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QUANTITATIVE RELAXATION DYNAMICS FROM GENERIC INITIAL
CONFIGURATIONS IN THE INERTIAL KURAMOTO MODEL

HANGJUN CHO, JIU-GANG DONG, SEUNG-YEAL HA, AND SEUNG-YEON RYOO

ABSTRACT. We study the relaxation dynamics of the inertial Kuramoto model toward a phase-
locked state from a generic initial phase configuration. For this, we propose a sufficient framework
in terms of initial data and system parameters for asymptotic phase-locking. It can be roughly
stated as set of conditions such as a positive initial order parameter, a coupling strength sufficiently
larger than initial frequency diameter and intrinsic frequency diameter, but less than the inverse
of inertia. Under the proposed framework, generic initial configuration undergoes three dynamic
stages (initial layer, condensation and relaxation stages) before it reaches a phase-locked state
asymptotically. The first stage is the initial layer stage in analogy with fluid mechanics, during
which the effect of the initial natural frequency distribution is dominant, compared to that of
the sinusoidal coupling between oscillators. The second stage is the condensation stage, during
which the order parameter increases, and at the end of which a majority cluster is contained in
a sufficiently small arc. Finally, the third stage is the persistence and relaxation stage, during
which the majority cluster remains stable (persistence) and the total configuration relaxes toward
a phase-locked state asymptotically (relaxation). The intricate proof involves with several key tools
such as the quasi-monotonicity of the order parameter (for the condensation stage), a nonlinear
Gronwall inequality on the diameter of the majority cluster (for the persistence stage), and a
variant of the classical Lojasiewicz gradient theorem (for the relaxation stage).

CONTENTS
[l.__Introductionl 2
.1, Main results| 3
1.2.  Roadmap 5
[1.3. Notations and conventions| 6
[2._Preliminaries| 7
2.1. The Kuramoto modell 7
B2 Call I . | 3
2.3.  Phase-locking as relative equilibri 9
2.4.  Symmetries of the inertial Kuramoto mode 10
[3.” Zero inertia limit (m — 0) 11
3.1. A quantitative Tikhonov theorem| 11
3.2. A dynamic approximation scheme]| 14
3.3. Computing O(t) from O(t) and O 20
4. Synchronization Mechanism, Conjectures and Strategyl 26
4.1.  Synchronization Mechanism I. Inertial gradient flow formulation of (1.1) and the |
| Lojasiewicz gradient theorem| 26

Date: March 4, 2025.

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 34D05, 34D06, 34C15, 82C22.

Key words and phrases. Inertia, Kuramoto oscillator, phase-locking, relaxation dynamics, zero inertia limit.

Acknowledgment. The work of H. Cho was partially supported by the National Research Foundation(NRF) of
Korea grant funded by the Korea government(MSIT) (RS-2023-00253171), the work of J.-G. Dong was supported by
the National Key R&D Program of China (No. 2023YFA1009200) and the National Natural Science Foundation of
China through grant 12171069, the work of S.-Y. Ha was supported by NRF grant (NRF-RS2025-00514472), and the
work of S.-Y. Ryoo was partially supported by the fellowship of Korea Foundation for Advanced Studies.

1



2 CHO, DONG, HA, AND RYOO

|4.2.  Synchronization Mechanism II. Stability of majority clusters| 28
[4:3. Synchronization Mechanism TII. Quasi-monotonicity of the order parameter] 29
[£-4" Piecing three mechanisms together] 36
[5._Partial phase-locking of majority clusters 37
5.1.  Proof of the first assertion in Theorem [5.1] (Stability of © )| 41
5.2.  Proof of the second assertion in Theorem |]51| (Linear arrangement of © 4))| 44
5.3. Proof of third assertion in Theorem [5.1] (O 4 confines Op)| 47
5.4. Proof of the fourth assertion in Theorem [5.1] (Uniqueness of maximal majority cluster)| 48
6. Proof of Theorem 3.1t the zero inertia limit] 54
[Z.__Proof of Theorem 4.1 57
7.1.  Stage A(Initial layer)| 57
7.2.  Stage B (Condensation of a majority cluster)| 58
7.3. Stage C (persistence and relaxation )| 61
8. Conclusion and future directions| 61
|Appendix A. Description of previous results| 63
|A. 1. Stability of majority clusters| 63
|A.2. Synchronization in the identical case| 65
[Appendix B SturmPicone Comparison Principle] 65
[Appendix C. T00f 0 eorem |1.1 70
|Appendix D.  Asymptotic phase-locking versus finiteness of collisions| 73
|Appendix E.  The proot of Proposition |3.2] 76
(1. Proof of the first statement 7
(2. Proof of the second statementl 78
IE.3. Proof of the third statementl 80
[References] 91

1. INTRODUCTION

Synchronization refers to an adjustment of rhythms in interacting oscillatory systems, and it
can be regarded as the formation of consensus in phases and frequencies among oscillators. The
gradual appearance of synchronization from a desynchronized state is referred to as an emergent
behaviror, and this is often observed in natural systems. To name a few, swarming of fish, flocking
of birds, or aggregation of bacteria [4 [12] [68] [76l [80] etc. Despite its ubiquitous appearance in
nature, synchronization was mathematically formulated only half a century ago by two pioneers
Arthur Winfree [82], R3] and Yoshiki Kuramoto [54] [55]. They proposed mathematically tractable
phase models that describe the dynamics of weakly interacting limit-cycle oscillators, and identified
fundamental synchronous behavior.

The novel feature of Winfree and Kuramoto models is that they both exhibit phase transition
phenomena from disordered states (incoherent states) to partially ordered states(partially phase-
locked states) and then to fully ordered states (completely phase-locked states), as the coupling
strength, a variable representing the amount of interaction between the individuals, exceeds certain
critical threshold [5] 28, [56]. Due to this phase transition like feature, Winfree and Kuramoto’s
mathematical approach to synchronous phenomena, and more generally the theory of weakly coupled
oscillators, has received lots of attention from control theory, neuroscience, and statistical physics
communities [T &, @, 34, [39, [45] [50, [69, [71].

In this article, we are mainly interested in the inertial Kuramoto model which corresponds to the
second-order correction of the Kuramoto model introduced by Arthur Bergen and David Hill [7] to
model electric networks with generators, and by Bard Ermentrout [3§] to model synchronous flashing
of the firefly species Pteroptyx malaccae. Due to its second-order nature, the inertial Kuramoto model
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possesses several novel features absent in the Kuramoto model such as first-order phase transition
[73] and hysteresis [49, [74].

To set up the stage, we begin with a brief description of the inertial Kuramoto model. Fix a
positive integer N, the number of particles, and for ¢ € [N] := {1,--- , N}, let 6; = 0;(t) € R and
w; = 0; be the phase and (instantaneous) frequency of the i-th Kuramoto oscillator, given as a
real-valued function of nonnegative time ¢ > 0. The dynamics of the phase ensemble {¢;} ; under
the inertial Kuramoto model is governed by the following Cauchy problem:

N
.. . K
mo; +0;, =v; + — sin(f; — 0;), t>0,
(L1) NZ ’

= (67,07), i€[N].

0;,6;
( (2] Z) t:0+

Here, m, k and v; are nonnegative constants representing (positive um’fornﬂ) inertia, coupling strength
and natural (intrinsic) frequency of the i-th oscillators, respectively.

By the standard Cauchy-Lipschitz theory, the Cauchy problem admits a global unique solu-
tion, which must be real analytic in terms of time and all other parameters by the Cauchy—Kovalevskaya
theorem. Thus, in this paper, neither uniqueness, global existence, nor smoothness of solutions to
will be an issue. In what follows, we discuss main results of this paper.

1.1. Main results. The first set of results is concerned with the emergence of complete and partial
phase-lockings. Roughly, it says that if initial configuration and system parameters satisfy

N
1 .
R(t) = |+ > %W R(0)=R" >0,
j=1

(1.2) . o
ey b=l e i —
max { —2= , == , mk p < |RJ?,

K K

then the solution to ([1.1)) converges to a single traveling solution (see Theorem below). Here, the
symbol < simply means the left-hand side is very smaller than the right-hand side in a non-rigorous
manner. [t will only be used when discussing heuristics; we do not assign a precise meaning.

Theorem 1.1. Suppose the initial data and system parameters satisfgﬂ
, ] 0 0
ez v — vl Jpax e — ol

== <z|R°f?, mr<ylR°? and —=

(1.3) . .

< z|R%?,

where x,y, z are positive real numbers satisfying

}g%((l ey (;< F) b (1= ey (Cz et 2n>)

(1.4)

-,
. 2 1 —max{1,n} E 677 1.
+\/3068<y(x+ ) + max{1,n}e YEt gt g) <

Then, the following assertions hold.

L«Uniform” refers to the fact that m does not depend on i. The “multi-rate Kuramoto model” of [32] considers
the case when m is different for each oscillator 6;. We will not consider this case in this article.

2A simple dimensional analysis shows that R° is dimensionless, while V, ©, &, and 1/m have the dimension of the
inverse of time, hence the forms of the left-hand sides of . For a more rigorous dimensional analysis, see the time
dilatation symmetries discussed in subsection
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(1) (Asymptotic phase-locking): The global solution (©,Q := ©) (with © = (61, ...,0x)) to the
Cauchy problem (1.1)) exhibits “asymptotic phase-locking”:
Eltlggo(ﬁ,-(t) —vct), and tlirgo 0;(t) = v, for all i € [N],

N . .
where v, = % > ioq Vi is the average of natural frequencies.

(2) (Asymptotic partial phase-locking): There exists a subset A C [N] with |A| > & and integers
k; for each i € A such that

lim sup max ‘(Gi(t) — 2kym) — (0;(t) — ijw)‘ <z
t—oo 1€ 2
and a constant ¢ = c(x,y, z, R®) such that for any i,j € A with v; > v;,

Vifyj

. ) 'y Vi —Vy
— < lim (6:(t) = 0,(t)) < .

Proof. We will prove Theorem [I.1] assuming Theorem [£.I]in Appendix [C] O

Remark 1.1. Condition (1.4) is satisfied, for example, by
(z,y,2,7m) = (0.5,0.015,0.12, 1), (0.3,0.05,0.76, 3).

These constants are artifacts of our proof and we do not claim that they are optimal, and Theorem
[73) will follow from a more general framework, namely Theorem []-1]

In literature [22] 23] 24, 28] B3], [32], 51} [’T], the complete synchronization problem (or asymptotic
phase-locking) has been investigated for the inertial Kuramoto model for a restricted initial
configuration. Numerical simulations suggest that the inertial Kuramoto model exhibits asymptotic
phase-locking (as defined in the statement of Theorem [1.1| (1)) for generic initial data in the large
coupling regime. Thus, we are led to ask the following question.

Question 1.1. (Existence of critical coupling strength) For a fized natural frequency vector ¥V =
(1,...,vN) and Lebesgue a.e. initial data (©°,Q°) (with ©° = (69,...,60%) and Q° = (u?,...,w%)),
does there exist a critical value k. = k.(V,0°, Q) such that k > k. implies asymptotic phase-locking
in system , regardless of the inertia m > 09

From this point of view, the contribution of Theoremis that it guarantees a range k € [K1, K2,
where k1 is a function of V, ©%, QY and ke = O(|R°|?/m), at which asymptotic phase-locking occurs.
To our knowledge, Theorem is the first in the literature to provide a sufficient framework for
asymptotic phase-locking for the inertial Kuramoto model in the generality of generic initial
data.

As for the physical significance of the second-order model , Ermentrout [38] considered
as a model for frequency modulation, essentially writing the ODE of as

N
.. 1 . K .
0; = E(Vl — 91) + m jé 1 sln(Gj — 91)

Note that the right-hand side can be regarded as competition between two forcing terms. More
precisely, the term % (v —éi) denotes the tendency of the frequency to return to the natural frequency
v;, whereas the term -t sin(f; — 6;) represents the enforcing consensus via the phase response of
the i-th oscillator to the j-th oscillator.

Bergen and Hill [7] considered the Cauchy problem as the swing dynamics for a power
network consisting of N electrical generators [14], 53] [70]: the inertial term mb; corresponds to the
generator inertia; the dissipative terms 0, correspond to the loads or the mechanical damping; the
intrinsic frequencies v; correspond to power injections; the nonlinear interaction terms £ sin(6; —
0;) correspond to the power flows along transmission lines; and synchronization is interpreted as
robustness or transient stability [30, 31, [33] 34, [41 [42] [72]. From this point of view, the inertial
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Kuramoto model has found an application as an elementary model for “smart grids” [35]. The case
m = 0, i.e., the model , signifies that the nodes have loads and no generation. One could also
consider systems with pure generation and zero load or damping [46] as well.

There has been recent interest in low-inertia power grids [63]: conventional fossil fuel-based power
plants, which often involve steam and hydroelectric turbines, tend to have high inertia, whereas
renewable energy sources such as solar and wind energy tend to have low inertia. How does one
understand the stability and synchronization properties of such low-inertia power grids? In this
light, the present work develops a theory of synchronization applicable in the low-inertia settingﬁ

As by-products of the arguments employed in the proof of Theorem [1.1} we can obtain improved
results for specific situations. First, we obtain a condition for partial phase-locking (see Definition
, which states that if a majority of the oscillators is contained in a sufficiently small arc, it
becomes self-sustaining and limits the dynamics of other oscillators. See Theorem A cruder
version of this idea has already appeared in [51]; their results are subsumed under Theorem
Second, we provide a framework more general than that of Theorem namely Theorem
Third, we deal with a complete phase-locking for a three-oscillator system for all initial data:

Theorem 1.2. Suppose that system parameters satisfy

max |v; — v

1<i,j<N
N =3, m max |y —v;|+2mk+
1<i,j<N 2K

Then, the solution to (1.1|) exhibits asymptotic phase-locking.

1 /1
< 3 6(69 — 11v/33) = 0.123003.

Proof. We provide the proof in Appendix after proving the equivalence of asymptotic phase-
locking and finiteness of collisions in the small inertia regime mx < i. ]

Besides Theorem and Theorem we have a plethora of new results in this paper, namely

Theorem [3.I] Theorem [4.1] Theorem[5.1} Theorem[D.1] Proposition [2.1] Proposition 3.1} Proposition
Proposition [3.3], Proposition and Corollary

1.2. Roadmap. The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Below, we summarize some notations
and conventions to be used throughout the paper. In Section [2| we first recall the (first-order)
Kuramoto model and related results on asymptotic phase-locking and then demonstrate Galilean
invariance and the corresponding momentum conservation of and . We use this to provide
natural definitions of complete and partial phase-lockings. This sheds light on why we obtain single
traveling solutions with group frequency v, in the conclusions of Theorem We then pose our
main questions on the emergence of phase-locking.

In Section (3| we explain our basic rationale behind analysis of 7 which is to approximate it

to the Kuramoto model ([2.1)). This process requires the smallness of | Jnax |w? — w?| /k and mk.
<iyg<

In Section we explore three synchronization mechanisms of models (|1.1)) and (2.1]), namely sta-
bility of majority clusters (subsection [4.2]), quasi-monotonicity of the order parameter (subsection
4.3), and inertial gradient flow formulation of (|1.1) and resulting application of the Lojasiewicz gra-

dient theorem (subsection [4.1)). These mechanisms require, in addition, the smallness of Inax |v; —
1<i,j<

vj|/k. We conjecture that this third mechanism can be used to fully characterize the asymptotic
behaviors of models and .

In Section [5], we study the properties of the majority cluster to establish a sufficient criteria for
partial phase-locking.

In Section |§|, we use that the second-order model converges to the first-order model in
the zero inertia limit m — 0+ to obtain a qualitative version of the phase-locking theorem, namely
Theorem 311

3The literature suggests conflicting results, with some suggesting that low inertia contributes to synchronization
[33], while others suggest that low inertia destabilizes system (1.1 [3} 27].
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In Section |7} we present detailed proofs for presented main results. Finally, Section [8|is devoted
to a brief summary of the main results and discussions for future work. In appendix sections, we
provide the various technical details alluded throughout the paper.

1.3. Notations and conventions. We fix some notations and conventions for the remainder of
the paper. Let (01,...,0x) be a solution to ([L.1)) or (2.1). We denote w;(t) := 6;(t). We use capital
Greek letters to denote the collection of the corresponding lower Greek letters:

O = (91,...,6]\[), Q= (wl,...,wN), V= (Ul,...,VN).
We will use w; and 6; interchangeably and ) and 6 interchangeably throughout this article. We
denote 1y = (1,---,1) € RY. For vectors X = (z;); € RN and Y = (1), € RY, we denote
their exterior product X AY € /\2 R¥. For the standard basis ey, - -- , ey of RV, we consider e; A ej,
i,j € [N], i < j to be the standard basis of /\2 RY. Thus, in these coordinates, we may write

XNY = (2iyj — 9i)i je[N].i<j-

As usual, we use || - ||, to denote the £,-norm in RV:

1
N P
1Ol = (Z;I@-I”) , 1<p<oo, [0 = 1211,2%}%]‘01'|'
P

We use D to denote the diameter: for a vector X = (z;)¥; € RY,

D(X):= max |z; —zj|.

1<ij<N
For example, for the above configurations ©, ) and V, we denote

D(O) = | Jnax 16; — 6], D)= | Jnax lw; —w;|, D)= | Jnax i — w5,

For X € RV, we have
D(X) = [ X Anillee;

where we endow /\2 RY the /., norm with respect to its standard basis. We observe the triangle
inequality
(1.5) ID(A) —D(B)| < D(A-B), A,BeR".
We observe the inequality

SD(X) < X, X €RY,
which follows from the identity

1 1
“D(X) ==
3 PX) =3

We also denote the variances as follows:

N N
1 1
Var(V) = N g lvi —ve?, Var(Q°) = N E |w? — we|?.
i1 i=1

(1.6) 1 X oo — ., X =(z1,-,zn) € RV,

max xr; + min x;
1€[N] 1€[N]

It is well known that
D(X)?
Var(X) < %, X eRV.

For A C [N] and X = (2;)Y, € RV, we define the restricted vector
Xa = (2i)ica € RML
The concepts of D(X 4) and || X 4|, are defined in the same manner:

D(O,4) = ?;gi'el — 0], D)= lrrjlg)j lwi —wjl, DVa) = Zn}gﬁ v; — vjl.



ASYMPTOTIC PHASE-LOCKING IN THE INERTIAL KURAMOTO MODEL 7

and

1
104l = (D 16:)". 1<p <00, Ol = mag |t
i€ A
Throughout the paper, we call m, x, and V system parameters, ©° and QO initial data, and all
other external parameters free parameters. We sometimes say ‘parameters’ to refer to any of these
variables.

Although (1.1)) describes a dynamical system on (S')™ x RY | we will interpret it as a dynamical
system on RY x R¥_ to avoid the existence issue of the scalar potential P defined in . However,
we will still use the geometric concept of an arc, i.e., a connected component of S!, as this will help
to visualize the configuration geometrically. Anytime this terminology is used, various statements
must be understood modulo 2. For example, whenever we say some oscillators © 4 are contained
in an arc of length ¢, we will express this with D(0 4) < ¢; when we say this it will be clear that we
can make harmless 27-translations of © 4 that do not affect the conclusions of our theorems nor the
logical structure of their proofs.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we study several preparatory facts to be used in later sections. First, we briefly
review the related result for the Kuramoto model on asymptotic phase-locking, and the translation
invariance property of the inertial Kuramoto model, phase-locked states as relative equilibria and
symmetries related to the inertial Kuramoto model.

2.1. The Kuramoto model. The (globally coupledED first-order Kuramoto model, originally pro-
posed by Kuramoto in [54], 5], is the model formally obtainecﬂ from (1.1) by taking zero inertia
m = 0 and unit damping coefficient {

(2.1) | j=1

Again, by the standard Cauchy-Lipschitz theory and Cauchy-Kovalevskaya theorem, the model
admits global unique analytic solutions.

There have been lots of studies [2} 10} 26, 211, 32}, B4, 36l 37 [65] [44], [47, 52}, [77] on the asymptotic
dynamics of the models and their variants. Indeed, the aforementioned references provide
several sufficient frameworks for the complete synchronization problem in which all the relative
frequencies tend to zero asymptotically in a large coupling regime, for initial data restricted in a
half-circle when the intrinsic velocities v; are distinct, and for a generic initial configuration when the
intrinsic velocities v; are identical. Similarly to , the complete synchronization problem seems
to be numerically true for all generic data in a large coupling regime, even for nonidentical intrinsic
velocities v; [32] [47]. However, to verify this simple fact is difficult.

In recent works [44l [47], the authors provided sufficient conditions for generic initial data and
coupling strength leading to the complete synchronization via the gradient flow formulation of (2.1)
and technical estimates on the phase diameter and order parameter for the Kuramoto model (2.1)).

4This means that the weight for the terms sin(6; — 6;) are uniform. The case of weighted connectivity terms
a;jsin(f; — 6;) is considered for example in [52]. Again, we will not work in this generality.

5Notice that when we take the limit m — 0+ and formally pass from system to system (2.1), we ‘forget’ the
initial velocity data {w? f\]:l. This is because the solution to converges to the solution to as m — 0+ in
the C[0,00) and C*(0, c0) topologies, but not necessarily in the C1[0, c0) topology; see Propositions and

6This refers to the coefficient of 6;. Generally, we could also consider an arbitrary damping coefficient v > 0 and
replace 6; by 'yéi, but of course then we may divide the equations and by ~. From a different point of view,
we may say that we are considering systems with nonzero damping coefficient.
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This affirmatively answered the variant of Question for the first-order Kuramoto model ([2.1)).
The statement is as follows.

Theorem 2.1 ([44, Theorem 1.1],[47, Theorem 3.2]). If the initial data and system parameters
satisfy

maxi<; j<n [V — vy
|ROJ? ’
then the global solution © = O(t) to (2.1) exhibits asymptotic phase-locking: for all i € [N],
3 lim (0;(t) — vet), and  lim 0;(t) = ve.

(2.2) R*>0, k>16

Remark 2.1. Theorem was inspired by this counterpart theorem for the model (2.1]).

2.2. Galilean Invariance. One defining feature of (|1.1)) is its sinusoidal coupling sin(¢; — 6;). This
nonlinearity severely limits the applicability of existing classical tools, particularly those catering to
linear equations, for analyzing (1.1)) and .

Lemma 2.1. Let (0,9Q) be a global solution to (1.1). The phase and frequency averages satisfy

0o(t) = mwl(1 —e ™) + 1, (t —m+ me_t/m) +6°,
(2.3)

we(t) = wle /™ 4y, (1 - e_t/m) , t>0,

where the subscript ¢ denotes the average over partz'cles:

0 1 0 1 0 1 &
(2.4) chzﬁiz:;@, oc:ﬁgai’ w, = NZwZ, We NZ::

Proof. We sum up the both sides of

N

; . 1 K Z :

Qi:wi, wi:E(Vifwi+N. 18111(03’91‘))
j:

with respect to i, and then use the defining relations of mean values (2.4) to find

Z\H
M-
S

ﬁ
Il
-

: . Ve We
0. =we, We=———, t>0.
m m

We integrate the above ODEs to find the desired estimates. |

Remark 2.2. Below, we provide several comments.

(1) It follows from (2.3) that
. _(n0 0 . _ . _ _
B [046) = (62 + s + et = m))| =0, Jim felt) = el =0

(2) For v, =0, it follows from (2.3)) that

sup [0.(t)| < mlwg| + 6], sup |we(t)] < |wel,
<t<oo 0<t<oo
so that
10:(1)] < 10:(t) — 0c(t)] + |0(0)] < Z 10:(¢ (t)] +O<S?<P 16c(1)] < D(O(t)) + mlwe| + [62].

This yields the equivalence between the uniform boundedness of the maximal phase and the
phase diameter in the case v, = 0:

(2.5) sup 0;(t)] <00 <= sup D(O(t)) < 0.
0<t<oo 0<t<oo
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The conserved quantities of Lemma correspond to a linear Galilean symmetry of (1.1f), given
as follows. For v,w, 0 € R, we define

— 70 . o0 ~0._ 0
v=v—v, 0, =0; -0, @ =w —uw,

(2.6) 0i(t) = 0;(t) — 0 — mw (1 - e’t/m) —v (t —m+ me*t/m) ,
0i(t) = wi(t) —we™™ —v (1 ~ e‘t/m) .

Proposition 2.1. Let (O(t), O(t)) be a global solution to the Cauchy problem with initial data
(©°,0Y), Then, the following assertions hold.
(1) The transformed state (6(t), (:)(t)) in is a global solution to the Cauchy problem
with, initial data (©°, Ci)o)
(2) If we set v = v, and w = w°, O(t) is a phase-locked state, meaning that 0;(t) — 0;(t) is
constant with respect to t for all i, 7, if and only if O(t) is constant.
(8) If we set v =v,, then O(t) exhibits asymptotic phase-locking if and only if (:)(t) converges.

Proof. Tt is easy to see that (91', ;) satisfies the inertial Kuramoto model with the stipulated param-
eters, i.e.,

N
mb; +0; = v; + — Zsin(é] — él), t>0,
. j:1
(0;,0;) =0 -0, —w), ie[N].
t=0+

From 6,(t)—0;(t) = 6;(t)—0;(t), it is easy to see that if ©(t) is constant then O(t) is a phase-locked
state, and that if ©(t) converges then O(t) exhibits asymptotic phase-locking.

Conversely, if v = v, and w = w? and O(t) is a phase-locked state, then from the fact that the
pairwise differences 6;(t) — 6,(t) are constant and from the conservation law

N
=1

it follows that ©(t) is constant. To show this, one may sum up the constants 6;(t) — 6;(t) over the
index j (with 7 fixed). In this case, this yields ZJ L(0:(t) = 0;(t))/N = 6;(t) — 62. If v = v, and O(t)

exhibits asymptotic phase-locking, then again from the fact that the pairwise differences 6; (t)— Hj(t)
converge and from the fact that the average normalized phase

N N
1 ~ 2.3), (26 _ 1 5
0000 BB o ) ey o3
i=1 i=1
converges, it follows that O(t t) converges. ]

Remark 2.3. Because the conditions we require in our synchronization Theorems [1.1] and [{.1] are
invariant under Galilean symmetry -, we may assume in the rest of this paper that

. =0 and w =0.

2.3. Phase-locking as relative equilibria. The Galilean symmetry of Proposition [2.1]is the basis
of the definition of relative equilibria for 7 and the statements and arguments of this paper are
invariant under this symmetry. More precisely, due to , system can possess (absolute)
equilibria only if v, = 0. Nevertheless, even when v, # 0, we can take the Galilean transformation
with v = v, 0§ = 6%, and w = W?, after which we have 0.(t) = 0 and w.(t) = 0 and it
makes sense to discuss equilibria of the transformed variables. Solutions that transform under
into equilibria are called phase-locked states, i.e., they are equilibria relative to an appropriately
rotating frame with asymptotic velocity v.. Solutions are said to exhibit asymptotic phase-locking if
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their Galilean transforms converge to equilibria; these are the single traveling solutions appearing in
Theorem It is not hard to see that these definitions are equivalent to the following definitions.

Definition 2.1. Let (O(t),0(t)) be a global solution to the Cauchy problem (L.1) or (2.1).
(1) (O(t),O(t)) is a phase-locked state if for all i, € [N], 0;(t) — 0;(t) is constant with respect
to t.
(2) (©(t),O(t)) ezhibits asymptotic phase-locking if

3 lim (6:(t) — 6;(1), ¥ i.j € [N].

(8) (O(t),O(t)) exhibits complete frequency synchronization if
i i — o,
im ma{ﬁ} 10:(t) —6,;(t)| =0

t—004,5€
(4) (©(t),O(t)) exhibits complete phase synchronization if
tlim (0:(t) — 0;(t)) € 2nZ, Vi, j € [N].
—00

Remark 2.4. Below, we provide several comments on Definition |2.1].

(1) Asymptotic phase-locking implies complete frequency synchronization; one can easily see this
from the Duhamel principle, later presented in (3.7)).

(2) Complete phase synchronization can happen only if v; = v; for all i,j € [N]. Again, this is
due to the Duhamel principle (3.7)).

(8) Phase-locked states for (L.1)) coincide with phase-locked states for (2.1)), up to rotation of the
circle, when w9 = w? for some i, j. For a fived initial phase ©°, the constant map O(t) = °
is a phase-locked state for both (L.1) and (2.1)). If v. = v; + & Z;\f:l sin(6 — 69) for all
i,j, then the linear trajectory ©(t) = vetlpy) + ©° is a phase-locked state for both (1.1))
and (2.1). A difference arises when, in addtion, w? = w;-) = w0 for all i,j. In this case,
O(t) = [mw (L — e™™) + vo(t — m +me~/™)]1x) + O is a phase-locked state for (L.).

Having fixed other parameters and increasing x to large values, it can be observed numerically
that phase-locked states emerge after a certain critical threshold [34] [79]. However, before reaching
that threshold, one sees partially ordered behavior among the oscillators [I1]. The following definition
captures this concept.

Definition 2.2 ([44, Definition 4.1], [47, Definition 2.2]). Let (8(t), ©(t)) be a global solution to the

Cauchy problem (L.1)).
(1) Given A C [N], we say the solution (©(t), O(t)) exhibits A-partial phase-locking if

sup sup |6;(t) —6,(t)] < co.
>0 i,jEA
(2) Given \ € (0,1], we say the solution (©(t),O(t)) exhibits A-partial phase-locking if there
exists A C [N] with |A| > AN such that the solution (O(t),©(t)) exhibits A-partial phase-
locking.

