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Abstract

We present an explicit solution based on the phase-amplitude approximation of theFokker-Planckequa-

tion associated with theLangevinequation of the birhythmic modifiedvan der Polsystem. The solution

enables us to derive probability distributions analytically as well as the activation energies associated to

switching between the coexisting different attractors that characterize the birhythmic system. Comparing

analytical and numerical results we find good agreement whenthe frequencies of both attractors are equal,

while the predictions of the analytic estimates deteriorate when the two frequencies depart. Under the ef-

fect of noise the two states that characterize the birhythmic system can merge, inasmuch as the parameter

plane of the birhythmic solutions is found to shrink when thenoise intensity increases. The solution of the

Fokker-Planckequation shows that in the birhythmic region, the two attractors are characterized by very

different probabilities of finding the system in such a state. The probability becomes comparable only for a

narrow range of the control parameters, thus the two limit cycles have properties in close analogy with the

thermodynamic phases.
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The van der Pol oscillator is a model of self-oscillating system that exhibits periodic os-

cillations. A modified version – essentially a higher order polynomial dissipation – has

been proposed as a model equation for enzyme dynamics. This model is very interesting

as a paradigm for birhythmicity, it contains multiple stabl e attractors with different natural

frequencies, therefore it can describe spontaneous switching from one attractor to another

under the influence of noise. The noise induced transitions between different attractors de-

pend upon the different stability properties of the attractors, and are usually investigated by

means of extensiveLangevin simulations. We show that the associatedFokker-Planck equa-

tion, in the phase-amplitude approximation, is analytically solvable. The phase amplitude

approximation requires a single frequency, and therefore fails when the two frequencies of

the birhythmic system are significantly different. However, the approximation is not severe,

for it explains the main features of the system when comparedto the numerical simulations

of the full model. The approximated Fokker-Planck equation reveals the underlining struc-

ture of an effective potential that separates the differentattractors with different frequency,

thus explaining the remarkable differences of the stability between the coexisting attractors

that give rise to birhythmicity. Moreover, it reveals that t he noise can induce the stochastic

suppression of the bifurcation that leads to birhythmicity. Finally, the approximated solu-

tion shows that the system is located with overwhelming probability in one attractor, thus

being the dominant attractor. Which attractor is dominant depends upon the external con-

trol parameters. This is in agreement with the general expectation that in bistable systems

the passage from an attractor to the other resembles phase transitions, since only in a very

narrow interval of the external parameters it occurs in both directions with comparable

probabilities.

I. INTRODUCTION

A stochastic dynamical system is a dynamical system under the effects of noise. Such effects

of fluctuations have been of interest for over a century sincethe celebrated work ofEinstein[1].

Fluctuations are classically referred to as ”noisy” or ”stochastic” when their suspected origin im-

plicates the action of a very large number of variables or degrees of freedom. For a linear system

this leads to the phenomenon of diffusion, while the coupling of noise to nonlinear deterministic

equations can lead to non-trivial effects [2, 3]. For example, noise can stabilize unstable equilibria
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and shift bifurcations,i.e. the parameter value at which the dynamics changes qualitatively [4, 5].

Noise can also lead to transitions between coexisting deterministic stable states or attractors such

as in birhythmic or bistable system [6]. Moreover, noise caninduce new stable states that have no

deterministic counterpart, for instance noise excites internal modes of oscillation, and it can even

enhance the response of a nonlinear system to external signals [7, 8].

In this paper, we investigate analytically the effects of anadditive noise on a special bistable

system that displays birhythmicity – coexisting attractors that are characterized by different fre-

quencies [9–16]. We examine a birhythmic self-sustained system described by the modifiedvan-

der Poloscillator, subjected to an additive Gaussian white noise [6].

Our main aim is to use the phase-amplitude approximation [17], a standard technique for van

der Pol [17] and van der Pol - like systems [18], to derive an effective Fokker-Planckequation

[19] that can be analytically managed. This allows us to analytically derive the activation energies

associated to the switching between different attractors [6, 20]. The analytical solution of the

approximated model is not limited to vanishingly small noise intensity as it was done for the

numerical estimate of the escape time [6] to derive the pseudopotential [21]. Another purpose of

the present paper is to verify, with numerical simulations,that in spite of the approximations the

analytical probability distribution is reliable.

