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Abstract

We construct a nontrivial generalization of the paradigmatic Kuramoto
model by using an additional coupling term that explicitly breaks its
rotational symmetry resulting in a variant of the Winfree Model. Con-
sequently, we observe the characteristic features of the phase diagrams
of both the Kuramoto model and the Winfree model depending on the
degree of the symmetry breaking coupling strength for unimodal fre-
quency distribution. The phase diagrams of both the Kuramoto and the
Winfree models resemble each other for symmetric bimodal frequency
distribution for a range of the symmetry breaking coupling strength
except for region shift and difference in the degree of spread of the macro-
scopic dynamical states and bistable regions. The dynamical transitions
in the bistable states are characterized by an abrupt (first-order) transi-
tion in both the forward and reverse traces. For asymmetric bimodal fre-
quency distribution, the onset of bistable regions depends on the degree of
the asymmetry. Large degree of the symmetry breaking coupling strength
promotes the synchronized stationary state, while a large degree of
heterogeneity, proportional to the separation between the two central fre-
quencies, facilitates the spread of the incoherent and standing wave states
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in the phase diagram for a low strength of the symmetry breaking cou-
pling. We deduce the low-dimensional equations of motion for the com-
plex order parameters using the Ott-Antonsen ansatz for both unimodal
and bimodal frequency distributions. We also deduce the Hopf, pitch-
fork, and saddle-node bifurcation curves from the evolution equations for
the complex order parameters mediating the dynamical transitions. Sim-
ulation results of the original discrete set of equations of the generalized
Kuramoto model agree well with the analytical bifurcation curves.

Keywords: Kuramoto model, Winfree model, Bifurcation, Asymmetry
bimodal distrubution.

1 Introduction

Symmetry (translational or rotational) prevailing in the coupled dynamical
networks due to the coupling geometry manifests in a wide variety of natural
systems and in their intriguing macroscopic dynamical states [1]. Nevertheless,
symmetry breaking couplings are shown to be a source of a plethora of collec-
tive dynamical behavior that are inherent to it and are mostly inaccessible with
the symmetry preserving couplings. In particular, networks of the paradig-
matic Stuart-Landau oscillators with symmetry breaking coupling have been
employed to unravel several collective dynamical states that mimic a variety of
collective patterns observed in nature and technology. For instance, symmetry
breaking coupling facilitates the transition from the homogeneous to an inho-
mogeneous steady states [2], symmetry breaking interaction has been identified
as an essential feature for the genesis of partially coherent inhomogeneous spa-
tial patterns, namely chimera death state [3–5]. Multicluster oscillation death
states have been observed in nonlocally coupled Stuart-Landau oscillators with
symmetry breaking coupling [6]. Further, the interplay of the nonisochronic-
ity parameter and the symmetry breaking coupling is found to facilitate the
onset of different variants of chimera death state such as multichimera death
state and periodic chimera death states in nonlocally coupled Stuart-Landau
oscillators [7]. The effect of the symmetry breaking coupling has also been
investigated on the phenomenon of reviving oscillations [8]. Recently, the effect
of the symmetry breaking mean-field coupling on the phenomenon of the aging
transition has also been investigatedConjugate couplings, a symmetry break-
ing coupling, have also been widely employed in the literature [9–11]. Note
that the pointed out reports are only a tip of an ice-berg and not an exhaustive
list of studies that employed symmetry breaking coupling using the network
of the Stuart-Landau oscillators.

Despite the substantial investigations on the effect of the symmetry break-
ing coupling in networks of Stuart-Landau oscillators, there is a lacunae in
understanding the nontrivial role of the symmetry breaking coupling in the
phase only models, which indeed allows for exact analytical treatment of the
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macroscopic dynamical states in most cases. In particular, phase models such
as Winfree and Kuramoto models, and their variants have been extensively
employed in the literature to investigate the emergence of various intrigu-
ing collective dynamical states. Interaction among the phase oscillators in the
Winfree model is modeled by a phase-dependent pulse function and a sensitive
function. The former characterizes the mean-field, while the latter character-
izes the response of the individual oscillators to the mean-field [12, 13]. Winfree
model is one of its kind representing a class of pulse-coupled biological oscilla-
tors such as flashing of fire files [14], applauding audience [15] and many more.
Interaction among the phase oscillators in the Kuramoto model is modeled by
the sine of difference between the phases of the oscillator and has been widely
employed to investigate the emergence of spontaneous synchronization in a
wide variety of biological, chemical, mechanical and physical, systems [16–18].
Examples include cardiac pacemaker [19], Josephson junction arrays [20], and
power-grids [21].

