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Abstract—In a Nature article, Scheffer et al. presented a
novel data-driven framework to predict critical transitions in
complex systems. These transitions, which may stem from failures, degradation, or adversarial actions, have been attributed
to bifurcations in the nonlinear dynamics. Their approach was
built upon the phenomenon of critical slowing down, i.e., slow
recovery in response to small perturbations near bifurcations. We
extend their approach to detect and localize critical transitions
in nonlinear networks. By introducing the notion of network
critical slowing down, the objective of this paper is to detect
that the network is undergoing a bifurcation only by analyzing
its signatures from measurement data. We focus on two classes
of widely-used nonlinear networks: (1) Kuramoto model for
the synchronization of coupled oscillators, and (2) attractionrepulsion dynamics in swarms, each of which presents a specific
type of bifurcation. Based on the phenomenon of critical slowing
down, we study the asymptotic behavior of the perturbed system
away and close to the bifurcation and leverage this fact to
develop a deterministic method to detect and identify critical
transitions in nonlinear networks. Furthermore, we study the
state covariance matrix subject to a stochastic noise process away
and close to the bifurcation and use it to develop a stochastic
framework for detecting critical transitions. Our simulation
results show the strengths and limitations of the methods.
Index Terms—Critical Slowing Down, Bifurcation, Nonlinear
Coupled Oscillators, Attraction-Repulsion Dynamics.

I. I NTRODUCTION
Motivation: In complex systems, transitions from stable
to unstable operating modes due to the change in system’s
parameter are seen in a broad range of real-world applications,
from biological and ecological systems [1] to infrastructure
systems [2]. Examples include: (1) cluster synchronization in
complex networks as a result of the infrastructure degradation
over time [3], (2) the onset of Alzheimer’s disease caused by
changes in brain functional network connectivity affected by
aging [4], and (3) the onset of the epilepsy which is correlated
to the gradual changes in the functional connectivity in the
brain’s temporal lobe [5]. In some application, these transitions
plays crucial role in the operation of the network. However,
in many other applications, they can endanger network’s
safety and potentially results in catastrophic events. From a
mathematical perspective, these phenomena are described by
bifurcations; changes in the stability of an equilibrium due to
parameter variations. Detecting that a system is undergoing a
bifurcation is not easy, because it usually requires knowledge
about the system model and values of the bifurcating parameters. However, it is shown that bifurcations usually leave
traces on the system’s measurements [6]. Inspired by those
observations, we introduce data-driven algorithms to detect
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and localize critical transitions in two widely-studied nonlinear
networks.
Literature Review: The dynamics representing the evolution of natural systems, e.g., biological, ecological, and climate
systems, represent different types of nonlinear phenomena,
including the bifurcation. Thus, first attempts to use data in
analyzing the behaviour of large-scale networks and detecting
their critical transitions, belong to the researches in natural
sciences and medicine [7], [8]. One of the signatures of complex systems near bifurcation is the phenomenon of critical
slowing down; a slow recovery in response to perturbations
near a bifurcation. Critical slowing down was first introduced
in statistical mechanics [9] and was revisited in a variety of
complex systems [7], [10]. The effect of critical slowing down
on the autocorrelation of the system’s state, its variance, and
higher order moments of data distribution was discussed in
[6], [11] which became useful in detecting tipping points in
complex systems using data. However, these approaches are
usually based on the analysis of an aggregated scalar dynamical system and do not consider the role of network structure
in these critical transitions. In a separate line of research,
detection and identification of abrupt changes in dynamical
systems has been extensively studied in engineering systems,
see [12] and references therein. These methods mainly consist
of two steps: (1) generating a residual, i.e., a signal showing
the deviation of the measurement from the system’s output in
the normal condition, and (2) designing a decision rule based
upon these residuals. The above steps require an extensive
knowledge about the system’s dynamics in the normal and
faulty conditions and are usually applicable to linear systems.
In nonlinear networks, not only the bifurcation can cause
instability in the system, the underlying network topology can
facilitate the propagation of this failure throughout the system.
This phenomenon is known as cascading failure that can
potentially lead to the collapse of the entire infrastructure [13],
[14]. Hence, early detection and localization of failures in a
network can help preventing their dissemination to the healthy
parts. In this paper, we study two well-known dynamical
systems, as discussed below:
Synchronization of Coupled Oscillators: Synchronization is a pervasive phenomenon in many engineering and natural systems including biological systems [15], robotics [16],
brain networks [17], circuits and radio technology [18], and
power grids [19]. One of the simplest model to study synchronization in oscillator networks is Kuramoto oscillator model. It
is well-known that Kuramoto oscillators can undergo a bifurcation from synchrony to incoherency. Indeed, for Kuramoto oscillator networks, synchronization is determined by a trade-off
between coupling strength and oscillators’ heterogeneity [19].
A large body of work in the literature is devoted to estimating
or characterizing this trade-off [20] [19] [21]. In many real
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world applications of oscillator networks, finding the exact
onset of bifurcation is a critical task for operation and safety
of these networks. One of the most visible examples is the
power grids which, as a result of the unprecedented penetration
of renewable energy resources and large increase in power
demand, are being pushed toward their maximum capacity.
In this context, understanding the threshold of bifurcation
can help system operators to ensure safety and security of
the frequency synchronization. Another example is the brain
network where computing the onset of bifurcation is important
to understand different modes of functionality of the brain.
Attraction-Repulsion
Dynamics:
The attractionrepulsion functions are widely used in formation and
swarming of robots [22]–[24]. They are inspired from animal
grouping and biological systems with attraction having longer
range than repulsion [25], [26]. The dynamics of these swarms
are governed by an interplay between these two forces and
the network reaches local stability [27]. In these systems,
a bifurcation can happen when the repulsion dominates the
attraction, resulting in a change in the shape of the network.
An example is the cluster formation of particles in granular
flows where the cluster size is the resultant of the two forces
[28]. Another example is the tissue growth in multi-cellular
organisms in which density-dependent inhibition acts as a
repulsion force between cells in a tissue and inhibits them to
grow in a bounded environment [29]. This density dependent
inhibition is usually applied by cell-cell contacts. Tumor cells
have often lose this density-dependent inhibition, resulting
in a non-stopping cell production. Hence, understanding the
logic behind bifurcations in those systems can help us to
detect and identify them faster.
Contributions: In this paper, we develop two data-driven
methods (a deterministic and a stochastic) to detect critical
transitions in nonlinear network systems. The contributions of
this paper are as follows:
• We study bifurcation for coupled oscillators and
attraction-repulsion dynamics with two agents. Using
suitable reduced-order models, we characterize the behavior of these systems at bifurcation and their bifurcation type. Following [6], we observe the phenomenon
of critical slowing down near bifurcations and applied
deterministic and stochastic methods to detect the onset
of bifurcation.
• For networks of coupled oscillators and networks of
attraction-repulsion dynamics, we investigate asymptotic
behaviors of parameterized nonlinear networks and provide sufficient conditions, in terms of network parameters
and structure, under which a bifurcation happens (Propositions 1 and 2).
• For networks of coupled oscillators and networks of
attraction-repulsion dynamics, we study the signature of
the bifurcation in these dynamics using a deterministic
and a stochastic approach. In the deterministic approach,
we investigate the asymptotic behavior of nonlinear networks away and close to the bifurcation (Theorem 1).
Building upon this result, we introduce the notion of
network critical slowing down and develop a completely
data-driven heuristic algorithm to detect bifurcations in
the network and localize the bifurcating edges. We further demonstrate a dichotomy between the asymptotic

