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Many real-world systems are often regarded as weakly coupled limit-cycle oscillators, in which
each oscillator corresponds to a dynamical system with a large number of degrees of freedom exhibit-
ing collective oscillations. One of the most practical methods for investigating the synchronization
properties of such a rhythmic system is to statistically extract phase coupling functions between
limit-cycle oscillators directly from observed time-series data. Particularly, using the method that
combines phase reduction theory and Bayesian inference, the phase coupling functions can be ex-
tracted even from the time-series data of only one variable in each oscillatory dynamical system
with many degrees of freedom. However, it remains unclear how the choice of the observed vari-
ables affects the statistical inference for the phase coupling functions. In this study, we examine
the influence of observed variable types on the extraction of phase coupling functions using some
typical dynamical elements under various conditions. Thus, we demonstrate that our method can
consistently extract the macroscopic phase coupling functions between two phases representing col-
lective oscillations regardless of the observed variable types, e.g., even when using one variable of
any element in one system and the mean-field value over all the elements in another system.

I. INTRODUCTION

Synchronization phenomena of coupled dynamical ele-
ments are known in many fields, such as biological and
engineering systems, and often play important roles [1].
Further, collective synchronization has been widely stud-
ied not only for globally coupled systems but also for
complex network systems [2–5]. The framework to derive
a low-dimensional description of the dynamics has been
developed to analyze these collective dynamics. One of
the most successful and widely used theoretical methods
is the phase reduction theory [6–16]. This method de-
rives the phase description, in which the dynamics at the
vicinity of the limit-cycle is projected onto a single phase
equation, such that the interaction between oscillators
can be simply described as a phase coupling function.
Recently, statistical methods to extract the phase cou-

pling function directly from observed time-series have
been developed: the methods to reconstruct phase dy-
namics of two oscillators [17, 18], effective connectivity
of an oscillator network [19, 20], phase coupling func-
tion [21], and phase sensitivity function [22–26]. Fur-
ther, several methods employing the Bayesian inference
framework [27] have also been proposed to extract the
phase description [28–31]. These methods have been used
in various situations: choruses of frogs [32], electroen-
cephalography [33–36], and spiking neurons [37].
In general, real-world systems are comprised of many

interacting subsystems, in which each subsystem is also
comprised of many elements and exhibits collective dy-
namics. These subsystems often interact with each other
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to coordinate their functional activities. For example,
each brain region exhibits synchronous oscillation dy-
namics of the neural population, and the synchronization
of those oscillations between brain regions has been stud-
ied as the effective connectivity [38, 39]. The effective
connectivity has been widely studied for the resting-state
of the human brain [40], epileptic seizures [41, 42], and
cognition and working memory [43]. Both theory and
inference methods for coupling functions between sub-
systems are significant in neuroscience since the brain’s
architecture is a highly connected complex system [44].

Here, we consider a dynamical system that consists of
networks of dynamical elements. The model reduction for
collective dynamics has been intensively investigated for
analyzing the macroscopic synchronization properties be-
tween each network that shows collective dynamics [45–
51]. Moreover, several theoretical frameworks to reduce
the collective dynamics to a single phase variable have
been developed [52–59]. Using these methods, thus, we
can investigate a macroscopic phase sensitivity function
and a macroscopic phase coupling function between net-
works. Figure 1(a) illustrates the framework developed
in Ref. [59], where two networks exhibiting collective os-
cillations have many internal and external couplings. In
this case, the dynamics of the entire network is reduced to
a one-dimensional phase equation, and the derived phase
coupling function describes the effect of all the external
couplings between two networks on the phase dynamics.
Although analytical studies have been conducted, infer-
ence methods for the collective dynamics are yet to be
fully investigated.

In this study, to extract the macroscopic phase cou-
pling functions between networks, we extend the range
of the Bayesian inference method applications [31] from
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FIG. 1. Schematic diagrams of the phase reduction method for collective oscillation and the statistical inference of phase
coupling function. (a) Schematic diagram of the phase reduction method for collective oscillation. The left figure shows that,
each network has many elements, and internal couplings (black arrows) and external couplings (red arrows) exist. When each
network has a stable limit-cycle and the external couplings are sufficiently weak, the dynamics of each network can be projected
onto a single phase equation, and the phase coupling function between the networks (red arrows) can be derived as a simple
form, as illustrated in the right figure. (b) Schematic diagram of statistical inference of the connectivity between brain regions.
The dynamics of one brain region, which is a neural population, can be observed as spike signals of one neuron, Local Field
Potential (LFP), and so on. The phase coupling function is extracted from observed time-series, however, the same results may
not necessarily be obtained from two observation methods.

a phase representing the state of one element to a macro-
scopic phase representing the state of an entire network
exhibiting collective oscillation [59]. The phase coupling
function can be extracted from the time-series of only one
variable by introducing the phase description into the sta-
tistical inference method. Note that it is sufficient to ob-
serve time-series of only one variable of each network ex-
hibiting collective oscillation, not all the variables. Here,
let us consider an example shown in Fig. 1(b), where
the purpose is to analyze the macroscopic phase cou-
pling functions between two brain regions from observed
time-series data. Most studies have supposed that these
coupling functions are extracted from the Local Field Po-
tential (LFP) time-series, which reflect the activities of
neural populations. However, it is unclear what the cou-
pling function extracted from the time-series of the spike
signals of one neuron represents. Moreover, the extrac-
tion of coupling functions may also be affected by the
choice of elements for observation, e.g., an excitatory or
inhibitory neuron can be chosen.

