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Rate-induced tipping (R-tipping) occurs when a ramp parameter changes rapidly enough to cause the system to tip
between co-existing, attracting states, while noise-induced tipping (N-tipping) occurs when there are random transitions
between two attractors of the underlying deterministic system. This work investigates R-tipping and N-tipping events
in a carbonate system in the upper ocean, in which the key objective is understanding how the system undergoes tipping
away from a stable fixed point in a bistable regime. While R-tipping away from the fixed point is straightforward,
N-tipping poses challenges due to a periodic orbit forming the basin boundary for the attracting fixed point of the
underlying deterministic system. Furthermore, in the case of N-tipping, we are interested in the case where noise is
away from the small noise limit, as it is more appropriate for the application. We compute the most probable escape
path (MPEP) for our system, resulting in a firm grasp on the least action path in an asymmetric system of higher scale.
Our analysis shows that the carbon cycle model is susceptible to both tipping mechanisms when using the standard
formulations.

Tipping dynamics can best be understood in bistable sys-
tems, where qualitatively different stable states coexist for
a given set of parameters within the system1. Many sys-
tems exhibit these multiple, alternative stable states where
underlying dynamics, parameter values, or stochasticity
can cause the abrupt shift from one stable state to another,
such that the system cannot continuously track the sta-
ble state. We focus on a marine carbonate cycle model
proposed by Rothman 2 . This is a complex system not
uniquely affected by only one tipping mechanism, and in
fact, exhibits bifurcation, rate, and noise-induced tipping.
The original work of Rothman looks at the system in an
excitable regime, while this work considers a standard for-
mulation of rate-induced tipping as well as noise-induced
tipping. The guiding principles of this work come from ge-
ometric dynamical systems methods along with numerical
simulations for corroboration and visualization. This ap-
proach implies we juggle between two points of view: the
dynamical systems and stochastic perspectives.

Our focus is on the escape from a fixed point through
an unstable periodic orbit, both due to the ramping of an
external carbon dioxide injection rate and additive white
noise on the system’s state variables. We find that the
dynamical system is forward threshold unstable, which
implies the system is susceptible to rate-induced tipping.
Additionally, within the stochastic version of the system,
for noise levels away from the small noise limit, Monte
Carlo simulations show there is a specific region on the
unstable periodic orbit where trajectories escape, rather
than the cycling behavior predicted for vanishingly small
noise3. We find a subset of the unstable manifold, in the
Freidlin-Wentzell system, of the stable fixed point from
the deterministic system that is comprised of local mini-
mizers, and plays a key role in determining the window of
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escape on the periodic orbit. Using the Maslov Index and
the Onsager-Machlup functional, we are able to bracket
the window of escaping trajectories.

I. Introduction

The ocean is a crucial component in Earth’s climate sys-
tem. Through an interplay of different processes, it redis-
tributes heat and carbon across the planet: the carbon cycle
describes these processes that exchange carbon between the
ocean, atmosphere, and the continents4,5. The ocean absorbs
much of the carbon dioxide (CO2); it is the largest sink of CO2
on the planet, absorbing up to a third of anthropogenic CO2
emissions, and actually, contains on the order of fifty times
the amount of carbon than that in the atmosphere4. Carbon
dioxide in the atmosphere reacts with seawater to form bicar-
bonate and carbonate ions. The sum of these ions, together
with dissolved CO2, is known as dissolved inorganic carbon,
but more than 99% of dissolved inorganic carbon are the bi-
carbonate (HCO−

3 ) and carbonate (CO2−
3 ) ions4.

The amount of CO2 in the atmosphere is on the rise,
and rising amounts of atmospheric CO2 lead to ocean
acidification5,6. This process reduces the ocean’s ability to
absorb carbon, resulting in more carbon staying in the at-
mosphere. Additionally it decreases the pH levels of the
ocean, making it difficult for marine species and ecosystems
to survive5. These species will either have to adapt to the
changing ocean or risk extinction. Understanding the carbon
cycle is of vital importance for our society as the preservation
of these ecosystems and organisms are tied to fishing, indus-
trial materials, and tourism industries6.

Rothman2 presents a dynamical system encompassing the
important features of the marine carbonate cycle. The sys-
tem is composed of two ordinary differential equations, which
track the concentrations of dissolved inorganic carbon and
carbonate ions. The main parameter of interest is the rate of
injection of external CO2 (where external sources are clas-
sified as human activities and volcanic emissions), and then
studying the model as this rate increases. He determined that
when the external CO2 injection rate increased and crossed a
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critical threshold value where the periodic orbits collided in
a saddle-node bifurcation, both the concentrations of the dis-
solved inorganic carbon and the carbonate ions, when near a
stable state, can be excited into a vestigial oscillatory regime,
and in time, relax back to the stable state. This oscillatory
behavior corresponds to significant disruptions of the ancient
earth system, including mass extinction events.

After analyzing the model, Rothman examines the implica-
tions of these findings for interpreting past disruptions in the
geochemical record, as well as forecasts the carbon cycle’s re-
sponse to modern human-driven disturbances. In a recent MIT
news article7, Rothman hypothesized that based on the rapid
rate CO2 is entering the atmosphere, the planet is likely to
reach a critical threshold by the end of the century, with bad
consequences and the potential culmination in Earth’s sixth
mass extinction event.

The results of Rothman’s work, along with the physical im-
portance of the ocean, demonstrate the need for understand-
ing the carbon cycle and its underlying mechanisms. We
use2 as our motivation and study the system’s susceptibility
to tipping, where we broadly define tipping as the rapid, and
often irreversible, change in the state of a system8. There
are three main mechanisms for tipping in dynamical systems:
bifurcation-induced, rate-induced, and noise-induced9, and
they have been classified according to whether they involve
a bifurcation in the system (B-tipping), a parameter shift (R-
tipping), or the addition of random fluctuations (N-tipping).
Unlike B-tipping, with R-tipping there is no bifurcation in
the system to explain the change of stability of a fixed point.
B-tipping and R-tipping both occur in deterministic systems,
while N-tipping requires a stochastic component.

The original work of Rothman2 can be viewed as the
demonstration of a side effect of a bifurcation. Since the pa-
rameter is fixed, or only changing slowly, it is not a case of
R-tipping, even though it may seem that way as the parameter
is a rate itself. Rothman’s key message relates to the system
being in a regime that is excitatory and not bistable.

For the work in this paper, we focus completely on the
bistable regime and the types of tipping that can occur from
the stable state to a large oscillation. It is reasonable to con-
sider the external injection of CO2 ramping up in time as, for
instance, human emissions continue to rapidly increase. A key
question becomes: for external inputs of the CO2 less than
the critical threshold value, and hence squarely in the bistable
regime, can the system exhibit tipping if the change of the
parameter value is fast enough in time?

The work of Rothman 2 was a deterministic study. It is rea-
sonable to also consider random fluctuations acting to the car-
bon cycle system. Most probable path theory has its origins
in such settings where stochastic perturbations are added to
a deterministic setting. Random events such as natural dis-
turbances (e.g. hurricanes, droughts) and ecosystem distur-
bances (e.g. insect outbreaks) can affect carbon uptake and
release. In this particular context, noise may be small but
not vanishingly so. This motivates the second focus of this
work: finding which parts of the theory of large deviations
hold true for small, but not vanishingly small, levels of noise,
and how to best capture the behavior exhibited by the system

for these noise strengths. Related work was carried out by Wei
et al. 10 , Chen et al. 11 , who study the same underlying model,
but with multiplicative noise.

