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The Kuramoto model is a commonly used mathematical model for studying synchronized oscilla-
tions in biological systems, with its temporal synchronization properties well studied. However, the
properties of spatial waves have received less attention. This paper investigates the spatial waves
formed by locally coupled oscillators arranged in an n × n grid. Numerical simulations show that
directional waves can form when the system exhibits heterogeneity, while spiral waves can arise in
homogeneous systems. Interestingly, both wave patterns remain stable under minor noise distur-
bances. To explain the properties of the spatial wave pattern, starting from the simplest case of a
2×2 grid, we analytically calculate the phase differences between oscillators to discuss the formation
of wave patterns in the system. We then apply this method to compute the stable and saddle points
and corresponding wave patterns of some n× n grid cases and discuss their stability. Furthermore,
linear approximation reveals that the wave pattern under noise is the noiseless wave pattern plus its
first-order approximation, indicating that the wave pattern remains stable within a certain range of
noise. These results suggest that the necessary condition for directional wave propagation in biolog-
ical systems is the presence of heterogeneity that far exceeds noise. In contrast, the disappearance
of heterogeneity may induce spiral waves, often corresponding to disease states.

I. INTRODUCTION

Winfree’s novel paper[1] introduced the population oscillator model into biological research, mainly used to study
the phenomenon of synchronized oscillations that frequently occur in biological systems. The Kuramoto model[2, 3] is
the most well-known population oscillator model used to study this phenomenon. In biological systems, synchronized
oscillations are often accompanied by spatial wave propagation, such as the propagation of electrical signals in the
nervous system[4] or calcium waves in the heart[5]. Some specific wave patterns, such as spiral waves, are corresponded
to disease states.[4] Our lab recently focused on synchronized calcium oscillations in pancreatic islet cells.[6] The
pancreas is an organ responsible for maintaining blood sugar homeostasis. After a meal, the rise in blood sugar
levels stimulates the beta cells in the pancreatic islets to secrete insulin. During this process, the cytoplasm calcium
concentration in beta cells also periodically increases synchrony, which is crucial for hormone release. Therefore,
figuring out the underlying mechanism of synchronized calcium oscillations is essential.

Our data show that calcium waves in healthy islets led by pacemaker cells propagate through whole islets. However,
spiral waves can appear in the pancreatic islet model under high-fat diet-induced pre-diabetic conditions. Since calcium
in single beta cells oscillates simultaneously under high glucose stimulation, beta cells in islets are electrically coupled
with local neighbors by gap junction, it is proper to use a locally coupled Kuramoto model to study spatial wave
patterns. (Details see Section II) Numerical simulations showed that wave propagation could be formed from this
cluster when the system exhibits spatial heterogeneity, such as a cell cluster with a faster intrinsic frequency. When
this heterogeneity disappears, spiral waves can emerge in the system. Moreover, these two types of spatial wave
patterns are robust to noise. It is qualitatively similar to the observation in experiments, which encouraged us to
discuss the pattern formation in this system theoretically.

The temporal synchronization [2, 7, 8] and spatial wave properties [9–14] are well-studied in Kuramoto models.
Considerable discussion has been devoted to traveling wave propagation and stability in the Locally Coupled Kuramoto
Model in one-dimensional settings, as reported in previous works[11, 15], while the focus in two-dimensional systems
has been on the complete phase-lock state (a trivial solution in which there is no phase difference in the system) and
spiral wave patterns. Ermentrout and Paullet’s seminal work [9] first reported a globally stable rotation solution to
the locally coupled Kuramoto model by introducing proper symmetry, which has since been applied in subsequent
works to regular graphs [12] and discussed extensively in infinite systems [13]. Aside from discussing the rotation
solution in terms of symmetry, another approach involves simplifying the Kuramoto model into other two-dimensional
models, such as considering its continuum limit and approximating it as a reaction-diffusion model[10]. Alternatively,
it can be integrated into the XY model[14], with the vortex structure (spiral wave pattern) observed in the Kuramoto
model being explained through the Kosterlitz-Thouless (KT) phase transition.

While these impressive works have demonstrated various wave patterns in the Kuramoto model, this article is a
complementary to the field that introduces a new method for calculating wave pattern formation in the locally-coupled
Kuramoto model. The method begins with a 2 × 2 grid, calculating analytical solutions for the phase differences
between oscillators under arbitrary conditions. It also discusses how introducing bilateral and quadrilateral symmetry
into the degenerate form can result in rotated equilibrium states, respectively. Additionally, the method is applied
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to higher-order grids, providing analytical solutions for directional wave propagation in a 3 × 3 grid and spiral wave
patterns in a 4× 4 grid. Notably, based on discussions regarding the degenerate form in the 2× 2 grid and detailed
calculations using the new method, this work not only reproduces the stable solution with quadrilateral symmetry
reported in [9] (referred to as W1 below), but also derives unstable equilibrium solutions with bilateral symmetry.
Moreover, they are identified as 1st-order saddle points by calculating the eigenvalues of the Jacobian matrix. On the
other hand, this article attempted to estimate the influence of biological noise. The linear approximation method gives
a good approximation of the impact of biological noise on wave patterns, highlighting the significance of heterogeneity
in biological systems, which far exceeds that of noise.

II. NUMERICAL SIMULATION

The locally-coupled model discussed in this article refers to oscillators arranged on an n × n grid, where each
oscillator only connects to its neighboring oscillators, (FIG. 1 A). Since the number of cells in the biological system is
finite and has boundaries, the model considers finite oscillators and does not have periodic boundaries, i.e., oscillators
at the corner only have two neighbors. Our model assumes two types of oscillators in the system with different
intrinsic frequencies to simulate the calcium waves observed in the pancreatic islets. The faster oscillators, which
arrange at corners, act as pacemaker cells to trigger directional wave propagation (FIG. 1 B). However, replacing
these fast oscillators with slow ones, the system ocassionally exhibits spiral wave patterns. (FIG. 1 C)

Fast Oscillators

Slow Oscillators

Wave Propagation 
Direction

Directional Wave Spiral Wave 
Homeogeneous

Locally Coupled Kuramoto Model
A B C

FIG. 1: Typical wave patterns in locally coupled Kuramoto model.