behaviour of the state covariance before and at the bifurcation (Theorem 2) and use it as a stochastic indicator
of the bifurcation in the network.
• We demonstrate the efficiency of our algorithms using
several numerical simulations and compare the abilities,
limitations, and application domains of the proposed
deterministic and stochastic methods.
Finally, we emphasize that the objective of this work is to
use data-driven methods to directly detect bifurcation without
any need to identify system’s parameters. We do not use
system identification techniques and, thus, prevailing conditions to identify the system’s parameters (i.e., persistence of
excitation) do not need to be satisfied.
II. M ODELING AND P ROBLEM S TATEMENT
In this section, we introduce two classes of nonlinear
dynamics, namely attraction-repulsion dynamics and synchronization of coupled oscillators, and then state the problem.
A. Notation
Given a vector v ∈ Rn , we define the diagonal matrix
[v] ∈ Rn×n by [v]ii = vi , for every i ∈ {1, . . . , n}.
For a symmetric matrix M , the eigenvalues are ordered as
λ1 (M ) ≤ λ2 (M ) ≤ . . . ≤ λn (M ). We denote an undirected
weighted graph by G = {V, E, W}, where V ∈ {1, 2, ..., n}
is a set of nodes and E ⊂ V × V, |E| = m is the set
of m edges, and W = {wij }(i,j)∈E represents the edge
weights. The neighbors of node i ∈ V are given by the set
Ni = {j ∈ V | (i, j) ∈ E}. The adjacency matrix of the graph
is a symmetric and binary n × n matrix A, where element
Aij = wij ∈ W if (i,
∈ E and zero otherwise. The degree
Pj)
n
of node i is di =
j=1 Aij . The Laplacian matrix of the
graph is L , D − A, where D = diag(d1 , d2 , . . . , dn ). Given
an undirected weighted graph G = {V, E, W}, the eigenvalues
of its Laplacian are real and nonnegative, and are denoted
by 0 = λ1 (G) ≤ λ2 (G) ≤ . . . ≤ λn (G). An orientation of
the graph G is defined by assigning a direction (arbitrarily)
to each edge in E. For graph G with m edges, numbered as
e1 , e2 , ..., em , its node-edge incidence matrix B(G) ∈ Rn×m ,
or simply B, is defined as


if node k is the head of edge l,
1
[B]kl = −1
if node k is the tail of edge l,

0
otherwise.
The graph Laplacian satisfies L = BW B > , where W is a
diagonal matrix representing the edge weights. Given a set of
nodes S ⊆ V, the cutset of S is defined as ∂S = {(u, v) ∈
E|u ∈ S, v ∈ V \ S}. A 2-cutset is a cutset whose removal
splits the graph into two connected components.1 Given a set
S ⊆ V, its indicator vector χS ∈ Rn is defined by:
(
+1 i ∈ S,
S
χi =
−1 i 6= S.
Let G(α) = {V, E, W(α)} be a family of undirected weighted
graphs parameterized by α ∈ I. We define the associated
1 In this paper, for the sake of brevity, we have developed our results
considering 2-cutsets. However, our results can be easily generalized to
general cutsets.
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lower-bound graph G = {V, E, W} where W = {wij }(i,j)∈E
is defined by wij = inf α∈I wij (α) for every (i, j) ∈ E.

D. Problem Statement
Consider a dynamical system on the graph G with the
parameterized vector field f : Rn × R≥0 → Rn , in which
the states of nodes evolve as follows:

B. Nonlinear Coupled Oscillators
One of the simplest model for studying network of nonlinear
coupled oscillators is the Kuramoto model. In the Kuramoto
model, the state of each agent is its phase θi ∈ R and evolves
according to the following first-order dynamics
θ̇i = ωi (α) −

n
X

i = 1, 2, ..., n

(1)

where aij is the coupling strength between agents i and j and
ωi (α) is the natural frequency of agent i, parameterized by
α ∈ (0, ∞). Recalling |E| = m, let A ∈ Rm×m be a diagonal
edge weight matrix in which Aee = aij where e = (i, j) and
B ∈ Rn×m be the incidence matrix of G. Then the coupled
oscillator dynamics (1) can be written in the matrix form:
θ̇ = ω(α) − BA sin(B > θ),

(2)

where θ = (θ1 , . . . , θn )> ∈ Rn and ω(α) =
(ω1 (α), . . . , ωn (α))> ∈ Rn are the vector of states and natural
frequencies respectively.

C. Attraction-Repulsion Dynamics in Swarms
A swarm is a network of n agents in a k-dimensional
Euclidean space. The state of each agent is denoted by xi ∈ Rk
and evolves according to the following dynamics
ẋi =

g(xi − xj ),

i = 1, 2, ..., n

(3)

•

We have access to state measurements x.
We have no knowledge of the network parameters and
the bifurcation parameter α.

We know that parameter α is changing and a bifurcation
happens at some parameter value α = α∗ . The problem is
to detect when the system is close to bifurcation, i.e., α is
close to α∗ . We address the above problem by studying the
response of the system (6) to perturbations. The perturbations
can be considered to be deterministic (i.e., disturbance signals
with known magnitude) or stochastic (i.e., Gaussian noise with
a known mean and covariance).
III. B IFURCATION A NALYSIS FOR 2- DIMENSIONAL
S YSTEMS
For the sake of simplicity in the exposition, in this section
and Section IV, we start with analyzing the bifurcation in
networks with two agents. Our two-dimensional analysis can
be also useful when studying aggregation of agents in a
network or model-order reduction [31].

A. Nonlinear Coupled Oscillators
Consider a network consists of two oscillators

(i,j)∈E
k

θ̇1 = ω1 (α) − k sin(θ1 − θ2 ),

X

θ̇2 = ω2 (α) − k sin(θ2 − θ1 ).

k

where g : R → R is a nonlinear function modeling
the attraction and repulsion forces between the individuals.
Among several classes of attraction-repulsion functions g(·),
linear attraction and exponential repulsion is widely used in the
literature [22], [30], inspired from natural swarms with longrange attraction and short-range repulsion. Using this model,
the dynamics of each agent become
ẋi = −

(6)

where x ∈ Rn is the state of system, α ∈ (0, ∞) is the
bifurcation parameter, and the parameterized vector field f
take either form of (2) or (5). We also assume that:
•

aij sin(θi − θj ),

j∈Ni

n
X

ẋ = f (x, α),


(xi −xj ) waij (α)−wrij exp

−kxi −xj k2 
c



, (4)

(7)

where ωi (α) is the natural frequency of node i, parameterized
by the bifurcation parameter α ∈ R and k is a fixed coupling
gain. We define φ = θ1 − θ2 and ω̄(α) = ω1 (α) − ω2 (α).
We show that when the ratio between the difference in natural
frequencies and the coupling, i.e., ω(α)
k , exceeds a threshold,
a saddle node bifurcation happens.2 To show this, we subtract
the two equations in (7) to get the reduced-order coupled
oscillator dynamics as:

(i,j)∈E

where waij is the attraction coefficient and wrij is the repulsion
coefficient and they represent the strength of attraction and
repulsion forces between the node pair (i, j), respectively.
Here, waij is parameterized by the parameter α ∈ (0, ∞). One
can write (4) in the following matrix form:
ẋ = −BA(x, α)B > x

(5)

where B is the incidence matrix 
of the graph and A =
−kxi −xj k2
ij
ij
diag wa (α) − wr exp(
) for every (i, j) ∈ E.
c

φ̇ = ω̄(α) − k sin φ.