This paper is organized as follows. Section II begins with
a brief model description and looking at the regime of study.
The regime chosen is bistable and exhibits a stable fixed point
and a stable periodic orbit, separated by an unstable periodic
orbit. Section III considers the deterministic system and the
possibility of rate-induced tipping away from the stable fixed
point when the system’s parameter representing the injection
of external CO2 is time-dependent. After considering basins
of attraction of the stable fixed point and the stable periodic
orbit, and choosing a sufficient parameter shift, the system is
susceptible to R-tipping away from the stable fixed point due
to its forward threshold instability.

Section IV considers the effects of stochasticity on the state
variables of the model in which the focus is N-tipping from the
stable fixed point to the stable periodic orbit. While demon-
strating the system is susceptible to R-tipping is straightfor-
ward, N-tipping poses some challenges. The emphasis of
this work is finding local minimizers of the Freidlin-Wentzell
functional on the semi-infinite time domain t ∈ (−∞, t f ],
where trajectories reach the unstable periodic orbit of the un-
derlying deterministic system at t = t f . Since ultimately we
are looking for global minimizers for the small, but not van-
ishingly small noise regime, the extra step needed is the use
of the Onsager-Machlup functional12, as a perturbation of the
Freidlin-Wentzell functional, on the set of minimizers found.
This analysis of the stochastic system is largely based on the
analysis and the methods used in Fleurantin et al. 13 ; since the
goal is to tip from a stable fixed point to an unstable periodic
orbit, as the system would follow the deterministic flow once
it reaches the basin boundary. Section V finishes with final
conclusions and discussion.

We stress that this work is to study rate and noise-induced
tipping within this system in their most standard formulation.
When looking at R-tipping, we take the canonical rate func-
tion and similarly when looking at N-tipping, we take equal,
additive noise on the state variables. We note that this analy-
sis was physically motivated but we focus on the mathematical
approaches needed to analyze the complex behavior.

II. Modeling the marine carbonate cycle

A. Model setup

Rothman2 creates a simple dynamical system model of the
marine carbonate cycle given by

ċ = F(c,w) = f (c)[µ(1−bs(c,cp)−θ s̄(c,cx)−ν)+w−w0],

ẇ = G(c,w) = µ[1−bs(c,cp)+θ s̄(c,cx)+ν ]−w+w0,
(1)

where c is the carbonate ion concentration and w is the dis-
solved inorganic carbon concentration. The functions f ,s, s̄
model the buffering, burial, and respiration of the concentra-
tion of carbonate ions, and are explicitly given by the sig-
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moidal functions

f (c) =
f0cβ

cβ + cβ

f

,

s(c,x) =
cγ

cγ + xγ
,

s̄(c,x) = 1− s(c,x).

(2)

This model assumes a well-mixed ocean, implying the
timescales considered must be larger than approximately 1000
years, which are the timescales necessary for global ocean
mixing: in (1), time is nondimensionalized by t = t/τw, where
τw = 1000. The parameters that differ from that of the sup-
plementary material of Rothman 2 , along with their descrip-
tions, values we assume, and units, are listed in Table I. For
a more detailed analysis or the derivation and explanation of
the model and parameters, refer to Rothman 2 .

In Rothman 2 , the parameters µ,b,θ ,cx,cp, and ν were of
interest, and the remaining five parameters were set to cor-
respond to the chemical equilibrium or the properties of the
modern ocean, to maintain realism. For the purposes of this
work, the parameters of focus are cx and ν . The parameter
cx is chosen to ensure a bistable regime, as shown in Figure
1b. Then, in Section III, instead of considering fixed ν , we
consider ν as a time-dependent parameter, as it represents an
external CO2 injection rate.

TABLE I. Parameter values of the marine carbonate cycle system (1)
and their descriptions. We include those which differ from that of
the supplementary material found in Rothman 2 . All other parameter
values not listed can be found in the aforementioned work.

Parameter Value Units Description
cx 58 µ mol kg−1 crossover [CO2−

3 ] (respiration)
ν 0.1 - CO2 injection rate

B. Orbits of interest

The fixed points of (1) occur where ċ = ẇ = 0, implying the
unique steady-state solution (c∗,w∗) is

c∗ = cp(b−1)−1/γ ,

w∗ = w0 +µ

(
θ +ν − θcγ

p

cγ
p +(b−1)cγ

x

)
.

(3)

Linearizing (1) about the fixed point (c∗,w∗) from (3) results
in the Jacobian matrix

J(c∗,w∗) =

(
Fc(c∗,w∗) Fw(c∗,w∗)
Gc(c∗,w∗) Gw(c∗,w∗)

)
. (4)

The eigenvalues of J(c∗,w∗) are complex conjugate pairs, and
as cx increases, these eigenvalues cross the imaginary axis,
where this crossing of the imaginary axis implies the system
undergoes a Hopf bifurcation.

A bifurcation analysis is needed to further understand the
possible solution behaviors that (1) can exhibit; Rothman 2

produces a bifurcation diagram. The parameter values we use
match this analysis, except for ν , where ν = 0 in the original

work. We however set ν = 0.1. We find using MatCont14,
a Matlab software project that provides a toolbox for the nu-
merical continuation and bifurcation study of continuous and
discrete parameterized dynamical systems, the bifurcation di-
agram for this parameter regime is nearly identical, and thus
we omit it from this work.

There are three different system behaviors dependent on the
parameter regime chosen, within realistic values of cx. It fol-
lows that there can be (i) a stable fixed point, (ii) an unstable
fixed point and stable periodic orbit, or (iii) a stable fixed point
and a stable periodic orbit separated by an unstable periodic
orbit. See Figure 1 for an illustration of the phase planes of
these three dynamical regimes. In Sections III and IV, the
focus is on the regime in which there is bistability.

This bistable regime, where the parameter values are set as
in Table I and the supplementary material of Rothman 2 , cor-
responds to Figure 1b. Let z∗ denote the fixed point (c∗,w∗),
let Γu denote the unstable periodic orbit, and let Γs denote
the stable periodic orbit. The precise values of the following
computations are rounded for ease of reading.

The fixed point in the bistable regime is given by

z∗ = (83.581,2260.290), (5)

and the linearzation at (5) is

J(z∗) =
(

0.087 0.519
−18.114 −1

)
. (6)

The eigenvalues of the Jacobian matrix (6) are given by

λ1,2 =−0.456437±3.02052i, (7)

implying the fixed point (5) is a stable spiral. In the two-
dimensional system, z∗ has a two-dimensional stable subspace
and Γu has a one-dimensional unstable subspace. Floquet
multipliers are used to find the stability of the periodic orbits.
III. The switch to a time-varying parameter

We introduce an external input, or parameter shift, νr(t) to
replace the fixed parameter ν , which allows the external CO2
injection rate to vary in time. This substitution changes (1) to
a nonautonomous system of the form

ċ = f (c)[µ(1−bs(c,cp)−θ s̄(c,cx)−νr(t))+w−w0],

ẇ = µ[1−bs(c,cp)+θ s̄(c,cx)+νr(t)]−w+w0.
(8)

To understand the notions of R-tipping within this system,
we first introduce needed notation and definitions from Wiec-
zorek et al. 15 . Define the autonomous frozen system as (8)
when νr(t) = ν is fixed at a specific value. We assume νr(t)
will be bi-asymptotically constant, and gradually transition
from ν− to ν+ in time, where we call ν− the past limit state
and ν+ the future limit state. The past (future) limit state is
just the autonomous frozen system when νr(t) = ν−(ν+).