The paper is organized as follows: Section II presents the modified van-der Polsystem with

an additive Gaussian white noise. Section III deals with thederivation and analysis of an effec-

tive Fokker-Planckequation for the birhythmic modifiedvan der Poloscillator. The probability

distribution given by the approximatedFokker-Planckequation is analyzed and the activation en-

ergies are derived. In Section IV, we integrate numericallythe stochastic second order differential

equation and discuss the results. Section V concludes.

II. THE BIRHYTHMIC PROPERTIES OF THE NOISY MODEL

A. The modified van der Pol oscillator with an additive noise

The model considered is avan der Poloscillator with a nonlinear dissipation of higher poly-

nomial order described by the equation (overdots as usual stand for the derivative with respect to

time)

ẍ− µ(1− x2 + αx4 − βx6)ẋ+ x = 0. (1)
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This model was proposed by Kaiser [22] as more appropriate than thevan der Poloscillator to

describe certain specific processes in biophysical systems. In fact the modifiedvan der Pol-like

oscillator described by Eq. (1) is used to model coherent oscillations in biological systems, such

as an enzymatic substrate reaction with ferroelectric behavior in brain waves models (see Refs.

[23–26] for more details). From the standpoint of nonlineardynamics, it represents a model which

exhibits an extremely rich bifurcation behavior. The quantities α andβ are positive parameters

which measure the degree of tendency of the system to a ferroelectric instability compared to

its electric resistance, whileµ is the parameter that tunes nonlinearity [23]. The model Eq.(1)

is a nonlinear self-sustained oscillator which possesses more than one stable limit-cycle solution

[27]. Such systems are of interest especially in biology, for example to describe the coexistence

of two stable oscillatory states, as in enzyme reactions [28]. Another example is the explanation

of the existence of multiple frequency and intensity windows in the reaction of biological systems

when they are irradiated with very weak electromagnetic fields [24, 27, 29–32]. Moreover, the

model under consideration offers general aspects concerning the behavior of nonlinear dynamical

systems.KaiserandEichwald[32] have analyzed the super-harmonic resonance structure, while

EichwaldandKaiser [22] have found symmetry-breaking crisis and intermittency.

In Ref. [23] an analytical approximation has been derived for the coexisting oscillations of the

two attractors with different natural frequencies for the deterministic part of the model equation.

A numerical investigation of the escape times (and hence of the activation energies) has suggested

that the stability properties of the attractors can be very different [6]. It has further been shown

that time delayed feedback leads to stabilization [33], also in the presence of external noise [20].

Noise can enter the system for instance, through the electric field applied to the excited enzymes

which depends on the external chemical influences or throughthe flow of enzyme molecules.

One can therefore assume that the environmental influence contains a random perturbation and to

postulate that the activated enzymes are subject to a randomexcitation governed by theLangevin

version of Eq. (1), namely:

ẍ− µ(1− x2 + αx4 − βx6)ẋ+ x = Γ(t). (2)

Γ(t) can be assumed to be an additive Gaussian white noise with arbitrary amplitudeD [17] and

it has the properties:

< Γ(t) >= 0

< Γ(t),Γ(t′) >= 2Dδ(t− t′) (3)
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which completely determine its statistical features. The noise term is here treated as external

[36], i.e. due to a disturbance from the environment and not subject to the fluctuation dissipation

theorem.

B. Birhythmic properties

Without noise (Γ = 0), Eq.(2) reduces to the modified version of thevan der Poloscillator

(1) which has steady-state solutions that depend on the parametersα, β andµ and correspond to

attractors in state space. The dynamical attractors of the free-noise modifiedvan der PolEq.(1)

have been determined analytically, the expressions of the amplitudesAi and frequencyΩi (i=1,2,3)

of the limit-cycle solutions have been established in Ref.[6, 20, 23], in which the periodic solutions

of the modifiedvan der Poloscillator (1) are approximated by

x(t) = A cosΩt. (4)

The amplitudeA is independent of the coefficientµ up to corrections of the orderµ2 and implicitly

given by the relation:

5β

64
A6 −

α

8
A4 +

1

4
A2 − 1 = 0. (5)

The coefficientµ enters in the expression for the frequencyΩ as a second order correction:

