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ABSTRACT

The paper documents the development of a novel time-domain model of injection-locked oscillator
phase-noise response. The methodology follows a first-principle approach and applies to all cir-
cuit topologies, coupling configurations, parameter dependencies etc. The corresponding numerical
algorithm is readily integrated into all major commercial simulation software suites. The model
advances current state-of-the-art pertaining to analytical modelling of this class of circuits. Using
this novel analytical framework, several important new insights are revealed which, in-turn, trans-
late into useful design rules for synthesis of injection-locked oscillator circuits with optimal noise
performance.

Keywords phase noise, injection-locked oscillators, circuit analysis, nonlinear dynamical systems, system analysis
and design

1 Introduction

Efficient and rigorous modelling tools for predicting phase-noise (PNOISE) response of oscillator/clock-circuits play
a critical role in the design cycle of modern communication and remote-sensing systems. Given the complexity of
contemporary device models, including the presence of various correlated, colored and modulated noise sources, and
considering the scale of modern circuit schematics, such design work necessitates the use of an Electronic-Design-
Automation (EDA) simulation environment (e.g. Keysight-ADS© or Cadence SpectreRF©). Relevant numerical al-
gorithms must hence be compatible with this EDA interface. Simply stated, this requires a methodology which is
formulated directly from a set of unspecified, nonlinear stochastic-differential-equations (SDE). The resulting model
hence applies to any circuit regardless of topology, system dimension, parameter dependencies etc. Herein, this mod-
elling strategy is referred to as a first-principle (FP) approach, although sometimes we may use terms such as e.g.
unified, generalized or macro-model to describe the same concept.

The paper presents a novel time-domain (TD) FP methodology aimed at describing the PNOISE response of injection-
locked oscillator (ILO) circuits; the so-called ILO phase macro-model (ILO-PMM). The model is derived as a spe-
cialization of an earlier model published by the authors [1]. The methodology is highly rigorous, being based on
nonlinear stochastic integration techniques and Floquet decomposition methods. It represents a direct extension of the
single oscillator phase-macro-model (PMM) developed in [4,5,9]. The ILO-PMM, however, not only extends but also
replaces the standard single oscillator PMM; reverting to this representation for zero coupling. The ideas presented
herein advance the current state-of-the-art (SOA) w.r.t modelling, analysis, synthesis and optimization of ILO noise
response. The derivation of the ILO-PMM framework will be discussed in section 2.2 following a brief introduction
to the underlying theory in section 2.1.
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Existing FP solutions to the problem discussed here are generally formulated as frequency-domain (FD) models in-
volving some variation of the standard conversion-matrix (C-MATRIX) methodology [8]. These types of methods,
such as e.g. the pnmx algorithm which is part of the Keysight-ADS© software suite, are entirely numerical in nature
with no accompanying representation for analysis purposes; herein referred to as black-box models. In contrast, ILO-
PMM methodology produces a unique closed-form algebraic expression representing the ILO PNOISE response. This
analytical interface represents an unprecedented and unparalleled feature of the ILO-PMM as no other FP description
(EDA compatible model), currently published, exist with this property.

The ILO-PMM, being an analytical FP framework both extends and replaces all previous phenomenological analytical
methodologies published on this topic. Such schemes are all predicated on the assumption of special ILO solution
(e.g the quasi-sinusoidal Kurokawa methodology [2]) or a special circuit topology (e.g. a block-diagram formulation).
These reduced-order, empirical modelling frameworks cannot readily encompass the circuit complexities mentioned
above and are obviously not compatible with the EDA interface. Nevertheless, they do, however, represent the cur-
rent state-of-the-art (SOA) when it comes to mathematical/theoretical analysis of the ILO PNOISE scenario; simply
because, up until this point, no fully rigorous alternatives existed. By preempting these phenomenological method-
ologies the ILO-PMM significantly advances the current SOA in the realm of circuit theoretical analysis. The text in
sections 3, 3.1 and 3.2 discuss how the ILO-PMM can be reduced/downsized to create a equivalent FP representation
of the well-established Kurokawa quasi-sinusoidal (Q-SINUS) model representation [2, 3]; referred to as the K-ILO
model. Comparing the ILO-PMM and the reduced-order K-ILO model descriptions, several new insights, pertain-
ing to the bounds or range-of-application of the Kurokawa methodology, are uncovered and discussed (see table 3.1
and lemma 3.2).

In section 4 below the capability of the proposed ILO-PMM framework is demonstrated by comparing its performance
against well-established commercial numerical simulation routines. The simulations are carried out on a 0.9GHz
circuit created by coupling a simple LC, negative-resistance oscillator to a CMOS, cross-coupled LC-tank unit through
a unilateral buffer amplifier. The analytical ideas developed in section 3.2 are tested by comparing the outputs of the
ILO-PMM and reduced-order K-ILO models, applied to the circuit described above. The work in section 4 verifies the
ILO-PMM model, and the underlying theoretic ideas used to develop it. The woek in both sections 3 and 4 solidifies
the ILO-PMM status as the new benchmark w.r.t. theoretical analysis of the ILO noise scenario. The novel analytical
tools introduced in this paper will prompt new insights and ideas leading to the development of design rules aimed at
synthesizing ILO circuits with optimal noise performance.

