofrecentprogressesin thisfastdeveloped literature,

we wish it could show the audience that current wide studies ofcom plex networks willcontinuously

m otivatem oree�ortsdevoted to theunderstanding ofsynchronization and m any otheraspectsofvarious

com plex dynam icalnetworksand system s.
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2 Prelim inaries: severalm odels ofcom plex network topologies

2.1 ER m odel: random netw orks

TheER m odelofrandom networks[20]isde�ned asa random graph (network)having N labelled nodes

connected by n edges,which are chosen random ly from allthe
N (N � 1)

2
possible edges. The network

evolvesasfollows:Startwith N nodes,and every pairofnodesareconnected with thesam eprobability

p,asshown in Figure1.

Figure 1: Evolution ofan ER random network. O ne starts with isolated nodes in (a),and connects

every pairofnodeswith probability (b)p = 0:1,(c)p = 0:15,and (d)p= 0:25,respectively (After[66]).

Figure2: Thedegreedistribution thatresultsfrom thenum ericalsim ulation ofan ER random network,

which isgenerated with N = 10;000 and connection probability p = 0:0015 (After[2]).

The m ain goalofthe random graph theory is to determ ine,under what connectivity probability p,

a particular property ofa graph (network) willlikely arise. For a large N ,the ER m odelgenerates a

hom ogenousrandom network,whoseconnectivity approxim ately followsa Poisson distribution described

by (Fig.2)
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P (k)� e
� hkihki

k

k!
(1)

wherehkiistheaverageofki,thedegreeofnodei,overallnodesin thenetwork .W ith thisconnectivity

distribution,nodes in the network are quite uniform ly spread out,which is known as a hom ogenous

featureofthe distribution.

2.2 W S and N W m odels: sm all-w orld netw orks

Recallthe evolving algorithm ofthe W S m odel[71]described as follows: (I) Startwith a K � nearest-

neighborcoupled network consisting ofN nodes arranged in a ring,and each node iis adjacentto its

neighbor nodes i� 1,i� 2,......,i� K =2,where K is even. In order to have a sparse but connected

network,assum e1 < k � N in general.(II)Random ly rewireeach edgeofthenetwork with probability

p.Rewiring in thiscontextm eansshifting oneend oftheedgeto a new nodechosen atrandom from the

wholenetwork,with theconstraintthatno two di�erentnodescan havem orethan oneedgein between,

and no node can have an edge with itself. There are three prom inent network evolving phases in the

W S sm all-world m odel: when p = 0,the W S evolving network stays at the originalstate ofa regular

ring;when p = 1,the W S network evolvesto a com pletely random network;only when 0 < p � 1,a

sm all-world network em ergesfrom the W S m odel.

To avoid leading to theform ulation ofisolated clusters,which m ay happen in theW S m odel,Newm an

and W atts proposed their NW sm all-world m odelas a variantofthe W S m odel[57],which evolvesas

follows: (I)Startwith a N -node regularring in which every node isconnected to its�rstK neighbors

(K =2 on each side). Here also 1 < K � N . (II) Instead ofrewiring in the W S m odel,add a new

long-rangeedge (short-cut)into the network with probability 0 < p � 1 between random ly chosen pair

ofnodes.

Figure3: Network evolution ofsm all-world m odels:(a)The W S m odelwith the rewiring ofedges.(b)

The NW m odelwith the addition ofedges.(After[66]).

Ithasbeen wellknownthatonlyforsu�cientlargeN andverysm allp,theNW m odelisthen equivalent

to the W S m odel,and networksso-generated arehereby in the category ofsm all-world networkshaving
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both shortaveragedistancesand largeclusters(Fig.3).Both theW S m odeland theNW m odelgenerate

sm all-world networkshaving the sam edegreedistribution asthatofrandom networksshown in Fig 2.

2.3 B A m odel: scale-free netw orks

The algorithm ofthe Barabsi-Albert(BA)scale-free m odelisin the following [8]:(I)G rowth:Starting

with a sm allnum ber(m 0)ofnodes,atevery tim e step,add a new node with m (� m0)edgesthatlink

thenew nodeto m di�erentnodesalready presented in thenetwork.(II)Preferentialattachm ent:W hen

choosing thenodesto which thenew nodeconnects,assum ethattheprobability � i thata new nodewill

be connected to node idependson the degreeki ofnodei,in such a way that

� i =
ki

P

j
kj

(2)

After t tim e steps,we get a network having m 0 + t nodes and m t edges. This network arrives at

a scale-invariantstate with the probability thata node has k edges following a power-law distribution

P (k)� 2m2k� B A with an exponentB A = 3 (Fig.4),wherethescaling exponentB A isindependentof

param eterm and thenetworkscaleN ,and in thisscale-invariantsensethenetworkissaid tobescale-free.