In this study, we evaluate the effect of the choice of ob-
served variables on the extraction of the phase coupling
function. In Sec. II, we briefly review the phase reduction
method for collective oscillation and the Bayesian infer-
ence method for extracting the phase description directly

from time-series data. In Sec. III, we apply the method
to extract the interaction between networks for two net-
works of FitzHugh-Nagumo (FHN) elements (Sec. III A),
three networks of FHN elements (Sec. III B), and two
networks of van der Pol oscillators (Sec. III C). In those
cases, three types of observed variables are studied: one
excitable element, one oscillatory element, and mean-
field. In Sec. IV, we discuss the method’s implications
for the characterization of the interaction between net-
works directly from time-series data.

II. METHODS

In this section, we briefly review both the phase de-
scription for collective oscillations (Sec. II A) and the
Bayesian framework to extract the collective phase de-
scription directly from time-series data (Sec. II B).

A. Phase description

We consider N networks of coupled dynamical ele-
ments and weak interactions between the networks. The
dynamics of element i (i = 1, 2, . . . , Nγ) in network γ is
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given by

d

dt
X

γ
i (t) =F

γ
i (X

γ
i (t)) +

Nγ
∑

j 6=i

G
γ
ij(X

γ
i (t),X

γ
j (t))

+ǫ
∑

ν 6=γ

Nν
∑

j=1

H
γν
ij (Xγ

i (t),X
ν
j (t)) + η

γ
i (t),(1)

where X
γ
i (t) ∈ R

d
γ
i represents the dγi -dimensional state

of element i in network γ at time t, F γ
i : Rd

γ
i → R

d
γ
i

represents the individual dynamics of element i in net-

work γ, and G
γ
ij : R

d
γ

i × R
d
γ
j → R

d
γ

i represents the
internal coupling from element j to element i in net-
work γ. We assume that self-coupling does not exist
or is absorbed into the individual dynamics term F

γ
i ,

i.e., G
γ
ii = 0. In this system, there are external cou-

plings between elements belonging to different networks
as H

γν
ij : Rd

γ
i × R

dν
j → R

d
γ
i . The intensity of the ex-

ternal couplings is determined by ǫ. Independent white
Gaussian noise ηγ

i ∈ R
d
γ
i is given to each element in each

network.
We introduce the phase description into the dynamical

system described by Eq. (1). Here, we assume that each
network exhibits collective oscillation, and that there are
no perturbations to them, i.e., ǫ = 0 and η

γ
i = 0. Under

this condition, the dynamics of element i in network γ is
assumed to exhibit periodic oscillation as follows:

X
γ
i (t) = X

γ
i (t+ Tγ), (2)

where each network possesses a stable limit-cycle solu-
tion. In this situation, all the elements in network γ
exhibit periodic oscillation with the period Tγ . Let us
consider the phase variable Φγ(t) ∈ [0, 2π). The state of
network γ at time t can be described as a function of the
phase variable, i.e., Xγ

i (t) = X
γ
i (Φγ(t)), where the value

of Φγ indicates the state of network γ, which is in the
vicinity of the limit-cycle. Without any perturbations,
the phase variable, Φγ(t), is expected to increase with a
constant natural frequency Ωγ as follows:

d

dt
Φγ(t) = Ωγ , (3)

where Ωγ := 2π/Tγ .
We now consider a case in which perturbation to each

network is given but the perturbation intensity is so weak
that the collective oscillation persists. To satisfy this con-
dition, the intensity of external couplings between net-
works is set to ǫ ≪ 1, and the noise intensity, η

γ
i , is

also assumed to be small. The effect of the perturba-
tion appears on the phase variable in this situation. The
dynamics of each network described by Eq. (1) can be
reduced to the following phase equation using the phase
description:

d

dt
Φγ(t) = Ωγ + ǫ

∑

ν 6=γ

Γγν(∆Φγν) + ξγ(t), (4)

where ∆Φγν := Φν − Φγ is the phase difference between
networks γ and ν, and Γγν(∆Φγν) is the phase coupling
function from network ν to network γ. The independent
white Gaussian noise ξγ(t) given to network γ satisfies
〈ξγ(t)〉 = 0 and 〈ξγ(t)ξν(s)〉 = 2Dγδγνδ(t− s), where δγν
and δ(t) are the Kronecker delta and Dirac delta func-
tions, respectively. Note that the phase coupling func-
tion, Γγν(∆Φγν), which depends only on the phase dif-
ference, ∆Φγν , represents the effect of all the external
couplingsHγν

ij (Xγ
i (Φγ),X

ν
j (Φν)) from network ν to net-

work γ. Further, ξγ(t) represents the effect of all ηγ
i (t)

given to network γ.
Because the phase coupling function Γγν(∆Φγν) is a

2π-periodic function, it can be expanded as a Fourier
series

Γγν(∆Φγν) = a(0)γν +

Mγν
∑

m=1

(

a(m)
γν cos(∆Φγν)

+b(m)
γν sin(∆Φγν)

)

, (5)

where the phase coupling function, Γγν(∆Φγν), has been
expanded up to Mγνth order. The maximum order Mγν

is determined from the model selection (Sec. II B). To
eliminate the redundancy of the two constant terms,

a
(0)
γν and Ωγ , we define Ω̂γ := Ωγ + ǫ

∑

ν 6=γ a
(0)
γν and

Γ̂γν(∆Φγν) := Γγν(∆Φγν)− a
(0)
γν .

