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PERIODICITY INDUCED BY NOISE AND INTERACTION IN THE
KINETIC MEAN-FIELD FITZHUGH-NAGUMO MODEL

ERIC LUCON AND CHRISTOPHE POQUET

ABSTRACT. We consider the long-time behavior of a population of mean-field oscillators
modeling the activity of interacting excitable neurons in large population. Each neuron
is represented by its voltage and recovery variables, which are solution to a FitzHugh-
Nagumo system, and interacts with the rest of the population through a mean-field
linear coupling, in the presence of noise. The aim of the paper is to study the emergence
of collective oscillatory behaviors induced by noise and interaction on such a system.
The main difficulty of the present analysis is that we consider the kinetic case, where
interaction and noise are only imposed on the voltage variable. We prove the existence
of a stable cycle for the infinite population system, in a regime where the local dynamics
is small.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. A mean-field model of interacting FitzHugh-Nagumo neurons. We are in-
terested in this paper in the behavior as ¢ — oo of the following McKean-Vlasov process

dX, = 3§ (Xt X Yt) dt — K (X, — E[Xy]) dt + v20 dB,

>0, (1.1)
dY; = 2 (Xy +a—bY;) dt

where (X;,Y;) € R B, is a standard Brownian motion on R, a € R and b, ¢, d, K, o are
positive parameters. The evolution is a prototype of a nonlinear stochastic differential
equation (the nonlinearity coming from the fact that X; interacts with its own law through
its expectation E [X;]). It is named kinetic by analogy to the classical kinetic interacting
particle systems, noise and interactions are only applied on the "momentum” X;, and not
on the ”position” Y;.

The system is the natural macroscopic limit (as n — oo) of the following system
of coupled mean-field diffusions (X, Yis), i=1,...,n,n>1

3
dX;; =6 (Xi’t — % — Yt) dt — K (Xi,t — =3 Xﬂ) dt ++/20 dB;,

) t Z 0 Y
AV, =2 (X4 +a—bY;,) dt
(1.2)
where (By,...,B,) are i.i.d. standard Brownian motions. The motivation comes from

neuroscience: (|1.2)) models the evolution of n neurons of FitzHugh-Nagumo type, each
represented by its voltage X; and recovery variable Y;, that are coupled through a linear
mean-field interaction (this corresponds to a coupling via electrical synapses, see [6]).
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1.2. Emergence of collective structured dynamics for excitable systems. In (|1.2)),
the intrinsic dynamics of each neuron is of FitzHugh-Nagumo type [14, 25, 2]: when
K =0 =0,6 =1, the system (|1.2]) reduces to a collection of copies of the isolated system

where F is given by

F(z,y) = <£g$) = <ifx_+€:byy)> , z,y €R. (1.4)

Although the transitions in the FitzHugh-Nagumo model are complex in general (see [25]),
two main dynamical patterns emerge for : a resting state (corresponding to a unique
stable point for ) and a spiking regime (corresponding to a limit cycle for , see
[25] and Figure [1] below). In this sense, the system is a prototype of an excitable
dynamics [19]: it is possible to choose appropriately the parameters a, b, ¢ (and we will do
so in the following) so that the unperturbed system is in a resting state but such
that the addition of a small perturbation makes the system fall into a oscillatory regime
(spiking activity).

a=1,b=1/3¢=10 a=07,b=1/3,¢=10
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FIGURE 1. Phase diagrams for the system for two choices of parameters a, b and ¢
(the voltage X is represented along the z-axis and the recovery variable Y on the y-axis).
Stable (resp. unstable) points and limit cycles are represented in blue (resp. red). The
nullclines of the FitzHugh-Nagumo system are represented in dashed lines.

Our aim is to analyse the joint influence of noise and interaction on the emergence of
collective periodic behaviors for such a system of coupled excitable units. The point of the
paper is to address this issue at the level of , that is for an infinite population n = oo.
Note that this problem can be equivalently considered at the level of the Fokker-Planck
PDE associated to : the law u; = £(X;,Y;) of the McKean-Vlasov process is a
weak solution to the following nonlinear kinetic Fokker-Planck PDE

3
Ot = 02632/% — 0, <[(5 <:U — % — y) - K (x — /2 ZLLLt(le,dZQ))] Mt>
R

0
- an ((.’IJ +a-— by):ut) , 120, (15)
whose solution ¢ +— y;(dz,dy) takes its values in the set of probability measures on R2.
Equivalently the unique solution p to (1.5 such that p),_, = po is the law of the pro-

cess (1.1) with po = £(Xo). Well-posedness results concerning both (1.5) and (1.1)) (in
appropriate L2-spaces with exponential weights) are addressed in [23] 21].



PERIODICITY IN THE KINETIC MEAN-FIELD FITZHUGH-NAGUMO MODEL 3

Remark 1.1. Observe here that we have in , and an interplay between
three parameters: the strength of interaction K > 0, the intensity of noise o > 0 and
the scaling parameter § > 0 of the local dynamics. In fact, a simple time change in
shows that only two of these parameters are really relevant: we analyse below the long-time

dynamics of (1.1) in terms of 6 and ”—KZ

Our aim is to analyse the emergence of synchronicity in the mean-field system (or
equivalently ) under the joint influence of noise and interaction: the main result of
the paper (see Theorem below) concerns the existence of a stable invariant cycle for
in a regime where the interaction and noise are nontrivial and large w.r.t. to the

intrinsic dynamics :
2
O<%<ooand5<<1. (1.6)

The first condition of is a natural regime for the emergence of collective oscillations
for (L.1): informally, when K = 0 (that is in absence of interaction) for every isolated
unit in an excitable state (first frame of Figure , the addition of noise alone make
them leave the resting state (leading to a variety of uncorrelated stochastic dynamical
patterns, e.g. canard-type excursion, mixed-mode oscillations, etc., see [19, [4] for further
references). It is only when one adds further some nontrivial interaction K > 0 that these
excursions may happen collectively, leading in the n — oo limit to global oscillations of
the system. Note that our main result is sufficiently versatile to track carefully how much
noise (for a given K') one has to put in the system in order to see oscillations: we refer to
Section [1.4] where we describe bifurcations of in terms of o (from 0 =0 to 0 — 00).

Different asymptotics have been considered in previous works for the same model. We
refer to Section [L.6] below for more details.

1.3. Slow-fast dynamics approach. The second hypothesis § < 1 in comes from
the fact that our approach relies on a perturbative slow-fast analysis. We prove namely
that when § < 1, the system admits solutions that are close to having Gaussian
distributions. We present here the heuristic of this reduction, which will be made rigorous
in the next sections.

For the variable X; in (L.I), when § is small (and K and o remain of order 1), the
interaction and noise terms constitute a fast part of the dynamics, while the intrinsic
dynamics term §F constitutes a slow one. When § = 0, the fast dynamics part of
simply reduces an Ornstein Ulhenbeck process (of constant expectation) with Gaussian
invariant measure. Hence, when ¢ is now positive but small, it is natural to approximate at
first order in §, the distribution of X; by a Gaussian distribution N'(E[X{],0?/K), where
E[X;] evolves slowly in time.

Now if X; is at first order Gaussian, so is Y; since its dynamics is linear. So, at first
order in ¢, (X, Y;) should have a Gaussian distribution N (my, I's), where T'y is a symmetric
covariance matrix, and m; = (E[X{], E[Y}]) satisfies

s [ EX] - 25— B[y
=0 ( L(B[X/] +a—bE[Y) | 4

Considering that X; ~ N (z¢,0%/K), we obtain E[X}] ~ E[X{]? + 3%2, which leads to the
approximation
1y & 0F ;2 (my), (1.8)
K
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with
fu(x,y>> ((1 —u)r - % — y>
Fz,y) = = 3 , ,y € R. 1.9
Note that ([1.9) is once again of FitzHugh-Nagumo type, only modified by the prefactor
(1 — u) in front of the x variable.
To compute I's, we denote Z; = (Zf, Z}) a first order approximation of the centered
process (X; — E[Xy],Y; — E[Y}]), defined by the following system of equations:

dZf = —~KZ¥ dt + /20 dB,
Az} =2 (z7 —bz}) dt
Remark that due to the fact that this dynamics is linear, if the distribution of Zj is a

Gaussian, then the distribution of Z; remains Gaussian, and straightforward calculations
lead to

(1.10)

Avarz!] = L covize, 7] - 2P var[zy), (1.11)
dt¢ c c
d R S bo o
ECOV[Z,S ,Z{] = =Var[Z]] — | K + — | Cov[Z}, Z]]. (1.12)
C C

The equilibrium solution of this system of equations is given by Var[Z}] = "—;, Var[Z]| =

2 Fy 2 5
%m and Cov[Z}, Z{] = % Korps» and we thus define

o 1 ﬁ
I's = Nd 5 e . (1.13)

Kc+bd  b(Kc+bd)

Remark 1.2. A similar slow-fast analysis was made in [21] for the elliptic case (that is
with nontrivial interaction Ko > 0 and noise o9 > 0 on the Y -variable)

dX; = §f(Xy,Yy) dt — Ky (X; — E[Xy]) dt + V201 dBy (1.14)
dY; = 69(X,Yy) dt — Ko (Y; — E[Y;]) dt +v209dBa; ’

where K1, Ko,01,02 > 0 and By Bay independent. For this elliptic case both X; and Y;
have fast terms in their dynamics, and thus the distribution of (Xy,Y:) is at first order a

7= 0
Gaussian N'(my,T), with T = ( K1 ) and my ~ F 2 (my), with the same function
0

2
7 R
F,, defined by (1.9). In particular, the fact that FJ% does not depend on (Ka,03) in the

K

elliptic case is again a strong argument in favor of tflze validity of the approximation
in the kinetic case. However, it is not possible to make Ko,09 — 0 in the arguments of
[21], as they rely strongly on the non-degeneracy of the noise on both variables. Secondly,
contrary to [21], where the slow-fast reduction is based on the geometric properties of the
PDE (in a suitable L%-space with exponential weights), we focus mostly here on the
properties of the system , relying on Wasserstein type estimates.