Ω = 1 + µ2ω2 + o(µ3) (6)

thus the deviations of the frequency from the linear harmonic solution are characterized by an

amplitude dependent frequency [26]:

ω2 =
93β2

65536
A12−

69αβ

16384
A10+(

67β

8192
+

3α2

1024
)A8−(

73β

2048
+

α

96
)A6+(

1

128
+

α

24
)A4−

3

64
A2 (7)

Depending on the values of the parametersα andβ, the modifiedvan der Poloscillator possesses

one or three limit cycles. In fact, Eq.(5) can give rise to oneor three positive real roots that

correspond to one stable limit cycle or three limit cycle solutions (of which two are stable and one

is unstable), respectively. The dynamical attractors and birhythmicity (i.e. the coexistence between

two stable regimes of limit cycle oscillations) are numerically found solving the amplitude Eq.(7)

[6]. The three rootsA1, A2, andA3 denote the inner stable orbit, the unstable orbit, and the outer

stable orbit, respectively. When three limit cycles are obtained, Eq.(6) supplies the frequencies
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Ω1,2,3 in correspondence of the rootsA1,2,3. Being one of the attractors unstable, the system only

displays two frequenciesΩ1,3 (and hence birhythmicity) at two different amplitudesA1,3, while

the unstable limit cycle of amplitudeA2 represents the separatrix between the basins of attraction

of the stable limit cycles. We show in Fig.1 the region of existence of birhythmicity in the two

parameters phase space (α-β) [23, 26] (the two coexisting stable limit cycle attractorscan be

found in [6]). The question we want to address is the influenceof noise on the above properties

investigating the response of an additive Gaussian white noise in the phase-amplitude limit. In

Ref.[6] the system has been numerically tackled in the regime of vanishingly small noise. In this

limit the escape rate gives an effective potential that actsas an activation barrier. We employ the

phase-amplitude approximation that should be both faster (being analytical) and more accurate at

finite values of the noise, as will be discussed in the next Sect. III.

III. ANALYTICAL ESTIMATES

The analytic results on the deterministic system are based on the approximated cycle given by

Eq.(4). Quite naturally, one can treat the noise in the system starting from such approximation.

To this extent, we rewrite theLangevinEq.(2) in a system of two coupled first order differential

equations:

ẋ = u,

u̇ = µ(1− x2 + αx4 − βx6)u− x+ Γ. (8)

We seek for solution in the context of the phase-amplitude approximation,i.e. letting the amplitude

and the phase of Eq.(4) to be time dependent [17]:

x = A(t) cos(Ωt+ φ(t))

u = −A(t)ω0 sin(Ωt+ φ(t)). (9)

Inserting Eq.(9) into Eq.(8), one retrieves a system of twoLangevinequations for the amplitude

A(t) and phaseφ(t) variables, that is, of course, as difficult to manage as the original model (8).

We will follow the standard analysis of nonlinear oscillators [18, 34] that consists in assuming that

in a period2π/Ω the variablesA(t) andφ(t) do not change significantly, so one can average the

effect of the random perturbation [20]. Although in principle this method also relies on the small-

ness of the noise, since the averaging requires that the approximate solution (9) is not significantly
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altered in a cycle2π/Ω, the procedure has proven very robust in a similarvan der Pol - Duffing

oscillator [18]. It is important to note that forµ = 0 the system reduces to the harmonic oscillator,

as described by the solution Eq.(9) with constant amplitudeand phase. Since we are interested in

the influence of noiseD and nonlinear dissipation (α andβ) in birhythmic systems, we keep the

parameterµ small (µ = 0.1). If the present model is employed to model the population ofenzyme

molecules, the parameter represents the difference between the thermal activated polarization and

the external field induced polarization [27]. However, we note that for a birhythmic system a fur-

ther difficulty occurs: the system has two different frequenciesΩ1 6= Ω3, while the approximation

(9) is monorhythmical. Assuming that the two frequencies are not too different, we insert Eq.(9)

into Eq.(8) and average, to retrieve the effective (and simpler) Langevinequation for the amplitude

A and phaseφ variables:

φ̇ = −
Ω2 − 1

2Ω
−

√

D

2AΩ2
< Γ(t) >,

Ȧ =
µA

2
[(1−

1

4
A2 +

1

8
αA4 −

5

64
βA6)]−

√

D

2ω2
0

< Γ(t) > . (10)

