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We study the interplay between diversity and noise in a 3D network of FitzHugh-Nagumo elements,
with topology and dimensions chosen to model a pancreatic β-cell cluster, as an example of an
excitable cell network. Our results show that diversity and noise are not equivalent sources of
disorder but have different effects on network dynamics. Their synchronization mechanisms may
act independently of one another or synergistically, depending on the mean value of the diversity
distribution compared to the intrinsic oscillatory range of the network elements.

I. Introduction

The study of the beneficial role of disorder in a broad
range of biological, physical, and chemical phenomena,
has become a fundamental research topic in complex sys-
tems dynamics. A seminal work in the field was the intro-
duction of stochastic resonance (SR) in the early eight-
ies, initially proposed to explain the occurrence of Earth
ice ages [1] and later on studied by numerous authors
across various disciplines [2–11]. SR can happen when a
nonlinear system is driven simultaneously by a periodic
external forcing and noise, resulting in an amplification
of the system response to the external signal [12].

Some of the subsequent studies showed that significant
noise-driven effects, analogous to SR, can be observed
also without periodicity of the external signal [13], and
even in the absence of any external signal, as in self-
induced stochastic resonance [14, 15] and coherence res-
onance [16]. Coherence resonance (CR) is an ordered
response of a nonlinear excitable system to an optimal
noise amplitude, resulting in regular pulses. Beyond its
effects on a single nonlinear unit, the role of noise was also
extensively studied from the standpoint of its ability to
improve synchronization in coupled oscillator networks,
again both in the absence and in the presence of an exter-
nal forcing [17–19]. Broadly speaking, one may say that
the first twenty years of research in this field focused, to
a large degree, on the effects of noise in bistable or ex-
citable systems [20, 21], comprising either several or just
one element.

At the beginning of the new century, it was found that
somewhat analogous effects to those of noise can be pro-
duced in networks of coupled oscillators through the het-
erogeneity of the oscillator population [22, 23]. This led
to the introduction of diversity-induced resonance (DIR),
which denotes the amplification of a network response to
an external signal, driven by the heterogeneity of network
elements [23–32]. Just like SR, also DIR can occur both
in the presence and in the absence of an external forcing.
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In the latter case it has been named diversity-induced
coherence [33].

It should be clear from the above that SR and CR can
occur even in systems made of a single element, therefore
they are not intrinsically collective phenomena. Instead,
by definition, DIR represents a collective disorder effect
driven by population heterogeneity.

Most of the previous literature has emphasized either
the analogies between SR and DIR [23, 34], considering
them as two faces of the same medal, or the possibility
to enhance resonance induced by noise thanks to diver-
sity optimization (or vice versa) [35–38]. Relatively lit-
tle work [39, 40] has been devoted to the implications
of the above-mentioned intrinsic difference between the
two phenomena, which has not yet been fully analyzed.
In this paper, by systematically studying the prototyp-
ical model of a heterogeneous network of pancreatic β-
cells [22, 41] with the addition of noise, we provide in-
sights into the different mechanisms by which diversity
and noise can have markedly distinct effects on network
dynamics.

II. Model

As a paradigmatic example of a system of coupled
nonlinear units, we investigate an excitable network of
FitzHugh-Nagumo elements.

Individual elements of such network are described by
the dimensionless FitzHugh-Nagumo equations [22, 41–
44]:

ẋ = a
(
x− x3/3 + y

)
, (1)

ẏ = − (x+ by − J) /a. (2)

When modelling the behavior of a β-cell, the variable x(t)
represents the fast relaxing membrane potential, while
y(t) is a recovery variable mimicking the slow potassium
channel gating. Depending on the value of J , the unit
will be in an oscillatory state if |J | < ε or in an excitable
state if |J | ≥ ε, where

ε =
3a2 − 2a2b− b2

3a3

√
a2 − b . (3)