It has been argued that the BA scale-free network m odelhas captured two basic m echanism s,growth

and preferentialattachm ent,responsible forthe scale-freefeature and "rich getsricher" phenom enon in

m any real-lifeand large-scalecom plicated networks[8].

Figure4: Degreedistribution P (k)ofscale-freenetworksgenerated by theBA m odel,with N = m 0+ t=

10000 and m = m 0 = 1;3;5;7;respectively.

3 Stability criteria ofdynam icalnetwork synchronization
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3.1 T he criterion of�N =�2

Considera network having N identical,di�usively coupled nonlinearoscillatorsasfollows[9],in which

each nodeisan n-dim ensionalcontinuous-tim edynam icalsystem :

_xi = f(xi)+ c

NX

j= 1

aij H (xj); i= 1;2;� � � ;N ; (3)

where xi = [xi1;xi2; :::;xin]
T 2 <n are the state variablesofnode i,the constantc> 0 representsthe

coupling strength ofthenetwork,and H 2 <n� n istheoutputm atrix ofeach node.Thecoupling m atrix

A = (aij)2 <N � N representsthecoupling con�guration ofthenetwork:ifthereisa connection between

node iand node j,then aij = 1;otherwise,aij = 0 (i6= j).M oreover,aii = � ki.

The coupled network (3)issaid to achieve(asym ptotical)synchronization if

x1(t)= x2(t)= � � � = xN (t)! s(t); ast! 1 ; (4)

where s(t)2 <n can be an equilibrium point,a periodic orbit,and even a chaotic orbit,depending on

the interestofstudy.

Suppose thatthe network isconnected withoutisolate clusters,whose coupling m atrix A istherefore

a sym m etric irreducible m atrix. In this case,zero isan eigenvalue ofA with m ultiplicity 1 and allthe

otherrealeigenvaluesofA arestrictly negative[75],denoted by

0 = �1 > �2 � �3 � � � � � �N :

Diagonalizethe variation equation ofnetwork (3),which yields

_�i = [D f(s)+ c�iD H (s)]�i; i= 1;2;� � � ;N ; (5)

where�i 2 <n isthe transversalerrorofnode ito the synchronized states(4).

Denote c�i = �+ i�,where �> 0,� = 0. The variation equation (5)com esto the so-called M aster

Stability Equation ofnetwork (3):

_�i = [D f(s)+ �D H (s)]�i; i= 1;2;� � � ;N ; (6)

whose largestLyapunov exponentLm ax is a function of� (and � = 0),the M asterStability Function

[9,59].

Iffor every nonzero eigenvalue �i,i= 2;� � � ;N ,the corresponding Li
m ax < 0,and the synchronized

states(4)arethen stable.Having scaling transform ationswith theordered eigenvalues�i,i= 2;� � � ;N ,

we�nally arriveatthe following group ofinequalities:
(

c�N > �22 = �2

c�2 < �N1 = �1
(7)

Therefore,to achievethestablesynchronized states(4),Barahonaand Pecorastated thatthefollowing

inequality should be satis�ed [9]:

�N

�2
<
�2

�1
(8)

3.2 T he criterion of�2

W ang,Li,and Chen considered the network (3) ofN identical,linearly and di�usively coupled nodes

[40,67,68]:

_xi = f(xi)+ c

NX

j= 1

aij�xj; i= 1;2;� � � ;N ; (9)
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wheretheinnerlinking m atrix � = diag(r1;� � � ;rn)isa constant0-1 diagonalm atrix linking thecoupled

variables,i.e.,the m atrix H in network (3)isa lineardiagonalm atrix �.

W ang and Chen [67]showed the audiencethe following theorem in the sense ofLyapunov stability.

T heorem 1 Suppose there exists an n � n diagonalm atrix P > 0 and two constants d < 0 and � > 0,

such that

[D f(s(t))+ d�]T P + P [D f(s(t))+ d�]� � �In

for alld � d,where In 2 <n isa unity m atrix.If

c>

�
�
�
�
d

�2

�
�
�
�; (10)

then the synchronized states(4)ofdynam icalnetwork (9)are exponentially stable.

Furtherspecify � = In,and assum eeach node(an n dim ensionalcontinuous-tim edynam icalsystem )is

chaotic,whoselargestLyapunov exponentishm ax > 0.The following theorem pointed outthe analytic

valueofconstantd = � hm ax [40].

T heorem 2 Consider the network (9)having N identicalchaotic system s,where � = In.If

c>
hm ax

j�2j
; (11)

then the synchronized states(4)ofdynam icalnetwork (9)are exponentially stable.