2 Theory

The topic of discussion in this paper is the ILO-PMM, which refers to a TD, first-principles (FP) model of ILO PNOISE
response. This novel result relies on theory developed by the authors in an earlier publication [1]. That paper treated
the scenario of a general coupled oscillator ensemble. Below, a brief introduction to the rather complicated theoretic
program, discussed in [1], is given. We then proceed show how to utilize these ideas to formulate the novel ILO-PMM
model.

2.1 The Coupled Oscillator PMM : a Brief Review.

A novel FP (unified) model, for the prediction of the first-order stochastic response of noise-perturbed coupled os-
cillator ensemble, was recently published in [1] by the authors. One of the results which was achieved involved a
unique closed-form expression for the PNOISE spectrum of a general ensemble. The model developed in [1] will be
referred to as the coupled oscillator macro-model (COSC-PMM). The COSC-PMM framework is formulated from FP,
and thus, by definition, incorporates all circuit topologies, coupling configurations and parameter dependencies in one
closed-form expression. The model extends and replaces the well-established single oscillator PMM model [4, 5, 9].
The novel COSC-PMM theoretic framework was achieved by employing ideas and results from various branches of
mathematics such as e.g. manifold-theory, differential-geometry and Floquet theory. Below, a brief review of these
rather involved topics is provided. For a more detailed discussion of these issues the reader is referred to the text in [1].

Consider k free-running and asymptotically stable autonomous oscillator units coupled through some type of network;
referred to herein as a k-ensemble. We assume that this network reaches a synchronized state. Let x ∈ R

n be the
n-dimensional state-space of the coupled network (k-ensemble). The synchronized PSS is then written, xs(t+ T0) =
xs(t), with T0 > 0 being the period of the synchronized k-ensemble. Below the νth harmonic of the PSS spectrum is
written Xs,ν . Here Xs,ν is an n-dimensional vector i.e. Xs,ν ∈ Rn. Furthermore, the qth, q ∈ [1;n], element of such

a vector is written X
[q]
s,ν ∈ R.
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Figure 1: (a) : The limit-cycle γ (blue orbit) is embedded in the k-dimensional, closed, phase-manifold, M. All
orbits on, and off, M approach this 1-dimensional set asymptotically with time (red orbits). The tangent-space to M

at a point x ∈ M, TxM, is an affine copy of Rk. (b) : Illustrating the ILO circuit configuration. The free-running
primary oscillator (P-OSC) is coupled unilaterally, through some buffer amplifier to the secondary oscillator (S-OSC).
Assuming a synchronized PSS is reached, the S-OSC is locked to P-OSC injected signal.

In [1] the concept of a phase-manifold, M, is introduced. This is a closed k-dimensional space which is known to
exist, for weak coupling, due to the persistence of normally hyperbolic manifolds. Furthermore, it can be shown that
the ensemble limit-cycle, γ, is embedded in this manifold; i.e. it is a sub-manifold. Let TγM refer to the tangent-
bundle, on M, and along γ where the concept of a tangent-bundle simply refers to the disjoint union of tangent-spaces
(affine copies of vector-space Rk) along γ; i.e. TγM = {TxM}x∈γ . As detailed in [1], there exists exactly k Floquet

vectors {ui(t)}ki=1 which span the bundle TγM. These k modes, also known as the phase-modes, govern the PNOISE
response of the k-ensemble. The scenario discussed here is illustrated in fig. 1.(a).

The setup described above and in fig. 1.(a), assures the existence of k unique Floquet phase-modes {ui(t)}ki=1. It is
then possible to calculate the PNOISE response which is the response spanned by these operators. Following some
rather lengthy and involved calculations, an expression for the PNOISE spectral density of a k-ensemble was derived
in [1, sec. 6] which we repeat here

L
(ν)(ω(ν)

m ) =
(1− a(ν))(ω2

0c)− 2b(ν)ωm

(0.5ω2
0c)

2 + (ω
(ν)
m )2

+
∑

ρ

k∑

l=2

Υ
(ν)
lρ

[
2|µl,r|+ (ω2

0ρ
2c)

]
+ 2∆

(ν)
lρ

[
ω
(ν)
m + µl,i

]
(
|µl,r|+

(
0.5ω2

0ρ
2c
))2

+
(
ω
(ν)
m + µl,i

)2 (1)

with ω0 = 2π/T0 being the operating frequency of the synchronized ensemble, superscript, index ν refers carrier
harmonic around which the PNOISE response is calculated, µs = µs,r + jµs,i ∈ C, is the sth characteristic Floquet

exponent (real/imaginary parts) and ω
(ν)
m = ω−νω0 is the νth harmonic offset frequency. The real parameter, c ∈ R+,

is known as the phase-diffusion constant [4–6, 9]. All sums in eq. (1) w/o bounds operate in the interval (−∞,∞).