B. Extraction of phase description directly from
time-series data

The Bayesian inference method [31] is used to ex-
tract the phase dynamics described by Eq. (4) di-
rectly from phase time-series data {Φγ(tl)}γ,l (l =
0, 1, . . . , L). In the model identification for the phase
dynamics of network γ, we estimate the parameters

Ω̂γ , {a
(1)
γν , b

(1)
γν , . . . , a

(Mγν)
γν , b

(Mγν)
γν }ν , and D̂γ := 2Dγ/∆t,

where ∆t is the sampling interval of the phase time-series.
We denote the phase time-series as {Φ(t)} instead of

{Φγ(tl)}γ,l for simplicity, and we also use the following
shorthand notation:

cγ := (Ω̂γ , cγ,1, . . . , cγ,γ−1, cγ,γ+1, . . . , cγ,N)T,

cγ,ν := (a(1)γν , b
(1)
γν , . . . , a

(Mγν)
γν , b(Mγν)

γν ).

We define the likelihood function as follows:

P
(

{Φ(t)}
∣

∣

∣cγ , D̂γ

)

=

L−1
∏

l=0

N



Φ̇γ(tl)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

Ω̂γ + ǫ
∑

ν 6=γ

Γ̂γν(∆Φγν(tl)), D̂γ



 ,(6)

where the Gaussian distribution corresponds to model
fitting of the nonlinear equation, i.e., Eq. (4). The

phase derivative is evaluated as Φ̇γ(tl) :=
Φγ (tl+1)−Φγ(tl)

tl+1−tl
.
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We adopt a Gaussian-inverse-gamma distribution for the
conjugate prior distribution, as follows:

Pprior(cγ , D̂γ) = N
(

cγ

∣

∣

∣χ0, D̂γΣ0

)

IG
(

D̂γ

∣

∣

∣α0, β0

)

,(7)

where χ0, Σ0, a0, and b0 are the hyperparameters. In this
study, we consider χ0 := 0 and Σ0 := λ−1

0 I, where I is
an identity matrix. We can easily calculate the posterior
distribution of cγ and D̂γ as follows:

Ppost

(

cγ , D̂γ

∣

∣

∣{Φ(t)}
)

∝P
(

{Φ(t)}
∣

∣

∣cγ , D̂γ

)

×Pprior

(

cγ , D̂γ

)

. (8)

The model complexity depends on Mγν , which deter-
mines the dimensionality of cγ and the maximum or-
der of the Fourier series, as shown in Eq. (5). We de-
termine Mγν by choosing the value of M ′

γν ∈ Z (0 ≤
M ′

γν ≤ Mmax), which maximizes the model evidence

PME

(

{Φ(t)}
∣

∣M ′
γν

)

as follows:

Mγν = arg max
0≤M ′

γν≤Mmax

PME

(

{Φ(t)}
∣

∣M ′
γν

)

, (9)

PME

(

{Φ(t)}
∣

∣M ′
γν

)

=
P
(

{Φ(t)}
∣

∣

∣cγ , D̂γ

)

Pprior

(

cγ , D̂γ

)

Ppost

(

cγ , D̂γ

∣

∣

∣{Φ(t)}
) .

In this study, we define Mmax := 15 and all Mγν are
determined in the range of less than Mmax.

III. RESULTS

The following three cases are considered in this sec-
tion: two networks of FHN elements (Sec. III A), three
networks of FHN elements (Sec. III B), and two networks
of van der Pol oscillators (Sec. III C). In each case, we
first explain the dynamics of a system and how to obtain
phase time-series from observed time-series. Second, we
show a representative result of our method. Finally, we
examine the effect of the choice of observed variables on
the result of our method.

A. Case 1: Two networks of FHN elements

We consider a case of two (N = 2) FHN networks
exhibiting collective oscillations. Figure 2(a) shows that
networks A and B interact with each other. The state
variable of each element in network γ is represented by
X

γ
i = (uγ

i , v
γ
i ) (i = 1, 2, . . . , 10), which follows

u̇γ
i = δγ(a+ vγi − buγ

i ), (10)

v̇γi = vγi −
(vγi )

3

3
− uγ

i + Ii +
10
∑

j 6=i

Kγ
ij(v

γ
j − vγi )

+ǫ

10
∑

j=1

Cγν
ij (vνj − vγi ) + ηγi (t), (11)

where (γ, ν) = (A,B), (B,A). The value of Kγ
ij ∈ R

determines the intensity of the internal coupling from el-
ement j to element i in network γ, and the set {Kγ

ij}i,j
determines the structure of network γ. The connection
from element j in network ν to element i in network γ is
determined by Cγν

ij ∈ {0, 1}. Each element can be oscilla-
tory or excitable depending on the value of the parameter
Ii. Each value is Ii = 0.2 for i = 1, . . . , 7, which exhibits
excitable dynamics, and Ii = 0.8 for i = 8, 9, 10, which
exhibits oscillatory one. The time constants are set to
δA = 0.08 and δB = 0.073. The other parameters are
a = 0.7 and b = 0.8. The Gaussian noise ηγi (t) satisfies
〈ηγi (t)〉 = 0, 〈ηγi (t)η

ν
j (s)〉 = σ2δγνδijδ(t− s).