Suppose we start at a stable state at ν−. If this base state lies
in the basin of attraction of a different stable state at ν+, then
the system is forward threshold unstable. We denote the basin
of attraction of a stable state, α , at the external input value, λ ,
by B(α,λ ). See Definition 4.6(a) of Wieczorek et al. 15 for
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(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 1. Phase planes of system (1) with all parameters set as in Table I and the supplementary material of Rothman 2 , with varying cx. Stable
states are in blue and unstable states are in red. Black solid and dashed curves represent single solution trajectories. (a) cx = 55: There is a
stable fixed point. (b) cx = 58: There is a stable periodic orbit and a stable fixed point separated by an unstable periodic orbit. (c) cx = 65:
There is a stable periodic orbit and an unstable fixed point.

the formal definition of forward threshold instability. From
the work of Wieczorek et al. 15 , Kiers and Jones 16 , a system
is susceptible to R-tipping if the system is ever forward thresh-
old unstable. Thus we have sufficient criteria for determining
if R-tipping occurs in a system.

A. The system’s susceptibility to R-tipping

We create a monotonically increasing, bi-asymptotically
constant external input νr(t) given by

νr(t) = ν−+
ν+−ν−

2
(1+ tanh(rt)), (9)

in which νr(t) will gradually transition from ν− to ν+. The
parameter values were chosen such that there is a stable fixed
point and a stable periodic orbit, separated by an unstable pe-
riodic orbit. The unstable periodic orbit forms the boundary
between the basins of attraction for the stable fixed point and
the stable limit cycle. Consider the autonomous frozen sys-
tem at both the past and future limit states. Let p−,Γu− , and
Γs− represent the stable fixed point, unstable periodic orbit,
and the stable periodic orbit at the past limit state, ν−. Let
p+,Γu+ , and Γs+ represent the stable fixed point, unstable pe-
riodic orbit, and the stable periodic orbit at the future limit
state, ν+.

The system given by (8) will be susceptible to rate-induced
tipping if it is forward threshold unstable: p− lies in the basin
of attraction of Γs+ . We choose ν− = 0, signifying the pos-
sibility of the external CO2 injection rate having no contribu-
tion.

Recall the general formula of the stable fixed point given in
(3). Notice that c∗ is independent of ν , and therefore to verify
the condition of forward threshold instability, we need only
to check the value of w∗ of p− with the value of w at c = c∗

on Γ+
u . This calculation is performed numerically, as seen in

Figure 2a. At ν+ ≈ 0.33, we see (p−,ν−) ∈ B(Γs+ ,ν+), im-
plying the system is forward threshold unstable and the marine
carbon cycle is susceptible to rate-induced tipping away from
p−.

For further clarity and to better depict the notion of forward
threshold instability, refer to Figure 2b. In this figure, the past
limit state is set at ν− = 0 and we plot the corresponding stable
fixed point p−. The unstable periodic orbit Γu+ is shown for

four different possible values of the future limit state, ν+. For
rate-induced tipping to occur, it is necessary that (p−,ν−) ∈
B(Γs+ ,ν+), implying that p− must be on the outside of Γu+ .
We see that for ν = 0.4, this transition occurs and the carbon
cycle model will be susceptible to rate-induced tipping away
from p−.

(a) (b)

FIG. 2. (a) The w value of v− (black) overlaid with the w value at
c = c∗ for the unstable periodic orbit (red) and the stable periodic
orbit (blue). (b) The stable fixed point p− (black circle) of (8) at the
past limit state ν− = 0, plotted against the unstable periodic orbit Γu+

at the future limit state ν+ for ν+ ∈ [0, .1, .2, .3, .4] . Crossing of Γu
occurs for (p−,0) ∈ B(Γs+ ,0.4), implying there will be rate-induced
tipping away from p−.

B. Numerical results

From the analysis in Section III A, one option for the exter-
nal input introduced in (9) is

νr(t) = 0.2(1+ tanh(rt)), (10)

which gradually transitions from ν− = 0 to ν+ = 0.4 in time.
To numerically simulate solutions of (8), we convert (8) to an
autonomous system. We augment the system by introducing
a new variable, y = t, and making the corresponding substitu-
tions and differentiating, results in the three-dimensional au-
tonomous system given by

ċ = f (c)[µ(1−bs(c,cp)−θ s̄(c,cx)−νr(y))+w−w0],

ẇ = µ[1−bs(c,cp)+θ s̄(c,cx)+νr(y)]−w+w0,

ẏ = 1.
(11)
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We note while this method is well-suited for numerical com-
putations, it does not have the underlying structure to ap-
proach the problem from a dynamical systems perspective;
there are no fixed points as ẏ will never equal zero. To fur-
ther study the rate-induced tipping problem in the dynamical
systems framework, compactification17 is preferred.

Initializing (11) at p−, and numerically simulating (11) for
increasing values of r demonstrates how solution behaviors
change as r increases. In Figure 3, notice that for sufficiently
large values of r the system tips, while for sufficiently small
values of r the system could continually readjust to the chang-
ing fixed point. This shows that the rate at which ν is varied
determines whether the system tips, implying the existence of
a critical rate, r = rc, and above which tipping occurs. See
Figure 4 for a two-dimensional projection of the solution be-
haviors.

(a) (b)

FIG. 3. Solution behaviors (black) of system (11) for varying values
of r, where the past limit system is in blue and the future limit system
is in red. The system is initialized at p− (blue circle). (a) r = 1.5:
no tipping occurs as the solution end-point tracks p+. (b) r = 1.62:
Rate-induced tipping occurs away from p− as the solution escapes
the basin of attraction of p− and relaxes to Γs+ .

(a) (b)

FIG. 4. Solution behaviors (blue) of system (11) for varying values
of r. The system is initialized at p− (black circle). (a) r = 1.5: No
tipping occurs as the solution end-point tracks p+. (c) r = 1.62:
Rate-induced tipping occurs away from p− as the solution escapes
the basin of attraction of p− and relaxes to Γs+ .

The main goal of this section was to show that the system
is susceptible to rate-induced tipping, not to find the exact rc,
though at r = rc, there is an orbit connecting the stable fixed
point p− to the unstable periodic orbit Γu+ .

In short, this section demonstrates that if the CO2 injec-
tion rate ν is a time-dependent parameter and it increases
fast enough, the system crosses over from the basin of at-

traction of the fixed point to that of the stable periodic orbit.
Therefore, the system can tip between states before the ac-
tual loss of stability of the fixed point. Physically, this implies
that the amounts of carbonate and dissolved inorganic carbon
could change drastically in a relatively short time, affecting
the oceans and their current balance.

