arXiv:0708.3061v2 [nlin.CD] 23 Aug 2007

Reliability of Coupled Oscillators I:
Two-Oscillator Systems

Kevin K. Lin!, Eric Shea-Browh?, and Lai-Sang Young

I Courant Institute of Mathematical Sciences,
2 Center for Neural Science
New York University, New York, NY 10012, U.S.A.

August 22, 2007

Abstract

This paper concerns theliability of a pair of coupled oscillators in response to fluctuating
inputs. Reliability means that an input elicits essenti@lentical responses upon repeated pre-
sentations regardless of the network’s initial conditi@ur main result is that both reliable and
unreliable behaviors occur in this network for broad ramgfesoupling strengths, even though
individual oscillators are always reliable when uncouplédnew finding is that at low input
amplitudes, the system is highly susceptible to unrelisddponses when the feedforward and
feedback couplings are roughly comparable. A geometritaegpion based on shear-induced
chaos at the onset of phase-locking is proposed.
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Introduction

This paper, together with its companion pagpazliability of Coupled Oscillators JIcontain a
mathematical treatment of the questionrefiability. Reliability here refers to whether a sys-
tem produces identical responses when it is repeatedlgpies with the same stimulus. Such
guestions are relevant to signal processing in biologindl @engineered systems. Consider, for
example, a network of inter-connected neurons with somkdsaand activity. An external stim-
ulus in the form of a time-dependent signal is applied to tl@aral circuitry, which processes
the signal and produces a response in the form of voltagespiWe say the systemiisliable

if, independent of its state at the time of presentationstimae stimulus elicits essentially identi-
cal responses following an initial period of adjustmentaflis, the response to a given signal is
reproducible([32, 15, 27, 28, 47,139,134, 30| 22,/13, 14, 38].

This study is carried out in the context of (heterogeneoas)orks of interconnected oscilla-
tors. We assume the input signal is received by some comgooéthe network and relayed to
others, possibly in the presence of feedback connectiomsn®tivation is a desire to understand
the connection between a network’s reliability propertied its architecturd,e. its “circuit dia-
gram,” the strengths of various connectioes;. This problem is quite different from the simpler
and much studied situation of uncoupled oscillators drivgm common input. In the latter, the
concept of reliability coincides with synchronization, vehin coupled systems, internal synchro-
nization among constituent components is not a conditiondigability.

To simplify the analysis, we assume the constituent osoiaarephase oscillator®r circle
rotators, and that they are driven by a fluctuating input Whior simplicity, we take to be white
noise. Under these conditions, systems consisting of desirsplated phase oscillator have been
explored extensively and shown to be reliable; seg, [39,/34]. Our results are presented in a
two-part series:

Paper |. Two-oscillator systems
Paper Il. Larger networks

The present paper contains an in-depth analysis of a 2aiscisystem in which the stimulus is

received by one of the oscillators. Our results show that susystem can support both reliable
and unreliable dynamics depending on coupling constamsyra detailed discussion of the main
points of this paper is given later in the Introduction. Rdpextends some of the ideas developed
in this paper to larger networks that can be decomposed uttsystems or “modules” so that the



inter-module connections form an acyclic graph. At the l@fanter-module connections, such
“acyclic quotient networks” have essentially feedforwatghamics; they are reliable if all the
component modules are also reliable. Acyclic quotient néta are allowed to contain unreliable
modules, however, and the simplest example of such a modukesishown in this paper, an
oscillator pair with nontrivial feedforward-feedback cmttions. In Paper Il, we also explore
issues surrounding the creation and propagation of ubrkdiain larger networks.

With regard to aims and methodology, we seek to identify aqpdieen relevant phenomena, and
to make contact with rigorous mathematics whenever we agging in the long run to help bring
dynamical systems theory closer to biologically relevgrstems. The notion of reliability, for
example, is prevalent in neuroscience. With all the idaedilins and simplifications at this stage of
our modeling, we do not expect our results to be directlyiapple to real-life situations, but hope
that on the phenomenological level they will shed light osteyns that share some characteristics
with the oscillator networks studied here. Rigorous matugral results are presented in the form
of “Theorems,” “Propositions,” etc., and simulations ased abundantly. Our main results are
gualitative. They are a combination of rigorous statemantsheuristic explanations supported by
numerical simulations and/or theoretical understanding.

Content of present paper

A motivation for this work is the following naive (and parttigetorical) questionAre networks of
coupled phase oscillators reliable, and if not, how largestnai network be to exhibit unreliable
behavior?Our answer to this question is that unreliable behavior zcalteady in the 2-oscillator
configuration in Diagram_(1). Our results demonstrate flethiat such a system can be reliable
or unreliable, and that both types of behaviors are quitenprent, depending in a generally pre-
dictable way on the nature of the feedforward and feedbackections. Furthermore, we identify
geometric mechanisms responsible for these behaviors.

Referring the reader again to Diagrdm (1), three of the systparameters ar@; anday,, the
feedforward and feedback coupling constants,grilde amplitude of the stimulus. The following
is a preview of the main points of this paper:

1. Lyapunov exponents as a measure of reliabilitfiewing the stimulus-driven system as
described by a stochastic differential equation and I@iegaexisting results from random
dynamical systems theory, we explain in Sect. 2 why the tapuyov exponent\(,.,) of
the associated stochastic flow is a reasonable measurdaatfiligl. In this interpretation,
reliability is equated with\,,,, < 0, which is known to be equivalent to havimgndom
sinksin the dynamics, while unreliability is equated with,., > 0, which is equivalent to
the presence ahndom strange attractors

2. Geometry and zero-input dynamids. pure feedforward and feedback configuratiares,
atag, = 0 orag = 0, we identify geometric structures that prohibit unreligjai Our main
result about zero-input systems is phase-lockingin Sect. 3.3, we prove that for alk
in a broad range, the system is 1:1 phase-locked for eitfher, ag or ag, < ag depending
on the relative intrinsic frequencies of the two oscillatofhis phenomenon has important
consequences for reliability.



3. Shear-induced chaos as main cause for unreliability at lsivedamplitudes.Recent ad-
vances in dynamical systems theory have identified a mesimafar producing chaos via
the interaction of a forcing with the underlying shear in steyn. The dynamical envi-
ronment near the onset of phase-locking is particularlgepigble to this mechanism. We
verify in Sect. 4.2 that the required “shearing” is indeedsent in our 2-oscillator system.
Applying the cited theory, we are able to predict the religbor lack thereof for coupling
parameters near the onset of phase-locking. At low driveliaudes, this is the primary
cause for unreliability.

4. Reliability profile as a function aig, ag, ande. Via numerical simulations and theoretical
reasoning, we deduce a rough reliability profile for the 2Htstor system as a function
of the three parameters above. With the increaskdh |ag,| and/ore, both reliable and
unreliable regions grow in size and become more robust, mgan,., is farther away from
zero. The main findings are summarized in Sect. 4.3.

1 Model and Formulation

1.1 Description of the model

We consider in this paper a small network consisting of twapded phase oscillators forced by an

external stimulus as shown:
as
e I(t)Ar~>
Qafh (1)

We assume the coupling is via smooth pulsatile interactana [37] 45|, 8, 12], and the equations
defining the system are given by

9:1 = wi+ap 2(6h) g(02) +e2(01) I(t) ,
Oy = wo+ag z(62) g(01) .

(2)

The state of each oscillator is described by a phiasgan angular variablg, € S' = R/Z,i =
1,2. The constants; andw, are the cells’ intrinsic frequencies. We allow these fremies to
vary, but assume for definiteness that they are all withiruab% of 1. The external stimulus
is denoted by (t). Herel(t) is taken to be white noise, ands the signal’s amplitude. Notice
that the signal is received only by cell 1. The coupling isasidoump function’g which vanishes
outside of a small intervgl-b, b). On(—b,b), g is smooth, itis> 0, has a single peak, and satisfies
f_bbg(e) df = 1. The meaning of is as follows: We say théh oscillator “spikes” whem;(¢) = 0.
Around the time that an oscillator spikes, it emits a pulsé&ctvimodifies the other oscillator. The
sign and magnitude of the feedforward coupling is givenpy‘forward” refers to the direction of
stimulus propagation)iz > 0 (resp.ag < 0) means oscillator 1 excites (resp. inhibits) oscillator
2 when it spikes. The feedback coupling,, plays the complementary role. In this papers
taken to be abouj;, andag andag, are taken to b&(1). Finally, z(6), often called thephase
response curvfd4, (15, 8] 4, 28], measures the variable sensitivity of anillasor to coupling and
stimulus input. In this paper, we takéd) = 5-(1 — cos(276)) (see below).