Remark 2.5. In fact, [N]-partial phase locking, or equivalently 1-partial phase-locking, is equivalent
to asymptotic phase-locking. See Remark[{.1].

2.4. Symmetries of the inertial Kuramoto model. In this subsection, we list several symme-
tries related to the inertial Kuramoto model in what follows. (Here, A(©) is defined in (4.12)).)

(1) (Translation symmetry): the quantities D(V), D(Q°), D(O), R(O) and A(O) are invariant
under the transformation (2.6)).



ASYMPTOTIC PHASE-LOCKING IN THE INERTIAL KURAMOTO MODEL 11

(2) (Dilation symmetry): the ‘normalized intrinsic frequencies’ v;/k, ‘normalized inertia’ me,
and ‘normalized initial velocites’ w{/k are invariant under the time dilation symmetry m for
fixed a > 0,

K ak, Vi ay, mem/a,

00 09, W aw!, 0;(t) = Oi(at),  wi(t) — aw;(at),

(3) (Reflection symmetry): the quantities D(V), D(Q°), D(O), R(O) and A(O) are invariant
under the following transformation:

(28) Vi — —U;, 0? — 70?, w? — 7(4)?, gl(t) — 791(15), wz(t) — —wi(t).

(4) (Particle exchange symmetry)ﬁ the quantities D(V), D(QY), D(O), R(O), and A(O) are
invariant under the following transformation:

(2.9) Vi = Vr-1(), 60 — ‘92—1(1')7 w Wg—l(i)
for fixed m € Sy (the symmetric group on N elements).

Note that the quantities mr, D(V)/k, and D(Q"), that we are requiring to be small in our
synchronization framework, are invariant under all four symmetries listed above. When establishing
theorems regarding the Kuramoto model , it would be “natural” for those theorems to have
assumptions and statements that are invariant under the above symmetries. In some cases, if we
have a non-symmetric statement regarding the Kuramoto model , we can find a symmetric
counterpart. For example, if the solution to with initial data (©°,0°) and parameters &, m,
and V exhibits asymptotic phase-locking, so does the solution to with initial data (@O,éo)
and parameters &, m, and V, if (:)O/i% = @O/H, mk = mk, and f///% = V/k. Another example is the
concepts of “phase-locked states” and “asymptotic phase-locking”, given in Definition These
are equivalent to the concept of “equilibria” and “convergence to equilibria” after we transform

system (1.1)) using the Galilean transformation (2.6) with v = v, and w = w,, and these concepts
are invariant under the above symmetries.

3. ZERO INERTIA LIMIT (m — 0)

In this section, we study quantitative estimates for zero inertia limit of the inertial Kuramoto
model. Our rationale behind this paper is to consider the inertial Kuramoto model as a per-
turbation of the original Kuramoto model when m is small, which can then be seen as a
perturbation of the Kuramoto model with identical intrinsic frequencies v; = v; when & is
large. Then, a natural question is “In what sense is a perturbation of ?” We will provide
two different perspectives on this matter.

In what follows, for initial data (@0, QO), intrinsic frequencies V, a coupling strength x and m > 0,
we denote by O(m,t), t > 0, the solution to the Cauchy problem , and denote by ©(0,t), ¢ > 0,
the solution to the Cauchy problem .

3.1. A quantitative Tikhonov theorem. We may first ask whether ©(m,t) — ©(0,t) as m — 0.
This is true on finite time intervals away from zero: it is an immediate consequence of the Tikhonov
theorem [75] 78] that this convergence holds in the C°[0,00) and C*(0, 00) Fréchet topologies (see
Proposition . By tedious computation, we will obtain a quantitative and higher-order version of
Tikhonov’s theorem, namely a C[0, 00) NC°(0, 00) convergence statement with explicit bounds (see
Proposition . By a comparison argument, we will obtain a qualitative version of Theorem
without any explicit bounds on the parameters (see Theorem [3.1)).

"We decided against calling this “time dilation” to avoid confusion with its well-known usage in special relativity.
8In variants of (1.1) involving connectivity weights other than all-to-all uniform coupling of the model (1.1)), the
particle exchange symmetry should also act on the connectivity weights a;;, sending a;; — Q=1 (3)m—1(j)"



12 CHO, DONG, HA, AND RYOO

Proposition 3.1. Let (©(m,t),Q2(m,t)) and (0(0,t),Q(0,t)) be solutions to the Cauchy problems
(1.1) and (2.1), respectively with the fized initial conditions independent of m:

(@(m, 0)7 Q(mv 0)) = (607 QO)
Then, for alli € [N], 6;(m,t) — 0,(0,t) as m — 0 in the Fréchet topologies C°[0,00) and C*(0, 00):

(¢) lim sup |0;(m,t) —6;(0,¢)] =0, VT >0,
m—04e(0,7)

(#9) lim  sup |wi(m,t) —w(0,8)] =0, VTp>T; >0.
m=0 [Ty, Ty)

Proof. We set
F;(©(m,t)) =v; + i Zsm (m,t) —0;(m,t)), F=(F, - ,Fn).

Then, the Cauchy problem (1.1]) states that the vector (©(m,t),Q(m,t)) with 2N entries is the
unique solution to the ODE:

{dtG)(m 1) = Q(m, 1),
m4Q(m,t) = —Q(m,t) + F(O(m, 1)),

with fixed initial conditions:
(©(m,0),2(m,0)) = (8°,Q°).
)

Likewise, the vector (O(0,t),(0,t)) with 2N entries is the unique solution to the ODE

49(0 @J%
ofo F(©(0,1)),

with initial conditions:
(6(0,0),2(0,0)) = (6°, F(6°)).
Tikhonov’s theorem [78, Theorem 1.1] tells us that in this formulation, ©(m,t) — ©(0,t) as m — 0

on compact subintervals [0,T] C [0,00), and Q(m,t) — ©(0,¢) as m — 0 on compact subintervals
[T",T] C (0,00). O

Remark 3.1. (1) Proposition does not give uniform-in-time bounds, i.e., convergence in
the uniform topology L>([0,00)), because it is not true: for example, in the case N = 2,
compare the first-order equation for § = 61 — 05

6=1-05sin6, t>0, 050 +6=1—0.5sin6, >0,

0 and 0o 50
0" =0 0" =6"=0.

This is expected since two different dynamical systems with the same initial position data

usually do not agree in the long term.

(2) Proposition does not give uniform convergence on neighborhoods of t = 0 for the first
derivative, i.e., it does not give convergence in the C1([0,00)) topology, because it is also not
true: indeed, prescribes the arbitrary value éi(O) = w;, but mandates that éi(O) =
v + Zj sin(@i—J — 09). This suggests that any approach to synchronization that approzimates
the second-order model by the first-order model should be done in a time regime
away from t = 0.

In next proposition, we study a quantitative version of Proposition It will turn out that

wilm,t) — w;i(0,t) = O(e™t™) + O(m).



ASYMPTOTIC PHASE-LOCKING IN THE INERTIAL KURAMOTO MODEL 13

Thus, we will consider an “initial time layer”ﬂ of the form [0, nm]. The synchronization analysis of
this paper, such as partial phase-locking (Theorem or the quasi-monotonicity estimate of the
order parameter (Lemma 7 will be performed after this initial time layer [0,pm]. The drawback
of Tikhonov’s theorem is that it does not give quantitative bounds, which are needed in Theorem [3.1]
below. By working with the ODEs of and directly, we obtain explicit bounds, as shown
below in Proposition We are also able to show C'*°(0, c0) convergence.

Proposition 3.2. Fiz initial data (0°,QY), intrinsic velocities (v;)N 1, and a coupling strength
k. For each m > 0, denote by ©(m,t), t > 0, the solution to the Cauchy problem (1.1)), and de-
note by ©(0,t), t > 0, the solution to the Cauchy problem (2.1). Then, the following statements hold.

(1) (Convergence in ©(m,-)): ©(m,t) converges to ©(0,t) as m — 0 in the Fréchet topology
C°([0,0)). Quantitatively, the convergence ©(m,t) — ©(0,1) is linear in m, with coefficients
depending on k, ||Q2° — V|| «, and e2*t:

1(©(m, ) = 6(0,1))[|0

(3.1) < | M Vz);mmz(“z vi) +5m(D(Q° = V) + 2k)e™, >0,

and the convergence ©(m,t) A1y — ©(0,t) A1y is linear in m, with coefficients depending
on r, D(Q° — V), and e2"t:

(3.2) D(O(m,t) — 0(0,t)) < m(D(Q° — V) + 2k)e***, ¢t >0.

(2) (Convergence in ©(m,-)): ©(m,t) converges to (;)(0715)_ as m — 0 in the Fréchet topology
C°(0,00). Quantitatively, the convergence ©(m,t) — ©(0,t) is bounded by a linear combi-
nation of m and e~'/™, with coefficients depending on , |20 — V|, D(V) and e><t:

1(©(m, ) — ©(0, 1))l

(3.3)
< (|20 = V||oo + &)™ + mr(DV) + 26) + mr(D(Q° — V) + 2k)e, ¢ >0,

and the convergence ©(m,t) A 1Ny — 0(0,t) A 1n7 is bounded by a linear combination of m
and et/ with coefficients depending on k, D(Q° — V), D(V) and e***:

» D(O(m,t) — 0(0,1))
(34) < (D(Q° = V) 4 26)e V™ 4 2mu(D(V) + 2k) + 2me(D(Q° — V) 4 2k)e®t, > 0.

(8) (Convergence in O™ (m,-) withn > 2): ©(m,t) converges to ©(0,t) as m — 0 in the Fréchet
topology C>(0, 00). Quantitatively, for n > 2, we have

106 (m, 1) — ©™)(0,1)]|
0 9 " t " —t/m
<(n—1D! 26+ + V| + o— I+—) e
8m m

+ gmn -nle?rt (2n +D(Q°) +DV) + ;)n) (1 + ;) e t/m

+ %mn “(n+1)1e* (25 + D(Q°) + D(V))"(1 — e~ H™),
and

DO (m,t) — 0™ (0,1))

<2(n—1)! <2,-;+ DY) + D(V) + ;n)" (1 n ;)”et/m

We adopted this jargon from fluid mechanics.
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+ =(n + 1)!mre*t (2n +D(Q% +D(V) + 9) (1 + t> e t/m
m

8m

+ Z(n+ Dlmre* (25 + D(Q°) + DV))"(1 — e7V/™).

W N W

Proof. Since the proofs are very long and technical, we postpone them to Appendix [E} O

With Proposition [3.2] and the partial phase-locking results of Section [5] we will quickly obtain a
synchronization result, namely Theorem [3.1] with only qualitative bounds on the system parameters.
We will provide the proof of Theorem in Section [6] after we have developed the machinery
of partial phase-locking in Section |5} We state Theorem here to demonstrate the power and
limitation of the approximation scheme O(m,t) — ©(0,t), as m — 0.

Theorem 3.1. Let ©° € RY be such that R® > 0, and let € > 0. Let O(t) be the solution to the
Cauchy problem (1.1]). Then, there exist sufficiently small numbers a,b,c > 0 depending only on ©°
and € such that if the initial data Q° and system parameters k, m, and V satisfy

DWV)/k <a, D(Q)/k<b, mr<ec,
then asymptotic phase-locking occurs for ©(t) with the following lower bounds for R:

l1—¢ it N=2,
where is the following condition:
(3.5) 0 #67 mod 2m, Vi#je[N].

Proof. We will prove Theorem [3.1] in Section [f] after we have developed the machinery of partial
phase-locking in Section (]

To obtain the specific quantitative bounds of Theorem [£.1]in Section[7} the approximation scheme
O(m,t) — 6(0,t), m — 0 in Proposition will not work. Instead, in the next subsection, we will
work with a dynamic approximation scheme: given two solutions ©(m,t) and ©(0,t) to and
, respectively, whose positions O(m,t) and ©(0,t) agree at a given time ¢ > 0, how close are

they in a neighborhood of ¢, or, more precisely, how close are their velocities ©(t)?

3.2. A dynamic approximation scheme. In this subsection, we will show that when mx, mD(V),
mD(Q) are small and t/m is large, O(t) can be approximately computed by the value given by
the ODE of (2.1)). Such an approximation is vital since Grénwall’s inequality applies to first-order
differential inequalities but not to second-order differential inequalities. For this, we first rewrite the
N-dimensional second-order Cauchy problem as the 2/N-dimensional Cauchy problem

éi:wi, t>0,

N
. 1 K .
(3.6) Wi = (l/i —w; + N jil sin(g; — 01)),
(0;,w;) = (67,w7), i€lN].
t=0+

Again, system (3.6)) admits a unique global solution and describes the same system as lb One
advantage of this point of view is that it allows us to apply the Duhamel principle to w;: write the

10T be precise, the application of the Cauchy-Lipschitz theory to (1.1 is through the system (3.6), so the
uniqueness and global existence of solutions is first established for (3.6 and then transferred to (1.1)).
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ODE of w; as

N
1 K .
Z:E VZ-—FNElsm(Qj—Gi) , t>0,
j=

~~
=
‘ +
3=
So N~
&

Nzl sin(§; — 91)> as an extraneous source term. Since G(t) = e~t/™

solves

d 1
T P =1
(dt+m)G 0,t>0, G0)=1,

we invoke Duhamel’s principle to obtain

t

N
1
wilt) =GO + [ Glt—s)— 1/Z—|—%Zsin(93(s)—91(s)) ds
0 S
(3.7) ]5‘1 t
_ 0 _—t/m 1 —t/m K —(t=3)/mM (0 (<) Q.
= wle +u(l—e )+7Nm; /0 e sin(6;(s) — 0:(s))ds.

As this is a weighted time-delayed version of the first-order model (2.1)), we could interpret the effect
of inertia as a weighted time delay in interactions.
In fact, we have the following decomposition:

k(1 —e /™) N

wi(t) = # Z sin(Hj (t) - Hz(t)) + w?e‘t/m + Vi(l — e_t/m)
J=1 initial frequency term  intrinsic frequency term
nonlinear interaction term
(3.8) "
+ ; /O ~E=/m (sin(9(s) — 6i(s)) — sin(8;(t) — 6;(1))) ds

time—delay error term

As we will see in Subsection [4.2] and Subsection [£.3] the “nonlinear interaction term” works to
increase the degree of synchronization, measured either in terms of the order parameter (see (4.7)
for the definition of order parameter) or the diameter of a majority cluster (see Definition
However, it is unclear how the other terms, namely the “initial frequency term”, “intrinsic frequency
term”, and “time delay error terms”, contribute to synchronization; in the short term, they may
even work towards desynchronizing the system, in the sense of order parameters or diameters of
majority clusters. We also note that the nonlinear interaction term comes with the factor 1 —e~t/™
and hence it is very small when ¢ < m.

A proof strategy for Theorem can be described as a passive game in which we, who wish to
synchronize the system, are playing against an adversary who wishes to desynchronize the system.
We may only passively set the nonlinear interaction term as it is, while the adversary is free to
choose the other terms: they are even allowed to choose w! and v; adaptively and can manipulate
the history of the particle, within certain limitations necessitated by the physics of the model .

At times t < m, the adversary is free to set w;(t) within some physical limitations because, due
to 1 —e~¥/™ < 1, our feeble nonlinear interaction term contributes virtually nothing to (3.8). We
only passively observe the adversary desynchronize the system (in whatever sense). After waiting
until ¢ > m, we activate the nonlinear interaction term while the adversary conspires the other three
terms against us (again within physical limitations). To guarantee synchronization within our game,
the total effect of the first term should triumph over the total effect of the last three terms.
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Here are the physical limitations we impose on the adversary. Along with enforcing the diameters
D(V) and D(02°), we also set

D(Q(t)) < max{D(Q%),D(V) + 2x},

which is indeed true for (1.1)) due to Lemma below. For us to have any hope of winning this
game, the physical limitations imposed against the adversary must:

(1) limit their total influence on the system during the initial layer ¢ < m; this can be enforced
if

(3.9) m-  sup  |wi(t) —w;(t)] = m-supD(Q(t)) < max{mD(Q°),mD(V) + 2mk} < 1
i,j€[N], t>0 >0

(recall that we only care about the phase differences);
(2) limit their choice of w) and v; compared to x (which is the scale of our nonlinear interaction
term):

(3.10) D(Q%)/k, D(V)/k < 1;

(3) make the time delay error term diminutive compared to k: because of the crude bound

% / ==3/m 5in(B4(s) — B:(s)) — sin(0(¢) — 05(1))] ds
0

<L /t e~ (=9)/m (4 _ §)ds - sup D(Q(t)) < m - sup D(Q(E))
0

- m t>0 t>0

this can be enforced using (3.9)).
The conditions (3.9) and (3.10]) can be established if the system parameters satisfy

(3.11) D(QY)/k, D(V)/K, mk < 1.

These conditions are roughly our proposed framework for synchronization in Theorem and The-
orem and are necessary for us to win the game.

Heuristically, the small m regime has two benefits. The first is that the initial layer exposure
to an adversarial attack, in the form of w? set unfavorably towards synchronization, is short and
the effect towards the dynamics of the phase differences 6; — 6; is minuscule. The second is that,
after the initial layer, we can quickly recover a dominant first-order term that makes the model
behave like the first-order Kuramoto model. In reality, the Cauchy problem is not a game, at
least in the sense we described: no adversary is working against us with the authority to arbitrarily
set V, Q, and the time delay error term to their whim. This myopic viewpoint of (|1.1)) led to the
restrictions D(Q°)/k < 1 and mk < 1 in which are potentially unnecessarys suggested
by the simulations in the next section. To dispense with the conditions D(Q")/k < 1 and mk < 1,
we would have to come up with a viewpoint that is robust to minor changes in the intrinsic velocity
term and major changes in the initial velocity term and the time delay error term, possibly even
making these three terms cooperate towards synchronization; for a candidate of such a framework,
see Conjecture Next, we derive crude bounds on O(t), which corresponds to the physical
limitations placed on the adversary in the above game.

HThe smallness of D(V)/k is necessary; see [32].
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Lemma 3.1 (Finite propagation speed [25, Lemma 2.2], [51, Lemmas 1 and 4]). Let (©,) be a
global solution to (3.6)). Then, fori,j € [N] and t > 0, one has

(1) e M + (1 —e™™)(v; — k) < wit) < e M) + (1 — e ™) (v; + ).
(2) wit) —w;()] < e ™ wf =l + (1= /™) (jvs — vj] + 25).
(3) D(AL)) < e V™D(Q0) + (1 — e7V/™) (D(V) + 25) .
(4) /Ot e” =M |(0:(s) — 0,(s)) — (0:(1) — 0;(1))| ds
< mlw? — wOltet/m (1 - e—t/m) +m2(jvi — vj] + 2%) (1 - e—t/m)s

Proof. (1) We use (3.7) and with the estimate

t
/ e~ ()M sin(6;(s) — 0:(s))ds

t
< / e—(t—s)/mds < m(l _ e—t/m)-
0 0

to derive the desired estimate.

(ii) We use the estimate (1) to find
e (W) —w?)+ (1= ™) (i —v—2k) < wit)—w;(t) < eV (W) =)+ (1—e ™) (v —v;+25).

7

This implies the desired estimate for |w; — wj|.
(iil) We take the maximum in (2) over all i, 5 € [N] to find the desired estimate.

(iv) We use the estimate (2) to see that for 0 < s <,

6:(5) — 05(5)) — (6:(8) — 0;(2))
g1 <[ @ w@lir 2 [ (=l (=) 20 (1)
< |w? — w?|m (675/"1 — eft/m> + (lvi = v5] + 2K) (t — 5 — me™/™ 4 me™t/™).

Now, we multiply e~(*=)/™ to (3.12) and integrate the resulting relation to obtain

| e 6n(s) ~ 50— (00 ~ 50 s

0
< mjw) — w?| (teft/m —me™ Y™ 4 meth/m> + m(|lv; — vj| + 2k) (m —2te~t/™ — meth/m>

3
< m|w? — w?|te*t/m (1 — e*t/m) + m2(‘Vi _ Vj| +2k) (1 _ eft/m) 7

where we have used the calculus inequalities
ze ¥ —e T e g (1 — e_x) Ll —2ze T —e < (1 — e_x)?’, x> 0.

O

In 7 the “nonlinear interaction term”, “initial frequency term”, and the “intrinsic frrequency
term” are computable given the initial conditions V and Q0 and the current condition ©(t). Lemma
(4) tames the “time-delay error term.” This allows us to gain an even better approximation of
O(t). Furthermore, this allows for controlling © 4(t) given knowledge of © 4(t), Q%, and V4, for a
subset A C [N]; see Lemma below. This is needed when A is a majority cluster concentrated on
a small arc (see Definition {4.1)). We again stress the importance of this “partial controlling lemma”
in that it will allow us to use the first-order Gronwall inequalities.
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Lemma 3.2. Let (0, Q) be a global solution to (1.1)). For A C [N] andt > 0, the following statements
hold.

(1) Forie€ A,
0;(t) —wle™t/™ — (1 7t/m) - Zsm 0t i (t)) ( 7t/m)
3 N —
< %m@(Q&)te_t/m (1 - e_t/m> + %mK(D(VA) + 2k) (1 - e_t/m> + %H(l —e M),

(2) Fori,j€ A,

0i(t) — 0;(t) — (W) —we ™™ — (i =)L — /™)

_ % (1 - e,t/m) 3 (sin(B(t) — 6:(t)) — sin(6i(t) — 6;(t))) |

leA
<2k (D(Q&)tet/m (1 — e*t/’”) +m(D(Va) + 2k) (1 - et/m)s)
N Al 51nW‘(1—e_t/m>.

+ N ——2K
(3) For A=[N] and i € [N],

0:(t) — e t/m — (1 - eft/m) -

< KD(Q0)te t/™ (1 - e*t/m> + mr(D(V) + 2k) (1 - e*t/m>3 .

Proof. (i) Tt follows from (3.8)) that

k(1—et/m
w;(t) = % > sin(0i(t) — 0i(t)) + wie ™ + vi(1— ™)
le A
(313) S [ () 64) — sn(e) ) s
l€A
T L tt=o)/m sin(6;(s) — 0,(s))ds.
Nm le[;]\fl/o l

Then, for ¢ € A,

0i(0) — e vy (1—etm) - = (1= et/m) 3 sin(0u(t) - 0:(1))

leA

< Nm Z/ ~U=9/m Isin (6,(s) — 0i(s)) — sin (6u(t) — 60:(t))| ds

leA
o S [ o) - o) s

le[N \A

Z/ I |(G1(s) — 0i(5) — (O1(8) — 0:(1))] ds

leA

_|'A|£/ ef(tfs)/mds
N mJ,
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Lemma 4) |A| 0 . |A| 3
< —t/m _ —t/m _ —t/m
< ¥ KD(Q))te (1 e ) ty mr(D(Va) + 2k) (1 e )

N-—-]A
+ %Iﬁ:(l — e t/my,

(ii) For ¢,j € A, we use (3.13)) and the same argument as in (i) to find

(2

0i(t) = 0;(1) — (wf —wf)e ™ — (vi =) (1 —e™/™)

=2 (1= e) 3 sin0u() — 0,(8)) — sin((t) - 0,(1))) |

leA

T / /M (sin(By(s) — Bi(s)) — sin(6u(t) — 0:())) ds

leA

+ | / /™ (sin(0)(s) — 0;(5)) — sin(04(t) — 0,(1))) ds

leA
+ NL Z / e~ (=)™ (sin(6)(s) — 0;(s)) — sin(0y(s) — 0;(s))) ds
" ielnpa o
Z/ —(t— s)/m‘ (01(s) — 0:(s)) — (01(t) — 0;(t))| ds
leA
Z/ ~E=D/my(g,(s) — 05(s)) — (0u(t) — 05(¢))| ds
leA
LlAl 26 " sy [y 8 =655 |
N m Jo 2

Lemma 4) 3
Sl 2. |]Vi|/<; (D(Qg\)te_t/m (1 _ e—t/m) +m(D(V4) + 25) (1 _ e—t/m) )

N A28 [* gyl 0i(s) = 05(s)  0i(t) = 6,(0)
+ N m ), e sin 5 — sin 5 ds
+ N|A|i’;0 0 o (t=s)/m | 0i(t) 29](t) ds

<2 Bl (D@t m (1= m) o +20) (1- 7))

N [ eeim 0,6 03(6) - 04 — 0, d

N — | A] 0 =60y —tym
+ TQK: sin —————— (1 e )
Lemma [3.1](4) |A‘ 0 —t/m —t/m —t/m 3
B 3
e (Pt (1= ) D) +26) (1= 7))
N — | A - 0i(t) — 0;(0) —t/m
+T2ﬁ sin —————— (1—6 )
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<2k (D(Q&)te‘t/ (1= eTm) £ m(D(Va) +26) (1 - e—t/m)3>

N —JA[ | 0:i(t) —6;(0) —t/m
+T21€ smf (1—6 )

(iii) In (1), we set A = [N] to find the desired estimate. O

Remark 3.2. To check that our framework is applicable, we see that the additive error is bounded
by

3
D(Q°)te t/m (1 - e_t/m> + mk(D(V) + 2k) (1 - e_t/m) < muD(Q0) + mk(D(V) + 2k),
which is indeed < k under our crude framework (3.11]).

3.3. Computing O(t) from O(t) and ©°. The approximation scheme of the previous subsection
raises the following question:

Question 3.1. “Given the system parameters m, k, V, initial frequency data @(T), a timet > 0,
and position data O(t) at time t, is the velocity data O(t) uniquely determined? If so, how can we
compute O(t)?”

We will completely answer the first question in Proposition [3:4] and partially answer the second
question in Proposition [3.3]

From the point of view of (3.6)), 2 and © are essentially independent variables. Indeed, compared
to the first-order model ( ., Where the derivative @( ) at a fixed time ¢ is solely determined by
O(t) (forgetting about ©Y), the second-order model is more difficult to analyze because the
derivative O(t) at a fixed time t is not determined by G(t) (again, forgetting about ©° and ©°),
but rather O(t) together with ©(t) determines the past and future dynamics of ©. However, this
does not rule out the possibility of recovering information about ©(t) from ©(t) and ©°. Lemma
tells us how to estimate O(t) from ©(t) and ©° (and t) up to a small additive error, and effectively
reduce the dimension of system (L.I))-(3.6) from 2N (that of (©,9)) to N (that of ©). Can we do
better than Lemma Is it even possible to determine ©(t) from O(t) and ©°? Notice that we
invoked the Duhamel principle once in the proof of Lemma and invoked again in the
proof of Lemma while using the boundedness |sin| < 1. For short time ranges, we may iterate
the Duhamel principle indefinitely.

Proposition 3.3. Fiz N € Z~, k,m,ty > 0, and V,Q°,0%(ty) € RN, where we denote ©*(to) =

(0% (to), - ,0%(t0)). Define the map F = (f1,--+, fn) : (C[0,to] )N — (C[0,to])N as follows: given
O = (Wi, ,wh) € (C[0, )N and t € [0,t0], we set

FQ) (1) = wle ™ 4 vy(1— et

o i [ eeeormsin (6100 = 0260~ [ (i)~ ()i ) o

Then, the following statements E| hold.

(1) Given Q* € (C([0,t0]))Y, there exists a (necessarily unique) solutzon (0,Q) to (3.6),
some choice of initial data ©°, with O(tg) = ©*(to), Q(0) = Q°, and Q(t) = Q*(t)
t € [0,t0], if and only if it is a fized point of F: F(2*) = Q*.

1211 this Proposition, an asterisk attached to a variable, as in ©*(tg) or Q*, signifies that it is a dummy variable in
place of the actual variables © and Q arising from a solution to (3.6]). The motivation is that we want to find solutions
(6,9) to (3.6), and Q* is an approximation we have at hand to a bona fide Q.
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(2) The map F : (X (C[0,t0]) — X (C[0,t0]), where C[0,to] is given the supremum norm, is
2
min{2xto, ©2}- Lipschitz.

(3) If to < max {5-, /= }, there exists a unique solution (©,) to (3.6) with O(ty) = O*(to)
and Q(0) = Q°, and we can find it by iterating F: start with any Q* € C[0,to]™ (such as
Q*(t) =00, t € [0,t0] ), define

Q= lim F(Q),

n— oo

and obtain © on [0,tg] by integration:

to
o(t) = ©* (to) —/ Q(r)dr, 1€ [0,to)
t
Set OV := ©(0), and now (©,9) is the solution to with initial data (©°,Q0°).
Proof. (i) A solution (0,Q) to (3.6) with O(ty) = ©*(t9) and Q(t) = Q*(t) for t € [0,%y] must

necessarily be unique, for it must satisfy

(3.14) o) :®(t0)—/OQ(s)ds:6*(t0)—/09*(s)ds, t e [0,t),

and O(t) for t > ¢ty would be determined by uniqueness of solutions to (3.6).
If (©,9) is a solution to (3.6) with O(tg) = ©*(tg), 2(0) = Q°, and Q(t) = Q*(¢) for t € [0, 0],
then it follows from (3.14) and the Duhamel principle (3.7) that

FQ)(t) =Q(t), tel0,tg], hence F(Q")=Q"
Conversely, suppose Q* € (C([0, o))" satisfies F(Q*) = Q*. Define O, € C[0,t0]" using
(3-14). Then, we have
O0,10)(fo) = O*(tg) and Oy, (t) = Q*(t) for t € [0, o).
By definition of F and the fact that F(2*) = Q*, we have the Duhamel principle: for ¢ € [0, to],

Wi (1) = wfe ™ (1 - e Nmz [ i (Oa)0) — 0 (0)) do i € N

Substituting ¢ = 0 gives Q*(0) = Q°. On the other hand, multiplying me*/™, differentiating in ¢ and
dividing by e*/™ on both sides of the above equality, gives

maf (t)e'!™ + wi (t) = vi + Zsm (10.40)), (1) = (Op0.101), (1)), @ € [N], £ €0, %0].