IV. The stochastic version of the model

We have studied the susceptibility of system (1) to R-
tipping, and to continue the investigation, we now move to
study its susceptibility to N-tipping by considering additive
white noise on the dynamics of both c and w. The approach
used to study this phenomenon is largely based on the tools
developed by Fleurantin et al. 13 . While we summarize and
provide the main details of the approach, we encourage the
reader to see this work for the finer details of the analysis.

We remain in the bistable regime, with the parameters set
as in Table I and the supplementary material of Rothman 2 ,
where z∗,Γu,Γs are the stable fixed point, unstable periodic
orbit, and stable periodic orbit respectively.

Consider the stochastic differential equation of the form

dz = P(z)dt + εΣdW. (12)

This SDE has underlying deterministic dynamics given by
ż = P(z), noise strength ε , and noise structure Σ, which is
an n× n matrix. For mathematical simplification and to re-
ally study the affect of additive noise, we let Σ = I, where I is
the n×n identity matrix. The chosen structure assumes equal
noise strengths on the state variables, but different Weiner pro-
cesses.

For the carbon cycle, z = (c,w) and P = (F,G) where F,G
are as given in (1). For additional clarity, we note the stochas-
tic version of (1) is given by

dc = F(c,w)dt + εdW1,

dw = G(c,w)dt + εdW2.
(13)

The phenomenon of interest is the escape from the stable
fixed point to the stable periodic orbit. Using numerically
simulated noisy trajectories to gain an initial understanding of
the stochastic behavior, there seems to be a clear location on
Γu that the trajectories concentrate around when tipping away
from the stable fixed point, as seen in Figure 5. From Freidlin-
Wentzell18 theory, the system will tip with probability one, but
it needs to be determined how and on what timescale. The ap-
proach is to consider the most probable path for tipping from
the stable fixed point to the unstable periodic orbit, as the sys-
tem will follow the deterministic flow once it reaches the basin
boundary.

In the noisy system, for a noise strength in the small noise
limit, realizations should cycle around the unstable periodic
orbit3. However, away from the limit, we see something quite
different: the Monte Carlo simulations show there is a spe-
cific region on the unstable periodic orbit where trajectories
escape. In fact, for small noise away from the limit the cy-
cling behavior is resisted.
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FIG. 5. Realizations (colored trajectories) of (13) that escape the
unstable periodic orbit Γu (black) on the time interval [0,15] with
noise strength ε = 5. Once they have escaped, they follow the stable
periodic orbit Γs (not pictured) until the end of the time interval.

A. The most probable path equations

The theory of large deviations says that the most probable
paths of escape between two states, which in this case are a
stable fixed point and an unstable periodic orbit, should mini-
mize the Freidlin-Wentzell functional given by

I[φ ] =
1
2

∫ T

0
|φ̇ −P(φ)|2dt. (14)

Minimizing this functional leads to the Euler-Lagrange
equations

c̈ = Fwẇ+FFc +GGc − ẇGc,

ẅ = Gcċ+GGw +FFw − ċFw,
(15)

and using a Legendre transform, we can recast the Euler-
Lagrange equations as a Hamiltonian system by setting p =
ċ − F and q = ẇ − G. The Euler-Lagrange equations as a
Hamiltonian system reads as

ċ = F + p
ẇ = G+q
ṗ =−Fc p−Gcq
q̇ =−Fw p−Gwq

(16)

where the Hamiltonian is given by

H(c,w, p,q) = F(c,w)p+G(c,w)q+
p2 +q2

2
. (17)

We note a few facts about (16). First, the planes p = q = 0
are invariant. These invariant subspaces carry the determin-
istic flow given by system (1). Additionally, the fixed point
z∗ and periodic orbits Γu and Γs reappear with their attraction
and repulsion reproduced. We slightly abuse notation to allow
the same notation of z∗, Γu, and Γs for the fixed point and the
unstable and stable periodic orbits, respectively, in reference
to both Equations (1) and (16), as the p and q components are
just zero. While the notation stays the same, notice that their
stability properties change between the two-dimensional sys-
tem in (1) and the four-dimensional system (16). This is the
reason for using system (16) for determining the most proba-
ble paths of escape from z∗ out of its basin of attraction.

The stability of z∗,Γu, and Γs were determined for the two-
dimensional system, and now it is necessary to determine their
stability in the four-dimensional system. The Jacobian matrix
for the linearized flow of (16) is given by

J(c,w, p,q)=

 Fc Fw 1 0
Gc Gw 0 1

−Fcc p−Gccq −Fcw p−Gcwq −Fc −Gc
−Fwc p−Gwcq −Fww p−Gwwq −Fw −Gw

 .

(18)
The eigenvalues of the matrix J(z∗) are given by

λ1,2 =−0.456437±3.02052i,
λ3,4 = 0.456437±3.02052i,

(19)

where λ3,4 are the eigenvalues associated with the unstable
eigenvectors that span the two-dimensional unstable subspace.
The corresponding eigenvectors are given by v3,4. Notice that
λ1,2 are exactly the eigenvalues of (6), and correspond to the
two-dimensional stable subspace of the fixed point z∗ in (16),
as well as the deterministic flow of (1). It follows that the un-
stable manifold of z∗, denoted by W u(z∗), is two-dimensional.

Γu has one stable, one unstable, and two neutral Floquet
multipliers. These can be found numerically or determined
using the fact that for a Hamiltonian system with two degrees
of freedom, there are two neutral Floquet exponents and two
that are reciprocals of one another. Γu has a two-dimensional
stable manifold as integrating its one-dimensional stable di-
rection results in a two-dimensional tangent bundle. It follows
that Γu has both a two-dimensional stable manifold, denoted
W s(Γu), and a two-dimensional unstable manifold in (16),
where the two-dimensional unstable subspace aligns with that
of the deterministic flow of (1).

Both the unstable manifold of z∗ and stable manifold of Γu
lie in R4, in the complement of the deterministic plane, and
will aid in determining the most probable path, as the trans-
verse intersections of W u(z∗) and W s(Γu) are the heteroclinic
orbits. Furthermore, any minimizer of the Freidlin-Wentzell
functional must be a trajectory of (16), projected on (c,w)-
space, lying on W u(z∗).