(8)

For ω̄(α)
k > 1, the reduced-order dynamics does not have any
equilibrium point, as shown in Fig. 1 (a). When ω̄(α)
= 1,
k
a saddle node bifurcation happens at φ = π2 (Fig. 1 (b)). For
ω̄(α)
k < 1, there are two equilibria, one stable and one unstable
(Fig. 1 (c)).3
2 See

[1] for details about several types of bifurcations in nonlinear systems.
an example, in power systems the natural frequencies of the generators
change over time, due to degradation or power demand [32].
3 As
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Fig. 1: Top: Phase plane for reduced-order coupled oscillator dynamics (8) with different values of ω̄k . (a)
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B. Attraction-Repulsion Dynamics
Consider two agents with scalar states x1 and x2 . The
attraction-repulsion dynamics are given by


−kx1 − x2 k2 
ẋ1 = −(x1 − x2 ) wa (α) − wr . exp
,
c


−kx2 − x1 k2 
. (9)
ẋ2 = −(x2 − x1 ) wa (α) − wr . exp
c
Subtracting the two equations and defining φ = x1 − x2 , gives
the reduced-order attraction-repulsion dynamics as follows:


−kφk2 
φ̇ = −2φ wa (α) − wr . exp
.
(10)
c
It can be shown that when the ratio between the repulsion
coefficient and the attraction coefficient exceeds a threshold,
a supercritical pitchfork bifurcation happens and the system
transitions from one fixed point to three fixed points. For
wr
wa (α) ≤ 1, the origin is a stable equilibrium point. For
wr
wa (α) > 1, the origin becomes unstable with two symmetrical
 21
a
stable equilibria at φe = ± − c ln( w
, as shown in Fig. 1
wr )
(e-g). In this figure, stable and unstable equilibrium points are
shown with black and white circles, respectively. Figure 1 (h)
shows the bifurcation diagram of (10).
IV. D ETECTING C RITICAL T RANSITIONS FOR
2- DIMENSIONAL SYSTEMS
We focus on two different approaches to detect bifurcations
in nonlinear systems: i) deterministic approach by considering the recovery rate after perturbations, and ii) stochastic
approach by considering the autocorrelation and variance of
the state. Our framework is built upon the phenomenon of
critical slowing down. It refers to the tendency of a system
to take longer to return to equilibrium after perturbations as
discussed in [6].

A. Deterministic Method
In this method, we consider the recovery rate of the system
subject to a known and deterministic perturbation to detect
bifurcations. For a given parameter α, consider the dynamical
system (6) and suppose that xα is a locally asymptotically
stable equilibrium point of (6). We study the behavior of (6)
around xα under a small perturbation  and get:
d(xα + )
= f (xα + ).
(11)
dt
Linearizing (11) using a first-order Taylor expansion yields
d(xα + )
∂f
= f (xα + ) = f (xα ) +
dt
∂x

 + O(2 ). (12)
xα

Therefore, the dynamics for the perturbation  around the
equilibrium point xα can be approximated by the associated
perturbation dynamics
d
∂f
=
dt
∂x

.

(13)

xα

By [33, Theorem 4.7], if the origin is the exponentially
stable equilibrium point of (13), then xα is an locally exponentially stable equilibrium point of (11). Now we study
the perturbation dynamics (13) for the reduced order models
of coupled oscillators dynamics (8) and attraction-repulsion
dynamics (10) and propose algorithms for detection of critical
transitions in these systems.
Nonlinear Coupled Oscillators: For the reduced-order coupled oscillator (8), bifurcation occurs when ω̄(α)
= 1. For
k
ω̄(α)
<
1,
the
dynamical
system
(8)
has
two
equilibrium
points
k
ω̄(α)
φs = arcsin( ω̄(α)
)
and
φ
=
π
−
arcsin(
)
as
shown
in
u
k
k
ω̄(α)
Fig. 1 (c). It is easy to see that φs = arcsin( k ) is the locally
asymptotically stable equilibrium point of (8). Using (13), the
perturbation dynamics around φs can be approximated by:
d
= − cos(arcsin( ω̄(α)
(14)
k )).
dt
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Fig. 2: Nonlinear coupled oscillators: The evolution of  before bifurcation,
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In this section, we look at the autocorrelation of system’s
state subject to a stochastic noise to detect bifurcations. The
intuition is that near the bifurcation, the rates of change of the
system’s states decrease. As a result, the state of the system
at any given moment becomes more similar to its past state
which leads to an increase in the autocorollation of system’s
states. To formally show this, we approximate the dynamics
of the system close to the equilibrium xα by
∂f
dx
= f (x) = f (xα ) +
dt
∂x

𝑇𝑖𝑚𝑒 (0.1𝑠)

𝑇𝑖𝑚𝑒 (0.1𝑠)

Fig. 3: Attraction-repulsion dynamics: The evolution of  before bifurcation,
left, and after bifurcation, right.

For ω̄(α)
< 1,  = 0 is an exponentially stable equilibk
rium point of (14) and thus the perturbation  converges to
zero. According to (14), by approaching to the bifurcation,
i.e, ω̄(α)
→ 1, the rate of the recovery of perturbation 
k
diminishes.
Attraction-Repulsion Dynamics: For the reduced-order
attraction-repulsion dynamics (10) bifurcation occurs when
wr
wr
wa (α) = 1. For wa (α) ≤ 1, the only equilibrium point of (10)
is φ = 0 and thus (13) becomes
d
= 2(wr − wa (α)).
(15)
dt
r
For waw(α)
< 1, based on (15), the perturbation goes exponentially to zero, i.e., (t) = (0)e2(wr −wa (α))t . By approaching
r
to the bifurcation, i.e., waw(α)
→ 1, the rate of the recovery
after perturbation  diminishes.
Example 1. Consider nonlinear coupled oscillator model (8)
with the coupling k = 2. A constant perturbation signal  =
0.4 is applied to state φ of the system from t = 6s to t = 8s.
The perturbation signal before bifurcation for different values
of ω̄k is shown in Fig. 2, left. As shown in this figure, the closer
value of ω̄k to the bifurcation point, i.e., ω̄k = 1, the larger the
time required to return the perturbation to zero. The response
at the bifurcation, ω̄k = 1, is shown in Fig. 2, right which
shows that the perturbation is no longer recovered.
Now, consider attraction-repulsion dynamics (10). The evolution of the perturbation signal  for the attraction-repulsion
wr
dynamics is shown in Fig. 3 for different values of w
and c =
a
wr
1. The bifurcation occurs at wa = 1. Similar to the coupled
oscillator dynamics, by approaching to the bifurcation, the
tendency of the system to recover the perturbation decreases.
However, during and after bifurcation, the attraction-repulsion
dynamics present a different behaviour. In the bifurcation, the
origin is still a globally stable equilibrium (unlike saddle-

(x − xα ) + O(2 ).