1.4. Collective oscillations in the FitzHugh-Nagumo model under noise and
interaction. Supposing that the analysis made above is rigorous, i.e. that the coupled
mean-field system admits solutions (X3, Y;) that are at first order Gaussian distri-
bution N (my,I's), then (at least at first order) the analysis of can be reduced to
the analysis the dynamics of its expectation my, for which we provided the first order
approximation . Since is nothing else than another FitzHugh-Nagumo system
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(slowed-down by a factor d), everything reads now in terms of the bifurcations of the

system (recall (1.9)))

( ot > = Fu(ze,m1) (1.15)
Ye

as u increases from u = 0 (isolated system (L.3)) to u = "—; > 0 (coupled system with
noise and interaction). In particular, as we will see below, a crucial observation is that
it is possible to choose carefully the parameters a,b, ¢ so that has a unique stable
state for u = 0, whereas the same system exhibits oscillations for values of w chosen in a
bounded interval (see Figure [2| below): this is the signature of the emergence of periodic
dynamics due to noise and interaction in .

The analysis of the bifurcations of the system was already made in [2I], Section 3,
since it is also the dynamics obtained by slow-fast reduction of the elliptic case. We present
this analysis here, for the sake of completeness. With no loss of generality (Remark ,
we can suppose K = 1. It is then possible to read from Figure [2| the behavior of the
system as the noise intensity u = o2 increases: in absence of noise (u = 0), each
neuron has a fixed-point dynamics. As u increases, we observe the emergence (through a
saddle-node bifurcation of cycles) of a stable cycle coexisting with an unstable cycle and
stable fixed-point (see the case u = 0.086) for . As u increases further, the unstable
cycle collides with the stable fixed-point, resulting in only one stable limit cycle coexisting
with an unstable fixed-point (see the case u = 0.2). For large noise, oscillations disappear
(see u = 0.8). We refer to [2I], Section 3.4 for more details on these transitions, in terms
of Hopf bifurcations, and also for a study of the bistable case.

As an illustration of the accuracy of this analysis for the particle system , we
reproduce in Figure [3[ the dynamics of the empirical measure of , for § =0.2, a = %,
b=1,¢c=10, K =1, 0* = 0.2 (which corresponds to v = 0.2 in Figure [2)) and n = 10°:
the mean-value of the empirical density follows precisely the limit cycle given by
in the case © = 0.2. One notable difference between the present simulation in the kinetic
case and the simulations in [21I] in the elliptic case (see [21], Figure 7) is the shape of
the empirical density in both cases: due to the absence of noise on the y-coordinate, the
variance along the y-direction is here significantly smaller than in the elliptic case.

1.5. Main results. In the remaining of the paper, we fix the parameters (a,b,c, o, K)
such that the system

L
s(0) =Pt (110

admits a limit cycle (recall that this is possible even if it is not the case for the system

(1.3)), see Section and [21], Section 3.4).

Remark 1.3. Note that the existence of such limit cycle does not depend on 6: if, in the
case § = 1, we denote this stable periodic solution by (Vt)iejo.r,) (T being the period of the
limit cycle for 6 = 1), the behavior of for general 6 > 0 may be deduced by a simple
time change: the corresponding periodic orbit becomes (’yf) = (75t)te[0,T7/6)7 with period
%. When no confusion is possible, we will drop the superscript § in v° in the following.
We adopt also the definition

S := R/((T},/6)Z) (1.17)
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FIGURE 2. Phase diagrams for the system for parameters a = %, b=1,c=10 for
different choices of u. Stable (resp. unstable) points and limit cycles are represented in
blue (resp. red). The nullclines of the FitzHugh-Nagumo system are represented
in dashed lines.

endowed with the quotient topology induced by the euclidean distance on R. Such topology

can be generated by the following metric: for all o = ¢ [%} L= [%} ,

_ 7 T

de( ) = wax (1= w1, 5 = o= vl (1.18)

We denote ¢, the distribution given by

1 1

19 — -
am(2) = @,(2) == 5 det(Ty) exp (2(2 —m)-T5(z — m)> , z€R? (1.19)
and
N [N

Gs = {q%; 1> 0} . (1.20)

Below, W is a distance of Wasserstein-type that is precisely defined in Definition The
main result of the paper is the following:

Theorem 1.4. Choose parameters a, b, ¢, K and o such that admits an stable limit
cycle. Then there exists a d. > 0 such that for all § < . there exists a periodic solution
v to (L.5), defining an invariant cycle Cs which satisfies sup, distw, (1", G5) = O(6).

Moreover there exist positive constants Cv and Co that do not depend on &, a positive
constant C(8) and a positive rate A(§) such that if py € Po satisfies

/ 28 dpo(z) < O, and distyy, (po, Cs) < C46, (1.21)
R2
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FIGURE 3. Time evolution of the empirical density of the particle system (|1.2), in the
case § = 0.2, a = %7 b=1,¢=10, K =1, 02 = 0.2 and n = 100000. The corresponding
evolution of the empirical mean-value is represented.

then for t — p; the solution to (1.5) with initial condition uy we have:

distyy, (11, Cs) < C(8)e D distyy, (10, Cs). (1.22)
Remark 1.5. The constants A(6) and C(6) obtained in the proof of Theorem[I1.]) satisfy

A(9) m min {)\, i} , and C(0) H 0, (1.23)
— —

where X is the exponential rate of attraction of the limit cycle of (1.16)), in the case § = 1.

Remark 1.6. We focus in this work on the proof of the existence of a stable cycle for
when (1.16)) admits one, but it is clear that one can prove the existence of a stable fized
point for (1.5) when admits one by following the same arguments (in fact simpler
arquments, no need of Floquet theory in that case).

1.6. Comments and existing literature.

On the mean-field FitzHugh-Nagumo model. The structure of the proof we provide in this
paper, relying on a fixed-point theorem, is inspired from the classical proofs of the theory
of persistence of normally hyperbolic invariant manifold [12] [13] 18, 3], 28, 32], which we
could not apply directly here due to the singularity of our problem (when § = 0 the
dynamics of Y; is trivial and thus there can not be any stable compact invariant manifold
for (LH)).

Several recent other works have analyzed the long-time behavior of the FitzHugh-
Nagumo Fokker-Planck PDE ([1.5)). The paper [23] considers the situation of small in-
teraction (i.e. 6 > 0 and o > 0 fixed with K — 0). Along with some well-posedness
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estimates concerning , the main result of [23] concerns the existence of stationary
states for in the limit of small interaction. The case where K — oo with § and o
fixed is analyzed in [24]. The authors prove concentration in large time around singular
solutions (clamping) in such a case. In a regime similar to ours, one should finally men-
tion the recent [31] which analyzes the possible microscopic mechanisms responsible for
the emergence of collective oscillations.

As already said, this paper addresses the case of an interaction modeling electrical
synapses. A common framework in neuronal models concerns interactions through chem-
ical synapses [6], which is not covered by this work. The question of the possibility of
extension of the present results to this case is open. In this direction, a recent work [7]
addresses synchronization issues of interacting neurons with Hodgkin-Huxley dynamics
with chemical synapses.

On the dynamics of the particle system . Obtaining a rigorous proof of the existence
of periodic behaviors in infinite population limit of mean-field interacting particle models is
a problem that has been studied in different situations, as chemical reaction models, rotors
models, spin models, Hawkes processes, etc., see for example [26] 27, [16] [15], 17, 9] &, [10],
each proof relying, as in the present work, on a drastic phase reduction of the model.

Transposing the dynamics of the nonlinear process to the dynamics of the particle
system is a nontrivial task, that we do not address here (see nonetheless Figure
for a numerical evidence of the accuracy of the present analysis w.r.t. the particle system
(1.2)). A standard way to couple i.i.d. copies (Xt(z),Y;(Z)) (t=1,...,n) of with the
particles (X, Yi¢) in is to choose identical initial condition and noise B; so that the
following standard propagation of chaos estimates [29] 23] 22] 21] holds:

CeCT
_—

sup ‘(Xi,tv Yvi,t) - (Xt(l)7 Y;f(l))‘
0<t<T

sup E

i=1,...,n

< (1.24)

This propagation of chaos result may be equivalently expressed in terms of the convergence
of the empirical measure fi,; = %Z’jl:l 5(Xj,t,Yj,z) of the particle system to the
solution of , on any time interval [0, 7]. From , we see that gives a correct
approximation of at least up to times T of order clnn, for ¢ > 0 small enough.
The question of the relevance of this mean-field approximation for times 7" > Inn is a
long-standing issue in the literature (see e.g. [5, [I1] and references therein). In the case
of collective periodic behaviors that is of particular interest in neuroscience, one should
mention in particular [5, 20] (for phase oscillators), [10] (for point processes with Hawkes
dynamics) and [I] (for Curie-Weiss dynamics modeling social interactions).