B. Computing the unstable and stable manifolds

As we want to find the heteroclinic connection(s) between
z∗ and Γu, we have to compute W u(z∗) and W s(Γu) respec-
tively. To compute W u(z∗), we first need to find the local un-
stable manifold, W u

loc(z
∗). Take the fixed point z∗ ∈R4 of (16)

where the linearized system about z∗ has eigenvectors v3,4 cor-
responding to the two eigenvalues with positive real part λ3,4.
Initialize using

ψ = z∗+θ1v3 +θ2v4, (20)

where |θ1|2 + |θ2|2 = r2, and r scales how close the initial-
ization is to the fixed point z∗. As v3 = v̄4, it is necessary
that θ1 = θ̄2 in order to keep components real by applying the
conjugate. Let

θ1 = r(cos(x)+ isin(x))
θ2 = r(cos(x)− isin(x))

(21)
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where 0 ≤ x < 2π . As x ∈ [0,2π) varies, a collection of ψ

values is created, which together form a circle of points that
lie in W u

loc(z
∗); we denote this set of points K. See Figure 9a

for a depiction of K.
The global unstable manifold is generated by initiating tra-

jectories from circle K inside the local unstable manifold.
System (16) is numerically simulated using each point on K as
an initial condition, and the union of the set of these full trajec-
tories form W u(z∗). With exception of the heteroclinic orbits,
the only trajectories of interest are those that reach the unsta-
ble periodic orbit Γu in finite time. Therefore, we need only to
integrate over a time period long enough such that a portion of
W u(z∗) reaches just past the torus TΓu on Γu ∈ R4. A similar
approach was done in Fleurantin et al. 13 using the parameteri-
zation method, an approach well-suited for polynomial vector
fields, see Capiński et al. 19 , Fleurantin and James 20 .

We have to use a different approach to compute W s(Γu) as
we are calculating the stable manifold of a periodic orbit. The
periodic orbit Γu is discretized into N + 1 points Γuk , where
0 ≤ k ≤ N. For each point, there corresponds a time τk such
that Γuk = Γu0(τk). We note that it does not matter the location
of the starting point.

For k = 0, we find the monodromy matrix, the state transi-
tion matrix Φ after one period of Γu. Designate the eigenvec-
tor associated with the stable eigenvalue of the monodromy
matrix as ξs0 , where the stable eigenvalue λ ∈ (0,1), and note
ξs0 is tangent to the stable manifold at Γu0 . The stability prop-
erties of the state transition matrix Φ remain invariant across
all points Γuk on the periodic orbit, regardless of the specific
choice of k. Moreover, if the state transition matrix is known
at a reference point, such as Γu0 , it is possible to compute the
eigenvectors of Φ at any other point Γuk along the orbit. For-
mally this is written as

ξsk = Φ(0,τk)ξs0 . (22)

For each discretized point on Γu, the state transition matrix
Φ(0,τk) is computed to obtain the tangent space to the stable
manifold at the point with (22), where the collection of these
ξsk form a tangent bundle.

A tolerance r is chosen, where r scales how close the ini-
tialization is to the periodic orbit. For small enough r,

xsk = Γuk + rξsk (23)

are points in the stable subspace of Γu. The set of initial con-
ditions (23) is integrated in backwards, finite time, creating a
collection of orbits xsk(t). The collection of these orbits form
the global stable manifold of Γu. See Figure 6b for a visual-
ization of W s(Γu).

C. Finding heteroclinic orbits

Now that there are approximations of W u(z∗) and W s(Γu),
it is possible to find the heteroclinic orbits. The heteroclinic
orbits are found through the intersections of these invariant
manifolds. We expect these intersections to be transverse,
which is why they can be found computationally.

To find these intersections, an algorithm to find sets of clos-
est points, one on W u(z∗) and the other on W s(Γu), is used.
The algorithm for finding a set of closest points is as follows.

(a)

(b)

FIG. 6. The invariant manifolds illustrated in (c,w,q) space overlaid
with Γu (red) in the deterministic plane. (a) W u(z∗). The trajectories
of interest (the piece of W u(z∗) that leaves) are in royal blue. (b)
W s(Γu).

1. Restructure both the unstable and stable manifold
datasets into two dataframes with columns of c,w, p,q.

2. Create a BallTree for the stable manifold, which parti-
tions its dataframe into a nested set of balls. The result-
ing data structure has characteristics that make it useful
for a nearest neighbor search.

3. Query the tree to find its nearest neighbor within the
unstable manifold dataframe, and return the distance
between, and the IDs, of the two points. Sort by the
shortest distance.

Initially the heteroclinic orbits are computed using these
sets of points, where the point on W s(Γu) is integrated for-
ward in time towards Γu, and the point on W u(z∗) is integrated
backwards in time towards z∗. The tangency of the two trajec-
tories has to be verified to ensure that the two points actually
have trajectories tangent to one another (not intersecting one
another or meeting at a cusp). This process is performed by
inspection of the integration near the intersection point. Once
it is determined that they fall on the same path, the trajectory
integrated backwards in time is used to find its corresponding
point on the parameterized circle K. Using this process, two
heteroclinic orbits are found: H1 and H2. Therefore there are
two points on K corresponding to two angles x1,x2 ∈ [0,2π)
that give us H1 and H2.

An overlap of the invariant manifolds with their transverse
intersections are illustrated in (c,w,q) space in Figure 7.
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(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 7. The invariant manifolds illustrated in (c,w,q) space overlaid with Γu (red) in the deterministic plane. In both (a) and (b), we have
W u(z∗) (blue) and W s(Γu) (magenta) displayed together. Their transverse intersections (black) correspond to the heteroclinic orbits, depicted
in (c).

D. The River

We found that there are exactly two heteroclinic orbits, H1
and H2, connecting z∗ and Γu. As mentioned in Section IV C,
the heteroclinic orbits H1 and H2 are associated with two
points on K, which correspond to two angles x1 and x2 re-
spectively. We use the natural angle ordering on K and see
that then x1 < x2. The angles x1 and x2 divide the circle
K ⊂W u(z∗) into two arcs of points. From Lemma 2.3 in Fleu-
rantin et al. 13 , there are angles x near angle x1 for which the
associated trajectories pass over Γu, and so they are consid-
ered exit trajectories. These exit trajectories correspond to x
values between x1 and x2, and, in a measure-theoretic sense
on K most exit with minimal rotation.

It can be seen that all trajectories with angles between x1
and x2 exit Γu. This implies that every trajectory associated
with angles x ∈ (x1,x2) crosses Γu when projected into (c,w)
space. We use the term River to refer to this set of trajectories
on W u(z∗) that cross Γu. Let Z be a trajectory z(t) for t ∈
(−∞, t f ] satisfying (16). Formally, the river, denoted R, is
defined as

R = {Z | z(τ) ∈ K(x), for some x1 < x < x2, τ < t f , z(t f )⊂ TΓu}

The heteroclinic orbits H1 and H2 form the "banks" of the
river. The Maslov Index is equal to the number of conjugate
points along a trajectory, see21 for a definition of conjugate
point. Formally, M(Z) is the Maslov Index of the trajectory
Z, which is defined as the number of conjugate points along
z(t) for t ∈ (−∞, t f ] (where t f = ∞ is allowed, counting multi-
plicity). The two heteroclinic orbits are distinguished by their
Masolv Index: M(H1) = 0 and M(H2) = 1.

Using the Maslov Index, a subset of the river can be further
identified, called the subriver. Let Z be a trajectory in R. The
sub-river, denoted R̃, is defined as

R̃ = {Z ∈ R|M(Z) = 0},

where M(Z) is the Maslov Index of the trajectory Z. M(Z) in
R on W u(z∗) is the number of conjugate points along z(t) for
t ∈ (−∞, t f ], counting multiplicity.

We make the assumption that the subriver is a connected
set. This is easily verified in our problem, but may not be
true in general. In our problem, the sets of trajectories origi-
nating from the circle K, which forms the river, partition into

two connected components: one with Maslov Index 0 and the
other with Maslov Index 1. This partition is illustrated by the
connected component highlighted in red on K in Figure 9c.