Thus, O, and Q solve on the time interval [0,to]. By global existence and uniqueness
of solutions to (3.6]), there is a global solution (©,€2) that agrees with (O, 2*) on [0,%o]. This
solution satisfies Q(0) = Q° and O(tg) = ©*(to).

(i) For @, Q* € (C([0,to]))N, t € [0, 0], and i € [N], we have
£i(Q)() = f(2) (1))

_N Z/ —(t—0o)/m
m

2K
< —

to

/U (wi (7) *WZ(T))dT*/ (@i (1) = @i (7))dr|do

[oa

—t=a)/m . _ Ndo - K~k
m Jo € (0 0) o i:III?-a»X,N”wZ wzHC[O,to]

= 2K (to —t+m— toeit/m — meft/m> . ||Q* — Q*HZ?(C[Oﬂfo])
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t £ A
<2k (to — mlog (1 + ni)) N2 = ez (cp0,t0])
. Kt2 Ak
< min {2,%1?0, WS} QT =0 Héf\,C(C[O,to])a

where in the penultimate inequality, the maximum is attained at ¢ = mlog (1 + %), while in the

last inequality we used log(1 4 ) > max {O,x — %} for x > 0.

(iii) By statement (1), solutions (O, £2) to with ©(tg) = ©*(¢y) and Q(0) = Q° are in one-to-
one correspondence with fixed points of F. But, given the bound on ¢y, the map F is a contraction
with respect to the ¢X (C([0,0])) norm, and hence, by the Banach contraction principle, possesses
a unique fixed point, which can be found by iteration, as described in statement (3). O

We have not aimed to optimize Proposition [3.3} perhaps a choice of a better norm, or considering
phase differences instead of phases themselves, might lead to a longer time period. Returning to our
question of whether it is possible to determine ©(t) from ©(t) and ©°, without actually giving an
algorithm to do so, we give the following answer. This suggests that any strategy to prove asymptotic
phase-locking that involves estimating O from O(t) and 6° would likely be restricted to the small
inertia regime mx < 1; in the large inertia regime mx > 1, we would have to devise a new strategy,
for example along the lines of Conjecture In the proof of Proposition we will use the
following Sturm-Picone comparison principle.

Lemma 3.3 (Sturm—Picone Comparison Principle). Let a,b,c > 0 be positive real numbers, and
define the extended real-valued number

0, dac < b2,

T :=T"(a,bc) = { Ta 2a 1 2
Vaac—b? + Viac—pz o (2\/@) . dac > b-.

Let I C R be a connected interval, and let y : I — R be a continuous function such that for any
subinterval J C I on which y|; > 0 pointwise, we have that y is C? on J and

agj(t) +by(t) + cy(t) >0, Vteld
Then if there is a time to € I such that y(to) > 0 and y(to) > 0, we have
y(t) >0 forteINlty,to+T7].

Proof. The proof of Lemma [3.3] will be provided in Appendix [B] where we state and prove a more
detailed version of Lemma [3.3] namely, Lemma Assuming Lemma we proceed with the
proof of Proposition O

Proposition 3.4. Let k,m,t* > 0. Then, the following assertions hold.
(1) Suppose that

, 1 1 . ™ 2m . 1 1
either mrk < —; or mk>- and t*< + sin ,
4 4 Vimk —1  V4Amk —1 dmk

and let N € Zxo and V € RY be arbitrary. Let ©(t) and ®(t) be two solutions to (1.1) with
initial data (©°,0%) and (®°, ®°), respectively. If ©° = ®° and O(t*) = ®(t*), then we have

O(t*) = d(t*).
(2) Suppose that

1 N ™ 2m .1 1
’I”I’LI$>Z and t* > in

+ S
Vidmk —1  Vdmk —1



ASYMPTOTIC PHASE-LOCKING IN THE INERTIAL KURAMOTO MODEL 23

Then there exist a natural frequency vector V and initial data (©°,0°) and (®°, %) such
that if ©(t) is a solution to (L.1) with initial data (©°,0% and ®(t) is a solution to (L.1)
with initial data (®°,®Y), then we have

Q=3 O@*) =d(t*) and O(t*) # d(t*).

Proof. We will prove the first assertion using the Sturm—Picone comparison principle given in Lemma
The second assertion follows from constructing an example.

(i) Let O(t) = (6;);e(n) and @(t) = (¢i)ien be global solutions to (L.I)). Then for 4, j € [N],
m(0; — @i — 05+ 35) + (0 — ¢ — 05 + @)
N
(3.15) = % Z (sin(B — 6;) — sin(pr — @;) — sin(fx — ;) + sin(pr — ¢;)) -
We define the ¢5-mismatch functionaﬂ
(3.16) L=(©—2)A1nll2 = 2(91‘—%—9]‘4-%‘)2-
i<j

From the smoothness of O(t) and ®(t), it follows that L£(¢) is smooth at times ¢ when L(t) # 0.
Whenever £(t) # 0, we may find the orbital derivatives of £ by squaring and differentiating:

L2=Y "(0: —pi—0; + ),

1<J

(3.17) LL = Z(Gz —301‘—9]' -‘r(ﬂj)(éi—gbi —éj+<ﬁj),
1<J

(3.18) LL="Y (0:— i —0;+0;) (0 — & — 05+ @) + Y _ (0 — i — 05+ ¢;)° — L2,
i<j i<j

0 ('.‘/\Cauchy—Schwarz)
and so
(3.19)

ﬁ(mﬁ-f—[.:-i-/iﬁ) —mLL 4+ LL + kL2

> ) (0 — @i —0; + ;) (m(éi — @i =0+ ¢5) + (0 — i — b +Sbj>) + KL

i<j
N
(HE) K . . .
Z 0; — i —0; + ;) N Z (sm e — 6i) — sin(pr — ;) —sin(fx — 6;) + sin(pr — goj))
i<j k=1
+ kL2

== Z — @i — 0 + @) (sin(0), — 0;) — sin(py, — @i)) + KL
i,5,k
= T; + kL2
Next, we claim that
(3.20) T, > —kL2.

Bof course, the 5 norm is taken with respect to the standard basis of /\2 RYN. We can also use the {p-mismatch
functional for any 1 < p < oco. If p is an even integer, we get the same result below. The analysis becomes
trickier if p is not an even integer, since the functional may not be differentiable at times whenever 6; —¢; —0;+¢; =0
for some distinct indices ¢ and j, but by the analyticity of ©(t) and ®(t), such times are discrete. Perhaps it can be
shown that holds in a suitable sense with Dini derivatives.
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Proof of (3.20): By direct calculation, one has

K . .
7, = N 2(01 — i — 05 + ;) (sin(0y — 0;) — sin(er — ©i))
17-]}
R . . . .
=N Z(Gk — ¢k —0; + ;) (sin(0; — Ox) —sin(p; — x)) (. switch ¢ and k)
ig.k
K . .
=~ (O — i — 0, + ¢;) (sin(x, — 0;) — sin(pr — i)
i,k
K . .
=5 2-0i = @i = O + i) (sin(6h — 0:) — sin(pr — 1))
ijsk
= ﬁZ(Gi — @; — Ok + pr) (sin(0 — 6;) — sin(pr — ¢;))
i<k
1/2 1/2
> —K (Z(@Z —p; — 0+ cpk)2> (Z (sin( — 0;) — sin(py — goi))2>
i<k i<k

1/2
> —kL (Z (ak —0; — Y + 901')2> = —I€£2,

i<k
where we used the average of the first and third lines in the fourth line. Equality in the final in-
equality is impossible unless £ = 0.

By and on an interval where £ > 0, we have

(3.21) mL + L+ kL > 0.

Thus, the hypothesis of Lemma is satisfied with the following setting:
a=m, b=1 c¢=k, [=10,00), and y=L.

Since O(t*) = ®(t*), we have

(3.22) L(t*) = 0.

Next, we claim that £(0) = 0. If £(0) > 0, then, it follows from ©° = &° and (3.17)) that £(0) = 0.
But then, it follows from Lemma[3.3|that £(t) > 0 for ¢ € [0,00) N [0, 7], with

1

T* = T*(a,b,¢) = T*(m, L, g) = 4 RS
N B = L) = mm__ . 2m__ gjp~! L mk > %
Vamek—1 4mr—1 Vimek )’ 4-

By assumption, t* < T*, so that £(¢*) > 0 which contradicts to (3.22). Therefore, we have £(0) = 0
which means that

997¢?:0;?7¢? for all 4,7 € [N],

i.e. there is a constant a € R such that 69 = 9 + « for i € [N]. But we also know ©° = &°. By the
Galilean symmetry (2.6)), it follows that 0;(t) = ¢;(t) +« for i € [N] and ¢ > 0. From O(t*) = &(t*),
we have a = 0, thus ©(t) = ®(¢t) for all ¢ > 0, and, a fortiori, ©(t*) = &(¢*).

(ii) Let N > 2,V =0, and n € (0, 7). We decompose N = Ny + Ny where N1, Ny > 1, and consider
the distinct initial data:

00 = =0% =nNo/N, 0% 1= =0%=-nNi/N, ) =-60, ic[N]
09 =) =0, iel[N].
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Now, we consider the solutions (6, ©) and (®, ®) to (T.1) with initial conditions ©(0) = (69, --- ,6%)
and O(0) = (69, -+ ,6%), and (0) = (.-, ¢%) and B(0) = (&1, - , %), respectively. By the
particle exchange symmetry (2.9), we have

91(75) == HNI (t) and 9N1+1(t) == 9N(t) for all ¢ Z 0.
On the other hand, by , we have
1
NZO,»(t) =0 forallt>0.
i=1

Therefore, denoting 0,1 (t) = 61(t) — On(t), t > 0, we have

O(t) = - = O, (1) = S20a(0), Oxaa (1) =+ = O (1) = —

On the other hand, by the reflection symmetry (2.8)), we have
pi(t) = —0i(t), i€ [N], t>0.

Therefore, the dynamics is one-dimensional, depending on the single variable 6, (t). Its dynamics is
governed by the following Cauchy problem to the second-order ODE:

{mérel + 6,0] = —K sin (Ore1), t>0,

erel(o) =1, 91"61(0) =0.
In other words, 6, corresponds to the phase of a damped circular pendulum under a uniform

gravitational field. As n — 0, 6,1/n approaches the solution 6 to the second-order linear ordinary
differential equation

ml+0=—xr0, 00)=1, 6(0)=0.

As mk > 1, the solution is

o(t) = e '/2m (COS < Ame - 1t> + ! sin < Ame = 1t)>
2m Vdmek — 1 2m

and has its first zero on [0,00) at t; = I + \/47271";71 sin~! (m)

It is well-known from classical mechanics that 6y also has a smallest positive zero ¢}, which

is simple and which approaches the zero t; as  — 0 and which grows to infinity as n — 7 (we

always have t] > t; by the Sturm-Picone comparison principle, Lemma [3.3). Thus, given ¢* > ¢,
by the intermediate value theorem, there exists 7 € (0, %) such that t* = ¢]. Then 6.(t*) = 0 and

érel(t*) <0, so

but we have
Ny Ny N

. . Nl . NQ N2 Nl Nl -
t* :ore t* (73"'773777"'777) ore t* (77;"'377773"'77):(1)t*
o) () N' N N ) 7 Ot~ N' N N (#)
N times Ny times N7 times N> times
O

Remark 3.3. Below, we comment on the results of Proposition[3.4)
(1) Although the correspondence RN x RN — RN x RN, (@°,0%) — (O(t),O(t)) is a diffeo-
morphism, this does not necessarily mean that for a fired ©° the restricted map RY — RV,
OV — O(t) is bijective. Nevertheless, Proposition tells us that this restricted map is a

. . 1 1 ™m 2m o—1 1
diffeomorphism when mx < 1 0T mK > 3 and t < TimeT + —p——==sin (\/m)
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(2) From statement (1) of Pmposz’tion it appears that the intrinsic velocities V play no role
in the determinability of ©(t) from ©° and O(t). However, in this regard, statement (2) of
Proposition has the weakness that it specifies a V (namely, V = 0). It would be interesting
to strengthen statement (2) of Propositz'on to hold for arbitrary V.

(3) Of course, knowledge of not only ©° and O(t) but also O° is sufficient to determine O(t). We
may ask whether there is an explicit function of O°, O(t), and O° that better approzimates

O(t), e.g., does the knowledge of R°, for example, give explicit functions with better error
bounds than those of Lemma[3.3¢

(4) Proposz'tion does not tell us how to compute O(t) from ©° and O(t) even if it is uniquely
determined, whereas Proposition [3.3 gives an explicit algorithm in shorter time intervals
[O,max{i, 1/%}). It would be interesting to find an effective algorithm which calculates

O(t) from ©° and O(t) in the full range of Proposz'tion (1), namely

1 . 1 N ™ 2m .1 1
mk<-andt* >0 or mrk>-and 0 <t* < + sin ,

4 4 Vidms —1  Amk —1 dmk
perhaps by finding a better version of the mapping F. If such an algorithm was descriptive
enough to yield bounds improving those of Lemma|3.4, and if the bounds did not worsen for
large time in the case mk < i, it may even give stronger versions of Theorems and
(which already assume mr < %), since the estimates used in their proofs, such as Lemma

and Lemma[5.1] and Theorem[7.4 depend fundamentally on Lemma[3.3

4. SYNCHRONIZATION MECHANISM, CONJECTURES AND STRATEGY

So far, we have not yet described why the nonlinear interaction term in contributes to
synchronization. In this section, we will describe three mechanisms behind this in the next three
subsections. In the fourth subsection, we will delineate our main framework for synchronization of
, namely Theorem u For convenience, related previous results are provided in Appendix

4.1. Synchronization Mechanism I. Inertial gradient flow formulation of and the
Lojasiewicz gradient theorem. The inertial Kuramoto model , or equivalently the second-
order model (3.6)), admits an inertial gradient flow formulation. For this, we define the analytic
potential P = P(©) as

N N
(4.1) PO) = -3 by + g 3 (1 — cos(0y — el)).
k=1 k=1

Then system can be rewritten as an inertial gradient flow system:

(4.2) mO + 0 = -VeP(O).

We introduce the zero set of the potential force —VgP(0):
S:=1{(6,0) cR*" : VgP(0) =0}.

The classical Lojasiewicz gradient theorem [59], which is a consequence of the Lojasiewicz gradient
inequality [58], states that a bounded solution to a first-order gradient flow of a real analytic potential
converges asymptotically. This was extended to the generality of inertial gradient flow systems in
[48, Theorem 1.1]; it was observed in [25], Proposition 2.1] that this formulation applies to the inertial
Kuramoto model via the formulation .

Proposition 4.1 ([25, Proposition 2.1], [48, Theorem 1.1], [6, Corollary 5.1]). Let (©,) be a global
solution to (3.6|) satisfying the following zero-sum condition and a priori uniform bound estimate:

Ve = 07 ||®||W1,oc = ||@||L°°(R+) —+ ||QHL°°(]R+) < 0.
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Then, there exists (©0°°,0) € S such that

Jim (0() = 0%l + (1) ) =0,

Moreover, the convergence is at least algebraic: there exist constants ¢c,C > 0 such that

10(t) — O < Ct™¢, t>0.

Remark 4.1. We give several comments on the content of Proposition [{.1]
(1) It follows from Lemma|3.1] that

(4.3)

(4.4)

12| Loo () < 00
Thus, in order to apply the result of Proposition[{.1], it suffices to check the following uniform
bound on ©:

1Ol Lo ) < o0
Furthermore, by of Remark the condition is equivalent to the condition

sup D(O(t)) < oo,

0<t<o0
invariant under the Galilean transformation (2.6). Thus, this seemingly weaker condition
(4.4) is equivalent to asymptotic phase-locking of the Kuramoto phase flow O, i.e., to show
asymptotic phase-locking, it is enough to show (4.4).
1

(2) In the small inertia regime mrk < 7, another equivalent formulation of asymptotic phase-

locking is the finiteness of collisions, shown in [I8]. For a simple proof and strengthening of
this fact, we refer to Appendiz[D} and Theorem [D]]

In general, it is impossible to construct a Lyapunov functional for (1.1)) or (2.1)) with the torus TV
as the configuration space because of an example of system parameters V and initial data ©°, QO
given below, such that the solution does not achieve asymptotic phase-locking no matter the choice
of k and m.

Example 4.1. Consider parameters for (1.1) where we have a decomposition

M
IN] = | | Aa, M >2, Ay #0,

a=1

with respect to which the initial data satisfying

Va € [M], Z e =0,

€A,

and the intrinsic and initial frequencies satisfying

and

VaeM],Vi,jeAs, vi=v;=71, andw?:w?::d)g,

viF# v YieAq, Vi€ Ay, a1 #a€[M].

Then, the solution to (1.1) is given as

0:(t) = mwd (1 — e /™) 4 vt —m +me™ /™) + 60, wi(t) =wle ™™ (1 —e7V™),

since solutions to (1.1)) are unique and the above solution satisfies

N

in. s ~0(1_—t/my ~ _ —t/m 199
E elQZ(t) — § : el(mwa(l e V4T (t—m+me ) E elei =0,
i=1 a€[M] 1€A,

N N
D sin(0;(t) — 0;(t)) =S | e DD "B ) =0, mai(t) +wilt) = vi.
j=1

j=1



28 CHO, DONG, HA, AND RYOO

A special case of this solution was given in [47, Example 2.2]:
N=4, vy=vy#v3=1y, 0O0=wt, Oy=wt+mn, 6O3=v3t, 04=vst+m.
Recalling the definition of the order parameter R, we observe that
R(O(t)) =0 forallt>0.

It can be shown that these are the only configurations for which R =0 for allt > 0.

Observe that no matter the choice of k or m, the above solution does mot achieve asymptotic
phase-locking. Hence, we cannot expect asymptotic phase-locking for arbitrary initial data even in
the large coupling regime. Nevertheless, the condition R > 0 which is true for Lebesque-almost every
initial datﬂ rules out this pathological initial data. The best result we can hope for is asymptotic
phase-locking for generic initial data in the large coupling regime.

Despite Example we can still ask if one can construct weak Lyapunov functionals for
and (2.I), namely functions f : Tx RV — R and g : TV — R such that % (0,0) > 0 for any
solution © to , and %g(@) > 0 for any solution © to 7 with equality happening only at
phase-locked states traveling at constant speed, and the configurations of Example We pose this
as a question below.

Conjecture 4.1.

(1) (Weak form) There is a constant ¢ > % such that if k > cD(V), then and ( admit
weak Lyapunov functionals.

(2) (Strong form) Denoting the critical coupling strengtﬂ as kc.(V), if & > K:(V), then (1.1
and (2.1) admit weak Lyapunov functionals.

4.2. Synchronization Mechanism II. Stability of majority clusters. Another viewpoint on
the role of the term - Zl]\il sin(¢; — 6;) in synchronization is the following. In 6; — 6;, there is the
term

N N N
1 1 0; —0; 1 0; +0;
- 3 _f.) — — N —0.) = —2si S R . ).
N IE:l sin(6; — 0;) N ;:1 sin(6; — 6;) sin ( 5 ) N lE:1 cos <01 5 )

Assuming without loss of generality that 6; < 6; < 0; + 7, this will be negative if and only if

(4.5) Zcos( 9;9>>0,

contributing to 6; and 6; being pulled towards each other.

If {0;}}¥, is evenly distributed throughout the circle, the relation would not likely happen
for many pairs of ¢ and j, and even if the left-hand side of were positive, it would be smalﬁ
and the synchronous effects can be ignored. However, if a majority of the oscillators, say {6;}ic 4,
with [A| > AN and A > 1, are concentrated in a sufficiently small arc, say of length ¢ € (0,7), this
can happen for i, j € A. In particular, when

i = argmingc 4 6;, J = argmax;c 40,

14Indeed, assume N > 2, since when N = 1, the case R = 0 cannot happen. Let X denote the set of bipolar
configurations © € RY. Then X is a one-dimensional closed submanifold of RYV. On the open set O = RN \ X, the
map f: 0 — C, f(©) = % vazl ei%  has 0 as a regular value, so f~1(0) is an (N — 2)-dimensional submanifold of
O. Therefore the set of © such that R(0©) = 0 forms a subset of R™ of Hausdorff dimension at most max{1, N — 2}.

15This is the coupling strength above which phase-locked states exist. It is given as a function of V [79].

16The heuristic is that if {6; }N ; is evenly distributed throughout the circle, then the order parameter R would be
small, but Zl 1 €os (Gl % +9
(i(05+6;)/2.

) ’ < R since it is the inner product of the centroid % > €% and the unit vector
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then (4.5) will be guaranteed when

0; +—9 0; %—9 4
= E E > Z_(1—
CcoS < ) CcoS < > Acos 5 (I=X) >0,

léA
or

(4.6) (e (o, 2cos ! (i = 1))

Thus, we introduce the following definition.

Definition 4.1. Fiz A € (0,1] and ¢ € (0,27). Given a vector © € RY and a subset A C [N}, we
say that © 4 is a A-cluster of arc length < ¢ if |A| > AN and, up to 2w-translations, we have

The above heuristic says roughly that whenever A € (1,1] and ¢ € (0, 7) satisfy (£.6]), a A-cluster
of arclength < ¢ should be stable, possibly under additional assumptions. Theorem given later
in Section [l confirms this heuristic.

4.3. Synchronization Mechanism III. Quasi-monotonicity of the order parameter. Recall
the definition of the order parameter (1.2). More generally, given a phase vector © € RY, we
introduce the amplitude order parameter R = R(©) and phase order parameter ¢ = ¢(©) as

N
(4.7 Rel? = 1 Z el
N Z

Note that R and ¢ are well-defined as long as the right-hand side of is not zero, and when we
simply say order parameter, we mean the amplitude order parameter R.

Given a solution ©(t) to (I.I]), we denote R(t) = R(O(t)) and ¢(t) = $(O(t)). Then R is a well-
defined continuous real-valued function of . On a time interval where R is positive, R is a smooth
function of ¢, and there is a smooth section of ¢ that is unique up to modulo 27 shifts.

In some sense, the functional R measures the overall degree of synchronization, with R being close
to 1 or 0 signifying synchrony or asynchrony, respectively. The functional ¢ can be thought of as a
representative phase value for the position of a typical particle; it is a strong representative when R
is close to 1 and a weak representative when R is close to 0.

We divide both sides of by €l% and compare the real and imaginary parts to find

(4.8) Rsin(¢ — 6;) Zsm —0;), Rcos(¢—6;) Zcos

On the other hand, we again divide both sides of (4.7) by e!¥ and compare the real and imaginary
parts to obtain

1 1.
(4.9) R= > cos(0; —¢), 0= ~ > sin(6;
Jj=1 j=1
Also, we have
N
2 @1 1 i E3:
(4.10) R* = N;Rcos(ﬂj —¢) = N2 ]zjl cos(8; —0,).

We have the following description of the dynamics of © and R.
Lemma 4.1. Let (0,9Q) be a global solution to (3.6)). Then, the following assertions hold.
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(1) The order parameter R satisfies
N
. 1 . )
(4.11) R= N ]Ezl sin(g; — ¢)6;.

(2) The inertial Kuramoto model can be rewritten using the order parameters (R, ¢) as follows:
mb; + 0; = v; — kRsin(0; — @), i€ [N].
Proof. (1) We differentiate both sides of (4.9)); with respect to ¢ to get the time derivative of R:

. 1Y : . [@9) 1 & )
R=—=3 sin(0; = ¢)(0; — ) =" —5 D _sin(0; — 9)0;.
j=1 Jj=1

(ii) We use (4.8)); to rewrite (1.1 in mean-field form. O
From Lemma we have

. kR N 1 N .
R=— > sin®(6; — ) + i > sin(0; — ¢)(mb; —v;),
j=1 j=1

and so we can see that the sinusoidal coupling term of (1.1) tends to increase R, while the effect of
the natural frequencies and the inertia are uncertain. Another way to see this is that by (4.10)), the
potential can be written as

kN2
2

N
P(G):_ZVk9k+ (1—R2).

k=1
We may imagine that R is a functional that is trying to increase along the dynamics of the nonlinear
couplings, while the “impurities” caused by V not being identical over the oscillators and the time-
delay effect of the inertia may disrupt the monotonic behavior of R. Motivated by the formula for
R, we introduce the mean-square deviation

N
(4.12) A= A(O) = %Zsinzwk - 9),
k=1

which will be used in quantifing the quasi-monotonicity of R. Note that the functional A measures
the closeness to either a completely synchronized state or a bi-polar configuration, i.e., states where
9; —0; € wZ for all i, j € [N].

In the case of the first-order model with the same identical natural frequencies v; = v; for
all 4, j € [N], we have the identity

N
. 1 .
R =KkRA = 6% > 0.
" kRN ; v

This immediately shows that R is monotonically increasing in ¢, that R? is a Lyapunov functional
and it can be used to show that any solution to (2.1)) with identical frequencies must converge. In the
second-order model (1.1) with identical natural frequencies v; = v;, there is an energy dissipation
formulﬂ [23] Proposition 4.1]

a (m;R) +n Wm) —  Var(Q).

See Appendix for the resulting convergence statements.

(4.13)

"More precisely, [23] uses the expression % Zfi1 w? instead of Var(f2). Our substitution is harmless by the
Galilean transformation (2.6]).
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However, in the nonidentical case, R(t)? fails to be a Lyapunov functional, but we will show that
it can serve as a proxy for a Lyapunov functional of the model | . Ideally, we would like to have
a Lyapunov functional for ) defined on the torus in the nonidentical case, i.e., we would like to
K(1=R*) RQ)

_|_
% Var(€2). In the presence of nonidentical frequencies and the inertia term, R might decrease for
certain configurations (0, Q). Nevertheless, we will obtain a “quasi-monotonicity formula” as follows.
We will later use this to control the dynamics of (1.1).

answer Conjecture|d.1{ The Lyapunov functional may perhaps be given as a perturbation of

Lemma 4.2 (Quasi-monotonicity formula for R). Let (©,) be a global solution to (3.6). Then, the
order parameter R defined as in (4.7) satisfies the following differential inequality:

R(t) 2kROA() (1= /™) = ADDOQ)e ™ /2 = /ADDV)(1 — /™) /2

(4.14)

fort > 0. Moreover, for n > 0, we have
(4.15) R(t) > R® — ¢(m, s, V,Q% 1), t<nm,
and

(4.16) R(t) > ky/A()(1 —e~t/™) (R(t)\/A(t) - §(m,f$,V,QO,17)) , t>nm,

where ((m, k,V, Q% n) and £(m, k,V,Q° 1) are the dimensionless quantities defined as follows:
(4.17)

g(m’ K? V? QO? n)

A=) 1p(Q0) 4+ D] + m2k (1 - e ) BD(QO) + (DY) + 26)m|

2
V) DY) e

00 n) == (D 2 DO 1 max{1,n} Dl .
§(m, K, V, 07, n) = (D(V) + 2k) m + D(Q7)mmax{1,n}e” T o T Tor 1-e

Proof. We begin by deriving the differential inequality (4.14) for R. We begin by noting that by the
Cauchy-Schwartz inequality,

N 1 N 5 E2)
Z: sin(fy — ¢)| < NZ: |sin(f — ¢ = VA,

and by Lemma [3.2] and (4.8)),,

i(t) —wPe /™ — vy (1= /) — kR(t)sin (6(1) - 0,(1)) (1 - e*t/m)‘

(4.18) - <1 B e,t/m) <D(Qo)t6t/m +m(D(V) + 2k) (1 - et/m>2) :
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We estimate R in the following manner:

(4.19)

N N
R B 3 sints(1) = o0) D= Z (1) (65(6) — welr))
Lem |2.1]
-' E Zsm (t)) (w]0 —w? e~ t/m _ Zsm () (v; —ve) (1 — e_t/m)

N
+ kR(t Z (1)) (1 _ e—t/m)
- : 2
Z sin(0(6) = 6(0)] - (1 /") <D<9°>tet/m +m(D) +26) (1- /™) )

> = VAV Var(@Q)e ™ — A1)/ Var(V)(1 = ™) + kR(1) A1) (1 _ e—t/m)
~wV/AD (1-e/) (Dm“)te” " (DY) +26) (1 et/m)2>

> —/ADDQ)e "2 = /AHDV)(1 ™) /2 + kROAW) (1 - e7/™)
/A (1) (D@ 4 )+ 20) (1)),

where in the penultimate inequality, we used the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and in the last inequal-

ity, we used
Var(X) < D(X)/2 for X € RV,

Next, we consider two cases.
o Case A (Dynamics of R after initial-layer): For ¢ > nm, we have
0 5n/—1) (v - 22020
—r/AW (1= e7™) (mD(©) %e—t/m +m(DV) +2¢) (1 - e—t/m)2>
o {10 (- B )
NIND) (1 —emt/m) (mD(Q°) - max{1, p}e~ ML (DY) 4 2/@))
2rV/A0) (1= ) (ROVAD - ) -

e Case B (Dynamics of R in the initial-layer ): For t € [0, nm], we use (4.19) and A <1 to find

N———

R(t) >R’ + /t k(1 — e~ m)R(s)A(s)ds — nm LQO)G—S/mdS o @(1 —ems/m)ds
0 0 0
>0
_ nm K 0yge—s/m e=s/™) ds — nm - . e—s/m s
/O D(Q°) (1 )d /0 (D(V) +2 )(1 ) d
0
>R+0 mpég)(l— —")—mp;v)(n—1+e )
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3 —2n —2n
—m?kD(QY) (4 —e T—pe T+ % + 1 )

11 3e= 2 30
—m?Kk(D(V) + 2r) (—6 +n+3e7 " — 62 + 5 3 >

mD(Q%)  mD(V)n
2 + 2

ERO—(l—en){

Z RO - C(n)v

} - (1- 677])3 BmZKD(QO) +m?k(D(V) + 2k)n

where in the penultimate inequality we used the following calculus inequalities:

x—l—l—e_mgm(l—e_m), §—6_I—me_m+£e_2‘"’3+le_2””<§(1—6_m)3,

4 2 4 4
11 3 1
—E+x+367m—56721+§e*3””Sx(l—e*z)‘g, x> 0.
The inequality (4.16|) follows from (4.14)). O

Remark 4.2. Below, we provide several comments of Lemma[].3

(1)

(2)

(3)

In order to describe the relaxzation dynamics at later times, it is convenient to have a positive
lower bound on R, as R is the strength of the nonlinear interaction < >_;sin(0;—0;) in (L3).
In fact, as can be seen above, the nonlinear interactions tend to increase R, so we have a
positive feedback: a larger R leads to greater nonlinear interactions which in turn enlarges R.
Unfortunately, given uniformly random initial data on S, the expected value of R? is 1/N,
as can be seen from . In other words, most initial data have R on the order of 1/v/N,
which is extremely small in the large particle limit N — oo. Perhaps the main difficulty
of the complete synchronization problem for 18 to prove or disprove how synchrony
“erupts” from the almost disordered state R =~ 0, producing a value of R above some positive
universal constant.