1.7. Organization of the paper. In Section[2] we prove some controls on the moments of
1.1)) as well as some estimates of proximity of solutions of (|1.5]) to the Gaussian manifold
1.20]). Section [3| gathers the main estimates (relying in particular on Floquet theory)

concerning (|1.1)). The main result (Theorem [1.4]) is proven in Section A technical
lemma is postponed to the appendix.

2. MOMENT ESTIMATES AND PROXIMITY TO (GAUSSIAN DISTRIBUTIONS

Take Ry > 0 such that the periodic solution 4 of (1.16)) is strictly included in the open
euclidean ball B(0, Ry). Note that, by Remark Ry does not depend on §. For any
initial condition to (1.1]) such that (E[Xo],E[Yp]) € B(0, Ry), define the exit time

T.(Ro) = T*(Ro) = inf{t > 0 : (E[X,],E[Y}]) ¢ B(0, Ro)}. (2.1)
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Here, we note that T.(Ryp) is independent of the particular coupling of (Xy, Yp), provided
its marginals are fixed.

Lemma 2.1. There exist positive constants &, k% and kg such that if 6 < &y the following
is true: for any initial condition (Xo,Yy) to (1.1) such that

E[X{] < k&, and E[Y]] <k}, (2.2)
then the solution (Xy,Y:) of (1.1)) satisfies
sup  E[XP) <K&, and sup  E[Y%] < w}. (2.3)
t€[0,Te(Ro)] t€[0,Te(Ro)]

Proof. For n > 0 denote the stopping time 7, = inf{t > 0 : X? + Y;2 = n?}, and denote
Xt(n) = Xiprr, and Yt(n) = Yinr,. By Ito formula we get

tATn (n) 3
S = s [ [6<X§“>>5 <X§"> SR Y;”)) + KEX,J(X()°
0

tATh
— K(X{™)5 4 502(X ()2 ds+a/ (XM dB,. (2.4)
0

Using the following inequalities, for positive constant cy, ..., cq that we do not give explic-
itly to keep notations simple,
8 8 8 K26
af — % < - %, z’y < % +ey®, K2’E[X] — Ka° < E[X] — Tx,
2K 28 Kab
Solat — T <y — ——, (2.5
o 3 <A 3 (2.5)
we obtain,
1d ()6 (M6 _ K gy e
1Bl T < e1d + ea + s BX] + e B[(Y, )] - S E[(X, 7). (2.6)
On the other hand,
oG Coumne [ v (v) L ()
V)P = =)+ [ ()P (X +a—bY™ ) ds, (2.7)
60 60 0
and using the inequalities, for positive constants cg, c7,
b 2b b
2y < cga® + gyﬁ, and ay’® — EyG <ec7— §y6, (2.8)
we get
c d b
o5 B < e+ Bl - B, (2.9)

Using (2.6) and (2.9) and the Grénwall inequality we deduce that in fact E[X?] +E[Y,?] <
oo and the estimates made above are in fact valid for n = oco. In particular, for ¢t €
[0, Te(Rp)] we have

1d K
ZaE[Xf] < ¢16 4 ¢4+ 3Ry + c0E[Y] — EE[X?], (2.10)
c d b

— —E[YY < E[XS] — —E[V]]. 2.11
63 & V'] < c7 + e E[X}] 3 (Y] (2.11)

Define now x§j = %(61 + 3Ry + ¢2), and k§ = %(07 + corig) and

to = inf{t > 0: E[(X"] > k% or B[Y;] > rl}. (2.12)
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For all t € [0,%y A Te(Rp)] supposing that E[X§] < ko and E[YY] < ko, we get from (2.10)
and (2.11) that

3
E[X}] < max {mg, ?(01(5 + ¢4 + c3Ro + c20KY), } , (2.13)

E[Ytﬁ] < max {Iig, %(07 + 061435)} . (2.14)

and these maxima are equal to s§ and Hg respectively as soon as 0 < min{l,1/Rp}.
Moreover it is clear with this choice of x¢ that if X, satisfies E[X{] = s, then -LE[Xf] < 0,
and the same applies for Y;. So tg A Te(Ro) = Te(Rp), which concludes the proof. O

Definition 2.2. For a probability distribution v on R%, m = fRQ zdv(z) its expectation,
we denote U the centered version of v: [ps ¢(2)dv(z) = [g2 @(z + m)dv(z) (for all test
function ¢). For two distributions vy and v on R2, denote by C(vy,12) the set of all
couplings m of v1 and vo, that is the set of all probability measures w(d(x1,y1),d(z2,y2))
on R? x R? with marginals vi(d(x1,y1)) and vo(d(z2,y9)). If © € C(v1,10), we denote by
7 € C(v1,12) the corresponding coupling of the centered measures:

/ (21, 2z9)m(dz1,dzg) = / d(z1 +mi, zo +ma)m(dz1,dze)
R2ZxR2 R2ZxR2

For B € (0,1), we consider the following Wasserstein-type distance W = W (6,b,3) on
P(R?),

W (vy,v9) :=inf {A(7), m € C(v1,12)}, (2.15)

where for a fized © € C(v1,19), z; = (x4,y;) € R%, i =1,2

Y

/2 2(2’1 — Zg)ﬂ(dzl,dZQ)
R2xR

\//m — z9? T (dz1, dzg), b\// 1 —y2|27~r(dz1,dzg)>. (2.16)

The factor 6° in the definition of the distance W (and later the definition of the distances
W, see section d]) will be useful to obtain the contraction property, at the end of the proof
of Lemma (4.2

Remark 2.3. (1) The definition (2.16)) is of course equivalent to

A(7) := max (5'3

A(r) = max <5ﬁ E[(X1,Y1)] - E[(X2, Y2)]], \/E [p?l — )?212}, b\/E [\fq _ %ﬂ) ,

(2.17)
where {(X1,Y1), (X2, Y2)} ~ 7, for X = X — E[X].
(2) Note that the first term in (2.16)) is independent of the coupling m € C(v1,1v2), so

that we can also write
/ zul(dz)—/ zva(dz) ,W(ﬂl,ﬁg)} . (2.18)
R2 R2

(3) Remark that W is equivalent to the standard Wasserstein-2 distance Wy: for &
small enough

W(v1,12) = max {55

min (1,b71) W < W < 36 °W. (2.19)
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Denote by (X;,Y;) the centered version of (X;,Y;), that satisfies
A%, =8 (X, - 3 = Vi) dt — i dt - KX dt + V20 dB,
av, = 2 (%, - o%7) at
where m¢ = (z¢,y:) = (E[X¢], E[Y]). Observe that, by (L.1]), m; solves

. z3d
{ Tt :5(xt_ f 3 b _yt) ] (221)
s __ 0
Ut = % (ve +a—by)

, (2.20)

Lemma 2.4. There exists positive constants 1 and k1 such that, for all initial condition ug
such that mo = (z0,y0) = ([ zpo(dz, dy), [yuo(dz,dy)) € B (0, Ry) and [ 2%uo(dz, dy) <
k¢ and [ ySpo(dz,dy) < K (recall Lemma , the following is true: if 6 < &1 and
W(ﬁOaQO) < K/lé} then

sup W (g, qo) < K10. (2.22)

tE[O,Te(R())]

Proof. We suppose that § < §p where dy is given by Lemma [2.1] For an arbitrary ¢ > 0,
consider a coupling 7y € C(fio, qo) such that

A(70)? < W (fio, qo)* + €. (2.23)
In the following, we consider {()Z'O, 170) (25, Zé’)} with law 7. For this initial condition,

we consider both (X¢,Y;) solution to (1.1]) with initial condition (X, Yy) = ()N(O + 0, Yo +
y0) and (X;, Y;), solution to (2.20) with initial condition (X, Yp). Consider also the process
(Z}, Z}') solution to the system (1.10]) with initial condition (Z§, ZJ) with distribution go.
The calculations made in Section [1.3[show that (Z¥, Z}) has also distribution go, so that,

by construction, the law 7; of {()?t, 17}) (27, Zty)} belongs to C(fit, qo). We have

1 = ~ X3}
5 d(Xy — Z8)%* = —K(X; — ZF)?dt + (X; — ZF) <5 <Xt — ?t — Yt> — :'vt> dt.  (2.24)

By Lemma and (2.21)), there exists a positive constant Cp such that for all ¢ €

[0, Te(Ro)],
(505 1) =)

Note that the constant Cjy only depends on the parameters (a,b,c) of the model and on
Ry through the constants s} and x{ defined in Lemma In particular, Cy does not
depend on . We then have, for all ¢ € [0, T.(Rp)],