Let Φ : K(x1,x2)→ TΓu be a transition map. Define

x̂ = inf{x | Φ(K(x)) ∈ R̃}.

We will refer to Φ(K(x̂)) as the pivot point. The trajectory as-
sociated with the pivot point will have Maslov Index 1 and the
conjugate point will occur as the trajectory crosses TΓu , which
marks the transition between trajectories in the sub-river R̃
and those outside it.

Many recent results use the Maslov Index to prove that one
can count unstable eigenvalues by counting conjugate points,
see for example Beck and Jaquette 22 , Beck et al. 23 . This also
implies instability relative to the gradient flow associated with
the action functional (Morse Theory, see Milnor 21 ). We note
that R̃ ⊂ R.

Remark. It is important to emphasize that the river R and
its subset, the sub-river R̃, are collections of trajectories, not
exit points.

The points on K that correspond to R are depicted in Fig-
ure 9b and the points on K that correspond to R̃ are shown
in red in Figure 9c. R with both H1,H2 is depicted in two
dimensions in Figure 8a, while the R itself is shown in three
dimensions in Figure 8b.

The definitions of the River, subriver, and the Maslov In-
dex, imply it is only necessary to find the number of conjugate
points on a River trajectory to determine whether or not it is
a trajectory in the subriver. A conjugate point occurs along a
trajectory Z in W u(z∗) when the tangent space to the invari-
ant manifold at a point on Z has a degenerate projection onto
(c,w) space13. These points can be found by tracking the tan-
gent space to W u(z∗) along trajectories in W u(z∗). There are
coordinates on the space of planes that allow the tracking of
this tangent space to W u(z∗) along a trajectory. The approach
is to form the Plücker coordinates of the two-dimensional sub-
space in R4, as Plücker coordinates are a way to assign six ho-
mogeneous coordinates to planes in R4. The space of planes
in R4 can be embedded into P5.

A conjugate point can be conveniently described in Plücker
coordinates. Using Lemma 4.3 from Fleurantin et al. 13 ,
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(a)

(b)

FIG. 8. (a) The River trajectories (colored curves) integrated until
they are past Γu. The heteroclinic orbits H1 and H2 (both in black)
form the banks of the River. (b) The River integrated until TΓu illus-
trated in (c,w,q) space.

the time t = τ is a conjugate point for a trajectory z(t) =
(c(t),w(t), p(t),q(t)) in W u(z∗) if ρ12(τ) = 0 for the Plücker
coordinates of the tangent space of W u(z∗). We will now de-
scribe the derivation of the Plücker formulation for our prob-
lem.

If Π is a two-dimensional subspace of R4, using coordinates
(y1,y2,y3,y4), then the coordinates of Π are given by

dyi1 ∧dyi2 (24)

for all choices of (i1, i2)24. Let Π be a plane spanned by v3
and v4 from (19) with

v3 =

v31
v32
v33
v34

and v4 =

v41
v42
v43
v44

 . (25)

Use (24), to set

ρi j =

∣∣∣∣v3i v3 j
v4i v4 j

∣∣∣∣= dxi ∧dx j(v3,v4), 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 4, i ̸= j.

(26)

It follows the Plücker coordinate of interest for this particular
problem is

ρ12 = dc∧dw. (27)

The variation of a plane’s Plücker coordinates can be cap-
tured by an ordinary differential equation looking at the co-

(a)

(b) (c)

FIG. 9. The stable fixed point z∗ is denoted by the blue circle. The
black circles represent the angles x1 and x2 associated with the hete-
roclinic orbits H1 and H2. (a) The collection of ψ values that form
the set K. This circle lies in W u

loc(z
∗) and integrated forward in time

to find W u(z∗). (b) The arc of set K that will form the river trajecto-
ries when integrated forward in time. (c) The arc of set K that will
form the river trajectories overlaid with the angles that will form the
subriver (red).

ordinates variation in time. This differential equation is cal-
culated using differential forms of the linearized system (16).
This new system inherits a Hamiltonian structure with allows
us to connect it’s evolution to the space of Lagrangian planes
Λ(2). This allows one to define a phase in Λ(2) and the stan-
dard definition of the Maslov Index is that it counts the wind-
ing of this phase. The system of interest is:

U̇ = BU, (28)

where U = (ρ12,ρ13,ρ14,ρ23,ρ24,ρ34),
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B(c,w, p,q) =


Fc +Gw 0 1 −1 0 0

−pFcw −qGcw 0 −Gc Fw 0 0
−pFww −qGww −Fw Fc −Gw 0 Fw 1

pFcc +qGcc Gc 0 −Fc +Gw −Gc −1
pFwc +qGwc 0 Gc −Fw 0 0

0 pFcw +qGcw −pFcc −qGcc pFww +qGww −pFcw −qGcw −Fc −Gw

 , (29)

and ρ13 = dc∧d p, ρ14 = dc∧dq, ρ23 = dw∧d p, ρ24 = dw∧
dq, ρ34 = d p∧dq.

For each trajectory in R, z(t), initialized from K, the loca-
tions (c,w, p,q), as well as the time of each point, are known.
We form Plücker coordinates of the unstable subspace of sys-
tem (16) at z∗ and initialize system (28) with these coordi-
nates. System (28) is integrated forward in time, by one time
step. The ending location becomes the next initial condition,
and this process is repeated until reaching the final time of z(t)
(e.g. reaching TΓu ). Throughout this process we record ρ12,
and then ultimately find the values of t where ρ12 = 0.

Figure 10 illustrates the tracking of conjugate points for the
heteroclinic orbits H1 and H2 that were computed in Sec-
tion IV C. The heteroclinic orbits are shown in the left col-
umn and their associated plot in the right column indicates
when a conjugate point is detected. These computations show
that one heteroclinic orbit has Maslov Index 0 (Figure 10b)
and the other has Maslov Index 1 (Figure 10d). The zero-
conjugate point heteroclinic orbit is denoted by H1 and the
one-conjugate point heteroclinic orbit is denoted by H2.

Using Theorem 5.2 in Fleurantin et al. 13 , the trajectories
in R̃ are local minimizers of the Freidlin-Wentzell functional
given their respective boundary values. They also play a fun-
damental role for the noisy realizations that escape for small
but not vanishing noise strengths. In the case of the vanish-
ingly small noise limit, H1 is the most probable escape path.

Remark. It is crucial to note that the set R̃∩TΓu , when pro-
jected onto Γu, covers the periodic orbit multiple times. This
multi-covering property underscores the complexity of the es-
cape dynamics and highlights why the sub-river alone is in-
sufficient to pinpoint the most probable exit site.

Indeed let Q =Φ(K(x1, x̂)). It has the following properties:

1. Q is an infinite spiral in TΓu .

2. Its projection onto the (c,w)-space is all of Γu.

3. It is pinned at one end by the pivot point.

4. Every point in Q, except the pivot point, is a local min-
imizer of the FW action functional with fixed boundary
conditions.

The set Q plays a key role in determining the escape hatch.
But it is still too large. The biggest issue lies behind the cy-
cling phenomenon, namely that there is no global minimizer
of the FW functional which crosses Γu.