(16)

xα

Assume that a stochastic disturbance is applied in specific time
steps ∆t, for ∆t ∈ Z≥0 to the above dynamics. The state of
the system after applying the stochastic white noise {ξt }∞
t=1
with variance σ is given by
xt+1 − xα = eλ∆t (xt − xα ) + ξt ,

(17)

Following the argument in Section (IV-A), for systems (8)
and (10), the (approximated) exponential rates of recovery are
λ = − cos(arcsin( ω̄(α)
k )) Nonlinear Coupled Oscillator
λ = 2(wr − wa (α))
Attraction-Repulsion
(18)
We define et = xt − xα . If λ and ∆t are independent of xt ,
one can interpret (17) as a lag-1 autoregressive process,
et+1 = γet + ξt .

(19)

If the autocorrelation parameter γ = eλ∆t is close to zero, the
state xt inherits the white noise characteristics of ξt and if it
is close to one, et+1 becomes closer to a red (autocorrelated)
noise [34]. Since |γ| < 1, for stable system, the mean E(et )
is identical for all values of t by the definition of wide sense
stationarity and the variance is calculated as [34]
lim var(et ) =

t→∞

σ2
.
1 − γ2

(20)

Close to the bifurcation, the recovery rate to the equilibrium
is small, implying that λ approaches zero. Thus, the autocorrelation γ tends to one and the variance tends to infinity.
Example 2. Consider nonlinear coupled oscillator (8) with
the coupling k = 2. A zero-mean white noise with variance
σ = 5 is applied to the system at every integer instance of
time t ∈ Z≥0 . The moving variance of the state is shown in
Figure 4.
So far, we focused on the critical transitions in scalar
reduced-order models, ignoring the role of network structure.
In the coming sections, we extend this framework to detect
and localize bifurcations in nonlinear networks.
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Remark 1. While Proposition 1(i) implies that for α ∈ [0, α∗ )
there exist a locally stable and a locally unstable equilibrium
manifold for the coupled oscillators network (2), it does not
exclude the existence of other equilibrium manifolds.

𝑇𝑖𝑚𝑒 (0.1𝑠)

𝑇𝑖𝑚𝑒 (0.1𝑠)

Fig. 4: State variance away from (left) and close to the bifurcation (right).
V. B IFURCATION A NALYSIS IN N ETWORKS
Before extending the detection methods to nonlinear networks, we first characterize the attracting sets of the each
nonlinear network before and after the bifurcation.
A. Nonlinear Coupled Oscillators
Consider the coupled oscillator dynamics (2) over a network
G = {V, E, W}. We suppose the vector of natural frequencies
ω(α) = [ω1 (α) ω2 (α) ... ωn (α)]> is parameterized by a
real-valued parameter α ∈ [0, ∞) satisfying the following
assumption.
Assumption 1. There exist a 2-cutset ∂S for some S ⊆ V
and an α∗ ∈ (0, ∞) such that
(i) for every α ∈ [0, α∗ ) we have kB > L† ω(α)k∞ < 1;
(ii) if α = α∗ , then (B > L† ω(α∗ ))e = 1, for every e ∈ ∂S;
(iii) for every α ∈ (α∗ , ∞),
(B > L† ω(α))e > 1, for every e ∈ ∂S,
(B > L† ω(α))e < 1, for every e ∈ E \ ∂S.
The term B > L† ω(α) ∈ Rm has a physical interpretation in
flow networks. For acyclic undirected graphs, any single edge
e is an edge cut and the vector B > L† ω(α) ∈ Rm is interpreted
as the normalized flow through the edges of the network [21].
As a result, for acyclic graphs, Assumption 1 indicates that,
at α = α∗ , the flows on the 2-cutset ∂S reach their maximum
value. The next proposition shows that the nonlinear coupled
oscillator 2 undergoes a bifurcation at α = α∗ and studies the
stability of the equilibria of (2) before and after bifurcation.
Proposition 1 (Bifurcation in oscillator networks). Consider
the nonlinear coupled oscillators (2) over a weighted undirected acyclic graph G = {V, E, W}. If the parameterized
natural frequencies satisfy Assumption 1 for the singleton 2cutset ∂S = {e}, then a bifurcation occurs in (2) such that
(i) for α ∈ [0, α∗ ), the dynamical system (2) has a locally asymptotically stable equilibrium manifold θ1 (α) +
span{1n } given by
θ1 (α) = L† BA sin−1 (B > L† ω(α)),

B. Attraction-Repulsion Dynamics
Consider the attraction-repulsion dynamics (5) over a network G = {V, E, W} and suppose that the attraction coefficients wa = {wea } are parameterized by a real-valued
parameter α ∈ [0, ∞) satisfying the following assumption.
Assumption 2. There exist a 2-cutset ∂S for some S ⊆ V
and an α∗ ∈ (0, ∞) such that
(i) If α ∈ (0, α∗ ) then wea (α) > wer , for every e ∈ E;
(ii) If α = α∗ , then wea (α∗ ) = wer for all e ∈ ∂S;
(iii) If α ∈ (α∗ , ∞) we have
wea (α) < wer , for every e ∈ ∂S,
wea (α) > wer , for every e ∈ E \ ∂S.
If Assumption 2 holds, then at α = α∗ , the attraction and
repulsion coefficients on the 2-cutset ∂S are equal. The next
proposition shows that, under this assumption, a bifurcation
happens at α = α∗ which leads to instability of the consensus.
Proposition 2 (Bifurcation in Attraction-Repulsion Dynamics). Consider the attraction-repulsion dynamics (5) over a
weighted undirected graph G = {V, E, W}. Then if the
parameterized attraction function satisfies Assumption 2 for
a 2-cutset ∂S for some S ⊆ V,
(i) for α ∈ [0, α∗ ), the system (5) converges globally to
1
>
n 1n 1n x(0);
(ii) for α ∈ (α∗ , ∞), the invariant manifold M = span{1n }
is unstable for the system (5).
Remark 2. Proposition 2 does not exclude the emergence of
other contracting attractors after bifurcation. Indeed, in [27],
it is shown that for attraction-repulsion dynamics (5) states of
the agents converge to a positive invariant set defined as
r
wr c
−1
B = {x : kx − xk ≤ β}, where β =
exp(
).
wa 2
2
VI. D ETECTION AND L OCALIZATION OF CRITICAL
TRANSITIONS

Now, we extend the deterministic and the stochastic detection algorithms in Section IV to nonlinear networks.
Coupled Oscillator Networks: Let θ1 (α) + span{1n } be
the locally asymptotically stable equilibrium manifold of (2)
as described in Proposition 1. Using the change of coordinate
 = θ − θ1 (α), we can approximate the perturbation dynamics
of coupled oscillators as follows
d
= −BACO (α)B > ,
dt

(21)

and an unstable equilibrium manifold L† BAn +
span{1n } where n ∈ R|E| is
(
sin−1 (B > L† ω(α))s
s 6= e
ns =
π − sin−1 (B > L† ω(α))s s = e.