1d =~ ~ 1 ~
5 g El(Xe = ZF)?] < Cod(E[(X; — Z{)?])2 — KE[(X; — Z})?]. (2.26)
If now we choose the constant k1 to be k1 = % and assume that W (o, go) < k16, then

by (2.23)), we have E[(X, — Z%)?] < %@62 + €. Consequently, by Lemma |A.1

1
2

E < Cyf. (2.25)

~ 02
sup  E[(X;— Z7)?] < —0252 +e. (2.27)
1[0, (Ro)] K
In a same way,
e d(Ys - 2P = (Y, - Z)) (X, — Z) dt — oY, - Z))dt, (2.28)

20
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and from the estimate (2.27) we have just obtained above, we get for ¢ € [0, Tc(Ry)]

. _ 252 3 ) -
a2 < (D +e) I - 27} —ET- 2P @29

From W (fip,q0) < k16, we obtain that E[(Yy — Z44 < b% (%@524—5), so that by
Lemma we have

-~ 1 /C?
sup  E[(Y; - Z))Y < = (052 + 5> . (2.30)

t€[0,T.(Ro)] t b2 \K?
Estimates (2.27)) and (2.30)) are a fortiori true for the infimum over all couplings W (11, qo).
Letting € N\ 0, this concludes the proof, taking d; = dy. O

3. FLOQUET THEORY AND CONTRACTION CLOSE TO 7y

We introduce in this paragraph the minimal notions from Floquet theory [30] that are
necessary for our purpose. For the simplicity of exposition, this is first done in the case
0 = 1 from which the general case § > 0 may be deduced up to minor modifications (see

section [3.2] below).

3.1. The case § = 1. Recall the definition of F,, in (1.9). Denote by II(s, ) the principal
matrix solution associated to the periodic solution v = 4! of (1.16)), when § = 1, that is
the solution to

OII(t, s) = DFLKQ (v)I(t, s), I(s,s) = I4. (3.1)
I1(¢, s) is invertible, with
II(t, s)(s,t) = Ig, (3.2)
and satisfies (recall that t — ~; has period T ):
I(t, u)l(u, s) =1I(t,s), II(t+Ty,s+Ty) =1I(t,s). (3.3)
Denote QQ(0) the matrix such that
I[(T,,0) = e~ QO (3.4)
Since
Foz () =11(t, 5)F g2 (), (3.5)

one of the eigenvalues of Q(s) is simply 0, with corresponding eigenvector F,2(y9). By

hypothesis v is stable and thus the other eigenvalue is positive (see [30], Chapfs{er 12), we
denote it A and ey a corresponding eigenvector. Define N(t,0) = II(t,0)e!?©), so that
P(t,0) = N(t,0)e~*@0) . N(¢,0) is clearly periodic: N(t+ T5,0) = N(t,0).

We can now define

Q(s) =1I(s,0)Q(0)II(0,s), and N(t,s)=T1I(t,t —s)N(t — s,0)II1(0,s), (3.6)
so that
II(t, s) = N(t,s)e”¢=)Q) (3.7)

and N satisfies N(t +T5,s) = N(t,s) and Q(s) has the same spectral decomposition as
Q(0). In particular e; = N(s,0)ep is an eigenvector associated with the eigenvalue A for
Q(s). Tt is easy to see that Q(t) = II(t, s)Q(s)I(s,t) and N(t,u)N(u,s) = N(t,s).



PERIODICITY IN THE KINETIC MEAN-FIELD FITZHUGH-NAGUMO MODEL 13

We consider ps; and pﬁ- the linear form associated to the projection on F,2 and e
K
respectively, i.e. ps,ps : R? — R and satisfies ps(es) = p(F,2 (7s)) = 0 and ps(Fy2 (7s)) =
K K
pL(es) = 1. It is easy to see that pi-(N(t,s)-) = p(-) and that, for all ¢ > s,
pi (Tt s)u)| < e X p(u). (3.8)

We consider also a constant Cpy such that |TII(¢, s)u| < Crr|u| for all ¢ > s.

For o > 0 and all s € [0,7), we define E,(«) as

Eq(a) == {u € v + span(es) : |pr(u—~s)| < a}. (3.9)

3.2. The general case § > 0. All that have been exposed in the previous paragraph for
the limit cycle 4! in the case & = 1 can be easily transposed for 4% when § > 0, with
the following definitions: II°(¢, s) := II'(6t, 0s), Q°(s) := 6Q'(ds), N°(t,s) = N'(t,ds),

.1 6.1 6L 1.1
€y 1= €5, Pg = Psg, Ps~ = Dy, and

E2(a) :={u €] +span(ed) : |pi(u—1d)| <}, s€[0,T,/6). (3.10)

Note in particular the spectral gap A when § = 1 is changed into dA: (3.8]) becomes
[ (02, s)u)| < e XEDpbt (), (3.11)

We now give a classical result of projection . For a similar result in a more general
situation, see for example [28].

Lemma 3.1. There exist oy > 0 such that for all z in the ag-neighborhood of ~°, there
exists a unique  =: proj®(z) € Ss such that z € E3(1). Moreover, for all z,h such that z
and z + h are in the ag-neighborhood of 4%, if #° = proj®(z),

05 (h
proj‘s(z+h):95+1 p05( ) +%
Vi (PP 080+ 0700 ) (=240

0
where the rest O(h?) is uniform in 6 < 1. In particular, under the previous hypotheses,
there exists a constant Cproj > 0, independent of 0, such that

O(h?), (3.12)

O

ds, (proj‘s(z + h),proj‘s(z)> < % |h] . (3.13)

Proof. Assume first that the result holds in the case § = 1. Then it is easy to see that the
-1

unique candidate for the projection in the case § > 0 is given by proj®(z) := %(z) € Ss.

In particular, one deduces ([3.12]) and (3.13]) from the case § = 1 and the change of variables
formulas in § 3.2l We now prove the result for § = 1, which basically follows from the
Implicit Functions Theorem. Let

(2,0) € R? x S5 +— f(2,0) :=pg (2 — 7p) - (3.14)
Relying on the identities pg(z — v9) = po(N(0,0)(z — vp)) and
%N(O, 0) %(N(@, 0)~1) = —N(0,0) <DF0]€2 (v0)N(6,0) + N6, 0)@(0)) N(0,6)

—N0.0) (DFU; (10) + Q(9)> . (3.15)
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we obtain

01 (:20) =~ (P2 () = o ((DF 200+ @0)) (2 =)
150 ((DF 00 +Q0O)) (= 0)) . (316)

Taking zg = 79 + ey with a small enough, we have f(z0,79) = 0 and 9y f(z0,79) # 0, so
that the existence, local uniqueness and smoothness of the projection proj(z) in a tubular
neighborhood of « follows from the Implicit functions Theorem and the compactness of
~v. Moreover, denoting 6 = proj(z) and 6, = proj(z + h) — proj(z), we have 6, = O(h) by
smoothness of the projection, and

Po+6, (2 +h —910,) =0
=po(z +h —9) — Onpe(9) — Onpe ((DFC;? (ve) + Q(H)) (z — ’Ya)) +O(n?)
= po(h) — On (1 + Py <<DF§(2 (ve) + Q(9)> (z — 79))) +0(h?), (3.17)
which implies . O

In the following v = ~° stands for the limit cycle for § > 0. We will denote

dist‘sn(z,’y) = ’pi’rtj(z) (z — fypmj(z))‘ . (3.18)
Now a variation of constants (see [30], page 84) shows that the solution to
i = 0DFo (o042 + 9(2), (3.19)
for a smooth mapping g(t), satisfies
2 =11(0g + t,00)2 + /Ot I1°(0g + t, 00 + s)g(s) ds. (3.20)
So, since
g — Aot = 8 /R F(z + my) dfin(z) — 6 /R Fz trpsr)io(z)dz,  (3.21)
we have
my = Yop+e = (60 + 1, 60) (mo — 70) + 5/: I1° (6o + 1, 60 + 5)g(s), (3.22)
with

g(s) = F,2 (ms) — FUT? ('790+8) - DF% (’700—4-8)(7”8 - ’790-1-3)

+ / F(z+ms)dus(z) — | F(z+ms)qo(z)dz. (3.23)
R2 R2

For an initial condition pg of (L.5) with mg = [pe zdpo(2) € EJ(1), we define T} (o)
the return time

Tro(10) = inf{t > 0: my € E)(1)}. (3.24)
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Lemma 3.2. There exist positive constants ke and 0o such that for any po satisfying

the hypotheses of Lemma and Lemma the following is true: if § < Jo and
distd; (mo,v) < ka0, then

sup distd; (my, v) < k2. (3.25)
>0

In particular Te(Rp) = oo.

