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Robustness to perturbation is a key topic in the study of complex systems occurring across a wide
variety of applications from epidemiology to biochemistry. Here we analyze the eigenspectrum of
the Jacobian matrices associated to a general class of networked dynamical systems, which contains
information on how perturbations to a stationary state develop over time. We find that stability is always
determined by a spectral outlier, but with pronounced differences to the corresponding eigenvector
in different regimes. We show that, depending on model details, instability may originate in nodes
of anomalously low or high degree, or may occur everywhere in the network at once. Importantly,
the dependence on extremal degrees results in considerable finite-size effects with different scaling
depending on the ensemble degree distribution. Our results have potentially useful applications in
network monitoring to predict or prevent catastrophic failures, and we validate our analytical findings
through applications to epidemic dynamics and gene regulatory systems.

I. INTRODUCTION

Predicting the onset of instability in large networked
systems is a long-standing challenge in theoretical physics,
of relevance to applications in a wide variety of fields.
The linear stability of a stationary state in such systems is
determined by the eigenspectrum of the Jacobian matrix,
particularly by its rightmost eigenvalue. However, the scale
and complexity of many networked dynamical systems
pose a considerable challenge to determining the Jacobian.
The traditional random matrix theory (RMT) paradigm
treats the elements of the Jacobian as random, subject
to constraints that reflect the nature of the underlying
dynamical system. A large body of literature has developed
adapting RMT tools to account for structural properties of
Jacobians linked to different application areas, including
features of ecological networks [1, 2], economic models [3]
and epidemic spread [4, 5]. There has been some effort to
look more closely at features that relate the nature of the
fixed points to their stability (such as the role of abundance
in ecological stability [6-8]), and other influential work
seeking to sample Jacobians from across a whole space
of plausible dynamics [9], but the convention of exploring
Jacobians in isolation has been largely unchallenged.

In recent years, however, researchers have begun to
directly investigate the behaviour of random dynamical
systems, with some findings overturning previous theo-
ries. Baron and collaborators [10, 11] have shown how
the surviving species in a random ecosystem have spectral
statistics that break from those of the previously estab-
lished universality class. Dynamical Mean Field Theory has
been deployed to elucidate the behavior of random Lotka-
Volterra models [12] and expanded to a more general class
of models in [13]. The role of network structure and dy-
namics has been explored more deeply in Meena et al. [14],
which introduces the Dynamic Jacobian Ensemble linking
emergent stability in network dynamics to the statistics of
node degrees and Jacobian entries. These results show the

ways in which the stability of networked dynamical systems
may be more complex than RMT models suggested.

Here, we combine the techniques of [14] with sparse
random matrix theory [15] to tackle the emergent stability
properties of a broad class of networked dynamical sys-
tems. We study general nonlinear systems belonging to the
Barzel-Barabasi family of equations:

dxi "

=flx)+ Y Aijg(xi)h(x;). €]

dt =

The matrix A is the adjacency matrix of the network under
study, which we for now assume to be symmetric, un-
weighted and sparse but with a relatively high mean de-
gree. With suitable choices of self-term (f) and interaction
terms (g, h), this family of equations may represent a wide
variety of phenomena from cellular to societal [16-25].

As discovered in Ref. [14], and briefly recapped in the
next section, the elements of Jacobian matrices of (1) obey
the general structure J; = a; and J;; = A;;bic;, where a,
b and c are certain vectors derived from the dynamical
model. This structure is amenable to analysis using the
tools of sparse random matrix theory [15, 26, 27]. Large
random matrices of this form typically feature an eigen-
value bulk as well as a number of outliers. Here we focus
on the case that the entries of b all have the same sign
(and similarly for ¢), so that the spectrum of J is purely
real [28]. We find this case covers most applications of
interest; nevertheless, this assumption could be relaxed
using techniques from [27] for the spectral bulk.