Two criteria of�N =�2 and �2 are notcontradictory. In fact,when we setH = In in the variational

equation (5),there is a bridge between the largest Lyapunov exponent Lm ax ofnetwork (3) and the

largestLyapunov exponenthm ax ofeach chaoticnode in the network:

Lm ax(�i)= hm ax + c�i; i= 1;2;� � � ;N ; (12)

which �nally reachesthesam e�2 criterion ofEq.(11).Extended from thesetwosynchronization criteria,

networksareproposed to be categorized to two classeswith theircorresponding synchronizability [35].

3.3 T he case ofdiscrete-tim e coupled netw orks

Considerthe following discrete-tim eform ofa com plex network with coupled m aps:

xi(k+ 1)= f(xi(k))+ c

NX

j= 1

aij f(xj); i= 1;2;� � � ;N ; (13)

where corresponding variablesarede�ned in previoussections.Sim ilarly,the discrete-tim e coupled net-

work (13)issaid to achieve(asym ptotical)synchronization if

x1(k)= x2(k)= � � � = xN (k)! s(k); ask ! 1 : (14)

The counterpartofTheorem 2 fordiscrete-tim ecoupled network (13)isasfollows[40].

T heorem 3 Consider the chaotic network (13) having N identicalcoupled m aps.If

1� e� hm ax

j�2j
< c<

1+ e� hm ax

j�N j
: (15)

then the synchronized states(14)ofdynam icalnetwork (13) are exponentially stable.
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Therefore,condition (15) can be re-written in the form ofm aster stability function (8),with �1 =

1� e� hm ax ,�2 = 1+ e� hm ax in thisspeci�ed case.

Som elatestextensionsofnetwork (9)with tim e-delays[37,45]and tim e-varying em bedm ents[46,47]

havebeen investigated,whosestability conditionsstillbelong to the�2 criterion asthatoftheorigin (9).

M oreclosely,som eresearchershavenoticed thesynchronizationstabilityin thefram eworkofgraph theory

[4,11,12],which,although notcovered in thispaper,deservesm oreattention and future explorations.

4 Synchronizability ofcom plex evolving networks

4.1 Synchronizability ofsm all-w orld netw orks

G iven the dynam icsofan isolate node and the innerlinking structuralm atrix,the synchronizability of

the dynam icalnetwork (9),with respectto a speci�c coupling con�guration,issaid to be strong ifthe

network can synchronizewith a sm allvalueofthe coupling strength cin condition (10).

Thesecond-largesteigenvalueofthecouplingm atrix in aglobally coupled network is� N .Thisim plies

that for any given and �xed nonzero coupling strength c,a globally coupled network willsynchronize

aslong asitssize N islarge enough. O n the otherhand,the second-largesteigenvalue ofthe coupling

m atrix ofa nearest-neighborcoupled network tendsto zero asN ! 1 ,which im pliesthatforany given

and �xed nonzero coupling strength c,a nearest-neighborcoupled network cannotsynchronizeifitssize

N issu�ciently large[67,68].

Now,consider the dynam icalnetwork (9) with the NW sm all-world connections. Let �2sw be the

second-largesteigenvalueofthecouplingm atrix A.Itwasfound that[68],forany given couplingstrength

c:(i)forany N > j�dj=c,thereexistsa criticalvalue �p such thatif�p � p � 1 then thesm all-world network

willsynchronize;(ii)forany given p2 (0;1],thereexistsa criticalvalue �N such thatifN > �N then the

sm all-world network willsynchronize. These resultsim ply thatthe ability ofachieving synchronization

in a large-sizenearest-neighborcoupled network can begreatly enhanced by justadding a tiny fraction of

distantlinks,thereby m aking the network a sm all-world.Thisalso revealsan advantage ofsm all-world

networksforachieving synchronization,ifdesired.

4.2 Synchronizability ofscale-free netw orks: R obust and yet fragile

Considerthedynam icalnetwork (9)again,butwith BA scale-freeconnectionsinstead.Itwasfound [67]

thatthesecond-largesteigenvalueofthecorrespondingcouplingm atrixisverycloseto� 1,which actually

isthesecond-largesteigenvalueofstar-shaped coupled networks.Thisim pliesthatthesynchronizability

ofa scale-free network is about the sam e as that ofa star-shaped coupled network. It m ay be due to

the extrem ely inhom ogeneous connectivity distribution ofsuch networks: a few \hubs" in a scale-free

network play a sim ilarim portantroleasa singlecenterin a star-shaped coupled network.

The robustnessofsynchronization in a scale-free dynam icalnetwork has also been investigated [67],

againsteitherrandom orspeci�crem ovalofa sm allfraction �ofnodesfrom thenetwork.O bviously,the

rem ovalofsom enodesfrom network (9)willchangethecoupling m atrix.Ifthesecond-largesteigenvalue

ofthecoupling m atrix rem ainsunchanged,then thesynchronization stability ofthenetwork willrem ain

unchanged afterthe rem ovalofsuch a node. LetA 2 <N � N and ~A 2 <N � N be the coupling m atrices

oftheoriginalnetwork with N verticesand thenew network afterrem ovalof[�N ]vertices,respectively.