Calculation of order parameters of the system reveals that the directional wave approaches a value of 1, while
the spiral wave corresponds to a small value. (FIG. 2B, the initial point of each line) Moreover, the sensitivity
of these two wave patterns to changes in parameters is markedly different. In the Kuramoto model, the coupling
constant k between oscillators is the most crucial parameter. Intuitively, as the strength of the coupling increases, the
wave propagation speed should increase, and the phase difference between oscillators in the system should decrease.
Numerical simulations confirm that the directional wave behaves as expected: as the coupling strength increases,
the maximum phase difference between oscillators in the system decreases and the wave speed increases. (FIG. 2A,
directional wave) However, the behavior of the spiral wave exhibits little change under these conditions. (FIG. 2A,
spiral wave) This can also be observed from the changes in the order parameter: the order parameter of the directional
wave increases as the coupling strength increases (FIG. 2B, red line), whereas the order parameter of the spiral wave
remains relatively unchanged(FIG. 2B, blue line).

In actual biological systems, noise cannot be ignored, and parameters in the system often exhibit some degree
of randomness. Therefore, simulations with noise were performed in this study by adding Gaussian noise to the
intrinsic frequency ω and coupling strength k, where the intensity of the noise is determined by the variance σ2. The
simulation results indicate that adding small levels of noise to either the intrinsic frequency or coupling strength does
not significantly alter the wave patterns of the directional or spiral waves (as shown in FIG. 3A,B, the first and second
rows and columns). However, when both are subjected to relatively high levels of noise, the original wave patterns
may be disrupted (as shown in FIG. 3A,B, the third row and third column). This suggests that both types of wave
patterns are stably present and possess limited ability to resist noise.
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FIG. 2: Wave pattern changes with increasing coupling strength K
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FIG. 3: Wave pattern changes with increasing noise on K and ω

III. CONDITION OF EQUILIBRIUM STATE

Consider a symmetrically-coupled Kuramoto model (eq.1),

dθi
dt

= ωi +
∑
j∈Λi

kji sin(θj − θi) (1)

with average rotation speed ω. Λi contains the indices of neighbor oscillator j that are adjacent to oscillator i.

In the context of the oscillator model, it is common for the natural frequency of oscillators to be greater than zero,
resulting in the derivative of θi with respect to time (dθidt ) being non-zero at the equilibrium state. However, even
though the system is not in a stable state in the traditional sense, the oscillators may still reach a state of phase locking,
where the relative motion between oscillators is zero. In this study, the equilibrium state refers to the phase-locked
state, where all oscillators are synchronized such that for any two oscillators θi and θj , limt→∞ θj−θi = Cji,∀i, j holds,
where Cji is a constant. The following lemma provides evidence that the phase-locked equilibrium state of oscillators
can be effectively represented by a hypothetical ”average oscillator” phase difference augmented by a constant term.
Proof of Lemma 1 is stated in Appendix.A.

Lemma 1 Dynamic system (eq.1) reaches an equilibrium state equivalent to that all oscillators θi are phase-locked
to average rotation ωt. In other words, θi − ωt ≡ Ωi,∀i.
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IV. TYPICAL WAVE PATTERN IN THE 2 × 2 GRID

The 2× 2 square grid is the smallest unit of a square grid, with each oscillator at the corner interacting only with
its two neighboring oscillators. In this section, I will first present the analytical solution for the phase shift between
oscillators when the system reaches equilibrium in a 2x2 grid. Then, I will demonstrate how this method can be used
to analyze a general nxn grid. Finally, I will illustrate the possible complex dynamics of this simple dynamical system.

A. Analytic solution to the 2 × 2 grid

The explicit equation for this system is shown below, in which φ1 = θ2− θ1, φ2 = θ3− θ2, φ3 = θ4− θ3, φ4 = θ1− θ4,
as it is shown in FIG. 4A.

dθ1

dt
= ω1 + k(sin(φ1)− sin(φ4))

dθ2

dt
= ω2 + k(sin(φ2)− sin(φ1))

dθ3

dt
= ω3 + k(sin(φ3)− sin(φ2))

dθ4

dt
= ω4 + k(sin(φ4)− sin(φ3))

(2)

By subtracting these equations pairwise, we obtain the dynamics equation that is solely related to the phase
difference, as demonstrated below

dφ1

dt
= ω2 − ω1 + k(sin(φ2) + sin(φ4)− 2 sin(φ1))

dφ2

dt
= ω3 − ω2 + k(sin(φ3) + sin(φ1)− 2 sin(φ2))

dφ3

dt
= ω4 − ω3 + k(sin(φ4) + sin(φ2)− 2 sin(φ3))

dφ4

dt
= ω1 − ω4 + k(sin(φ1) + sin(φ3)− 2 sin(φ4))

(3)

This dynamical system’s equilibrium state comprises the following equations, which were written in a matrix form.−2 1 0 1
1 −2 1 0
0 1 −2 1
1 0 1 −2


sin(φ1)

sin(φ2)
sin(φ3)
sin(φ4)

 =


ω1−ω2

k
ω2−ω3

k
ω3−ω4

k
ω4−ω1

k

 (4)

This is the solution to the equation, and because the coefficient matrix is rank deficient, the answer to the equation
possesses one degree of freedom δ. sin(φ1)

sin(φ2)
sin(φ3)
sin(φ4)

 =


−3ω1+ω2+ω3+ω4

4k−ω1−ω2+ω3+ω4

2k−ω1−ω2−ω3+3ω4

4k
0

+ δ (5)

To determine the specific value of this degree of freedom, it is necessary to consider a natural constraint on φi:

φ1 + φ2 + φ3 + φ4 = 0 (6)

From this equatithree new equations can be obtained by selecting two variables and moving them to the other
sideline, taking the sine on both sides.

sin(φ1 + φ2) = − sin(φ3 + φ4)

sin(φ1 + φ3) = − sin(φ2 + φ4)

sin(φ1 + φ4) = − sin(φ2 + φ3)

(7)
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By expanding the terms in these equations and rearranging them into matrix form, it is possible to obtain the
following: cos(φ2) cos(φ1) cos(φ4) cos(φ3)

cos(φ3) cos(φ4) cos(φ1) cos(φ2)
cos(φ4) cos(φ3) cos(φ2) cos(φ1)


sin(φ1)

sin(φ2)
sin(φ3)
sin(φ4)

 =

0
0
0

 (8)

The intuitive interpretation of this linear equation is that the vectors comprised of the cosine terms as coefficients
are situated within the null space of the vector constituted by the sine terms.cos(φ2)

cos(φ1)
cos(φ4)
cos(φ3)

 ,
cos(φ3)

cos(φ4)
cos(φ1)
cos(φ2)

 ,
cos(φ4)

cos(φ3)
cos(φ2)
cos(φ1)

 ∈ nullspace[

sin(φ1)
sin(φ2)
sin(φ3)
sin(φ4)

] (9)

By deriving the expression for the sin component vector at the outset, its corresponding null space can also be
represented using a free variable δ.

nullspace[

sin(φ1)
sin(φ2)
sin(φ3)
sin(φ4)