In what follows, we show how the cavity method [29]
can be applied to elucidate the origins of instability in
sparse networked dynamical systems of the form (1). We
find that the rightmost eigenvalue is always outside of the
spectral bulk, an important point of contrast with May’s
famous result [1] and many related works [30-33]. Unlike
prior work, we are able to distinctly categorize the stability-
determining outliers into two classes; those determined by
the average value of both the diagonal and off-diagonal
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elements of the Jacobian matrix, and those stemming from
the minimum or maximum degree nodes. Depending on
the parameters of the dynamical system under study, the
associated leading eigenvector might be localized on partic-
ular nodes, or delocalized such that large-scale fluctuations
may occur across the whole network. We demonstrate
the generality and practical relevance of our analytical
framework by applying it to two nonlinear systems of broad
interest, namely the SIS epidemic model and gene regula-
tory dynamics.

II. CAVITY METHOD FOR DYNAMICAL SPECTRAL
OUTLIERS

A. Jacobian matrices of Barzel-Barabasi dynamics

Consider the generic networked dynamical system as in
(1)

where A is the adjacency matrix of a large symmetric
network. We are interested in the case that the average
degree of nodes in the network is large, so that the sum
above is approximately self-averaging. We make a hetero-
geneous mean-field assumption neglecting degree-degree
correlations to write

dxi

I ~ f(xi) +g(xi)di(h), 2

where d; is the degree of node i and (---) denotes the
average over the network. Steady states of these dynamics
are determined by solutions to the equation

fxi) +g(xi)dih) = 0. 3

The general structure of the Jacobian matrix around a fixed
point x* is then as follows:

Ji = () + ' (x} )di(h), “

J,’j :A,-jg(x?‘)h/(x;). (5)

B. Spectral density and the resolvent

Motivated by the above application to complex dynamical

systems, we study the spectrum of matrices of the form
Jii=ai, Jij=Ajjbic;. (6)

Here A is the adjacency matrix as above and a, b, ¢ are
vectors of parameters. We assume that all entries of b are
non-zero and have the same sign, and similarly for c.

We can write {A;}% | for the eigenvalues of J. Introduce
the invertible diagonal matrix S;; = &;j|c;/bi|'/> and J =
SJS~!. The transformed matrix J has entries

Ji = ailci/bil,  Jij = sign(bicj)Aij\/ |bibjcic| = Jji. (7

Since J is real and symmetric, we conclude that J has a
purely real spectrum.

2

Write p(A) = N~'Y,; (A — A;) for the spectral density of
J. The resolvent matrix G = (J — A —in)~! recovers the
spectral density of J in the usual way via

. 1
p(A) = }I{% NﬁImTrG. €©)
In the limit of large networks (N — ) it is expected that
the spectrum of J will be composed of a continuous part
known as the bulk, plus a number of outlier eigenvalues.
In what follows we will apply the cavity method [15, 26,
34] to compute approximations to G in different regimes.
We begin by expressing the elements of G in an expansion
around a particular node i, which for convenience we locate
as the first row/column. Using standard formulae for block
matrix inversion, we have

G ~G;Ji,GY)
¢= ( -GiG"J.; GV +G1J,GiJ; GV > O

where we use the superscript (i) to denote quantities com-
puted for the ‘cavity’ network with node i removed. The top
left element here obeys

-1
Gi = <a,~ —A— lT] — ZbibjCiCng-i)> . (10)
J

C. Bulk

The bulk is identified as the range of A for which the
right hand side of (8) is non-vanishing. Assuming as above
that the mean degree is large and the network mostly
decorrelated, we will pursue a mean field approximation
replacing all terms in (10) with their average. Specifically,

©) = (@ -2-BMae) . an
This is a quadratic equation for the spectral bulk (G):
(b)2(c)2(d)(G)? = ({a) = A)(G) +1 =0,

The bulk edge is found when the discriminant vanishes,

= Jpuk = (@) +2(b) () (). (12)

Note that we only consider the positive root as we are
concerned with the stability of the system (1) and thus in
the rightmost eigenvalues of J.