E. Monte Carlo simulations and escaping paths

Our goal was to find a most probable path of escape through
an unstable periodic orbit that forms the boundary of the basin
of attraction of a stable fixed point. We show that for small
noise away from the limit, noisy trajectories that escape will
not exhibit infinite cycling behavior but actually escape at a
specific region of the periodic orbit.

We show that this escape region exists by carrying out
Monte Carlo simulations on the oceanic carbon cycle model
with additive noise. In the computations, the noise strength is
set at ε = 5. The noise strength was chosen such that there
was less than 5% of realizations that escape while also main-
taining a noise strength for which numerical convergence was
possible for the exit distributions. We consider (30) with ε = 5
on the time interval [0,15], initialized at z∗ with a step size of
dt = .005.

System (13) is numerically simulated using the Euler-
Maruyama method, which creates a discretized Markov
process25, over the time interval [0,15]. The time interval is
partitioned into sub-intervals of width ∆t = .005, and the so-
lution is initialized at c = c∗ and w = w∗. To create the dis-
cretized Markov process, the system is recursively defined as

cn+1 = ( f (cn)[µ(1−bs(cn,cp)−θ s̄(cn,cx)−ν)+wn −w0])∆t
+ ε∆W1n,

wn+1 = (µ[1−bs(cn,cp)+θ s̄(cn,cx)+ν ]−wn +w0)∆t
+ ε∆W2n.

(30)
The goal is to find the realizations that have transitioned

from z∗ to somewhere outside the unstable periodic orbit, and
capture where on Γu they have exited. Let τi denote the first
time a path, Xi, crosses Γu. Escape events are defined to be
the paths Xi that have τi ≤ 15. Let the point of Xi at τi be
given by (ci,wi). Refer to Figure 11 for an example of a re-
alization that has escaped on the finite time interval, and the
escape location. Assume for M realizations there are K es-
cape events. We construct the distributions for the c and w lo-
cations for the K escape events. To verify these distributions
have converged, the convergence process from Section 7.2 of
Fleurantin et al. 13 is used for both c and w escape locations.

This process results in converged distributions for exit loca-
tion in both c and w along Γu for this noise regime. Collecting
the points (ci,wi) from the paths that escaped, we see they fall
on a specific part of Γu. In Figure 12a see a jointplot of the
exit locations respectively and notice that there is a distinct
spot on Γu where trajectories mostly exit. Additionally, see
the overlay of the subriver and just the mouth of the subriver
with the jointplot in Figure 12b and Figure 12c respectively.
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

FIG. 10. (a) The heteroclinic orbit H1 of system (16). (b) A plot tracking the component ρ12 for H1 and showing there are no conjugate points
on the time interval specified as the curve never crosses 0. (c) The heteroclinic orbit H2 of system (16). (d) A plot tracking the component ρ12
for H2 and showing there is one conjugate point on the time interval specified as the curve crosses 0 once.

The majority of the subriver exits at the densest spot of the
exit points.

(a) (b)

FIG. 11. A sample path of (30) (black) initialized at z∗ on the inter-
val [0,15] with dt = .005 and ε = 5, overlaid with the stable (blue)
and unstable (red) periodic orbits. (a) The sample path escapes the
unstable periodic orbit, Γu. (b) A zoomed-in version of the rectan-
gular box in (b), where the cyan star denotes the path’s exit location,
(ci,wi).

Notice that besides the noisy realizations, these calculations
do not depend on the noise strength. While vanishingly small
noise predicts cycling, Freidlin-Wentzell theory can be used
to show how cycling is actually resisted when noise strengths
are larger. Of interest are the points on Γu where the River tra-
jectories cross as they escape, in which a subset of these tra-
jectories, the subriver, lined up almost exactly with the Monte
Carlo simulations. However, we currently still do not know
what guides the noisy realizations, leading us to the next sub-
section.

F. The Onsager-Machlup functional

To understand why the noisy trajectories escape via a spe-
cific area when escaping Γu, we need to calculate the energy
needed to escape to higher order. This involves the Onsager-
Machlup functional12 which becomes relevant when the noise
strength is away from the small noise limit. The Onsager-
Machlup functional is used as a perturbation of the Freidlin-
Wentzell functional and applied to trajectories in R.

The Onsager-Machlup functional for a path φ on an interval
[t0, t f ] is given by

OM[φ ] =
∫ t f

t0
|φ̇ −P(φ)|2 + ε

2(∇ ·P(φ))dt, (31)

where P is the determinisitic vector field. The Onsager-
Machlup functional penalizes trajectories that cycle around
the periodic orbit. Since the heteroclinic orbits will wind
around a neighborhood of Γu infinitely many times, the per-
turbation that was added to the Freidlin-Wentzell functional
implies the heteroclinic orbits cease to be global minimizers
when away from the small noise limit. To find the global mini-
mizer of (16), we have to calculate this Onsager-Machlup term
for each of our trajectories within the subriver. This process
provides a selection mechanism to pick out a specific most
probable escape path from the group of local minimizers: the
subriver trajectories. For each trajectory in R we calculate
(31), and the results are shown in Figure 13. We find the ab-
solute minimum action value, which corresponds to an angle
of a point on K, leading us to the desired path.
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(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 12. Jointplots and kernel density estimates of the tipped realizations of (30) with ε = 5. The stable fixed point z∗ is denoted by the black
circle and the unstable periodic orbit Γu is denoted by the gray dashed curve. (a) Jointplot of points (ci,wi) that escaped through Γu. We can
see a clear region of exit points. (b) Jointplot of points (ci,wi) from 65008 realizations that escaped through Γu overlaid with trajectories of
the subriver (red). (c) Jointplot of points (ci,wi) from realizations that escaped through Γu overlaid with where subriver exits Γu (red points).
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FIG. 13. The value of (31) for each trajectory in R. The angles
of H1 and H2 are denoted by the black dashed lines. The absolute
minimum action value is given by the red circle, while the blue circle
represents the corresponding action value for the pivot point.

Once we have the selected path, it needs to be verified with
Monte Carlo simulations. A kernel density estimation will be
used to determine how noisy trajectories exit Γu. The chosen
trajectory from the Onsager-Machlup functional will match
the distribution of noisy trajectories all along the path, where
this trajectory is acting as a guide for the realizations exiting
Γu, as seen in Figure 14.

G. The role of the pivot point

The hetroclinic orbits themselves never cross the periodic
orbit. The fact that they cycle around inside the periodic or-
bit is at the heart of the cycling phenomenon discovered by
Day3, and elaborated upon by Berglund and Gentz26,27. They
do, however, delineate the orbits that do cross. Only the or-
bits with Maslov Index 0 are expected to play a role in the

FIG. 14. Kernel density estimate of the tipped realizations of (30)
with ε = 5. The stable fixed point z∗ is denoted by the black cir-
cle and the unstable periodic orbit Γu is denoted by the gray dashed
curve. The KDE estimate of exit location (blue), overlaid with the
exit location of the selected escape path (red star).

most likely trajectories for exiting. These are the orbits which
we have called the sub-river. Each of these orbits can be
viewed as minimizers of the Freidlin-Wentzell functional with
the constraint that the exit happen at a prescribed point on the
periodic orbit Γ. Any given such minimizer will be at a local
minimum because the cycling will generate infinitely many
with, ironically, the functional value decreasing with extra cy-
cling.