The operators a(ν), b(ν),Υ
(ν)
lρ ,∆

(ν)
lρ introduced in eq. (1) are defined through

a(ν) + jb(ν) =
[
Ω(ν)

]
q,q

/‖X [q]
s,ν‖2 (2)

Υ
(ν)
lρ + j∆

(ν)
lρ =

[
Θ

(ν)
lρ

]
q,q

/‖X [q]
s,ν‖2 (3)

where index q refers to the index of the observation-node i.e. the node where PNOISE is measured, [S]x,y denotes

to the element at row x and column y of matrix S and X
[q]
s,ν refers to the q element of the PSS νth harmonic vector

(see discussion above). The two complex tensor operators Ω and Θlρ ∈ Cn×n have the form (see [1, appendix B] for
details)

3
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Ω(ν) =

k∑

m=2

∑

p

U1,νΛ
⊤
1,0Λ

∗
m,ν−pU

†
m,p

jω0(p− ν)− µ∗
m

(4)

Θ
(ν)
lρ =

U1,ρΛ
⊤
1,0Λ

∗
l,ρ−νU

†
l,ν

jω0(ν − ρ)− µ∗
l − µ1

+

∑k

i=2

∑
p Ui,pΛ

⊤
l,ρ−pΛ

∗
l,ρ−νU

†
l,ν

jω0(ν − p)− µ∗
m − µi

(5)

with Ui,j ∈ Cn being the jth harmonic of the ith Floquet phase-mode vector ui(t) : R → Cn and Λi,j ∈ Cn is

the jth harmonic of the ith Floquet phase-mode lambda-vector λi(t) : R → Cn where λi(t) = v⊤i (t)B(xs(t)), with
vi(t) : R → Cn being the ith Floquet phase-mode dual-vector. Finally, B(xs(t)) : R → Rn×p is the noise modulation
matrix, see e.g. [1, 4, 5, 9], which describes how p white-noise sources are injected into the n-dimensional state-space
and the manner in which the sources are modulated by the PSS, xs(t).

2.2 An Injection Locked Oscillator PMM : the ILO-PMM.

The ILO configuration is illustrated in fig. 1.(b). As can be seen, the coupled ensemble involves 2 oscillator units, with
the secondary oscillator (S-OSC) coupled to the primary oscillator (P-OSC) through some unilateral buffer/amplifier
circuit. Since we are considering 2 coupled units it follows from the discussion in section 2.1, that there will exist
two real Floquet phase-modes (µ1 = 0, µ2 < 0) governing the synchronized ILO PNOISE response. Considering the
PNOISE spectrum around the 1st PSS harmonic spectrum (ν = 1), and given the setup with 2 phase-modes (k = 2),
the general expression in eq. (1) specializes to the following model for an ILO circuit

LILO (ωm) =
(1− α)(ω2

0c)− 2βωm

(0.5ω2
0c)

2 + ω2
m

+
∑

ρ

∆ρ

[
2|µ2|+ (ω2

0ρ
2c)

]
+ 2Γρωm(

|µ2|+
(
0.5ω2

0ρ
2c
))2

+ ω2
m

(6)

where the notation, µ2 = µ2,r, was used since we know that the second phase mode is real and

α+ jβ =
[
Ψ
]
q,q

/‖X [q]
s,1‖2 (7)

∆ρ + jΓlρ =
[
Φρ

]
q,q

/‖X [q]
s,1‖2 (8)

Here q, again, denotes the observation node (see discussion in section 2.1) and the various complex tensor operators
are given through

Ψ =
∑

p

U1,1Λ
⊤
1,0Λ

∗
2,1−pU

†
2,p

jω0(p− 1)− µ2
(9)

Φρ =
U1,ρΛ

⊤
1,0Λ

∗
2,ρ−1U

†
2,1

jω0(1 − ρ)− µ2
+

∑
p U2,pΛ

⊤
2,ρ−pΛ

∗
2,ρ−1U

†
2,1

jω0(1− p)− 2µ2
(10)

The result in eqs. (6) to (10) describes the ILO-PMM. This model represents the first ever, at-least to the author’s
knowledge, rigorous TD FP (non-phenomenological/empirical) representation of ILO PNOISE response. Established
FP methodologies, such as e.g. the C-MATRIX class of FD algorithms used in e.g. the pnmx routine implemented
in the Keysight-ADS© EDA suite, are exclusively numerical in nature i.e. black-box routines (see discussion in in-
troduction). The ILO-PMM advances the current SOA by providing an explicit closed-form expression for the ILO
PNOISE spectrum. The rigorous ILO-PMM modelling framework both advances and repairs the flawed linearized FD
FP schemes (e.g. the C-MATRIX methodology), involving, among other things, artificial singularities in the PNOISE
spectrum [5], by calculating the response through direct stochastic integration of the raw nonlinear circuit SDE’s [1].
The addition of the new analytical tool-set, discussed above, will lead to the invention of new design rules for synthesis
of circuits with optimal noise performance.

3 Comparing the ILO-PMM to Established Analytical Models.

The ILO-PMM framework, eqs. (6) to (10), represents the only example of a FP (i.e. non-phenomenological/empirical)
analytical model of ILO noise response. Given this fact, the following question is relevant : why does the ILO-PMM

4
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not resemble the earlier, well-established analytical model representations? The disconnect becomes obvious when
comparing eq. (6) the established standard form of the ILO PNOISE spectral characteristic which can be written
[2, 3, 14–16]

L̂ILO (ωm) =
Ω2

3dBLP(ωm) +NS

ω2
m +Ω2

3dB

(11)

where Ω3dB is the pole of the ILO spectrum LP(ωm) : R → R is the PNOISE spectrum of the free-running P-OSC
and NS ∈ R is some scalar representing noise-contribution from the S-OSC circuit (see fig. 1.(b)). The standard-form
characteristic in eq. (11) is generally reached using less rigorous methods (see discussion below), however, this does
not overturn the fact such schemes have been highly successful in predicting the noise response of a large class of
important circuits. It is therefore essential to be able to relate and connect the ILO-PMM, developed herein, to these
earlier well-established results. Below, this issue is confronted within the context of the single most successful and
influential model ever published on ILO noise response : the Kurokawa model [2].