1. Outliers

Outlier eigenvalues are encoded in G by examination of
the relation
’Ui’U-T

C=Li i m (13



where v; is the unit-length eigenvector associated to eigen-
value A;. If A is an outlier eigenvalue with corresponding
eigenvector v, then the sum is dominated by a single term
and

G=n oo +0(1) (14)

Summing over the entries of the first row of G we have two
alternative expressions. From (14) we have

Y Gy~ v, (15)
K n

where o =Y, jVj. Summing the top row of (9), however,
gives

ZG,,_G GZJ,jij— ( ZA,,bc, 5)() (16)

Introducing v§i> =NY GE’k) and o) =Y i vy) then equating
(15) and (16) yields
~v§.">> . (17)

gv,’ZG,‘ 1—
n

From here there are two possibilities of interest, depend-
ing on whether v has mass spread throughout the whole
network (corresponding to G; being order one [35]), or is
localized near node i (when G; is order n~!).

Delocalized outliers. If v is delocalized then G; is order
one and ¢()) ~ . The equation for the leading order term
in (17) is then

ijoi

Vi = —GiZA,'jb,'CjVY> . (18)
J

Making the same mean-field approximation as for the bulk
we arrive at

(v) = =(G) (D) (c){d) (), (19

hence

When (v) is nonzero, we can determine the (G) by solving
the relevant equation. Substituting this solution into (11)
allows us to derive an expression for large (d):

Ao = (a) + (b)(c)((d) +1) = (@) + (b)(c){d)-

Note that this value is always at least as big as Ay,
so for the systems under study here we expect stability to
always be determined by a spectral outlier, in contrast to
what is observed in much of the existing literature focused
on random Jacobians without structure imposed by an
underlying dynamical system.

The corresponding (un-normalized) eigenvector (found
using 18) in this case has entries

d,-b,-(c>
(@) + (b)(c)(d) — ai +di(b)*(c)*(G)buk

(20)

(2D

Vi =

Localized outliers. For spectral outliers localized on nodes
we have that G; is of order 1/n and hence to leading order
(17) becomes simply

o

—V; = Gi. (22)
n
For G; to be order 1/n, from (10) we require that
A= A,,' ~da;— ZAijbibjCiCjGE'i) . (23)
J

We make the approximation that GV ~ (G) so that in the
mean-field we must simultaneously solve:

A = a;—d;(b)*(c)*(G) 29

(G)™" = (a) —ai +di{(b)*(c)*(G) — (b)*(c)*(d)(G),

(b)*(e)*(di —(d))(G)* + ((a) —ai)(G) = 1 =0,

(G) = —((a) —ai) = \/({a) — ai)? +4(b)*(c)*(d: — (d))
2(b)*(c)*(di — (d)) '

(25)
Replacing the above equation in eqn. (24) and substitute A
with A; we have:

e[ —a) = /(@) AP ()
A= e |

_ (e —a) [/ (@) —ai)? +4(b)*(c)*(di — (d))
)ui—a,—d ] id,|: Z(d,'—<d>) .
(26)

III. APPLICATIONS
A. Dynamic Jacobian Ensemble

Meena et al. discovered a degree-based characterization
of nonlinear dynamical systems connecting over complex
networks [14]. The resultant Jacobian ensemble is char-
acterized by dynamic exponents (u,v,p) that are derived
from the behavior of the functions f, g, 4 near the stationary
state x* and degrees d of network nodes. Specifically, we
examine the Jacobian matrix of the following form

Ji=—B —xdf

/ _Aljdl dj ’

27)

where B and x control the intrinsic and network-driven
self-interaction terms. Using equations (20) (26) we find
expressions for outlier eigenvalues, to leading order:

Ao = =B —x(d)* +
Ai=—B—yxd". (28)

<d> 1+v+p



The resulting phase diagram has six parts, depending on
which eigenvalue is largest, and whether it is positive or
not. The stability boundary is determined to be

(d) 14+v+p

—xmax{d'} X< G max(d
B ) 1+v+p
Be = —xmin{d}} x> ufﬁmw @)
—x(d)* +(d)'*V+P  otherwise.