In addition to determining the width of the oscillatory in-
terval (−ε,+ε), parameters a and b define the oscillation
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waveform and period.
Moving from the description of a single element to that

of a heterogeneous 3D network of N FitzHugh-Nagumo
units, we assume a cubic lattice topology. This implies
that each element is coupled to its six nearest neighbors
via a coupling term Cij(xj−xi), where i and j are indexes
that identify an element i and one of its coupled neigh-
bors j, and Cij is the interaction strength. Notice that
the choice of a cubic lattice topology is consistent with
what is known about the architecture of β-cell clusters,
where each cell is surrounded on average by 6-7 neighbor
cells [45, 46]. We make the simplifying assumption that
the value of the coupling constants is the same for each
network element, Cij ≡ C for any i, j. Since we want
to study the interplay between diversity and noise, we
also add a noise term ξi(t) to the first equation. Then
the corresponding FitzHugh-Nagumo equations for the
ith element of the network are [22, 41]:

ẋi = a

xi− xi3
3

+yi +C
∑

j∈{n}i

(xj−xi)+ξi(t)

, (4)

ẏi = −(xi + byi − Ji)/a . (5)

The sum over j in Eq. (4) is limited to the set {n}i of
the n = 6 neighbors coupled to the ith oscillator.

The Ji parameters in Eq. (5) are different for each
network element and are used to introduce diversity; the
ith element will be in an oscillatory state if |Ji| < ε or
in an excitable state if |Ji| ≥ ε. The Ji values are drawn
from a Gaussian distribution with standard deviation σd,
mean value Jav, and are randomly assigned to network
elements. The standard deviation σd will be used in what
follows as a measure of oscillator population diversity,
while the mean value Jav expresses how far the whole
population is from the oscillatory range (−ε,+ε).

The term ξi(t) in Eq. (4) is a Gaussian noise with zero
mean, standard deviation σn, and correlation function
〈ξi(t)ξj(t′)〉 = σn

2δijδ(t − t′), meaning that ξi(t) and
ξj(t) (i 6= j) are statistically independent of each other.
The standard deviation σn will be used in this work as a
measure of noise applied to each network element.

The reason why we add ξi(t) to the first equation for
the fast variable is that this maximizes the effects of
noise, making it easier to study its combination with di-
versity. Introducing ξi(t) into the second equation would
result in a minimal impact of noise on network synchro-
nization [35], due to the slower dynamics of the refractory
variable. Noise effects would be mostly averaged out to
zero by time integration and coupling, as we will show
below with some numerical simulations.

The above model, which to our knowledge is studied
here for the first time in the version we propose, can
be used to mimic various excitable biological systems,
such as pancreatic β-cell clusters and some types of neu-
rons [22, 35, 41, 47–49]. In what follows we use the model
to analyze the combined effect of diversity and noise, act-
ing together on the same network. In particular, we are
interested in potential synergies or antagonisms, as well

as in a possible hierarchy between the two sources of dis-
order, which in spite of some analogies have fundamen-
tally different synchronization mechanisms.

III. Qualitative theoretical analysis

The white noise ξi(t) in Eq. (4) can represent a ran-
domly fluctuating external current, which is able to shift
the nullcline of the x variable up or down and, therefore,
to instantaneously change the position of the equilibrium
point of each oscillator. Depending on the extent of the
shift and on the value of Ji, this may result in a switch
from a stable to an unstable equilibrium (or vice versa),
corresponding to a transition from a resting to a spiking
state of the oscillator (or vice versa).

This mechanism can be further illustrated, following
Ref. [23], by introducing the global variables X(t) =

N−1
∑N

i=1 xi(t) and Y (t) = N−1
∑N

i=1 yi(t). We then
define δi as the difference between xi and X, i.e., xi ≡
X+δi, and introduce M = N−1

∑N
i=1 δi

2 [23, 50]. There-
fore, M will increase when diversity increases. By aver-
aging Eqs. (4) and (5) over all N network elements, we
obtain the equations for the global variables X, Y :

Ẋ = a
[
X(1−M)−X3/3 + Y + ξG(t)

]
, (6)

Ẏ = −(X + bY − Jav)/a . (7)

Here noise effects are represented by a global white noise
term ξG(t) = N−1

∑
i ξi(t) with zero mean and correla-

tion function 〈ξG(t)ξG(t′)〉 = N−1σ2
nδ(t− t′).