We thus study the system in the slow averaged variables; for the slow variables the average noise

can still be considered white and uncorrelated [17], and theFokker-Planckequation associated to

theLangevinmodel (10) reads:

∂P

∂t
= −

∂Sφ

∂φ
−

∂SA

∂A
, (11)

whereS = Sφ + SA is the probability current defined by:

Sφ = Kφ
1
P −

∂

∂φ
(Kφ,φ

2
P ),

SA = KA
1 P −

∂

∂A
(KA,A

2 P ). (12)

The drift coefficientsKφ
1

andKA
1

associated to Eq.(10) read:

Kφ
1

= −
Ω2

2Ω

KA
1

=
µA

2
[1−

1

4
A2 +

1

8
αA4 −

5

64
βA6] +

D

2Ω2A
. (13)

The off diagonal diffusion coefficientsKφ,A
2

andKA,φ
2

vanish, while the diagonal coefficient read:

Kφ,φ
2 =

D

(ΩA)2
,

KA,A
2 =

D

2Ω2
. (14)
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We seek for stationary solutions,∂P/∂t = 0 of Eq.(11). We note that in the averaged equation

(9) for the phaseA the phaseφ does not appear, and therefore the integration over all phases gives

rises to a normalization constant. We therefore only seek solutions for the probability distribution

associated to the constant probability current,SA = const. Moreover, since the probability distri-

bution must vanish forA = ∞, we can set the constant to0. Finally, the equation for the radial

part of the probability distributionP reads:

SA = 0 ⇒ KA
1
P =

d

dA
(KA,A

2
P ), (15)

or, explicitly:

P (A) = cA exp{
µΩ2

2D
A2[1−

1

8
A2 +

1

24
αA4 −

5

256
βA6]}, (16)

wherec is a constant of normalization. This solution contains as particular cases the harmonic

oscillator (µ < 0, α = β = 0, and discarding theA2/8 term) and the standardvan der Pol

oscillator (µ > 0, α = β = 0).

The probability distribution is in general very asymmetric, for most of the parametersα or β

one can localize the probability function around a single orbit. Before proceeding further in our

analysis, it should be noted that the peaks of the probability distribution can be located using the

following equation:

dlog(P )

dA
= 0 =⇒

[

5

64
βA6 −

1

8
αA4 +

1

4
A2 − 1

]

A2 −
D

µΩ2
= 0. (17)

For D = 0, the amplitude (17) coincides with the deterministic amplitude equation (5)[20]. In

Fig.2 we report the influence of the noise intensityD on the region of multi-limit cycle orbits of

Fig. 1. In the parametric(α, β)-plane of Fig. 2 it is evident the effect of the noise intensityD on the

transition boundary between the appearance of single and multi-limit cycles orbits: the bifurcation

that leads to birhythmicity is postponed under the influenceof noise [35]. As a consequence, the

region of existence of three limit cycles, a condition for birhythmicity, decreases with the increase

of the noise intensity and disappears altogether for high noise intensity.

An important feature of birhythmicity in the present model is highlighted in Fig. 3. We first

defineP1,3 of the probability to find the system in the basin of attraction of each stable orbit1 and

3:

P1 =

∫ A2

0

P (A)dA,

P3 =

∫

∞

A2

P (A)dA. (18)
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These quantities measure the relative stabilities pertaining to the attractors1 and3 and are related

to the resident time by the relationP1,3 = T1.3/(T1 + T3), so thatP1/P3 = T1/T3. In Fig.3 we

show in the parameter planeα−β the locus where the system stays with equal probability on both

attractors (solid line)T1 = T3. We also show two further curves: the limit where the first attractor

is much more stable than the other (T1 ≥ 10T3, circles) and the passage to the reverse situation

(T3 ≥ 10T1, crosses). From the figure it is evident that the outer attractor is dominantly visited in

most of the parameter plane. Moreover, the transition from the two opposite cases (i.e., a change

of two order of magnitudes of the relative resident times) occurs with a very narrow change of the

control parametersα andβ. The drastic change is further investigated in Fig. 4, wherewe show

a blow-up of the crossover region aroundT1 = T3 for different values of the parameterβ. Theα

value is increased up to the maximum value when birhythmicity disappears. The general behavior

observed for allβ values, closely reminds phase transitions: the probability to find the system in

one condition (around the attractorA1) or the other (around the attractorA3) drastically changes

in a very small interval of theα parameter. The same behavior, this time with a constant value of