where ACO (α) = A[cos(B > θ1 (α))]. We define the family of
graphs G(α) = {V, E, W(α)} such that

(ii) for α ∈ (α∗ , ∞), the dynamical system (2) has no
equilibrium manifold.

where e = (i, j) ∈ E. Using Proposition 1, one can show that
BA[cos(B > θ1 (α))]B > is the Laplacian matrix of the graph

(W(α))ij = (ACO (α))ee ,

for all α ∈ [0, ∞),
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G(α) and thus it is a positive semi-definite matrix. We denote
the eigenvalues of this Laplaican matrix by 0 = λ1 (α) ≤
λ2 (α) ≤ . . . ≤ λn (α) and their associated normalized
eigenvectors by √1n 1n = v1 (α), v2 (α), . . . , vn (α).
Attraction-Repulsion Networks: Using the change of coordinate  = x−x, where x = n1 1n 1>
n x(0), we can approximate
the perturbation dynamics as follows

d
∂
=−
BA(x, α)B > x .
dt
∂x
x

(22)



∂
∂
BA(x, α)B > x = −
BAAR (x, α) B > x
∂x
∂x
− BA(x, α)B > .
(23)
For every α ∈ [0, ∞), the first term in the RHS of (23) is
always zero when x = x because B > x = 0. However, using
the fact that A(x, α∗ ) = 0n×n , one can show the second term
in the RHS of (23) is zero at the equilibrium point x = x
only at the bifurcation, α = α∗ . Therefore, the perturbation
dynamics (22) can be written as follows:
(24)

where AAR (α) = A(x, α). We define the family of graphs
G(α) = {V, E, W(α)} such that
(W(α))ij = (AAR (α))ee ,

lim (t) =

t→∞

For every x ∈ Rn and every α ∈ [0, ∞), we compute

d
= −BAAR (α)B > .
dt

Theorem 1 (Convergence of perturbation dynamics). Consider the nonlinear coupled oscillator network (2) (resp.
attraction-repulsion network (5)) satisfying Assumption 1 on
an acyclic graph (resp. satisfying Assumption 2 on an arbitrary graph). For every α ∈ [0, α∗ ) and every solution
of  : R≥0 → Rn of the perturbation dynamics (21) (resp.
perturbation dynamics (24)), the following statements hold
(i) we have

for all α ∈ [0, ∞),

where e = (i, j) ∈ E. Using Proposition 2, one can show that
BA(x, α)B > is the Laplacian matrix of the graph G(α) and
thus it is a positive semi-definite matrix. For the simplicity
of notations, similar to the case of nonlinear oscillators, we
denote the eigenvalues of this Laplacian matrix by 0 =
λ1 (α) ≤ λ2 (α) ≤ . . . ≤ λn (α) and the their associated
normalized eigenvectors by √1n 1n = v1 (α), v2 (α), . . . , vn (α).
The spectral properties of the Laplacian matrix
BACO (α∗ )B > (resp. BAAR (α∗ )B > ) plays a critical
role in our detection algorithm. Before we state the next
lemma, recall that G is the lower-bound graph associated
with the family of parameterized graphs G(α) for α ∈ [0, ∞)
defined in Section II-A. The following lemma plays a crucial
role in our detection and localization algorithms.
Lemma 1. Consider the perturbed coupled oscillator dynamics (21) (resp. perturbed attraction-repulsion dynamics (24))
with bifurcation parameter α ∈ [0, ∞) satisfying Assumption 1
(resp. Assumption 2) with a 2-cutset ∂S for some S ⊆ V. Then
the following statements hold:
(i) limα→α∗ λ2 (α) = λ2 (α∗ ) = 0;
(ii) limα→α∗ v2 (α) = v2 (α∗ ) = √1n χS ,
where χS is the indicator vector defined in Section II-A
A. Network critical slowing down: Deterministic approach
Our key observation is that the system’s recovery rate converges to zero as the it approaches the bifurcation. Moreover,
the structure of the persisting perturbation determines the
location of the bifurcation in the network. Now we can state
the main result of this paper.

>
1
n 1n 1n (0)

with the rate of convergence λ2 (α);
(ii) we have


−λ2 (α)t
lim (t) = n1 1n 1>
v2 (α)v2> (α) (0)
n +e
t→∞

uniformly in α with rate of convergence λ3 (G).
Remark 3 (Deterministic interpretation of Network Critical Slowing Down). Lemma 1 and Theorem 1(i) show that the
rate of convergence of (t) to the consensus decreases to zero
as the system gets closer to the bifurcation, i.e., α → α∗ . This
phenomenon, termed as “network critical slowing down”, is
the generalization of the slowing down phenomenon discussed
in Section IV. The uniform convergence in Theorem 1(ii) can
be used to detect the bifurcation, as explained in the following
subsection.
The proposed bifurcation detection and localization algorithm discussed in this subsection is based upon the phenomenon of critical slowing down discussed above. Using
the uniform convergence result in Theorem 1(ii), for every
α ∈ [0, α∗ ) the solution  : R≥0 → Rn of the perturbation
dynamics has the following form


−λ2 (α)t
(t) = n1 1n 1>
v2 (α)v2> (α) (0) + O(e−λ3 (G)t ).
n +e
(25)
For α close to α∗ satisfying λ2 (α) ≤ 21 λ3 (G) and for a
−2
)
detection time scale ζ < 1 such that t ≥ ln(ζ
λ3 (G) , we have
e−λ3 (G)t ∈ O(ζ 2 ),
e

−λ2 (α)t

v2 (α)v2> (α)(0)

∈ O(ζ).

(26)

This means that as t → ∞, the term O(e−λ3 (G)t ) in (25)
vanishes faster than the second term, e−λ2 (α)t v2 (α)v2> (α)(0).
Thus, equation (26) shows that for a considerable time period,
the term e−λ2 (α)t v2 (α)v2> (α)(0) persists and can be used to
detect the bifurcation.
To localize the bifurcating edge, according to Theorem 1,
we define the vectors of residual measurement r(t) := (t) −
1
>
n 1n 1n (0) to approximate the direction of the Fiedler vector
of G(α), denoted by v2 (α). It is well-known that the sign
pattern of the Fiedler vector can be used to detect the graph’s
edge cut [35]. Therefore, we can use the sign structure of the
residual measurement vectors, i.e., sign((t) − n1 1n 1>
n (0)) to
localize the bifurcating edge e. In particular, the bifurcating
edge cut is the edge set connecting nodes with positive signs
to the nodes with negative sign. The procedure is explained in
Algorithm 1.
Remark 4. The following remarks are in order.
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Algorithm 1 Bifurcation Detection & Localization
Input: The initial perturbation (0), the detection time-scale
ζ < 1, and the residual threshold δ.
Output: Detecting bifurcation and localizing bifurcating edge
cut ∂S.
ln(ζ −2 )
1: Set t∗ = λ (G)
3
2: Collect {(t)}t≥t∗
1
3: Compute the residual vector r(t) := (t) − n
1n 1>
n (0)
4: if kr(t)k2 ≥ δ then
5:
An edge cut undergoes a bifurcation.
S := {j ∈ V : rj (t) > 0}
∂S are the bifurcating edges.