4



trial #

5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45
time

Figure 1: Raster plot for an isolated oscillator. In eacheeixpent, 75 trials are performed, and dots are
placed at spike times. Nearly identical spike times are meskafter a transient, indicating reliability.

1.2 Neuroscience interpretations

Coupled phase oscillators arise in many settings([32, 3512345, 33]. Here, we briefly discuss
their use in mathematical neuroscience.

We think of phase oscillators as paradigms for systems \migthmic behavior. Such models
are often derived as limiting cases of oscillator modelsia br more dimensions. In particular,
the specific form ot(-) chosen here corresponds to the normal form for oscillatees saddle-
node bifurcations on their limit cycles![8]. This situatimntypical in neuroscience, where neural
models withz(0) ~ 1 — cos(-) are referred to as “Type |.” The pulse- or spike-based cagpli
implemented byy(-) may also be motivated by the synaptic impulses sent betweerons after
they fire action potentials (although this is not the onlyisgtin which pulsatile coupling arises
[45,3,/10/ 37, 36, 18, 29, 31,119]).

The general conclusions that we will present do not depertti@epecific choices of(-) and
g(+), but rather on their qualitative features. Specifically, vese checked that our main results
about reliability and phase locking are essentially ungeanwhen the:(-) function becomes
asymmetric and the location of thg-) impulse is somewhat shifted, as would correspond more
closely to neurosciencél[8]. Therefore, the behavior we ffiace can be expected to be fairly
prototypical for pairs of pulse-coupled Type | oscillators

A standard way to investigate the reliability of a system mkig oscillators — both in the
laboratory and in simulations — is to repeat the experimeamgia different initial condition
each time but driving the system withe samestimuluse/(t), and to record spike times in raster
plots. Fig.[1 shows such a raster plot for an isolated osaillaf the present type, as studied
by [34,/16]. Note that, for each repetition, the oscillatovguces essentially identical spike times
after a transient, demonstrating its reliability.

2 Measuring Reliability

All of the ideas discussed in this section are general andasity adapted to larger networks.



2.1 A working definition of reliability

We attempt to give a formal definition of reliability in a geaksetting. Consider a dynamical
system on a domain/ (such as a manifold or a subset of Euclidean space). A sigrthkiform
of «(t) € R",t € [0, 00), is presented to the system. The respakigg of the system to this signal
is given by F'(t) = F(xo,t, {t(s) }o<s<t). That is to say, the response at titnmay, in principle,
depend ony, € M, the initial state of the system when the signal is presersted the values of
the signal up to time.

In the model as described in Sect. 1H(t) can be thought of as the p&i#;(¢), 02(t)) or
U(6,(t),0-(t)), the value of an observable at time

We propose now one way to define reliability. Given a dynairggatem, a class of signals
and a response functidn, we say the system igliableif for almost all. € Z andxy, z;, € M,

| F(z0,t, {t(5) }ocset) — F(xh, t, {t(s)}ocsct)|| = 0 as t—o00.

Here|| - || is a norm on the range spaceof We do not claim that this is the only way to capture
the idea of reliability, but will use it as our operationafidéion.

We point out some of the pitfalls of this definition: In praej signals are never presented for
infinite times, and in some situations, responses can bedegas reliable only if the convergence
above is rapid. By the same token, not all initial conditiang equally likely, leaving room for
probabilistic interpretations.

Finally, one should not expect unreliable responses to lherandom. On the contrary, as we
will show in Sect. 2.2, they tend to possess a great deal eftstre, forming what are known as
random strange attractors

2.2 Reliability, Lyapunov exponents, and random attractos

We discuss here some mathematical tools that can be usedntfgunow reliable or unreliable a
driven systemis. Witli(¢) taken to be realizations of white noidd, (2) can be put iredriiimework

of arandom dynamical syste(RDS). We begin by reviewing some relevant mathematics|f1, 2
Consider a general stochastic differential equation

k
dxy = a(zy) dt + Z bi(zy) o AW} . (3)

1=1

In this general setting;; € M whereM is a compact Riemannian manifold, tHé are indepen-
dent standard Brownian motions, and the equation is of @toatich type. Clearly, Eq[{2) is a
special case of EqJ(3); describes the phases of thescillators, M/ = T? = S x S! (thus we
have the choice between the Itd or Stratonovich integaalglk = 1.

In general, one fixes an initialy, and looks at the distribution af;, for ¢ > 0. Under fairly
general conditions, these distributions converge to ausgjationary measuye the density of
which is given by the Fokker-Planck equation. Since relighis about a system'’s reaction to
a single stimulusi.e., a single realization of th&/’/, at a time, and concerns the simultaneous
evolution of all or large ensembles of initial condition§y@levance to us are not the distributions
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of z; but flow-mapsof the form F;, ,,..,. Heret; < t, are two points in timew is a sample
Brownian path, and*, ,..,(z:,) = z, Wherexz; is the solution of[(B) corresponding to. A
well known theorem states that sustochastic flows of diffeomorphisrase well defined if the
functionsa(z) andb(z) in Eq. (3) are sufficiently smooth. More precisely, the médps,, ..
are well defined for almost every, and they are invertible, smooth transformations with stimoo
inverses. Moreovet;;, ,,., andFy, .,., are independent fay < ¢, < t3 < t4. These results allow
us to treat the evolution of systems described[By (3) as csitipes of randomj.i.d., smooth
maps. Many of the techniques for analyzing smooth detestrsystems have been extended to
this random setting. We will refer to the resulting body ofriwas RDS theory.

Similarly, the stationary measure which gives the steady-state distribution averaged dver a
realizationsv, does not describe what we see when studying a system’bili&§iaOf relevance
are thesample measure§u,, }, which are the conditional measures;ofjiven the past. Here we
think of w as defined for alt € (—o0, c0) and not just fort > 0. Theny, describes what one
sees at = 0 given that the system has experienced the input definedfoy all ¢ < 0. This is
an idealization: in reality, the input is presented on a timerval [—t, 0) for somet, > 0. Two
useful facts about these sample measures are

(@) (F_tow)spt — iy, St — oo, Where(F_, ., ). iS the measure obtained by transporting
forward by F_, o..,, and

(b) the family{.,} is invariant in the sense thaky ;... ). (1) = fio, () Whereo,(w) is the time-
shift of the sample path by ¢.

Thus, if our initial distribution is given by a probabilityedsityp and we apply the stimulus corre-
sponding tav, then the distribution at timeis (£ ..,).p. Fort sufficiently large, one expects in
most situations thatfy ...,).p is very close td Fy .., )i, Which by (a) above is essentially given by
Hoy(w)- The time-shift byt of w is necessary because by definitipp is the conditional distribution
of p at time0.

Fig.[2 shows some snapshots (@ ... ).p for the coupled oscillator pair in the system (1)
for two different sets of parameters. In the panels cormedpg to¢ > 1, the distributions
approximate.,, .. In these simulations, the initial distributipris the stationary density of Eq.(2)
with e =~ 0.01, the interpretation being that the system is intrinsicallysy even in the absence
of external stimuli. Observe that these pictures evolvé Wite, and as increases they acquire
similar qualitative properties depending on the undegdysgstem. This is in agreement with RDS
theory, which tells us in fact that the,, ., obey a statistical law for aimost all. Observe also the
strikingly different behaviors in the top and bottom pan&i&e will follow up on this observation
presently. First, we recall two mathematical results theestotibe the dichotomy.

In deterministic dynamics, Lyapunov exponents measurexipenential rates of separation
of nearby trajectories. Lek,..(z) denote the largest Lyapunov exponent along the trajectory
starting fromz. Then a positive\,,., for a large set of initial conditions is generally thought of
as synonymous with chaos, while the presence of stableilegails characterized by,,., < 0.
For smooth random dynamical systems, Lyapunov exponeeatalso known to be well defined;
moreover, they araonrandomi.e. they do not depend an. If, in addition, the invariant measure
is erogdic, then\,,., is constant almost everywhere in the phase space. In Thebtetow, we
present two results from RDS theory that together suggastltle sign of\ ..., is a good criterion
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Figure 2: Snapshots of sample measures for[Eq. (2) at vaiioes in response to a single realization of the
stimulus. Two different sets of parameters are used in @)lan In (a), the sample measures converge to a
random fixed point. In (b), the sample measures convergeandom strange attractor. See Theorem 1.

for distinguishing between reliable and unreliable bebavi

Theorem 1. In the setting of Eq[(3), lei be an ergodic stationary measure.
(1) (Random sinks)[20] If A\,.. < 0, then with probability 14, is supported on a finite set of
points.
(2) (Random strange attractors)[24] If .« has a density and,,,., > 0, then with probability 1,
I, IS @ random SRB measure.