A recent study has generalized the Kuramoto model by including an addi-
tional interaction term that breaks the rotational symmetry of the dynamics
explicitly and unveiled a rich phase diagram with stationary and standing wave
phases due to the symmetry breaking interaction [22]. Specifically, the authors
have considered unimodal frequency distributions and revealed the emergence
of a stationary state, characterized by time independent amplitude and phase
of the complex Kuramoto order parameter, facilitated by the symmetry break-
ing interaction, which is otherwise absent in the original Kuramoto model
that allows for the rotational symmetry of the dynamics. Interesting, in this
work, we elucidate that the Kuramoto model can be translated into the Win-
free model by the introduction of the additional symmetry breaking coupling
and consequently, one can obtain the phase diagrams of both these models
simply by tuning the symmetry breaking parameter q, thereby bridging the
dynamics of both the models. Note that the macroscopic dynamical states of
the pulse coupled biological oscillators with different sensitive functions, char-
acterizing the phase-response-curves of biological oscillators, are peculiar to
the Winfree model and its generalizations, which are far from reach for the
Kuramoto model and its variants. In particular, we consider both the uni-
modal and bimodal frequency distributions to explore the phase diagrams for
various values of the symmetry breaking parameter q. On the one hand, we
observe the typical phase diagram of the Kuramoto model characterized only
by incoherent and standing wave states in the absence of the symmetry break-
ing interaction for the unimodal frequency distribution. On the other hand, we
observe the phase diagram with incoherent state, standing wave pattern along
with the synchronized stationary state and bistabilities among them, a typical
nature of the Winfree model, for q = 1. For an intermediate and increasing
value of q ∈ (0, 1), one can find the onset of the stationary state and even-
tually the emergence of bistability among these states in the phase diagram,
and enlargement of the bistable regions resulting in the phase diagram of the
Winfree model.
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All three states are also observed in both Kuramoto and Winfree mod-
els for symmetric bimodal frequency distributions along with the region of
bistability. The degree of the spread of the different macroscopic dynami-
cal states depends on the strength of the symmetry breaking parameter q.
Interestingly, for asymmetric bimodal frequency distributions, increase in the
degree of asymmetry of the frequency distributions favors the onset of bistable
regions even for a rather low values of q, which otherwise cannot be observed
with the symmetric bimodal and unimodal frequency distributions. We arrive
at the phase diagrams by numerical simulation of the original equations of
motion. We deduce the reduced low-dimensional evolution equations of motion
for the order parameter using the Ott-Antonsen ansatz for both unimodal
and bimodal frequency distributions. We also deduce the Hopf, pitchfork
and saddle-node bifurcation curves from the governing equations of motion
for the order parameters, which mediates the dynamical transitions in the
phase diagrams. Homoclinic bifurcation curve is obtained from the XPPAUT
software.

The plan of the paper is as follows. In Sec. II, we generalize the Kuramoto
model by introducing a symmetry breaking coupling and elucidate that the
latter bridges the Kuramoto model and the Winfree model. We deduce the
reduced low-dimensional evolution equations for the complex order parameters
corresponding to the discrete set of generalized Kuramoto model using the
Ott-Antonsen ansatz for both unimodal and bimodal frequency distributions
in Sec. III. We also deduce Hopf, pitchfork and saddle-node bifurcation curves
from the evolution equations for the complex order parameters in Sec. III,
mediating the dynamical transitions among the incoherent, standing wave and
synchronized stationary states. In Sec. IV, we discuss the observed dynamical
states and their transitions in the various phase diagrams. Finally, in Sec. VI,
we summarize the results.

2 Model

We consider a nontrivial generalization of the Kuramoto model by includ-
ing an interaction term that explicitly breaks the rotational symmetry of the
dynamics [22]. The phase θi is governed by the set of N ordinary differential
equations (ODEs),

θ̇i = ωi +
ε

N

N
∑

j=1

[

sin(θj − θi) + q sin(θj + θi)
]

, (1)

for i = 1, . . . , N , where N ≫ 1. Here θi(t) is the phase of the ith oscillator at
time t, ε ≥ 0 is the coupling strength, and q is the strength of the symmetry
breaking coupling. Note that Eq. (1) reduces to the Kuramoto model by setting
q = 0 and on identifying ε with the parameter K > 0. Equation (1) can also
be viewed as a variant of the celebrated Winfree model [23–26] when q = 1.
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The Winfree model takes the form

θ̇i = ωi +Q(θi)

N
∑

j=1

P (θj), (2)

where P (θj) is the phase dependent pulse function and the functional form of
the response function Q(θ) characterizes the phase-response curves of certain
biological oscillators. From Eq. (1), it easy to recognize that Q(θ) = −2 sin(θ)
and P (θ) = cos(θ). It is also evident that the symmetry breaking parameter
‘q’ bridges the Kuramoto and the Winfree models. Equation (1) corresponds
to the Kuramoto model when q = 0 and it corresponds to a variant of the
Winfree model when q = 1, as in Eq. (2). We consider the frequencies of the
phase-oscillators are distributed both by the unimodal Lorentzian distribution
given as

g(ω) =
γ

π((ω − ω0)2 + γ2)
; γ > 0, (3)

and bimodal Lorentzian distribution represented as

g(ω) =
1

π

[

γ1
((ω − ω0)2 + γ21)

+
γ2

((ω + ω0)2 + γ22)

]

; γ1, γ2 > 0. (4)

Here γ, γ1 and γ2 are the width parameter (half width at half maximum) of the
Lorentzian and ±ω0 are their central frequencies. Note that ω0 corresponds to
the degree of detuning in the system, which is proportional to the separation
between the two central frequencies. Note that the bimodal distribution g(ω0)
is symmetric about zero when γ1 = γ2. It is also to be noted that g(ω0) in
Eq. (4) is bimodal if and only if the separation between their central frequencies
are sufficiently greater than their widths. To be precise, it is required that
ω0 > γ1,2/