0.5

4

(𝑎)

2

0
-2

𝑟

-4

-0.5

5

5
3

2

0.5

(i) To identify the bifurcating edges based on Algorithm 1,
we need to have a complete knowledge of the edge cut set
∂S. For that, a prior knowledge about the binary network
topology is required to localize the bifurcating edges.
(ii) Note that the values of the detection time-scale (ζ < 1),
the residual threshold (δ), as well as the magnitude
and structure of the initial perturbation (0) must be
determined (or learned) based on the specification of
the physical system, precision of measurements, and the
application of interest.
(iii) Algorithm 1 proposes a completely data-driven method
for detection and localization of bifurcations. We can
obtain the equilibrium manifold by having the state
measurements (i.e., x) over a long period of time. Then,
 = x − xα in Algorithm 1 is used for detection and
localization of bifurcating edges.
(iv) In many applications, the initial perturbation is the last
instance of an exogenous signal uexg : [0, t0 ] → Rn
applied on the network dynamics. In this case, we directly
use Theorem 1 for the initial condition (t0 ) instead of
(0). We use this setup for our simulations in the next
example.
Example 3. Consider a coupled oscillator network (2) over
an acyclic graph shown in Fig. 5. The objective is to show
the performance of Algorithm 1 in detecting the bifurcation
and identifying the bifurcating edge (here the edge connecting
nodes 2 and 3). A perturbation signal uexg = [2 0 0 0 0 0]>
is applied on the network from t = 2s to t = 3s. The
components of the residual signal r, defined in Algorithm 1, for
a system close to the bifurcation and for a system away from
the bifurcation are shown in Fig. 6 (a) and (b), respectively.
By looking at the residual at t ≈ 5s, we see that its magnitude
for the system close to the bifurcation is more than ten times
larger than that of the system away from bifurcation. By setting
the threshold value δ ≈ 10−3 in Algorithm 1 and giving
enough time to the system to settle the perturbation (here
t ≈ 5s), for the system away from the bifurcation, the 2norm of the residual signal does not pass δ threshold and,

5.3

5.4

5.3

5.4

5.5

5

0

𝑟
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-10
5

6

4

2

Time (𝑠)

Fig. 5: Topology of the oscillator network in Example 3.
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Fig. 6: Evolution of the residual signal r for coupled oscillator dynamics (2)
over the acyclic network 5 far from bifurcation is shown in the top plot, and
close to the bifurcation is shown in the bottom plot.

for the system close to the bifurcation, this value passes the
threshold. More precisely, we have kr(5)kbefore
= 5.8 × 10−4
2
after
−3
and kr(5)k2
= 8.3 × 10 . To identify the bifurcating
edge, we only need to check the sign pattern of the residual
measurement r which shows the clustering in the network. As
shown in Fig. 6, bottom, all elements have positive values,
except the one which corresponds to node 2 in the network.
This shows that the edge between nodes 2 and 3 is bifurcating.
The algorithm is also tested on attraction-repulsion dynamics (5) and the results are shown in Fig. 7. In Fig. 7 (a), the
residuals when far from bifurcation is shown and in Figs. 7
(b) and (c), the residual close to the bifurcation, when edges
(2, 3) and (3, 4) are bifurcating, respectively, are shown.
B. Network critical slowing down: Stochastic approach
We now revisit the stochastic detection method discussed in
Section IV-B and extend it to networks. Similar to the scalar
case, we assume that stochastic disturbances are applied in
specific time steps ∆t, for ∆t ∈ Z≥0 to the dynamical system.
In this case, for close enough states to the x, the dynamics of
the unperturbed systems is approximated by (16). The state of
the system after applying the stochastic white noise {ξt }∞
t=1
with covariance matrix σIn is given by
∂f

xt+1 − xα = e ∂x

xα

∆t

(xt − xα ) + ξt .

(27)

Thus, by introducing et = xt − xα , we get
et+1 = Γ(α)et + ξt ,
∂f

(28)

∆t

where Γ(α) = e ∂x xα . Equation (28) can be considered as a
multivariate counterpart of autoregressive model (19). We need
some prepossessing on the state data before further analysis.
Let Q ∈ Rn−1×n be a matrix such that
QQ> = In−1 ,

Q> Q = In − n1 1n 1>
n.

(29)
>

Lemma 2. Defining et = Qet and Γ(α) = QΓ(α)Q , we
have
n
 X
σ2
lim tr Cov[et ] =
.
(30)
t→∞
1 − λ2i (Γ(α))
i=1
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to infinity. Hence, if a node finds its variance going to infinity,
without getting information from other nodes, it can raise an
alarm for the bifurcation in the network.
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Fig. 7: Evolution of the residual signal r for attraction-repulsion dynamics (5) over the network 5. (a) far from bifurcation, (b) when edge
(2, 3) becomes close to bifurcation, (c) when edge (3, 4) becomes close to
bifurcation.

The following two theorems characterize the error covariance of nonlinear coupled oscillators and attraction-repulsion
dynamics at bifurcation.
Theorem 2. Consider the nonlinear coupled oscillator network (2) with parameterized natural frequencies satisfying
Assumption 1 and attraction-repulsion dynamics (5) with attraction parameters satisfying Assumption 2. Both dynamics
are subjected to a stochastic white noise process {ξt }∞
t=1 with
covariance σI. Then, the following statements hold:
(i) for α ∈ [0, α∗ ), for both dynamics we have

lim tr Cov[et ] < ∞.
(31)
t→∞

∗

(ii) at bifurcation, i.e., α = α , for both dynamics we have

lim tr Cov[et ] = ∞.
(32)
t→∞

Remark 5 (Stochastic Interpretation of Network Critical
Slowing Down). On the verge of a bifurcation, the impacts
of shocks decay very slowly and their accumulating effect
increases the variance of the state variable as shown in
Theorem 2. In principle, critical slowing down could reduce
the ability of the system to track the fluctuations, and thereby
produce an opposite effect on the variance.
Remark 6 (Decentralized Detection). Theorem 2 naturally
leads to a stochastic algorithm for detection of bifurcations in
coupled oscillator networks and attraction-repulsion dynamics. One of the key features of this algorithm is that it can be
implemented in a completely decentralized fashion. Indeed,
each agent has access to its own state and can compute the
corresponding variance. The trace of the covariance goes to
infinity if and only if the variance of at least one node goes

VII. D ISCUSSION : C OMPARING D ETERMINISTIC AND
S TOCHASTIC A PPROACHES
Each of the above deterministic and stochastic methods has
limitations and advantages compared to the other.
1) Non-Intrusive Nature and Measurement Precision: One
of the advantages of stochastic method (compared to the
deterministic method) is its non-intrusive nature. Indeed, the
stochastic approach to detect critical transitions relies on the
additive noise, which usually exists in most physical systems.
Moreover, in the stochastic approach, the detection of the
bifurcation is solely based on the growth of the state variance.
Hence, even a coarse threshold for the variance is enough
to detect the critical transition. However, in the deterministic
method, according to Algorithm 1, some prior knowledge
about the system, i.e., the values of δ, ζ, is required to detect
and localize the bifurcation.
2) Localization: While the deterministic method can precisely localize the bifurcating edges, the stochastic approach
can only detect the occurrence of a bifurcation without localizing it in the network. In fact, this extra feature of the
deterministic method in both detecting and localizing the
bifurcation in networks comes with the price of being intrusive
and requiring precise measurements.
3) Decentralized Implementation: Unlike the deterministic
approach, the stochastic detection method can be implemented
in a decentralized manner. The mechanism was discussed in
Remark 6.
The advantages and limitations of deterministic and stochastic methods are summarized in Table I.
Method
Deterministic
Stochastic

Decentralized
No
Yes

Non-Intrusive
No
Yes

Localization
Yes
No

TABLE I: Comparison of the two detection methods.