Proof. First remark that, by regularity of ' and compactness of the limit cycle ~, there
exists positive constants C; and ap such that for all s € [0,7,/6] and m such that
|m — vs| < ap, we have

Ffﬁ (m) - Ffﬁ (’Ys) - DFtﬁ (’Ys)(m - 75) < Cl‘m - 75‘2‘ (326)
K K

K

Consider a k2 > 0 and suppose that ¢ is small enough such that (1 + Cr)k2d < ap.
Suppose then that mg € Ego (k20) for 8y = proj(mo) € S5 and consider the time

t1 = ll’lf{t > 0: ]mt — 7904’1‘/‘ > (1 + CH)K,Q(S}. (327)

Since 7 is strictly included in B(0, Ry), for § taken small enough we have t; < T, (Ry). For
t < t1 we obtain

t
[me — Ag1t] < Crilmo — g0 + Cri / l9(s)] ds, (3.28)
0
and

lg(s)| < Crlms — Yoo rs|* + ‘/RQ F(z+mg)dpus(z) — /]1%2 F(z+mg)qo(z)dz|.  (3.29)

Now, recalling the notations used in the proof of Lemma [2.4] we have

2

F(z 4+ mg)dps(z) — /R2 F(z 4+ mg)qo(z)dz

X3 VA 53 2
:<E I:Xs_gs_yts] _E|:Z§+xs_(s—gaj)_zg_ys])

+(E[Xs+a—bYy —E[Z° 42, +a—ZY —ys))*, (3.30)
where {(Xt,Y:),(ZF,Z})} is the e-coupling introduced in Lemma First, note that,
by , we have for t < t; < T.(Rp), E[X; — 2, — ZF]> < E U)Z't - ZF 1 < K30% +e.
Moreover, using Lemma and Lemma [2.4]

RQ

E[X} — (27 +2)"] = E | X} - (20)°] + 30

2]
for some constant Cy > 0, independent of . This altogether implies that, for some
constant C3 > 0,

—

X2 -y

D=

~ 1
< Chy o2/ E [‘Xt —ZF| | <Ca(8%+¢e)2,

D=

19(s)| < Cilmgs — vgy4s* + C3 (6% +¢) 7. (3.31)
Taking € N\, 0 (g(s) does not depend on ¢), one obtains

19(5)| < Cilms = yo545/° + C36. (3.32)
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We deduce that, for ¢t < t1, since mg — g, = pé‘o (mo — v8,),

C
|mt — ’)/90_;,_15‘ < Chika6 (1 + 0t <Cl(1 + CH)2I<L2(5 + Ii3>> s (333)
2
and thus, choosing ko > 4C3CH T, and ¢ < T Crrea Cln itomz We obtain that
2T,

Note that choosing also § < W’ (recall the definition of ¢ in Lemma i ensures
that m; stays in the ag-neighborhood of the limit cycle . In particular, the projection

0; = 60 = proj®(my) (3.35)

is well-defined for all ¢ € [0, 25).
Let us now prove that Ht = 1+ O(0) for t < t1, which implies in particular that
Tro(po) € [% —c1, % + cl] for some ¢; > 0 that does not depend on § (but may depend

on k2). Now, recalling Lemma for s < t; we have 6, = 2pe, (1) + O(0), with

o) = 5-4 () =, (3,2 00)). (3.30

and

(ms —0F,2 (m)) = Fo2 (V9g+s) — Fo2 (76.) + Fo2 (ms) — Fo2 (Y945
K K K K K

| =

+ /R Pz + my) djis() — /R P2+ ms)qo(2) dz
= F% (7904-8) - FLKQ (’793) + O(9), (3.37)

where we have used the fact that ¢ < ¢; and F,2 is smooth, and similar arguments as

K
above to tackle the difference of integral terms. Moreover, by and the definition of

Y= 76 V00+s — V0. = "7;(90+s) - 7(%0 | = |’YprOJ Lyogss) pmJ | < Cprojy|mMs — Yoo+

for some constant Cproj~. By (3.34] - this last quantity is of order O(k26), uniformly in
s €0, 2T“’) We obtain py, (1125) = d + O(6?), and thus 6, = 1 + O(6).

It remains now to prove that |m; — Yproj(m,)| < k20 for all t < T, 4(uo), taking a larger
value for ko if needed. But we have on one hand, recalling , and the estimates
made above,

_ C
pé‘ﬁt (my — ")/90+t)‘ < Ko (e Aty Cdt (C’l(l + C)%kad + H;’)) . (3.38)

1_—2ATy

Now, remarking that, for n = 62T7 , e M+ nu < 1 for u € [0,27,], we have

’peloﬂ (my — ’YHOH)’ < (1 - g&) K20, (3.39)

: 4C3Cn
if we take ko > and § < —4clcn(1+cn)2n2

On the other hand using the fact that pp, o (59,) = 0, that for all w

5,1 1,1
‘(pet 90+t) ‘ = ‘(pset p590+5t) (w)‘ < 0Chroj,y

w| |6+t — 04,
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and the fact that |m; — yg,4¢| < (1 + Crr)k2d, we have

peLt (me —e,) — péI)th(mt - 790+t)‘ < ‘pi (Voo+t — Yo, )| + ‘ (pjt — ngOH) (mg — ’ygoth)‘
< Cpr0j7752 (|‘90 -t — 04| + k200 +t — QtD . (3.40)
If v, := 6, — (0 + t) we have, using (3.12)

. . . 1
60 — pa, (1) + & = po, (1711) -1

1+ pe, <<DF§(2 (ve,) + §Q5(9t)) (my — m))

(3.41)

The term within the brackets is controlled by C'|m; — 7g,|, for some universal constant
C > 0. By the regularity of t — ~) = 7/s and the Lipchitz-continuity of proj(-) (recall
(3.13)), there is a constant Cy proj > 0

|f790+t - 79t’ = 'Yproj('ygo+t) — Yproj(ms) < C’y,pI‘Oj "}/90-&-15 - mt’ .

Hence, |my —7,| < |my — Yoo+t| + Y09+t — v0,] < C. |mi — Ygo+¢|. Putting things

7,Proj
together with |m; — vo,++¢| < (1 + Crr)k2d (recall (3.34))), we obtain finally that
|00t — pe, (11t) + 6] < Cprojyad e, (). (3.42)
So recalling that py, (1) = § + O(k262), we have 0, = O(k26), and thus v; = tO(k26),

since vg = 0. This means that for ¢ € [ , %} and some positive constant Cjy,

P (e = 70,) = Piyer(me = a,40)| < Car3ot. (3.43)

Finally, we obtain, combining (3.39) and (3.43)),

distrr (my, ) < (1 - gét + cm(s%) ka0, (3.44)

which implies that [m: — Yprojim,)| < K2 for all t < T, g(uo), taking 0 < ﬁ This
completes the proof, since 7, ,(,,,) satisfies then the same hypotheses as yg (recall Lemma

Lemma and the fact that T, g(p0) < Te(Ro)), the result for all ¢ is obtained by

recursion. [l
For two solutions (X, Y1+), (X2, Ya,) of (1.1)) with initial conditions (X, Y7,0) and

(X2,0,Y20), with respective distributions pq,; and pg; and expectations my; = (21,4, Y1,4)
and mo; = (224, y2,1), we will use the notations

AXy = X4 — Xoy, AY; =Y — Yo, AX; = X1 — Xoy, AY; = Y1, — Yayu,

Amy =myy — may, Al = 014 — 021 = proj(mi ) — proj(mas). (3.45)

We choose T' such that . ) .

e )\TSZ’ e cT§1—6.

Lemma 3.3. There exist 63 > 0 and k3 > 1 such that for all § < 63, the following is true:

if fori =1,2, [2%du;o < K, [y®duio < K§ (recall Lemma , W(li0,q0) < k16 and
distri(mi0, ) < k20, then for all t € [O, %] we have

W (g1t p2t) < k3W (1,0, f12,0) - (3.47)

(3.46)
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Moreover, under the same assumptions, there exist positive constants k4, ks, kg such that
for any coupling {(X1,0,Y1,0), (X20,Y20)} ~ 70 € C(p1,0, f12,0) of the initial condition, the
solutions (X1, Y1), (Xog, Yor) of (L.1) driven by the same Brownian motion satisfy

(p](a5)])" <o (m[(a%)]) entoaim),

and

(E [(AYQ)QD; < e—?t<(E [(A%)QD;+H65 (E [(AJ?O)Q]f) + %51—61\@0).
(3.49)

Proof. Fix an arbitrary coupling {(X1,0,Y1,0), (X2,0,Y2,0)} with law mg € C(1,0, pt2,0) and
consider the solutions (X;,Yi), i = 1,2 to (1.1)) with initial condition (X;,Yi0), i = 1,2
driven by the same Brownian motion. The law m of {(X1,, Y1), (X24, Ya4)} belongs to
C(u,t, p2yt)-

Step 1: control on Am;. This part is based on the a priori control obtained in

Lemmas [2.1] 2.4 and 3.2 We have

Amt =4 ) F(Z + mLt) dﬁLt(Z) — 0 ) F(Z + m27t) dﬁzﬂg(z)
R R
= (SDF& (’}/92Y0+t)Amt + (Sh(t), (350)
K

h(t) :=| DF,2(may) — DFLI(Q (792,04-15)) Amy

K

+ / DF(z+ mo)Amedpn(z) — | DF(z 4+ ma)Ameqo(z) dz
R2 R2

+
T

F(z+mys) — F(z+moy) — DF(z + mg,t)Amt> dpin e (2)

+ [ (a4 ma) diin(z) — / Fz + may) diia s (2),
R2 R2

=:hi(t) + ...+ ha(t). (3.51)
One obtains from (3.20) that
t
Army =TI (03,0 + t, 02.0) Amg + / (000 + £, 000 + s)h(s)ds.  (3.52)
0

Since ma g € Eg (k20) by assumption, adapting the proof of Lemma we can find
a constant C'(T') such that |m2,t - 792’0+t| < C(T)d, and ’m27t + Yo,.0+t| < 2Ro for
all ¢t < %. Hence, we deduce that

(1 (0)] < | DF 2 (may) — DF 2 (0, 40)| | Amy| =
K K

<AC(T)Rod |Amy| =: 10 |Amy] .