√
3 for the distribution to be a bimodal, otherwise the classical

results of the unimodal distribution holds good.
Heterogeneity in the frequency distribution plays a crucial role in the man-

ifestation of a plethora of collective dynamics in a vast variety of natural
systems. In particular, coexisting co-rotating and counter-rotating systems
characterized by positive and negative frequencies, respectively, are wide
spread in nature. For instance, counter-rotating spirals are observed in pro-
toplasm of the Physarum plasmodium [27], counter-rotating vortices are
inevitable in the atmosphere and ocean [28–30], in magnetohydrodynamics
of plasma flow [31], Bose-Einstein condensates [32, 33], and in other physical
systems [34–36]. Very recently, the counter-rotating frequency induced dynam-
ical effects were also reported in the coupled Stuart-Landau oscillator with
symmetry preserving as well as symmetry breaking couplings [37]. The coex-
istence of co-rotating and counter-rotating oscillators was initially identified
by Tabor [38], which is followed by a series of work employing co-rotating
and counter-rotating oscillators. All these physical systems strongly suggest
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that counter-rotating time-evolving dynamical systems indeed exist in nature
and play a pertinent role in the manifestation of their intriguing collective
dynamics.

In the following, we will deduce the low-dimensional evolution equations
for the complex macroscopic order parameters corresponding to both the
unimodal and bimodal frequency distributions using the Ott-Antonsen (OA)
ansatz [39, 40]. Subsequently, we also deduce the various bifurcation curves
facilitating the dynamical transitions among the observed dynamical states in
the phase diagrams.

3 Low-dimensional evolution equations for the
macroscopic order parameters

We now provide an analysis of the dynamics (1), in the limit N → ∞, by
invoking the Ott-Antonsen ansatz. In this limit, the dynamics of the discrete
set of equations (1) can be captured by the probability distribution function
f(θ, ω, t), defined such that f(θ, ω, t)dθ gives the probability of oscillators with
phase in the range [θ, θ + dθ] at time t. The distribution is 2π-periodic in θ
and obeys the normalization

∫ 2π

0

dθ f(θ, ω, t) = g(ω) ∀ ω. (5)

Since the dynamics (1) conserves the number of oscillators with a given ω, the
time evolution of f follows the continuity equation

∂f

∂t
+
∂(fv)

∂θ
= 0, (6)

where v(θ, ω, t) is the angular velocity of the oscillators. From Eq. (1), we have,

v(θ, ω, t) = ω +
ε

2i
[(ze−iθ − z⋆eiθ) + q(zeiθ − z⋆e−iθ)], (7)

where z⋆ denotes the complex conjugate of the macroscopic order parameter
defined as

z =

∫

∞

−∞

g(ω)

∫ 2π

0

f(θ, ω, t)eiθdθdω. (8)

Now, f(θ, ω, t) can be expanded in terms of Fourier series of the form

f(θ, ω, t) =
g(ω)

2π

[

1 +

∞
∑

n=1

(

αn(ω, t)e
inθ + c.c.

)

]

, (9)

where, αn(ω, t) is the nth Fourier coefficient, while c.c. denotes complex
conjugation of the preceding sum within the brackets. The normalization con-
dition in (5) is satisfied by the presence of the prefactor of g(ω) in (9). The
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Ott-Antonsen ansatz consists in assuming [39, 40]

αn(ω, t) = [α(ω, t)]n . (10)

Now, it is straightforward to obtain

∂α

∂t
+ iωα+

ε1
2

[

(zα2 − z⋆) + q(z − z⋆α2)
]

, (11)

where,

z⋆ =

∫

∞

−∞

α(t, ω)g(ω)dω. (12)

3.1 Unimodal Distribution

Substituting the partial fraction expansion of the unimodal frequency distri-
bution g(ω) (3) in Eq. (12) and evaluating the integral using an appropriate
contour integral, one can obtain the order parameter as

z(t) = a⋆(ω0 − iγ, t). (13)

From (11) and (13), one can obtain the evolution equation for the complex
order parameter as

∂z

∂t
− i(ω0 + iγ)z +

ε1
2

[

[

z
2z − z

]

+ q
[

z⋆ − z3
]

]

= 0. (14)

The above evolution equation for the complex order parameter z(t) = r(t)eiψ(t)

can be expressed in terms of the evolution equations in r and ψ as

dr
dt = −γr − rε

2
(r2 − 1)(1− q cos(2ψ)), (15a)

dψ
dt = ω0 +

εq

2
(r2 + 1) sin(2ψ)). (15b)

The above equations govern the reduced low-dimensional order parameter
dynamics, which actually corresponds to the dynamics of the original discrete
set of equations (1) in the limit N → ∞ for the unimodal Lorentzian distri-
bution function g(ω) (3). Now, we discuss the various asymptotic macroscopic
dynamical states admitted by Eq. (15).