3.1 The Kurukawa Methodology.

In 1968 by Kaneyuki Kurokawa developed a novel methodology for predicting the noise-response of near-sinusoidal
(high-Q) ILO circuits perturbed by weak noise sources. His approach centered around a quasi-sinusoidal assumption
for the full noisy ILO solution and a restriction to a planar representation for the oscillator units (i.e. 2-D oscilla-
tors). The term quasi-sinusoidal (Q-SINUS) implies that the PSS can be approximated as purely sinusoidal (higher
harmonics are discarded) with a slow-moving phase/amplitude envelope2 induced by the weak noise source drive. The
novel modelling strategy, developed in the seminal paper [2] (see footnote 2 for a brief review), has since proved
highly successful in developing useful models for all kinds of oscillator configurations (coupled and singles) driven by
weak noise [3, 10–12, 14–16]. The Kurokawa methodology represents an example of the phenomenological/empirical
modelling approach discussed above. It is given this label since it is predicated on a specific type of oscillator PSS
(sinusoidal), a specific type of solution (i.e. Q-SINUS), and furthermore is restricted to 2-D oscillator units. Below, the
Q-SINUS modelling approach is briefly introduced, and it is then shown how to connect this important methodology
to the novel FP representation proposed herein.

3.1.1 Rediscovering the Kurokawa Model : Creating Reduced-Order Equivalent Model.

Both the ILO-PMM framework, which applies to all possible ILO circuits and solutions (see discussion in section 2.2),
and the Kurokawa model claim to correctly predict the PNOISE response of an ILO circuit generating a Q-SINUS
solution. Given this fact, it must then be possible to somehow connect these two very different methodologies. Indeed,
as will be shown, it is possible to construct reduced-order model description, the K-ILO model, from the ILO-PMM
framework which constitutes an equivalent FP representation of the original phenomenological Kurokawa model. The
purpose of performing this operation is two-fold as will now be discussed.

1. By producing this reduced-order K-ILO model we are effectively proving that the ILO-PMM supersedes
and encompasses the Kurokawa Q-SINUS methodology. This result is not limited to the specific Kurokawa
model but extends to most, if not all, non-rigorous/approximative modelling strategies. This must be so since
the ILO-PMM represents a FP (non-phenomenological) analytical model which is applicable to all possible
circuits and solutions. Hence, any such non-rigorous, phenomenological and/or empirical modelling attempt
must be represented within the ILO-PMM framework as a reduced-order sub-model. The ILO-PMM hence
both extends and replaces all these previously published non-rigorous analytical models. This result advances
the SOA in the field of ILO noise analysis. It is of fundamental importance with far-reaching implications for
future research.

2. Developing the FP reduced-order, equivalent Kurokawa model gives unique insights into which components
of the original representation are expunged or neglected in-order to reach this downsized version. The analyti-
cal work allows us to understand and quantify the bounds of these phenomenological strategies. It establishes
a range-of-application (see table 3.1 and lemma 3.2 below) for the Kurokawa (Q-SINUS) class of models.

2The Kurokawa ILO PSS is written xs(t) = ℜ{A0 exp(jω0t + φ0)}, where A0, φ0 ∈ R are the steady-state amplitude and
phase offset parameters. The full noise-perturbed solution is then written x(t) = xs(t) + δx(t) = ℜ{A(t) exp(jφ(t))}, where
δx(t) : R → R

2 is the slow-moving envelope which can be written in-terms of the amplitude and phase envelopes δA/φ(t)
i.e. A(t) = A0 + δA(t), and φ(t) = ω0t + φ0 + δφ(t). Using this notation a complex envelope equations can be formulated.
Using averaging methods, real differential equations for the envelopes, δA/φ(t), are derived. Finally, Fourier transforming these
expressions the PNOISE spectrum can be calculated which takes the form shown in eq. (11).
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Outside this range, this type of model breaks down i.e. is no longer able to correctly predict the response.
This is an important result which furthers our understanding of ILO noise modelling and analysis with many
potential applications for practical circuit design.

The analysis starts with the following result.

lemma 3.1. Assuming Q-SINUS operation, a reduced-order representation of the ILO-PMM, referred to as the K-ILO
model, can be calculated. This model is an equivalent version of the original Kurokawa result [2]. The PNOISE
spectrum, LK-ILO (ωm), calculated using this reduced-order model has the form

LK-ILO (ωm) =
∆(K)

0 + |µ2|2LP(ωm)

|µ2|2 + ω2
m

(12)

with ∆(K)

0 ∈ R being a real scalar defined through

∆(K)

0 = 2
[
U2,1ℜ

{
Λ⊤
2,1Λ

∗
2,1

}
U †
2,1

]
q,q

/‖X [q]
s,1‖2 + 5ω2

0c (13)

where all parameters and notation is explained in section 2.1 (see text accompanying eqs. (4) and (5)) and LP(ωm) :
R → R refers to the PNOISE spectrum of the free-running P-OSC circuit (see fig. 1.(b)).