α and varyingβ is shown in Fig. 5. The effect of the noise intensity is much less pronounced,

see Fig. 6. It is apparent that the effective temperature is capable to cause a crossover between

the residence times only in a very narrow region of the phase space, inasmuch as the noise causes

a contraction of the region of existence of birhythmicity. However it is evident that the transition

is much slower, and a crossover only occurs in the limited parameter space aroundα = 0.05,

β = 0.0005.

The stability properties of the two attractors have also been investigated in the limit of small

noise values [6], where it has been found the same asymmetrical behavior of the probability dis-

tribution, with a sudden change for small variations ofα andβ. In fact one can notice that the

effectiveLangevinequation (10) amounts to the Brownian motion of a particle ina double well,

whose potential reads [20]:

Ȧ = −
∂FA(A)

∂A
−

√

D

2w2
0

< Γ(t) >,

FA(A) = −
µA2

4
[(1−

1

8
A2 +

1

24
αA4 −

5

256
βA6)]. (19)

It is therefore evident that the transition from the inner orbit A1 to the outer orbitA3 through

the unstable orbitA2, as well as the inverse process, can be interpreted as the diffusion over an

effective potential barrier, and therefore the escape times are given by theKramer’s inverse rate
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[36], for instance used in Josephson physics to detect the classical quantum/classical crossover

[37] or for signal detection [38].

τ1→3 ∝ exp

[

4Ω2

D
(FA(A2)− FA(A1))

]

= exp

[

∆U1

D

]

τ3→1 ∝ exp

[

4Ω2

D
(FA(A2)− FA(A3))

]

= exp

[

∆U3

D

]

. (20)

Thus the average time to pass from one attractor to the other is analogous to the passage over

a barrier. The pseudopotential barrier numerically derived in Ref.[6] is therefore, in the phase-

amplitude approximation, an effective potential for the amplitude variables [20]. Since the effec-

tive potential is analytical, we can confirm several features of the pseudo-potential, for instance

that the potential barriers are proportional to the nonlinear parameterµ [6]. It is also interest-

ing to investigate the behavior of the potential barriers ofEq.(20) as a function of the parameters

α an β, the analogous of the analysis of Eq.(16) in Figs. 3,4,5,6. Inspection of the effective

potential (20), confirms that it is very asymmetrical, sinceone energy barrier is generally much

higher than the other. Combining this observation with the exponential behavior of the escape

rates (20) one deduces that the system does not equally stayson both attractors, but rather it

clearly exhibits a preference for one attractor with respect to the other (the relative occupancies

readT1/T3 ≃ exp[(∆U3 − ∆U1)/D] [36]). One concludes that the birhythmic system behaves

as a bistable tunnel diode [36]: keeping fixed a control parameter (sayβ) and changing the other

(α in this case) the weight of the probability distribution is concentrated in the proximity of one

or the other of the two stable deterministic solutions of Eq.(1), thus obtaining again a first order

phase transition. This result supports the notion that the analogy with phase transitions is generic

for bistable oscillators [39].

IV. NUMERICAL SIMULATIONS AND RESULTS

To check the validity of the approximations behind the analytic treatment that has led to the so-

lution (16), we have performed numerical simulations of theLangevin dynamics (2). There are

several methods and algorithms for solving second-order stochastic differential equations [40] as

the implicit midpoint rule withHeunandLeapfrogmethods or faster numerical algorithms such as

the stochastic version of theRunge-Kuttamethods and a quasisymplectic algorithm [41]. To prove

that the simple procedure given by theEuler algorithm is reliable, we have employed it in a few

selected points with two different methods. The starting point is theBox-Muelleralgorithm [42]
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to generate a Gaussian white noise distributed random variableΓ∆t from two random numbersa

andb which are uniformly distributed on the unit interval[0, 1]. The random number approximates

the effect of the noise of intensityD over the interval∆t in theEuleralgorithm for the integration

of Eq.(8). We have then halved the step size∆t until the results became independent of the step

size; the step size used for all numerical integration is∆t = 0.001. To verify the numerical re-

sults obtained with the Euler method, we have used a quasi-symplectic algorithm ofMannella[41]

to numerically compute the probability distribution. The logic behind the choice to compare the

Euler algorithm with a quasi-symplectic algorithm is that the nonlinear dissipation of the model

(2) oscillates and vanishes twice in each cycle. We have therefore checked the results with an

algorithm that has proved to perform independently of the dissipation value [40].