2 T 2
(020" = (Wypve) | 1A
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Moreover, using the notations of Lemma

hao(t)] < | | DF(z+mag)dfine(z) — | DE(z+maz)go(2) dz
R R

= /2(43 + w94)? din ¢ (v, y) — /2(45 + 22.4)%q0(, y) da:dy‘ |Amy|
R R
N2
_ E[(XM) —(ng)ﬂ
1
2

<E [(XM)Q]é + |z + E [(Zf)Q] %> E Uiu - Zfﬂ | Ay

]Amt]

]Amt|

IN

IN

1 o
<(/~€§)6 + Ry + 1) K10 |Amy|
Kz
=: 90 |[Amy|.
Concerning h3, a Taylor expansion shows that there a numerical constant C' such

that |h3(t)] < C (|z1e| + |z2.]) |Ame)* < 36 |Amy|, for some constant ¢3. It re-
mains to treat the last term hy:

~ 3 ~ 3 2
(Xl,t + 1‘271:) <X2,t + $2,t>

3 B 3

|ha(t)]* = |E |AX, - —AY;

2

+tEpiMQ . (3.53)

and relying on Lemma Lemma and the identity
(z1 4+ 1) = (2 +n) = (z1 — z2) ((z1 + n)% + (z1 4 n)(xa + n) + (x2 + n)Q), (3.54)

we obtain that

ha(t)] < e4 ((E [(Af(tﬂ )é +b (E [(AZ)Q] ) é) : (3.55)

for some constant ¢4 > 0. Putting everything together, we obtain, for ¢t < %,

|Amy| < Cn (\Amoy +erd /Ot ((E [(A)?S)QD% T (E [(Aﬁ)ﬂ)ﬁ ds>

t
+Cr(cr +c2+ 63)(52/ |Amg| ds. (3.56)
0

With these notations at hand, for the rest of the proof, we define
k3 i= Cn(1 4 deyT)e2Cnlerteate)T 4 (3.57)

The reason for this particular choice of k3 will become clear at Step 4 below. For
this choice of k3, define (recall the definition of d (-, -) in (2.16]))

to :=ta(k3,0) :=1inf {t > 0: A(my) > kg A(m)}. (3.58)

Note that to depends on k3 and § but also on the choice of the particular coupling
mo of the initial condition. For the rest of the proof, we use the shortcut :

At = A(T{'t) . (359)
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Step 2: control on AX,. We have
1 ~\2 ~\2
§d<AXt> - -K (AX) at

n (A)?t) < YN <AXt NGOGl C i A}Q)) dt, (3.60)

3
so that

3| (A%)] <~ - om | (a%)]
2]\ 2 2]\ 2
+ (E [(AXt> D (ymt\ + 6| Azy| + 0 |Agy| + 6 (E [(m@ D )
_ gE [A)?t ((}ZM + xl,t)?’ — (Koo + x27t>3>} . (3.61)
Now, remarking that, for x1,x2,n1,n92 € R and Az := 21 — x93, An :=ny — ng,

—Az ((z1 +n1)% = (22 + n2)?)

= —Az (23 — 23 + 3(zng — 23ny) + 3(z1n? — 2on3) + 1 —nd)

= — (Az)? (22 + 2122 + 22 + 301 (21 + 22) + 3n)

— Az An (322 4 3x2 + nt + ning +n3)

<1202 (Ax)? — Az An (322 + 320 + n? 4+ nyng + n), (3.62)
we get, recalling Lemma for a positive constant C7,

B A% ((Fuotane) = (Farsane) ) |
e <E [(Afg)?] + Az <E [(A)@)2D2> . (3.63)

Proceeding similarly, we obtain, for some constant Cj,

(X10)* = (X2p)°
3

< Cy ((E [(A)E)ZDé + <E [(AE)QDé + |Amt]> . (3.64)

Gathering all these estimates, we get, for positive constants x4 and Cs, for t < o,

25{s5)] n -0

v (ef(ex)])’ ((m[6)])" )

< —(K — r40)E [(A)?tf] + Cyrsd (571 +077) Ao (E [(Ai’f)j)%)

E |[AX, — — AY;

Lo,
g |Al‘t‘ =

NI
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where we recall the definition of A; in (3.59) and the definition of ¢2 in (3.58]). By
Lemma this implies that for all ¢ < to,

(e[(a5)]) <mm{ (B](25)]) 28} o

So taking § small enough (depending on x3), we deduce in particular that, since
B € (0,1) by hypothesis, for ¢t <ty

_\2]2
E [(AXt) ] < Ao. (3.67)
Step 3: control on AY,. A simple calculation leads to
¢ ~\2 ~ o~ N2
55 (AEQ) - <AXt AY, — b (A)@) > dt, (3.68)

so that, for t < to, using (3.67)),

%%E [(AE)Q] < “bE [(Af@)? + A <E {(Afft)QDé , (3.69)

which implies in particular, by Lemma that for all t < to,

(8 fia77]) < maxf (2 [(a5)]) " e < 22 (570

Step 4: proof of (3.47). Let us first prove that, for the choice of k3 in (3.57), we
have, for § < 3 for some d3 sufficiently small

2T
t2(l€3,5) Z T (3.71)
Suppose that d3 is chosen sufficiently small so that (3.67) is true and such that
03 < 1. Suppose that (3.71)) does not hold for some § < d3: to < %. For this 4, for
t <ty < 2L, incorporating (3.67) and (3.70) into (3.56) and applying Gronwall’s

Lemma gives, for t <ty < %,

67 |Amy| < Crr (87 |Amo| + 20467t Ag ) Clertertend™,
S AOCH (1 -+ 4C4T) 620H(Cl+62+63)T = (Kg — 1) A(), (3.72)
where we have used d3 < 1. Collecting (3.67)), (3.70) and (3.72)), we obtain that

for all ¢t < t3, Ay < k3Ag. By continuity, there exists some ¢ > 0 such that
Ay < k3l for t € [ta,t2 + €), which contradicts the definition of ¢to. Hence,
follows. In particular, since W is an infimum over all possible coupling, for ¢ < QT,
W (1,6, o) < kgAo = k3A(mp). Since this is true for all possible coupling of the
initial condition, follows.

Step 5: Let us now prove (3.48)): from (3.65)) and applying Lemma we deduce
that, for all t < 2L,

<E [W@)Z] >; S e (E {(Afoﬂ )é ST Ui . By WX

K — k46
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which implies (3.48)) with x5 = QCLIW as soon as § < s5-. Let us now turn to

2K4 "

the proof of (3.49)): from (3.69)), we have, for all ¢ < %,
c d ~\2 ~\2
— < _
g5 | (a7) ] < 0w | (a70) ]

+ (e_(K_’WS)t <E {(Af(oﬂ )é + kgl P A0> <E [(Af@)QD C L (3.74)

so that, by Lemma again implies

(e [ar])t <ot (e [am])) + s (2 [a50)) )

A
+ k50" P ?0 (3.75)

which leads to (3.49) with kg = -, as soon as § < 2(ccm7i(+b)'

This concludes the proof of Lemma (3.3 O

Lemma 3.4. There exists a 64 > 0 and positive constants k7, kg, kg such that if § < 4,
if the hypotheses of Lemma are satisfied, and if moreover we have the initial bounds

_ 8
W (fir,0, fiz,0) < w76*|Abo| and |pg, ((m1,0 = Y0,0) — Pay o (12,0 = Vo) | < K802 [Aby|, then
for allt € [O, %] we have

[|A6;| — |ABo|| < rgd7|AB], (3.76)
and for all t € [%, %] we have
W (firg, fize) < K702 Aby, (3.77)
and )
9y (mae = 0,,) = v, (2 = 0,,)| < 1503100 (3.78)

Proof. Define k7 = 16k5 ||, fix a kg > 0 whose value will be chosen later, and suppose
-~ 3
that W (fi1,0, fiz,0) < #70%|Abo| and |pg; [(m1,0 = v6,) — Pgy , (M2,0 — %)2,0)’ < kgd2|Afyl.