Proof. see appendix A

Comparing eq. (12) with the standard-form expression in eq. (11) yields |µ2| = Ω3dB and ∆(K)

0 = Ns.

3.2 Comparing the ILO-PMM to the Reduced-Order K-ILO Model.

The K-ILO model, derived above in lemma 3.1, is a reduced-order version of the complete FP ILO-PMM scheme
derived in section 2.2. By definition, this implies that the ILO-PMM must contain additional information not available
in this Kurokawa equivalent model representation. Below we set out to quantify these ideas. The purpose and moti-
vation for this work was discussed above. Comparing the ILO-PMM and K-ILO models, defined in eqs. (6) to (10)
and eqs. (12) and (13), several interesting differences are observed. Three of these are listed in table 3.1 and the main
conclusions from this discussion are summarized in lemma 3.2 below.

lemma 3.2 (Kurokawa Model Range-of-Application). The Kurokawa Q-SINUS methodology, as described in [2], will
fail to correctly predict the ILO PNOISE spectrum if the circuit PSS induces, 1) : Λ1,0 6= 0, 2) : Λ2,i 6= 0 for i 6= ±1,

3) : |µ2| ∼ ω2
0c (strong P-OSC noise drive).

Proof. follows directly from the discussion in table 3.1 and the fact that the Kurokawa and K-ILO model representa-
tions are equivalents.

4 Numerical Experiments

Consider the ILO circuit created by coupling the two oscillator units, shown in fig. 2, according to the diagram in
fig. 1.(b). Here the LC oscillator, OSC1, is connected unilaterally, through a buffer amplifier, to the cross-coupled
CMOS unit, OSC2. Following the schematic in fig. 1.(b), OSC1, the P-OSC, is free-running while OSC2, the S-OSC,
assuming a synchronized PSS is reached, will be locked to the injected signal. The circuit described here oscillates
at a frequency around f0 = 1/T0 = 0.9GHz. Herein, this circuit will be used in a series of simulation trials aimed
at investigating and verifying the novel ILO-PMM framework, which was developed above in section 2.2. A study is
conducted, comparing the spectrum, calculated using the ILO-PMM framework, with the results produced by the pnmx
numerical routine; a module contained in the commercial Keysight-ADS© EDA suite. Specific attention is furthermore
paid to the points raised in table 3.1 and lemma 3.2. The purpose of this exercise is to explore the operational bounds
of the phenomenological Kurokawa methodology, represented herein by the reduced-order K-ILO equivalent model
developed in lemma 3.1.

Figure 3.(a) shows the ILO PSS for a select number of circuit nodes of oscillator units shown in fig. 2. Here, the
oscillator units are coupled linearly with gc1 = 35.0µA/V (see fig. 2 caption). From this figure it follows that node
vcg contains significant higher harmonic content (i.e. 2nd, 4th etc.) as this is a common-ground node. The PSS at
this node does therefore not conform to the near-sinusoidal PSS description on which the K-ILO reduced-order model

6
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1. The development of the K-ILO model involved the assumption Λ1,0 = 0 (i.e. zero DC component of λ1,
see section 2.1). For circuits with Λ1,0 6= 0 the K-ILO spectrum might differ significantly from the correct
FP ILO-PMM solution. The exact issues causing, Λ1,0 6= 0, for a given circuit are not always entirely
understood or easily described. This is especially true for higher dimensional (n > 2) systems. It is in many
cases a consequence of strongly non-linear circuit nodes which induce DC components in the corresponding
dual Floquet vector, v1(t), (see text accompanying eqs. (12) and (13)). Furthermore, a non-constant noise
modulation matrix, B(xs(t)), often induces the aforementioned result due mixing products landing at DC.

2. The K-ILO model further assumes that the DC and higher-order terms of λ2 be zero i.e. Λ2,i = 0, for i 6= ±1.
Loosely speaking, this scenario could be induced by simply by the presence of non-sinusoidal nodes in the
circuit PSS vector. In other words, non-sinusoidal PSS nodes could, to a certain extent at-least, induce non-
sinusoidal nodes in λ2. This relation, described here, is only based on empirical observation and is in no
way to be considered a scientific law. It is not generally not known how the harmonic content of a linear-
response operator, like λ2, is connected to the underlying PSS, especially not for higher dimensional circuits.
Nevertheless, in section 4 below, an example is discussed where a noise-source, injected into a common-
ground node (non-sinusoidal PSS node) of a cross-coupled CMOS circuit, results in a non-sinusoidal λ2

node.

3. The original ILO-PMM model describes the spectrum as an infinite sum of Lorentzian spectra (see eqs. (6)
to (10)) whereas the standard characteristic only involved the sum of two such spectra (see eqs. (11) to (13)).
As was discussed in appendix A, for a strong noise drive we have |µ2| ∼ ω2

0c (same order of magnitude)
and the poles of the Lorentzians in the sum separate and each term in eq. (6) must be included separately.
Here, the reduced-order K-ILO model will, once again, diverge from the correct response. For weak noise
drive, which is the case consider herein, |µ2| ≫ ω2

0c and the poles are more-or-less constant for all indices of
interest (for larger indices the terms in eq. (6) will approach zero with the nominator of the fractions) and we
regain the single-pole characteristic predicted in eq. (12).