The conclusion of Part (1) is interpreted as follows: Thenac® in which the support of
1, consists of a single point corresponds exactly to religbflor almost everyw as defined in
Sect[2.1l. This was noted in, e.d., [34]) 30]. For Phescillator system defined by Ed.] (2), the
collapse of all initial conditions to a point is illustratéd Fig.[2(a); notice that,,., continues to
evolve ast increases. Even though in genergl can be supported on more than one point when
Amax < 0, this seems seldom to be the case except in the presence wietgigs. We do not know
of a mathematical result to support this empirical obséomanhowevell In the rest of this paper,

LAnalysis of single-neuron recordings have revealed firiajgsns which suggest the possible presence of random
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we will take the liberty to equate,,,., < 0 with reliability.

The conclusion of Part (2) requires clarification: In deteistic dynamical systems theory,
SRB measures are natural invariant measures that deshebesymptotic dynamics of chaotic
dissipative systems (in the same way that Liouville measare the natural invariant measures for
Hamiltonian systems). SRB measures are typically singdlaey are concentrated on unstable
manifolds, which are families of curves, surfaces etc. Wiat around in a complicated way in
the phase spacel[7]. Part (2) of Theorem 1 generalizes tleae to random dynamical systems.
Here, random (meaning-dependent) SRB measures live on random unstable manifwldsh
are complicated families of curves, surfacet,. that evolve with time. In particular, in a system
with random SRB measures, different initial conditiongliéa very different outcomes at tinte
when acted on by the same stimulus; this is true fort al 0, however large. It is, therefore,
natural to regard,,,.. > 0 and the distinctive geometry of random SRB measures as atsigrof
unreliability.

In the special case where the phase space is a circle, sushtasdase of a single oscillator,
that the Lyapunov exponentis < 0 is an immediate consequence of Jensen’s Inequality. In more
detail,

1
A@) = Jim + log . (2)

for typicalw by definition. Integrating over initial conditions we obtain

1 o
= /S i 108 By (o) do = Jim £ [ log Py (o) da

The exchange of integral and limit is permissible becauseehuired integrability conditions are
satisfied in stochastic flowss [21]. Jensen’s Inequality tipgas

/ log Fy ;. (7) dx < log/ Fouo(x)de = 0. 4)
st st

The equality above follows from the fact thas .., is a circle diffeomorphism. Since the gap in
the inequality in[(#) is larger wheny ., is farther from being a constant function, we see that
A < 0 corresponds td7 ., becoming “exponentially uneven” as— oo. This is consistent with
the formation of random sinks.

The following results from general RDS theory shed light loa $ituation when the system is
multi-dimensional:

Proposition 2.1. (seee.g.[21]) In the setting of EqL(3), assuméas a density, and l§t\;, - - - , \s}
be the Lyapunov exponents of the system counted with nailyipThen

(i) 22 A <0;

(i) >, A; = 0ifand only if ¥, ; ,, preserves: for almost allw and all s < ¢;

(i) if >, A < 0, and); # 0 for all ¢, theny,, is singular.

sinks with> 1 point [11].



A formula giving the dimension gf,, is proved in[[24] under mild additional conditions.

The reliability of a single oscillatoi,e. that A\ < 0, is easily deduced from Prop. 2.4:has
a density because the transition probabilities have deaséind no measure is preserved by all
the F; , , because different stimuli distort the phase space diftgreffrop[2.1(i) and (ii) together
imply that\ < 0. See also, e.g/, [30, 28,139, 34].

The remarks above concernipgapply also to the-oscillator model in Eq{2). (That has a
density is explained in more detail in Sect. 3.2.) TherefBrep[2.1(i) and (ii) together imply that
A1+ A2 < 0. HereA; = A\, Can be positive, zero, or negative. If itis0, then it will follow from
Prop.[2.1(i) that\, < 0, and by Prop_211(iii), the,, are singular. From the geometry of random
SRB measures, we conclude that different initial cond&iane attracted to lower dimensional
sets that depend on stimulus history. Thus even in unrelidphamics, the responses are highly
structured and far from uniformly distributed, as illusé@in Fig[2(b).

Finally, we observe that since,., is nonrandom, the reliability of a system is independent of
the realizationv once the stimulus amplitudeis fixed.

3 Coupling geometry and zero-input dynamics

3.1 Preliminary observations

First we describe the flow, on the 2-torud? defined by Eq.[(2) when the stimulus is absést,
whene = 0. We begin with the case where the two oscillators are unealjpé. ag = ag, = 0. In
this special casey; is a linear flow; depending on whethey/ws is rational, it is either periodic or
quasiperiodic. Adding coupling distorts flow lines insitie two strips{|¢,| < b} and{|6,| < b}.
These two strips correspond to the regions where one of thidabsrs “spikes,” transmitting a
coupling impulse to the other (see Sect. 1.1). For example; i> 0, then an orbit entering
the vertical strip containing; = 0 will bend upward. Because of the variable sensitivity of the
receiving oscillator, the amount of bending dependspas well as the value @k, with the effect
being maximal neafl, = % and negligible neafl, = 0 due to our choice of the functior(d). The
flow remains linear outside of these two strips. See[Fig. 3.

Because the phase space is a torus andlEq. (2) does not hal/pdirés for the parameters
of interest,p, has a global sectiore.g, ¥y = {6, = 0}, with a return magdy : Xy — %o. The
large-time dynamics ap; are therefore described by iteratifig, a circle diffeomorphism. From
standard theory, we know that circle maps have Lyapunovmexps< 0 for almost all initial
conditions with respect to Lebesgue measure. This in tamstates intd\,,,, = 0 for the flow ;.

3.2 Reliability of two special configurations

We consider next two special but instructive cases of Eq.n@nely the “pure feedforward” case
corresponding tags, = 0 and the “pure feedback” case correspondingdo= 0. We will show
that in these two special cases, the geometry of the systeinibis it from being unreliable:

Proposition 3.1. For everye > 0,
(@) the systeni(2) has an ergodic stationary meaguréth a density;
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Figure 3: Plots of a few orbits of Ed.](2) with= 0 showing the strips in which flowlines are distorted. In
both setsw; = 1,ws = 1.1. Note the directions of bending in relation to the signagandag,.

(0) (i) if ag, = 0, then\pay < O:
(i) if ag = 0, thenApax = 0.

We first discuss these results informally. Consider the agse- 0. Notice that wherr = 0,
the time# map of the flow generated by Eql (2) sends vertical circlesatimg sets of the form
{6, = ¢} wherec is a constant) to vertical circles. As our stimulus acts yuirethe horizontal
direction and its magnitude is independen®gf vertical circles continue to be preserved by the
flow-mapsF; ., whene > 0. (One can also see this from the variational equations.)sAweil
known, \..x > 0 usually results from repeated stretching and folding ofghase space. Maps
that preserve all vertical circles are far too rigid to allihws to happen. Thus we expect., < 0
whenag, = 0. In the pure feedback casge = 0, the second oscillator rotates freely without input
from either external stimuli or the first oscillator. Thugtbystem always has a zero Lyapunov
exponent corresponding to the uniform motion in the dimecof ;.

Before proving Proposition 3.1, we recall some propertfelsyapunov exponents. Lefy .,
denote the stochastic flow @, and let;, be a stationary measure of the process. Recall that for
a.e.w, u-a.e.x € T? and every tangent vectorat z, the Lyapunov exponent

1
Ao(z,v) = tlggo p log | DFp 4,.(2)v|
is well defined. Moreover, ik; < )\, are the Lyapunov exponentsatthen
1
tlim p log | det(DFp ()] = A+ Az (5)
—00

We say{vy, v, } is aLyapunov basiat z if A\, (z,v;) = A;. It follows from (8) that for such a pair
of vectors,

1
tlim p log | sin Z(DFy ¢, (x)v1, DFy 1 (x)v2)| = 0, (6)
—00
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that is, angles between images of vectors in a Lyapunov basiot decrease exponentially fast.
It is a standard fact that Lyapunov bases exist almost eveyay and that any nonzero tangent
vector can be part of such a basis.