In this case, we design the structures of two networks
to be the same, i.e., KA

ij = KB
ij . The intensity of the

internal coupling, KA
ij(= KB

ij ), is randomly and indepen-
dently drawn from a uniform distribution [−0.6, 0.6].
Note that we choose the parameters so that each network
can exhibit the collective oscillation which is a unique
stable solution. Figure 2(b) shows the waveforms of all
elements in network A for one period. Network B has
similar waveforms as network A, but their periods of the
limit-cycle solutions are slightly different. The frequen-
cies of the collective oscillations of the two networks are
ΩA ≃ 0.159 and ΩB ≃ 0.148 when there are no pertur-
bations to the two networks.
The connection between two elements belonging to dif-

ferent networks is given as follows:

CAB
ij =

{

1 for (i, j) = (9, 2),

0 otherwise,
(12)

CBA
ij =

{

1 for (i, j) = (4, 2),

0 otherwise.
(13)

Figure 2(a) shows the schematic diagram of the connec-
tion between the two networks. The intensity of the ex-
ternal couplings is ǫ = 0.01 and so weak that the collec-
tive oscillation of each network persists.
To apply the Bayesian inference, we generate a phase

sampling data, {Φ(t)}, from a time-series of an observed
variable, which is chosen only one for each network. We
choose vA5 or

∑

i v
A
i for network A, and vB5 , vB8 , or

∑

i v
B
i

for network B as the observed variables. The 5th element
is excitable, and the 8th element is oscillatory. We record
the times T γ

k when the network γ intersects the Poincaré
section at the kth time. The Poincaré section is set for
each observed variable. In this case, we select vA5 = 0.0
or

∑

i v
A
i = 5.0 for network A, and vB5 = 0.0, vB8 = 0.0,

or
∑

i v
B
i = 5.0 for network B. These sections are chosen

so that the trajectory of each network can intersect only
once for one period.
To obtain {Φ(t)} using the train of T γ

k , we interpo-
late the phase Φγ(tl) ∈ [0, 2π) at time tl = l∆t (l =
0, 1, . . . , L). The value of phase Φγ(tl), where tl is be-
tween T γ

k and T γ
k+1, is obtained as follows:

Φγ(tl) = 2π
tl − T γ

k

T γ
k+1 − T γ

k

(T γ
k ≤ tl < T γ

k+1), (14)
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FIG. 2. Property of the dynamical system in Case 1. (a) Schematic diagram of networks A and B, each of which has 7
excitable elements (yellow circles) and 3 oscillatory elements (white circles). An arrow indicates an external coupling between
two networks, corresponding to Eqs. (12) and (13). (b) Waveforms of network A. Each panel shows uA

i (blue) and vAi (red)
of elements i (i = 1, 2, . . . , 10) for one period as a function of ΦA. Network B possesses similar trajectory due to KA

ij = KB
ij .

(c) Time-series of the observed variables and phase variables. The time-series of
∑

i v
A
i (t) (red) and

∑
i v

B
i (t) (blue) are

displayed in the upper panel. The Poincaré section (black dashed line) is fixed at
∑

i v
A
i = 5.0 for network A and

∑
i v

B
i = 5.0

for network B. The time-series of ΦA(t) (red) and ΦB(t) (blue) are displayed in the lower panel. The value of the phase is zero
when the trajectory of each mean field intersects the Poincaré section. The intensity of the noise, ηγ

i (t), is set to σ = 0.01.

where T γ
k satisfies Φγ(T

γ
k ) = 0. The sampling interval

is ∆t = 2.0. Figure 2(c) shows the phase time-series
of networks A and B generated from the time-series of
∑

i v
A
i and

∑

i v
B
i .

We first confirm whether our method succeeds or not,
and then investigate how the choice of observed variables
affects the result of our method. Here, the hyperparam-
eters in Eq. (7) are set to α0 = β0 = λ0 = 1.0 × 10−3,
and the noise intensity is σ = 0.01. Figure 3(a) shows
the phase equations of networks A and B estimated from
the time-series of vA5 and vB5 . The length of the time-
series satisfies 0 ≤ |∆ΦAB(t)| ≤ 200π (t ≃ 5.5 × 104).
The estimated phase equations are similar to the result
obtained from the numerical method [59]. Figure 3(b)
shows that the estimated model shown in Fig. 3(a) re-
produced the distribution P (∆ΦBA) calculated from the
phase time-series up to t = 5.0× 105.
Note that the phase value shifts when the observed

variable changes, because the time to intersect the
Poincaré section also varies depending on the trajectory
of the observed variable. Figure 3(c) indicates that the
time corresponding to ΦA(t) = 0 varies depending on the

observed variable. The Γ̂AB and Γ̂BA also shift depend-
ing on the phase shift, as shown in Fig. 3(d), where the
phase equations estimated from the time-series of vA5 and
vB8 , instead of vA5 and vB5 , are plotted. In this study, the

phase shift is subtracted from the estimated model.