3.1.1 Incoherent (IC) state:

The incoherent (IC) state is characterized by time independent z satisfying
z = z⋆ = 0 (thus representing a stationary state of the dynamics (15)); corre-
spondingly, one has r = 0. The linear stability of such a state is determined by
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linearizing Eq. (14) around z = 0. By representing z = u with u ≪1, we obtain

∂u

∂t
+ (γ − iω0)u − ε

2

[

(u)− q(u⋆)
]

= 0. (16)

Decomposing u = ux + iuy yields

∂

∂t

[

ux
uy

]

=M

[

ux
uy

]

; (17)

M ≡





−γ + ε
2

[

1− q
]

−ω0

ω0 −γ + ε
2

[

1 + q
]



 .

The matrix M has the characteristic eigenvalues

λ1,2 =
−2γ + ε±

√
∆

2
, (18)

with ∆ = (ε2q2− 4ω2
0). Note that we have λ1 > λ2. The stability threshold for

the incoherent state is then obtained by analysing λ1 as a function of ε and q,
and seeking the particular value of ε at which λ1 vanishes for a given q. The
stability threshold can be obtained as

εHB = 2γ, for ∆ ≤ 0, (19)

εPF = 2

√

γ2 + ω2
0

1 + q2
for ∆ > 0. (20)

3.1.2 Synchronized stationary state (SSS):

Now, we explore the possibility of existence of the synchronized stationary
state. Requiring that r and ψ have time-independent non-zero values in this
case and hence equating the left hand side of equations (15) to zero, we obtain
the two coupled equations for the synchronized stationary state as

εq

2 cos(2ψ) =
γ

(r2 − 1)
+
ε

2
, (21a)

εq

2 sin(2ψ) = − ω0

(r2 + 1)
. (21b)

With some algebra, one can obtained the following expressions for the
stationary r and ψ:

ε2q2

4 =

(

γ

(r2 − 1)
+
ε

2

)2

+

(

ω0

(r2 + 1)

)2

, (22a)

tan(2ψ) =
(1− r2)(ω0)

(r2 + 1)(γ + ε
2 (r

2 − 1))
. (22b)



Springer Nature 2021 LATEX template

9

r and ψ can be calculated for a fixed set of parameters by numerically solving
the above set of equations, which is then substituted back into the evolution
equations for the low-dimensional order parameters to deduce the character-
istic equation. The eigenvalues of the characteristic equation is then used to
determine the saddle-node bifurcation curve in the suitable two parameter
phase.

3.2 Bimodal Distribution

Now, we will deduce the low-dimensional evolution equations corresponding to
the macroscopic order parameters for the original discrete set of equations (1)
in the limit N → ∞ for the asymmetric bimodal Lorentzian distribution func-
tion g(ω) (4). Expanding the latter using partial fractions and evaluating the
integral in Eq. (12) using appropriate contour integral, one can obtained the
complex order parameter as

z(t) =
1

2
[z1(t) + z2(t)], (23)

where
z1,2(t) = α⋆(±ω0 − iγ1,2, t). (24)

Substitution it into Eq. (11) yields two coupled complex ordinary dif-
ferential equations describing the evolution of two suborder parameters
as

ż1 =− (γ1 + iω0)z1 +
ε

4
[(z1 + z2 − (z⋆1 + z⋆2)z

2
1)

+ q((z1 + z2)z
2
1 − (z⋆1 + z⋆2))], (25)

ż2 =− (γ2 − iω0)z2 +
ε

4
[(z1 + z2 − (z⋆1 + z⋆2)z

2
2)

+ q((z1 + z2)z
2
2 − (z⋆1 + z⋆2))]. (26)

The above evolution equations for the complex order parameters z(t)1,2 =
r(t)1,2e

iψ(t)1,2 can be expressed in terms of the evolution equations in r1,2 and
ψ1,2, as

dr1
dt

= −γ1r1 +
ε

4

[

(1− r21)(r1 + r2 cos(ψ2 − ψ1))

+ q((r21 − 1)(r1 cos(2ψ1) + r2 cos(ψ2 + ψ1)))
]

, (27a)

dψ1

dt
= −ω0 +

ε

4r1
(r21 + 1)

[

r2 sin(ψ2 − ψ1)

+ q(r1 sin(2ψ1) + r2 sin(ψ2 + ψ1))
]

. (27b)

and

dr2
dt

= −γ2r2 +
ε

4

[

(1− r22)(r1 cos(ψ2 − ψ1) + r2)
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Fig. 1 Phase diagrams in the (ω0/γ, ε/γ) parameter space for the generalized Kuramoto
model (1) with unimodal frequency distribution for different values of the symmetry breaking
parameter q. (a) q = 0.0, (b) q = 0.1, (c) q = 0.5, and (d) q = 1.0. The line connected by filled
squares is the Hopf bifurcation curve εHB (Eq. (19)), solid line corresponds to the pitchfork
bifurcation curve εPF (Eq. (20)) dashed line corresponds to the saddle-node bifurcation
curve (Eq. (22)), and the dashed dotted line correspond to the homoclinic bifurcation curve
obtained using the software XPPAUT. Bistability between the standing wave (SW) state
and the synchronized stationary (SS) state is represented by dark shaded region enclosed by
the saddle-node bifurcation curve and the homoclinic bifurcation curve. Bistability between
the incoherent (IC) and the SS state is represented by light grey shaded region enclosed by
the saddle-node bifurcation curve and the pitchfork bifurcation curve.