In Figure 1, we illustrate the stability boundary (i.e. the
rightmost eigenvalue) on a Barabasi-Albert network [36]
with dynamical exponents = 1,v=—1,p = 0. For a range
of negative f3, the least stable eigenvalue is localized on the
minimum degree nodes (blue curve); in the parameter re-
gion above the blue line the system is stable. The red curves
correspond to the points where the delocalized analytical
formula crosses the zero eigenvalue, which determines
stability for intermediate values of . For larger positive 8
stability is determined by the maximum degree node, and
the boundary is marked in black (networks size N = 1500)
and green (N = 200). The vertical lines indicate the tran-
sition points where the prediction of the largest eigenvalue
switches between localized and delocalized regimes.

In the top row of Fig. 2 we report the eigenvector en-
tries as a function of network degree, while the second
row illustrates the network structure. Reading across the
panels we observe as f§ increases the shift in the least-stable
eigenvectors being localized on nodes of high degree, to
delocalized, to localized again on low degree nodes.
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FIG. 1. Stability of the dynamic Jacobian ensembles on a Barabasi-
Albert (BA) network with two different network sizes: N = 200,
and N = 1500, with (d) = 10 and with a fixed minimum degree
of 5. The maximum degree is ~ 53 for N = 200 and 179 for N =
1500. In BA networks, increasing the network size results in a
higher maximum degree, which consequently reduces the extent
of the stable regime, as indicated by the bounded region between
the vertical black lines. The numerical and theoretical A.x have
been plotted in the (Appendix C, and, Fig. 8), for three  values:
~2,0,2.

B. Epidemic dynamics

The Susceptible-Infectious-Susceptible (SIS) model of
disease dynamics [37, 38] considers network nodes as
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FIG. 2. Principal eigenvector of the dynamic Jacobian ensemble
on a BA network of size N = 200 (same BA graph as in Figure
1), with dynamical exponents u = 1,v = —1 and p = 0, for the
fixed B = 0 and three values of y = -0.1, 0.01, 0.3 (left to right).
The size of the circles is scaled with their degree, and the color is
scaled with the value of the elements of the leading eigenvector,
from high (red) to low (blue).

populations of individuals, for example in different resi-
dential zones, and tracks changes in the proportion x; of
infectious individuals at each node. This model is realized
in the Barzel-Barabasi framework by setting f(x) = —x,
g(x) = B(1 —x) and A(x) = x, where > 0 is the rate of
infection. Assuming large mean degree, the disease-extinct
fixed point x; = 0 has rightmost eigenvalue Aexr = B(d) — 1.
If B > 1/(d) this fixed point destabilizes, and an outbreak is
possible. For the disease-endemic fixed point, we compute
the approximate expressions

1

R oo

x=1 (x*y=1

(@B

Again, following equations (26) and (20), one can write the
outlier eigenvalues to leading order in large mean degree
(see Appendix A for detailed calculation) as

Ao =1—P(d) 31)
l,'%d,‘/<d>— 1 —ﬁd,'.

When the infection rate f is varied, we find a cross-over
between localization and delocalization of the rightmost
eigenvector, illustrated in Figure 3. For § < 0.15, the A4
is determined by Ay of eqn. (31), whereas for larger values
it is determined by minimum degree of the network. In Ap-
pendix C (Fig. 5), we report results on the average infection
({(x*)) as a function of § for four synthetic networks.