Proof of Proposition 311.First, we verify that Eq.[(2) has a stationary measure witheasy.
Because the white noise stimulas(t) instantaneously spreads trajectories in the horizofital (
direction, an invariant measure must have a density in tinection. At the same time, the de-
terministic part of the flow carries this density forwarddbgh all of T? since flowlines make
approximately 45 degree angles with the horizontal axierétore the two-oscillator system has
a 2-D invariant density whenever> 0.
We discuss the pure feedforward case. The casg ef 0 is similar and is left to the reader.
As noted above, whea;, = 0 the flow Fj .., leaves invariant the family of vertical circles.
This means thaty ;.. factors onto a stochastic flow on the first circMore precisely, ifr : T? =
St x St — S! is projection onto the first factor, then for almost evergnd everys < t, there is
a diffeomorphismfy ., of St with the property that for alk € T?, 7(Fp () = Fo o (m(2)).
One checks easily thdffs,t;w is in fact the stochastic flow corresponding to the systemhirciv
oscillator 2 is absent and oscillator 1 alone is driven bystimaulus. For simplicity of notation, for
r € T? and tangent vectar at x, we denoter(x) by z and D= (z) - v by o. Furthermore, we lex,,
denote the Lyapunov exponent&f,.,. From Prop[ 211, it follows that,, < 0 almost everywhere.
We now consider the Lyapunov exponents of sysfém (2):-Ate.z € T?, we pick a vectow
in the d,-direction. Sincefy ., preserves vertical circles apdhas a density, an argument similar
to that before Prop. 2.1 gives,(x,v) < 0. Let{u, v} be a Lyapunov basis at From Eq.[(6) and
the relation betwee#y ..., andF, ;.,, we deduce that

O

It is likely that A\, is typically < 0 in the caseis, = 0. We have shown that one of the
Lyapunov exponents, namely the one corresponding to the8csllator alone, is< 0. The value
of \ax therefore hinges on,(x, v) for vectorsv without a component in thé -direction. Even
though this growth rate also involves compositions of ranaircle maps, the maps here are not
i.i.d.: the kicks received by the second oscillator are in randdimigd pulses that cannot be put
into the form of the white noise term in E@l (3). We know of natheanatical result that guarantees
a strictly negative Lyapunov exponent in this setting, lelidve it is unlikely that EqL(3) will have
a robust zero Lyapunov exponent unlegs= 0.

To summarize, we have shown that without recurrent conmestiit is impossible for a two-
oscillator system to exhibit an unreliable response.

3.3 Phase locking in zero-input dynamics

This subsection is about the dynamics of the coupled otmiltystem whern = 0. Recall that the
intrinsic frequencies of the two oscillators, andw-, are assumed to e 1. Our main result is
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Figure 4: The critical valuaj, as functions ofig. In both plots, the dashed line is thg curve (see text),
and the shaded regions are the parameters for which 1:1-fiitk$eg occurs.

that if w; andw, differ by a little, then in regions of th@ug, ag,)-parameter plane in the form of a
square centered &, 0), the two oscillators are 1:1 phase-locked for about half & parameters
Two examples are shown in Figl. 4, and more detail will be giaemnwe provide a mathematical
explanation for this phenomenon. (Phase locking of pairsoofpled phase oscillators is studied
ine.g, [12,[17)/8[ 9, 5, 37]. A primary difference is that we trea groblem on an open region of
the (ag, ag,)-plane centered &b, 0).)

Let ¢, be the flow orl? defined by[(R) withe = 0. To studyy,, we consider its return map
T : %, — X, whereX, = {6, = b}. Working with the sectiorX;, (as opposed te.g.>,) simplifies
the analysis as we will see, and substantively the resudte@rsection dependent. Lgtl") be the
rotation number of . Sincew; ~ ws, itis natural to defing(7") in such a way that(7") ~ 1 when
ag = ag, = 0, so thatp(T) may be interpreted as the average number of rotations matieeby
first oscillator for each rotation made by the second. It i krown that if p(7") is irrational, then
¢ Is equivalent to a quasi-periodic flow via a continuous cleamigcoordinates, while(T') € Q
corresponds to the presence of periodic orbitsdor In particular, attracting fixed points &f
correspond to attracting periodic orbitsigfthat are 1:1 phase-locked, “1:1” here referring to the
fact that oscillator 2 goes around exactly once for eachiostanade by oscillator 1.

We begin with the following elementary facts:

Lemma3.1. (a) Withw;, w,, andag fixed and lettingl” = T, , the functiorug, — T, (61) is
strictly increasing for eacld;; it follows thatp(7,,, ) is a nondecreasing functiBrof ag,.
(b) Withw;, ag, andag, fixed,wy — T,,(6,) is strictly decreasing for eachy, andp(7,,) is a
non-increasing function abs.
Analogous results hold as we vary andw; separately keeping the other three quantities fixed.

Proof. This follows from the way each coupling term bends trajeegrsee Sect. 3.1 and Fig. 3.
We show (a); the rest are proved similarly. Consider twaetitaries, both starting from the same

2This is to allow for phase locking at rational valuess¢T,,, ).
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point on}, but with differentag,. They will remain identical until theif,-coordinates reach— b,
asay, does not affect this part of the flow. Now at each point in thezemtal stripH = {1 — b <

0, < 1+ b}, the vector field corresponding to the larges has a larger horizontal component
while the vertical components of the two vector fields arenfabal. It follows that the trajectory
with the largerag, will be bent farther to the right as it crossés O

Our main result identifies regions in parameter space whdras a fixed point, corresponding
to 1:1 phase-locking as discussed above. We begin with fleviog remarks and notation: (i)
Observe that whew; = w, andag = afb, we havel'(z) = z for all z € %; this is a consequence
of the symmetry of(#) aboutd = . (ii) We introduce the notatiohw = 1 — 4, so that when
ag = am =0,z — T'(z) = Aw for aII x, i.e., Aw measures the distance moved by the return map
T under the linear flow when the two oscillators are uncoupléere, we have usedl to denote
not only the section map but its lift & with 7°(1) = 1 in a harmless abuse of notation.

We will state our results for a bounded range of parametews. dEfiniteness, we consider
ag,ag, € [—2,2] and.9 < w; < 1.1. The bounds forg andag, are quite arbitrary. Once chosen,
however, they will be fixed; in particular, the constants im lEmmas below will depend on these
bounds.tis implicitly assumed that all parameters considered ivedrem 2 are in this admissible
range We do not views as a parameter in the same way.asw,, ag Or ag,, but instead of fixing

it at 55, we will takeb as small as need be, and assupie= O(3) in the rigorous results to follow.

Theorem 2. The following hold for all admissiblev;, ws, ag, ag,) and allb sufficiently small:
(@) If we > wy, then there existy, = af (w1, w, ag) > ag and? = ¢(Aw) > 0 such thatl" has
a fixed point forag, € [af,), af, + ¢] and no fixed point foag, < af,.
(b) If we < wy, then there exist)y, = aj, (w1, ws, ag) < ag and? = ¢(Aw) > 0 such thatl" has
a fixed point forag, € [af, — ¢, af,] and no fixed point foas, > af, .
Jag, — ag| = O(Aw); and for eachAw # 0, £ increases aé decreases.

To prove this result, we need two lemmas, the proofs of botwla€h are given in the Ap-
pendix. DefineAag, = ag, — ag.

Lemma 3.2. There exisb; and K > 0 such that for all admissibléwv;, ws, ag, ag,), if b < b; and
Aag, < Kb?Aw, thenT(1 —b) < 1 — b.

Lemma 3.3. There exisby, C' > 0 andx; € (0,1—b) such that for all admissiblév;, ws, ag, agm),
if b < by andAag, > CAw, thenT'(z1) > ;.

Proof of Theorerhl2We prove (a); the proof of (b) is analogous. Let w, andag be given.
Requirements on the size bivill emerge in the course of the proof.

Observe first that witbv, > wq, 7" has no fixed point (and hence there is no 1:1 phase locking)
whenag, = ag. This is becaus&'(z) = z whenw, = w; andag, = ag as noted earlier, and using
Lemmd 3.1(b), we see that far > w; andag, = ag, the graph off” is strictly below the diagonal.

Keepingw;, w, andag fixed, we now increasey, starting fromag, = ag. By Lemma3.1L(a),
this causes the graph @fto shift up pointwise. Asu, is gradually increased, we lef, be the
first parameter at which the graphBfintersects the diagonale. where there exists* € ¥, such
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Figure 5: The rotation numberand Lyapunov exponenit,;,, as functions ofig,.

that7'(z*) = «* — if such a parameter exists. Appealing once more to Leinnmax&Isee that
p(T) < 1forall ag, < af;,,, s0T can have no fixed point for these valuesigf

We show now thaty, exists, and that the phase-locking persists on an intefvai,deyond
aj,. First, if b is small enough, then by LemmaB2(1 — b) < 1 — b for all ag, < ag + Kb~ 2Aw.
Now if b is small enough thakv=2 > C where(C is as in Lemma&3]3, then fary, € [ag +
CAw,ag + Kb—?Aw], T(x1) > z; for somer; < 1 — b. Forag, in this range]” maps the interval
[z1,1 — b] into itself, guaranteeing a fixed point. It follows thatj), exists and i< ag + C'Aw,
and (ii) 7" has a fixed point for an interval af, of length? > (Kb=2 — C)Aw. This completes the
proof. O

As noted in the proof, for as long as # wy, the lengths of the phase-locked intervdls;an
be made arbitrarily large by takinigsmall. On the other hand, if we fixand shrinkAw, then
these intervals will shrink. This is consistent with the pbenenon that the phase-locked region
lies on opposite sides of the diagomal = ag when we decrease, pastw,, as shown in Fid.l4.
Instead of tracking the numerical constants in the proogshave checked numerically that for
b = 2—10 the pictures in Fid.14 are quite typical, meaning ab@jt of the parameters are phase
locked. Specifically, forAw up to aboutl0% and|ag| < 2, aj, — ag < 0.2, so that the:j, -curve
describing the onset of phase-locking is still quite claséhe diagonaky = ag,. Also, for Aw
as small a%%, the phase locked intervals have lengtty 4. These facts together imply that for
parameters in the admissible range, the pictures are asishdvig.[4.