For notational simplicity, we suppress dependence of ¢ and & on k,m,V and Q°:
C(n) = Clm, 5,0, Q% n), &) = E(m, k,V,9Q°%n).
Note that ((n) and £(n) are independent of ©°, and
Lim ¢(n) =0, lim ¢(y) = oo,  lim £(n) = oo,
and
0 . D(V)
§(00) = &(m, 5, V, 07, 00) i= lim £(n) = mD(V) + 2mrk + PR
n—00
The framework (4.20) says that ((n) and &£(n) are small.
The dominant terms in (4.14)) as t — oo are
KR()A(t) — (D(V)/2 + meD(V) 4 2mr?) /A(t).

The first term kR(t)A(t) is due to the sinusoidal couplings and thus act to increase R(t),
while the second term

(D(V)/2 + mkD(V) + 2mk*) \/A(t),

is the mazimal rate at which the linear terms v; and the inertial term mé; may conspire to
decrease the order parameter. This heuristic is true only for large t, in which case we have
, and for small t we only have the crude bound of . Our strategy in Sectionl] 18
as follows: first, for small time t < nm, we can control the amount of fluctuations of R(t),
namely ¢(n), by requiring m to be small; this shields us from the possible initial “adversarial
attack” to diminish the amount of synchronization. This is the idea of Lemma[7.1}
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Nezt, for a large time t > nm, we have two scenarios: either R >0, which is good since
this means the system is synchronizing, or we have R < 0. By the above heuristic, this
roughly means

A(t) < (D(V)/26 +mD(V) + 2mk)* /R(t)2.

Thus, having a lower bound on R(t), we can make A(t) as small as we wish by making

D(V)/k and mk small (i.e., under the framework of (3.11)). This is quantified in Lemma
[7-3: there exists a time at which we have a lower bound on R > ¢ > 0 and an upper bound

on A. Roughly, this means that © is close to a bipolar state with % oscillators at ¢ and
U=AIN yscillators at ¢+, so that © has roughly % oscillators (a magority) concentrated

2
around ¢; this argument is quantified in Lemma[7.3 This allows us to use Synchronization

Mechanism II, the stability of majority clusters, discussed in Subsection [].2

In the rest of subsection, we provide some simulations of the dynamics of the order parameter and
the mean squared deviation while varying the dimensionless quantitieﬂ mk, D(V)/k, and D(Q°)/k.
We use the fourth-order Runge-Kutta method with a time step of 0.01 and set N = 50. For
each numeric simulation, we fix some prescribed value for m and x, and we take initial phase
data uniformly distributed on the interval [0, 27], initial frequency data uniformly distributed on

the interval [—%ﬂo), Dg ) , and intrinsic frequency data uniformly distributed on the interval

252, 22]

2 172

In the first experiment, whose results are displayed in Figure we take mk and D(Q°)/k constant
and vary D(V)/k. When x = 1 and m = 1 (blue line), D(V)/k is too large and the system fails to
achieve synchronization, signified by the fact that not only do the order parameter R and the mean
squared deviation A fail to converge to a fixed value, but also R frequents a neighborhood of zero
while A fluctuates near high values. But, as soon as D(V)/k < %, not only does the solution exhibit
asymptotic phase-locking but also both R and A converge to values close to 1 and 0, respectively.
This suggests that the smallness of D(V)/k is a favorable environment for asymptotic phase-locking.

107 0.6
i
!
0.8 H 0.5
—— k=1, m=2, wlE(-1,1) 0.4
0.6 — k=2, m=1, w)€(-2,2) —— k=1, m=2, wl€E(-1,1)
k=5, m=0.4, w? €(-5,5) 0.3 — k=2, m=1, w’E€(-2,2)

k=5 m=0.4, w’E€(-5,5)
—— k=10, m=0.2, w? €(-10,10)
k=50, m=0.04, wP € (=50, 50)

—— k=10, m=0.2, w! €(-10,10)

i
|
HI
i
|
H]
i
0.4 !
il k=50, m=0.04, wf € (-50,50) 0.2
0.2 ;
) 0.1
!
i 0.0

0.0
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 0 5 10
Time

15 20 25 30
Time

(A) Temporal evolution of R. (B) Temporal evolution of A.

FIGURE 1. (Color online) Simulations of R and A varying D(V)/k and D(Q°). We
used a single set of intrinsic frequency data uniformly distributed over the interval

[—1,1] for all simulations.

When D(V)/k < %, the limiting order parameter is close to 1. Thus, it appears that the limiting
configuration, which is a phase-locked state, is contained in a quarter circle. However, when D(V)/k <

18These are the quantities invariant under the time dilatation symmetry (2.7)).
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1, there is a unique phase-locked state for (1.1]) and (2.1]) in the quarter-circle; see [2I] and Remark
(3). This phase-locked state may be computed from the equations

Vi — Ve

N
= %ZCOS(@ —¢), sin(; —¢) = , Viel[N].

kR

From the zeroth order approximation R = 1+ o(1) (in the sense as D(V)/k — 0), we have
Vi — Ve

sin0; = 6) = (1+ o(1) A2,

and

e o P S () ) o () 2

Indeed, the values of % from the second to the fifth experiments in Figure |1 are 0.5676,
0.5089, 0.5022, 0.5001, respectively, and are close to 0.5.

What about the other factors? In Figure [2) we keep D(V)/k and D(Q°)/k constant and vary ms.
In this case, the same conclusion holds, i.e., the order parameter R converges to a value close to 1
while the mean-squared deviation A converges to a value close to 0; the only difference is the time
scale at which this happens, which is multiplicatively delayed proportional to m@ This suggests that
as long as D(V)/k is small, variations in mx do not present material differences to the asymptotic

dynamics.

10 054 | —— k=50, m=1
k=50, m=2
) —— k=50, m=5
038 041 i k=50, m=10
03
0.6
02
0.4
— k=50, m=1
k=50, m=2 0.1
0.2 —— k=50, m=5 Y,
. _ — Vvya
k=50, m=10 0.0 o
20 30 40 50 60 0 10 20 30 40 50 60
Time Time
(A) Temporal evolution of R. (B) Temporal evolution of A.

FIGURE 2. (Color online) Simulations of R and A varying ms. We used a single
set of initial frequency data and natural frequencies, uniformly distributed over the
interval [—1, 1], for all simulations, respectively.

In Figure we keep D(V)/k and mrk constant and vary D(Q°)/x. In this case, the same conclusion
holds with the additively delayed time scale proportional to mD(W?)/ nm Again, this suggests that
as long as D(V)/k is small, the magnitude of D(Q")/x does not significantly affect the asymptotic
dynamics.

In summary, asymptotic phase-locking appears to occur if D(V)/k is small, while the mk is
the multiplicative time scale of the synchronization, and D(Q2")/k acts as an additive delay for
synchronization to happen. We collect our observations into the following conjecture@

19This is the scale of the time delayed interaction.

20This is the time required to recover from a hypothetical adversarial attack on Q0.

21Note that Theoremfalls short of proving the Weak form of the conjecture: it imposes much stricter restrictions
on the parameters, and only shows lim inf; oo R(t) > 1— = for generic initial data. Theoremhas weaker restrictions
on the parameters but does not give any (1) bounds on hm infr 00 R(t).
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1.0

— k=50, m=0.2, w)E€(-1,1)
k=50, m=0.2, w)€E€(-2.5,2.5)

—— k=50, m=0.2, w? € (-5,5)
k=50, m=0.2, wf € (-25,25)

0.5

0.8 0.4

0.6 03
i 0.2 H
0.4 fi ¢
i — k=50, m=02, wl€E(-1,1) /
,}f’ k=50, m=02, wl€ (~2.5,2.5) 01 R T
021 ) —— k=50, m=02, w!€(-5,5) VoV
> N 3
- k=50, m=0.2, w € (-25,25) 0.0 . e
00 05 10 15 20 25 30 00 05 10 15 20 25 30
Time Time
(A) Temporal evolution of R. (B) Temporal evolution of A.

FIGURE 3. (Color online) Simulations of R and A varying D(Q")/k. We used a
single set of intrinsic frequency data uniformly distributed over the interval [—1, 1]
for all simulations.

Conjecture 4.2.

(1) (Weak form) For any € > 0, there exists § = §(g) such that if D(V)/k < §, then for generic
initial data ©°, we have

liminf R(t) > 1 —e.
t—o00

(2) (Strong form) For any e € (0,1), there exists a sufficiently small constant c. > 0 such that
Var(V)/k < ce, then for generic initial data ©°, we have

1- (1 + a) VarV)  Jiminf B(t) < limsup R(t) < 1 — (; - s) Var(V)

2 K2 T t—oo t—00 K2

If, in addition, D(V)/k < ce, then O(t) converges to the unique phase-locked state of (2.1))
confined in the quarter circle [21].

Theorem gives partial progress toward Conjecture [4.2](1).

4.4. Piecing three mechanisms together. In this subsection, we summarize our strategy for the
proof of Theorem which is to combine three synchronization mechanisms of subsections
and [£.3] together.

First, we briefly delineate our sufficient framework in terms of parameters and initial data. Com-
pared to the simple conditions for the Kuramoto model without inertia, our framework will be
described by four free parameters A, £, 7, d. More precisely, the first two parameters, A and ¢, are the
size and diameter of a majority phase cluster that will emerge from the given initial configuration in
finite time. The third parameter 7 is responsible for the range of the initial layer time zone [0, nm].
The last parameter § is a lower bound for the ratio R(t)/R? in the initial layer time zone. The ranges
of the above parameters can be summarized as follows.

e (0,m), A€ (05,1, ne(0,00), de€(0,1).

Now, we are ready to present our sufficient framework (4.20): Let (©°,Q°%) and V = {v;} be given
initial data and a set of natural frequencies. Then, we assume that the parameters and initial data
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satisfy the following set of conditions (F):
(F1): R">0, ((n) <(1-6R°.

am>2
0RO ) 1—cos(£/2)

(Fo) : (5R02)\—|—(1—)\)cos§ or 2)\—|—< <1+ 6R°.

(4:20) (F3): &(n) < sing (/\ cosg —(1- )\)) .
D(V) (2X —1)3/2 2 -\

K VX A2+ (1=
Here, ((n) = ¢(m,k,V,Q%n) and £(n) = £(m, K, V, 0% n) are dimensionless quantities defined in
4.11\T7‘;e that condition (F3) necessitates A cos £ —(1—X) > 0. Framework (F) in is significantly
different from those in the literature: framework is the first to apply to generic initial data

(the condition R® > 0 is satisfied for Lebesgue a.e. initial position data ©° in the position state
space RY), not imposing any restriction on the cardinality or diameter of initial data.

(Fu) +4mk +2mD(V) <

Theorem 4.1. Suppose the conditions (Fi) — (F3) hold, and let (©,9Q) be a global solution to the
Cauchy problem (3.6)). Then the following assertions hold.

(1) (Asymptotic phase-locking): There erists a constant state @ € RN such that

lim (||@(t) — Vetl iy — 0o + | Qt) — velpyy ||Oo) —0.

t—o0

(2) (Finite-time emergence and persistence of a majority cluster): There exist a nonnegative
time t. > 0 and a subset A with |A| > AN such that the magjority cluster © 4 = (0;)ica
is confined modulo 27, after some time t., in an arc whose length is less than or equal to
{ < m; this means that there are integers k; for i € A such that

D ((Ql(t) — Qkiﬂ')ieA) < f, t>t,.
There is a unique mazimal (with respect to inclusion) such A.

(3) (Linear arrangement of majority cluster): If in addition (4.20)-(F4) holds, then the magjority
cluster © 4 is arranged according to its natural frequencies: there is a constant ¢ depending
only on DY) mk, and A such that for any i,j € A with v; > v;, we have

K )

Vi — V5 . Vi —Vy
2 i (04(0) — 0,(0) — 200 — y)m) < P
Proof. We will prove statement (2) of Theorem first in Section 7| Then, in Section |7} we will
derive statement (1) of Theorem [4.1]from statement (2) using Proposition[4.1] On the other hand, the
condition (4.20)-(Fy) enables us to tell an additional structural property, called linear arrangement,
of the majority cluster described in (2) of Theorem See Theorem [5.1 O

5. PARTIAL PHASE-LOCKING OF MAJORITY CLUSTERS

In this section, we establish a version of this partial phase-locking result for the inertial Kuramoto
model (1.1)). We remark that a similar result has been established in [51] for the inertial Kuramoto
model (I.1)) (see Appendix [A]). We establish a stronger version of this theorem in this paper (see
Corollary 5.1). Theorem n Section [p| says this is true for the first-order model . It tells
us that not only these majority (i.e., A > %) clusters are stable, but they can also control other
certain oscillators as well. In what follows, we describe partial phase-locking in due to majority

clusters. For this, we begin by defining the function f) : R — R as

1
(5.1) f,\(9):2sing(Acosi—(l—A)):)\sinH—?(l—)\)sing, 0 cR, Ae(§,1]



38 CHO, DONG, HA, AND RYOO

Then fy has the following properties.
Lemma 5.1 ([47, Lemma 4.2]). The function f defined in (5.1)) satisfies the following properties.
(1) The function f has zeros at @ = 0 and 0 = 2cos™! (%), and is positive on the interval

—11-A
(0,2cos 1T>'

(2) On the interval (0,2 cos™? %), the function fy is strictly concave and attains its mazimum

at the unique zero 0, = 2 cos™? (1_/\+W) of fa(6«) =0 in (0,2cos™! %)

Thus, for 0 € (0, fx(6+)), the equation fy(f) = ¢ has two zeros ¢1 = ¢1(\,d) and ¢a = ¢P2(A,0) in
(0,2cos™! 152), with the ordering

1
(5.2) 0< ¢ <0, <py<2cos! (}\/\) )

These are the angles that the majority clusters will form.
Definition 5.1. For A € (1/2,1] and 6 € R such that

0<d< max x(0) = fr(6s)
6€(0,2cos~1(x—1))

(=3(1 =X+ V9N —2)x+1) \/3)\2 F22A—-1—(1=XA)VOr2 —2x+1
4v/2) ’

we denote by ¢1(\,d) the smaller root and by ¢2(\,d) the larger root among the two distinct roots
of the following trigonometric equation in 0:

0 1—A
Asinf — 2(1 — \) sin§ =4, fe (0,200s_1 )\) .
In the next lemma, we collect some facts.
Lemma 5.2 ([47, Lemma 4.3]). Let 0., ¢1 and ¢ be defined as above. Then, the following estimates

hold.
. 36 (1=
- 3 - < .
(7) ¢1<4(2)\_1)7 cos ( 3 )_9*

y =AY (2 —1)32 2— A
(3) fa (cos 5y )— NG RNV, RNt IS

We state our partial-locking theorem for (1.1]) as follows.

Theorem 5.1. Suppose that the free real parameters A, € > 0 and index set A C [N] satisfy

1 1
. - < R Al > AN
(5.3) 2<)\_1, ZE(O,QCOS (/\ 1)), |A| > AN,

and that the system parameters and the free real parameter n > 0 satisfy the following variant of

(4.20)-(F3) for the index set A C [N]:

D
f(m7 R, V_A7 9?4’ 77) = mD(VA) + 2m/€ _|_ %

D(QO) 6_7]
P 0 —max{1,n} VA
(5.4) +D(Q0)mmax{1,n}e T T

A 1
< §sin£f (1 f)\)sini,
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and let (©,Q) be a global solution to (3.6). Assume there exists a time t1 > mm such that the
subensemble © 4 = (0¢)eca satisfies

D(OA(ty)) < L.
Then, the following assertions hold.
(1) (Stability of the majority cluster): One has
sup D(O4(t)) < ¢,

t>t1

and

t—o00

D
limsupD(O4(t)) < ¢1 <)\, 2mD(V4) + dmk + (:A))
Lemma 1) 3
42h—1)
(2) (Partial linear arrangement) If we assume in addition that
D(V4) _ (2X —1)3/2 2\
V2X A2+ (1 -0

then the oscillators of © 4 becomes linearly ordered according to their natural frequencies:
fori,j e A, withv; > vy,

<2mD(VA) + dmk + D(:A)> .

(5.5) 2mD(V4) + dmk +

(5.6)

Vi—Vj

. . o1 v — Vj
P < hglorolf[e’b(t)_ej (t)] < hgri)sogp[el(t)_ej (t)] < 281n(¢1/2)(A COS ¢1 — (1 — )\)) P ]7

where ¢1 = ¢1 ()\, 2mD(V4) + dmk + D(VA))'

K
Now we assume that there is an index set B C [N] with B D A satisfying the following variant of

64):

D
(5.7) £(m, k, Vg, 0%, 00) = mD(Vg) + 2mk + % < %sinﬂ —(1=X sing.

Then, the following statements hold.
(8) (The majority cluster A confines B) The ensemble Op is partially phase-locked:

sup D(O5(1)) < co.
>0
In particular, if B = [N], then asymptotic phase-locking occurs.
(4) (Uniqueness of the mazimal majority cluster) There is a unique index set Amax C [N] with
ACAnax CB

possessing the following properties (a) and (b):
(a) (The ensemble © 4, .. forms a cluster) By possibly replacing 0; by 0; —2k;m for a suitable
integer k; € Z over all i € Amax \ A, we have

(5.8) limsup D(O 4,,.., (1)) < ¢ (A’ 2mD(Vg) + dms + D(:B)> '

t—o0

(b) (Mazimality and quantitative separation) Any enlargement of Amax fails to form a
cluster: if Amax C B, then

D
(5.9 lminf _min D@, () U{Bi(t) — 2k}) > 6 (A,2m7><v3>+4mﬁ+ (VB)),
t—00 {e€B\Amax K

keZ
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and we have the following separation estimate:
liminf min [6;(t) — 27k — 6,(t
minf _min [6,(1) ;0)
JEAmax

(5.10) kez
> ¢2 <)\ 2mD(Vg) + dmk + (:B)) — ¢ <)\ 2mD(Vg) + 4mk + (:B)>

Again, under additional conditions, we have linear arrangement of © 4
(c) (Linear arrangement) If we assume in addition that

DO@)<@A—UW2 2-\

V2 /A24 (1= A

then the oscillators of © 4., becomes, after suitable 2m-translations, linearly ordered
according to their natural frequencies: for i,j € Amax, with v; > vj,

o . . _N. im su . — 0. ¢1 i Yi
< htlglogf[az(t) 9] (t)} <l tﬁmp[az(t) 9J (t)} = 2 Sin(¢1/2> ()\ COS 1 — (1 _ )\)) k

where ¢1 = ¢ ()\ 2mD(Vg) + 4mk + DWB))

max *

2mD(Vg) + 4mk +

I/ifljj

Proof. Since the proofs are very lengthy, we leave them in the following subsections. O

Remark 5.1. Below, we comment on the contents of serval assertions appearing in Theorem [5.1]
We refer to Theorem [A_1] in Appendiz[A_]] for a version of Theorem[5.1) in the simpler case of the
first-order model (2.1)). The assertions in Theoremu can be rephrased as follows.

(1) Once a majority A of the phase oscillators is concentrated (modulo 27w) in an arc of suffi-
ciently small length ¢ at some finite time t; > nm bounded away from 0, they must always
stay in an arc of length at most ¢ after that time if the coupling strength is sufficiently large
compared to D(V), D(QY), and 1/m. Thus, A becomes a stable magjority cluster.

(2) With stronger assumptions on the smallness of the normalized natural frequency diameter
D(Va)/k and normalized inertia mk, the members of the majority cluster A eventually
rearrange themselves according to the linear order of their natural frequencies v;.

(3) The movement of other members in B\ A is heavily restricted by the majority cluster A,
since they become part of the majority cluster A if they cross paths with them.

(4) The members of B which join the majority cluster A attract each other as well. This allows
us to identify a unique mazimal majority cluster Amax with A C Amax C B, from which
B\ Apmax distances z'tselfg

Simply put, a concentrated magority cluster is stable and attractive.

As an application of Theorem we use the finite speed of (3.6]) to show the stability of majority
clusters for initial data as follows.

Corollary 5.1. Suppose that the free real parameters A\, ¢ satisfy

1 1
= <1 2cos ' [~ —1
2<)\_ , €6<0, cos ()\ >>,

and that the system parameters, free real parameter n > 0, and index set A C [N] satisfy |A] > AN,

6-4), and
D(O%) < £—m(l— e MD(Qa) = (nm — m +me™")(D(Va) + 2),
and let (©, ) be a global solution to (3.6). Then, the conclusion of Theorem[5.1) holds with t; = nm.

221 is tempting to view © 4, .. as repelling ©p\ 4, ., but this is not the case. What is happening is that © 4.,
is doing its best to include ©p\ 4,,,,» Put O[N]\ A,,., 18 On the opposite side of the circle, engaging in a tug-of-war
with © 4, pulling ©p\ 4., away from O4,, . .
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Proof. By Lemma, (2), we have that for i,j € Aand ¢t > 0,
10: = 051 < e/ wf — | + (1= e ™) (jvi — v+ 25) < e/ D(Qa) + (1 — e /™) (D(Va) + 25)
and hence, we have

D(@4(nm)) — D(OY) < /0 T (D) + (1 D) +20))

=m(l—e"MD(Qa) + (nm —m +me ") (D(Va) + 25).
By the condition of corollary, we have
D(©4(nm)) < L.
Then, we may apply Theorem with ¢; = nm to get the desired estimate. O

Remark 5.2. In general, even though the subensemble © 4, viewed as particles on the unit circle
SY, may lie on a small arc on the circle, it need not be the case when they are viewed as particles
on the real line R. See Figure[]] for a demonstration of this phenomenon. Nevertheless, owing to the
2nZ-translation invariance of , Theorem may be employed harmlessly for our purposes of
proving partial or asymptotic phase-locking whenever we have that © 4 lies on a small arc on the
circle.

(a) Geometric configuration on R*. (B) Geometric configuration on T*.

FIGURE 4. Schematic descriptions for virtual rearrangement; 6; and 6, are on the
same arc on T' but may not be in the same on R'. Considering 27k, translation
(for some k) enable us to regard 6, := 0, — 2k 7 as 6, in our estimations.

We are now ready to prove several assertions in Theorem one by one.

5.1. Proof of the first assertion in Theorem (Stability of © 4). In this subsection, we
show the first assertion that the majority cluster formed at t = ¢t; > npm persists afterwards.

Recall that there exists an index set A with [A] > AN such that the corresponding subensemble
O.4 = (6;)ica satisfies

D(©a(t1)) <4,
for some t; > nm. Next, we show that

(5.11) D(OA(t) <, Vt>ty,
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and

(5.12) limsup D(O.4(¢)) < 1 (x 2mD(V.a) + s + <VA)>

t—o00 KR

By definition of fy, condition ([5.4) becomes
2€(ma K, V.Aa Q?L\v 77) < f)x(g)a

and since fy has its maximum in [0, 2cos™! %} at 0, we also have

2£(m7KaVA7QO 777) < f/\(e*)

By Lemma the equation fy(0) = 26(m, K, Va4, 2%, n) has two zeros 6 = ¢1(n) and 6 = ¢a(n) in
the interval (0,2 cos™! %), which, by the strict concavity of fy, have the ordering

1—A
0 < ¢1(n) < €< ¢ga(n) <2cos! (/\) .
Choose any 1,1 € R with

(5.13) d1(n) < P1 <L <Pa < P2(n), 1 < o
Again by the strict concavity of fy, there exists a positive constant ¢ > 0 such that
(5.14) 26(m, 5, V4, Q% m) + ¢ < f2(0), 0 € [¥1, 9]

We will show that whenever D(©4) € [¢)1,12] on the time interval [t1,00), it has a negative
upper Dini (time) derivative: D¥D(0 4) < 0. Note that we may compute the upper Dini derivative
as follows:

(5.15) DYD(O4) =  max (91. - 9]»)
i,jEA
6;=maxpec .4 0
9]'=m1nk€_A Qk

By Invoking Lemma for i,j € A we have

. R k(1 — e t/m
0i(t) — 6;(t) < % > (sin(6i(t) — 0;(t)) — sin(6,(£) — 6;(1)))
leA

+ (W) - w?)e*t/m + (i —v) (1 — e t/m)
+ 26 <D(994)t6_t/m (1 - ft/m) +m(D(Va) + 2r) (1 - e‘t/m)3>

Ny, -<t>29j<t>‘(let/m)

k(1—e t/m i(t) —0; ; j
S_? 0 ) 0 O ) 5 () - 0 £00)

leA
+D(QY)e ™ + D(Va)(1 — e7H™)

3
+ 2K (D(le)tet/m (1 - eft/m) +m(D(Va) + 2k) (1 - eft/m> )
— |A] 0i(t) — 0;(t) —t/m
N 2K |sin — 5 (1 —e ) .
If ¢ > ¢y is such that D(©4(t)) < m, and 4,5 € A are so that
0;(t) = max 0r(t) and 0;(t) = min 01(t),

cos (9;(15) - W) > cos w, le A,

——2K

N
+

then we have
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so that, continuing the above estimate and |A| > AN,

6:(t) = 0,(1) < — 2 (1= ¢/ ) sin 0:(t) ; 0;(8) ., Oilt) - 0,(1)

+D(QY)e ™ + D(Va)(1 — e ™)
+ 25 (D(Q&)te‘t/m (1= /™) +m(DVa) +26) (1~ e—t/m)3>

+ (1 - \)2ksin w (1=et/m)

<2 (1 - e*f/m) sin M ()\ cos w —(1- )\))
+D(Q%)e ™ £ DV —e ™)
+ 2% (D(Qg)te—t/m (1= ™) +m(DVa) +26) (1 - e—t/m)3> .
Again, by Invoking (5.15), we have
DY|, D(O4) < —2r (1 - e—t/m) sin w ()\ cos w —(1- A))
+D(Q%)e ™+ D(Va) (1 — e V™)
+ 2k (D(Q&)te—t/m (1 - e—f/m) +m(D(V4) + 2k) (1 - e—f/M)B)

<~k (1= e7/™) (In(DOa(1) — 26(m, K, Va, %%, ))
Now, if time tg > ¢ is such that
D(O©.4(to)) € [t1,¢2],
where 11,19 are as in (5.13)), then, by (5.14)), we have

D*|, D(O4) < & (1 — e*t/m) ¢ <0.
By a standard exit-time argument, we can easily establish that
D(O4(t) <¢, Vt>t,
i.e., we have , and we can establish that there is a finite time T' > t; with T' < t; + %
such that
D(©a(t) < ¢, VE=T.
Since ¢1 € (¢1 (A, 26(m, &, V.4,9%, 1)), £) was arbitrary, we conclude that

(5.16) limsup D(©4(t)) < ¢d1(\, 26(m, K,V 4, 994, n))-

t—o0
So far, we have shown that under the assumptions of Theorem we have (5.11) and (5.16]). Let
1’ > n be arbitrary. By (5.11]), we have
D(O(t))) <t

for t{ = max{t1,n'm} > n'm, and since the map n — £(n) is decreasing, we have
A 14
g(ma K, VA; QO 77’/) < g(mv Ky VA, 9947 77) < 5 sinf — (1 - )‘) sin §

So the assumptions of Theorem are satisfied with 7 replaced by " and ¢; replaced by ¢}, and we

have (5.16]) for n':
limsup D(O4(t)) < p1 (N, 26(m, w, Va, 8%, 1)).

t—o0
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Since 1’ > n was arbitrary, take the limit ’ — oo to obtain
limsup D(O4(t)) < p1(N, 26(m, K, V4, 0%, 0)),

t—o0

which is (5.12)). This completes the proof of the first assertion.