C. Regulatory network

For a further example, we consider a Michaelis-Menten
type dynamic extensively utilized in the modelling of ge-
netic regulation networks [14, 38-43]. The relevant func-
tional forms are f(x) = Bx—x%, g(x) = x, h(x) =1 —1/x.
Here B is a self-excitation term, and y modulates the role
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FIG. 3. The largest eigenvalue is plotted as a function of the
infection parameter 3 for the random network of SIS dynamics.
The maximum degree of the network is 35, the minimum degree
is 10, and the average degree ((d)) is fixed at 20. The black circles
are obtained from the numerical data. The zero fixed point is
stable until 0.05, and the associated theoretical line is predicted by
Aext = B{d) — 1, and marked by the red line. Beyond 8 = 0.05, the
largest localized (blue line) and delocalized (red line) eigenvalues
were predicted by the Eqn. (31).

of the network. Solving for the fixed points with large mean
degree, we find

) =5 (B + B4y —ar@)

(32)
. 1
x; =l3+y(1 —) d;.
(x)
From this we identify the vector entries a; = —x7, b; = yx}
and c¢; = (x;‘.)*z. The delocalized outlier is computed to be
Ao = =(¥") +¥(d)/(x") (33)
while the localized eigenvalues take the form

di((x*) —x7)

Ai=—xi +
2(di—1d) 0

L V() =) — 4y () 2 ((d) — i)
2(d; — (d))

As shown in Figure 4 the phase diagram of this system is
complex, featuring regions with localized and delocalized
stability boundaries. The deep blue and green regime
delineates the unstable regime. The lines separate the
contributions of dmax, (d), and dnis. The yellow part is
determined solely by dy;,. In the yellow part, if the system
is disturbed/perturbed the states in the minimum degree
node will take more time to return to its original position
where as, in the deep red regime, the low degree nodes
are more resilient, as the system’s largest eigenvalue is
determined by the maximum degree. We have further
investigated three more graphs (one ER, and the other two
are generated from BA algorithm with two different (d)).
In Appendix (see Appendix B, and Appendix C, we have
investigated the regulatory networks on these graphs and
checked how feasible equilibrium points evolve as system

-0.1 0 0.1 0.2
&

FIG. 4. Eigenvalue boundary of the regulatory dynamics. The
fixed points become imaginary at the green regime. In the blue
regime, the fixed points are unstable as A,y is positive. The lines
are marked according to the theoretically predicted Eqns. (33-
34). In the blue and deep green regime, the system is unstable.
The other colors (yellow to red) are marked according to the
weighted sum of the degree vector and the leading eigenvector.
In the deep red regime, the large degree (dmax) plays the key role
in determining the largest eigenvalue. In the yellow regime, the
smallest degree (dy;,) determines the Amax. In the middle, the
average degree ((d)) plays the key role.

parameters (Fig. 6). The theoretical and numerical Ayax
are also reported (Fig. 7)in the appendix to check the
consistency.

IV. CONCLUSION

We have explored the intricate dynamics that under-
pin the stability of complex networks. By integrating
the Barzel-Barabasi family of dynamical systems with ap-
proaches from sparse random matrix theory, we have
shown how emergent stability in networked dynamical
systems is fundamentally linked to the local statistical
properties of nodes. The Dynamic Jacobian Ensemble [14]
captures the qualitative features of possible regimes, with
overall network stability determined by outlier eigenvalues
that may be delocalized, or may be localized on nodes
of anomalously high or low degree. The application of
our theoretical framework to various nonlinear systems,
ranging from disease propagation in social networks to
gene regulation at the subcellular level, demonstrates its
broad applicability and potential for uncovering universal
principles.

Future research should aim to relax some of the assump-
tions made in this study, such as the sign consistency of
the entries in the vectors b and ¢, to explore a wider range
of dynamical behaviours. Additionally, empirical valida-
tion of our theoretical predictions through experimental



data will be essential to solidify the practical relevance of
our findings. Overall, our work contributes to a deeper
understanding of the mechanisms that sustain resilient
network dynamics, offering valuable insights for the design,
monitoring, and protection of complex systems.
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Appendix A: SIS Dynamics
We start with the general dynamics:
dx;
T f(xi) +2Aij8(xi)h(xj)' (A1)

J

The values of f(x;), g(x;) and h(x;) for SIS dynamics are
: —x;, B(1 —x;), and x;. The SIS dynamics possess a triv-
ial fixed point x* = (0,...,0)7, representing zero infection,
along with a non-zero fixed point. The nontrivial steady
states are determined by the equation

JO7) +8(x; )diCh) = 0.