Fig. [8 shows numerically-computed rotation numberand the rates of contraction to the
corresponding limit cycle,e. the smaller Lyapunov exponeiy,;, of the flowy,. Notice that as
ag, INCreases pask;, , A, decreases rapidly, so that the fixed poinf'dfecomes very stable, a fact
consistent with the large interval on which the system igghdse-locked. Furthermore, for the full
range oflag|, |ap| < 2 and0.9 < w; < 1.1, we find numerically that.53 < p(T') < 1.89. Phase-
locking corresponding to rational7") with small denominators (e.g, ¢ = 3,4,5) is detected,
but the intervals are very short and their lengths decresgsi€ely with ¢. In other words, when
the system is not 1:1 phase-locked — which occurs for ab@fit of the parameters of interest —
modulo fine details the system appears to be roughly quasieie over not too large timescales.
When the white-noise stimulud (¢) is added, these fine details will matter little.
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4 Reliable and Unreliable Behavior

Numerical evidence is presented in Sectl 4.2 showing thaliability can occur even when the
stimulus amplitude is relatively small, and that its oceage is closely connected with the onset of
phase-locking in the zero-input system. A geometric exgtian in terms okhear-induced chaos
is proposed. Additionally, other results leading to a datlie understanding of,,... as a function

of ag, ag, ande are discussed in Se€t, 4.3.

4.1 A brief review of shear-induced chaos

A rough idea of what we mean by “shear-induced chaos” is degin Fig[6: An external force
is transiently applied to a limit cycle (horizontal linegusing some phase points to move up and
some to move down. Suppose the speeds with which points gmértbhe limit cycle are height
dependent. If the velocity gradient, which we refer tds®ear”, is steep enough, then the bumps
created by the forcing are exaggerated as the system refpossbly causing the periodic orbit to
fold. Such folding has the potential to lead to the formabéistrange attractors. If the damping
is large relative to the velocity gradient or the perturbatize, however, the bumps in Hig. 6 will
dissipate before any significant stretching occurs.

This subsection reviews a number of ideas surrounding tlobhamesm above. This mechanism
is known to occur in many different dynamical settings. Weehalected to introduce the ideas
in the context ofdiscrete-time kicking of limit cyclaastead of the setting of Ed./(2) because the
geometry of discrete-time kicks is more transparent, andyntd the results have been shown
numerically to carry over with relatively minor modificatie. Extensions to relevant settings are
discussed later on in this subsection. A part of this bodyarkvis supported by rigorous analysis.
Specifically, theorems on shear-induced chaos for perikidiks of limit cycles are proved in
[40,[41,/42] 43]; it is from these articles that many of theasleeviewed here have originated.
Numerical studies extending the ideas in[41, 42] to othees$yof underlying dynamics and forcing
are carried out in [26]. For readers who wish to see a morepttd(but not too technical) account
of the material in this subsection, [26] is a good place td.sba particular, Sect. 1in[26] contains
a fairly detailed exposition of the rigorous work in [40, 4P, 43].

Discrete-time kicks of limit cycles
We consider a flowp, in any dimension, with a limit cycle. LetT, < T} <1, < --- be a
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Figure 7: Geometry of folding in relation to th&*-foliation. Shown are a segmem C ~, its image after
one kick, and two of the subsequent images under the flow.

sequence of kick times, and let,n = 0,1,2,---, be a sequence of kick maps (for the moment

K, Can be any transformation of the phase space). We consigstenskicked at timé, by «,,,

with ample time to relax between kicksg., 7}, 1 — 7T,, should not be too small on average.
Central to the geometry of shear-induced chaos is the fallgwlynamical structure of the

unforced system: For eache ~, thestrong stable manifoldll’**(z) of ¢, throughz is defined to

be

W*(z) = {y : lim d(gi(x), pi(y)) = 0} .

These codimension 1 submanifolds are invariant under the flteeaningy, carriesiW#s(x) to
W=*(pi(x)). In particular, ifr is the period of the limit cycle, thep,.(W**(x)) = W*(x) for
eachz. Together these manifolds partition the basin of attractity into hypersurfaces, forming
what is called thetrong stable foliation

Fig.[? shows a segment C v, its imagey, = x(v) under a kick mapz, and two images
of 74 undery,,, andy,,, forn > m € Z*. If we consider integer multiples of, so that the
flow-map carries each/**-leaf to itself, we may think of it as sliding points 43 toward~ along
W#s-leaves. (Fot that are not integer multiples of, the picture is similar but shifted along)
The stretching created in this combined kick-and-slideaaepends both on the geometry of the
W #s-foliation and on the action of the kick. Figl. 7 sheds lighttba types of kicks that are likely
to lead to folding: A forcing that drives points in a directicoughly parallel to thél **-leaves will
not produce folding. Nor will kicks that essentially carrgedlV **-leaf to another, because such
kicks necessarily preserve the ordering of the leaves. \6fhates the stretching and folding is the
variationalong~ in how far pointse € ~ are kicked as measured in the direction transverse to the
Wss-leaves; we think of this as the “effective deformation” létimit cycle~ by the kick.

To develop a quantitative understanding of the factors gowe to the production of chaos, it
is illuminating to consider the following linear shear mos), [41]:

6 = 1+ oy, 7)
y = —Ay+ Asin(270)-> > 6(t —nT).

Here,0 € S' andy € R are phase variables, and\, A are constan{$ We assume for definiteness
thato and\ are> 0, so that whem = 0, the system has a limit cycteat{y = 0}. Its W **-leaves
are easily computed to be straight lines with sI@:pe—g. When A # 0, the system is kicked

3In this subsection) denotes the damping constant in Eq. (7).
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periodically with periodl’. For this system, it has been shown thatghear ratio

shear 1
A = - def tion= —————— - def ti
damping deformation Slopa 17| deformation 8)

7

A
is an excellent predictor of the dynamics of the system. Rbugpeaking, ifA,.., denotes the
largest observed Lyapunov exponent, then

(a) if the shear ratio is sufficiently larg®,,.. is likely to be> 0;

(b) if the shear ratio is very small, theg,. is slightly < 0 or equal ta0;

(c) as the shear ratio increases from small to laigg, first becomes negative, then becomes
quite irregular (taking on both positive and negative vajuand is eventually dominated by
positive values.

To get an idea of why this should be the case, consider the esitefkick-and-slide action in Figl 7
in the context of EqL(7). The tim&-map of Eq.[(¥) is easily computed to be

Or = 0+T+%- [A sin(276) + y} . (1 — e‘AT) (mod 1),

- : (9)
yr = e (y+ Asin(270)) .

When the contraction iy is sufficiently strong, the first component of this map givegoad
indication of what happens in the flltD system. As an approximation, defifig(¢) = 6 and
view fr as a map ofy to itself. When the shear ratio is large afid— ¢=*7) is not too small,

| f7-| is quite large over much of, and the associated expansion has the potential to create th
positive \ .., mentioned in (a). At the opposite extreme, when the shegr isavery small, fr

is a perturbation of the identity; this is the scenario in (Interestingly, it is for intermediate
shear ratios thafr tends to have sinks, resulting M., < 0 for the2-D system. Thd-D map

f = limp_, fr is known variously as thphase resetting curver thesingular limit It is used
heavily in [40/41| 42, 43] to produce rigorous results fogé&! .

We now return to the the more general settingptvith discrete kickss,,, and try to interpret
the results above as best we can. To make a meaningful casopawith the linear shear flow,
we propose to first put our unforced system in “canonical doates,”i.e., to reparametrize the
periodic orbity so it has unit speed, and to make the kick directions perpafatitoy — assuming
the kicks have well defined directions. In these new cootds)asizes of vertical deformations
make sense, as do the idea of damping and shear, even thasghgbantities and the angles
betweeniV ¢s-manifolds andy all vary along~y. Time intervals between kicks may vary as well.
The general geometric picture is thus a distorted versidheolinear shear flow. We do not believe
there is a simple formula to take the place of the shear ratthis general setting; replacing the
guantitiess, A and A by their averages is not quite the right thing to do. We emigbatowever,
that while system details affect the numerical values.gf, and the amount of shear needed to
produce),.., > 0, the fact thathe overall trends as described in (a)—(c) above are viid been
repeatedly demonstrated in simulation; seg, [26].