VIII. C ONCLUSION AND F UTURE D IRECTIONS
Summary. This paper initiates a new research avenue in
detection and identification of critical transitions in nonlinear
networks. Despite the fact that nonlinear systems do not follow
canonical structures, we showed that bifurcations in those
systems leave signatures which are easy to detect and identify
with cost-effective methods. We proposed a deterministic and
a stochastic data-driven method, based on the phenomenon of
critical slowing down, to detect bifurcations for some classes
of nonlinear networks. Our deterministic approach is based
on detecting slow recovery rate after small perturbations, and
our stochastic method is based on measuring the variance of
states subject to an additive process noise. The phenomenon
of critical slowing down was leveraged to provide a heuristic
algorithm to identify critical links under bifurcation. We
compared the abilities of the two methods.
Limitations and Future Work. Our work can be extended
in several ways. Our analysis only pertained two classes of
nonlinear systems. Generalization of our methods to larger
classes of Laplacian-based nonlinear systems is a possible
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future direction. Moreover, extension to other network topologies (e.g., digraphs) is an avenue for further investigation. In
this paper, we showed that near bifurcation the recovery rate
tends to zero and the variance tends to infinity. Quantifying
the indices based on the distance to the bifurcation is a
straightforward but an important study for the future. In the
stochastic method, our analysis was focused on the second
moment, i.e., variance of the states’ distribution. It is shown
that critical transitions also leave signatures on higher order
moments, e.g., skewness and kurtosis [11]. Analyzing these
effects in nonlinear networks is also an interesting research
avenue.
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A PPENDIX
A. Proof of Proposition 1
Proof. For every α ∈ [0, ∞), the equilibrium points of (2) are
the solutions of the following algebraic equation:
ω(α) = BA sin(B > θ).

(33)

Thus, by multiplying both side of the algebraic equation (33)
in B > L† , we get
B > L† ω(α) = B > L† BA sin(B > θ) = sin(B > θ),
>

(34)

†

where the last equality holds because we have B L BA = In
for acyclic graphs [21, Theorem 5]. Regarding part (i), for
α ∈ [0, α∗ ), by Assumption 1, we get kB > L† ω(α)k∞ < 1.
Therefore solution of (34) should satisfy
(B > θ(α))s = sin−1 (B > L† ω(α))s , or
(B > θ(α))s = π − sin−1 (B > L† ω(α))s ,

(35)
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for every s ∈ E. Using some algebraic manipulations, one we
can find two equilibrium manifolds θ1 (α) + span{1n } and
θ2 (α) + span{1n } for the dynamics (2) as:
θ1 (α) = L† BA sin−1 (B > L† ω(α));
θ2 (α) = L† BAn,

Then, one can easily show that B > x ∈ R|E| is given by
(
1 e ∈ ∂S,
>
(B x)e =
0 e 6= ∂S

|E|

where n ∈ R

is defined as follows:
(
sin−1 (B > L† ω(α))s
ns =
π − sin−1 (B > L† ω(α))s

s 6= e
s = e.

Regarding the local stability of the manifolds θ1 (α) +
span{1n } and θ2 (α) + span{1n }, we compute the Jacobian
of the system (2):
>

the RHS of the equation (23) is always zero on the manifold
span{1n }. Let x ∈ R|V| be given by
(
1 i ∈ S,
xi =
0 i 6= S

As a result, for every x ∈ span{1n } and every α ∈ (α∗ , ∞),
X
−x> B Ā(x, α)B > x =
Āee (x, α)
e∈∂S

=

>

Jθ = −BA[cos(B θ)]B .

X

a
r
−wij
(α) + wij
≥ 0,

e=(i,j)
>

>

At θ = θ1 (α), we have Jθ1 (α) = BA[cos(B θ1 (α))]B .
π
>
In turn, we have −π
2 1m < B θ1 (α) < 2 1m and there>
fore cos(B θ1 (α)) > 0. This implies that [cos(B > θ)] is
a positive diagonal matrix and therefore Jθ1 is a negative
semi-definite matrix with kernel span{1n }. This means that
θ1 (α) + span{1n } is locally asymptotically stable equilibrium
manifold of the system.
At θ = θ2 (α), we have Jθ2 (α) = BA[cos(B > θ2 (α))]B > .
Note that, for the edge e, we have π2 < (B > θ2 (α))e < π.
This implies that cos(B > θ2 (α))e < 0. Let ee ∈ R|E| be the
eth standard basis of R|E| . Since the graph G = {V, E, W} is
acyclic, there exists v ∈ Rn such that B > v = ee . Therefore,
>
v > Jθ2 (α) v = −e>
e A[cos(B θ2 (α))]ee
>
= −e>
e A cos((B θ2 (α))e ) > 0.

As a result, θ2 (α) + span{1n } is an unstable equilibrium
manifold of the system.
Regarding part (ii), suppose that θ∗ (α) is an equilibrium
point of the system, for α ∈ (α∗ , ∞). Then by (34),
we have B > L† ω(α) = sin(B > θ∗ ). This implies that,
kB > L† ω(α)k∞ ≤ 1 and therefore, we get |(B > L† ω(α))e | ≤
1. However, this is in a contradiction with Assumption (1).
Thus the network (2) has no equilibrium manifold.
B. Proof of Proposition 2
Proof. Regarding part (i), for α ∈ [0, α∗ ), we have waij > wrij
for all (i, j) ∈ E. Thus, for each diagonal element of matrix Ā,
−kxi −xj k2
) > 0. Using V = x> x
we have waij (α) − wr exp(
c
as a Lyapunov function, we get
V̇ = −x> B ĀB > x ≤ 0.
Note that {x ∈ Rn | V̇ (x) = 0} = span{1n } is an invariant
set of the system (5). Now, using the LaSalle’s invariance
principle [33], every trajectory of the system (5) converges
d >
to span{1n }. Moreover, it is easy to see that dt
1n x(t) = 0
>
>
and thus 1n x(t) = 1n x(0), for every t ∈ R≥0 . This implies
that the trajectory t 7→ x(t) converges to n1 1n 1>
n x(0).
Regarding part (ii), we show that span{1n } is an unstable
equilibrium manifold for the attraction-repulsion dynamics 5
when α ∈ (α∗ , ∞). We first calculate the Jacobian (23) at the
equilibrium manifold span{1n }. Note that, the first term in

where the last equality holds by Assumption 2. This implies
that span{1n } is an unstable equilibrium manifold.
C. Proof of Lemma 1
Proof. We prove the result for nonlinear coupled oscillator
networks. The proof for attraction-repulsion networks is similar and we omit it for the sake of brevity. Consider the
perturbation dynamics For the nonlinear coupled oscillator networks (21). At the bifurcation, i.e., α = α∗ , by Assumption 1,
|(B > L† ω(α∗ ))e | = 1,

for every e ∈ ∂S

Using Proposition 1, for every e ∈ ∂S, we get
cos((B > θ1 (α∗ ))e ) = cos(sin−1 ((B > L† ω(α∗ ))e ) = 0.
Therefore, for every e = (i, j) ∈ ∂S,
(ACO (α∗ ))ij = cos(B > θ1 (α)e ) = 0.