+ q((r22 − 1)(r1 cos(ψ2 + ψ1) + r2 cos(2ψ2)))
]

, (28a)

dψ2

dt
= ω0 −

ε

4r2
(r22 + 1)

[

r1 sin(ψ2 − ψ1)

− q(r1 sin(ψ2 + ψ1) + r2 sin(2ψ2))
]

. (28b)

The above equations constitute the evolution equations for reduced low-
dimensional order parameters corresponding to the dynamics (1) in the limit
N → ∞ and for the case of the asymmetric bimodal Lorentzian distribution
g(ω) (4). Now, we discuss the various asymptotic macroscopic dynamical states
admitted by Eqs. (27) and (28).
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Fig. 2 Time averaged order parameter R and the Shinomoto-Kuramoto order parameter ξ
for the generalized Kuramoto model (1) with unimodal frequency distribution as a function
of ε/γ for ω0/γ = 1. (a) and (d) q = 0.0 , (b) and (e) q = 0.5, and (c) and (f) q = 1.0.
The forward trace is indicated by the line connected by open circles, while the reverse trace
is indicated by the line connected by closed circles. The states indicated by IC, SW and
SS correspond to the incoherent, standing wave, and synchronized stationary states, respec-
tively. The bifurcation curves εHB, εHc, εPF and εSN correspond to the Hopf, homoclinic,
pitchfork and saddle-node bifurcation curves, respectively.

3.2.1 Incoherent state

The incoherent state is defined by r1=r2=0. A linear stability analysis of the
fixed point (z1, z2) = (0, 0) results in the stability condition,

ω2
0 =

1

4
(εa1 − 2a2 +

√

ε2q2a1 − 4εa23 + 4a23a1), (29)

where, a1 = γ1+γ2, a2 = γ21+γ
2
2 and a3 = γ1−γ2. This stability curve actually

corresponds to the pitchfork bifurcation curve across which the fixed point
(z1, z2) = (0, 0) (incoherent state) loses its stability leading to the synchronized
stationary state. Note that the incoherent state loses it stability through the
Hopf bifurcation, which results in the stability condition

ω2
0 =

1

4
(ε− 2b1)

4(ε2(q2 − 1)− 16b2 + 4εb1)
2

[

ε5(q − 1)b1 − ε4(q2 − 1)
(

(q2 − 8)b3

+ 2b2(q
2 − 10)

)

− 4ε3(q2 − 2)
(

3(γ31 + γ32) + 13b2b1
)

+ 4ε2(b1)
2
(

b3(q
2 − 8)

+ 2b2(3q
2 − 20)

)

+ 16εb31(b3 + 10b2)− 64b2b
4
1

]

, (30)
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Fig. 3 Phase diagrams in the q− ε/γ parameter space for the generalized Kuramoto model
(1) with unimodal frequency distribution for increasing degree of heterogeneity of the fre-
quency distribution. (a) ω0/γ2 = 0.4, (b) ω0/γ2 = 0.6, (c) ω0/γ2 = 1.0, and (a) ω0/γ2 = 1.2.
The bifurcation curves and dynamical states are similar to those in Fig. 1.

where, b1 = γ1+γ2, b2 = γ1γ2 and b3 = γ21+γ
2
2 . The above stability curve corre-

sponds to the Hopf bifurcation curve. The boundary of stable incoherent state
is therefore enclosed by both the pitchfork bifurcation and Hopf bifurcation
curves.

3.2.2 Synchronized stationary state

Deducing the solution for the synchronized stationary state for the asymmetry
bimodal distribution may not be possible as r1 6= r2 and ψ1 6= ψ2. However,
for the symmetry bimodal distribution characterized by r1 = r2 and ψ1 = −
ψ2, one can deduce the equations for r and ψ as in (22) and obtain the saddle-
node bifurcation curves as pointed out in Sec. 3.1.2.

4 Numerical Results

In this section, we will proceed to unravel the macroscopic dynamical states
admitted by the generalized Kuramoto model (1) with explicit symmetry
breaking coupling by constructing appropriate two parameter phase diagrams
and classifying the underlying dynamical states from a numerical analysis of
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Fig. 4 Phase diagrams in the ω0/γ − ε/γ parameter space for the generalized Kuramoto
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q = 1.0. The bifurcation curves and dynamical states are similar to those in Fig. 1.

the governing equations of the original discrete model. Specifically, we will
unravel the rich phase diagrams of the generalized Kuramoto model, using
both unimodal and bimodal frequency distributions, for distinct values of the
symmetry breaking parameter q. The number of oscillators is fixed as N =
104, and we use the standard 4th-order Runge-Kutta integration scheme with
integration step size h = 0.01 to solve the generalized Kuramoto model (1).
Note that one can break the two-parameter phase into several segments and
multiple copies of the same code can be simulated simultaneously for different
values of the parameters to generate the data, which can then be concatenated
to get the complete phase diagrams with a reasonable workstation.