Denote �2 and ~�2 asthe second-largesteigenvaluesofA and ~A,respectively.

Itwasfound [67]thateven when asm any as5% ofrandom ly chosen nodesare rem oved,the second-

largesteigenvalueofthecoupling m atrix,~�2,rem ainsalm ostunchanged;therefore,theongoing synchro-

nization isnotaltered. O n the otherhand,although the scale-free structure isparticularly well-suited
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Figure5: Networksynchronization robustnessagainstrandom failures:changesof�2 oftheBA scale-free

networks(solid linewith circles),thesynchronization-optim alnetworks(dotted linewith diam onds),the

ER random networks(solid line with stars),and the synchronization-preferentialnetworks(dash-dotted

line with squares)when a fraction � ofrandom ly selected nodes are rem oved. Allcurves are averaged

from 5 groupsofnetworksin sim ulations.

to toleraterandom errors,itisalso particularly vulnerableto deliberateattacks.In particular,underan

intentionalattack,them agnitudeof~�2 decreasesrapidly;forexam ple,italm ostdecreasesto onehalfof

itsoriginalvalueof�2 in m agnitude,when only 1% fraction ofthehighly connected nodeswererem oved.

Therefore,itisvery reasonableto believethattheerrortoleranceand attack vulnerability ofsynchroniz-

ability in scale-freenetworksarerooted in theirextrem ely inhom ogeneousconnectivity patterns.

4.3 Synchronizability preference and netw ork robustness

However,the preference attachm ent in the BA m odelofscale-free networks m ay not directly result

in its fragility to speci�c rem ovalofa sm allfraction of(highly connected) nodes. W e m ake further

exploring with the introduction ofsynchronouspreferentialattachm entm echanism into the BA m odel,

and theprobability � i with which thenew nodeisconnected to nodeidependson thesynchronizability

(characterized by �2i)ofthe new network ifthe new node had connected to node i,such that[21]

� i =
�2i

P

j
�2j

: (16)

After t� m 0 tim e steps,we obtain a synchronization-preferentialnetwork with m 0 + tnodes and m t

edges.

An extrem e case is that instead ofthe preferentialattachm ent (16),when a new node is added to

the network,the criterion forchoosing the m nodesto which the new node connectsisto m axim ize the

synchronizability ofthe obtained network,orequivalently,to m inim ize the second-largesteigenvalue of

the corresponding coupling m atrix,which com esto a synchronization-optim alnetwork [22].

Now we consider the robustness ofsynchronization in dynam icalnetwork (9) againsteither random

or speci�c rem ovalof a sm allfraction � of vertices in these newly proposed networks. In extensive

num ericalsim ulations,ithasbeen shown thatforthe synchronizability ofa synchronization-preferential

network,its errortolerance to random rem ovalis a little better than that ofa BA scale-free network.
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Thevalueof�2 decreased from -1.2493 to -0.800 when 5% oftheverticeswererandom ly rem oved,which

hasnonesigni�cantreduction when m orenodeswererandom ly rem oved.Thisim pliesthattheproposed

synchronization-preferentialm odelisrobustagainstrandom failures.

M ove to the synchronization fragility ofthe synchronization-preferentialnetwork with respectto de-

liberate attacks. Atevery tim e step,we rem ove the nodes with the highestdegree and found thatthe

second-largesteigenvalue ofcoupling m atrix decreased from -1.2493 to -0.3802 when asm any as5% of

the m ostconnected nodeswere rem oved on purpose. Furtherm ore,the decreased m agnitude of�2 ofa

synchronization-preferentialnetwork issm allerthan thatofa BA network.Therefore,a synchronization-

preferentialnetwork is less vulnerable to speci�c rem ovalofthose m ost connected nodes than a BA

scale-freenetwork.

0   0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.05
−2

−1.5

−1

−0.5

0

δ

λ 2
L
C

Figure6: Network synchronization fragility againstspeci�cattacks:changesof�2 ofthelargestcluster

in theBA scale-freenetworks(solid linewith circles),the synchronization-optim alnetworks(dotted line

with diam onds),the ER random networks (solid line with stars),and the synchronization-preferential

networks(dash-dotted line with squares),when a fraction � ofthe m ostconnected nodesare purposely

rem oved.Allcurvesareaveraged from 5 groupsofnetworksin sim ulations.

These conclusions could be visualized through the com parisons of the robustness and fragility of

synchronizability am ong the ER m odel, the BA m odel, the synchronization-optim alm odel, and the

synchronization-preferentialm odel(Figs.5-6).The illustrationsim ply thatthe preferentialattachm ent

m echanism doesnotnecessarily lead to the robust-and-yet-fragile\Achillesheel" of(BA)scale-freenet-

works.