] = {

η1

1
0
0

 ,
η2

0
1
0

 ,
η3

0
0
1

} (10)

In which,

η1 =
2(ω1 + ω2 − ω3 − ω4 − 2kδ)

−3ω1 + ω2 + ω3 + 4kδ

η2 =
ω1 + ω2 + ω3 − 3ω4 − 4kδ

−3ω1 + ω2 + ω3 + 4kδ

η3 =
−4kδ

−3ω1 + ω2 + ω3 + ω4 + 4kδ

(11)

As a four-dimensional vector with a rank of 1, the null space has a dimensionality of three, aligning with the three
vectors formed bycombiningf cosine terms. Here is an example:

cos(φ2)
cos(φ1)
cos(φ4)
cos(φ3)

 = cos(φ1)

η1

1
0
0

+ cos(φ4)

η2

0
1
0

+ cos(φ3)

η3

0
0
1

 (12)

Therefore it gives that

cos(φ2) = cos(φ1)η1 + cos(φ4)η2 + cos(φ3)η3 (13)

Expanding the cosine vectors in the nullspace can obtain the equation relationship between cos(θi) can be obtained.
Rearranging this equation relationship yields the following matrix form.

η1 −1 η3 η2

η2 η3 −1 η1

η3 η2 η1 −1


cos(φ1)

cos(φ2)
cos(φ3)
cos(φ4)

 =

0
0
0
0

 (14)

The linear equation obtained provides the conditions satisfied by cos(θi), namely that it lies within the null space
of the coefficient matrix constructed from ηi. Given that ηi is represented by the free variable δ and that cos(θi) can
also be expressed as a function of δ through the essential formula cos(θ)2 = 1− sin(θ)2, a polynomial equation solely
dependent on δ can be derived. Notably, this equation is a polynomial of degree at most 4, indicating the existence
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of analytical solutions. The explicit form is complex to show, coordinates of the nullspace vector is denoted as ci and
the exact values are given in Appendix.B. That is, for example:

cos(θ1)

cos(θ4)
=
c1
c4

(15)

Finally, cos(φi)
2 = 1− sin(φi)

2 takes back into eq.15, and have:

1− sin(φ1)2

1− δ2
=
c21
c24

(16)

This fractional equation, after being simplified, becomes a quartic equation in terms of δ.
Although the general solution form may be highly complex, this method provides a convenient approach to obtaining

solutions for specific cases. Here are some examples where for the sake of simplicity, the coupling coefficient k is
assumed to be a constant k. For simplicity, ω4 is assumed to be zero.

1. ω1 = ν, ω2 = ρ+ ν, ω3 = ρ.

16(4kδ + ρ− v)(−2kδ + v)2(−ρ+ v)3(ρ+ v)2

k2
= 0 (17)

2. ω1 = ρ, ω2 = λρ, ω3 = ρ.

− λρ2(λρ− 2ρ)3(8kδ + λρ− 2ρ)(−8kδ + λρ+ 2ρ)2

16k2
= 0 (18)

3. ω1 = κ, ω2 = 2κ, ω3 = 3κ.

− 256ρ4
(
16k2δ2

(
−1 + δ2

)
+ 16kδ3ρ+

(
1 + 3δ2

)
ρ2
)

= 0 (19)

4. ω1 = ν, ω2 = 0, ω3 = ρ.

−
(ρ− 3v)(8kδ + ρ− 3v)3

(
ρ2 − v2

)2
16k2

= 0 (20)

To verify the validity of the solution, I present a numerical calculation case. In this example, we assume ω1 =
6, ω2 = 2, ω3 = 4, ω4 = 0. The dots in the graph represent the sin(φi) values at equilibrium obtained from the
numerical calculation, while the curve is the analytical solution obtained from the formula. It can be seen that the
two perfectly match each other, with the coupling coefficient step size of 0.5 for each data point.

2 8 16
coupling strength

- 0.8

- 0.4

0.4

0.8

Sin[ i]

Sin[ 1] Sin[ 2] Sin[ 3] Sin[ 4]

φ

φ φ φ φ

FIG. 4: sin(φi) decreases with increasing k. Dots: numerical simulation. Curves: analytic solution
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B. Extended 2 × 2 grid

This method gives a new way to calculate analytic phase shifts between neighbor oscillators. Consider an n × n
grid with random connections and random intrinsic frequencies. By lemma 1, the equilibrium state of this system is
determined by:

ωi − ω +
∑
j∈Λ

Kji sin(φj,i) = 0 (21)

Where φj,i = φj−φi. It contains n2 equations while the number of variables is 2n(n−1). Moreover, the summation
of all equations is 0, which indicates one free variable. These equations have at least (n− 1)2 free variables. On the
other hand, the n × n grid generates (n − 1)2 two-by-two grids, which consist o f φi,j , i, j = 1, 2, . . . , n. Replacing
φi,j into two-by-two grids will have (n − 1)2 equations for (n − 1)2 variables—theoretically, all of it could be solved
analytically.

Lemma 2 if the equilibrium states of four oscillators following the two-by-two grids are sin(φi) = δi, i = 1, 2, 3, 4,

then cosine of the phase shift vector

cos(φ1)
cos(φ2)
cos(φ3)
cos(φ4)

 is parallel to:

 −δ
3
1 − 2δ2δ3δ4 + δ1(δ2

2 + δ2
3 + δ2

4)
δ2
1δ2 − 2δ1δ3δ4 + δ2(−δ2

2 + δ2
3 + δ2

4)
δ2
1δ3 − 2δ1δ2δ4 + δ3(δ2

2 − δ2
3 + δ2

4)
δ2
1δ4 − 2δ1δ2δ3 + δ4(δ2

2 + δ2
3 − δ2

4)

 (22)

C. Complex behaviors in a degenerate 2 × 2 grid

Although Lemma 2 is a powerful tool to get analytic solution, it was not helpful to degenerate form, i.e., more
than (n− 1)2 freedoms in some cases, and then the phase shift vector is parallel to a hyperplane instead of a specific
direction, which actually helps the spiral wave formation. The equivalent condition of degenerate form for a 2 × 2
grid is:

det(

[
δ1 δ2
δ4 δ3

]
) = 0 (23)

It is an inspiring example, considering a two-by-two grid with constraints that ωi = 0 and sin(φ1) = sin(φ2) =
sin(φ3) = sin(φ4) = γ. It is quite a simple case but exhibits abundant dynamic behaviors.