It is instructive to observe the different impact of di-
versity and noise on the nullclines of Eqs. (6) and (7). A
change in diversity, i.e., in the standard deviation of the
Ji distribution, causes a change in M , which affects the
shape of the cubic nullcline by changing the coefficient
of the linear term X (see Fig. 1, panels (a) and (b)).
This indicates that diversity can have a significant effect
on overall network dynamics, independently of whether
the mean value Jav is inside or outside the intrinsic os-
cillatory range (−ε,+ε). On the other hand, the global
noise term ξG(t) can only cause rigid shifts, positive or
negative, of the cubic nullcline along the vertical axis, as
a consequence of its instantaneous fluctuations (compare
the dashed and solid lines in Fig. 1). This suggests that
noise is unlikely to play a constructive role when diver-
sity is optimized (i.e., in the conditions corresponding to
a DIR) and Jav = 0. In this situation, noise will likely
act as a perturbation of the system, which is already in
an intrinsically oscillatory and resonant state.

Let us now consider what happens when Jav 6= 0 (see
Fig. 1-(c)). In this case, the constant term Jav deter-
mines a rigid shift, upwards or downwards, of the second
nullcline. This can significantly change the position of
the equilibrium point of the system dynamics, turning
the network from oscillatory into excitable. In these con-
ditions, noise can play a synergistic role with diversity,
by causing instantaneous rigid shifts of the cubic null-
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cline that counterbalance the effect of Jav, thus triggering
global network oscillations.

It should be noted that we did not add a periodic driv-
ing force to our system equations, of the type A sin(Ωt).
As mentioned in the introduction, this term is not nec-
essary to observe either stochastic or diversity-induced
resonance effects and its presence would introduce the
additional constraint of matching two time scales, i.e.,
the driving force period and the oscillation period of the
FitzHugh-Nagumo elements constituting the network.

IV. Numerical results and discussion

In order to quantitatively study the combined effect of
diversity and noise, we numerically solve the FitzHugh-
Nagumo Eqs. (4) and (5) for a network of 103 elements
with the above-mentioned topology and the following sys-
tem parameters: a = 60, b = 1.45, C = 0.15. The se-
lected values of a and b generate a waveform and period
similar to those of bursting oscillations of pancreatic β-
cells [41]. We set the coupling constant C = 0.15, since,
as we verified in an earlier work [41], the oscillatory re-
sponse of the system is substantially unchanged by fur-
ther increasing C beyond C = 0.15.

We run simulations for a range of diversity values σd
(from σd = 0 to σd = 2.5) and, at the same time, for a
range of white noise standard deviation values σn (from
σn = 0 to σn = 5.0). We repeat this for each of the follow-
ing diversity distribution mean values: Jav = 0,±0.5,±1.

For each simulation, corresponding to a set of σd, σn,
and Jav values, we quantify the network synchronization
efficiency by computing the global oscillatory activity
ρ [22, 41],

ρ = N−1
√〈

[S(t)− S̄]2
〉
, (8)

where N = 103 is the total number of oscillators, S(t) =∑
i xi(t), and S̄ = 〈S(t)〉, with 〈. . . 〉 denoting a time

average. The results for the global oscillatory activity
ρ are plotted versus σd and σn, generating five three-
dimensional surfaces corresponding to each of the above
listed Jav values.