We calculate the prediction error of 100 trials for each
set of observed variables to investigate the effect of the
choice of observed variables on our method. The pre-
diction error is calculated by comparing between the
two phase equations, one of which is obtained using our
Bayesian method and the other is calculated from the nu-
merical method [59]. Figure 4(a) shows the comparison
of the mean error pertaining to the phase equation of net-
work A between the sets of observed variables (vA5 , v

B
5 ),

(vA5 ,
∑

i v
B
i ), (

∑

i v
A
i , v

B
5 ), (

∑

i v
A
i ,

∑

i v
B
i ), and (vA5 , v

B
8 ),

with the noise intensity, σ = 0.01. The observed vari-
ables have several properties: vA5 and vB5 are observed
from one of the excitable elements in networks A and
B, respectively; vB8 is observed from one of the oscil-
latory elements in network B; and

∑

i v
A
i and

∑

i v
B
i

are the mean-field of all the elements in networks A
and B, respectively. Each mean-field includes both ex-
citable and oscillatory elements. The horizontal axis
value, n, represents the length of phase time-series, e.g.,
0 ≤ |∆ΦAB(t)| ≤ 2nπ. When the value of |∆ΦAB(t)| in-
creases by 2π, the phase time-series covers all of the state
space of Γ̂AB(∆ΦAB). The vertical axis value represents
the error value, which is calculated by integrating the
difference between the estimated phase equation and the
numerically calculated one. This value is normalized by



6

0.0 0.5π 1.0π 1.5π 2.0π

0.155

0.160

0.165

Ω̂A+ ̂ΓAB̂ΔΦABΩ

0.0 0.5π 1.0π 1.5π 2.0π

0.146

0.147

0.148

0.149

Ω̂B+ ̂ΓBÂΔΦBAΩ
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FIG. 3. A representative result of our method in Case 1. (a) Phase equations of networks A (left) and B (right) estimated
from the time-series of vA5 and vB5 . The length of the time-series satisfies 0 ≤ |∆ΦAB(t)| ≤ 200π (t ≃ 5.5 × 104). The
blue solid curves are estimated using the Bayesian approach, whereas the red dashed curves are calculated using the numerical
method [59]. (b) Distribution P (∆ΦBA) calculated from time-series (cyan) and the distribution reproduced from the estimated
model (blue). Each distribution is obtained from the time-series up to t = 5.0 × 105. The distribution analytically calculated

from the true value of Γ̂AB(−∆ΦBA)− Γ̂BA(∆ΦBA) is also plotted (red). (c) Waveforms of vA5 (t) (top), vA8 (t) (middle), and∑
i v

A
i (t) (bottom) for one period on the limit-cycle orbit. The Poincaré sections set for each variable are also plotted (black

dashed line). The phase shift results from the difference in the intersection time. (d) Phase equations of networks A (left) and
B (right) estimated from the time-series of vA5 and vB8 . The red dashed curves are the same as those presented in panel (a).
The black dashed curves are estimated using the Bayesian approach, and the blue solid curves are obtained by subtracting the
phase shift from the originally estimated curves.

the amplitude of Γ̂AB, that is, the value of error is divided
by π(max∆Φ Γ̂AB(∆Φ)−min∆Φ Γ̂AB(∆Φ)). We can find
that the error decreases with an increase in the number
of data points, and this decreasing trend is similar re-
gardless of the types of observed variables. Figure 4(b)
shows two estimated phase equations of network A; one
is for the set of observed variables (vA5 , v

B
5 ) and the other

is for (
∑

i v
A
i , v

B
5 ). The length of the time-series satisfies

0 ≤ |∆ΦAB(t)| ≤ 200π. The two curves are similar, and
this fact is consistent with the results shown in Fig. 4(a).
Figures 4(a) and 4(b) indicate that similar phase cou-
pling functions are extracted by our method regardless
of the types of observed variables. Figure 4(c) shows the
mean and standard deviation calculated from 100 trials
with the noise intensity σ = 0.01, 0.02, 0.04 for the set
of observed variables (vA5 , v

B
5 ). Although the standard

deviation of error increases with σ becomes large, the
convergence property is maintained as long as the noise
is so weak that the collective oscillation persists.

B. Case 2: Three networks of FHN elements

We also investigated a case of three (N = 3) FHN net-
works. Figure 5(a) shows the schematic diagram of the
three networks. This case is a generalization of Case 1 in
terms of the number of networks and the network struc-
ture. The dynamics of element i (i = 1, 2, . . . , 10) in
network γ ∈ {A,B,C} is described as follows:

u̇γ
i = δγ(a+ vγi − buγ

i ), (15)

v̇γi = vγi −
(vγi )

3

3
− uγ

i + Ii +

10
∑

j 6=i

Kγ
ij(v

γ
j − vγi )