The initial state of the oscillators (θi’s ) is distributed with uniform random
values between -π and +π. We use the time averaged order parameterR defined
as

R = lim
t→∞

1

τ

∫ t+τ

t

r(t)dt, (31)

where r(t) = |Z| = |N−1
∑N

j=1 e
iθj |. Incoherent state is characterized by R =

r(t) = 0, while the synchronized stationary state is characterized by R = r(t) =
const. Standing wave is characterized by the oscillating nature of r(t). In order
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to distinguish the synchronized stationary state and the standing wave state
more clearly, we use the Shinomoto-Kuramoto order parameter [41, 42]

ξ = |r(t) −R|, (32)

where z̄ denoted the long time average. Shinomoto-Kuramoto order parameter
takes ξ = 0 for the incoherent and synchronized stationary states, whereas it
takes nonzero value for the standing wave state.

4.0.1 Phase diagrams for the unimodal distribution

We have depicted phase diagrams in the (ω0/γ, ε/γ) parameter space for dif-
ferent values of the symmetry breaking parameter q in Fig. 1 in order to
understand the effect of the explicit symmetry breaking interaction on the
dynamics of Eq. (1) with unimodal frequency distribution. The phase diagram
is demarcated into different dynamical regions using the value of the time
averaged order parameter R and the Shinomoto-Kuramoto order parameter ξ.
Incoherent state (IC), synchronized stationary state (SS) and standing wave
(SW), along with the bistable regions (dark and light gray shaded regions) are
observed in the phase diagram. The parameter space indicated by light gray
shaded region corresponds to the bistable regime between the incoherent and
the synchronized stationary states, while that indicated by dark gray shaded
region corresponds to the bistable regime between the standing wave and the
synchronized stationary states,

Only the incoherent and standing wave states are observed in the phase
diagram for q = 0 (see 1(a)), a typical phase diagram of the Kuramoto model
with unimodal frequency distribution. The line connected by the filled squares
corresponds to the Hopf bifurcation curve, across which there is a transition
from the incoherent state to the standing wave state. Note that a finite value
of q results in the loss of the rotational symmetry of the dynamics of the
Kuramoto oscillators. Even a feeble value of q manifests the synchronized
stationary state in a rather large parameter space at the cost of the standing
wave state (see Fig. 1(b) for q=0.1). There is a transition from the incoherent
state to the standing wave state via the Hopf bifurcation curve εHB (indicated
by the line connected by filled squares) as a function of ε/γ for ω0/γ > 0.1. The
standing wave state loses its stability via the homoclinic bifurcation (indicated
by the dashed-dotted line) as a function of ε/γ resulting in the synchronized
stationary state. There is also a transition from the incoherent state to the
synchronized stationary state for ω0/γ ≤ 0.1 as a function of ε/γ via the
pitchfork bifurcation curve εPF indicated by the solid line.

Further larger values of the symmetry breaking parameter results in the
emergence of the bistability between the standing wave and the synchronized
stationary states (indicated by dark shaded region) enclosed by the saddle-node
bifurcation curve (indicated by dashed line) and the homoclinic bifurcation
curve (see Fig. 1(c) for q=0.5). There is also a bistable region between the
incoherent state and the synchronized stationary state (indicated by light grey
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shaded region) enclosed by the saddle-node bifurcation curve and the pitchfork
bifurcation curve. For q = 1, both the bistable regions enlarged in the phase
diagram (see Fig. 1(d)), which is a typical phase diagram of the Winfree model
with the unimodal frequency distribution. The phase diagrams for q = 0.5 and
1.0 have similar dynamics except for the regime shift and enhanced bistabilities
in a larger parameter space. Thus, as the value of q is increased from the null
value to the unity, one can observe the transition from the phase diagram
of the Kuramoto model to that of the Winfree model. Note that the Hopf,
saddle-node and pitchfork bifurcation curves are the analytical bifurcation
curves, Eqs. (19), (20) and (22) respectively, obtained from the low-dimensional
evolution equations for the order parameters deduced in Sec. 3.1. Homoclinic
bifurcation curve is obtained from the software XPPAUT [43].

Time averaged order parameter R and the Shinomoto-Kuramoto order
parameter ξ are depicted in Fig. 2 as a function of ε/γ for different val-
ues of the symmetry breaking parameter q and ω0/γ. The forward trace is
indicated by the line connected by open circles, while the backward trace
is indicated by the line connected by closed circles. There is a smooth (sec-
ond order) transition from the incoherent to the standing wave states via the
Hopf bifurcation εHB at ε/γ = 2 during both forward and reverse traces for
q = 0.0 and ω0/γ = 1 as depicted in Figs. 2(a) and 2(d). In addition, to the
smooth transition from the incoherent state to the standing wave state via
the Hopf bifurcation εHB at ε/γ = 2, there is another smooth transition from
the standing wave state to the synchronized stationary state via the homo-
clinic bifurcation εHc at ε/γ = 2.94 in both the forward and reverse traces as
shown in Fig. 2(b) for q = 0.5 and ω0/γ = 1. The transition from the stand-
ing wave state to the synchronized stationary state is also corroborated by
the sharp fall of the Shinomoto-Kuramoto order parameter ξ to the null value
(see Fig. 2(e)). In contrast, there is an abrupt (first order) transition from the
incoherent state to the synchronized stationary state at ε/γ = 2 via the pitch-
fork bifurcation curve εPF for ω0/γ = 1 during the forward trace, whereas
there is an abrupt transition from the synchronized stationary state to the
incoherent state at ε/γ = 1.8 via the saddle-node bifurcation εSN during the
reverse trace (see Fig. 2(c) for q = 1.0) elucidating the presence of hysteresis
and bistability between the incoherent state and the synchronized stationary
state. The Shinomoto-Kuramoto order parameter ξ takes the null value, in the
entire range of ε/γ in Fig. 2(f) for q = 1.0, characterizing both the incoherent
and the synchronized stationary states.