In the Jav = 0 regime (Fig. 2), where a relatively high
fraction or all of the network elements are inside the
intrinsic oscillatory range, simulation results show that
both diversity and noise are able to generate a resonance
on their own. If we move along the diversity axis (σn = 0,
no noise) or along the noise axis (σd = 0, no diversity),
we observe in both cases a resonance maximum that is
about 20-25% higher than the ρ value corresponding to
the origin. In addition, the two sources of noise seem to
act independently of one another, showing no evidence
of a synergy. As a matter of fact, the global maximum
of the surface coincides with the diversity-induced res-
onance maximum, therefore it occurs on the diversity
axis, i.e., at σd=0.5, σn=0. If, from this global maxi-
mum (shown as a full blue dot in Fig. 2), we move in

FIG. 1. Nullclines of Eqs. (6) and (7) for different values of
Jav and M . A comparison between panel (a) and (b) shows
the effect of M on the shape of the cubic nullcline. The area
delimited by the dashed curves above and below the cubic
nullcline in each panel illustrates the effect of instantaneous
shifts caused by noise with an amplitude of up to ±1.

any direction towards the middle of the surface, i.e., if
we add noise, there is no gain in terms of collective oscil-
latory activity. This is consistent with the predictions of
our qualitative theoretical analysis, indicating that noise
is unlikely to play a constructive role for Jav = 0, when
diversity is optimized.

Moving to the opposite end of the Jav range, i.e.,
Jav = ±1 (Fig. 3), we observe a very different situa-
tion. In this regime most network elements are outside
the intrinsic oscillatory range, either below (Jav = −1) or
above it (Jav = +1). Here the addition of noise to diver-
sity always results in a significant increase of the network
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FIG. 2. Global oscillatory activity ρ, defined in Eq. (8), as
a function of diversity (σd) and noise (σn), for Jav = 0. The
full blue dot highlights the global surface maximum, which
is coincident with the DIR maximum. The empty red dot
corresponds to the noise-induced resonance maximum.
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FIG. 3. Global oscillatory activity ρ, defined in Eq. (8), as a
function of diversity (σd) and noise (σn), for Jav = −1 (panel
(a)) and Jav = +1 (panel (b)). The full blue and empty
green/red dots in each panel highlight the global surface max-
imum, the DIR maximum and the noise-induced resonance
maximum, respectively.

oscillatory activity. In line with the theoretical analysis
based on global system variables, this can be explained by
considering that, in the case of Jav = −1, most network
elements are below the excitation threshold, i.e., in an ex-
citable state, and can be pushed up into the oscillatory
range by an instantaneous injection of positive external
current, deriving from sufficiently large noise fluctuations

with positive sign. Vice versa, in the case of Jav = +1,
most elements are above the upper limit of the intrin-
sic oscillatory range, i.e., in an excitation block state,
and can be pushed down into the oscillatory range by an
instantaneous injection of negative external current, de-
riving from negative noise fluctuations with sufficiently
large modulus. In both cases, the addition of noise on
top of diversity causes a synergistic effect and a remark-
able network synchronization improvement: for instance,
the network oscillatory activity for Jav = +1 raises by al-
most 50%, if we compare the DIR maximum (ρ ≈ 515,
empty green dot in Fig. 3, panel (b)), to the global max-
imum of the ρ surface (ρ ≈ 738, full blue dot in Fig. 3,
panel (b)) resulting from the combination of diversity
and noise effects. It is also apparent from the data that,
in this regime, noise is more efficient than diversity, as
shown by the significantly higher noise-induced resonance
maxima along the noise axis (empty red dots in Fig. 3,
panel (a) and (b)), compared to their equivalents along
the diversity axis (empty green dots in Fig. 3, panel (a)
and (b)).

It is worth noting that the position of the DIR gets
shifted towards higher values of σd going from Jav = 0 to
Jav = ±1. The DIR maximum is at σd = 0.5 for Jav = 0,
versus σd = 1 for both Jav = −1 and Jav = +1 (empty
green dots in Fig. 3, panels (a) and (b)). However, when
we combine together noise and diversity, the position of
the global maximum goes back to the same optimal di-
versity value found for Jav = 0 (full blue dots in Fig. 3,
panels (a) and (b)). The mechanism of this effect is that
noise stochastically ”throws” network elements towards
the oscillatory range, and it does so with respect to an av-
erage position on the J axis that is determined, for each
element, by its Ji coefficient, deriving from the diversity
distribution. When this mechanism reaches the highest
efficiency, i.e., at the global maximum of the surface, the
optimal diversity for Jav = ±1 tends to be equal to that
for Jav = 0. We may conclude that, in the Jav = ±1
regime, there is a strong synergy between diversity and
stochastic effects, which significantly broadens the range
of resonant states of the network versus what can be ob-
served when either source of disorder is applied individ-
ually.