4.4 Synchronizability ofgrow ing netw orks

The existence oflower bound and upper bound ofthe coupling strength c in inequality (15) for syn-

chronizing discrete-tim e networks is sim ilar to the m aster stability synchronization in continuous-tim e

network. Here,through the instance ofdiscrete-tim e dynam icalnetworks,we investigate the e�ect of

growing m echanism on the network synchronization.

De�ne R := �1� �2
�2� �N

,which m easures the distance from the �rst eigenvalue to the m ain part ofthe

spectraldensity �(�) norm alized by the extension ofthe m ain part [23]. Therefore,the invalidity of
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condition (15)equalsto the following inequality issatis�ed

1

R
<

2e� hm ax

1� e� hm ax

(17)

i.e.,to synchronize such a coupled dynam icalnetwork ofm aps,the connection density ofthe network

should satisfy the bound determ ined by itsindividualnodes.

Asan exam ple ofthe basic BA m odelforscale-free networks,with the growing m echanism ofadding

new nodes one by one,there exists a m axim um synchronousnetwork scale N m ax (Fig. 7). A network

generated by theBA m odelwillnotsynchronizeifthenetwork furtherexpandsto havem orethan N m ax

nodes,because the condition (15)isthen no longersatis�ed [40]. Forexam ple,ifeach node isa H�enon

m ap,

y(k)= � 1:4y(k� 1)2 + 0:3y(k� 2)+ 1:0; (18)

the m axim um network scale N m ax = 4 for the positive Lyapunov exponentofthe m ap: hm ax = 0:418

(Fig.8).
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Figure7: Distribution ofthem axim um scale-freenetwork sizeN m ax versushm ax in [0.1,1.0](averaged

outputof20 random groups)by the BA m odelwith m = m 0 = 1.

Therefore,therearetwoconditionsto besatis�ed forsynchronizingadiscrete-tim edynam icalnetwork:

thenetwork scaleN � Nm ax and theinequality (15)[40].Forexam ple,asstated before,thevalueN m ax

ofa network ofcoupled H�enon m aps for achieving synchronization is 4. G iven a 4-node network of

coupled H�enon m apsin a star-shaped structure,condition (15)isfurtherchanged to

1� e� hm ax

j�2j
= 0:3416< c<

1+ e� hm ax

j�N j
= 0:4146:

So, if the coupling strength c is less than 0.3416 or larger than 0.4146,this 4-node star of coupled

H�enon m aps cannot synchronize although its network scale N � Nm ax = 4. However,ifthe coupling

strength is suitable for synchronization,i.e.,0:3416 < c < 0:4146,but a new H�enon node is added to

the synchronized 4-nodestar,thereby obtaining a 5-node network (thus,N > N m ax = 4),which cannot

achievessynchronization �nally.
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5 From synchronization to control

Now wewantto stabilizenetwork (9)onto a hom ogeneousstationary statede�ned by

x1 = x2 = � � � = xN = �x; f(�x)= 0: (19)

Toachievesuch agoal(19),weapply feedback controllerson asm allfraction �(0 < �� 1)ofthenodes

in network (9).Suppose thatnodesi1;i2;:::;il areselected,wherel= b�N c standsforthe sm allerbut

nearestintegerto therealnum ber�N .Thiscontrolled network can bedescribed in there-ordered form :

8
>><

>>:

_xi = f(xi)+ c
NP

j= 1

aij�xj � cd�(xi� �x); i= 1;2;� � � ;l

_xi = f(xi)+ c
NP

j= 1

aij�xj; i= l+ 1;l+ 2;� � � ;N

(20)

where feedback controlgain d > 0. G enerally,the num ber ofcontrollers is preferred to be very sm all

com pared with the whole network scale N ,i.e.,l� N ,and the feedback controlm ethod in controlled

network (20)istheso-called pinning control[43,69].Through thissection,wem ainly show a bridgeover

the pinning controlofcom plex networksand the network synchronization [43].

O wing to the localerror-feedback nature ofeach pinned node,itisguaranteed that,asthe feedback

controlgain d ! 1 ,the statesofthe lcontrolled nodescan be pinned to the hom ogenoustargetstate

�x. Hence,the pinning controlstability ofnetwork (20) is converted to that ofthe following virtually

controlled network,and thosepinned nodesfunction asvirtualcontrollersto thoseun-pinned nodes:

8
><

>:

xi = �x; i= 1;2;:::;l

_xi = f(xi)+ c
NP

j= l+ 1

~bij�xj + ~ui; i= l+ 1;l+ 2;:::;N
(21)

12



wherethe virtualcontrollawsaretaken as

~ui = � c~di(xi� �x); i= l+ 1;l+ 2;:::;N (22)

with the virtualcontrolfeedback gains ~di =
lP

j= 1

aij,and ~B =

�
~bij

�

2 R (N � l)� (N � l) de�ned as

8
><

>:

~bij = aij; j6= i;j= l+ 1;:::;N ; i= l+ 1;l+ 2;:::;N

~bii = �
NP

j= l+ 1;j6= i

aij
(23)

Figure 9: An illustration ofvirtualcontrol(dotted line) in speci�cally pinning controlofa network

generated by the BA m odelwith N = 10,m = m 0 = 3.