The observed dynamical states and their transitions are depicted in the
(q, ε/γ) parameter space for different ω0/γ in Fig. 3. The bifurcations mediat-
ing the dynamical transitions are similar to those observed in Fig. 1. The phase
diagram for ω0/γ = 0.4 is shown in Fig. 3(a). There is a transition from the
incoherent state to the standing wave state via the Hopf bifurcation curve for
smaller values of the symmetry breaking parameter as a function of ε/γ. Larger
values of the symmetry breaking parameter favor the synchronized stationary
state in the entire range of ε/γ. However, in a narrow range of q ∈ (0.36, 0.46]
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(see Fig. 3(a)), there is a transition from the incoherent state to the stand-
ing wave state and then to the synchronized stationary state. There is also
a transition from the incoherent state to the synchronized stationary state in
the range of q ∈ (0.46, 0.6). Recall that ω0 quantifies the degree of detuning of
the frequency distribution. Increase in the heterogeneity of the frequency dis-
tribution promotes bistable regions, incoherent and standing wave states, to a
large region of the (q, ε/γ) parameter space. For instance, the phase diagram
for ω0/γ = 0.6 is depicted in Fig. 3(b) elucidates the emergence of the bistable
regions and enlarged regions of the incoherent and standing wave states as
a function of q, a manifestation of increased heterogeneity. Further increase
in the ω0/γ enlarges the bistable regions, the incoherent and the standing
wave states as depicted in Figs. 3(c) and 3(d) for ω0/γ = 1 and 1.2, respec-
tively. These results are in agreement with the phase diagrams in Fig. 1 in
the (ω0/γ, ε/γ) parameter space for increasing values of the symmetry break-
ing parameter. Next, we will explore the effect of symmetric and asymmetric
bimodal frequency distributions on the phase diagrams in the following.

4.0.2 Phase diagrams for bimodal distribution

In this section, we analyse the phase space dynamics of the generalized
Kuramoto model (1) with symmetric bimodal frequency distribution (4) by
setting γ = γ1 = γ2 for increasing values of the strength of the symmetry
breaking coupling. We have depicted the phase diagrams in the (ω0/γ, ε/γ)
parameter space for different values of the symmetry breaking parameter q in
Fig. 4. Note that the phase space dynamics of the Kuramoto model (see Fig.
4(a) for q = 0) are similar to those of the Winfree model (see Fig. 4(d) for
q = 1) for the symmetric bimodal frequency distribution except for the regime
shift. The dynamical states and the bifurcation curves are similar to those in
Fig. 1. Increasing the strength of the symmetry breaking coupling favors the
synchronized stationary state and the bistable states in a large region of the
parameter space as evident from Fig. 4(b) and 4(c) for q = 0.5 and q = 0.8,
respectively. Note that a large heterogeneity in the frequency distribution favor
the incoherent and the standing wave states in a rather large region of the
phase diagram for smaller q and ε (see Fig. 4(a) for q = 0). Nevertheless,
the synchronized stationary state predominates the phase diagram for larger
strength of the symmetry breaking coupling and ε despite the presence of a
large heterogeneity in the frequency distribution (see Fig. 4(d) for q = 1).

Next, we analyze the phase space dynamics of the generalized Kuramoto
model (1) with asymmetric bimodal frequency distribution (4) by increasing
the strength of the symmetry breaking coupling and the degree of asymme-
try between the bimodal frequency distributions. We have depicted the phase
diagrams in the (ω0/γ2, ε/γ2) parameter space for different values of the sym-
metry breaking parameter q in Fig. 5. Again, the dynamical states and the
bifurcation curves are similar to those in Fig. 1. Phase diagram for q = 0.1 and
γ1/γ2 = 0.6 is depicted in Fig. 5(a). For most values of ω0/γ2, there is a tran-
sition from the incoherent state to the synchronized stationary state via the
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standing wave state and there is no bistability for γ1 < γ2. However, there is a
transition from the incoherent state to the synchronized stationary state in a
large range of ω0/γ ∈ (0, 1) and the emergence of bistable states for γ1 > γ2 as
depicted in Fig. 5(b) for γ1/γ2 = 1.2. It is evident that bistable states emerge
even for low values of the symmetry breaking coupling when γ1 > γ2. Note
that bistable states emerge even for γ1 < γ2 but for a large strength of the sym-
metry breaking coupling (see Fig. 5(c) for q = 1 and γ1/γ2 = 0.6). The spread
of the bistable states increases for q = 1 and γ1/γ2 = 1.2 as illustrated in
Fig. 5(d). Thus, larger γ1/γ2 and q favor the emergence of the bistable states.