In what follows, we also fix some € > 0 and consider some coupling {(X1,0,Y1,0) , (X2,0, Y2,0)} ~
mo € C(po,1, 12,0) of the initial condition such that

A(mo) < W(p1,0,p20) + & (3.79)

Remark first that, since mi o — ma20 = m10 — V0,0 + V010 — V020 T V020 — M2,0 and
J_ .
mi0 = Y0;0 = Py, ,(Mi0 — V0, )0, for i = 1,2, we have

|Am0| < |791,0 - 792,0‘ + ‘(pélo (ml,ﬂ - ’7‘91,0) - pé_g’o (m270 - 792,0)) €050

+ )pél,o (ml,O - ’79170)(69170 - 69270) ) (380)

so that
[Amol < (Floo + C (0% + Cuunad) ) )61A60] < 23131126, (3.81)

for § small enough (depending on kg). By definition of k7, this means in particular that

W (1,0, f2,0) = max (5ﬂ |Amy| 7W(/71,0,/72,0)) < 2[4]6" 7| Aby|, (3.82)



PERIODICITY IN THE KINETIC MEAN-FIELD FITZHUGH-NAGUMO MODEL 23

1
provided that § < <%) "7 Now remark that

1A6:] = |Abo|| < 01,0 = (Br0 + ) + |02, = (620 + 1)1, (3.83)
and relying on similar arguments as in Lemma we have [0;; — (6,0 + t)| < Cyot,
for t € [0, %], i = 1,2, and some positive constant Cy. So, for |Afy| > 5_%, we have

[|AG:| — |Aby|| < 20,T62 |Afp|. Suppose now that |Afy| < §~2. From Lemma and
Lemma [3.2] we deduce that

1
Aby = = (poy,, (Ame) + O] Amy| + |Amy|)) =

5 (p02,o+t(Amt) + O(5|Amy| + |Amt|2)) .

(3.84)
The first point is to be able to replace the term py, ,+(Am¢) by pg, ,(Amg), namely to

| =

prove that there exists some constant Cf, independent of ¢ such that for all ¢t € [0, %]
Doy 0+t (Ame)—po, o (Amg) | < C% (87| Abp| + ) (3.85)
Indeed, noting first that p92’0+t(H‘5 (02,0 +t,020)Amg) = pg, ,(Amog), we obtain from
and that for ¢ € [0, 2F]
P03, 0+ (Ame) — oy o (Amo)| = |Poy g4t (D) — Poy g4I (02,0 + £, 02,0) Amg) |
< Crler + ca + ¢3)k30> Pt W (1.0, pr2,0)

t 2]\ 3 _\21\ 2
+C’H5/ ca (E [(A)g) D b (E [(A)@) D ds.
0
(3.86)
By definition of the coupling 7o in (3.79) and the assumption W (ji10, fiz0) < £762|Ab|,
1 1
~ 2]\ 2 27\ 2
we have | E [(AXO) ]) < Kk78%|Afp|+¢ and b <E [(AYO) ]) < Kk782%|Afp|+¢. Hence,
using (3.48]), (3.49), the integral term in (3.86|) can be bounded above by
C56t (6% Abo| + ¢)

for some constant C5 > 0, independent of e. Thus, (3.85)) is a direct consequence of (3.82)).
Secondly, remark that

1

5 (oo (Amg) + O(8|Amg| + [Amg|?)) (3.87)
and that (3.72) implies that |Am;| < Cg|Amyg| for some constant Cg. Gathering these
estimates, (3.84)) and (3.85]), we obtain (recall that |Amg| < 2§]7||Abp| and |Afy| < 57%):

Aby =

Af, — Ay = O (5%|A00| v %) . (3.88)

Since obviously neither Af; nor Afy depend on &, one can make € \, 0 in the previous
estimate and obtain (3.76) with a kg9 that does not depend on kg, for ¢ small enough
(depending on kg).

It remains to prove (3.77)) and (3.78). Using (3.79), (3.82]) and the assumption on the
initial condition X into (3.48|), we obtain

<E [(A)Eﬂ ) : < (e_(K_”‘“s)tm + 2/{5|7|) 62| Abo| + € <e—<K—“4‘5>t + /{551—5) :
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Using (3.76)), we have
ANA

’A90| < 1-8
1—kgd 2

(3.89)
which gives

1
~\ 2 2
<E |:<AX75) :|> : < <6—(K—n45)t + 2’{5|,Y|> ﬁ752|A79t|1_ﬁ +e <€—(K—n4§)t + I€551—6) )
R7

1— kg2
(3.90)

Choosing § < ﬁ, we have

1
~\21)\ 2 2k |A
<E [(Axt) D < <e—<K—*’~45>t + W) 26702 | NG| + € (e_(K_M‘S)t —|—/~€561_6) .
7

(3.91)
Recalling that k7 = 16k5 |§| and choosing § < % and § < &L (so that e 2z < 1), we
: T 2T
obtain for ¢ € [F? 27],
1
~~\2])\ 2
<E [(AXt) D < %52 IAG,| + ¢ <e_(K_“46)t + 14551—5> . (3.92)

Concerning (3.49)), by similar arguments, we have
~ 1 9 :
b (E [(AYt)Q])z < [e—*’ft(ub%ﬁa) + “2‘7‘] 2k70%| AG,|
7
te (;%51—5 pe Tt bnﬁa)) . (3.93)
which gives, by definition of k7 and T (recall (3.46))) and choosing § < ﬁ, fort € [%, %]:

b (E [(A}Z)ZDé < %52|A0t] te (f%al*ﬂ Fett(1 bn65)> . (3.94)

Similar estimates are a fortiori valid for the infimum W (ji14, fi2+) and letting € N\, 0, we

obtain the result (3.77)).
Now, recalling Lemma

P, (mae = 0,.) = iy, (M2 = 0.,)| < 2Crad, (3.95)

so that (3.78) is directly valid for |Af;| > 2C1k203 . Suppose now that |AG;| < 2C11K262.
Relying again on Lemma and using the fact that pjz , (76,.,,) = 0, we have for t € [0, %] ,

Po, (M1 = Y01.) = iy, (M20 = 70,,.) = iy, (D) + 6°0(|AG]) + 6°O(|A6 ),  (3.96)
and since |02 — (020 + t)| < Cydt and

|Amy| < 6PW (14, po) < 6 PrsW (1,0, 2,0) < 2013|260, (3.97)
we obtain
3
Py (M1t —0,,) — Pay, (M2t — V0,,) = Py 14(Am) + O (52 |A9t|> : (3.98)
Similarly,

3
P o (1.0 = Y010) = Pl o (M2.0 = V20) = P, (Bm0) + O (6312804 ), (3.99)
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and using the decomposition (3.52]) and relying on similar estimates as made above,
3
Pl o4e(Amg) = ek (Amg) +0 (52 |A6t|> . (3.100)

So, using again ([3.76)), there exists a constant C7 that does not depend on kg such that

_ Cy 3
‘pé_lyt (ml,t - 7‘91,1&) - pé_g,t(mlt - /792,t) < (26 Adt + /‘68) Kkgd?2 |A0t|’ (3'101)

which implies (3.78)), taking kg > 2C7, and recalling (3.46)). O

4. FIXED POINT

Recall the definitions of the constants k;, ¢ = 0,...,8 appearing in Section [2| and
Section 3] For § < d4 (recall Lemma [3.4)), consider the space F = F(d) composed of the
functions f : S5 — Ps that satisfy

(1)
/ 28f(0)(dz) < kE  and / YO f(0)(d2) <k,  forall § € S, (4.1)
R2 R2
(2) -
W(f(0),q) < k19, forall €Sy, (4.2)
(3)
/ z2f(0)(dz) € Ep(rk20), forall 8 €Sy, (4.3)
R2
(4) o
W(f(01), f(62)) < k762|101 — 05|, for all 61,6, € Ss, (4.4)
(5)

o ([ 00000 0 ) =, ([ 20002 =0, )| < msotlor — o
for all 61,0, € Ss.  (4.5)

We define, for 6 € S, the distance Wy = Wy (4, b, 8) on probability measures v that satisfy
Jg2 2v(dz) € Ey(k20) as follows:

Py (/R () — /Rdeyg(z))

where W is defined in (2.15). We consider the distance distz on F defined as
distz(f1, f2) = Sup Wo(f1(0), f2(0)). (4.7)
€55

Wy (v1,1v2) := max {(55

, W (11, 12) }, (4.6)

Remark that, on F, CLHW < Wy < CpW and this distance is thus equivalent to the
distance supgeg, Wa(f1(0), f2(0)). F is then a closed subspace of C(Ss,P2) (where Py is
endowed with the standard Wasserstein-2 distance), and is thus complete when endowed
with distr.

For t € [0, %] we consider the map g; r : S5 — Sj as

a00) =prci [ slas)) (1.8
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where pu; is the solution of (1.5) with pg = f(0). Lemma shows that, for § small
enough, g r is a bijection for any f € F. We consider the map ®; : F — C(Ss, P2) defined
as

Pu(0) =
where i is the solution of (1.5) with pog = f <gt_f1(0))

Lemma 4.1. If 6 <4 and f € F, then +(f) € F for allt € [T,2T].