(36)

∗
This means that rank
 (ACO (α )) = n − 1 and therefore
rank BACO (α∗ )B > = n−2. This implies that λ2 (α∗ ) = 0.
Moreover, one can easily check that
(
1 e ∈ ∂S
> S
(B χ )e =
0 e 6∈ ∂S.

Using (36) and the above equation, we get
√1 BACO (α∗ )B > χS
n

= 0n .

This implies that v2 (α∗ ) = √1n χS is an eigenvector of
BACO (α∗ )B > associated with the eigenvalue λ2 (α∗ ). By [36,
Lemma 4.3] the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of a symmetric matrix are continuous in parameter α and therefore
limα→α∗ λ2 (α) = 0 and limα→α∗ v2 (α∗ ) = √1n χS .
D. Proof of Theorem 1
Proof. First note that, for coupled-oscillator network (2) (resp.
attraction-repulsion network (5)), for every α ∈ [0, ∞) and
t ≥ 0, the solution of the perturbation dynamics (21) (resp.
the perturbation dynamics (24)) is given by:
(t) =

n
X
i=1

e−λi (α)t vi (α)vi> (α)(0)

(37)
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where 0 = λ1 (α), . . . , λn (α) are the eigenvalues with the
associated normalized eigenvectors √1n 1n = v1 (α), . . . , vn (α)
for the matrix BA[cos(B > θ(α))]B > (resp. the matrix
BA(x, α)B > ).
First, we focus on the coupled-oscillator network (2) and its
associated perturbation dynamics (21). Regarding part (i), let
 : R≥0 → Rn be the solution of (21) for α ∈ [0, α∗ ]. Using
Proposition 1(i), for every α ∈ [0, α∗ ),

The covariance of state et becomes
t−1
X

t

Cov[et ] = Cov[Γ e0 +

j

Γ Qξt−j−1 ]

j=0
t

t

= Γ Cov[e0 ]Γ +

t
X

t

t

= Γ Cov[e0 ]Γ + σ 2

B > θ1 (α) = sin−1 (B > L† ω(α)) ∈ − π2 1m , π2 1m .
t

This implies that cos(B θ1 (α)) > 0m and therefore 0 =
λ1 (α) < λ2 (α) ≤ . . . ≤ λn (α), for every α ∈ [0, α∗ ).
As a result, using the formula (37), we get limt→∞ (t) =
1
>
n 1n 1n (0). Regarding part (ii), using the formula (37), for
every t ≥ 0,
+ e−λ2 (α)t v2 (α)v2> (α)(0)
n
X
e−λi (α)t vi (α)vi> (α)(0). (38)
+
i=3

Since the singleton {e} in a 2-cutset and using Lemma 1,
we can deduce that 0 < λ3 (α), for every α ∈ [0, α∗ ]. By
compactness of the set [0, α∗ ] and continuity of λ3 (α) on the
parameter α [36, Lemma 4.3], we get

t

= Γ Cov[e0 ]Γ + σ 2

t
X

Γ

j−1

QQ> Γ

j−1

t
X

Γ

2(j−1)

,

(39)

j=0

In the last line of (39), we used the fact that QQ> = IN −1
and the Γ is symmetric. Therefore, in the time limit (t → ∞)
2 −1
for α < α∗ , it becomes limt→∞ Cov[et ] = σ 2 I − Γ
which gives the result.
F. Proof of Theorem 2
Regarding the nonlinear coupled oscillator network (2).
Considering

∂f
∂x

= −BA[cos(B > θ1 (α))]B > , we can write
xα

Γ(α) =

>
1
n 1n 1n

+

n
X

e−λi (α)∆t vi (α)vi> (α)

i=2

Γ(α) =
0 < λ3 (G) ≤ λ3 (α) ≤ . . . ≤ λn (α),

j−1

Q.Cov[ξt−j−1 ].Q> Γ

j=0

>

>
1
n 1n 1n (0)

j−1

j=0



(t) =

Γ

∗

for all α ∈ [0, α ].

n
X

e−λi (α)∆t Qvi (α)vi> (α)Q>

i=2

Based on Lemma 1, we have limα→α∗ λ2 (α) = λ2 (α∗ ) = 0.
Moreover, as t → ∞, the matrix Γ(α∗ ) is given by

Therefore, for every t ≥ 0, we get
−λ2 (α)t
(t) − n1 1n 1>
v2 (α)v2> (α)(0) 2
n (0) − e
n
X
≤ e−λ3 (G)t
kvi (α)vi> (α)k2 k(0)k2 .
i=3

Note that vi (α) is normalized for every α ∈ [0, α∗ ]. This
implies that kvi (α)vi> (α)k2 = 1. As a result, we get

lim Γ(α∗ ) = Qv2 (α∗ )v2> (α∗ )Q>

t→∞

Using this equation along with (29), we can verify that Γ(α∗ )
has an eigenvalue λ0 = 1 corresponding to eigenvector Qv2 .
Therefore, according to Lemma 2, at α = α∗ we have
n
 X
σ2
lim tr Cov[et ] =
= ∞.
t→∞
1 − λ2i (Γ(α∗ ))
i=1
For attraction-repulsion dynamics (5) with the equilibrium

−λ2 (α)t
v2 (α)v2> (α)(0)
(t) − n1 1n 1>
n (0) − e

2

≤ ne−λ3 (G)t k(0)k2 .
Thus it is clear that as we take t → ∞, (t) converges to
1
>
−λ2 (α)t
v2 (α)v2> (α)(0) uniformly in α with
n 1n 1n (0) + e
exponential convergence rate λ3 (G).
Second, we focus on attraction-repulsion networks (5) and
the associated perturbed dynamics (24). Regarding part (i),
using Proposition 2, we have limt→∞ (t) = n1 1n 1>
n (0). For
part (ii), the proof is similar to the coupled oscillator network
case and we omit it for the sake of brevity.

manifold xα = span{1n }, we have

= (wr − wa )BB >
xα

which gives
Γ(α) =

∂f
∂x

>
1
n 1n 1n

+

n
X

e(n−1)(wr −wa )t vi (α)vi> (α)

i=2

Γ(α) =

n
X

e(n−1)(wr −wa )t Qvi (α)vi> (α)Q>

i=2

When bifurcation occurs, i.e., α = α∗ , we get
n
X
Γ(α∗ ) =
Qvi (α∗ )vi> (α∗ )Q>
i=2

E. Proof of Lemma 2
We prove the result for We rewrite (28) as
et+1 = QΓ(α)Q> et + Qξt = Γ(α)et + Qξt

It is easy to show that, for every i ∈ {2, . . . , N }, Qvi is an
eigenvector of Γ associated with eigenvalue 1. Therefore, by
Lemma 2, we have
n
 X
σ2
lim tr Cov[et (α∗ )] =
= ∞.
t→∞
1 − λ2i (Γ(α))
i=1