5.2. Proof of the second assertion in Theorem (Linear arrangement of © 4). Now we
assume in addition that the following relations (5.5)) hold:

D(Va) - (2\ —1)3/2 2- A

V2 /A24 (1= A

We claim that the following relations holds: for 7, j € A, with v; > v;, we have

2mD(V4) + dmk +

P < liminf[0; (1) — 0;(0)] < lim sup[6i(1) — 0;()] < TTENEIR fols ) T
where ¢; = 1 (A, omD(V4) + dmrs + %)

Recall (512):
G.12) lim sup D(O4(1)) < 61 ()\, 2mD(Va) + 4mi + D(:A)> .

Since we have ¢1 < 0, by (5.2), cos™! % <0, by Lemma and since f) is strictly increasing on
[0,6.], we have the following equivalence:

(5.17) 1 <>\ 2mD(V.a) + 4ms + (:A)> <cos™! (%)

e oo ) (52)

D) < (22— ) 2-A (- Lemma [5.2] (ii))

VX A2+ (1=

<~ 2mD(V,4) + dmk +

= (5.9),
so every statement here, in particular the first statement, is true. Let
DV 1—A
(5.18) P € <¢1 (/\, 2mD(V4) + dmk + (HA)> ,cos ! )\>

be arbitrary. By (5.12]), there exists a finite time 7' > t; such that
(5.19) D©a(t) <yn, Vt>T,

Let 7,5 € A and t > T. Because we are looking in the long-term with the a priori guarantee that
0; and §; are always contained in an ¢-arc for times ¢ > ¢;, we need not be restrained by the myopic
approach of the previous subsection, i.e., estimating 6 A(t) from © 4(t) and 994. Instead, we may
employ the second-order ODE directly:

N
. . . . K .
m(0;, —0;)+6;, -0, =v, —v; + NZ sin(0y — 0;) — sin(60y, — 6;)]
(5.20) - N
. . 0; — Hj 1 0; + 9]‘
—VZ—VJ—2HSIH( 5 )'N’;COS<0]C—2>,
where

(5.21) i <9k - ;@) <1
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and (recalling the assumption ¢ > T)

N
1 91'4-0]' 1 9i+9j 1 9i+9j
N E cos (Ok 5 > =N E cos (F)k - )JFN E cos (Ok -

(5.22) k=1 kEA kE[N]\A

N_TW > AcosD(O4) — (1= N).

Y

A
% cosD(O4) —

The penultimate inequality uses the fact that since
’ A
a1
< < —
Y1 < cos N =3
we have
cos (0 — (0; +0;)/2) > cosD(O4) Vi, jkeA
Note that since we are not assuming that §; and 6; are extremal in © 4 as before, we cannot say
that

0; + 6‘j D(©4)
— <
B 2 |= 2
but we can only say that
‘Ok % —; % < D(B4).

The final inequality uses the fact that 1 + cosD(0 4) > 0.

Note that our assumption (5.5)), which implies (5.17)). This allows the choice of ¥; as in ([5.18)
and it tells us that (5.22) is positive:

Z ( 0; + 0, >- (GBE)
cos
2

(5.23) AcosD(O4) — (L =A)=Acostpy —(1—A) > 0, Ve>T.

With the estimates and ( on the mean-field term at our disposal, we are now ready to
prove the desired statement. Next7 we consider two cases: v; = v; or v; > Vj.

o Case A (v; = v;): In this case, (5.20) becomes

. .. . 9+9 . 91‘—9'
m(6; — 6;) + 0; — 0, :—ZCOS(Hk )sm 5 Lo t>T.

Thus, for a time interval J C [T, 00) on which 6; — 6; > 0, we have

L N 51 0;
ai—aje(o,g) and m(f; —0;)+6; — 6, > —2ksin

_0,
D) L —n(@i — Gj)

Likewise, for a time interval J C [T, 00) on which §; — 6; < 0, we have

21

.. . R . (B2 _ 0.
ei—eje(—g,o) and m(f; — ;) +0; — 0, < —2%8in0120]<—/£(9i—9j).

Note also that mk < %, which follows from ([5.4)):

2mk < E(m, K, Va, Y, )%sinﬂ—( )\)sinégé.
Therefore, y = 0; — 0, satisfies the hypothesis of statement (3) of Lemma with I = (T, 0),
a=m,b=1, and ¢ = k. It follows that 6; — 6; cannot change sign twice in (T, 00), so that there
exists a time ¢5 € (T, 00) so that either §; —6; > 0 on (t2,0), §; —6; = 0 on (t2,0), or §; —6; < 0 on
(t2,00). There is nothing to prove if 6; —; = 0 on (t2,00) (in fact, the particle exchange symmetry
with the transposition m = (7, j) along with the time-autonomy and the uniqueness of solutions
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to (3.6) implies that 6; = 6, for all t > 0). Thus, by switching ¢ and j if necessary, we may assume
without loss of generality that §; — 6; > 0 on (t2,00). Using (5.20) and (5.23), we have for t > T,

. . . 0, — 0.

0 > m(@z - 9]) + Gi — 0]' + 2/%()\COS¢1 — (1 — )\))sin %

. . . . 1
> m(&z — 9]) +91 — 0j +2/€()\COS¢)1 — (1 — )\)) : *(91 — GJ) ( 0 < 01 — Gj < 7T).
Note also that, from , we have the uniform boundedness of y = 6; — 6;; from Lemma we

have the uniform boundedness of y = 0, — GJ; and from the defining equation 1-) we have the
uniform boundedness of §j = §; — 6;. Therefore, by the Barbalat-type Lemma we have

lim (6;() — ;1)) = 0, lim (8i(t) — ;1)) =0,

t—o00
as desired.
o Case B (v; > v;): Recall (5.19), which implies
\Hz(t) - Hj(t)‘ S ’(/)1 for ¢ Z T.

By (5.20) and -, we have

. . . 0; —0;
m(ﬂiﬂj)+0i9j2m—yj2/<;sin< 5 J

> ,  whenever 0 < 0; —0; <.

Recall that ¢; € (0,%) and |v; — vj| < k. Taking the tangent line to the graph of y = sinz at
1 %

“2 and using the concavity of sinz for € [0, 3], we have

2
) Vi — U L ViV Vi — U T
sinz < 1<12’£J> <xsm1 ZQKJ)+ 12,%], xE{O,g}.

By substituting x = 0

T = sin

i—0;
——*, we have

2
m(f; —0;) + (0: — 6) + nm (m — 0, — 2sin"? ”2;]) >0,

whenever 0 < 60; —0; < .

On the other hand, by (5.20) and -, we have
m(ﬁi—ﬁ )+ +6; —9 >v; —v; >0, whenever —1; <0; —6; <0.

Thus, if we set M = M we have
;l—uj)
m(f; —0;) + (0; — 6;) + r 1— iZ W) max M,Gi—ej—Zsinflu >0, t>T.
2K 2K
We use Lemma B3] with
2
a=m, b=1, c=kry/1- Yi Y and y:0i—0j—2sin_lyl VJ,
2K 2K

and 4ac < 4mk <1 to get

minf(03(0) - 6,(0) > 2sin 1 (222,
htrggjlf(ﬁz(t) 0;(t)) > 2sin o
Finally, we use 2sin~! % > x for x € (0, 5] to verify the first inequality of (5.6). A fortiori, there is
a time T7 > T such that

Hz(t) —Hj(t) >0 fort>1T;.
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On the time interval [T}, 00), we use (5.20) and (5.23)) to get

m(éi - éj) + 6 vj —2k(Acostpy — (1 — A))sin 0: ; ;
<vi—v; - W()\coswl — (1)~ 0y),
where we used the inequality:
sinz > W:c for x € [0, 2.
Again, we use Lemma [B.3] with
a=m, b=1, c= W(Acoswl —(1=X), dac<d4dmr <1,

Y1 (vi — vj)
Y= Srsin(or /2 heostn — (1= ) i T o0
to obtain v
i N _n. < 1 Wi .
mmeup(Bilh) = 05(0) < 5 R D (heost (- W) #
Recalling that 1; € (¢1,cos™! %) was arbitrary, we take ¥y — ¢1+ to conclude
. 1 v, —Vj
1 () — 0 < . .
imsup(8:(H) =051 < 5 G D eosdr —(L— W) =

This completes the proof of the second assertion of Theorem
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5.3. Proof of third assertion in Theorem (©.4 confines ©g). Now we assume there is an

index set B C [N] with B D A, that satisfies the following variant of (5.4):

D(Vs) A . .4
P <§sm€ (1 )\)Slni.

By continuity of € in 1, we may find a time t5 > ¢; such that

(15.7) &(m, K, Vg, 0%, 00) = mD(Vg) + 2mk +

A ‘
(5.24) E(m, K, Vi, Q% ta/m) < 5 sinl — (1 —\)sin 3

We are to show that

sup D(O5(t)) < oo.
>0

It is enough to show that, for each i € B\ A, if we let k; € Z be such that
01(t2) —2k;m € [Hllll @_A(tg), min @A(tg) + 27T) R
then one of the following assertions holds:
(1) We have
0;(t) — 2k;m € [min O 4(¢), min O »(¢t) + €], t> to.
(2) There exists a time t; ; € [t2,00) such that
0;(t) — 2k;m € (min© () + £, min © 4(t) + 27), t2 <t <ty
and either
0;(t) — 2k;m € [min© 4(t), min © 4(t) + €], t >ty
or
0;(t) — 2k;m € [min © 4(t) 4+ 27, min © 4 (t) + £ + 27], ¢ > t5 ;.
(3) We have
0;(t) — 2k;m € (min O 4(¢) + £, min O 4(t) + 27w), t > to.
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To prove this, we begin by observing that if there exists a time t}, > t2 and a wave number k; € Z
such that

0;(th) — 2kim € [min © 4(t5), min © 4(t) + ¢],

then by applying statement (1) of Theorem [5.1] with A replaced by AU {i}, 6; replaced by 6; — 2k/,
and time ¢; replaced by t5, and recalling that

0;(ty) € (min©4(t5), min O 4(t5) + €], j € A,
we have that D(04(t) U {0;(t) — 2kixw}) < ¢ for t > ¢}, and a fortiori
0;(t) — 2kim € min © 4(t), min O 4(t) + €], t>t5.
We now divide into three cases, each giving the corresponding part of the trichotomy.
(1) If
0i(t2) — 2kim € [min © 4(t2), min © 4(t2) + €],
then the stated result follows from our above observation with t§ = ¢o.
(2) If
0i(t2) — 2k;m € (min © 4(t2) + £, min © 4(t2) + 27),
we define
ty; =sup{t >ty : 0;(1) — 2k;w € (min © 4(7) + £, min © 4(7) + 27m) V7 € [t2,1]}.
If in addition #, ; < oo, we must have
either 0;(t) — 2k;m € [min © 4(t), min © 4(t) + €], t>ty,,
or 0;(t) — 2k;m € [min©4(t) + 2m, min © 4(t) + £+ 27], t >1t5,.
according to whether
0i(th ;) — 2kim =min©4(t5 ;) + £ or 0ty ;) — 2km = min © 4(t5 ;) 4 27
by applying the above observation with t5 = ¢, ;.
(3) The remaining case is that
0i(t2) — 2k;m € (Min© 4(t2) + £, min © 4(t2) +27) and ty,; = oo,
By definition, this means that
0;(t) — 2k;m € (min© 4(t) + £, min O 4(t) +2m), t>t5,,
as desired.
5.4. Proof of the fourth assertion in Theorem (Uniqueness of maximal majority

cluster). The idea behind the existence of a maximal majority cluster is that if there are two
majority clusters, then they must merge into a single majority cluster.

Lemma 5.3 (Merging of two majority clusters). Suppose that the initial data, system parameters,
free parameters A, 8,n > 0, t; > nm, and index sets A C B C [N] satisfy (5.3), (5.7), and

Al > AN, D(©4(t1)) < ¢,

and let (©,9Q) be a global solution to ([B.6). If A C B is such that |A| > AN and there is a time
ts > nm with
D(O 4(ts)) < p2(X, 26(m, K,V 5,25, t3/m)),

then, we have

(525) lim SupD(@AUA(t)) S ¢1(>‘a 2€(ma K, VAuAa Q&U}@ OO))

t—o0
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Proof. We first begin with observation that
(5.26) lim sup D(O 4(1)) < p1(A, 26(m, K,V 1, 92%, 00)) < L.
t—o0

Indeed, we choose ¢/ > 0 such that
maX{D(@A(t3))a ¢1()‘a 2§(ma K, VA& Qg{ﬂ 77/))} < gl < QSQ(Aa 25(771, R, VA? Q?&a 77/))7
where 7/ := t3/m. By definition of ¢, ¢, and the concavity of fy, we have (5.4) for A, /, and ¢':

1 A 0
§(m, K,V 4,9% 1) < if,\(f') = §sin€’ — (1= A)sin 3
Thus, by the first assertion of Theorem [5.1] we have (5.26)). Therefore, invoking statement (1) of
Theorem [5.1]and (5.26), we may find a time t4 > max{t;, 2, ¢3} (recall ¢, is chosen to satisfy (5.24)))
such that

(5.27) sup D(O4(t)) < ¢, supD(O 4(t)) < L.

t>ty t>ty
Since |A[, |A| > AN > & it must be that AN A # 0, so we have
sup D(O 4, 4(1)) < 2¢.
t>ty

By invoking statement (1) of Theorem [5.1] once more, while noting that
JAUA| > |A] > AN,
we have that, in order to prove (|5.25)), it is enough to show that there is a time ¢ > t4 such that
D(O 4u4(1) < ¢
By the standard exit-time argument, it is enough to show that there is a positive number € > 0 such
that, if t > t4 is a time such that
(64,4 € 6,20,
then we have
D+D(@AUA) < —e€.
Let t > t4 be such that D(0 4, ;) € [¢,2/]. Recalling (5.15) and we compute the Dini derivative as
follows:
(5.28) DYDO4) =  max (éi - éj)
i,jEAUA
G'i:manE.AUA 01
Oj=ming c 4,z Ok

By (5.27) and AN A # 0, we have the following two cases:
either min 6;(¢) < min 0;(t) < max6;(t) < max6;(t),
i€ A i€ A €A i€ A

0.(4) < min . (1) < Py 4
or Izreujil 0;(t) < min 0;(t) < 12%85({ 0;(t) < max 0:(¢)

(5.29)

By symmetry, we may assume that the former case holds. First, we set

a=D(O 4, 4(t) C:= {j € AUA: minf;(t) < 6,(t) < max@i(t)} , =
icA €A
Note that AN A C C, so that
(5.30) JAUA| = |A| + |A] — |[ANA| > |A| + |A] — |C] > (2A — p)N.

Since .
[AUA| <N and |C] <|A| < AN,
we have the admissibility range

(5.31) @e 20— 1, A
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By invoking Lemma for indices 4,5 € AU A such that
0;(t) = max 6x(t) and 6,(t) = min 6x(¢),

ke AUA ke AUA
we have
(5.32)
. . K (1 — eft/m) . .
0i(t) = 0;(t) < ——F—— D (sin(6i(t) — 6:(1)) — sin(6i(t) — 6,(t)))

leAUA
+ (W) —w)e ™ 4 (v — vy (L= e

+ 2k (D(Q?LXUA)tet/m (1 - e*t/m> +m(DV 4,0 + 2K) (1 B et/m>3)

N AU, 0000 () i)

N
26 (1—e7 /™) ;) — 6;(t) 0;(t) +0;(t)
= . i J _ J
< ~ sin 5 Z ~cos (Hl(t) 5 )
le AUA
+D(Q0 e ™M+ DV, )L —e ™)

+2k (D(QOAM)te‘t/m (1 - e‘t/m) +m(D(V 4, 4) + 2K) (1 - e—f/m)g)

+2(1— 22+ ) wsin B = B0 3 %) (1—em)

< -2k (1 - e*f/m) sin w (zlv ZG%ACOS ((h(t) - W) —(1—-2x+ u))

+ 2/€ (1 _ e—t/'ﬂl) é‘(m’ R, V.AUA’ Q(AU./PtAL/m)
Note that for [ € C, we have

() — £ < mi — ¢ < mi < < < mi -0,
0;(t) g*fg}ak(ﬂ 67212129;6@)701(t)72133\(0;@(15)72%12%@)—1—5 9;(t) +¢,

so that

0u(t) = 05(8) _ OO0, 0l =050 _,

07 (07
I+ =< ) — A T 2 g
tos—tr 2 <6 2 = 2 2

Hence, we have
0:(t) + 6;(t
cos <Gl(t) - ()—|2_J()> > cos (E— %) , lecC.
On the other hand, we have the following straightforward bound

cos <91(t) - W) > cos (W)_W) —cos2, le(AUA)\C

2 ) 5
to derive
= %ZCOS (91(t) - W) + % Z cos (91(t) - W)
tee le(AUA)\C

Y

] g (1= ) 4 AUALZIC] 0

N 2 N 2
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> J1COoS (6— 5) +2(A — u)cos§
Thus, we continue the estimate of to obtain
0i(t) — 0;(t) < —2x (1 — e_t/m> sin% (u cos (f - g) +2(A —p) cos% —(1-2x+ ,u))
(533 + 2K (1—6‘””) &(m, “7VAUA’QAuA>t4/m)
We claim that

sin% (,ucos (g, —) +2(A— u)cos% -1 72)\+p)>

(5.34)
> sing <)\cos§ - (1- /\)> = %f,\(ﬁ).

For the moment, we postpone the proof of this estimate to the end of this proof.

Suppose m ) holds. Then, it follows from (5.33]) that
0:(t) — 0,(t) < —k (1 e t/m) (fa(0) = 26(m, 5,V 4,1 Qo ta/m)) < 0,
which is negative since
o
) = 26(B,ta/m) > 26(B, ta/m) = 26(m, £,V 4, 1 Q4 4> ta/ M),
where £(B, s) = &£(m, K, Vi, Q%, s) for s = ta/m, ty/m. Invoking (5.28), we have
DY, D(O4) <—k (1 — em/m) (FA(0) = 26(m, 5,V 4, 15 Q% 40 ta/m)) < 0.

Thus, we have shown that whenever D(© 4, ;) € [(,2{] on the time interval [t4,00), it has negative
upper Dini (time) derivative: DTD(© 4, ;) < —¢ for some fixed e:

e=r (1 — em/m) (fr(0) = 26(m, 5,V 4,1, Q0 1o ta/m)) > 0.
As per the aforementioned argument, this verifies ((5.25)). Now, we return to the proof of ([5.34).

Proof of (5.34): Recall the constraints given by (5.3)), D(© 4, 1(t)) € [¢,2¢], and 1}
AeE[1/2,1], £€[0,2cos M (1/A=1)], ac[(,2, pe2X—1,).
These constraints are equivalent to

1+cols( 0)/2’ }’ weRA=LAL

where we choose the variables in the order of ¢, o, A, and then u, within the above conditions. Note
that, for each fixed choice of ¢ and «, the inequality (5.34) is linear in A and p, whose domain

{(A,u)eRQ:Ae {Wq ue[Q/\—l,/\]}

forms a closed solid triangle in R? with vertices

tel0,x], ae€ll2f, )\6[

1 1 —cos(¢/2 1 1
() = , 2, 7 .
1+ cos(¢/2)” 14 cos(£/2) 1+ cos(€/2)” 1+ cos(£/2)
Thus, it is enough to prove (5.34)) at these extreme points; the corresponding inequalities are

. a(1—cos(£/2))cos (€ — &) +2cos({/2) cos &
(5.35) sin o T+ cos(/2) >0,

23Because the inequality (5.34) that we are trying to prove is not strict, we are allowed to take the closure of the
conditions, i.e., we can make every open interval closed.
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(5.36) sin & (W - 1) >0,

2
and
4 4
(5.37) sin % cos (Z - %) > sin 2008 5,
respectively.

e Case A.1 (verification of (5.35)): Since sin § > 0, it is enough to show, for £ € [0,7] and o € [¢, 2/],
(1 — cos(£/2)) cos <€ — %) + 2cos(£/2) cos% > 0.
Observe that

l o 4 o
(1—cos§)cos (E——) +2cos§cos—

2 2
14 t a—t¢ 14 { a—V¢
—(1—c052)cos(2— 5 )—1—20052005(24— 5 )
l a— L. 0, a—V¢
—(1—1—0055)0055005 +(1—3cos§)sm§sm 5
Since %, O‘T*Z € [0, Z], this is nonnegative if 1 — 3cos§ > 0.
If1- 3COS% < 0, then the a-derivative is
a—/

1 1 - 1 l
—(1 + cos i)cosisina + (1 —3cos i)sin§cos 5

and is nonpositive. So, for fixed ¢ € [0, 7], the given expression is minimized at o = 2¢, at which it
becomes

0 L0 0,0
(1+cos§)cos §+(173cos§)sm 5
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
=(1 “)cos® = + (1 — ) (1 —cos® 2) = (1 - o4 (1- =)(1 — cos =
(+cos2)cos 2+( 30052)( cos 2) (—I—c082)<cos 2—|—( 30052)( cos2)>

¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ 0\?
= (1 + cos 5) <1 74(;055 + 4 cos? 2) = (1 + cos 5) <1 — 2cos 2) > 0.
This proves ([5.35)).
e Case A.2 (verification of (5.36)): Since sin § > 0, it is enough to show

cos (éfg) fcosg > 0.
2 2

This follows from the fact that cos is decreasing on [0, 5] and

NN
IN
VR

0</?—

ol R

<
e Case A.3 (verification of (5.37))): The last estimate ([5.37)) follows from o — ¢ € [0, 7] and

o o 1 1 14 14
in — — — ) = —(si i — > —si =sin — —=.
sin 5 cos (E 2) 2(sm€+ sin(a — £)) > 5 sin £ = sin 5 CO8 5

This finally completes the proof of Lemma [5.3 ]



ASYMPTOTIC PHASE-LOCKING IN THE INERTIAL KURAMOTO MODEL 53

Now we are ready to proceed with the proof of statement (4) of Theorem Consider the set
S = {A C B:|A| > AN and 3t > nm3k € ZA D(O 4(t) — 2rk) < p2(\, 26 (m, K,VA,Qg,t/m))} :

Then Lemma tells us that whenever Al, /Ig € 6, then fil U ./Zlg € &. On the other hand, 4 € &
by assumption. Therefore, & contains an element Ay, that is maximal with respect to inclusion,
i.e., we have An.x € 6, and whenever A € & we have A C Apax. Of course, we have A C A C B.
Next, we show that the index set Apax that we constructed has properties (4)(a) and (4)(b).

o (Verification of property (4)(a)): From Amax € & and statement (1) of Theorem 5.1} we have that
for some k € ZAmax

limsupD(O 4, () — QWE) < ¢1(A, 28(m, K, V4

t—o0

994 700)) < ¢1()‘72§(m7’€aVBvﬂ%7oo))‘

max ? max

Since D(O4(t)) < € < w for t > t;, we can see that the vector k € ZAms must have constant
A-entries, and thus, by adding some integer multiple of the all-ones vector to k, we may assume the
A-entries of k are zero. This proves that Ap.x has property (4)(a).

o (Verification of property (4)(b)): If Amax = B, then there is nothing to prove, so we may assume
Amax © B. For any i € B\ Anax, by construction of Ap.x as the maximal element of & up to
inclusion, we have Amax U {i} ¢ &, which, by definition of &, tells us that for all ¢ > nm, we have

?QQD(GA[W@) U{0:(t) — 2mk}) > Ga(X, 26(m, £, Va0t Qanneugiys H/1))-

Thus we have
lim inf mi%D(G)Amax (t) U{6;(t) — 2wk})

t—oo ke
> 92 (A, 26(m, 5, Vi Qe ugiy 09)) = d2(A, 26(m, K, Vi, 4, 00)).
We take the minimum over the finite set B\ Amax to see
liminf min  D(O 4, (1) U{0;(t) — 27k}) > ¢2(N, 26(m, K, Vi, 0%, 00)).

t—00 €B\ Amax
keZ

Now, we have a triangle inequality:

i 0:(t) — 2k — 0,(t)| > i DO, (t)U{0;(t) —27k}) —D(O4_. (1)),
edn 0i(t) = 2mk = 0;(1)] = | _min DO, () U{0:(F) = 27k}) = D(O s ()
JEAmax kEZ

keZ
to which, if we apply (5.9) and (5.8):
limsup D(O 4, (t)) < é1 (X, 2¢(m, K, Vi, Q,0)) ,

t—o0

the we obtain (5.10):
liminf min  |6;(t) — 27k — 0; ()| > ¢2 (X, 26(m, &, Vi, 0%, 00)) — ¢1 (A, 26(m, K, Vg, UF, 00)) .

=00 i€B\Amax
JE€EAmax
keZ

e (Verification of property (4)(c)): Now we show that Ay.x is the unique index set with these

properties. Assume A/ . C B satisfies A}, D A and has properties (4)(a) and (4)(b). By property

(4)(a), we have (after suitable 27-translations)
limsup D(O 4, (1)) < é1

t—o0

<)‘7 2§(ma R, VB) QOB; OO)) < ¢2 ()‘a 2§(ma R, V.A’ ) QO.A;HHX7 OO))

max

from which it follows that A/ . € &. Hence, by the maximality of Ay.x, we have
AL e C Amax.
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But for any i € Apax \ A’ we have

max?

E3) ©9)

b1 (N, 26(m, K, Vg, QF,00)) = limsupD(O 4, () > litrginfD(GA/ ugi (1)) = d2(N, 26(m, K, Vs, 0%, 00)),

max

t—o00

!/
max

which gives a contradiction. Thus, the condition i € Apax \ A

Amax \ Ainax = @
Therefore A’

! ax = Amax, proving the uniqueness of A ax. Assertion (4)(c) for Apax follows directly
from the assertion (2).

must be vacuous, i.e.,

6. PROOF OF THEOREM [3.1} THE ZERO INERTIA LIMIT

In this section, we are now ready to prove Theorem [3.1] using Theorem We may assume

i {RO 1 1 }
e<ming —,= — —,
2°2 N
by replacing £ with min{e, RTO, i — ﬁ} We denote by 7 = kt the normalized time.

Given the initial data ©° with R® > 0, we denote by ®!D-1st = $ID:1st(7) the solution to the first
order Kuramoto model with identical intrinsic frequencies and unit coupling strength:

N

. 1

G (r) = 55 Do sin(@ N (T) = P (r), T >0,
j=1

o> (0) = 62, i € [N].

By [44, 47), ®'P-!st tends to either the completely synchronized state, or a bipolar state with order

parameter > RV, i.e., there exists A € [1+2R0 ,1], $*° € R, and an index set A C [N] such that

ID,1st iy
¢, T = PP ast — o0 ifieA,

Al > AN d
|A| > an {¢£D,lst_>¢oo+ﬂ-ast—>oo if i € [N]\ A,

up to 2m-translations.
If N = 2, then the only possibility is

A=[N] and A=1

If N =3, we must have
2
|A] >2 and )\25.

If N > 4 and (3.5)) holds, then since the cross-ratios are constants of motion for ®P-15¢ we must
have

N-1
[A|>N-1 and A> .

Given this A, we choose ¢ € (0, 2cos! (% - 1)) small enough so that

cos€>1—E
2 A

Then, we have

1-¢ if N =2
é bl

(6.1) Acosg—(l—/\)>)\(1—§)—(1—>\)2 1—2 —¢ if N =3or (33) holds,
RY—¢ otherwise.

Choose a time 79 > 1 such that

. o L
6;0 1 (10) — ™| < =, Vie A

67
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This implies

¢
DB (1)) < 3

Note that £ = £(6° ¢) and 75 = 79(0°, £) can be chosen to be purely functions of ©° and .

Now, we choose a, b, ¢ > 0 small enough so that

14 L b b A ¢
(6.2) a< 56727—0, cla+b+2)< §672T0, ac+26+g+§—|—§ < §sin€—(1—)\)sin§.

We remark that since £ was chosen in (0, 2cos™! (% — 1)), we have
A 14
isinﬁ— (1 —)\)sin§ > 0,

so the last condition is feasible. We denote by ®NP:1st the solution to the first order Kuramoto
model, in normalized time 7, with possibly nonidentical normalized intrinsic velocities V/k:

N

. v; 1 .

¢?ID7lst(T) _ ; + N z :Sll’l((b;\HD’lSt(T) _ (bi_\TID,lSt(T))’ > 07
=1

;" (0) =67, i€ [N].