Table 3.1: Comparing the ILO-PMM, eqs. (6) to (10), to the reduced-order K-ILO model, eqs. (12) and (13). Note
that since the K-ILO is an equivalent representation of the original Kurokawa model [2] all conclusions apply equally
to this methodology (see lemma 3.2).

is built (see discussion in appendix A). In fig. 3.(b), the ILO-PMM PNOISE spectral-density, derived from eq. (6),
is plotted for two parameters sets (see figure caption), together with corresponding curves produced by the pnmx
numerical routine. Inspecting fig. 3, the solutions of these two, qualitatively very different, numerical algorithms
(ILO-PMM/pnmx) seem to overlap for the most of the frequency range, further verifying the novel FP model proposed
herein.

4.1 Exploring Point #1 of Table 3.1.

The circuit in fig. 2 does not involve modulated noise meaning that the noise-modulation matrix B ∈ Rn×p is constant.
The p columns of, B, each correspond to one of the resistors or external current noise sources in this circuit. Let
jw,n ∈ [1, p] be the noise-indices corresponding to the two external noise sources w(t), n(t) : R → R seen in
fig. 2. These two noise These two sources dominate the noise response, described in-terms of the lambda functions
λi(t) = v⊤i (t)B : R → Rp, i = 1, 2 (see discussion in sections 2.1 and 2.2). Let λi,j(t) denote the jth component
of this p-dimensional vector, then fig. 4.(a) plots λ1,jw (t), λ2,jw (t), λ2,jn(t). Note that the S-OSC (OSC2) noise-
source, n(t), does not contribute to λ1. From fig. 4.(a) it follows that the dominant noise node component of λ1, i.e.
λ1,jw (t), has zero DC, Λ1,0 = 0. Following the discussion in point #1 of table 3.1, this outcome was expected as
the OSC1 circuit shown in fig. 2 sinusoidal in nature and hence conform to the Q-SINUS (Kurokawa) representation.
The requirement, Λ1,0 = 0, upon which the reduced-order Q-SINUS K-ILO model (see sections 3 and 3.2) was
conditioned, is hence seen to hold for the circuit in fig. 2. At this point it would seem that the ILO circuit considered
here complies with the Q-SINUS Kurokawa methodology. This would then suggest that the reduced-order K-ILO
equivalent model (see lemma 3.1) could substitute for the full FP ILO-PMM description in eqs. (6) to (10) as a
reasonable approximation for th circuit discussed here. However, as will be shown below, this assumption is false.

4.2 Exploring Point #2 of Table 3.1 - the Breakdown of the Kurokawa Approach.

Figure 4.(a) plots λ2,jw (t) and λ2,jn(t), representing contribution, due to noise sources w(t), n(t), to the vector λ2

(see section 3.1). Here λ2,jw (t) is again is almost a pure sinusoidal. However, it is clear that λ2,jn(t) does not fit
this description. This should come as no surprise since n(t) is injected into the common-ground node of the cross-
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Figure 2: The figure shows the two oscillator units which are coupled, as shown in fig. 1.(b), to produce the ILO
circuit discussed here. The unilateral buffer amplifier (see fig. 1.(b)), which connects to two circuits through the

vinj ports, has a 4th order polynomial in-out characteristic vout =
∑3

k=0 gck(vin)
k. Component values are fixed

to values shown unless otherwise stated. (a) : OSC1 (P-OSC) is a simple LC negative-resistance oscillator. Free-
running oscillation frequency f0 = 900.9MHz, corresponding to a period of T0 = 1.11ns. VCCS (negative resistor)
parameters : a1 = −1.0mS, a3 = 100µA/V3 and ai = 0 for i 6= 1, 3. The white-noise current source, w(t), has

the rms current strength iw,rms = 1pA/
√
Hz. (b) : OSC2 (S-OSC) is a CMOS cross-coupled LC-tank circuit. Free-

running oscillation frequency f0 = 892.86MHz, corresponding to a period of T0 = 1.12ns. The CMOS devices are

considered noiseless. The rms current of white-noise source, n(t), is given as in,rms = 70.7pA/
√
Hz. CMOS model

(all transistors) : Vth0 = 0.5V, λ = 0.05V−1, kp = 120µA/V2 which is also the model used in [17]. The CMOS
channel width-to-length ratios are listed next to the respective components.

coupled CMOS oscillator OSC2 shown in fig. 2.(b). As noted above (see fig. 3.(a)), the PSS at this node does not
fit the near-sinusoidal PSS requirement. Therefore, one should also not expect (loosely speaking) the lambda-vector
components to conform either (see # 2 of table 3.1). The observation implies that the reduced-order K-ILO equivalent
developed in section 3.1.1, should fail to capture the correct response. This can be observed in fig. 4.(b) which plots
the PNOISE spectral density of the circuit in fig. 2 for the linear coupling gc1 = 35.0µA/V. The figure shows the
spectrum calculated using the both the ILO-PMM (eqs. (6) to (10)) and K-ILO (eqs. (12) and (13)) methods as well as
the numerical pnmx routine. From this figure it is clear that the K-ILO model fails to capture the spectrum especially
for higher offsets which, which is due to the contribution of higher-harmonic content of λ2,jn(t) shown in fig. 4.(a).