18



Generalization to stochastic forcing

We now replace the discrete-time kicks in the discussiorvallty a directed (degenerate)
continuous stochastic forcinge. by a term of the form/(z)dW; whereV is a vector field and
dW, is white noise. By Trotter’s product formula, the dynami€the resulting stochastic flow can
be approximated by a sequence of composite maps of thegarm ra: ., WhereAt is a small
time stepsa:,., are kick maps (of random sizes) in the directioVofandya, is the unforced flow.
Most of the time, the mapsa,, have negligible effects. This is especially the case if the of
V' is not too large and damping is present. Once in a while, hewevlarge deviation occurs,
producing an effect similar to that of the discrete-timekkiat timesl;,, described above. Cast in
this light, we expect that the ideas above will continue tplap- albeit without the factors in the
shear ratio being precisely defined.

We mention two of the differences between stochastic fgramd periodic, discrete kicks. Not
surprisingly, stochastic forcing gives simpler depen@eoc parametersa,,.., varies smoothly,
irregularities of the type in (c) above having been “avedhgat”. Overall trends such as those
in (a)—(c) tend to be unambiguous and more easily detectadftr deterministic kicks. Second,
unlike periodic kicks, very small forcing amplitudes carciglchaotic behavior withouf being
very large; this is attributed to the effects of large deviad.

Generalization to quasi-periodic flows

We have chosen to first introduce the ideas above in the doafdimit cycles where the
relevant geometric objects or quantities (suclras and 1/ **) are more easily extracted. These
ideas apply in fact to flows on a torus that are roughly “qumesiodic” — meaning that orbits may
or may not be periodic but if they are, the periods are largeoviged the forcing, stochastic or
discrete, has a well-defined direction as discussed eafler main difference between the quasi-
periodic setting and that of a limit cycle is th@f*s-leaves are generally not defined. A crucial
observation made in [26] is that since folding occurs in&nite, what is relevant to the geometry
of folding is not the usuall**-foliation (which takes into consideration the dynamics as oo)
but finite-timestrong stable foliations. Roughly speaking, a titné**-leaf is a curve segment
(or submanifold) that contracts in the firstinits of time. For the ideas above to apply, we must
verify that time¢ W **-manifolds exist, have the characteristics of a large stagar, and that is
large enough for the folding to actually occur. If these dbads are met, then one can expect
shear-induced chaos to be present for the same reason®es bef

4.2 Phase-locking and unreliability in the two-cell model

We now return to reliability questions of Ed.] (2). In this sebtion and the next, numerical data
0N A\,.x as functions ofig, ag, ande are discussed. Our aim is to identify the prominent features
in these numerical results, and to propose explanatiorthégphenomena observed.

The present subsection is limited to phenomena relateetortket of phase-locking, which we
have shown in Sect. 3.3 to occur at a curvédp, ag,)-space that runs roughly along the diagonal.
We will refer to this curve as thej, -curve. Fig[8 shows\,.. as a function ofuz andag, for
several choices of parameters, withy-curves from Fig. 4 overlaid for ease of reference. In the top
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Figure 8: Maximum Lyapunov exponeit, ., versus coupling strengths in the two-cell network. In adtg)
we usev; = 1. Theag, -curve from Figl 4 is overlaid. All compute¥l,,.. shown here have standard errors of
< 0.002 as estimated by the method of batched means. By the Centnél Theorem, this means the actual
Amax Should lie withina 2.5 x 0.002 = 0.005 of the computed value witly 99% probability. Remark on
plots: We have chosen the dynamic range in shading the figures to mlkaningful comparison of figures;
a side effect is that some contour lines may not be visible.allWays indicate the actual range of values
through explicit labels.
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Figure 9: Rotation of vectors ibackwardgime. Herew, = 1,ws = 1.1,ag = 1, ag, = 1.5.

two panels, where is very small, evidence of events connected with the onsghae-locking is
undeniable: definitively reliable\(,.. < 0) and definitively unreliableX,,., > 0) regions are both
present. Continuing to focus on neighborhoods ofdfjecurves, we notice by comparing the top
and bottom panels that for eatty, ag,), the tendency is to shift in the direction of unreliability
ase is increased. We will argue in the paragraphs to follow thasé observations are entirely
consistent with predictions from Sect. 4.1.

Shearing mechanisms

For concreteness, we consider the cage> w;, and consider first parameters at which the
unforced system has a limit cycieg., for eachag € [—1.5, 1.5], we consider values afy, that are
> af, and not too far fromuj;. From Sect. 4.1, we learn that to determine the propensithief
system for shear-induced chaos, we need information ongijeéometry of the limit cycle, (ii) the
orientation of itsi¥ **-manifolds in relation to the cycle, and (iii) the effectideformation due to
the forcing.

The answer to (i) is simple: As with all other trajectoridsg limit cycle is linear with slope
2 1 outside of the two corridor®, | < b and || < b, where it is bent; see Figl 3. As for (ii) and
(i), we already know what happens in two special cases,amhenagz = 0 or ag, = 0. As
discussed in Sect. 3.2, whep, = 0, vertical circles are invariant undes. SincellV**-leaves are
the only manifolds that are invariant, that meansith&-manifolds are vertical. We noted also that
the forcing preserves these manifolds. In the languagedf 8€l, this means the forcing creates
no variationtransversal tdl **-leaves: the ordering of points in this direction is presdrunder
the forcing. Hence shear-induced chaos is not possible &edenot likely for nearby parameters.
A similar argument (which we leave to the reader) applieh&dase; = 0. From here on, we
assumeug, ag, are both away frono.

We now turn to a treatment of (ii) wheix, ag, are both away from, and claim thatl **-leaves
generally have a roughly diagonal orientatioe,, they point in a roughly southwest-northeast
(SW-NE) direction. To find this orientation, we fix a pojnbn the limit cycley, and any nonzero
tangent vectow at p (see Fig[B). We then flow backwards in time, letting = »_,(p) and
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Figure 10: Strong stable directions along limit cycles. aj g, = af, + 0.1; in (b), ag, = af, + 0.2.
Additionally in (a), horizontal lines with arrows indicatee impact of the forcing at various points along
the cycle; the variable impact is due to thdéunction.

v_y = Dy_4(p)v. The strong stable direction at, is the limiting direction ofv_,_,,, (- = period
of v) asn — oo. Exact orientations ofV**-leaves depend ong, an, and are easily computed
numerically.

The following simple analysis demonstrates how to deduegémneral orientation of thié *-
leaves in the two-oscillator system from the signs of itspdimgs. For definiteness, we consider
ag > 0, so thata, is also positive and slightly larger tham. Here, a typical situation is that
if we identify the phase space with the squdrel] x [0, 1], then the limit cycle crosses the right
edge{1} x [0, 1] in the bottom half, and the bottom edffe1] x {0} in the right half (as shown
in Fig.[9). LetA, B andC be as shown, and consider a pagirdt A. Flowing backwards, suppose
it takes timel 5 to reach poinf3, and timet to reach point’. We discuss how_; changes as we
go from A to C. The rest of the time the flow is linear and, is unchanged.

From A to B: Compare the backward orbits pandp’, wherep’ = p+ kv andk > 0 is thought of
as infinitesimally small. As these orbits reach the vertstap {¢g > 0}, both are bent downwards
due toag > 0. However, the orbit of’ is bent more because the functiof¥) peaks at) = 1/2
(see Figl®). Thusy_,,, = v + (0, —4;) for somes; > 0.

From B to C: Continuing to flow backwards, we see by an analogous arguthahts the two
orbits cross the horizontal striy > 0}, both are bent to the left, and the orbitdfis bent more.
Thereforep_;. = v_y, + (=02, 0) for somed, > 0.

Combining these two steps, we see that each time the orpit;ajoes fromA to C, a vector
of the form (—d,, —d;) is added tov_;,. We conclude that as — oo, the direction ofv_, is
asymptotically SW-NE. Moreover, it is a little more W than&apared to the limit cycle because
v_; must remain on the same side of the cycle.