Phase diagrams in the (q, ε/γ2) parameter space is depicted in Figs. 6(a)
and 6(b) for γ1/γ2 = 0.6 and 1.2, respectively, and for ω0/γ2 = 1. The
dynamical states and the bifurcation curves are similar to those in Fig. 1.
There is a transition from the incoherent state to the synchronized stationary
state via the standing wave state for small values of q (see Fig.. 6(a)) similar
to that in Fig. 5(a). However, for larger values of q multistability between the
standing wave and the synchronized stationary state emerges (dark shaded
region in the inset) in addition to the above dynamical transition. For γ1 > γ2,
there a transition from the incoherent state to the standing wave state along
with the bistability among them in a rather narrow range of q ∈ (0, 0.4) as
a function of ε/γ2 as shown in inset of Fig. 6(b). For q > 0.4, there is a
transition from the incoherent state to the synchronized stationary state with
the onset of bistability (light grey shaded region) between them. Phase dia-
grams in the (q, ω0/γ2) parameter space is depicted in Figs. 6(c) and 6(d) for
γ1/γ2 = 0.6 and 1.2, respectively, for ε/γ2 = 2.5. There is a transition from
the synchronized stationary state to the standing wave state as a function of
ω0/γ2 for γ1 < γ2 (see Fig. 6(c)) via the homoclinic bifurcation curve. Both
the bistable states emerge when γ1 > γ2 as shown in Fig. 6(c) for γ1 = 1.2.

5 Conclusions

We have considered a nontrivial generalization of the paradigmatic Kuramoto
model by using an additional coupling term that explicitly breaks the rota-
tional symmetry of the Kuramoto model. The strength of the symmetry
breaking coupling is found to play a key role in the manifestation of the
dynamical states and their transitions along with the onset of bistability
among the observed dynamical states in the phase diagram. A typical phase
diagram of the Kuramoto model is transformed into a typical phase diagram
of the Winfree mode for the unit value of the strength of the symmetry
breaking coupling thereby bridging the dynamics of both the Kuramoto and
Winfree models. Large values of the strength of the symmetry breaking cou-
pling favor the manifestation of bistable regions and synchronized stationary
state in a large region of the phase diagram. The dynamical transitions in
the bistable region are characterized by an abrupt (first-order) transition in
both the forward and reverse traces. Phase diagrams of both the Kuramoto
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and Winfree models resemble each other for symmetric bimodal frequency
distribution except for the regime shifts and the degree of the spread of the
dynamical states and bistable regions. Nevertheless, for asymmetric bimodal
frequency distribution one cannot observe the bistable states for low values
of the strength of the symmetry breaking coupling when γ1 < γ2. In contrast,
bistable states emerge even for γ1 < γ2 for a large strength of the symmetry
breaking coupling. Larger γ1/γ2 and larger q favors the emergence of the
bistable states in the case of the asymmetric bimodal frequency distribution.
A large ω0 and consequently a large degree of heterogeneity facilitates the
spread of the incoherent and standing wave states in the phase diagram for
a low strength of the symmetry breaking coupling. However, a large q pro-
motes the spread of the synchronized stationary state and bistable regions
in the phase diagram despite the degree of heterogeneity in the frequency
distribution. We have deduced the low-dimensional evolution equations for
the complex order parameters using the Ott-Antonsen ansatz for both uni-
modal and bimodal frequency distributions. We have also deduced the Hopf,
pitchfork, saddle-node bifurcation curves from the low-dimensional evolution
equations for the complex order parameters. Homoclinic bifurcation curve
is obtained from XPPAUT software. Simulation results, obtained from the
original discrete set of equations agrees well with the analytical bifurcation
curves. We sincerely believe that our results will shed more light and enhance
our current understanding of the effects of symmetry breaking coupling in
the phase models and bridges the dynamics of two distinctly different phase
models, which are far from reach otherwise.

6 Acknowledgements

The work of V.K.C. is supported by the DST-CRG Project under Grant No.
CRG/2020/004353 and DST, New Delhi for computational facilities under the
DST-FIST program (SR/FST/PS- 1/2020/135)to the Department of Physics.
M.M. thanks the Department of Science and Technology, Government of
India, for provid- ing financial support through an INSPIRE Fellowship No.
DST/INSPIRE Fellowship/2019/IF190871. S.G. acknowledges support from
the Science and Engineering Research Board (SERB), India under SERB-
TARE scheme Grant No. TAR/2018/000023 and SERB-MATRICS scheme
Grant No. MTR/2019/000560. He also thanks ICTP – The Abdus Salam
International Centre for Theoretical Physics, Trieste, Italy for support under
its Regular Associateship scheme. DVS is supported by the DST-SERB-CRG
Project under Grant No. CRG/2021/000816.

Data Availability Statement: No Data associated in the manuscript.
The data sets on the current study are available from the corresponding author
on reasonable request.



Springer Nature 2021 LATEX template

20

References

[1] T. Stankovski, T. Pereira, Peter V. E. McClintock and A. Stefanovska,
Coupling functions: Universal insights into dynamical interactionmecha-

nisms, Rev. Mod. Phys. 89 045001 (2017).

[2] A. Koseska, E. Volkov and J. Kurths, Transition from Amplitude to

Oscillation Death Via Turing Bifurcation, Phys. Rev. Lett. 111, 024103
(2013).

[3] A. Zakharova, M. Kapeller, and E. Schöll, Chimera Death: Symmetry
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