To further prove this point, the intensity of the common-ground noise source n(t) is now decreased from 70.0pA/
√

Hz

8
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to 70.7fA/
√

Hz. Naturally, this will diminish the effect of the contribution λ2,jn(t) shown in fig. 4.(a). Instead,
the contribution due to P-OSC source, w(t), as represented by the component function, λ2,jw (t), will dominate the
second mode response. From fig. 4.(a), this contribution is highly sinusoidal which in-turn implies that modified circuit
adheres to the Kurokawa model requirements (see appendix A). Consequently, one should expect the reduced-order
K-ILO model, developed in section 3.1.1, to capture correct response of the modified circuit. Figure 5, once again,

plots the spectrum of the circuit in fig. 2 (see fig. 4 caption) but this time with w(t) = 70.7fA/
√

Hz. As predicted, the
simple reduced-order K-ILO model now captures the correct PNOISE response. Finally, from lemma 3.2, all results
and conclusions discussed here, related to the reduced-order K-ILO model developed in lemma 3.1, extend directly to
the entire class of ILO PNOISE models built using the Q-SINUS methodology including the original well-established
and highly referenced original representation in [2].

Figure 3: (a) : PSS solution of the ILO circuit shown in fig. 2. (b) : phase-noise spectral densities for the ILO
circuit in fig. 2. The figure shows the PNOISE spectrum for the ILO circuit calculated using the novel ILO-PMM
model developed herein along with the corresponding output of the pnmx routine, part of the Keysight-ADS© suite.
The simulations are run for two parameter sets, PSET1 : (Cr = 0.3035pF, 0.295pF, gc1 = 35µA/V) and PSET2 :
(gc1 = 40µA/V, 60µA/V) with all other component values and circuit parameters fixed as listed in fig. 2.

Figure 4: (a) : figure shows the components of λi(t) = v⊤i (t)B, i = 1, 2, corresponding to Floquet modes µ1 =
0, µ2 < 0.0, and representing the contributions due to noise sources n(t), w(t) : R → R (see fig. 2) which dominate
the response. (b) : the PNOISE spectrum calculated using ILO-PMM, K-ILO model and the pnmx routine. Due to the
DC and even harmonic components of the contribution λ2,jn(t) (see figure (a)) the reduced-order K-ILO model fails
to predict the correct spectrum for higher offset frequencies.
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Figure 5: PNOISE spectrum of the modified circuit (see discussion in text). The spectrum is calculated using
the ILO-PMM, K-ILO model and pnmx method. The modified circuit generates a solution which conforms to Q-
SINUS/Kurokawa methodology and the reduced-order K-ILO equivalent model is hence able to correctly predict the
ILO PNOISE response. This should be contrasted with the result reported in fig. 4.(b) above.

5 Conclusion

We document the development of a novel time-domain model of injection-locked oscillator phase-noise response; the
so-called ILO-PMM. The methodology is based on a rigorous first-principles approach and, as such, is applicable to all
circuit topologies, system dimension, parameter dependencies etc. The companion numerical algorithm is compatible
with all major commercial circuit simulation programs. We explore the analysis of circuits from a macro-model
perspective. It is shown that the ILO-PMM, developed herein, extends and replaces the standard models currently
found in the literature on this topic. The work discussed herein advances the current state-of-the-art w.r.t. both
numerical and theoretical modelling and analysis of injection-locked oscillator noise response. Several new insights
are uncovered with the potential for important practical design applications. The analytical innovations and ideas
discussed herein will serve as inspiration for future publications currently being written.
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A Proof of lemma 3.1.

Below we consider the concept of a near-sinusoidal (N-SINUS) vector-function, y(t) : R → Rn

y(t) = α+ x(t) + O(ǫ)s(t) (14)

where α ∈ Rn is the DC component of the signal, x(t) : R → Rn is a pure sinusoidal vector-function (i.e. no higher
harmonics), s(t) : R → Rn is a scaled vector function |s(t)| ≤ 1 for all t, containing all higher harmonics and |ǫ| ≪ 1
a small parameter. The definition in eq. (14) describes a signal which is almost sinusoidal which is the case for the
PSS in the Kurokawa Q-SINUS methodology (see [2, 3]).

For an autonomous oscillating system, such as a locked ILO circuit, the special Floquet mode µ1 = 0, is known to
exist [4, 5, 9]. Furthermore, it is well established [4, 5, 9], that the Floquet vector u1(t) is a scaled copy of ẋs, i.e. the
time-differential of the PSS, xs(t). As discussed in the above references, the proper scale factor leads to u1(t) = ẋs(t).

The Kurokawa modelling approach [2], assumes a near-sinusoidal (N-SINUS) planar (n = 2) PSS xs(t) = α +
xa(t) + O(ǫ)s(t) (see eq. (14) for description of terms). It then follows from the above discussion that u1(t) = ẋs =
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xb(t)+O(ǫ)g(t) where xb(t) = ẋa(t) is sinusoidal and g(t) = ṡ(t). For the ILO configuration we are considering two

modes µ1 = 0, µ2 < 0.0 (see section 2.2). Due to the Floquet bi-orthogonality condition (v⊤i (s)uj(t) = δi,jδ(t− s))
[5, 6], we get that v⊤1 (t)xb(t) = 1 and v⊤2 (t)xb(t) = 0, for all t, to within an error of order |ǫ| ≪ 1. However, since
xb(t) is a sinusoidal planar (2D) solution this must imply that vi(t), i = 1, 2, are both N-SINUS vector-functions.
The standard formulation of the Kurokawa model [2, 3] does not involve modulated sources meaning that the noise
matrix is constant, B ∈ R2×p, and λi(t) = vi(t)

⊤B, i = 1, 2, are hence both zero-DC, N-SINUS p-dimensional
vector-functions (see eqs. (4) and (5) and accompanying text).