In Fig. 7 we plot the behavior of the probability distribution P as a function of the amplitude

A for several values of the noise intensityD, when the frequencies of both attractors are similar,

i.e. Ω1 ≃ Ω3 ≃ 1. It clearly shows that the system is more likely found at two distinct distances

from the origin, the essential feature of birhythmicity. Ingeneral, for the set of parametersα =

0.083, β = 0.0014, the probability distributionP is asymmetric. As observed in Sec.III the

probability distribution changes with a small variation ofthe parametersα andβ [6, 20]. It is

important to note that the agreement between numerical and analytical results is fairly good for

low A values around the inner orbit, when the frequency of one attractor is very similar to1,

while for larger amplitudeA the agreement becomes progressively poorer. However, it seems that

the phase-amplitude approximation is capable to capture the main feature of the phenomenon:

an increase or a decrease of the amplitude when the fluctuation parameterD is varied. At high

fluctuations (D > 1) the system becomes monorhythmical, see also Fig. 2, thus confirming the

noise induced transition from bimodal to unimodal, sometimes referred to as phenomenological

bifurcations [18].

As mentioned in Sec.III, the phase-amplitude approximation is not appropriate when the two

frequencies of the attractors are different,i.e. Ω1 6= Ω3. In fact numerical simulations in this case

show a poor agreement, see Fig. 8 whereΩ1 ≃ 1 andΩ3 ≃ 0.8. This shows the limitations of this

analysis of phase-amplitude approximation.

Let us return to Eq.(17) that shows how the orbits radii depend on the noise intensityD. The

analytical and numerical behaviors of the limit cycle attractors are reported in Figs. 9 and 10

that show amplitudesA1,3 and the associated bandwidths∆A1,3 (the width when the height of the

probability peaks is reduced of a factor2) as a function of the noise intensityD for two sets of
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parametersα andβ. We find that the amplitudesA1 andA3 change very slightly when the noise

intensity increases. Also the bandwidth slightly increases with the noise intensityD. Through Eqs.

(16,17) one can derive the behavior of the effective potential barriers [6, 20]. We have numerically

compared the analytic predictions with simulations in Fig.11, where we plot∆U1 and∆U3 as a

function of the parameterα with β = 0.002. It should be noted that according to the numerical

results of Ref.[6], varyingα from α = 0.095 to α = 0.135 the system passes from the region

whereΩ1 ≃ Ω3 to the region withΩ1 6= Ω3. It is clear that in general the two energy barriers

are very different. For lowα values∆U3 is well approximated by the analytic approach, while

for largerα the agreement becomes progressively poorer. Neverthelessit seems that the phase-

amplitude approximation is capable to capture the main feature of the phenomenon: an increase

or a decrease of the activation energies when the dissipation parameters are varied. An analogous

behavior is observed in Fig. 12, where we plot the behaviors of ∆U1 and∆U3 as a function of the

parameterβ.

V. CONCLUSIONS

We have approached a theoretical description of the temporal evolution of the modifiedvan der

Pol oscillator with an additive Gaussian white noise in the region where birhythmicity (in the ab-

sence of noise) occurs. To get an analytical insight on this system we have used an explicit solution

based on the phase-amplitude approximation of theFokker-Planckequation to analytically derive

the probability distributions. The activation energies associated to the switches between different

attractors have been derived analytically and numerically. We have found that the agreement is

fairly good. The characteristics of the birhythmic properties in a modifiedvan der Poloscillator

are strongly influenced by both the nonlinear coefficientsα, β and the noise intensityD. The

boundary of the existence of multi-limit-cycle solutions,in the parametric(α, β)-plane, decreases

with the increase of the noise intensity D. Finally, the analytic estimate of the stability of the two

attractors varies with the control parameters (the dissipationα andβ) in a way that resembles phase

transitions: for most parameters value the system is located around only one attractor, the other

being visited with a vanishingly small probability. Only atspecial values of the control parameters

the residence times are comparable, in agreement with experimental observations of birhythmicity

in Biological systems: the passage from an attractor to another only occurs by varying the external

parameters and not under the influence of noise [43, 44].
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Fisica ”E.R. Caianiello” of the Università di Salerno, Fisciano, Italy and the Institute of Theoretical Physics, UNESP,

S̃ao Paulo, Brazil.