Numerical computations of strong stable directions arevehim Fig.[10. The plot in (a) is
an example of the situation just discussed. The plot in (Qris, ag, < 0, for which a similar
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analysis can be carried out. Notice how small the anglesetweden the limit cycle and itg/**-
leaves; this is true for all the parameter sets we have exaiwihereay, is close toaj,. Recall
from Sect. 4.1 that it is, in fact, the anglesdanonical coordinateshat count. Since the limit
cycle is roughly diagonal and the forcing is horizontal timgf the system in canonical coordinates
will not change these angles by more than a moderate factoe|geéin one small region in picture
(a));i.e, the angles will remain small.

Finally, we come to (iii), the deformation due to the forcing@iven that the forcing is in the
horizontal direction and its amplitude depend9ofit is negligible wher¢;, ~ 0 and has maximal
effect wherd; ~ %), it causes “bump-like” perturbations transversal toith&-manifolds (which
are roughly SW-NE) with a geometry similar to that in Kif. @e$-ig[ 10(a).

This completes our discussion of the limit cycle case. We enmow to the other side of the
ap,-curve, where the system is, for practical purposes, qouasodic (but not far from periodic).
As discussed in the last part of Sect. 4.1, the ideas of shdaced chaos continue to apply,
with the role ofI/*s-leaves now played by finite-time stable manifolds. Sinaséhmanifolds
change slowly withug andayg,, it can be expected — and we have checked — that they continue t
make small angles with flowlines. Likewise, the forcing éonés to deform flowlines by variable
amounts as measured in distances transversal to finitestabée manifolds.

We conclude that wheng, ag, are both away front, the geometry is favorable for shear-
induced stretching and folding. Exactly how large a forcamgplitude is needed to produce a
positive \,.., depends on system details. Such information cannot be ddduom the ideas
reviewed in Sect. 4.1 alone.

Reliability—unreliability interpretations

We now examine more closely Fid. 8, and attempt to explaimahability properties of those
systems whose couplings lie in a neighborhood ofdfyecurve. The discussion below applies to
lag| > about0.3. We have observed earlier that for or ag, too close td), phase-space geometry
prohibits unreliability.

Consider first Fig.18(a), where the stimulus amplitade 0.2 is very weak. Regions showing
positive and negative Lyapunov exponents are clearly isiboth panels. Which side of th -
curve corresponds to the phase-locked region is also ye@dibgnizable to the trained eye (lower
triangular region in the picture on the left and upper trislagregion on the right; see Fig. 4).

We first explore the phase-locked side of tijg-curve. Moving away from this curve\,,.x
first becomes definitively negative. This is consistent wiith increased damping noted in Sect.
3.2; see Fig. 6(b). As we move farther away from #fjecurve still, \,,... increases and remains
for a large region close t0. Intuitively, this is due to the fact that for these parametée limit
cycle is very robust. The damping is so strong that the fgrcannot (usually) push any part of
the limit cycle any distance away from it before it is brouphtk to its original position. That is
to say, the perturbations are negligible. With regard tahleery in Sect. 4.1, assumimgremains
roughly constant, thak,,.. should increase from negative@@s we continue to move away from
ap, is consistent with increased damping; see (b) and (c) inftteepretation of the shear ratio.

Moving now to the other side of the; -curve, which is essentially quasi-periodic, regions of
unreliability are clearly visible. These regions in facglreslightly on the phase-locked side of
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Figure 11: Folding action caused by white noise forcing d@rehs near the limit cycle (withg, > af ). At

t = 0, the curve shown is the lift of the limit cycte to R2. The remaining panels show lifts of the images
Fo+ () atincreasing times. The parametersaye= 1, wy = 1.05, ag = 1, ag, = 1.2, ande = 0.8. Note
that it is not difficult to find such a fold in simulations: vemyughly, 1 out of 4 realizations of forcing gives
such a sequence fore [0, 5].

the curve, where a weakly attractive limit cycle is pres&. have presented evidence to support
our contention that this is due to shear-induced chaos, |[dmfp of the phase space. The fact
that \,.. IS more positive before the limit cycle is born than after barattributed to the weaker-
to-nonexistent damping before its birth. Thus the generagqgssion of\ ., from roughly 0

to definitively negative to positive as we cross ijg-curve from the phase-locked side to the
guasi-periodic side is altogether consistent with scesai@)—(c) in Sect. 4.1 together with the
observations in the paragraph on stochastic forcing.

We point out that the unreliability seen in these panelsirdyfdelicate, perhaps even unex-
pecteda priori for the smaller values aof; andag,, such af).3 < |ag], |ag| < 0.8: The bending
of the flow lines is rather mild at these smaller coupling paters. Moreover, we know that no
chaotic behavior is possible at= 0, and the stimulus amplitude ef = 0.2 in the top panels
is quite small. Recall, however, that the stimulus is a flathg white noise, and gives only
an indication of itsaverageamplitude. As noted in Sect. 4.1, we believe the unreligbdeen is
brought about by an interaction between the large fluctnatio the stimulus presented and the
shearing in the underlying dynamics.

In Fig.[8(b), the stimulus amplitude is increasedte- 0.8. A close examination of the plots
shows that near to and on both sides of dhecurve, A\, has increased for each parameter pair
(ag, ag,), and that the reliable regions are pushed deeper into theegbeked side compared to the
top panels. This is consistent with the shear ratio incrgasith forcing amplitude as predicted in
Sect. 4.1.

This completes our discussion in relation to [Fig. 8.

To complement the theoretical description of the geometrfplding given in Sect. 4.1, we
believe it is instructive to see an actual instance of hovihsufold is developed when the system
(2) is subjected to an arbitrary realization of white noisdew snapshots of the time evolution of
the limit cycle under such a forcing is shown in Figl 11. Netilbat at the beginning, the combined
action of the coupling and forcing causes the curve to wedgft and right in an uncertain manner,
but once a definitive kink is developed (such asat3), it is stretched by the shear as predicted.
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Figure 12:\,.x as function ofag, ande, with w; = 1, ws = 1.1, andag = 1.

4.3 Further observations on parameter dependence

We now proceed to other observations on the dependencg,0bn network parameters. Our aim
is to identify the salient features in the reliability prefibf the oscillator systeni|(2) as a function
of ag, ag, ande, and to attempt to explain the phenomena observed. Ounatisers are based on

plots of the type in Figs$.]8 arid12. Some of the explanationsemture below are partial and/or
speculative; they will be so indicated.

1. Triple point: This phenomenon is the main topic of discussion in Sect. A@®[12 shows a
different view of the parameter dependence\gf.. At aboutas, = 1.4, which is neaj,
for the parameters used, both positive and negative Lyapexjonents are clearly visible
for very smalle in a manner that is consistent with Hig. 8 (even thoughdabkaliffer slightly
from that figure). We note again that this region, which wereb as the “triple point,” is
an area of extreme sensitivity for the system, in the seradltle system may respond in a
definitively reliable or definitively unreliable way to stuti of very small amplitudes, with
the reliability of its response depending sensitively ongling parameters.

2. Unreliability due to larger couplingsfig.[8 and other plots not shown point to the occur-
rence of unreliability whenag| and|ag,| are both relatively large. We are referring here
specifically to the “off-diagonal” regions of unreliabjli(far from thea}, -curve) in Fig[8.
This phenomenon may be partly responsible for the unrditialsieen for the larger values
of ag andag, on the diagonal as well; it is impossible to separate thectffef the different
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mechanisms.

We do not have an explanation for why one should expggt > 0 for larger|ag| and|ag,|
aside from the obvious, namely that tangent vectors are stoyagly rotated as they cross
the strips{|¢;| < b}, making it potentially easier for folding to occur. But fald doesnot
occur atz = 0 in spite of this larger bending. We believe the differenceneen the two
situations is due to the following noise-assisted mechaniorp € T? and a tangent vector
u atp, let us sayu is positively orienteavith respect to flowlines if starting from the direction
of the flow and rotating counter-clockwise, one reachdsefore reaching the direction of
the backward vector field. Without external forcinguifs positively orientedDy;(p) - u
will remain positively oriented for alt, because these vectors cannot cross flowlines. Now,
in order for folding to occur, as in the formation of a horseshhe flow-maps must reverse
the orientations ofometangent vectors. Even though larger valuesagf and|ag,| mean
that tangent vectors are more strongly rotated, a compéetersal in direction cannot be
accomplished without crossing flowlines. A small amount ofse makes this crossing
feasible, opening the door (suddenly) to positive expaent

3. The effects of increasirng(up to around: = 2):

(a) Unreliable regions grow larger, and,,... increases:A natural explanation here is that
the stronger the stimulus, the greater its capacity to defond fold the phase space —
provided such folding is permitted by the underlying geameBecause of the form
of our stimulus, however, too large an amplitude simply ssdll phase points toward
{6, = 0}. This will not lead to\,,.., > 0, a fact supported by numerics (not shown).