First, sin(φi) = γ = 0 is a trivial solution to this problem. Besides, the direction vector of

cos(φ1)
cos(φ2)
cos(φ3)
cos(φ4)

 is

−1
1
0
0

 ,
−1

0
1
0

 ,
−1

0
0
1

 which implies various solutions other than the trivial one. By adding 2π to both sides of

eq.6 and partitioning 2π equally among each φi, the equation can be transformed into:

(φ1 +
π

2
) + (φ2 +

π

2
) + (φ3 +

π

2
) + (φ4 +

π

2
) = 2π (24)

Let φ′i = φi + π
2 , where i = 1, 2, 3, 4. Then it follows that:

cos(φ′1) = cos(φ′2) = cos(φ′3) = cos(φ′4) (25)

The complex numbers ξi are defined as:
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ξi = eiφ
′
i (26)

It is stated that all ξi are identical or conjugates of each other, and:

ξ1ξ2ξ3ξ4 = 1 (27)

Therefore, there are three possible scenarios:

S0. (Complete synchronization) If ξi are identical, then ξ4
i = 1. This results in φ′i = π

2 , which corresponds to
the trivial solution φi = 0.

S1. (Quadrilateral rotation symmetry) If one pair of conjugate ξj , assuming that is φ1 and φ2, and the other

two are identical, then ξ2
i ξjξj = ξ2

i = 1. It follows that φ′1 = φ′2 = φ′3 = 0 and −φ′4 equals 2π (Clockwise), or
φ′1 = φ′2 = π and φ′3 = −φ′4 equals π or −π (Anti-clockwise), since cos(θ′2) = cos(θ′3).

S2. (Bilateral-like rotation symmetry) If there are two pairs of conjugate ξi, then ξ1ξ2ξ3ξ4 = ξiξiξjξj = 1
is always true. Assume φ1 = θ∗ then possible solutions overfull φ2, φ3, φ4 can be taken from any permutation of
θ∗,−θ∗, 2π − θ∗.

0

0

0

0

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

A B C

S0 S1 S2

FIG. 5: Wave pattern of a 2 by 2 grid. Left: S0. Middle: S1. Right: S2.

The physical pictures in each scenario are clear: (1) The trivial solution states that all oscillators are completely
synchronized without phase shifts. (2) The second case generates a rotation with phase shift π

2 . (3) The last case
generates a bilateral-like rotation symmetry. In particular, only the first case is a stable equilibrium state, while the
other two are unstable. Replacing φ4 by φ4 = −φ1 − φ2 − φ3, this dynamic system is reduced, and the corresponding
Jacobian becomes

−2 cos(φ1)− cos(φ4) cos(φ2)− cos(φ4) − cos(φ4)
cos(φ1) −2 cos(φ2) cos(φ3)

− cos(φ4) cos(φ2)− cos(φ4) −2 cos(φ3)− cos(φ4)

 (28)

For the first case, the eigenvalues of Jacobian are −4,−2,−2, which means the trivial solution is stable. For the
case (b), the Jacobian becomes an all-zero matrix with all zero eigenvalues. For the case (c), there are three possible

results. If diagonal phase shifts are conjugate, i.e., ξ1 = ξ̄3 and ξ2 = ξ̄4 , then the eigenvalues are −2
√

2λ, 2
√

2λ, 0. If
neighbor phase shifts are conjugate, i.e., ξ1 = ξ̄2 and ξ3 = ξ̄4, then the eigenvalues are −2λ, 2λ, 0. All of them indicate
a saddle equilibrium state.

In the next section, I will show that all those dynamic behaviors emerge in a larger grid.

V. SPATIAL WAVE PATTERN IN n× n GRID

In this section, I will use Lemma 1 and Lemma 2 to provide explanations for some of the phenomena observed
in numerical simulations.

A. Directional wave

To simplify the problem, consider a model in which only the oscillator located at the top left corner of an n×n grid
has a larger rotational speed ωh, while all other oscillators have a lower speed ωl, and their difference is ωh − ωl = ω.
This means that the wave propagation is driven by this corner oscillator.
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1. Analytic solution to the 3 × 3 grid

First of all, consider a simple example of a 3 × 3 grid of oscillators arranged as shown in FIG.6A. Using Lemma
1, the equilibrium condition for this system can be obtained as shown in FIG.6A. Additionally, assume that the
coupling strengths, kij = k, are identical. Now, applying Lemma 2 to the top-right grid (i.e., θ1,2, θ1,3, θ2,2, θ2,3), let

sin(θ1,3 − θ1,2) = x and ρ = ω
n2k , in which n = 3 in this case. Taking δ1 = x, δ2 = x+ ρ, δ3 = 5ρ

2 + x, δ4 = 3ρ+ x, we

can find that the cosine of the phase shift vector
[
cos(φ1) cos(φ2) cos(φ3) cos(φ4)

]
is parallel to:

 2(13x+ 20ρ)
−2(11x+ 19ρ)
−(14x+ 25ρ)

10x+ 14ρ

 (29)

By calculating cos(φ1)
cos(φ4) = 13x+20

5x+7 and cos(φ2)
cos(φ4) = 11x+19

5x+7 , the equation that x needs to satisfy is obtained:

24x3 + 208ρx2 + 8(65ρ2 − 3)x+ (400ρ2 − 39)ρ = 0 (30)

Since x is solved, all phase shifts are also obtained simultaneously, which is consistent to the numerical simulation
in Fig. 6.

, ,
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4 3

1
2

1
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FIG. 6: Phase shift x decreases with increasing k. Red dots: numerical simulation. Red curve: analytic solution

2. Wave propagation in the n× n grid with noise

Next, consider a larger grid and let all oscillators rotate from the zero phase. Lemma 1 shows that for the ”driver”
oscillator θ1,1, the equilibrium state of phase shifts is:

sin(θ1,1 − θ1,2) = sin(θ1,1 − θ2,1) =
(n2 − 1)

2
ρ (31)

For the ”passenger” oscillator θn,n, the equilibrium state of phase shifts sin(θn−1,n − θn,n) = sin(θn,n−1 − θn,n)
equals 1

2ρ. For oscillators between these two, their phase shifts between each other are also located in this interval,
and this wave propagates along the direction of decreasing sin(φij).

Therefore, both ω and k can determine the wave pattern: (1) If ω increases, the average speed ω̄ also increases, as
well as phase shifts. (2) If k increases, the phase shifts will decrease which means the all oscillators synchronize more
closely.