14



[1] A. Einstein, Ann. Physik17, 549, (1905).

[2] L. Schimansky-Geier, A. V. Tolstopjatenko and W. Ebeling, Phys. Lett. A108, 329 (1985).

[3] P. Hänggi, P. Talkner and M. Borkovec, Rev. Mod. Phys.62, 251 (1990).

[4] L. Arnold, Random Dynamical Systems(Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1998). Corrected 2nd printing 2003.

[5] S. Kar and D.S. Ray, Europhys. Lett.67, 137 (2004).

[6] R. Yamapi, G. Filatrella, and M.A. Aziz-Aloui, CHAOS20, 013114 (2010).

[7] P. Jung, Phys. Rep.234, 175 (1993).

[8] B. Lindner, J. Garcia-Ojalvo, A. Neiman and L. Schimansky-Geier, Phys. Rep.392, 321 (2004).

[9] O. Decroly and A. Goldbeter, Proc. Natl Acad. Sci. USA79 6917 (1982).

[10] I.M. De la Fuente, BioSystems50, 83 (1999).

[11] J. C. Leloup and A. Goldbeter, J. theor. Biol.198, 445 (1999).

[12] R. Yamapi, H. G. Enjieu Kadji, G. Filatrella, NonlinearDyn. 61, 275 (2010).

[13] F. Moran and A. Goldbeter, Biophysical chemistry20, 149 (1984).

[14] M. Morita, K. Iwamoto and M. Seno, Phys. Rev. A40(11), 6592 (1989).

[15] M. Stich, M. Ipsen, and A. S. Mikhailov, Phys. Rev. Lett.86(19), 4406 (2001).

[16] K. Tsumoto, T. Yoshinaga, H. Iida, H. Kawakami, K. Aihara, J. Theor. Bio.239, 101 (2006).

[17] V. S. Anishchenko, V. Astakhov, A. Neiman, T. Vadivasova, L. Schimansky-Geier,Nonlinear Dy-

namics of Chaotic and Stochastic Systems: Tutorial and Modern Developments, (Springer, Berlin,

2007).

[18] A. Zakharova, T. Vadivasova, V. Anishchenko, A. Koseska, and J. Kurths, Phys. Rev. E81, 011106

(2010).

[19] H. Risken,The Fokker-planck Equation: Methods of Solution and Applications, (Springer, Berlin

1989).
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FIG. 1: Parameters domain for the existence of a single limit cycle (white area) and

three limit cycles (black area) solutions of Eq. (1) forµ = 0.1.
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FIG. 2: Effect of the noise intensityD on the boundary between the region of one

and three limit-cycle solutions in the parametric(α, β)-plane of theFokker-Planck

Eq.(11)) forµ = 0.1 as in Fig.1.
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micity. The noise level isD = 0.1
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FIG. 4: Residence times as a function of the parameterα for different values of the parameterβ. The noise

level isD = 0.1,, the nonlinearityµ = 0.1
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level isD = 0.1, the nonlinearityµ = 0.1
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FIG. 7: Asymmetric probability distributions for different values of the noise intensityD versus the ampli-

tudeA when the frequencies of both attractors are identicali.eΩ1 ≃ Ω3 ≃ 1. Parameters of the system are

µ = 0.1 andα = 0.083, β = 0.0014.
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FIG. 8: Probability distribution versus the amplitudeA when the frequencies of the attractors are not

identical i.eΩ1 6= Ω3. Parameters of the system areD = 0.1, µ = 0.1, (i): α = 0.09, β = 0.0012,Ω1 ≃

1,Ω3 ≃ 0.85 and (ii): α = 0.1, β = 0.014,Ω1 ≃ 1,Ω3 ≃ 0.8.
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with triangles denote numerical simulations. Parameters of the system areµ = 0.1 andβ = 0.002.
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