3

Analogously to [44, Lemma 4.2], we have

(63) D((I)NID,lst(T) _ (I)ID,lst(T)) <
Indeed, we have, for i,j € [N],

NID,1st  ;NID,Ist  ;ID,Ist , ;ID,Ist
(ZSZ S _¢J S _qsl S +¢j S

N
vV — Vj 1 . .
_ b . 4 < Z (Sln(¢1]jID,lst _ #\HD,M) _ Sln(d)LD,lst _ qu,lst))
k=1
1

./ NID,Ist _ ,NID,lst ./, ID,1Ist _ ,ID,lst
- % (sm(¢k T ) —sin(e,, Y — ¢; " )) .
k=1

N

Now, we take the absolute values of the above relation to get

d)?HD,lSt _¢§IID,1st _¢£D,1st+¢ED,1st < S/) +2D((I)NID,1S‘5(T) —(I’ID’lst(T)),

for i,j € [N]. We take the maximum over i, j € [N] which maximize the quantity
NID,1st _ NID,1st _ ,ID,Ist , ,ID,lst
(bi st qu st (bl s + (bj s
to find

D+D((I)NID,1st(T) _ (I)ID,lst(T)) S D(V)
K

from which (6.3)) follows by Gronwall’s inequality.

+ QD((I)NID’lst(T) _ @ID’lst(T))7

By condition (6.2)), @ <a< %e‘QTﬂ and (6.3]), we have

D((I)EID,lst(TO) _ (I)illllst(TO)) < D((I)NID7ISt(T0) o (I)ID,lst(TO)) < (6270 1) < =,
K
and
.5 e 02

D@L (1)) S D@ (10)) + D(® " (70) — 9" (0)) < 3T3=3
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Now, we set ®(7) = O(7/r). Then, this solves the second-order Cauchy problem in normalized time

N
() + Gi(r) = %4 3 sin(5(r) = 9u(r), >0,
6i0) = 80, 6i0) = 2. e

By (E.3) of Proposition we have

DO — (95
@4 r) — 0(r)) Ao < o (P52 4 2) 2 (D@ + DY) 4200, 720,
In particular, by condition (6.2),, we have
D(OO D —279
m (D(Q°) + D(V) + 2k) = mk (H + o) +2) <cla+b+2) fe
K K

3 b

so that

(@5 (70) =@ 4(10))ALalloo < [[(@NP15 (70) —@(70)) ALy low < T (D(2°) + D(V) + 2r) €™ <
and so

W~

D(O.a(ro/r)) = D(@Am))@(@im’l“(m)) NP () — By (70)) A T loe < & = .

< =
3 3
Note that, by condition (6.2)),, £ < 7 and 70 > 1,
/¢ —2719 —2 1
2mk <2c<c(a+b+2)< € Sﬁe < =,
3 3 2

so that mk < ;. We invoke Theorem at time t = 79 /K, with A as it is, B = [N], and n = 1. The
hypotheses of Theorem are satisfied since t = 79/k > 1/k > 4m > nm

0 —1
g(mu R, V.Aa Q?ﬁla 1) = mD(VA) + 2mk + D(;;A) + D(le)me_l + D(QA) ‘

2k 1—e!
D D D(Q° D(QY
<mm~7f:)+2mn+72(:)+ ( ) ()

mk +
2K
5- 14
gac+2c+g+bc 5 3 sinf — (1 )\)sin§,

and

D 4
&(m, K, V, Q% 00) = mD(V) + 2mk + 2(:) <acH+2c+ %-<3§ sinf — (1 — \)sin =
Thus, by Theorem asymptotic phase-locking occurs, and

D(O4(t)) <L fort > 19/k.
This gives that, denoting 6, := (max;c 4 0; + min;c 4 6;)/2

N N
R(t) = %Z 0| = Ze‘e’ceﬂea > — Zcos (0 — 04)
k=1 N3

1 1
=N E cos (0 —6,) + N E cos (B — 6,)
ke A ke[N]\A
Al D©4) N —|A ¢
> — > - _(1- >
2 cos 5 N > )\(3052 (1=2X), t>m/k,
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and so by (6.1]),

1—¢ if N =2,
tlggo R(t)>{1—-2 —¢ if N =3 or (3.5) holds,
RO —¢ otherwise.

7. PROOF OF THEOREM [4.1]

In this section, we provide a proof of Theorem Since the proof involves a series of technical
estimates, we briefly outline a proof strategy in the following three stages. Let 6 € (0,1) and n > 0
be free parameters.

e Stage A (Strict positivity of R in an initial layer): We show, via Lemma [£.2] (which in turn is
based on the finite propagation speed guarantee of Lemma|3.1)), that the order parameter R
stays strictly positive in the initial layer [0, pm]. That is, when m is small enough to satisfy

[EZ0)-(F1), we have
R(t) > 6R°, Yt [0,nm)].
For details, we refer to Lemma

e Stage B (Finite time condensation of a majority cluster): We show, using the quasi-monotonicity
of the order parameter, that after some finite time, a majority cluster forms spontaneously
from the oscillators. See Synchronization Mechanism III (subsection for a heuristic ex-
planation.

— Stage B.1 (Finite-time condensation): with § € (0,1) as above, we show that there
exists a positive time t. € [nm, o) such that

2
R(t) > 6R° >0, Vt€[0,t] and A(t) < (f;(]gg) ’

where A is the functional defined in (4.12) and & = £(n) is the constant defined in
(4.17). For details, we refer to Lemma [7.2

— Stage B.2 (Condensation gives a majority cluster): The above condition on R(t.) and
A(te), in conjunction with condition ([#.20)-(F,) on free parameters A > i and ¢,
necessitates the existence of a majority cluster © 4 = (6;);ca and integers k;, i € A,
such that

|A‘ > AN and D ((Hl(te) — Zkiﬂ)iEA) < /.
For details, we refer to Lemma[7.3]

e Stage C (Stability of the majority cluster and relaxation): We show, using Synchronization
Mechanism II (subsection 4.2)), that the majority cluster © 4 of arclength < ¢ formed at
t = t, is maintained for the rest of time, i.e.,

D ((Hz(te) — 2ki7T>i€.A) < & t>t,.

By Synchronization Mechanism I (subsection , that asymptotic phase-locking occurs.
More precisely, we use Theorem which is applicable since we are in the regime of (4.20])-
(F3).

7.1. Stage A(Initial layer). As described after in Subsection [3.2] the initial layer [0, ym] is
a short time period during which we are exposed to a potential adversarial attack. By (4.20)-(i),
m is small enough that the order parameter does not change much during this time. The following
lemma quantifies this.
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Lemma 7.1. (Behavior of R in the initial layer) Suppose that the parameters k > 0 and m > 0,
initial data ©° and Q°, intrinsic frequencies V, and additional parameters n > 0 and § € (0,1)

satisfy -(.7:1). Let © be a global solution to . Then R satisfies
R(t) > 0R" >0, Vtel[0,nqm)].
Proof. For ¢ € [0,nm], it follows from and (£.20)-(F;) that
R(t) > R”— ((n) > R® — (1 - 5)R" = 6,
O

7.2. Stage B (Condensation of a majority cluster). Next, we study the dynamics of R in the
time interval [pm, co) after the initial layer. In this time zone, it follows from (4.16]) of Lemma
that

(7.1) R>rkVA (1 - e_t/m> (R\/K - §(77)) , t>nm.

Note that for ¢ > 0,
2
KVA (1 - e‘t/m) (R\/Z—f(n)) >0 <« At)> (M) .
Thus, as long as R and A satisfy

(7.2) R(t) > 6R° and A(t)><§(n)>2,

2 :
we have A(t) > (%) and hence R(t) > 0.

As R is bounded in [0, 1], the monotonic behavior of R must halt either in finite time or as t — co.
So, heuristically, condition should be untenable in the long run. The following lemma tells us
that indeed condition fails to hold, in fact in finite time, with the second part of being
the point of failure due to the monotonicity of R.

Lemma 7.2. Suppose the parameters k,m,0° Q° V. n,§ satisfy (4.20)-(F1), and let (©,Q) be a
global solution to (3.6)). Then, there exists a time ty € [pm, 00) such that

2
(7.3) R(t) > 6R% >0, Vt € [0,t0], and Alty) < (ﬁggg) .
Proof. 1t follows from (4.20)-(F;) and Lemma [7.1] that
(1—0)R°>¢(n) and R(t) >6R°, Vtel0,nm)].

Now, we consider two cases:

(7.4) cither A(nm)<(§$)2 or A(nm)>(€(n))2.

For the former case of ([7.4]), we simply take
to = nm.

This choice satisfies all the desired estimates of (7.3)).

For the latter case of (7.4)), we use R(nm) > §R° to see

(7.5) Aim) > (fsg)) = (zzi%)
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Now we define a set 77 and its supremum:

2
(7.6) T = {t >nm : R(s) >0, A(s) > (Z((Z))) , mm<s St}, t3° == sup T;.

Note that )
teTi <= R(s)>0, Vsenm,tl.
By and the continuity of A, one has
nm < t7° < oo.
Thus,
(7.7) R(t) >0, te (ngm,t).

Now we consider two cases:
either t7° < oo or t{° = o0.
Either case will lead to the existence of a ¢ satisfying ([7.3)).

o Case A: Suppose t3° < oo. Then, by the definition of ¢3°, we have
1 1

2
(7.8) A(t?) = (;g;g) and R(t) >0, Yte (nm,t2).
In particular, we have
(7.9) R(t3°) > R(t) > R(nm) > dR°, t & [npm,15°).
We claim that the following choice satisfies (|7.3)):

to == t1°.

Indeed, the first relation in ([7.3)) holds due to (7.7)) and (7.9). To check the second relation, observe
that by (7.8]) and (7.9)), one has

A““<§$%f<<iQY‘

o Case B: Suppose t{° = co. In this case, we have

R(t) >0, te€ [nm,o0).
This yields
R(t) > R(ym) > 0R°, t € [ym, o)
and

w0 o (5000 g

On the other hand, we have, for ¢t € (nm, o),

R(1) " kR(t)(1 — 6777)\/& < A(t) — gR((Z))> " K (1 — e*") &(n) < Alt) — ER((Z))> > 0.
Integrating both sides from ¢ = nm to t = oo and using the boundedness of R € [0, 1],

12RWﬂMm®AmM$@>HUeﬂﬂmL:< A - ) as =

oo

>0

This implies
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which, in conjunction with ([7.10)), yields

hm 1nf VA 5 RO

Thus, we may choose ty > nm such that \/A(tg) < 5 RO , which satisfies the desired estimate (7.3)). O

Lemma, furnishes a positive lower bound on R and an upper bound on A. As our framework
makes £(n) small, it makes A very small. Now we show that if R is bounded away from 0 and
A is extremely small, then a majority of the oscillators is trapped in the vicinity of the order phase
parameter ¢. Below, [z] is the ceiling function, i.e., the smallest integer bigger than or equal to x.

Lemma 7.3. (Sufficient condensation implies existence of a magjority cluster) Suppose © € RN,
A€ (0.5,1], B € (0,7/2) are such that either

(7.11) R>A+(1—A)cosp
or
A
12 2 — <1
(7.12) )\+1—cosﬂ_ + R,

where R and A are defined as in (4.7)) and - Then, at least [AN] particles of © are trapped
modulo 27 in an arc whose length is less than 20.

Proof. First, we decompose the whole index set [N] into two disjoint subsets:
A={i€[N]: 6 €(6—p,6+08) mod2r}, Bi=[N]\A
where ¢ is defined as in (4.7)). It suffices to show that

(7.13) |A| > AN.
We have either or . In case we have , we have
Al N-JAl
/\+(1—)\)c05 ;cos qzﬁ)—i-ﬁgcos(ﬁi—qﬁ)SW%—TCObﬁ

from which we have (7.13)). Otherwise, we have (7.12). Note that, for each i € B,

cos(f; — ) < cosfs and

sin2(94 —¢) = (1 —cos(0; — @))(1+ cos(8; — ¢)) > (1 — cos B)(1 + cos(0; — )).
Now, we use and (4.9 .1 to get

(7.14)

(7.15)
A> %ZsinZ(Gi —¢) > (1- cosﬁ)% Z (1 + cos(6; — qb))
i€B i€B
= (1 —cos ) Zcos@ - 1—(1005&) _|A‘+Rfi2005(9i7¢)
168 N N ieA
> (1 —cosp) [NN|A|+R |;3] (1—cosp) {1+R 2%]

We combine and - to obtain

A 2| A
1 >2 —_—>2 1+R— —.
+R> /\+1—cosﬂ_ A+1+ N
This implies
|A| > AN.
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7.3. Stage C (persistence and relaxation). Finally, we are in a situation in which Theorem
is applicable because of (4.20))-(F3). This allows us to finish the proof of Theorem

Proof of Theorem[].1} Suppose that the framework ([4.20))-(F;), (F2) and (F3) hold. Now we use the
condition ([{.20)-(F1) and Lemma[7.2] to see that there exists a time ¢y € [ym, co) such that

ORO
Then, use condition —(.7-'2) to apply Lemmawith B = £/2 to see that there is a subensemble
©.4 with |A| > AN, confined in an arc of length < ¢ at time ¢ = t;. Now, condition (£.20)-(F3)
enables us to use statements (1), (3), and (4) of Theorem [5.1] with B = [N], to prove statements (1)
and (2) of Theorem If we have condition (4.20)-(F4) in addition, we may use statement (2) of
Theorem [5.1] to prove statement (3) of Theore% O

R(t) > 6R% >0, Vte[0,t), and A(ty) < (5("))2.

8. CONCLUSION AND FUTURE DIRECTIONS

In this paper, we have presented two main results on phase-locking under some framework which
is formulated in terms of (system and free) parameters and initial data and which does not impose
any restriction on the diameter of the initial data. Under the proposed framework, we first show that
a majority cluster emerges in finite-time and persists. Here a majority cluster denotes a subensemble
of phase oscillators whose cardinality is larger than half of the full cardinality. Second, we show that
the oscillators outside the majority cluster also stays in a bounded neighborhood of the majority
cluster in a large coupling regime so that the whole ensemble has a diameter bounded in time.
Then, we use the inertial gradient flow formulation of the inertial Kuramoto model with an analytic
potential and boundedness of phase and frequency diameters to derive asymptotic convergence to
the traveling solution moving with a fixed velocity, namely the average of the natural frequencies. In
particular, the uniform boundedness of the phase diameter depends on detailed technical estimates
on the order parameters.

There are several interesting issues to be explored in future works. Here are a few examples.

e What is the convergence rate towards a phase-locked state? The inertial gradient flow for-
mulation and the Lojasiewicz gradient theorem only guarantee an algebraic convergence
rate toward a phase-locked state, since the Lojasiewicz exponent may be less than % How-
ever, for the unique phase-locked state confined in a quarter-circle, the convergence rate is
exponential [2I], and the Lojasiewicz exponent is 1 (see [61} [62]). We pose the following
question.

Question 8.1. Is a phase-locked state of (2.1) unstable if and only if its Lojasiewicz expo-
nent is less than %? Is the convergence toward an unstable equilibrium always asymptotically
algebraic?

e Note that the mean-field limit N — oo for leads to a Vlasov-McKean equation, first
derived in [57] based on the kinetic theory developed in [67]. This topic has been extensively
studied in literature [I3] [15] 29| 43} [64] [66]. The inertial Kuramoto model on graphs
has also been explored in the limit N — oo [16] [I7]. We also refer to [19] [20] for the
hydrodynamic model derived from to describe synchronization phenomena. Researching
the asymptotic dynamics of the Vlasov-McKean equation for obtained in the mean-field
limit, such as in the flavor of [66], is an interesting direction.

e Note that we did not use the full power of Theorem in the proof of Theorem [£.1] i.e.,
Theorem does not require control on Viyp\ 4. What if, in the framework (F), instead of an
upper bound on D(V)/k, we had an upper bound on /Var(V)/k? Passing via Chebyshev’s
inequality to a subensemble B C [N] with a good upper bound on D(Vg)/k, can we still
deduce the emergence of a majority cluster A C B, and B-partial phase-locking?
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Question 8.2. For each ¢ € (0,3), do there exist constants a(e), b(e), c(e) such that if
V' Var(V)/k < a(e)|R°|?, /Var(Q0)/k < b(e)|R°|2, and mk < c(g)|R°|?, then there exists
B C [N] with |B| > (1—¢)N such that the solution © to exhibits B-partial phase-locking?
Does there exist a magjority cluster A C B such that © 4 is confined in a quarter-circle for

large enough times?

Conjecture [£.2]is also relevant to this question.

Our proposed framework (F) is a sufficient one, namely, our lower bound for a minimum
coupling strength given s having fixed m, V, % and QO is likely not optimal. Thus, it will
be interesting to compute the optimal lower bound, namely a “pathwise-critical coupling
strength” , which induces asymptotic phase-locking. This definition is different from the usual
critical coupling strength for the existence of a phase-locked state, and the pathwise-critical
coupling strength for phase-locking is not known even for the Kuramoto model itself. We
pose the following;:

Question 8.3. Do the pathwise-critical coupling strength and the critical coupling strength

coincide for the Kuramoto models (L.1) and (2.1) 7

An affirmative answer to Question [8:3] would elucidate the role of the inertia m: it does
not affect whether synchronization occurs, but the timescale at which synchronization oc-
curs is multiplicative in m (see Figure [2| and its interpretation). This would resolve the
aforementioned tension between [33] and [3l 27] regarding the role of m in synchronization.

Constructing a weak Lyapunov functional for or on the torus TV, as opposed
to the gradient potential on RY, will be useful towards improving asymptotic phase-locking
results for generic initial data, and possibly answering Question in the affirmative (see
Conjecture . Because we do not know a bona fide Lyapunov functional, we have used the
diameter of some subensemble and the order parameter as “pseudo-Lyapunov functionals”
and have obtained some partial results. To solve the synchronization problem for the Ku-

ramoto models (L.1)) and (2.1) by affirmatively answering Question we strongly suggest
resolving Conjecture [£.1] namely finding this elusive Lyapunov functional.
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APPENDIX A. DESCRIPTION OF PREVIOUS RESULTS
In this appendix, we present previous results to support Section [4]

A.1. Stability of majority clusters. In the case of the first-order Kuramoto model (2.1), partial
phase-locking was proven by the authors as the following theorem.

Theorem A.1 ([47, Theorem 3.1, Corollary 3.1]). For given sets of indices A C B C [N], suppose
that the real parameters A\, ¢ and K satisfy

1 1 D(Q
§</\§1, €€<0,2cosl()\1)>, |A| > AN, k> (25)

. A
Asinf —2(1 — \)sin 5

and let © be a global solution to (2.1) such that © 4 is a A-ensemble of arc length < € at time 0:
DY) < ¢

Then, the following assertions hold.
(1) The ensemble © 4 is stable:
sup D(©.a(1)) < ¢

0<t<o0
and

) Lemma %) 3T D(Q_A)
1 D 1)) < o1 (N, D(Q .
im sup (©4(t) < ¢1 (A, D(Q24)/k) < 42X —1) &
(2) The ensemble Og is partially phase-locked:

sup D(Oz(t)) < oo.
0<t<o0

In particular, if B = [N], then asymptotic phase-locking occurs.

(8) If we assume in addition that
D(Q4) - (2X —1)3/2 2— )\

K V2N A2+ (1=

then the oscillators of © 4 become linearly ordered according to their natural frequencies: for
i,7 € A, with v; > vy,

Vi —

. Vj < 1itrg(i)£1f[9i(t) —0;(t)] < h?lf)gp[ei(t) —0;(t)] < NI (;; e v; ; Vi

In the case of the inertial Kuramoto model (|1.1]), the following result was proven for partial
phase-locking. It can be shown that Corollary subsumes this theorem.

Theorem A.2 ([5I, Theorem 1.2] ).

The following assertions hold.

(1) (Complete frequency synchronization): Suppose that the parameters and initial data satisfy
the following conditions:

ACIN], |A| =M, M>g, o<5<a 25+a<7r,

M . o pB a 5B M

ﬁsm(g — Z)COS(§ =+ 8 ) (1 — - %4— g

0< <%sin(g—é) ( _‘_7) (1——cos(a B) A>p+2
H=NS 7y 278 28 pvs

DY) < puk
At2u+2y’ ’
4N+ p+2) In(==5)

(@0) T—a—f3, D(le) < AR,
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and let (©,8) be a global solution to (3.6)). Then, we have complete synchronization:

sup D(O4(t)) <7 — «q, sup D(O4() <m—a—pF, lim max\éi—yc\ =0,
0<t<oo t.<t<oo t—00i€[N]

where t, is a positive constant defined by
s, 8
AN+ p+2)k Klp—A+2p+2)e " m)
(2) (Complete phase synchronization): Suppose that the parameters and initial data satisfy the
following conditions:

*

O<fB<a<m 26+a<m,
)
%—g)cos(g—i——ﬂ), A>pu+2,

= sin( 5 T3
D(V) =0,

K < ,
T A+ p+ 2) In(AH242)
DO <7m—a—p3, D) <k,
and let ©(t) be a global solution to (3.6). Then, we have complete phase synchronization:
lim max} 16:(t) — 6;(t)| = 0.

t—0o0 i jE[N
In the special case of N = 3 for the Kuramoto mdoel :
6, =1y + g(sin(ﬁg —01) +sin(6s — 61) ).
(A.1) Oy = vy + g(sin(ﬁl — 0,) + sin(03 — 92)),
O3 = vs + g(sin(ﬁl ~ ) + sin(62 — 05)),

Theorem [A7T] in Section [5] coupled with a finite-collision argument, can be used to verify that, in a
large coupling regime, asymptotic phase-locking happens regardless of initial data.

Theorem A.3 ([47, Proposition 4.1]). Suppose system parameters satisfy

138 1 22
>—38+4 \/ﬁD(V).

Then, the Kuramoto flow of (A.1)) exhibits asymptotic phase-locking.
Likewise, for the inertial Kuramoto model (1.1]) with N = 3:

N =3,

mél —+ él =1+ g(sin(OQ — 91) —+ sin(93 — 01)),
(AQ) még + ég =V + g(sin(el - 92) + sin(03 — 92)),
még + ég =v3+ g(sin(el — 93) + sin(02 — 93)),

we may prove asymptotic phase-locking for all initial data under large coupling strength and small
inertia, via a partial-locking argument. Previously, in [5I], Theorem was used to this end to
obtain the following result:

Theorem A.4 ([5I, Theorem 1.3]). Suppose that the system parameters satisfy

11 4 sin 1 cog e
Mk < Moo (4(sm %’ cos 1%“ +2)In(——28 =" 16 T2) ) 50,0319,
Sin 16 COS 16

9 . n 11n
DY) < nngr?oz?%] <10 sin 7 €os 16) ~ 0.0458596k,
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where Neo = 21w/5, and let (0,Q) be a global solution to (A.2). Then, we have
lim |0;(t) —v.] =0, Vi=1,2,3.
t—o00

Note again that this is subsumed by Theorem Note that in the zero inertia limit m — 0, i.e.,
Theorem [T.2] fully recovers Theorem

A.2. Synchronization in the identical case. In the inertial Kuramoto model with identical
natural frequencies v; = v;, the energy dissipation formula can be used to prove the following.
Theorem A.5 (|23] Theorem 3.4]). Suppose the initial data and system parameters satisfy
k>0, 1,=0 Vic[N], and mVar(Q°) < k|R°?,

and let (©,9) be a global solution to . Then, the following assertions hold.

(1) Complete frequency synchronization emerges asymptotically:

Jim [ (t) — (1) =0, i.j € [N].
(2) If R® = 0, then system lies in a phase-locked state and
R(O(t)) =0, t>0.
(3) If R® > 0, then there exist a positive lower bound for R(t) and a limiting phase ©:

()Sltn<foo R(O©(t)) >0 and tlggo |©(t) — 0% = 0.

Furthermore, in the identical case the potential (4.1) can be written as
kN2

P(O) = T(1 — R?).

This can serve as an inertial gradient not only as a dynamical system on R” but also on the compact
manifold TV. Thus, the version of the Lojasiewicz gradient theorem (Proposition 4.1)) on compact
manifolds applies to give the following theorem.
Theorem A.6 ([60]). Suppose the initial data and system parameters satisfy

k>0, v;,=0 Viéeg][N],

and let (©,8) be a global solution to (3.6). Then (©,Q) exhibits asymptotic phase-locking and com-
plete frequency synchronization.

APPENDIX B. STURM—PICONE COMPARISON PRINCIPLE

In this appendix, we provide the proof of the version of the Sturm—Picone comparison principle
stated in Lemmal[3.3] Actually, we state and prove a stronger version of the Sturm—Picone comparison
principle to be used in later sections of the appendix.

Lemma B.1 (Sturm-Picone Comparison Principle). Let a,b,c > 0 be positive real numbers, and
define the extended real-valued number
0, if 4ac < b?,

Ta 2a a—1 b : 2
Tiae—r T Tiaep Sin (2\/%) , if dac > b°.
Let I C R be a connected open interval, and let y : I — R be a continuous function such that for
any subinterval J C I on which y|; > 0 pointwise, we have that y is C* on J and

afj(t) +by(t) +cy(t) >0, te
Then, the following assertions hold.
(1) If there is a time tg € I such that y(to) > 0 and y(to) > 0, we have

y(t) >0 forteln [to,to +T*}.

T =T"(a,b,c) = {
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(2) If 4ac < b2, then there cannot exist two times t1,ty € I withty < to such that y(t1) = y(t2) =
0 yet y > 0 on (t1,t2), and the set {t € I : y(t) < 0} is a closed connected subinterval of I.
(3) If 4ac < b* and if we assume in addition that the same condition that holds for y also holds
for the function —y, i.e., that on any subinterval J C I on which y|; < 0 pointwise, we have
that y is C? and
aj(t) +by(t) +cy(t) <0, teJ,
then y cannot change sign twice on I: either
(a) y>0onl, or
(b) y<0onl, or
(¢c) y=0onl, or
(d) there exist times t1,ta € I with t1 < tg such that y > 0 on I N (—o0,t1), y = 0 on
[t1,t2], and y > 0 on I N (t2,00), or
(e) there exists a time t; € I such thaty >0 on I N (—o0,t1) andy =0 on I N[ty,00), or
(f) there exist times t1,ta € I with t1 < to such that y > 0 on I N (—o0,t1), y = 0 on
[t1,t2], and y < 0 on I N (t2,00), or
(g9) there exists a time ta € I such that y =0 on I N (—oo,t3] and y > 0 on I N (t2,0), or
(h) there exists a time to € I such that y =0 on I N (—o0,t3] and y < 0 on I N (tz,0), or
(i) there exist times ti,ta € I with t; < tg such that y < 0 on I N (—00,t1), y = 0 on
[t1,t2], and y > 0 on I N (t2,00), or
(j) there exists a time t1 € I such that y <0 on I N(—00,t1) andy =0 on I N [t;,00), or
(k) there exist times t1,ta € I with t1 < ta such that y < 0 on I N (—o00,t1), y = 0 on
[t1,t2], and y < 0 on I N (ta,00).

Remark B.1. If y has the extra property that if y = 0 on a nonempty open subinterval of I then
y =0 on I, then we can guarantee in statements (d), (f), (i), (k) of statement (3) of Lemma [B.]]
that t1 = ta. In this paper, we will take either y = 0; — 0;, the relative phase difference between two
oscillators, or y = L, the L?-mismatch functional , so that this extra property is guaranteed
from the time-autonomy or the uniqueness of solutions to , respectively. This extra property also
follows from real-analyticity.

Proof. Below, we present proof for each assertion one by one.

(i) Let z : R — R be the solution to the second-order linear ordinary differential equation
(B.1) aZ+bi+cz=0, 2(0)=1, 2(0)=0.
If 4ac < b2, the solution is

e~bt/2a b Vb2 — dac b b2 — dac
2(t) = +1l)exp| ———t| - ——=—1)exp| ——F-¢] |,
2 Vb2 — dac 2a Vb2 — dac 2a

and does not have a zero on [0,00). If 4ac = b%, the solution is
bt
t) = —bt/2a 1 el
2(t) =e + 5

and again does not have a zero on [0, 00). Finally, if 4ac > b?, the solution is

bt/2a Vidac — b2 b . [ Vdac —b?
z(t)y=e cos t|+ sin t
2a Vidac — b2 2a

and has its first zero on [0,00) at ¢t = T*. All in all, in any case, 6(¢t) > 0 for ¢t € [0,T*).

Next, we claim that under the constraints y(to) > 0 and y(tp) > 0,
y(t) >0 forte InNity,to+ T
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Define

t* =sup{T >0:y(t) >0Vt INlty,to+T]} >0,
the positivity of which follows from the continuity of y and y(to) > 0. To prove statement (1), it is
equivalent to show t* = oo if T* = co and t* > T if T* < co. For the sake of contradiction, assume
0 < t* <T* and t* < co. Then, by maximality of t*, openness of I, and the continuity of y, we have
that [to —e,to +t*] C I, y(to +t*) =0 and y > 0 on (to — &, to + t*) for some small € > 0, which by
assumption implies that y is C? on (tg — €,ty + t*) and

(B.2) aj+by+cy>0 on (to,to+1t%).

Since y(to +t*) = 0 and y is positive and differentiable on (to,%o +t*), we have
B.3 lim inf <0.