Now consider the general case to explore the influence of noise. Assume that intrinsic frequencies of all oscillators
are taken from a normal distribution N (ωl, σω) , except for ”driver oscillator” which is taken from the distribution
N (ωh, σ

2
ω) with a larger intrinsic frequency, i.e., ωh > ωl and define ωh − ωl = ω. Denote ∆ωi = ωi − ωl, i = 2, .., n2
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and ∆ω1 = ω1 − ωh,. Assume that coupling strengths kij are taken from N (µk, σ
2
k). To simplify the problem, let

σk � µk. By Lemma 1, the condition of equilibrium state is determined by d(θi−ω̄t)
dt , or:

∑
j∈Λi

kji sin(θj − θi) = ω̄ − ωi (32)

If the noise σl is close to zero, then it is similar to the simple case discussed before. Therefore, it is natural to
introduce a linear perturbation ∆θi = θi − θ∗i on each oscillator when the noise increase. Here θ∗i satisfy:

∑
j∈Λi

kji sin(θ∗j − θ∗i ) =
ωh − ωl
n2

+ (ωl − ωi) (33)

Taking the first order expansion by sin(x + ∆x) ≈ sin(x) + cos(x)∆x + o(∆x2), the new condition of equilibrium
state becomes:

∑
j∈Λi

kji sin(θ∗j − θ∗i ) +
∑
j∈Λi

kji cos(θ∗j − θ∗i )(∆θj −∆θi)

=
ωh − ωl
n2

+ (ωl − ωi)−
∑

∆ωi
n2

−∆ωi

(34)

With eq.33, above equations are reduced to:

∑
j∈Λi

kji cos(θ∗j − θ∗i )(∆θj −∆θi) = −
∑

∆ωi
n2

−∆ωi (35)

Since ∆ωi ∼ N (0, σ2
ω), then

∑
∆ωi
n2 is close to 0 when n is large. On the other hand cos(θ∗j−θ∗i ) =

√
1− sin(θ∗j − θ∗i )2 ≥√

1− σ2

µ2
k

(n2−1)2

(2n2)2 ≥
√

1− σ2

4µ2
k

and most of phase difference are much little so that the cos terms are close to 1. By

dividing µk on both sides of eq.36 and denoting k̃ij =
kij
µk
, ∆̃ωi = ∆ωi

µk
, an approximation of eq.35 is:

∑
j∈Λi

k̃ji(∆θj −∆θi) = −∆̃ωi (36)

By assumption σk � µk, therefore k̃ij ∼ N (1,
σ2
k

µ2
k

) is around 1. On the other hand, ∆̃ωi ∼ N (0,
σ2
ω

µ2
k

).

To measure how the noise perturb the wave propagation, here provides an index,

rω =
θ1,1 − θn,n

max{θi,j − θn,n | i, j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}}
(37)

Intuitively, the index is 1 when there is no noise since θ1,1 is the ”driver” oscillator and wave propagates to the
end oscillator θn,n. However, when the noise increases, the leadership of θ1,1 may be sabotaged by other oscillators,
i.e., the intrinsic frequency of one oscillator is extreme large due to huge σω and even exceed the ”driver”, then the
index rω will below 1. By keeping µk and change σω, for example µk = 4, the index rω will remains at 1 at first and
decrease soonly after σω exceeds 0.1. Simulation result implies that the wave propagation direction will remain under
a small noise but vanish soonly if increasing the noise. (Red line in Fig.8)

Although the analytic form of rω is hard to get, an approximation form can be addressed based on eq.36. Replace
θ with θ∗ + ∆θ, then θ1,1 − θn,n = θ∗1,1 − θ∗n,n + ∆θ1,1 −∆θn,n and max{θi,j − θn,n} = θ∗1,1 − θ∗n,n + ∆θ1,1 −∆θn,n +
max{θi,j − θ1,1}. For a given n, θ∗1,1 − θ∗n,n is a fixed value. Denote the variance of ∆θi is σ̃ω so that the scale of

∆θ1,1 − ∆θn,n is roughly governed by the distribution N (0, 2σ̃ω
2
). For max{θi,j − θ1,1}, if noise is small then the

oscillator {i, j} would be close to the ”driver” and this difference is close to 0. If noise is large then the difference
θ∗i,j − θ∗1,1 would be overwhelmed by the noise, in which is governed by the expectation of extreme (maximal) value

distribution of N (0, 2σ̃ω
2
). In all, an approximation form r̃ω is:
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r̃ω =
θ∗1,1 − θ∗n,n +

√
2σ̃ω

θ∗1,1 − θ∗n,n +
√

2σ̃ω +
√

2σ̃ωΦ−1(
n2−π8
n2−π4 +1 )

(38)

In eq.38, the explicit form of θ∗1,1 − θ∗n,n is hard to solve, and the exact values with no noise for the beginning ten

can be found in the left of Fig.7. Finding σ̃ω
2

is also a troublesome task, and it can be numerically observed that

there is a proportion rσ,n between σ̃ω
2

and
σ2
ω

µ2
k

that increases with n, which is shown in the right of Fig.7. Therefore

r̃ω can also expressed as a function of σω
µk

:

r̃ω(σω) =
θ∗1,1 − θ∗n,n +

√
2rσ,n

σω
µk

θ∗1,1 − θ∗n,n +
√

2rσ,n
σω
µk

+
√

2rσ,n
σω
µk

Φ−1(
n2−π8
n2−π4 +1 )

(39)
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rσ,n

FIG. 7: Left: θ∗1,1 − θ∗n,n. Right: Mean of rσ,n when µk = 1.

Eq.39 qualitatively shows how the increasing noise σω destroys the wave propagation and how the increasing coupling
strength µk slows down this destruction. See FIG.8. More importantly, if the system does not have an significantly
fast oscillator that can overcome the noise, a directional wave propagation is hard to form.

10-4 0.001 0.010 0.100 1 10

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

FIG. 8: Directional wave propagation vanishes with increasing noise. Red line: Numerical simulation. Each points
contains 400 trials. Simulation parameters: n = 8, ωfast ∼ N (2, σ), ωslow ∼ N (1, σ), kij ∼ N (4, 0.05), and

σ = 0.0001, 0.001, 0.01, 0.1, 0.2, 0.4, 0.8, 1, 2, 4, 10. Blue line: Prediction by eq.39.

3. Overspeed case

Finally, spend some space explaining the state of the system when the equilibrium condition cannot be satisfied,

that is, when the equilibrium condition eq.31 cannot be met, which is equivalent to ω
µk

> 2n2

n2−1 . Either too large

intrinsic frequency of ”driver” or a weak coupling network would cause this problem, but in different ways.
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For the former, the phase difference between the “driver” and other oscillators in the system will accumulate
continuously. When ω is sufficiently large, the constraints imposed by the coupling term will have no effect, and the
plasticity of the accumulated phase difference will be determined by ω.