Nevertheless, despite the preference for cycling as noise
vanishes, a main point of this paper has been that moderate
noise will favor less cycling. A natural question arises as to
whether there is a lower limit on the cycling as noise increases.
Our claim is that the pivot point plays a key role in determin-
ing this lower limit. This is due to its being the end-point of
the exit points of trajectories with Maslov Index 0.

We ran a set of experiments with increasing noise and
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plotted the exit distributions from Monte-Carlo simulations.
These are shown in Figure 15. As the noise strength increases
through the noted values, the mean and mode of the exit dis-
tribution get closer to the pivot point but appear to be blocked
by it from rotating back further.

The mode first passes the pivot point at the largest noise we
took, namely 6.5 which results in over 25% of trajectories ex-
iting. It remains, however, very close to the pivot point and the
mean does not jump over the pivot point even at that relatively
large level of noise, indicating that the bulk of the distribution
remains short of the pivot point.

V. Discussion

In this work, we conducted a detailed mathematical investi-
gation of the susceptibility of a marine carbonate cycle model
to rate-induced and noise-induced tipping from a stable fixed
point, z∗ = (c∗,w∗) ∈ R2, to a stable periodic orbit, Γs, in
a bistable regime. The model, originally proposed by Roth-
man 2 , captures the essential features of the marine carbonate
system and exhibits rich dynamical behavior, including multi-
ple stable states and hysteresis. We first investigated the phe-
nomenon of rate-induced tipping by making the CO2 injection
rate parameter a time-dependent ramping function. Through a
rigorous bifurcation analysis and the computation of basins of
attraction, we demonstrated that the system exhibits forward
threshold instability. Specifically, we showed that if the ramp-
ing rate is sufficiently fast, the system trajectory can leave the
basin of attraction of the stable fixed point before the fixed
point itself loses stability via a bifurcation. This highlights
the risk of critical transitions in the carbon cycle due to rapid
anthropogenic forcing, even if the forcing remains below the
static bifurcation threshold.

To study noise-induced tipping, we added stochastic white
noise perturbations to the deterministic system and sought to
identify the most probable path of escape from the stable fixed
point to the unstable periodic orbit that forms the basin bound-
ary. Our computational results revealed that for small but non-
vanishing noise levels, system realizations concentrate their
escape through a localized region on the unstable periodic or-
bit. This differs from the infinite cycling around the orbit pre-
dicted by large deviation theory in the small noise limit.

To uncover the geometric structure underlying the observed
escape behavior, we computed the unstable manifold of the
fixed point W u(z∗) and the stable manifold of the unstable pe-
riodic orbit W s(Γu). We defined sets of trajectories called the
River, R, and subriver, R̃, by looking at intersections of these
manifolds following the work from Fleurantin et al. 13 . The
subriver consists of trajectories that are local minimizers of
the Freidlin-Wentzell action functional. Through kernel den-
sity estimation of Monte Carlo simulations of the stochastic
system, we confirmed that the escape location of realizations
aligns with where the subriver trajectories cross the unsta-
ble periodic orbit Γu. To identify the global minimizer of
the Freidlin-Wentzell action functional from among the lo-
cal minimizers in the subriver under small but finite noise,
we employed the Onsager-Machlup functional as a perturba-
tion. This functional penalizes trajectories that wind around
Γu multiple times by adding a term that grows with the amount

of cycling. By minimizing the Onsager-Machlup functional
over the subriver trajectories, we were able to select a specific
most probable escape path. We validated this path by showing
it very closely approximates the mode of the escape location
distributions obtained from Monte Carlo simulations, see Fig-
ure 14.

Our results demonstrate that the marine carbonate cycle
model is susceptible to both rate-induced and noise-induced
tipping in realistic parameter regimes, even when using stan-
dard mathematical formulations of these phenomena. The
rate-induced tipping analysis underscores the danger of the
system being pushed out of a stable operating state by rapid
anthropogenic increases in CO2 emissions, before a bifurca-
tion threshold is reached. The noise-induced tipping analy-
sis reveals the most likely routes for stochastic escape from a
metastable operating state and shows how cycling of escape
trajectories around the basin boundary is resisted under small
but realistic noise levels.

This work advances the methodology for rigorously investi-
gating tipping susceptibility in climate-relevant models using
techniques from multiple areas of applied mathematics. We
leveraged tools from geometric singular perturbation theory
to identify forward threshold instability, Hamiltonian dynam-
ical systems theory to compute invariant manifolds and con-
necting orbits, large deviation theory to define most probable
escape paths, and Monte Carlo simulations to sample stochas-
tic escape trajectories.

The mathematical approach developed here could poten-
tially be extended to study tipping in higher-dimensional mod-
els of the climate system. Some promising avenues for future
work include:

1. Analyzing more complex and realistic models of the
carbon cycle that include additional physical, chemical,
and biological processes, as well as coupling to other
climate system components like the atmosphere, ocean,
and land surface.

2. Investigating rate-induced tipping under more gradual
parameter drift scenarios, such as those corresponding
to different anthropogenic CO2 emissions pathways.

3. Studying noise-induced tipping under non-white, multi-
plicative, and non-Gaussian noise assumptions that bet-
ter reflect the stochastic variability present in the real
climate system.

4. Exploring the interplay between rate-induced and
noise-induced tipping by making time-varying param-
eters also fluctuate stochastically.

5. Extending the invariant manifold and most probable
path computational methods to systems with higher di-
mensionality, e.g. by leveraging numerical continuation
techniques.

6. Calibrating model parameters and noise levels using ob-
servational data and paleoclimate proxy records to ob-
tain more quantitative estimates of tipping risks.
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

FIG. 15. Probability exit distribution on the periodic orbit Γu for various scenarios, where black represents the mean, red represents the mode,
and green represents the pivot point: (a) ε = 5, 4% tipping rate; (b) ε = 5.5, 9.3% tipping rate; (c) ε = 6, 17% tipping rate; (d) ε = 6.5, 26.7%
tipping rate.

7. Developing early warning indicators for rate and noise-
induced tipping based on the dynamical features identi-
fied in this analysis, such as forward threshold instabil-
ity combined with subriver escape trajectories in non-
gradient systems.

In conclusion, this paper demonstrates the power of a math-
ematically exhaustive approach for analyzing the susceptibil-
ity of a climate-relevant model to multiple tipping phenom-
ena. Our results show the marine carbonate system is at risk
of undergoing critical transitions due to both rapid anthro-
pogenic forcing and stochastic variability, even in a relatively
simple model. By extending this approach to more compre-
hensive models, we can work towards identifying and quan-
tifying tipping risks in the global climate system. A deeper
mathematical understanding of these risks is critical for in-
forming effective strategies to mitigate and adapt to climate
change in the face of both gradual and abrupt shifts. Fu-
ture work should focus on further developing the mathemati-
cal theory and computational tools needed to assess tipping in

complex, high-dimensional stochastic systems, as well as ap-
plying these methods to actionable climate change decision-
making.
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