+ǫ
∑

ν 6=γ

10
∑

j=1

Cγν
ij (vνj − vγi ) + ηγi (t), (16)

where ν ∈ {A,B,C} is also index of networks, which is
different from γ, i.e., ν 6= γ. The values of Ii, a, and b
are the same as those in Sec. III A. The time constants
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FIG. 4. Statistics of the prediction error calculated from 100 trials in Case 1. (a) Mean of the prediction error pertaining to
the phase equation of network A calculated from 100 trials. The intensity of noise is σ = 0.01. The length of the time-series
satisfies 0 ≤ |∆ΦAB(t)| ≤ 2nπ, where n is the horizontal axis value. The error (vertical axis) is calculated by integrating the
difference between two curves (e.g., the red dashed curve and blue solid curve shown in Fig. 3(a)) from 0 to 2π and then divided

by true value of π(max∆Φ Γ̂AB(∆Φ)−min∆Φ Γ̂AB(∆Φ)). The sets of observed variables are (vA5 , vB5 ) (red), (vA5 ,
∑

i v
B
i ) (blue),

(
∑

i v
A
i , vB5 ) (green), (

∑
i v

A
i ,

∑
i v

B
i ) (cyan), and (vA5 , vB8 ) (magenta). (b) Phase equations of network A estimated from a

time-series. The length of the time-series satisfies 0 ≤ |∆ΦAB(t)| ≤ 200π. The sets of observed variables are (vA5 , vB5 ) (red) and
(
∑

i v
A
i , vB5 ) (green). The black dashed curve is the result of the numerical method [59]. (c) Mean (red curve) and standard

deviation (gray) of prediction error calculated from 100 trials. The set of observed variables is (vA5 , vB5 ). The intensity of noise
is σ = 0.01 (left), 0.02 (middle), and 0.04 (right).

are set to δA = 0.080, δB = 0.096, and δC = 0.086. The
intensity of noise is set to σ = 0.005.
We design each network structure to be different, i.e.,

KA
ij 6= KB

ij 6= KC
ij , each of which is randomly and inde-

pendently drawn from a uniform distribution [−0.6, 0.6].
The waveforms of the limit-cycle solution of each network
are different, mainly due to the differences in network
structures (Fig. 8 in Appendix A). Figure 5(a) shows that
the connection between networks is given by

{

CAB
9 2 = CBA

6 2 = CCA
10 2 = CBC

7 2 = CCB
5 2 = 1,

Cγν
ij = 0 otherwise,

(17)

where there are no couplings from network C to network
A, thus, the phase coupling function, Γ̂AC , should be
zero. The intensity of the external couplings is set to
ǫ = 0.01.
In this case, we choose

∑

i v
A
i for network A, vB5 or

∑

i v
B
i for network B, and vC5 , v

C
8 , or

∑

i v
C
i for network

C as the observed variables. The Poincaré section is set
to

∑

i v
A
i = 0.0 for network A, vB5 = 0.0 or

∑

i v
B
i = −5.0

for network B, and vC5 = 0.0, vC8 = 0.0, or
∑

i v
C
i = 2.0

for network C. The hyperparameters in Eq. (7) are set
to α0 = β0 = λ0 = 1.0× 10−2.

Figure 5(b) is a representative result of our method.
This result is obtained from the time-series of

∑

i v
A
i ,

∑

i v
B
i , and

∑

i v
C
i , which satisfy 0 ≤ |∆ΦAB(t)| ≤

200π (t ≃ 9.4 × 104). Figure 5(c) indicates that the
estimated model shown in Fig. 5(b) can reproduce simi-
lar distributions P (∆ΦAB), P (∆ΦAC), and P (∆ΦBC),
which are calculated from the time-series up to t =
5.0× 105.

Further, we also investigated the prediction error for
each observed variable in the same way as Sec. III A.
Figure 6(a) shows the mean value of the prediction error

pertaining to the phase coupling function, Γ̂BC , calcu-
lated from 100 trials, and the values of error are sim-
ilar regardless of the observed variables. Figure 6(b)

shows the two estimations of Γ̂BC ; one is for the set
of observed variables (

∑

i v
A
i , v

B
5 , vC5 ) and the other is

for (
∑

i v
A
i ,

∑

i v
B
i , vC5 ), and these two curves are similar.

Figures 6(c) and 6(d) show the results for Γ̂CA in the
same way as Figs. 6(a) and 6(b).
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FIG. 5. Property of the dynamical system and a representative result of the model identification in Case 2. (a) Schematic
diagram of networks A, B, and C, each of which has 7 excitable elements (yellow circles) and 3 oscillatory elements (white
circles). An arrow indicates an external coupling between networks, which corresponds to Eq. (17). (b) Phase coupling

functions with constant term, Ω̂γ , estimated from the time-series of
∑

i v
A
i ,

∑
i v

B
i , and

∑
i v

C
i . The length of the time-series

satisfies 0 ≤ |∆ΦAB(t)| ≤ 200π (t ≃ 9.4 × 104). The blue solid curves are estimated using the Bayesian approach, whereas the
red dashed curves are calculated using the numerical method. The sender and receiver indexes of the coupling functions are
shown at the top of each panel. (c) Distributions P (∆ΦAB) (left), P (∆ΦAC) (middle), and P (∆ΦBC) (right) calculated from
time-series (cyan) and the distributions reproduced using the estimated model (blue). Each distribution is obtained from the
time-series up to t = 5.0× 105.