Thus the corresponding nontrivial fixed points of the
dynamics are

(A2)

—(@) +B(1 =) )d) =0

oL
—x7+ B (1 —x7){(x*)d; = 0.
Thus,
= P (A4)

C I+ B)d;

The general structure of the Jacobian matrix elements
corresponding to the dynamical equation given in Eq. (A1)
is as follows:

Ji = f'(x57) + &' () )di(h),
Jij = Aijg(x) )i (x7).

(A5)
(A6)

The relevant Jacobian matrix for the non-zero fixed point
of the SIS dynamics is

(A7)
(A8)

Jii = —1—=B{x")d;
Jij = B(1—x;)Aij,

6

To assess the stability of a disease-free (extinct) state, we
examine the stability of the trivial fixed point. The theo-
retical formulation that determines the largest eigenvalue
associated with this fixed point is expressed as follows:
;Lextinct =—-1+ ﬁ <d> (A9)
Analytical formula to calculate the largest eigenvalue for
the nonzgero fixed point.
From the Eqn. (20), in main text, one can write leading
eigenvalue for the SIS model as:

Ao =—1=B(1 - Z7=)(d) + B 57— (d),

2o =1-Pld). (A10)

The localized eigenvalues (Eqn. (26)) can be written as

() (= (d) +di)

S T
di/B2 002 (—(d) +di)* —4B%(1 — () (di — (d))
2(di—(d)) '
Further simplification leads to
A= —1—(1 —<]d>)d,-—<xz>i
di /B2 (1= 5 )2(— (d) + dp)? = 4( 3y )2 (di — (d) A1)

2(di —(d))

In the main text we report only the leading order result
in the limit (d) > 1 with d;/(d) assumed to be order one.
Expansion of (A11) in large (d) gives

d;

b=

—1-Bdi+0((d)7?). (A12)

Appendix B: Regulatory network

The regulatory dynamics possess a trivial fixed point x* =
(0,...,0)7, representing cell death, along with a non-zero
fixed point. The nontrivial steady states are determined by
the equation

FO) +g(xi)di(h) =0. (B1)
The values of f(x;), g(x;) and h(x;) for Regulatory dynamics
are :
1

h(x)=1—-—.

g(x) = 1x, ;

f()= -2,

Nevertheless, the non-zero steady state can be determined
and is expressed as follows:

(") = B+v(d)+/(B+v(d)>—4v(d)
5 :

(B2)
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FIG. 5. SIS dynamics. (a)-(d) Stability (Amax) is plotted with a gradual increament of f. (e)-(h) The mean infection ((x*)) is reported
as a function of . (x*) is obtained numerically (red dots in (e-h)) from the SIS model using the Runge-Kutta 4 algorithm. (a),(e)
Network BA1 ((d) = 6) is used here. Here the critical onset of infection does not map with the theoretically obtained value (blue lines),
but in higher infection, they almost match each other. (b), (f) BA network with average (d) = 12. The theoretical and analytical results
are closely matched here. In (c), (g), and (d), (h) networks ER1 and ER2 are used here. (a)-(d) The black circles represent results from
numerical simulations, while the red and blue lines correspond to analytical estimates using the average and minimum degrees of the
network, respectively, based on A, and 4; in Eqn. (31) in the main text. Also see Eqn. (A10), and (A11) of Appendix. A.

xi*:ﬁ+y<l—<xl>>d,~. ®3)

Computing the derivatives with respect to time for Reg-
ulatory dynamics, we have:

FE=p=2x @)=, K=

Accordingly, the expressions obtained for the Jacobian
elements in the context of regulatory dynamics are given
below:

Jii = —x; (B4)

J,’j ZA,'ﬂ/x? (B5)