From the above analysis, λ1(t), has zero DC, i.e. Λ1,0 = 0, which implies that the tensor/matrix expression in eqs. (9)
and (10) reduce to

Ψ = O(ǫ) (15)

Φρ =

∑
p U2,pΛ

⊤
2,ρ−pΛ

∗
2,ρ−1U

†
2,1

jω0(1 − p) + 2|µ2|
+ O(ǫ) (16)

The Floquet mode vector, u2(t) : R → R
2, is zero-DC, N-SINUS (upto an error of |ǫ| ≪ 1) which follows from

v⊤2 (t)u2(t) = 1 and v2 being zero-DC, N-SINUS as discussed above. Hence, U2,p = O(ǫ) for p 6= ±1. Hence,
non-negligible terms (terms larger than O(ǫ)) must correspond to indices p = ±1 in eq. (16). However, since we
must have |µ2| ≪ ω0 (holds for all relevant modes, see [17]) it follows that the terms corresponding to p = 1 will
dominate. Furthermore, from the above discussion we have Λ2,j = O(ǫ), for j 6= −1, 1. Combined this leaves us with
the expression

Φρ =
K−1δρ,0 +K1δρ,2

2|µ2|
+ O(ǫ) (17)

where

Ks = U2,1Λ
⊤
2,sΛ

∗
2,sU

†
2,1 (18)

Inserting eqs. (15), (17) and (18) into eqs. (6) to (8), and discarding all negligible terms of order ǫ, the following
expression for the PNOISE spectrum of the reduced-order K-ILO model is produced

LILO (ωm) ≈ (ω2
0c)

(0.5ω2
0c)

2 + ω2
m

+
Z−1

|µ2|2 + ω2
m

+
Z1 + (4ω2

0c)(
|µ2|+

(
2ω2

0c
))2

+ ω2
m

(19)

where Zs ∈ C is a possibly complex scalar defined through

Zs =
[
Ks

]
q,q

/‖X [q]
s,1‖2 (20)

with q being the observation node (see discussion in sections 2.1 and 2.2 and eqs. (7) and (8)). The first term in eq. (19)
represents the primary oscillator (see fig. 1.(b)) free-running PNOISE spectrum [4, 5] which we write LP (ωm). For
most offsets of interest, ωm ≫ 0.5ω2

0c, as 0.5ω2
0c is a very small offset typically on the order of 1Hz or lower,

The following approximation then holds [5] Lm(ωm) ≈ (ω2
0c)/ω

2
m and using this expression we can carry out the

following calculation

LP (ωm)(ω2
m + |µ2|2) ≈ (ω2

0c/ω
2
m)(ω2

m + |µ2|2) = ω2
0c+ (ω2

0c/ω
2
m)|µ2|2 = ω2

0c+ LP (ωm)|µ2|2 (21)

Finally, we want to show that |µ2| ≫ 2ω2
0c which means that the following relation

|µ2| ≫ 2ω2
0c ⇔

|µ2|
ω0

≫ 4π
c

T0
⇔ − 1

2π
ln(ι2) ≫ 4π

c

T0
(22)

where T0 is the oscillation period (ω0 = 2π/T0) and we have introduced the Floquet characteristic multiplier, ι2 ∈ R,
through [4–6, 9] ι2 = exp(−|µ2|T0). A reasonable estimate for normal operation would be ι2 ∈ (0.95, 0.7) since
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ι2 = 1.0 corresponds to the uncoupled scenario (see [1]). So the minimal value in eq. (22) is taken for ι2 = 0.99 (for
this example). Using this estimate, eq. (22) gives

|µ2| ≫ 2ω2
0c ⇔

c

T0
≪ ln(0.99)/(8π2) ∼ 10−4 (23)

which generally will holds as c is a very small parameter. Of-course, as the value of µ2 → 0 (towards uncoupling)
or the value of the phase-diffusion constant, c, increases (stronger P-OSC noise drive), this relation breaks down very
fast. Since eq. (22) holds, at-least for reasonable values of µ2 and c, we can approximate |µ2| + 2ω2

0c ≈ |µ2| in the
denominator of the third term in eq. (18). Using this approximation together with the result in eq. (21) we can write
eq. (19) as

LILO (ωm) ≈ LK-ILO (ωm) + O(ǫ) (24)

where

LK-ILO (ωm) =
LP (ωm)|µ2|+∆

(K)
0

|µ2|2 + ω2
m

(25)

where ∆(K)

0 ∈ R is the real scalar

∆(K)

0 = Z−1 + Z1 + 5(ω2
0c) (26)

which can also be written (see eq. (20))

∆(K)

0 = 2
[
U2,1ℜ

{
Λ⊤
2,1Λ

∗
2,1

}
U †
2,1

]
q,q

/‖X [q]
s,1‖2 + 5ω2

0c (27)
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