C. Case 3: Two networks of van der Pol oscillators

We also investigated a case of two (N = 2) van der Pol
networks. Figure 7(a) shows the schematic diagram of
the two networks. In this case, we employ another type
of element that oscillates slowly (not a fast-slow system
such as the FHN element), and apply the Hilbert trans-
form [12] to transform observed time-series into phase
time-series, instead of linear interpolation described in
Eq. (14). The linear interpolation method averages the
effect of perturbations to a network on the phase variable
for one period, whereas the Hilbert transform reflects per-
turbations in phase time-series without averaging.

The state variables of each element in network γ is
represented by X

γ
i = (uγ

i , v
γ
i ) (i = 1, 2, . . . , 10), which

follows

u̇γ
i = vγi , (18)

v̇γi = −uγ
i − aγvγi

(

(uγ
i )

2 − 1
)

+
10
∑

j 6=i

Kγ
ij(v

γ
j − vγi )

+ǫ

10
∑

j=1

Cγν
ij

(

(vνj )
2uγ

i − (vγi )
2uν

j

)

+ ηγi (t), (19)

where (γ, ν) = (A,B), (B,A). The nonlinearity parame-
ters are set to aA = 0.5 and aB = 0.3, and the noise in-
tensity is σ = 0.005. The structures of two networks are
designed to be different, i.e., KA

ij 6= KB
ij , each of which is

randomly and independently drawn from a uniform dis-
tribution [−0.6, 0.6]. We choose these parameters so that
each network can exhibit the collective oscillation (Fig. 9
in Appendix A). Figure 7(a) show that the connection
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FIG. 6. Statistics of the prediction error calculated from 100 trials in Case 2. (a) Mean of the prediction error

pertaining to the phase coupling function, Γ̂BC(∆ΦBC ), calculated from 100 trials. The length of the time-series sat-
isfies 0 ≤ |∆ΦBC (t)| ≤ 2nπ, where n is the horizontal axis value. The value of error (vertical axis) is divided by

π(max∆Φ Γ̂BC(∆Φ) −min∆Φ Γ̂BC(∆Φ)). The sets of observed variables are (
∑

i v
A
i , vB5 , vC5 ) (red), (

∑
i v

A
i , vB5 ,

∑
i v

C
i ) (blue),

(
∑

i v
A
i ,

∑
i v

B
i , vC5 ) (green), (

∑
i v

A
i ,

∑
i v

B
i ,

∑
i v

C
i ) (cyan), and (

∑
i v

A
i , vB5 , vC8 ) (magenta). These five curves have a similar

shape to each other. (b) Phase coupling functions Γ̂BC (∆ΦBC) estimated from a time-series. The length of the time-series
satisfies 0 ≤ |∆ΦAB(t)| ≤ 200π. The sets of observed variables are (

∑
i v

A
i , vB5 , vC5 ) (red) and (

∑
i v

A
i ,

∑
i v

B
i , vC5 ) (green). The

black dashed curve is the result of the numerical method. (c) & (d) Results for Γ̂CA(∆ΦCA) are shown in the same way as
panels (a) and (b).

between two networks is given as follows:

CAB
ij =

{

1 for (i, j) = (1, 2), (10, 3),

0 otherwise,
(20)

CBA
ij =

{

1 for (i, j) = (2, 2), (3, 3),

0 otherwise.
(21)

The intensity of the external couplings is set to ǫ = 0.005.
We observe the time-series of vA5 or vA10 from network

A, and vB2 or vB10 from network B. Each time-series is
observed from one of the oscillators. We denote the dy-
namics observed from network γ at time t as sγ(t) for sim-
plicity. To transform sγ(t) into phase time-series Θγ(t),
we use Hilbert transformation sH(t) as follows [12]:

Aγ(t)e
iΘγ(t) = sγ(t) + isHγ (t), (22)

where Aγ(t) is the amplitude of the equation’s right-hand
side. Note that the phase Θγ(t) does not increase linearly
with time even in the absence of perturbations to the
network γ. This property comes from the nonlinearity of

the dynamics. Therefore, we construct a new phase time-
series, Φγ(t), from the existing one, Θγ , as follows [17,
18, 20]:

Φγ(Θγ) = 2π

∫ Θγ

0

fγ(Θ
′)dΘ′, (23)

where fγ(Θγ) is the probability density function of Θγ .
Figure 7(b) shows the time-series of vA5 , v

B
2 , ΦA, and ΦB,

where each phase increases linearly with time.
Figure 7(c) shows the dynamics of networks A and

B estimated from the time-series of vA5 and vB2 . The
hyperparameters in Eq. (7) are set to α0 = β0 = λ0 =
1.0× 10−3, and the length of the time-series used for the
model identification satisfies 0 ≤ |∆ΦAB(t)| ≤ 200π.
We investigated the effect of the choice of observed

variables in the same way as Secs. III A and III B. Fig-
ure 7(d) shows the mean of the prediction error pertain-
ing to the phase equation for network A. Figure 7(e)
shows the estimated phase equation for network A for
each set of observed variables. Figures 7(f) and 7(g) show
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FIG. 7. Property of the dynamical system and overall result of the model identification in Case 3. (a) Schematic diagram
of networks A and B, each of which has 10 oscillatory elements (white circles). An arrow indicates an external coupling
between two networks, corresponding to Eqs. (20) and (21). (b) Time-series of the observed variables and phase variables.
The time-series of vA5 (red) and vB2 (blue) are shown in the upper panel, and those of ΦA (red) and ΦB (blue) are shown in
the lower panel. The sampling interval is set to ∆t = 0.2. (c) Phase equations of networks A (left) and B (right) estimated
from the time-series of vA5 and vB2 . The length of the time-series satisfies 0 ≤ |∆ΦAB(t)| ≤ 200π. The blue solid curves are
estimated using the Bayesian approach, whereas the red dashed curves are calculated using the numerical method. (d) Mean
of the prediction error pertaining to the phase equation of network A calculated from 100 trials. The length of the time-series
satisfies 0 ≤ |∆ΦAB(t)| ≤ 2nπ, where n is the value of the horizontal axis. The value of error (vertical axis) is divided by