, (4.9)

S|+

Proof. This is a direct consequence of Lemma Lemma Lemma Lemma [3.3
and Lemma [3.41 O

Lemma 4.2. There exist d5 > 0 and k19 > 0 such that if 5 < d5 and f1, fo, € F, then for
all t € [T,2T] we have

dist (s (f1), Be(f2)) < (max {e_)‘t, e—%t} + K10 (56 + 51—ﬂ)) distz(f1, f2).  (4.10)

Proof. Fix a t € [T,2T]. For § € Ss, consider solutions p; s to (1.5)) starting from p; o =
fi(6i0) and such that 91% =6, ¢=1,2. Our aim is to bound Wy (M%?%,%)- To do this

we consider also the solution ps s starting from fq(620). Remark first that
Wo (i gofiag) =W (Frgofing) SW (B fag) + W (Bogag). (411)
On one hand,
w (ﬁ1,§’ﬁ3,§> =W (‘I)t(fl) (91,§)7@t(f1) (%,g))

, (by Lemma

</@52‘0 .y
< w10 Oy, — By

— 102 |00~ Oy¢
, (using (3.13))

< Cpr0j“751_5 w (N2,§7N3,§)

< Cprojkigkird" P W (12,0, 3,0) » (by Lemma [3.3)

< CiCprojiakird =P Wo(fa(020), f1(02.0)) (4.12)
while on the other hand, Lemma [3.3] implies that

< Cprojkrd )m2§ —my

o (Kt b o
w (,u3,%,,u2%) < max (e (K=o 4)<§,€ ct(l + b/<c6<5)> W (13,0, 12,0)
+ k50 P W (13,0, p12,0)
b
< (e—zt + 2cnﬁ551—ﬁ) Wo(f1(82.0), f2(620)), (4.13)

where we have taken § small enough. So, for § small enough,

Wy (,71%,,72%) < (e—%t +o (51—ﬁ)) dist = (f1, f2). (4.14)
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Similarly, we have the decomposition, since 917 L= 927 L= 0,

1L L 1L
ok (o =mag)| = i, (mag =0, ) = (may =)
1 1
S pQL% (ml,% _791,%> _p937% <m3,§ - 793 E)‘
1 1
+ p93% <m3,§ — e, t) —p%% (mz,g — e, %> (4.15)
On one hand, using similar bounds as above, we get
1L 1L
Po, s (ml’% ”%) “Po, . <m3% - 793,%> ‘
3
< kgd2 917% —937%
1
< CCprojiakisd2 " Wo( fa(0a,0), f1(f2,0))- (4.16)
On the other hand, either ‘03? L= 0s, ¢ > 57%, and in this case relying on Lemma we
have
1 1
sy (g =ng) s (s = )|
S 2/625
3
< 5 _
< 2/@252 93% 92’%
1
< 201 Cprojriakzd2 P Wa(fa(02.0), f1(020)), (4.17)

or

05, . 0y ﬂ< 0~ 2 and with similar arguments as used in the proofs of Lemma

and Lemma (3.4}, we have

)+OO%s—%¢
- ‘pgw (mae - m2%>‘ +0 (82W(£2(020), f1(620))) - (4.18)

Relying on the decomposition (3.52)) and its following estimates (considering some coupling
{(X3,0,Y30),(X20,Y20)} ~ mo € C(13,0, t12,0) of the initial condition such that A(m) <

(M3 05 12,0 )

) +
-

< e M

Pé,o(m&o —mayp)| + Cri(er + 2 + c3)r5td P W(f1(62,0), f2(62,0))

+Cmﬁlf<EKX$X%fr+bEK%§%g1é>®

< (Me% +C (1 + 51%) (1+ 5)) Wo(f1(02,0), f2(02,0)), (4.19)
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for some positive constant C, where we have relied on Lemma to deal with the integral
term. Making e going to 0 and gathering these estimates we get for § small enough:

5 ot (mos —mae )| < (€740 (53 +67) ) distr(fr, fo), (4.20)
which concludes the proof. O
We now have all the ingredients needed to prove Theorem

Proof of Theorem|[I.4, By Lemma we have ®7(F) C F. Moreover, recalling (3.46)),
Lemma[£.2] implies that ®7 admits a unique fixed-point fp in F. The point is now to show
that ®.(fo) = fo for all ¢ > 0. It is clear that ®xr(fo) = fo for all k£ € N, by the semi-
group property, and it remains then to prove that ®;(fy) = fo for t € (0,7). But, fixing
t € (0,T), ®:(fo) € F by Lemma [4.1] and we have ®;(fo) = @¢(®r(fo)) = @1 (P:(fo)), so
that ®;(fp) = fo by uniqueness of the fixed-point of &7 on F.

This proves that Cs = {fo(f) : 6 € Ss} is a one-dimensional invariant manifold for
, and the estimates made in the proof of Lemma showing that if po = fo(6o)
then 6, = 1+ O(6), imply that Cs defines in fact a periodic solution for . Moreover

from(4.2) and (4.3) we deduce that for all # € S5 we have W(fy(0),q) < k10, and
| [g2 2fo(dz) —v9| = O(6), which means that Wa(f(6),qy,) = O(6).

To prove the contraction property, first remark that, by equivalence of distances, if
distw, (1, Cy) < ¢d with ¢ small enough, then for 6y = proj(mg) we have my € Ey,(k20)
and W (1o, qo) < k16, and for f defined as

fO) =fio.  and [ O =0+ N mo—m). (@20

we have f € F. Now, on one hand, for ¢t € [0,7], Lemma implies that if 3 is the
periodic solution defining Cs, with y3 = fo(fo), then W (i, 39) < x3W (po,v3), and thus
for € [0,T7]:

) _ 3K3
distyy, (ue, Cs) < 3k30PW (1o, fo(6o)) < Cil—fé BWa, (110, fo(60)). (4.22)

On the other hand, since p; = ®4(f)(6;) and relying on the proof on Lemma and on a
basic recursion, we get that for ¢t > T

distiv, (i, Cs) < 220 Way (@u(1)(01), (o) (0)) < 2
II

?5—Be—>\(9)tW90 (10, fo(fo)), (4.23)

where we have defined (using the bound e~ 4 xt < e~ (a=ze")ty;

: b

‘ b K1062T mln()\,z)

AO) = A ) o mee
(0) m1n< ’c) T

It remains thus to bound Wy, (uo, fo(6o)) by distw,(10,Cs). To do this we show that for
a constant ¢ we have Wy, (o, f(60) < ¢W (po, fo(0)) for all € S5. But we have on one
hand, since mg € Ep,(k20),

(6° + 615). (4.24)

péz) (mO - 700) < Cproj ‘m() - '790‘ < C'plroj ‘mO - 79‘ + Cproj "79 - 700’ , (4-25)

and an application of Lemma [3.2] leads to

1 1
00— 0 = 5po (mo — %) + 5O (\mo - 7@\2) . (4.26)
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So, for a constant C' that does not depend on d, |yg — s, = "yg@ — 7§90| < C'lmo — 7y,
and thus

< ' mo — 0/, (4.27)

)péo (mo - ’y@o)

for some constant C’ that does not depend on 4. On the other hand,
W (o, fo(@0)) < W (0, Jo(®)) + W (Fo(0), fol@0)) , (4:28)

and W (fg(@) 0(6 )) < K762|0 — 6| < C" |mg — 7p|- Gathering all these estimates, we
obtain Wy, (ro, f(0o) < W (uo, fo(0)), with ¢ = max(C’, 1+ C").

Finally, for all t > 0 and 0 € S5 we get:

distyy, (e, Cs) < C(8)e Dt Wa (o, fo(0)), (4.29)

with C'(0) = W&‘B max (mge’\(‘s)T, 1), which concludes the proof. O

APPENDIX A. TECHNICAL LEMMA

Lemma A.1. Let v be a continuously differentiable function on [0, +00) such that v(t) > 0
for all t > 0. Suppose that there exists o, B,k > 0 and ¢ > 0 such that

V(1) < —av(t) + (¢ + 8) Vold). (A.1)
Then, for allt >0, )
v(t) < max <v(0), “Zﬁ) , (A.2)

and if 2k > o or ( =0, then

v(t) < <e—at/2 <\/@+ ch_ a) + i)z (A.3)

Proof of Lemma[A.1 The ﬁrst is a consequence of the fact that v(t) is always non-
increasing unless \/v(t) < & <+5 < % We now prove the second inequality: let

t > 0 such that v(t) > 0 and consider the maximal interval I := (t~,t") (which is non
empty by continuity of v) containing ¢ such that v(u) > 0 on I. Consider the function

u) = (O‘\/U(T)+ Zk";ae—kug - ﬁ) e®%/2, For all u € I we have
ae

Nmﬁ( (’““Hﬁ)\ﬁﬂ ) (A.4)

so that f is nonincreasing on I. Consider now the solution w of the equation w'(t) =
—aw(t) + (e7¥¢ + B) \/w(t) such that w(t~) = v(t~). Then, relying on the same calcu-
lations, g := u — (a\/w(u) + Qkoiae_k“C — ﬂ) e®4/2 ig constant on I, and equal to g(t™).
This means that f(u) < f(t7) = g(t~) = g(u) and, by definition of f and g, this implies

that
2
efau/2 B e~ ku 8 )

f'(u) =

« Qk—ac—i—a

B e—o(u—t")/2,—kt™ _ ,—ku _ 154 ?
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We have now two possibilities: either ¢t~ = 0 and then
6—au/2 _ e ku 8 2
o) < | e 2/0(0) + 5 ——C + (1-e) 2 (A.6)
-« Q@

or t— > 0, and by continuity of v we have v(¢t~) = 0. In this case, recalling that 2k > « or
¢ = 0, we obtain

efau/Q B 2

- By AT

o< (oot (A7)

This proves Lemma O
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