(B3) minf, () <

On the other hand, since t* < T, we have z(¢) > 0 on (0,t*) and z(¢*) > 0. Consider the following
Wronskian estimate for ¢ € (0,t*):

& (aee 0yitto +1) — ylto +0)2(1)))
— e/ (=(t)(to + £) — ylto + )3(1)) + ae/® ((D)(to +1) — y(to + DE(E))

Pt/ 4( G(to + 1) + bylto + 1) + cylto + 1) | — e %y(to + 1) | az(t) + bi(t) + c2(t)
>0 ~(B.2) =0 -~(BI)

Therefore ae®/® (z(t)y(to +t) — y(to + t)(t)) is a strictly increasing function of ¢ on (0,¢*), and, as
Y(to) >0, 2(0) = 1, and 2(0) = 0, it is nonnegative at ¢ = 0; hence

0 < ae® (2(0)y(to) — y(to)2(0)) < ltiinti}if ae?’® (z(t)g(to +t) — y(to + 1)2(1)) .

But, recalling z(t*) > 0, (B.3)), and y(to +t*) = 0, we have

(B.3)
0< hmmf( B)y(to +t) —y(to +1)2(t)) = 2(t*) liminf gt)—0 < 0,
t—t— t—(to+t7)—

which gives a contradiction. This completes the proof of statement (1).

(ii) Assume 4ac < b? and assume for the sake of contradiction the existence of such t; and ty. If we
set J = (t1,t2), we then have that y > 0 on J, so by assumption y is C? on J. By Rolle’s theorem,
there exists a time ¢y € J such that ¢(t9) = 0, while we have y(ty) > 0 since tg € J. Thus, by (1),
and T = oo, we conclude that

y(t) >0 fortelIn]ty,o0).

But ty € 1N [tg, 00), leading to y(t2) > 0, a contradiction. Hence, such ¢; and t5 cannot exist.

Denote I<g == {t € I : y(t) < 0}, which is relatively closed in I by continuity of y. We are to
show that I<¢ is a closed subinterval of 1. This amounts to proving that whenever t,t5 € I<o with
) < th, we have [}, t5] C I<o. If this were not the case, there would be some ¢g € (¢}, ;)\ I<o. Since
I is relatively closed in I, the set (¢7,5) \ I<o is an open set containing tg, so if we define

ty = inf{t € (¢,t0) : (t,t0] C (t1,t5) \ I<o}, t2 =sup{t € (to,t5) : [to,t) C (¢1,t5) \ I<o},
we have
th <t <tg <ty <t

Since I<g is closed in I and t},t5 € I<g, we must have t1,ty € I<g as well, yet (t1,¢2) C (t],t5) \ I<o.

Equivalently, y(t1) < 0 and y(t2) < 0 yet y(t) > 0 for all ¢ € (t1,t2), so that y(t1) = y(t2) = 0, so
the existence of t; and to with these properties contradicts the earlier part of statement (2). This
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contradiction proves that /< is a closed subinterval of I.

(iii) With the additional assumption of (3) (i.e., that if y < 0 on an interval J then y is C? on J
and afj + by + cy < 0 on J), statement (2) for the function —y tells us that the set

Ino:={tel:y(t) >0}
is a closed connected subinterval of I. Therefore
Iy={tel:y(t)=0}=1I<coN >0,

being the intersection of two closed connected subintervals I<o and I>g of I, is itself a closed
connected subinterval of I. Therefore, either Iy = ), in which case we have cases (a) or (b), or
Iy = [t1,t2] for some t1,t € I with ¢; < o, in which case we have cases (d), (f), (i), or (k), or
Ip =1N{t1,00) for some t; € I, in which case we have cases (e) or (j), or Iy = I N (—o0, t2] for some
to € I, in which case we have cases (g) or (h), or Iy = I, in which case we have case (iii). O

Complementary to Lemma we have the following Barbalat-type lemma.

Lemma B.2 (Barbalat-type lemma). Suppose that a,b,c,T € R are real numbers with ¢ > 0, and
let y: (T,00) — [0,00) be a C*-function such that

(B.4) aj+by+cy<0, t>T,

with the uniform C' bound

(B.5) sup (Jy(®)] + 5(8)]) < oo
t>T

Then, y tends to zero asymptotically:
lim y(t) = 0.
t—o0

If we have an additional uniform a priori C?-bound:

(B.6) sup [§(t)| < oo,
t>T

then, we have
tliglo y(t) = 0.

Proof. (i) We integrate (B.4) to see that for t1 > to > T,
ty
[ a0t < alitta) (00) + Molea) - wit)).
to

and so, invoking the uniform bounds of and the nonnegativity of y, the positivity of ¢, and
taking t; — oo and to — T+, we have
oo
/ y(t)dt < oo.

T
The uniform upper bound on |g| given in the second part of (B.5)) tells us easily that

tli)rgo y(t) =0,

(ii) Barbalat’s lemma says that if y(¢) has a finite limit as ¢ — oo and if §(¢) is uniformly continuous
in ¢, then

lim g(¢) = 0.
t—o0

If we assume , both of these conditions are satisfied, and so we may conclude
tlggo y(t) = 0.
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Remark B.2. In our applications, we first find a,b,c > 0 such that Lemma[B.1] applies to a certain
function y, to deduce its positivity for sufficiently large time. Then, if possible, we will find another
triple a,b,c > 0 such that Lemma is satisfied, so that we obtain y(t),y(t) — 0 ast — oo. It is
also of interest when the same differential inequality holds regardless of the sign of y.
Lemma B.3. Suppose that real numbers a,b,c,T and extended real number M satisfy
a>0, b>0, ¢>0, dac<b? —co<T <oo, 0<M < oo,

and let y : (T,00) — R be a C? function satisfying
(B.7) sup [9(t)| < oo and af(t) + by(t) + cmax{—M,y(t)} >0, t>T.

t>T

Then, we have
liminf y(¢t) > 0.
t—o0

Proof. We need to show that for each € € (0, M), there exists T, > T such that
(B.8) y(t) > —e, Vt>T..
Suppose this were not the case. Note that, if ¢ > T is a time at which y(t) > —e, then

a%(y(t) +e)+ b%(y(t) +e) +c(y(t) +¢) = (aj(t) + by(t) + cy(t)) + cece >0,

so by Lemma applied to y + ¢ instead of y, we have that if ¢* > T is so that y(t*) > —e and
y(t*) > 0, then y(t) > —e for t > t*. Since we are assuming that there is no 7. for which holds,
it must be that y < 0 whenever y > —e.

By the assumption that there is no T, for which holds, there must exist a time tg > T" such
that y(tp) < —e. Since y < 0 whenever y > —¢, it must be that y(t) < —e for all ¢ > ¢y. But then

(B.7)
0 < ai(t) + by(t) + cmax{—M, y(t)} < aij(t) + by(t) — ce, t > to,

so integrating gives

ce(t —to) < a(g(t) = g(to)) + b(y(t) — y(to)) < 2asup [§(r)] + b(—2 —y(to)), =0,

which is a contradiction since the right-hand side is uniformly bounded in ¢ yet the left-hand side
grows to infinity as ¢ — oo. This contradiction proves that there exists a 7. > T such that (B.8)
holds. (|

We state and prove a second-order Gronwall-type inequality as follows.

Lemma B.4. Let a,c > 0, and suppose the continuous function u : [0,00) — R satisfies
t

(B.9) u(t) < c/ w(s)(1 — e=t=/0)ds 1> 0.
0

Then, we have
u(t) <0 forallt>0.

Proof. Define the function U(¢) : [0,00) — [0, 00) as

(B.10) U(t) = max{ max u(s),O} .
s€[0,t]
Then, it suffices to check that
U=0
e Step A: we claim that
U)=0

It follows from at t = 0 that
(B.11) u(0) < 0.
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Then, we use (B.10) and (B.11]) to see

(B.12) U(0) = max {u(0), 0} =0.

e Step B: It follows from the definition of U that U is continuous, monotonically nondecreasing, and
(B.13) U >u.

Now, we use 0 < 1 — e~ (t=8)/a < 1, and to get

u(t)/t u(s)(1 — e~ =9/ ds < c/t U(s)(1—e =3/ a)gs < c/t U(s)ds.

For each t > 0, we may find s* € [0, ] such that

u(s*) = srg[%ﬁ]u(s).

By the above inequality,

max u(s) = u(s*) < c/os* U(s)ds < C/Ot U(s)ds.

s€[0,t]
On the other hand, since 0 < cfot U(s)ds, by definition of U in (B.10)), one has
¢
Ut) < c/ U(s)ds, t>0.
0

By the standard Gronwall inequality and (B.12)), we have
U(t) <U(0)e =0, hence U = 0.

APPENDIX C. PROOF OF THEOREM [I.1]
Recall the framework (4.20):
(Fi): R*>0, ((n) <(1—-6)R".

<1+46R°.

2
F): om0 23+ (- Neong o 0+ (T

(F3): &(n) < sing (/\cosﬁ —(1-2X)
D) @ =12 2
" Vax A2+ (1=

(Fa) +4mk +2mD(V) <

and the definitions of {(n) and &(n) in (4.17):

C(n) = % [D(Q°) + DY) +ms (1 - )’ [ZD(QO) +(D(V) +2r)n| ,
f(n) — (D(V) + 21%) m+ ’D(Qo)mmax{l,n}e_ max{1,n} + Dz(:) + 'D(220> - i_:_n.
Define
~ 1—e™ —m3 2,9
C(n) = 5 (yz +nry) + (1 —e™ ")y (12+77x+277)
and
~ -n
§n) = yla +2) + max{L e " hys 4 2y 2

Then, we have 3 3
Cn) <R, and  &(n) < E(n)| RO
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So the given condition

1 3
inf (1 - ¢ ")y (2(2 +nz) + (1 - e’”)zy(zz +nz + 217))
n

1 P
- 2 1 max{1,n} <1
+\/0.3259<(x+ )+ max{lnje” yz+2+1en2)

is equivalent to the existence of an 17 > 0 such that

. £(n)
<) +1/ 53250 =

Now, we choose some § € (0,1) such that

) <1-6 and () < 0.325952.

Finally, we set
05+ 325R%, 0 <SR <0.94, /e 2cos™ (1 — 226R), 0 <R’ <0.94,
© | 2.56R° — 1.5, 0.94 < 6R° <1, ~ | 2cos™10.6, 0.94 < R° < 1.
By Theorem[4.1] it is enough to show that this choice of free parameters 7, d, A, £ satisfy the framework

) in ([4.20). Condition 0)-(F1) is satisfied since
Cn) < MR < (1= 0)R",
For the other conditions, we need the following lemma.

Lemma C.1. The above choice of A and { obey the following estimates.
(1) If 0.94 < SR < 1, then

14
SR =X+ (1 f)\)cosi.
Otherwise, if 0 < 6R® < 0.94, then

(6R%)\/1 —cos(£/2)\/1+ RO — 2\ > 0.3296(5R").

(2)
sing ()\ cosg —(1- )\)) > 0.3259(6RY)?.
) (21 —1)3/2 2\
> 0.729(6R")%.
V2A A2+ (1)
Proof. The proof will be given at Step B in the sequel. ]

Now, we are ready to provide a proof of Theorem [I.I]in two steps.

e Step A (Lemma implies the proof of Theorem : Suppose Lemma holds. Then, we note
that

£(n) < E(m)|RY)? < 0.3259(6R)? < 0.3296(6R")2.
Thus, statement (1) of Lemma tells us that condition (F3) is satisfied, and statement (2) of
Lemma tells us that condition (F3) is satisfied. Finally, by statement (3) of Lemma

D(V) . 02 oz _ (2A—1)32 2-A
+ 4mk 4 2mD(V) < 26(n) < 2-0.3259(6R°)? < 0.729(6R%)? < N NNV, TR

To recapitulate, we have shown, assuming Lemma that the conditions of Theorem [I.1] implies
the existence of parameters 7,0, \, ¢ that satisfy framework (4.20]), so that the results of Theorem
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apply. This proves asymptotic phase-locking and well-ordering of a majority cluster, as claimed
in Theorem [[1]

e Step B (Verification of Lemma [C.1)): In the sequel, we verify three assertions one by one.
o Case A (Verification of the first assertion): If 0.94 < §R® < 1, then
¢
A+ (1=)) cos 5 = 0.6 + 0.4\ = 6R°.

If 0 < §R° < 0.94, then

/2 [24 4V/1
V1 —cos(£/2)v/1+ 6RO — 2\ = 4—2530 @(mo = géRo > 0.32961560(5R).

o Case B (Verification of the second assertion): If 0 < §R° < 0.94, then

Y4 Y4
in — - (1-
SlIl2 ()\COS2 ( )\))

:\/l—cosg\/1+cos§ (/\0085—(1—)‘))
= \/ 530\/2 — 7530 ( SR’ — %(mo) )

720
= Iz (6R")? > 0.32593933(0 R°)?.
If 0.94 < 6R® < 1, then
! ‘ 0 4 3.4 012
51n2<)\0052—(1—)\)> 8(40R —34)—08(6R0—®R0)2)(5R),

343 6842 and is positive on the interval (0,1), we have

but since the derivative of z — % — sz
that

4 3.4 4 3.4 720

0.8 —— ] >08 — — > .

(6R0 (6R0)2> - (0.94 0.942> — 472

o Case C (Verification of the third assertion):: If 0 < JRY < 0.94, we observe that the function
defined on (3,1] by

1 2- A
V2AW2X =1 /A2 + (1= A

has negative logarithmic derivative on (l 1):

L1 ST R SN S v Sl S S SR
2 2\ 22-1 ,ﬁ+1_ 2-05 2 /240 6 2 7

Thus, the above function is decreasing on (57 1]. Since 0 < 6R® < 0.94, by definition we have
(C.1) 0.5 < A < 0.85.
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Then, we use (C.1)) to find

(2X\ — 1)3/2 2— ) B 1 2-A (QA_DQ
V2 A2+ (1=X) V2AWRA—1 /A2 + (1 —
1 115 352

SR%? > 0.7290(6R")2.
= T 73/0.71/0.425 +015472( ’ (R

If 0.94 < 0R" < 1, the function defined on (3, 1] by
1)3/2 _
2 2\
V215 4+ N2 /A2 4 (1 -

has positive logarithmic derivative on (7 1)'

3 1 1 2 +1 —0.5+1 1
M—1 2-x 2n A+l5 \ﬁwjp >3_1_1_1+\/172:0.5:1+\/§>0
So the above function is increasing on (5, 1]. Since 0.94 < R° < 1, we have 0.85 < A < 1 and
(21 —1)3/2 2\ _ @ - 1)3/2 2-\ ( 54
V2X A2+ (1) VA5 H N2 A2+ (1 -2
0.73/2 1.15

52(§R")% > 0.7290(6 R%)?.

> 2.
~ V1.7-2.3521/0.425 + 0.15

Remark C.1. There is a tradeoff between 1 and the possible ranges of DQ}), mk, and
D)

K

D) . 4he

larger n s, the larger we may take %ﬂo) but the smaller we are forced to take and mk, and

vice versa.

APPENDIX D. ASYMPTOTIC PHASE-LOCKING VERSUS FINITENESS OF COLLISIONS

In this appendix, we elaborate on statement (2) of Remark More precisely, we define collisions
and show that their finiteness is equivalent to asymptotic phase-locking in the small inertia regime
mk < i. Let O(t) be a global solution to . We begin with the simple observation that for all
i,7 € [N], since 6;(t) and 6;(t) are analytic in ¢ with uniformly bounded derivative, the countable
union of zero sets given by {t > 0: 6;(t) = 6;(t) mod 27} is either a discrete subset of [0, oo) or the
entire interval [0, 00). The latter case necessitates that v; = v, 00 = 9? mod 27, and w) = w?, SO
the ith and jth oscillators were indistinguishable in the first place. Next, we first recall the concept
of collisions in the following definition.

Definition D.1. Let ©(t) be a solution to (L.1)).
(1) 6; and 6; collide at time to > 0 if and only if to is an isolated point of the set {t > 0 :
0;(t) = 0;(t) mod 2r}; by the previous paragraph, this is equivalent to requiring that (v;,6?

mod 27,w;) # (v5,60) mod 2m,wf) as elements of R x (R/27Z) x R, while 0;(to) = 6;(to).
(2) ©(t) exhibits finite collision if for every pair of oscillators 6;(t) and 6,(t), there are only
finitely many times at which they collide.

It turns out that finiteness of collisions implies asymptotic phase-locking, and the converse holds
under some additional conditions; see the following theorem for the precise statement. A weaker
version of this theorem was stated and proven in [I8, Theorem 3.1].

Theorem D.1. Let O(t) be a solution to (L.1)).
(1) If O(t) exhibits finiteness of collisions, then ©(t) exhibits asymptotic phase-locking.
(2) Suppose that O(t) exhibits asymptotic phase-locking. Then, for i,j € [N], 0; and 0; can
collide infinitely many times only if
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(a‘) Vi = Vj,
(b) Tims e (0:(1) — 0,(2)) € 27Z,

(¢c) mrx > 1, and

(d) mrlimy_, o0 & Zf\il cos(Oi(t) — (6;(t) +0;(2))/2) > L.

In particular, if either

(a) v; # v; for all i,j € [N] with i # j, or

(b) limy—o0(0;(t) — 0;(t)) ¢ 2nZ whenever i, j € [N]| with i # j and v; = v;, or

(c) mr < i, or

(d) mklim;_, o0 %Zfil cos(0;(t) — 0;(t)) < 1 whenever i,j € [N] with i # j, v; = vj, and
im0 (6:(t) — 0;(t)) € 27Z,

then ©(t) must exhibit finiteness of collisions.

Proof. (i) For each i,j € [N], either (13,6 mod 2m,wf) = (v,6} mod 27,wY), in which case 6; —6;
is constant in ¢, or (v;, 6 mod 2m,w;) # (5,69 mod 2m,wf), in which case the set {t > 0: 6;(t) =
;(t) mod 2} is finite and hence upper bounded. This implies the existence of an integer k € Z
such that

2km < 0;(t) — 0;(t) < 2(k + 1)m for sufficiently large ¢
and a fortiori the boundedness of §; — 6; in t. Since this is true for all pairs 4, j € [N], it follows that

§1>1;0) D(O(t)) < co.

Hence the first statement of Remark ©(t) exhibits asymptotic phase-locking.

(ii) Suppose that O(t) exhibits asymptotic phase-locking. Suppose that for some i,j € [N], the
oscillators 0; and 6; collide infinitely many times. Then the set {t > 0 : 6;(t) = 0;(t) mod 27} is
infinite discrete and hence unbounded; because lim;_, . (6;(t) — 6;(t)) exists by assumption, it must
equal 2km for some k € Z; let kK = 0 by harmlessly replacing 6; by 6; — 2kw. By Proposition we
also have lim;_,o D(€(t)) = 0. By Invoking the Duhamel principle (3.7)), we have

wilt) —w;(t) = (@] —we ™ + (v — ) (1 —e7t™)

(Dl) K > ! —(t—s)/m (.2 .
+ Non ;/O e~ (t=s)/ (sin(0;(s) — 6;(s)) — sin(f;(s) — Qj(s))) ds.

Then we use the mean-value theorem and |cos(-)| < 1 to bound the last term of the right-hand side

of (D3) by

koo. [t
N Z/O e =9/ (sin(0;(s) — 0;(s)) — sin(0;(s) — 0;(s))) ds
=1

N t
L ~(t=8)/m |9 () — @
< Nm;/() e 10;(s) — 0,(s)| ds.

Since 0;(s) — 6;(s) — 0 as s — oo, it follows that the last term of (D.1)) converges to 0 as t — oo.
Therefore, we take the limit as ¢ — oo in (D.1)) to get
0:0+<Vi—Vj)+O.
Hence, we have ’
v, = Vj.
We take a large enough time 7' > 0 such that

0;(t) — 0,(t) € (_%’ %) for t > T.
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It follows from (1.1f) that

. N 0, -0\ k& 0, +0;
(D.2) m(0; —0;) + (6; — 0;) = —2sin <J2> -N;cos (9;— 5 J).

Since

N

1

N Zcos(@l —(6;+0;)/2) <1,
1=1

we have, on [T, 00),
m(0; — 6;) + (6; — 6;) + K(6; — 6;) >0 whenever 6; — 6, > 0.

Similarly, on [T, 00), we have

m(0; —6;) + (6; — 6;) + k(6; — 6;) <0 whenever 6; — 6, < 0.
If it were true that mxk < i, then the hypotheses of third statement of Lemma are satisfied with
a=m, b=1 c=k I=[T,00), y=6;,—0,,

and the third statement of Lemma [B.1] contradicts the existence of two distinct collision times after
time T'. Therefore we have

me > —.
4

If it were true that

N
1 1
mk tliglo N lgl cos(0;(t) — 0;(t)) < T

then, since 6;(t) — 6;(t) — 0 as ¢t — oo, we would have

)

mk lim 1 ZCOS (91(t) - W) <
=1

t—oo N

| =

and there would be a time 7”7 > T such that

N
K 0;(t) +6,(t) 1 ,
72 os | @ - L < — Vi>T".
Nllcs<l(t) 2 4m’ t

Thus, it follows from (D.2) that on the interval [T”, c0), we have

m(el — 0J) + (01 — QJ) + %(91 — 93) > 0, whenever 0; — 9]' >0,
m
and
. . . 1
m(0; —0;) + (0; — 6;) + %(ei —6;) <0, whenever 6, —6; <0,

so the hypotheses of Lemma (3) are satisfied with a = m, b =1, ¢ = ﬁ, I = [T',00), and
y = 0; — 0, and Lemma 3) contradicts the existence of two distinct collision times after time
T’. Therefore

| =

N
. 1
mk tlgrolo N ; cos(6;(t) — 0;(t)) >

Theorem in conjunction with Theorem [5.1] can be used to prove Theorem
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Proof of Theorem[1.4 Recall that we are given N = 3 and parameters that satisfy

D 1 /1
E(m, k,V,Q% 00) = mD(V) + 2mk + % < 3 6(69 —11/33),

and that © is a solution to . We are to show that © exhibits asymptotic phase-locking. By
Theorem 1), it is enough to show that © exhibits finiteness of collisions. Suppose for the sake
of contradiction that © does not exhibit finiteness of collisions, i.e., a pair of oscillators, say 6; and
02, collide infinitely often. Since the collision times are discrete, the collision times between €; and
f5 are unbounded.

Now, we invoke Theorem with A = % and £ = 2cos™? % (this is the argument maximum
of fy). We then have that

1 /1
26(m, &, V, 00, 00) < 1 6(69 —11v33) = f1(0).
By continuity, we may choose 1 > 0 large enough so that

2§(ma R, V7 Qov 77) < f/\<£)

Since the collision times of #; and 62 are unbounded, there is a collision time ¢; > nm. Take
A ={1,2}. Then, up to modulo 27 translations, the hypotheses of Theorem are satisfied, since
D({61(t1),02(t1)}) = 0 < £. The extra hypothesis is also satisfied with B = {1, 2, 3}. Therefore
by statement (3) of T heorem O exhibits asymptotic phase-locking. But, since mx < i, it follows
from Theorem [D.1|(2) that © must exhibit finiteness of collisions, a contradiction. This contradiction
completes the proof. O

APPENDIX E. THE PROOF OF PROPOSITION

We begin by noting that since

—1++v1+8
(E.1) V1+8mk > 1, “iAvitome <2k, and 1—e Y™ <1,

2m
in order to show (3.1)) it is enough to show the stronger statement

max; (w! — v;) + min; (w — ;)

1(©(m, t) = 6(0,1))[[oc <m 5

(1—et/m)

(E.2) 0
n m(D(Q° = V) + 2I€)e’t/2m (e\/Wt - \/@t)
2y/1+ 8mk ’
and in order to show (3.2)) it is enough to show the stronger statement
D(Q° — 2 JIFSTE Nicz:n
(B3 D©O(m, 1)~ 0(0,1)) < TP D H) —tyam (e _ -5
V14 8mk

Also, in order to show (3.3), it is enough to show the stronger statement
1(©(m, 1) = B(0,))]|o0 < (27 = Voo + K)e™/™ + mr(D(V) + 2r)(1 — e~*/™)

(E.4) 2mr(D(Q° — V) + 2k) (671+Wt B 1)
V1+8mr(l+ 1+ 8mk) ’
and in order to show it is enough to show the stronger statement
D(O(m, t) — O(0,1)) < (D(Q° = V) + 2k)e™ ™ + 2mr(D(V) + 2k)(1 — /™)
(E.5) AmK(D(QO — V) +2K) 14 yiEsE,
\/1—|—8m/£(1—|—\/1—|—8mf~€)e o '

Inequalities (3.1)), (3.2), , and (3.4]) were written in that way to better visualize the conver-
gence as m — 0. Not much was lost in this simplification since the approximation of (E.1|) is sharp




ASYMPTOTIC PHASE-LOCKING IN THE INERTIAL KURAMOTO MODEL 7

up to zeroth order in the limit m — 0. We now prove each statement in order.

E.1. Proof of the first statement. We must prove (E.2) and (E.3). We derive the Duhamel
principle (3.7) to see that for i € [N] and ¢ > 0,

0;(m,t) — 0) = /t wi(m, s)ds

N s
-/ [ Oe=s/m 4 y(1 —es/™ —i——Z/ (s=1)/m sin(0;(m, 7) — 0;(m, 7))dr | ds
=1

= mwd(1 —e ™) + vi(t —m + me™t™)

N

r ~ — — g (t=s)/m
+le_;/0 sin(6;(m, s) — 6;(m,s))(1 —e )ds,

where in the final equality we used Fubini’s theorem. On the other hand, integrating the first-order
ODE of (2.1)) directly gives

t N oot
(E.7)  60,(0,t) —6Y = / w; (0, s)ds = vt + % Z/ sin(6;(0, s) — 6;(0, s))ds, i€ [N], t>0.
0 —1 /o

We subtract (E.7) from (E.6) that for ¢ € [N] and ¢ > 0,
0i(m,t) — 0;(0, 1) = m(w) — v;)(1 — e~ "/™)

N t
+ N l_zl/o (sin(6;(m, s) — 6;(m, s)) — sin(6;(0, s) — 6;(0,5)))(1 — e_(t_s)/m)ds

N oot
- % Z/ sin(6;(0, ) — 0;(0, s))e~ ==/ m s,
1=1"0

Again, we subtract (E.8|) for j € [N] from (E.8|) for i € [N] to derive
Bi(m, t) — Gj (m, t) — 92(0,15) + 0]'(0, t)
=m(w? — w? —vi+v) (1 —e ™)
t

(sin(0;(m, s) — 0;(m, s)) — sin(6;(0, s) — 6;(0,5)))(1 — e~ E=)/™) s

(E.8)

+

=
M=
S~

N
l
—

(sin(6;(m, s) — 0;(m, s)) — sin(6,(0, 5) — 6,(0,5)))(1 — e~ E=*)/m)gs

|
=k
] =
S—

N
Il
_

t

sin(0,(0, s) — 6;(0,5))e~ =2/ ™ds

|
=
M=
S~

N
Il
-

t

+ sin(6;(0, s) — 6;(0, S))e_(t_s)/mds.

=l =
] =
S~

N
Il
-

Now, we use
|| sin(6;(m, s) — 0;(m, s)) — sin(6;(0, s) — 6;(0,8))|| < D(O(m, s) — (0, s))

and
| sin(6;(0,s) — 6;(0,5))| <1
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to find that for ¢, 5 € [N] and ¢t > 0,
16;(m, t) —6;(m,t) —0;(0,t) + 6,(0,1)]

<m(D(Q° = V) +26)(1 —e /™) + 2k /tD(@(m, 5) —0(0,5))(1 — e~ E=9)/m)ds,
0

We take the maximum the above relation over all 4,5 € [N] to find

D(O(m,t) — 6(0,t))
<m(D(Q° = V) +2k)(1 — e /™) + 2k /tD(G)(m, s) —0(0,5))(1 — e~ t=8)/m)gs,
0

We claim that this implies (E.3)). Indeed, denoting the right-hand side of (E.3|) by

0
u(t) = m(DE — V) +2x) e~ t/2m (e AT e \/Tt) , t>0,
v1+8mk
one may calculate that this satisfies
t
(E.9) o(t) = m(D(Q° — V) + 26)(1 — e~/m) 4 2/-;/ w(s)(1 — e~ t=9/m) g,
0

Therefore, we set
u(t) = D(O(m,t) —O(0,t)) —v(t), t>0
to find
t
u(t) < 2&/ u(s)(1 — e~ =)/ ds,
0
By Lemma we have u(t) < 0 and
(E.10) D(©(m,t) — 0(0,t)) <wv(t), t>0.
This is equivalent to (E.3). We note from (E.8) that
‘az(mv t) - 91(0, t)|

IN

¢ ¢
mlw? — v (1 — e7t/™) + /1/ D(O(m, s) — O(0,5))(1 — e E3)/™)ds + I-i/ e (t=9)/m s
0 0

190~ Voo + £)(1 - e7/m) 1 li/otv(s)(l — e~ (t=9)/m) g

M0~ Viloe + )1~ e7/™) = m(ZD(O° ~ V) + K1~ ™) + So(t)

@, |m2x ) ~v) ; min, (&~ v5) (1— e t/m) + %v(t), i€[N], t>0.
This gives .

E.2. Proof of the second statement. Below, we are ready to prove ) and (| -

e Case A (Verification of (E.4])): First, we note that

N
Vi — v; + % ;(sin(el(o, £) — 0:(0,)) — sin(6,(0,£) — 6,(0,1)))
<D(V)+2k, i,je[N], t>0.