the true value of π(max∆Φ Γ̂AB(∆Φ) −min∆Φ Γ̂AB(∆Φ)). The sets of observed variables are (vA5 , vB2 ) (red), (vA10, v
B
2 ) (blue),

(vA5 , vB10) (green), and (vA10, v
B
10) (cyan). (e) Phase equations of network A estimated from each set of observed variables. The

length of the time-series satisfies 0 ≤ |∆ΦAB(t)| ≤ 200π. The colors of curves and the sets of observed variables are the sames
as those in panel (d). The black dashed curve is the result of the numerical method. (f) & (g) Results for network B are
shown in the same way as panels (d) and (e).
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the results for network B in the same way as Figs. 7(d)
and 7(e).

IV. DISCUSSION

We extended the range of applications of the Bayesian
inference method [31] from a phase representing the state
of an oscillator to a macroscopic phase representing the
state of an entire network exhibiting collective oscilla-
tion [59], and demonstrated the Bayesian method in the
three cases (Secs. III A, III B, and III C) to extract macro-
scopic phase coupling functions, which describe the syn-
chronization mechanism between networks, directly from
time-series data. In Sec. III A, we considered the case
of two networks of FHN elements, which have both ex-
citable and oscillatory elements. In Sec. III B, we con-
sidered the case of three networks of FHN elements as a
generalization of Sec. III A in terms of the number of
networks and the structures of internal couplings. In
Sec. III C, we investigated the case of two networks of
van der Pol oscillators. In those cases, we considered the
three types of observed variables: one excitable element,
one oscillatory element, and mean-field, to evaluate how
the choice of the observed variables affects the statistical
inference for the phase coupling functions.
Our results show that the same phase coupling func-

tion can be extracted from the time-series of any one
element in each network as well as from the time-series
of each network’s mean-field. These results indicate that
the statistical inference for phase coupling function is not
affected by the choice of the observed variables, thus, we
can consistently extract the macroscopic phase coupling
function between networks. In addition, we extracted
the macroscopic phase coupling function between net-
works consistently regardless of the two transformation
methods from observed time-series to phase time-series,
i.e., linear interpolation for networks of FHN elements
(Secs. III A and III B) and the Hilbert transform for net-
works of van der Pol oscillators (Sec. III C). We should re-
mark that the assumption of collective oscillation enables
us to extract the macroscopic phase coupling function
from the time-series of an excitable element, although
the conventional phase reduction theory cannot apply to
an excitable element. The ability to extract the macro-
scopic coupling function regardless of the transformation
method to phase time-series and the types of observed
variables is useful in experimental situations.
In this study, we considered the macroscopic phase

description where each network exhibits collective os-
cillation as described in Ref. [59]. This phase descrip-
tion has been generalized to the rhythmic spatiotemporal

dynamics such as reaction-diffusion systems [60]. Fur-
ther, some other theoretical frameworks for a network’s
phase response analysis have been developed: phase co-
herent states in globally coupled noisy identical oscilla-
tors [52, 53, 55], partially phase-locked states in globally
coupled noiseless nonidentical oscillators [56], and fully
phase-locked states in networks of coupled nonidentical
elements [57, 58]. Particularly, the framework developed
in Ref. [54] is a generalization for a network of globally
coupled noisy identical oscillators to address excitable el-
ements and strong internal couplings. This type of gen-
eralization corresponds to the assumption we employed
in this study. We will attempt to extend the range of
application of the Bayesian inference method [31] for the
aforementioned situations in future research.
Combining the Bayesian inference and the concept of

collective oscillation may provide a significant insight
into the analysis of the macroscopic coupling function
between networks. As mentioned in Sec. I, there are var-
ious ways to observe the dynamics of brain regions for
analyzing coupling functions between them. Our results
suggest that we can extract the macroscopic phase cou-
pling function regardless of either from the time-series of
each LFP or from any one neuron’s spike in each region
if neural populations in brain regions exhibit collective
oscillations. Arguably, the Bayesian method used in this
study can apply to various domains because this method
only assumes that each network exhibits collective oscil-
lation, where all elements in a network oscillate with the
same period.
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Appendix A: Supplemental information for Case 2
and Case 3

Figure 8 shows the waveforms for one period of each
network exhibiting collective oscillation in Case 2. The
frequencies of the collective oscillations of the three net-
works are ΩA ≃ 0.159, ΩB ≃ 0.148, and ΩC ≃ 0.172.

Figure 9 shows the waveforms for one period of each
network exhibiting collective oscillation in Case 3. The
frequencies of the collective oscillations of the two net-
works are ΩA ≃ 0.900 and ΩB ≃ 0.939.
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