(b) Reliable regions grow larger, and the responses become mbable: As ¢ increases,
the reliable region includes all parametéts, ap,) in a large wedge containing the
ag, = 0 axis. Moreover, in this region,,., becomes significantly more negativezas
increases. We propose the following heuristic explanaliothe case of a single oscil-
lator, if we increase the amplitude of the stimulig,, becomes more negative. This
is because larger distortions of phase space geometrydeadre uneven derivatives
of the flow-mapsF; ..., which in turn leads to a larger gap in Jensen’s Inequali (s
the discussion before Prop. 2.1). For two oscillators cedipls Eq.L(2), increasing
has a similar stabilizing effect on oscillator 1. Feedbaitk& from oscillator 2 may
destabilize it, as happens for certain parameters nead;fhaurve. However, ifag
is large enough and enhanced by a largé appears that the stabilizing effects will
prevail.
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5 Conclusions

We have shown that a network of two pulse-coupled phasdatscd can exhibit both reliable and
unreliable responses to a white-noise stimulus, deperafingpe signs and strengths of network
connections and the stimulus amplitude. Specifically:

1. (a)Dominantly feedforwardetworks are always reliable, and they become more reliable
with increasing input amplitude.

(b) Dominantly feedbachketworks are always neutral to weakly reliable.

2. Whenfeedback and feedforward coupling strengths are comparaliiether both are nega-
tive (mutually inhibitory) or positive (mutually excitaty), we have observed the following:

(a) Forweak input amplitudeshe system is extremely sensitive to coupling strengtits, w
substantially reliable and unreliable configurations odng in close proximity. This
phenomenon is explained by mechanisms of phase lockingheaad-enduced chaos.

(b) Forstronger input amplitudeshe system is typically unreliable.

For weak stimuli, the most reliable configurations are, ict,famot dominantly feedforward but
those with comparable feedforward—feedback couplings.

We expect these results to be fairly prototypical for certaillse-coupled phase oscillators,
such as those with “Type |” phase response curves that frelyugccur in neuroscience. Under-
standing the effects of qualitatively different couplirypés or oscillator models is an interesting
topic for future study.

Another natural extension is to larger networks. This istthpgc of the companion paper [25],
where we use the present two-oscillator system as an eméb&ahdelule” to illustrate how unreli-
able dynamics can be generated locally and propagateddo [aints of a network.
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APPENDIX: Proof of Theorem 2

Here we prove the two lemmas needed for Theorem 2.

Letwy, ag, Aw andAag, be given, withAw, Aag, > 0. To study the system whetg is defined
by Aw =1 — 2 andag, = ag + Aag, We Will seek to compare trajectories for systems with the
following parameter sets:

System A ag, ag = ag, Wi, Wo = wq

SystemB: ag, ap = ag Wi, We =wi+ Aw - ws
System C  ag, ag = ag + Aag,, w1, wy=wi+ Aw-ws
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Figure 13: Values used in proving Lemmal3.2.

That is, System C is the system of interest, and Systems A are Bsed to help analyze System
C. We introduce also the following notatioff andl” denote the horizontal and vertical strips of
width 2b centered at integer values @f andd,;. We will work in R? instead ofT?.

Lemmal[3.2: There exisb; and K > 0 such that for all admissibléwv;, ws, ag, ag,), if b < b; and
Aag, < Kb—?Aw, thenT' (1 —b) < 1 — b.

Proof. For each of the 3 parameter sets above, two orbits are coadid©rbit 1 starts from
(01,602) = (1 —b,b) € X and runs forward in time until it meets;, , = {#; = 1 — b}; orbit 2
starts from(2 — b, 1 + b) € ¥;,, and runs backward in time until it meefs_,. We need to prove
that for System C, under the conditions in the lemma, the end pf orbit 1 lies to the left of the
end point of orbit 2 (as shown in Fig.]13). This is equivalent’tl — ) < 1 — b.

For System A, orbits 1 and 2 meet, since for this set of pararsgi(x) = « for all z as noted
in Sect. 3.3. Comparing Systems A and B, since the vector fiel@ystem B has greater slope
everywhere, and outside &f U V' it has slope& > 1, we conclude that for System B the end
point of orbit 1 lies to the left of the end point of orbit 2, Wi separation > Aw/2; see Figl 1B.

Next, we compare Systems B and C. Orbit 1 for the two systemdsigical, since the equation
outside of H does not involvesg,. Orbit 2, however, differs for the two systems. To estimate b
how much, we compare, the distance from the end point of orbit 24p= 2 for System B, and
a’, the corresponding distance for System C as marked in_Figrit&, there exist, andk; > 0
such that fol; € (2 — 5b,,2), we havez(6,) < k(2 — 0,)? and|z'(61)| < 2k1(2 — 6,). Shrinking
b, further if necessary, we have that fox b;, orbit 2 has slope- 1/2 everywhere and therefore
the entire orbit, for both Systems B and C, lies within théoad? N {2 — 5b < 0, < 2 — b}. The
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next step is to apply Gronwall's Lemma to a system that inc@fes both Systems B and C. Since
0-(t) is identical for the two systems in the relevant region, we mgte the equations as

b = —w — (ag +0)2(01)9(t)
b5 =0,

wherej = 0 corresponds to System B,= Aag, corresponds to System C, aft) = g(62(1)).
Notice that each trajectory reaches , after a timer = 2b/ws,.

Motivated by the observation thatf;) = O(b?) in the relevant rectangle, we rescale the
variabled by 6 = %6, and definez(6,) = % z(6,). This gives

0 = —w — (bPag +0)z(61)§(t) (10)

b = 0. (11)

To find a, we solve [(ID){(II1) over the time interval 7], starting from(6,(0), 6(0)) = (1 — b, 0);
to find a’, we do the same, starting frofd — b, b*Aag,). Applying Gronwall’s Lemma gives
la’ — a| < b*Aag, exp(LT), where L is the Lipschitz constant for the allied vector field. To
estimateL, note that|g| = O(3), |2| = O(1), and|Z’| = O(3). This givesL = O(1/b), and
exp(LT) = O(1). Therefore|a’ — a| < kob?Aag, for some constant,. Note that this constant
can be made independentof, w», ag OF ag,.

Recall from the first part of the proof that to obtain the desiresult for System C, it suffices
to guaranteéu’ — a| < h. This happens when

— = Kb *Aw . (12)

O

Lemmal3.3: There exisb,, C' > 0 andx; € (0,1—b) such that for all admissiblgv;, ws, ag, ag,),
if b < by andAag, > CAw, thenT'(z1) > x;.

Proof. All orbit segments considered in this proof run frof N {#; € (0,1)} to Xy,,. We
assumerg > 0; the casergy < 0 is similar. First, we fixzy, z; > b so that for all admissible
(w1, we, ag, ag, ), the trajectory starting fromy; intersectsH = {1 —b < 0y < 1+ b} in HN
{61 € (1 + x0,2)}. Suchzo,z; clearly exist for small enough Starting fromz;, we compare
the trajectories for Systems A, B and C. We know that the ¢tajg for System A will end in
(14 x1,1+b). Thus to prove the lemma, we need to show the trajectory feteBy C ends to the
right of this point. This comparison is carried out in twopste

Step 1. Comparing Systems A and B. We claim that the horit@ejaaration of the end points

of these two trajectories is cAw for some constant > 0. It is not a necessary assumption, but
the comparison is simpler if we assurés small: First, a separation Aw in the 8, direction
develops between the trajectories as they flow linearly fomb) to 6, = (1 — b). Next, while

the trajectories flow through’, Gronwall’s lemma can be used in a manner similar to the above
to show they emerge frotr with a separationr< coAw in the 6, direction. Third is the region
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of linear flow, resulting in a separatiod c;Aw in the ¢, direction as the trajectories entéf.
Gronwall's lemma’s is again used in the final stretch as thiettories traversé.

Step 2: Comparing Systems B and C. Notice that up until thegtte, _,, the two trajectories are
identical. InH, their , coordinates are equal, and the crossing time is 2. Let#2(¢) and

w—2.
6¢(t), t € [0, 7], denote theid); coordinates while if. We write

07 (r) =07 () = /OT ag(=(0} (1)) — 2(07 (1)))g (6 (t))dt + /OT Aapyz (07 (1)) g(02(1))dt .

The first integral is> 0 by design: via our choice of;, we have arranged to have< 07 (¢) <
0f (t) < 2, and thez-function is monotonically increasing betweén= 1 and6, = 3. As for
the second integral, we know¢{ (¢)) is bounded away frorfi sincel + z, < 6¢'(¢) < 2, so the
integral is> dAag, for some constant > 0. It follows that7'(z,) > x; if dAag, > cAw. O
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