10;(0,t) — 0;(0,t)] =

(E.11)
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Next, we differentiate the ODE of (2.1]) to see

16:(0,8)| = Zcos (6,0, 1) — 0:(0,1))(0;(0,) — 6;(0,1))| < k max |6,(0,t) — 0:(0,1)|

(E.12) JElN)

< (D(V)+2/<;), i€ [N], t>0.

It follows from and - that
m(ol(ma t) - 01(07 t)) + (Gl(ma t) - 01(07 t))

= % Z(Sin(el(m, t) — 0;(m,t)) —sin(6;(0,t) — 0;(0,t))) — méi(O, t).
=1

By invoking Duhamel’s principle as in (3.7) and its two preceding equations, we obtain
éi (m, t) — éi (0, t)
= (w] = 0:(0,0))e "/

N t
(E.13) S 1_21/0 e~ (=)™ (sin(6,(m, s) — 0;(m, s)) — sin(6,(0, s) — 0:(0, 5)))ds

1 rt ..
Bl —(t=s)/m(_m6.(0. s))d
+ m/o e (—mb;(0, s))ds
= Iue_t/m +Tio+7T13, t€ [N}, t>0.

Next, we estimate Z|,,, i = 1,2, 3 as follows:

o Case A.1 (Estimate of Z;1): By direct calculation, we have

(E.14) w? — 6;(0,0) = Zsm 0 — <10 = Voo + 5.

o Case A.2 (Estimate of Z;2): Note t hat
N t
Lm > / e~ =)™ (sin(6;(m, s) — 0;(m, s)) — sin(6;(0, s) — 6;(0, 5)))ds
1=1"0

t
< e~ t=3)/mD(O(m, s) — (0, 5))ds

(E.15) m Jo
¢ 0
ﬁ e—(t—s)/m m(D(Q - V) + 2/‘6) e@Sds
m Jo V1+8mk

2mk(D(Q° — V) + 2k) (e—ugﬂt _ e‘t/m>
~ V1 +8mk(1+ 1+ 8mk) ’

o Case A.3 (Estimate of Z;3): Note that

‘ t
eI (0, 5)ds| < [ eI (0,5)lds
0

’ m

(E.16) - .
(D(V) + 2k) /0 e~ =9/mds = mr(D(V) + 26) (1 — e~ H/™).

Finally, we substitute (E.14)), (E.15)), and (E.16|) into (E.13)) to find (E.4]).
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e Case B (Verification of (E.5))): Given i, j € [N], we subtract (E.13) for j from (E.13|) for ¢ to derive
0;(m,t) — 0;(0,t) — 0;(m,t) + 6;(0,t)
= (w) — w? — 0;(0,0) + 0;(0,0))e /™

N t
+ N%z 3 / e~ =9/ (sin (8, (m, s) — 0;(m, s)) — sin(6;(0, s) — 6:(0, s)))ds
1=170
(E.17) LN
- > / e~ (=)™ (sin(6,(m, s) — 0;(m, s)) — sin(6;(0, s) — 6,(0, 5)))ds
m 0
=1
L Ay i L R
_ —(t=s)/m __ . _ —(t—s)/m .
+m/0 e ( mOZ(O,s))ds—i—m/o e mb;(0, s)ds
=To1e” /™ + Tyy + Loz + Lo

We estimate the first term Zo; as

o —wf —6:(0,0) +6,(0,0)]

(E.18) -

N N
wy —w) — v+ vy — % Zsin(@? —09) + % Zsin(ﬁlo —69)
=1 =1
<D(Q° —V) + 25,

For other estimates Zyy, ¢ = 2, 3,4, we substitute inequalities (E.18)), (E.15) for 4, (E.15|) for 7, (E.16)
for 4, and (E.16) for j into (E.17)) to derive the desired estimate (E.5)).

E.3. Proof of the third statement. We begin with a simple lemma, which will be useful in
applying Faa di Bruno’s formula.

Lemma E.1. Forn € N and a € R, the following identity holds:
Z ﬁ a™  fnta-—1
mllm n ’
mi,...,mn€L>q I=1
2=y tme=n

where

<n+a—1) _ala+1)-(atn-1)

n n!

Proof. For a real-analytic function f : I — R defined in a neighborhood I of 0, we denote by f(z)[z"]
the coefficient of ™ in the power series expansion of f at x = 0. Then, we have

<n+a_l> :< : )QW:eXP<—alog(1—x))[xn]

n 1—=x

az? azx" "
:exp ax+7+...+ " +... [x]

2

az? azx" "
=exp|lar+ —+---+ [2"]
2 n

 (esptamron (%) o (7))

aml xml am2 x2m2 amn mnmn

2 o 2 T || 2 e | | B

m12>0 ma>0 My >0
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> 15
myllm
ml,..‘,m,LEZZO =1
St bme=n

Remark E.1. Note that for a =1 and o = 2, we have

n 1 nom
D | BT Sy B Y
H myllm ’ myll™ *
ML,y mnGZZO =1 M yeeny mnGZzo =1

2=y tme=n S fmy=n

To obtain the convergence statements, we will need bounds on the n-th time derivatives of 6;(m,t)
and 6,(0,t). We first have the following.
Lemma E.2. For each integer n > 1,4 € [N], t > 0, the following relations hold.
(E.19) (i) 165(0,4)] < s(n — DY) + 26)" .
(i1) 16" (0,8) — 05 (0,)] < (n — HUD(V) + 2)".

Proof. We use the induction for the verification of the relations (E.19).

o Step A (Initial step with n = 1,2): The case n = 1 for (E.19), is true by (E.11). For each n > 1,
the statement (E.19), implies (E.19),, since

105 (0,) — 05 (0,1)] < 2(n — (DY) +26)" "L < (n— DI(D(V) + 26)™.
Also, the case n = 2 for (E.19), is true by (E.12). Hence the case n = 2 for (E.19)), is also true.

e Step B (Inductive step): Suppose (E.19)); is true for all 2 < n < k, and (E.19), is true for all
1 <n <k, where k > 2 is an integer. Now, differentiating (2.1]) £ times, we obtain by Faa di Bruno’s
formula [40] that

N . 090,8) - 090,
=53 X k!sin@1ml><ej<o,t>—ei<o,t>>H(J( A

Jj=1my, - mk€Lxo =1

Sfoy b=k

and using |sin>1 ™) | < 1 and (E.19),, we have

N k @ @ m
(k+1) klx 1 |0j (0,t) — 0; (0,)]
CUEL S SlD ol L1 E e

j=1ma, - mr€L>ql=1

Sk tme=Fk

ED, 1 (DY) +26)\™
< k! [ [ S S
Siw X I (P

mi, - ,mE€L>o I=1

Sk tme=k

oo

= Kl(D(V) +28)" > Hml!lml

mi a<-~7mkEZZO =1
Z?:l Zm[:k

Lemma BI 1o DY) + 26)F,

closing the induction. O
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Lemma E.3. For m > 0, i,j € [N], and each integer n > 1, we have

D(Q°) +D(V) 9 \"
2 +16m> '

(4) ‘el(n) (m,0) — 9§n)(m,0)| <2(n-1)! (K +
(E.20)

9 n
i) |60 < (n—1)! 0o ot — .
() 16,0 < 0= D (54 19+ VI + 5

Proof. We verify the assertions in (E.20) using induction.

(i) We set
1 D(Q°) +D 1
r=—", y:M7 /\714,21»4, —.
mK K 16 2
Then (E.20)), is equivalent to
(E.21) 10 (m,0) — 6 (m, 0)] < 2(n — IN"&", n> 1

e Step A.1 (Initial step (n = 1,2)): For the case n = 1, it follows from the initial condition that
16:(m, 0) — 0;(m, 0)] = | — 0] < D) < Ky < 27,
For the case n = 2, we use ODE of (L.1)) to see

mb;(m,0) — mb;(m,0) = —w? +w +v; —

2\3

N
Z <sm 0) — 0%) — sin(0) — 00))
This implies

16;(m, 0) — 0;(m,0)] < — (26 +D(Q°) + D(V)) = 2rx(1 + %) < 2X\%k2

1
m

e Step A.2 (inductive step): By induction, we assume that (E.21)) is true for 1 < n < k41 and
k > 1. We differentiate (1.1)) k£ times to obtain by Faa di Bruno’s formula:

(E.22)
m9£k+2) (m,0) — m0§k+2)( 0) + 9 (k+1) ( ,0) — 9§-k+1)(m, 0)

N o ® i
K Sk 1 {6y’ (m,0)—06,"(m,0)
=N E E k!'sin(Zi=1m1 (9, (m, 0) — 0;(m, 0)) | I — ( b I ( >

p=1lmy, - mr€Lx>o =1 "M
Zle emg:k‘
N k O] O] m
K (5 m 1 [0y (m,0)—0;"(m,0)
- S > Esin®=m(6,(m,0) - 0;(m,0) [ | — ( 0 :
p=1my,-- mp€ZLx>o =1 ’

ZLf:l tme=Fk

Now, we estimate using the induction hypothesis (E.21) and Zle Im; =k to find

ﬁi 165" (m, 0) — 6" (m, 0)| ™ < ﬁi RN ke kﬁ e
my! I - P my! l my! [

=1
Likewise, we have

ﬁg 105 (m,0) — 6" (m, 0)| ’< . f[ | gm
e my! I my!

Putting this back into (E.22]), along with the induction hypothesis (E.21)) for k+1 and | sin( M) | <
1, we have

164 (m, 0) — 852 (m, 0)|
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k

(k+1) (k41 2k K kR TT 2"”

p 1my,-- ;mp€Ls>o
Zé:l Km@:k

<

1
m

bomma B 2 ke + 2 (4 1)INFRE L = 2Rz AR R 9 4 1)laAbh
m m

=2(k+ 1)!m’%’€+2(%

A
+1+1)72(k¢+1)>\/<; x(2+1)

< 2(k + 1)INFF2 Rt

where in the last inequality we used

A 3 9 oy 3v xy 922  3x  xy 9a? 3T 4
211 Iy — 1—
gt =eG gty 2+4+32—2+4+32+( 16’
9z 81z  9xy ¢ 9z 9
<1 —_— —_— —:1 _— = .
te Yt st 16 T (+16+2) A

This closes the induction and completes the proof of (E.21) and equivalently (E.20]);.

(ii) Again, we verify (E.20]), by induction. For this, we set

0 2[9% 00 + 2l V]lso 9 1
= > A=1+4+—z+-7> )\,
K =Y 16x y

where the inequality follows from D(A) < 2||Als-

Then 2 is equivalent to

(E.23) 105" (m,0) — 6 (m,0)| < (n —1)IN"K", n>1.

e Step B.1 (Initial step (n = 1,2)): For the case n = 1, it follows from the initial condition that

. 1 -
6,0, 0)] = 0] < 19 < 555 < s

For the case n = 2, we use ODE of (L.1)) to find

N
. - 0 ) ﬁ . _ )
mb;(m,0) = —w, +v; + N ;sm(ﬂl(m, 0) — 6;(m,0)).

This yields

) 1 AP
. <1 0 = K2 2) < A7
B, 0 < 7 (54 19+ V) = w721+ ) < X

e Step B.2 (Inductive step: By induction, assume (E.23)) is true for 1 <n < k+1and k > 1. We
differentiate ((1.1)) k& times to obtain by Faa di Bruno’s formula:

mf* 2 (m, 0) + 0% (m, 0)

N (0 O] m

1 [0 0) -0, 0

S S S ) e RS
p=1mq,-- ,mkEZZO =1 m: '

Zlefmg:k‘
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Then, we use this and (E.23|) to close the induction:
k

N
k+2 1 (k1 klk - 1 9m
05 m, 0) < o P m, 0) + -3 3 MR
=1

my! ™

p=1my,- mp€L>o
Sk tme=Fk
Lemma [E.1] ~ ~ ~ ~
< L ikt hen 4 l(k + DINERFTE = Bla NP G2 (B 4 D)1\ R T2
m m
=(k+ 1)'x5\kﬁk+2(i + 1) < (k+ 1)'5\k1€k+2$<§ + 1)
' kE+1 - ' 2
< (k + 1)!5\k+2,€k+2.

O

Remark E.2. In the sequel, we give several comments on the results of Lemma (E.3)).

(1) A slight inspection of the proof reveals that we have the following stronger estimate with
better dependency on m.:

16" (m, 0) — 65" (m, 0)]
DQ%+DWW(D®%+D00+1>(H+Dm%+pw)+sa)"{

< 2(n—1)!
< 2(n )<“+ 2 2 2 16m

Indeed, we define

2

<

Dty a+i g
1+ Zz+%)2  (1+Fo+t

and set the induction hypothesis:
105" (m,0) — 65 (m, 0)] < 2(n — 1)luA"K".

One may verify this for n =1 and n = 2. In Induction step, the only material modification
is in the following estimate using y ,;_; my > 1:

<1,

<
VRN

)

N

k

b 0 0 ek N m
1 (657 (m,0) =6, (m,0)]| 1 [(2uXk &k 1 2m
H« i <l () =

S my = .
=1 =1

However, this estimate is also quite not sharp, since we are throwing away potentially very
high powers of . The estimates in the last two Lemmas are not intended to be optimal.

(2) A similar argument can be made to show that for all t >0,
D(Q°) + D 1\"
168" (m, £) — 0 (m, 1)] < 2(n — 1)! <n + M + ) .
m

The proof proceeds the same, but with the weaker base case for n = 1. Again, with the u-trick,
one may obtain the stronger bound

6" (m. 1) — 67" (m. )]

D(Q) + D(V D(Q°) +D(V) 2 DY) +D(V)  1\"°
(@) + DY) (,, DE)+DY) | 2 (, , DE)+DY) 1)
2 2 2 m
Although this type of bound, with dominant term ﬁ asm — 0, is true for allt > 0, it will

be most useful at t = 0, since for larger t the term m,}_l will decay with a factor of e~t/™
by the Duhamel formula, as will be seen later in Lemma [E.5

<2(n—1)! (m—f—
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(3) Lemmas[E.9 and[E.5 tell us that 6;(0,t), 6;(m,t) have uniform lower bounds on their radius
of convergence and hence admit holomorphic extensions as functions of t, namely 6;(0,t) may
be considered a holomorphic function on {t : R(t) > 0, |3(¢)| < m} and 6;(m,t)

may be considered a holomorphic function on {t : R(t) > 0, |S(t)| < ST (V) 7D ()T (9/8m) }.

Although the latter bound is not optimal, it is generically necessary for an)(m, t) to grow
like m'=", so the mazimal strip to which 0;(m,t) may be extended would have height on
the order of O(m) as m — 0. We find this discrepancy curious: after all, 6;(m,t) should
converge to 0;(0,t), but why does the domain of 0;(m,t) contract onto the positive real line?

By [T8, Section 2, p.26], 6;(m,t) admits a Maclaurin expansion in terms of m for a fixed
positive integer M :

M
,(m, 1) Z + R (m, 1),

with RlMH(m,t) = O(mM*Y) as m — 0 uniformly on compact subsets of the t-interval
(0,00), but we do not necessarily have limp; oo RM T (m,t) = 0. Here, 07(t) is given as the
solution of the ODE obtained by differentiating n-times in m the ODE of and then
substituting m = 0:

62 n—1 0 n
atgez () Eez()
| - o (9h0,8) — 00,6)\
_ snl Z S 0,0 - 6:0) [ '<p< )l' q >>
p=1my, - mu_1€~L>0 =1 m ’
>l 1€mg n

+ Zcos —0,(0,1)) (62(1) — 02(1))

wzth ingtial condition 07(0) = 0. Inductively, this is a linear ODE in 07 (t), and hence 07'(t)
has the same t-domain as 0;(0,t). It seems that the proof methods of Lemmas and

should give
[E.5 g

a0 (0] < c(2r +D(V))" et >0,

for a constant ¢ > 0, but we have not checked the details. If so, the infinite series

e

~ e m" n
0;:(m,t) = 0;(0,t) + Zl 0
n=

would converge for m < m, and may even be well-defined on a t-half strip:

{t: R(t) >0, [S(H)] < (m)},

L o depends on m, with lim,, o ¢ (m) =

DT sTa This 0; is the solution

where ¢ (m) <

to with

1
S D)

o
_ 0
= — g —67)
We may as well write

ei(mv t) - 91(m7 t) + R(m’ t)'

247 careful complex analytic examination tells us that we may take the slightly larger domain S(t)] <
D(V :
By log <1+ ( >) if D(V) > 0.
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Our analysis suggests the domain of 6;(m,t) shrinks to the positive real line as m — 0
because the same is true for R(m,t). Considering the decay term e t/™ in the estimates

for ng)(m,t), we ask whether R(m,t) admits an analytic expansion in terms of e~*t/™
and e~ %/™ with Ra = 1. If so, this would explain the O(m)-width of the holomorphic strip
domain of 6;(m,t). Answering the questions posed in this remark seems an interesting future
research direction.

Next, we will obtain better bounds on |0*(m,t) — 0;70 (m, t)|, with terms that are polynomial in
% decaying in time as e */™. But first, we need a lemma.

Lemma E.4. Let p € [0,1], a,b > 0, n,m € Z>g. Then, we have
(pa™ + (1 = p)b")(pa™ + (1 = p)b™) < (pa™ ™™ + (L —p)b™ ™).
Proof. We subtract the left-hand side from the right-hand side to find
RHS —LHS =p(1 —p)(a™ —b")(a™ —b™) > 0.

Lemma E.5. For m >0, i,j € [N], t > 0, and each integer n > 1, we have
0 (m. 1) — 0" (m, 1)
9 \" t\"
< — 1) 0 e = —t/m n _ ,—t/m ]
<(n—1) ((2&4—73(9 )+ DOV) + 8m) (1+ m) et'™ 4 (26 + DOV))(1 — e ))

Proof. We prove by induction. The base case n = 1 follows from Lemma [3.1] Assume this is true for
1 <n < k. Then by Lemma [E.4]

11— 10 (m, 1) — 6" (m, )\

=1

9 k

< <(2n +D(Q%) +DV) + —)*(1 + %)ke—t/m + (26 +DW))F(1 - e—t/m)> 11 !

my !l '

&m

Then, it follows from Faa di Bruno’s formula that

mf ) (m, t) =m0 (m, 1) + 005D (m, 1) — 08 (m, 1)

N 0 0) m
_ % Z Z k! sin(zle m’)(ﬁp(m, t) o 91(7717 t)) H % <9;D (m7 t) . 91 (m7 t))
=~ i ! !
Shoi tme=k
N > o 0 m
K L5k m Op (m,t) —6;"(m,1)
R 2D kwm@lllw%umw—eme»Ilmv< i |
p=1mq, - ’mkGZzo =1 : .
Sbo tme=k

We use Lemma [E.1] to see
MO (m, t) =m0 () + 0 (m, 1) — 08 (m, 1)

S%MQ%+Dm%+wagiwa+;ﬁewﬂu%+owwme“M>

<Kl ((zﬁ +D(2°) + D(V) + 8%)’@“(1 + %)’“e—t/m + (26 + D(V))“l) :

Finally, we invoke the Duhamel principle and Lemma to see
0, (m, ) = 05" (m, )]
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(k+1) (k+1) —t
<10;" (m,0) — 65" (m, 0) e/

+%/0 k! ((2&+D(Q°)+D(V) ;n)k+1(1+m)k —s/m (2/€+D(V))k+1> e t=s)/myg

< 27FEI(26 + D(Q°) + D(V) + Si)’f“e—t/m

m

9 1 t
| 0 I Nkt —t/m L Lk
+ k(2 + D(Q2 )+D(V)+8m) e Pl <(1—|—m) 1>

+ k(2K + DV))EFL(1 — e7t/™)
k+1 £\ k+1
< k! (2/-; +D(Q°) +D(V) + i) (1 + —) e™ L K126 + D(V))FTH(1 — e7t/™),
8m
which close the induction. O
‘We combine Lemma and Lemmamto see that for all 4, j € [N], n € Z~g, m >0, and ¢t > 0,
16;(0,8) = 65 (0, 0), 16" (m. 1) = 65" (m, 1)]

(B.21) < (n—1) ( (26 + D) + D(V) + 8%)”(1 + L) ety (2 £ D)L - e—t/m)>

m

<(n- 1)!(% +D(Q°) + D(V) + 8%)"(1 + %)”

We are to show that
1070, 8) — 0 (0, £) — 6 (m, £) + 65" (m, 1)

9 t

< 2(n— D2k +D(Q°) + D(V) + 5 )+ E)ne*t/m + g(n + 1)lmkest

X ((2/{ +D(Q% +D(V) + 8%)"(1 + %)"e—t/m + (26 +D(Q°) + D(V))"(1 — e—t/m)> .

By Faa di Bruno’s formula, we have

(E.25)
mf" ) (m, ) =m0 (m, 1) + 00D (m, 1) — 08 () — 085D (0,8) + 6D (0,1)

k () o -
K F 1 [0y (m,t)—0,"(m,t
== S KT @, m, 1) — 6i(m, 1) [] — ( p_(m,t) — . ( ))

p=1my, - mr€Lx>o =1
by b=k

p=1my, - mp€ZLx>o =1
Sk tme=k
N k 0 0 my
1 0y’ (m,t) —0:"(m,t
SR X MG 0m 0~ ,(m0) Hm'<p( Eh )>
p=1my, ,mr€Lx>o 1=1 " ’
Z[’:llm[_k
N k 0] ©) m
1 [6,°(0,t)—0:"(0,t
+%Z > klsin®=m0(6,(0,1) H(O,t))Hm'< b ( )u ( )>
p=1my, - mp€ZLx>o =1
Sk tme=k

Lemma E.6. If ay,bq,Cqasda,€as0a > 0, a € [n], satisfy
maX{aouba} S min{ca, da}a |ao¢ - ba| S EalCa + 6adaa
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lay -+ an — by - b|<<25z> “Cp (i&-)dlmdn.
i=1

Proof. By direct calculation, we have

then we have

|a1...an_b1...bn|

n
S Zal t 'aa71|aa - ba‘boﬁLl o bn
a=1

<> ar--aa-1(eata)bas by +Za1 a1 (0ads

) bl * e by,
a=1
S( €a>61~'-cn+<26a>d1 dy
a=1 a=1
We may set
01(7” (ma t) B ez(l) (ma t) n _ 9;1(71) (Oa t) — 91(1) (07 t)
"_Zml’ aa a=1 " ( (l—l)! ’ (ba)azl - (l—l)! ’
where each index [ is repeated m; times. By , we have
. 9 '
(ealics = (24 D@0 + DY)+ oy L)),
CRI Q%+D@%+D00 b a1+ LYt 4 e DL e/ )
(Ea)i_ 1f<2eft/m), < I(k + 1)mke? t>.

The index [ repeated m; times, satisfy the hypotheses of Lemma so that

k eél)(m,t)ef)(m,t))ml k (9;”(0’15)01@(070)%
I (5 i

Pl i (-1

=lay--an—by-- by

< (i&) 1 Cp+ (i(Sz) dy---dy
i=1 i=1

3
< ke - cpe M 4 Sk ke tdy - d,

k4 1)m
< 2k (25 +D(@) + D)+ ) (14 L) e 1 D 1y

((2R+D(QO)+D 8i) (1+ ) _t/m+(2H+D(V))k(1—e_t/m)).

We estimate

ﬁL9WW4WMWiﬁL9WW%%ﬁW
ml! [! !

ml!
=1 =1

k
< 2(2k + D) + DY) + — k(1 + %)keﬁ/m I

8m -l
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k
3 2Kt 0 9 k t k_—t/m
+§/€(/€+1)mne 26+ D(Q°)+DV)+ —) (14_%) et/ H

8m Py myllm
3 LI
+ ik(k + 1)mre? (25 + D(Q°) + DV))F(1 — e /™) H —
-
=1
to find
K N k
S ks, (m, 1) — bi(m. 1)
p=1my, - ,mp€Lx>o
Sy tme=k
(T (Bl o)y L (0 s
=1 =1
< 26k'k(26 4+ D(Q°) + D(V) + %}’“(1 + %)’“e*t/m
(E.26) 3

o (b + 1)lkms?e®™ (2 + D(Q°) + DV)E(1 — e t/™))
+ g(k + Dlkms2e® (25 + D(Q°) + D(V))*(1 — e7¥/™)
< (k +1)1(26 + D(QO) + D(V) + 8?71)“1(1 et/

(k + )lkmre*™ 2k + D(Q°) + D(V) + ™

(k + 1)lkmre?* (25 + D(Q0) + D(V))F (1 — e~ t/™).

»Jk\wuk\

We also estimate

COVID D

sini=1 ™0 (0, (m, ) — 0;(m, t)) — sini=1 ™) (9,(0,£) — 6;(0, 1))

p=1lmy, - ,mr€L>g
(E.27) Sy tme=k
o (1690, 4) 9“) 0,1)] '
<[ emk' 26+ D(Q%) + D(V))F 1,
my!
=1
and
(E.28) [mo*+2)0,1) — mo* 2 0, t)‘-(k: +1)12mk(26 + D(Q°) + D(V))H,

We harvest estimates (E.26)), (E.27), and (E.28|) into (E.25) to get

‘meg’“*?) (m, t) —m6 ) (m, 1) — m*2(0,1) + m6 2 (0,1)

+ 60 (my ) — 68 (m, 1) — 08 (0,1) + 6 (0, 1)

9 t
< | 0 k+1 k,_ —t/m
< 2k + 1)!(2% + D(R°) + DY) + ) (1 + ke

(k -+ 1)lkme2 (2 + D(Q°) + D(V) + — )F+1(1 4 L )ket/m
m

43
2 8m

3 (k + 1)kmre®™ 2k + D(Q°) + D(V))k+1(1 - e_t/m)
+ QmHEQNtk!(Qﬁl + D(QO) + D(V))]Hl
+ (k + 1)12mk(26 + D(QC) + D(V))F+
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0 9 k+1 3 k+1_—t/m 3 2kt
<2(k+ 12k +D(Q )+D(V)+8—m) (1+E) e +§(k+2)!mﬁe

X ((2H+D(QO)+D(V)+8?TL)I€+1<1+ ;)ke_t/m—l-(QH—‘rD(QO)—l—D(V))k'H),

where we used
3

5 (kD) 4 2k 4+ 20k 4 1)!

< g(k SO+ (k4 D) 420k + 1) = g(k + D% +3(k+1)! = g(’f +2)!

However, the initial conditions satisfy

(E.24) 9
0" (m, 0) — 01 (1m, 0) — 67 (0,0) + 650, 0)‘ ? 2K1(26 + D(Q°) + D(V) + ¢ ).
At last, we apply the Duhamel principle with two preceding estimates to close the induction:

)45y 0700140701

< 2K!1(26 + D(Q°) + D(V) + Si)k“e—t/m
m

e—t/m

+

/t 2(k + 112k + D(Q°) + D(V) + Si)k“(l + 2 ks
0 m m

e~

t/m t3 9 s
e . | o2kt 0 k+1 k
- /0 5 M (k+2)le“" (2 + D(Q )+D(V)+8m) (1+m) ds

e—t/m

t
- / gmﬁ (k4 2)1e2 (25 + D(Q°) + D(V)) e/ ™ ds
0

9 t
< 2k! 0 k+1 k+1_—t/m
2k!(2k + D(Q2 )+D(V)+8 )14+ —)" e

3 9 t
e . N1e2rt(9 D(OO D Y Nk+1 1 U \kE+1 _—t/m
+ S (k210 26 4 D@0+ DY) + Ly Ly

3
+ gk (k +2)!1e" (25 + D(Q°) + DV))F (1 — e7t/™).
A calculation similar to (E.25)), (E.26), (E.27), and (E.28) gives
[m6 42 (m, 1) = ma 2 (0,0) + 01+ (m, 1) — 0D (0,0)|

9 t 3
< ! 0y L DY) + - )k+1 k+1 —t/m | O Jo2nt
(k+ D2k + D) + D( )—|—8m) (1+m) e +4m/<e (k+2)le
x ((% +D(Q°) +D(V) + %)’““(1 + %)ke*t/m + (26 + D(Q°%) + D(V))kH) ,

Compared to (E.25)), there are only half as many terms. Coupled with the initial conditions (E.19)
and (E.20),, which give

k+1
9
650,01, [0 (m. 0)] < K (2~ +2)2°] +2|V] + 8m) .
By the Duhamel principle, we have
0%+ (m, ) — 0%+ (0, t)‘

9
< k(2 Qo _Z \k+1_—t/m
S K@E A N+ VI + g =) e

— t
e t/m

_|_

(k+ D26 +D(Q°) + D(V) + Si)kﬂ(l + =
m 0 m m



ASYMPTOTIC PHASE-LOCKING IN THE INERTIAL KURAMOTO MODEL 91

e~t/m rt3 9 s
2 . 2N 1626t (9 D(QO° D 7k+11 2 \k
o [ 20 2+ D) + DY) + g1 (1 s
e—t/m t3 2kt 0 k+1_s/m
Zmn-(k—i—Q)!e 264+ D(Q°) +DV))" e Mds
m-Jo

9 t
< k(2 0O T kL o kL —t/m

9 9 t
=z . | .2kt 0 Y \k+1 Y \k+1_—t/m
+8m/£ (k+ D'e”"* (26 + D(Q )+D(V)+8m) (1+m) e

+ %mﬁ - (k+ 2)!62””(2/1 + D(QO) + D(V))’f+1(1 _ e*t/m),

as stated. This completes the proof of Proposition [3.2
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