L
(x5)*

From the main text we have a = —x}, b=yx} and c = (xj.)’z.
The theoretical expressions for A, and A;, representing the
spatial positions of the localized and delocalized outliers,
are obtained by substituting the above values into equations
(26) and (20), in main text:

(B6)

di/((x) —x;)2 — 4y2x2((d) — d;)
2(d; — (d)) '

(B7)
Appendix C: Additional figures

We have tested our theoretical and numerical results in
four different networks. We considered two heterogeneous
networks (N =200): one is slightly denser compared to the
other. In particular, we used Barabasi-Albert (BA) networks
(P(d) ~ d—*) with average degrees ((d)) of 6 and 12. The
first BA graph (say BA1) has a minimum degree of 2 and a
maximum degree of 43. The second BA network (say BA2,
slightly denser) has minimum degrees of 5 and maximum
degrees of 86. The third and fourth networks (ER1, ER2)
are extracted from Poisson distribution with (d) = 20 and
(d) = 30, respectively. For ER1, the minimum degree is set
to 10, and the maximum degree is 35. The fourth network
(ER2) has a minimum degree of 14 and a maximum degree
of 46. Figure 5 presents the stability and mean infection
levels across four different networks. The dependence of
stability on two key parameters in regulatory networks is
illustrated in Fig. 6. To further probe the system’s behavior,
we vary the parameter y and track its effect on both stability
and the proportion of nodes that maintain non-zero (feasi-
ble) states, as shown in Fig. 7. Finally, Fig. 8 compares the
theoretical prediction of the largest eigenvalue, Ayax, With
numerical estimates obtained from the dynamic Jacobian
ensemble.



FIG. 6. Regulatory networks. The first and second figures (from left) correspond to BA networks with average degrees ((d)) of 6 and
12, respectively (BA1, BA2). The third and fourth figures represent (ER) networks (ER1, ER2) with (d) = 20 and (d) = 30, respectively.
In the blue and deep green regime, the system is unstable. The other colors (yellow/yellowish-green to red) are marked according to
the weighted sum of the degree vector and the leading eigenvector. In the deep red regime, the large degree (dmax) plays the key role
in determining the largest eigenvalue (calculated from Eqn. B7). In the yellow (or yellowish-green) regime, the smallest degree (dp;n)
determines the Amax (also calculated from Eqn. B7). In the middle, the average degree ((d)) plays the key role (calculated from Eqn.

B6).
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Regulatory networks. We analyze the dynamical nature, and the Ay, of regulatory networks across different network
structures for varying y values. The first and second columns correspond to BA networks (BA1, and BA2). The third and fourth columns
represent the results of ER networks (ER1, ER2). In the top two rows, the 8 value is fixed at 0.3, while in the bottom two rows, it is set
to 2.5. In subfigures (a)-(d) and (i)-(1), black circles are obtained from numerical simulations. Green lines indicate the theoretical lines
obtained from Eq. (34) (in the main text) mostly captured by the largest degree in the network. The red lines are obtained from Eq.
(33) (in the main text). The average degrees play the key role here. The blue lines correspond to the minimum degrees obtained from
Eq. (34) (in the main text). The analytical equations are also written in appendix B. Subfigures (a)-(d) and (i)—(1) display the Apn,x as
a function of y. Subfigures (e)-(h) and (m)-(p) illustrate the fraction of nodes with nonzero values, denoted by f. These f vs. y plots

provide supporting evidence for the trends observed in subfigures (a)-(d) and (i)—(1).
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FIG. 8. The plot of the Ay is shown as a function of yx, varied
from -0.1 to 0.6. The parameter f3 is fixed at -2, 0.1, and 2 for
Figures (a), (b), and (c), respectively (See figure 1 in the main
text). We employed a BA network consisting of 200 nodes with an
average degree of 10. The black circles represent values obtained
from numerical simulations. Theoretical predictions—depicted by
green, red, and blue lines—correspond to the calculations based
on the maximum, average, and minimum degrees of the network,
respectively, using the (4;) and (A,) from the Eq. (28) in the main

text.
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