Figure9 isan illustration ofthe virtualcontrolprocessin pinning controlling a network generated by

the BA m odelwith N = 10;m = m 0 = 3.Itcan be observed thatwhile the pinned nodesarestabilized

onto the hom ogenousstate �x,theirdynam icsspread in the network asshown by the (red)dotted lines,

which functions as the virtualcontrolto those nodes which were not placed controllers. At the sam e

tim e,itcan be found in Fig. 9(b)thatthe whole 10-node originalnetwork wasbroken into two parts:

An isolated 1st node,which isonly connected with the4th node,and therest8-nodesubnetwork.W hile

increasing thepinning fraction ofnodes,thissubnetwork continuesto shrink and �nally reachesthecase

as shown in Fig. 9(d): every unpinned node is ‘isolated’and virtually controlled by other pinned and

also stabilized nodes.

Denote

~A = ~B + diag

�
~dl+ 1;~dl+ 2;� � � ;~dN

�

;

and set� = In.W e havethe following theorem on the pinning controlled network (21)[43].

13



T heorem 4 Assum e f(x)isLipschitz continuousin x with a LipshitzconstantLf
c > 0,and the chaotic

node _xi = f(xi),foralli= 1;2;� � � ;N ;hasthe largestpositive Lyapunov exponenthm ax > 0.If ~A isirre-

ducible,then thedynam icalnetwork(21)with virtualcontrollers(22)isglobally (orlocally asym ptotically)

stable abouthom ogenous state �x,provided that� = In and

c>
Q

�m in(� ~A)
(24)

with Q being the Lipschitz constantLf
c (or the largestLyapunov exponenthm ax).

Itisvery easy to verify from Theorem 2 thatcondition (24)isexactly the sam e stable condition for

synchronizing network (25):

_xi = f(xi)+ c

NX

j= l+ 1

aij�xj; i= l+ 1;l+ 2;:::;N : (25)

Figure 10: Speci�cally pinning the biggest node of19 degrees in a 50-node Chen network generated

by the BA m odel: (a)-(d) are stabilizing phases with di�erent coupling strengths. The hom ogenous

stationary stateis �x = [7:9373 7:9373 21]T ,an unstable�xed pointofChen system [15].

Hence, the whole pinned network,controlled by a very sm allam ount oflocalfeedback controllers

and those virtualcontrollers,is stabilized onto the hom ogenous state �x via synchronization [43]. This

phenom enon isillustrated in Fig.10when thebiggestnodein a50-nodeChen networkgenerated from the

BA m odelwasspecially pinned with suitablecouplingstrength cand feedback gain d,overwhich other49

coupled chaoticChen system s[15](i.e.,nodes)in thenetworkweresynchronized tothedesigner-preferred

unstable �xed point �x = [7:9373 7:9373 21]T ofChen system .
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6 Sync criticality stories on K uram oto m odels

Collectivephasesynchronization in alargepopulation ofoscillatorshavingnaturaldi�erentfrequenciesis

anotherm ain branch in theliteratureofnetwork synchronization,and theK uram oto m odelisoneofthe

m ostrepresentative m odelsofcoupled phase oscillators. AfterW iener�rstdescribed the m athem atical

connection between thenonlineardynam icsand staticalphysics[73],which waslaterfruitfully studied by

W infree [74],K uram oto re�ned the m odel,and form alized the solution to a network ofglobally coupled

lim it-cycle oscillators[36],uncovering the situation why the oscillatorsare com pletely de-synchronized

untilthe coupling strength overcom esa criticality Csyn. M any variationsand extensionsofthe original

K uram oto m odelappeared laterhavebeen recently surveyed in [1](and referencestherein).

W e considera network ofN coupled lim it-cycle oscillatorswhosephases�i;i= 1;2;� � � ;N ;evolveas

d�i

dt
= !i+

NX

j= 1

cijaijsin(�j � �i); (26)

wherecij isthecoupling strength between node(oscillator)iand node(oscillator)j.Frequencies!i;i=

1;2;� � � ;N ;are random ly distributed following the given frequency distribution g(!),which isassum ed

thatg(!)= g(� !).Thenetwork coupling m atrix A = (aij)2 <N � N isde�ned asin previoussections.