For the latter, if the coupling strength is too weak, the ”driver” may not be able to effectively accelerate even the
surrounding oscillators. If all oscillators in the system start from zero phase, the order parameter will first decrease

and then increase with the increase of the coupling strength. This turning point is coincident with k∗ = n2−1
2n2 ω, which

implies the establishment of wave propagation in the system.

0.001 0.01 0.1 0.5 2 10 100
Coupling strength

0.9

0.95

1

Order Parameter

FIG. 9: Order parameter nonmonotonically changes with increasing coupling strength. In this case, n = 8, ω = 1.

B. Spiral wave

In the last section, I discussed how the directional wave propagation forms, with a stronge assumption that all
oscillators start from zero phase. This assumption does not conform to the general practice of taking initial values,
which is to randomly select an initial phase from the interval [0, 2π]. Previous numerical simulation results have also
shown that for systems with the same parameters, if the initial phase value distribution is one in [0, π] and the other
in [0, 2π], the latter is more likely to generate spiral waves at some places. In this section, I will start from a 4 × 4
grid to discuss the causes, analytical solutions, and stability of spiral wave patterns.

In the previous example of the degenerate 2 × 2 grid, two types of spiral wave patterns were shown to exist, but
neither was stable. In this section, I will analytically derive the conditions for the phase differences that give rise
to spiral wave patterns, starting from the quadrilateral rotational symmetry, and it can be shown that this pattern
exists stably.

, ,

, ,

, ,

, ,

, ,

, ,

, ,

, ,

R1

R3R2

FIG. 10: Oscillators on a 4× 4 grid
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1. Analytic solution to 4 × 4 grid

The oscillators are arranged and named as shown in the figure for a 4× 4 grid, and it is assumed that all oscillators
have the same intrinsic frequency ω and coupling strength kij = µk. First, notice that the oscillator at the top-left
corner θ1,1 satisfies the condition sin(θ1,2−θ1,1)+sin(θ2,1−θ1,1) = 0 so that denote sin(θ1,2−θ1,1) = sin(θ1,1−θ2,1) = δ.
Due to the quadrilateral rotational symmetry, the oscillators at four corners also follows that

sin(θ1,2 − θ1,1) = sin(θ2,4 − θ1,4)

= sin(θ4,3 − θ4,4) (40)

= sin(θ3,1 − θ4,1) = δ

sin(θ2,1 − θ1,1) = sin(θ1,3 − θ1,4)

= sin(θ3,4 − θ4,4) (41)

= sin(θ4,2 − θ4,1) = −δ

Next, use the equilibrium conditions on θ1,2 and θ1,3 and denote sin(θ1,2−θ2,2) = λ1, sin(θ2,3−θ1,3) = λ2, sin(θ1,3−
θ1,2) = κ, then:

−δ + κ− λ1 = 0

δ − κ+ λ2 = 0
(42)

It gives −λ1 + λ2 = 0. Denote λ1 = λ2 = λ, therefore the following relations are true due to the quadrilateral
rotational symmetry:

sin(θ1,2 − θ2,2) = sin(θ2,4 − θ2,3)

= sin(θ4,3 − θ3,3) (43)

= sin(θ3,1 − θ3,2) = λ

sin(θ2,3 − θ1,3) = sin(θ3,3 − θ3,4)

= sin(θ3,2 − θ4,2) (44)

= sin(θ2,2 − θ2,1) = λ

For a oscillator in the core, i.e., θ2,2, it follows sin(θ1,2−θ2,2)+sin(θ2,1−θ2,2)+sin(θ2,3−θ2,2)+sin(θ3,2−θ2,2) = 0.
Since sin(θ1,2 − θ2,2) + sin(θ2,1 − θ2,2) = 0, it induced sin(θ2,2 − θ2,3) = sin(θ3,2 − θ2,2), denoting as ψ. Therefore,

sin(θ2,2 − θ2,3) = sin(θ3,2 − θ2,2)

= sin(θ3,3 − θ3,2)

= sin(θ2,3 − θ3,3) = ψ

(45)

The equilibrium states of all phase difference are settled, which can be represented by variables δ, κ, λ, ψ. Using
Lemma 2, we can further establish a connection between these variables. See FIG. 10.

R1. For the central 2× 2 grid, its equilibrium state is δ1 = δ2 = δ3 = δ4 = ψ, which is the same as the degenerate
2 × 2 grid discussed earlier. Therefore, there are also three possible values for ψ, among which the first type is a
trivial solution and will not be discussed further. We focus on the second and third types of solutions, which differ in
whether cos(θi) are equal. If they are equal, the solution corresponds to a quadrilateral rotation symmetry, while if
they differ by a negative sign pairwise, the solution corresponds to a bilateral-like rotation symmetry.

R2. For the 2 × 2 grids in the corners, take the top left one θ1,1, θ1,2, θ2,2, θ2,1 as an example, its equilibrium
state is sin(θ1,2 − θ1,1) = sin(θ1,1 − θ2,1) = δ, sin(θ2,2 − θ1,2) = sin(θ2,2 − θ2,1) = λ. Due to the identical equation
(θ1,2 − θ1,1) + (θ2,2 − θ1,2) + (θ2,1 − θ2,2) = −(θ1,1 − θ2,1), using the same notation in eq. 2 and taking sine on both
sides:

sin(φ1) cos(φ2) cos(φ3) + sin(φ2) cos(φ1) cos(φ3)

+ sin(φ3) cos(φ1) cos(φ2)− sin(φ1) sin(φ2) sin(φ3)

= − sin(φ4)

(46)
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Denote cos(φ1) = δ∗. Since sin(φ2) = sin(φ3), the cosine values are either identical or opposite:
a. cos(φ2) = cos(φ3) = λ∗, then eq.46 becomes:

δ(λ∗)2 + 2λλ∗δ∗ − λ2δ = −δ (47)

Replacing λ2 by 1− (λ∗)2, then:

λδ∗ + λ∗δ = 0 ⇐⇒ sin(φ1 + φ2) = 0 (48)

If sin(φ1) = − sin(φ2), it gives the trivial solution.
b. cos(φ2) = − cos(φ3) = λ∗, then eq.46 gives an indetical equation:

(λ∗)2 + λ2 = 1 (49)

In this scenario, λ do not need to be indetical to δ.

R3. For the 2 × 2 grids located on the edge, such as θ1,2, θ1,3, θ2,3, θ2,2, the equilibrium state is δ1 = δ + λ, δ2 =
δ4 = λ, δ3 = ψ. Lemma 2 indicates that the cosine of the phase shift vector is parallel to:

δ
2 + 2δλ− λ2 + ψ(δ + λ)

λ(ψ − δ − λ)
2λ2 − ψ(δ + λ)− ψ2

λ(ψ − δ − λ)

 (50)

According to R2, we can classify the wave pattern based on whether δ equals λ or not:
W1. δ = λ.