Finally, in the intermediate regime corresponding to
Jav = ±0.5 (Fig. 4), we observe an in between situation,
with various regions of the ρ surface where the combi-
nation of diversity and noise produces a synergy and an
extension of the resonant range of the network. For ex-
ample, at Jav = −0.5, there are no network oscillations
for diversity values σd = 0.0 and σd = 0.25, whereas,
with the addition of noise, resonant states are observed
in both cases, starting from σn = 1 and σn = 0.5, respec-
tively. We point out that, also in this regime, the global
maximum of the ρ surface due the combined diversity-
and noise-induced resonance occurs, for Jav = −0.5, at
σd = 0.5 (full blue dot in Fig. 4, panel (a)) and is shifted
to smaller values with respect to the DIR maximum in
the absence of noise (σd = 0.75, empty green dot in Fig. 4,
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FIG. 4. Global oscillatory activity ρ, defined in Eq. (8), as
a function of diversity (σd) and noise (σn), for Jav = −0.5
(panel (a)) and Jav = +0.5 (panel (b)). The full blue and
empty green/red dots in each panel highlight the global sur-
face maximum, the DIR maximum and the noise-induced res-
onance maximum, respectively.

panel (a)). Therefore, the mechanism described in the
previous paragraph, regarding the tendency of the opti-
mal diversity value to be equal to that for Jav = 0, is at
play here as well.

In order to confirm the rationale for our choice of
adding the noise term ξi(t) into the first FitzHugh-
Nagumo equation, Eq. (4), we also performed some sim-
ulations where ξi(t) was added instead into the second
equation, Eq. (5). We did this for Jav = 0 and Jav = −1.
As expected, the results reported in Fig. 5 show that in
this case the effect of noise is negligible and the network
dynamics is entirely determined by diversity [35].

V. Conclusions

Our theoretical and numerical analysis shows that,
while there are some analogies between diversity- and
noise-induced network synchronization, the two effects
are substantially different and interact with each other
differently, depending on the distance of the mean value
of the diversity distribution from the intrinsic oscillatory
range of the network elements. Specifically, when the
diversity distribution is centered around the intrinsic os-
cillatory range (Jav = 0), diversity and noise act inde-
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FIG. 5. Global oscillatory activity ρ, defined in Eq. (8), as a
function of diversity (σd) and noise (σn), for Jav = 0 (panel
(a)) and Jav = −1 (panel (b)), when noise is added into the
second equation (5).

pendently of one another and there is no indication of a
synergy. On the other hand, when the mean value of the
diversity distribution is far away from the intrinsic oscil-
latory range (Jav = ±1), then there is a clear synergy
between the two sources of disorder, which determines a
major improvement of network synchronization. In addi-
tion, in this regime, noise can improve network synchro-
nization more effectively than diversity. This provides
useful indications on the relative importance of the two
effects in different network configurations, and on the
possibility to neglect one or the other as a consequence.

Another important finding is that the optimal diversity
value of the network is the same in all regimes, if noise is
taken into account. In other words, when noise effects are
added, the amount of diversity that maximizes collective
oscillatory efficiency seems to be an intrinsic property of
the network, independent of Jav.

The fact that diversity and noise are not equivalent
sources of disorder, but have distinct effects on network
dynamics, may have implications for biological systems.
Our results suggest that different network configurations
can lead to a hierarchy between the two sources of disor-
der. This may have driven the exploitation of diversity
and noise to a different degree in different biological sys-
tems during their evolution, depending on their specific
nature and on the types of signals that trigger their ac-
tivity.
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