Ifweselectthe identicalcoupling schem efora globally coupled network as

cij =
c

N
(27)

Eq. (26)isthe classicalK uram oto m odel[36],whose synchronization criticality isCsyn = 2

�g(0)
. W ith

sim ilarconstantidenticalcoupling schem es,K uram oto m odelhasbeen investigated its criticality Csyn

oversm all-worldand (or)scale-freenetworks.Hongetal.reported theirsynchronization observationsofa

largercriticality ofcouplingstrength on sm all-world networksthan thatofgloballycoupled networks[28].

And,thelatestinvestigation stated theabsenceofcriticalcoupling strength in frequency synchronization

ofa swarm ofoscillatorsconnected asa scale-freenetwork having a power-law exponent2 <  � 3 [30].

Theseresultsstrongly suggestthatthecollectivesynchronousbehaviorsofcom plex networksdepend on

the network topologies.

However,thesituation iscom pletely di�erentwhen thecoupling schem eisnon-identicaland asym m et-

ric.De�ne the non-identicalasym m etriccoupling schem e[38]:

cij = cj =
c

ki
; i;j= 1;� � � ;N ; (28)

whereki �tsthe given degreedistribution P (k)ofa network.Therefore,wehave

d�i

dt
= !i+

c

ki

NX

j= 1

aijsin(�j � �i): (29)

Ifforevery node i,itsdegree ki = N ;i= 1;2;� � � ;N ,m odel(29)isdegraded to the classicalK uram oto

m odelfor globally coupled networks. An interesting �nding [38]is that, with the non-identicaland

asym m etriccouplingschem e(28),theredoesexistauniform criticalityofcouplingstrength,Csyn =
2

�g(0)
,

to synchronize diversely random networksoflim it-cycle oscillators(29),which issurprisingly the sam e

asthe criticalcoupling strength ofglobally coupled networks.

Twom ain categoriesofdegreedistributionsofrandom com plexnetworksarein theform sofPpow er(k)/

k�  and Pexp(k)/ e� k. Therefore,to verify the independence ofCsyn on di�erentdegree distributions

P (k)ofnetwork topologies,in num ericalstudiesweselectthefam ousER m odel[20]togeneratenetworks

having an exponentialdegree distribution Pexp(k) / e� k,and the BA m odel[8]and the G K K m odel

[27]to generatenetworkshaving thescale-invariantpower-law degreedistribution Ppow er(k)/ k�  with
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Figure 11: The averageorderparam eterrav vsthe coupling strength C fornetworksgenerated by the

ER m odel(dashed line with circle m arkers),the Local-W orld m odel(dotted line with square m arkers),

theBA m odel(solid linewith diam ond m arkers),and theG K K m odelhaving power-law exponent= 6

(dash-dotline with righttriangle m arkers). Allnetworkshave the sam e scale N = 2048 and the sam e

averagedegreehki= 6.

= 3;6,respectively.Theproposed local-world evolvingm odel[39],which ownsa transition between the

exponentialdegreedistribution and the power-law degreedistribution,isadopted asthe �nalprototype

with the param etersM = 10,m = m 0 = 3 [38].

W e �x the network scale N = 2048,and the averagedegreehki= 6.Therefore,allnetworkshavethe

sam enum berofnodesand edgeswith di�erentconnectivity patternsin thefollowing sim ulation studies.

De�ne the averageorderparam eteras

rav =

* "P N

i= 1
kie

i�i

P N

i= 1
ki

#+

; (30)

whereh� � � iand [� � � ]denotetheaveragesoverdi�erentrealizationsofintrinsicnetworksand overdi�erent

realizationsofintrinsicfrequencies,respectively.In allthesim ulations,rav isaveraged over10 groupsof

networkssatisfying the sam e degree distribution P (k),and each network has5 setsoffrequencieswith

the distribution g(!).W e furtherspecify

g(!)=

(
0:5; if� 1 < ! < 1

0; otherwise:
(31)

Therefore,Csyn � 1:273 in thiscase.

As shown in Fig. 11, there is a com m on criticalcoupling strength of the value Csyn = 2

g(0)�
in

these fourcategoriesofnetworked lim it-cycle oscillators,and the averageorderparam eterrav increased

sharply when Csyn � c. In other words,the signi�cant di�erence am ong com plex network topologies

doesnotshow e�ecton thecollectivesynchrony ofthenon-identically asym m etrically coupled lim it-cycle

oscillators(29).However,asconcluded from [28,51,30],thereisnosuch asam ecriticalcouplingstrength

ofcollectivesynchrony in di�erentrandom com plex networksofidentically sym m etrically coupled lim it-

cycleoscillators.
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7 A n application exam ple: Synchronization in the W orld Trade

W eb

RecentstudiesoftheW orld TradeW eb (W TW )[41,62]haveshown thatthereisalso a signi�cantscale-

freefeaturein thiseconom icnetwork(Fig.12).In such aW orld TradeW eb,every country isadynam ical

node,and the connections(edges)between any pairofcountries(nodes)are theirim portsand exports.