By eq.50,

cos(θ2,2 − θ2,3)

cos(θ2,3 − θ1,3)
=

cos(θ2,3 − θ3,3)

cos(θ3,3 − θ3,4)

=
cos(θ3,3 − θ3,2)

cos(θ3,2 − θ4,2)

=
cos(θ3,2 − θ2,2)

cos(θ2,2 − θ2,1)

=
2λ2 − 2λψ − ψ2

λ(ψ − 2λ)

(51)

And by R2.a,

cos(θ2,1 − θ2,2)

cos(θ2,2 − θ1,2)
=

cos(θ1,3 − θ2,3)

cos(θ2,3 − θ2,4)

=
cos(θ3,3 − θ3,3)

cos(θ3,3 − θ3,4)

=
cos(θ4,2 − θ3,2)

cos(θ3,2 − θ3,1)

= 1

(52)

It concludes that the cosine of the phase shifts in core are indetical:

cos(θ2,2 − θ2,3) = cos(θ2,3 − θ3,3)

= cos(θ3,3 − θ3,2)

= cos(θ3,2 − θ2,2)

(53)

In this case, ψ = 1, δ = λ = −1+
√

3
2 (Clockwise), or ψ = −1, δ = λ = 1−

√
3

2 (Anti-clockwise). See FIG. 11A.
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FIG. 11: Wave pattern of W1 and W2. A: Wave pattern of W1. B: Wave pattern of W2.

W2. δ 6= λ.

Eq.51 is still true in this scenario, but eq.52 becomes:

cos(θ2,1 − θ2,2)

cos(θ2,2 − θ1,2)
=

cos(θ1,3 − θ2,3)

cos(θ2,3 − θ2,4)

=
cos(θ3,3 − θ3,3)

cos(θ3,3 − θ3,4)

=
cos(θ4,2 − θ3,2)

cos(θ3,2 − θ3,1)

= −1

(54)

And the cosine of the neighboring phase shifts in core are opposite:

cos(θ2,2 − θ2,3) = − cos(θ2,3 − θ3,3)

= cos(θ3,3 − θ3,2)

= − cos(θ3,2 − θ2,2)

(55)

Therefore ψ is not a determined value, as well as λ. Here is an example, let θ0 = arcsin( 2−
√

3
2 ), then following

intital condition matrix Θ0 generates the wave pattern predicted in W2.:

Θ0 =


θ0 + 4π

3
4π
3

5π
6 θ0 + 11π

6
π
3 0 π

6
11π
6

5π
6

7π
6 π 4π

3
θ0 + 5π

6
11π
6

π
3 θ0 + π

3

 (56)

In this case, ψ = − 1
2 , λ = −

√
3

2 , δ = −2+
√

3
2 , κ = −1. See FIG. 11B.

2. Stability of W1 and W2

In section III, I have discussed the stability of S1 and S2 by calculating the eigenvalues of their Jacobian matrix,
in which S1 is in central manifold while S2 is an saddle point. Since W1 and W2 are developed based on S1 and
S2, respectively, their stability properties are also similar.

The numerical solution of S1 has been solved, the numerical solutions of the eigenvalues of the corresponding
Jacobian matrix can also be obtained, where the largest eigenvalue (≈ −0.22502) is also less than 0. It concludes that
W1 is a stable wave pattern.

As for W2, there are more than one possible numerical solutions, so the determination of whether the eigenvalues
are greater than 0 can only be based on how they depend on the parameters. Fortunately, although the form of the
eigenvalue system of this matrix is complex, a pair of eigenvalues can be obtained analytically:
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λ1 = −κ∗ −
√

3(δ∗)2 − 2δ∗λ∗ + 3(λ∗)2 + (κ∗)2

λ2 = −κ∗ +
√

3(δ∗)2 − 2δ∗λ∗ + 3(λ∗)2 + (κ∗)2
(57)

Here, δ∗, λ∗, κ∗ are the corresponding cosine value of δ, λ, κ, i.e., their sum of squares is 1. Notice that λ2 =√
(δ∗ − λ∗)2 + 2(δ∗)2 + 2(λ∗)2 + (κ∗)2 − κ∗ > 0 is always true, the dimension of unstable manifold is at least 1. It is

also consistent to the observation in numerical simulation that even the exact initial condition is given, W2 pattern
still crashes after several iteration steps. (FIG. 12)
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FIG. 12: Time traces of order parameter starting with different initial conditions. Black: Start from a random
initial condition. Red: Start from a initial condition that converges to W1. Blue: Start from W2. Simulation

parameters: n = 4, ωi = 1, kij = 0.1.

In all, it was found that W0 and W1 are stable solutions, as their eigenvalues are both less than 0. On the other
hand, W2 is a first-order saddle point, as it only has one eigenvalue greater than 0.

3. Spiral wave pattern in the n× n grid

Although analytical solutions and stability conditions have been obtained for spiral waves on a 4 × 4 lattice, the
situation becomes more complex as the system size n exceeds 4. Based on the result of W1, a simple speculation for
an n× n grid is that it can also form a stable spiral wave in the center. Based on R2, a simple inference is that for
each small square on the diagonal, the cosine values of the phase differences between adjacent oscillators are equal,
and the coupling term has quadrilateral rotational symmetry overall, i.e., as shown in FIG. 13A.
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FIG. 13: Spiral wave patterns in a larger grid, i.e. 8× 8 grid. A. Spiral wave in the center. B. Spiral wave bias from
center. C. Two spiral waves coexist.Simulation parameters: n = 8, ωi = 1, kij = 1.

However, with increasing lattice size, numerical simulations show two variations of spiral waves. Firstly, The
rotation center can appear in positions far away from the central grid point. These ”eccentric” spiral waves do not
have strict quadrilateral rotational symmetry like the ”standard” spiral wave located at the center. In fact, they
may not even have rotation symmetry in a strict sense, due to the finite number of grid points in the model and the
lack of periodic boundary conditions, which means that all grid points except the center do not have good rotational
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symmetry. Intuitively, when there are enough grid points to locally accommodate a 4 × 4 square, it is possible to
understand the generation of an approximate rotationally symmetric solution in this local area. Here is the example
spiral wave in a 8× 8 grid which rotation center locates besides center. (FIG. 13B)

Besides, multiple rotation centers can coexist, with adjacent rotation centers rotating in opposite directions (clock-
wise and anticlockwise), i.e., two rotation centers in a 8× 8 grid in FIG. 13C, and three rotation centers in a 16× 16
grid in FIG. 14. This property is also intuitively understandable: If there are two rotation centers A and B, and
wave propagation direction between them is fixed, then the rotation direction relative to the two rotation centers is
naturally opposite.
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FIG. 14: Multi-spiral waves in a 16× 16 grid. Left: Spiral waves in a 16× 16 grid. Right: Local order parameters.
Red squares show the rotation center in Left. Simulation parameters: n = 16, ωi = 1, kij = 1.

Based on the numerical simulation results, the probability of spiral wave occurrence increases as the grid size
increases. Additionally, multiple rotating centers are more likely to appear when the grid is relatively large.(FIG. 15)
It is consistent with [14].
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FIG. 15: Occurrence of spiral wave changes with grid size. Different color: number of rotation centers. Simulation
parameters: n = 4, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 12, 16, ωi = 1, kij = 1.

Another issue of interest is the robustness of the spiral wave pattern to noise. As discussed earlier, directional wave
pattern is robust with limited noise, and similarly, spiral wave W1 can also stably exist with noise (FIG. 3B). Similarly,
linearizing the system can obtain the first-order correction needed to maintain the original wave pattern at each phase,
see eq.35. However, there is a slight difference: at the rotation center, cos(θ∗j − θ∗i ) ≈ 0, so the equation satisfied by
the first-order correction cannot be directly approximated by the original coupling strength. To quantitatively assess
whether the first-order correction is a good approximation of the actual situation, an index ∆θL−∆θo

∆θo
is calculated for

each oscillator in the grid. Here, ∆θo refers to the difference in phase between the stable state with noise added and
the stable state without noise, while ∆θL is its first-order correction. Numerical results show that the distribution of
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the index is concentrated mainly between 0 and 0.1, indicating that the first-order correction is sufficient to describe
the effect of noise on the system.
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FIG. 16: Small noise perturbation do not change the spiral wave pattern. A: Spiral wave in a 8× 8 grid. Simulation
Paramter: n = 8, ωi = 1, kij = 1. B: Spiral wave in a 8× 8 grid with small noise on ωi and kij , in which

ωi ∼ N (1, 0.05), kij ∼ N (1, 0.05). Initial condition is the same to that used in A. C: Distribution of ∆θL−∆θo
∆θo

in B.

VI. CONCLUSION

This article investigates the properties of spatial waves formed by locally coupled oscillators in an n × n grid
in the Kuramoto model. Numerical simulations show that the system will form directional waves in the presence
of heterogeneity, while spiral waves may form in a system composed of homogeneous oscillators. Both waveforms
remain stable under small noise interference. By analytically calculating the phase difference between oscillators
in a 2 × 2 grid, we discuss the formation of waveforms in the system and then apply this method to larger grids.
We analytically calculate the stable and saddle points of the system and discuss the stability of their corresponding
waveforms. Linear approximation further demonstrates that waveforms with noise are the waveforms without noise
plus first-order approximation, so the waveforms remain unchanged within a specific range of noise. These results
suggest that in natural biological systems, the necessary condition for directional wave propagation is the presence
of heterogeneity far beyond the noise, while the disappearance of heterogeneity may induce spiral waves, which often
correspond to disease states. This article discusses a simple arrangement of oscillator systems while existing systems
are often more complex. For example, the shape of delta cells in the pancreas determines that they can be electrically
coupled to more cells, so connectivity in space may also be heterogeneous, and the spatial arrangement of cells is
often spherical or ellipsoidal. Hence, the influence of three-dimensional spatial structures on wave pattern formation
must be considered. On the other hand, the coupling function discussed in the Kuramoto model is the simplest
trigonometric function sin(x). Investigating how the conclusion will change if changing the coupling function to other
periodic functions is also essential.
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VII. APPENDIX

A. Proof of Lemma 1

Lemma 1 Dynamic system (eq.1) reaches an equilibrium state equivalent to that all oscillators θi are phase-locked
to average rotation ωt. In other words, θi − ωt ≡ Ωi,∀i.
Proof : It is evident that the condition is sufficient since the phase difference is a constant:

θj − θi = (θj − ωt)− (θi − ωt)
= Ωj − Ωi

(58)

Now to prove its necessity.

Since θj − θi ≡ Cji,∀i, j, then it is equivalent to:

d(θj − θi)
dt

= 0⇔ dθj
dt

=
dθi
dt
,∀i, j (59)

Thus, all oscillators have the same velocity, denoted as v(t).

On the other hand, the average speed of all oscillators is equal to ωi due to

∑
i

∑
j∈Λ

Kji sin(θj − θi) = 0 (60)

, which is a result of symmetrical coupling.

Therefore v(t) = ω and it indicates

d(θi − ωt)
dt

= 0 (61)

It concludes that all oscillators θi are phase-locked to average rotation ωt.
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B. Explicit form of the null vector

Here is the explicit form of c1, c4 in eq.15:

c1 = 3w3
1 + w3

2 + w3
3 + w2

3w4 + 3w3w
2
4

+ 3w3
4 + 8kw2

3δ + 8kw2
4δ

− w2
1(13w2 + w3 − 5w4 + 8kδ)

− w2
2(w3 + 3w4 + 8kδ) (62)

− w2(w2
3 + 6w3w4 + w2

4 + 16kw3δ)

+ w1(w2
2 − 3w2

3 − 2w3w4 − 11w2
4

− 16kw4δ + 2w2(5w3 + 7w4 + 16kδ))

c4 = 3w3
1 − w3

2 + w3
3 − w2

3w4 − 5w3w
2
4

− 3w3
4 + w2(w3 + w4)2

+ 8kw2
3δ − 16kw3w4δ − 8kw2

4δ

+ w2
1(5w2 − w3 − 13w4 − 8kδ) (63)

+ w2
2(−w3 + 3w4 + 8kδ)

+ w1(w2
2 − 3w2

3 + 10w3w4 + 13w2
4

+ 32kw4δ − 2w2(w3 + 5w4 + 8kδ))


	Spatial Wave Pattern in Locally Coupled Kuramoto Model
	Abstract
	I Introduction
	II Numerical Simulation
	III Condition of Equilibrium State
	IV Typical Wave Pattern in The 22 Grid
	A Analytic solution to the 22 grid
	B Extended 22 grid
	C Complex behaviors in a degenerate 22 grid

	V Spatial Wave Pattern in nn Grid
	A Directional wave
	1 Analytic solution to the 33 grid
	2 Wave propagation in the n n grid with noise
	3 Overspeed case

	B Spiral wave
	1  Analytic solution to 44 grid
	2 Stability of W1 and W2
	3 Spiral wave pattern in the n n grid


	VI Conclusion
	 References
	VII Appendix
	A Proof of Lemma 1
	B Explicit form of the null vector