Itwaspointed outthatthe United States isthe biggestnode in the W TW [41]. As m entioned above,

the com plexity ofthe network topology usually dom inates the dynam icalbehaviors ofa network,and

the stability ofa few ‘big’nodesdeterm ine the synchronizability and stability ofa scale-free dynam ical

network [43,67]. Therefore,it is interesting to ask to what extent the econom y ofthe United States

a�ects the econom ic developm entin otherrelatively ‘sm aller’countries. In m ore subtle details,we are

interested in �nding whether there is synchronization ofeconom ic cycles existing between the United

Statesand the othercountries.
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Figure 12: Cum ulative im portand exportweighted degree distributionsofthe W TW with 188 nodes

and 12413 exportlinksand 12669 im portlinks.Thedashed lineisthepower-law form P (k)� k�  with

= 0:6� 1:6.

Theeconom ic-cyclesynchronizationischaracterizedbythecorrelationbetween thecyclicalcom ponents

ofoutputsoftwo arbitrarily chosen countries,iand j [24,25]:

corr(yci;y
c
j)=

cov(yci;y
c
j)

q

var(yci)var(y
c
j)
; i;j= 1;2;� � � ;n; (32)

where yci isthe cyclicalcom ponentofoutputofcountry i,which can be speci�ed here asthe realG ross

Dom esticProduct(G DP).A positivecorrelation m eansthatsynchronizationexistsin theeconom iccycles

between countriesiand j,and ahighercorrelation im pliesahigherdegreeofsynchronization ofeconom ic

cyclesbetween two countries.

The econom y developm entin a country isa very com plex issue,and m ay be a�ected by m any unpre-

dictable factorssuch assigni�cantchangesofeconom ic orpoliticalregim esoccurred in a country (like

USSR and som eeastern European countries),theshocksfrom thosespeculated m oney �rm s(such asthe

Q uantum Fund ofG eorgeSoros),thecontinuation ofacountry’seconom icpolicy,thechangeofexchange

17



ratepolicy,and localwars,etc.Hence,in studying thesynchronization phenom enon ofeconom iccycles,

to decrease the perturbationson econom y developm entfrom unreasonable ‘noise’to the m inim um ,we

should probethosecountrieswherestableand peacefulpoliticalsituationsand m aturem arketeconom ic

system s have been wellm aintained. W ith the statisticaldata ofrealG DP in 1975-2000 that we can

collected atthattim e,an appropriatechoicecontains22 developed countries,i.e.,theUnited States,the

United K ingdom ,G erm any,Japan,France,Canada,Australia,Austria,Belgium ,Norway,Italy,Finland,

Denm ark,G reece,Ireland,Iceland,Netherlands,Portugal,Spain,Sweden,New Zealand and Luxem burg

(Fig. 13). It can be observed from the �gure that in 1975-2000,totally 18 developed countries did

have signi�canteconom ic-cycle synchronization with the United States,where 5 countries (the United

K ingdom ,Australia,Canada,Finland,Sweden)show m uch strongersynchronization ofeconom iccycles,

exceptonly 3 countries:Japan,G erm any and Austria [41].
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Figure13: 22 developed countries’econom iccyclessynchronization phenom ena.ThepositiverealG DP

correlation m eanssynchronouseconom iccyclesofthoseindicated countrieswith the United States,and

the negativecorrelation m eansasynchronouseconom iccyclesofthe indicated countrieswith the United

States.

8 To probe further

In thepastfew years,advancesin com plex dynam icalnetworkshaveuncovered som eam azingsim ilarities

am ong m any diverselarge-scalenaturaland arti�cialsystem ssuch asthe Internet,the world wide web,

the world trade web,cellularnonlinearnetworks,m etabolic system s,and even the collaborationsofthe

Hollywood m ovie stars. Researchersfrom inter-disciplines have been inspired by the newly discovered

sm all-world and scale-free features,and signi�cantprogresshasbeen gained in the studiesofthe e�ect

ofcom plex network topology on network dynam icalbehaviors,particularly the network synchronization

phenom enon.

In thisarticle,wehavereported ourrecentresearch work on thesynchronization ofcom plex dynam ical

networks,both from thetheoreticalstudiesand econom icapplications.Even with theinspiring advances

oftoday,there are stillm any im portanttheoreticaland technicalexplorationson m odelling,evolution,

analysis,control,and synchronization ofcom plex dynam icalnetworksleftforfuture persistentresearch.
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