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We report the effect of nonlinear bias of the frequency of collective oscillations of sin-coupled phase oscillators subject
to individual asymmetric Cauchy noises. The noise asymmetry makes the Ott–Antonsen Ansatz inapplicable. We argue
that, for all stable non-Gaussian noises, the tail asymmetry is not only possible (in addition to the trivial shift of the
distribution median) but also generic in many physical and biophysical set-ups. For the theoretical description of the
effect, we develop a mathematical formalism based on the circular cumulants. The derivation of rigorous asymptotic
results can be performed on this basis but seems infeasible in traditional terms of the circular moments (the Kuramoto–
Daido order parameters). The effect of the entrainment of individual oscillator frequencies by the global oscillations is
also reported in detail. The accuracy of theoretical results based on the low dimensional circular cumulant reductions
is validated with the high-accuracy “exact” solutions calculated with the continued fraction method.

The macroscopic dynamics of many paradigmatic mod-
els of nonlinear oscillator populations, including neural

ones, are low dimensional and can be exactly described
within the framework of the Ott–Antonsen Ansatz for the

case of Cauchy noise. Not surprisingly, this mathematical
framework was repeatedly employed for theoretical stud-

ies. However, in contrast to the Gaussian noise, which can-
not be asymmetric, all other stable noises, including the

Cauchy one, can be asymmetric. The asymmetry of micro-
scopic fluctuations, which give rise to the effective white
macroscopic noise, creates merely a shift of the mean value

of Gaussian noise in the absence of heavy-tailed large fluc-
tuations, but it results in an alpha-stable (Lévy) noise with

asymmetric tails in the presence of these large fluctua-
tions. The asymmetry of non-Gaussian stable noises was

well established and appreciated in financial statistics by
Mandelbrot and other researchers. For physical and bio-

physical systems, in many generic set-ups, one ought to
expect an asymmetric Cauchy noise, which violates the

applicability conditions of the Ott–Antonsen Ansatz. In
this paper we provide a mathematical framework for the-

oretical description of the macroscopic dynamics of oscil-
lator populations subject to asymmetric Cauchy noise; the

framework is based on the formalism of so-called “circu-
lar cumulants.” Further, we report the phenomenon of

nonlinear bias of collective oscillation frequency, which is
completely discarded by the Ott–Antonsen Ansatz, by the

noise asymmetry for a Kuramoto-type ensemble. In net-
works of heterogeneous oscillators, the effect of frequency

entrainment of individual oscillators by the global oscilla-
tion can be quite divers and is theoretically characterized
within the developed framework.

I. INTRODUCTION

In the theory of collective phenomenon an important
and broad class of paradigmatic models of phase oscillator
populations was found to exhibit low dimensional macro-
scopic dynamics. The mathematical nature of these dy-
namics was elucidated by the Watanabe–Strogatz theory;1–4

later on, the Ott–Antonsen (OA) theory delivered explicit
low dimensional equations for the dynamics of the Ku-
ramoto order parameter.5,6 This theory allowed for a signif-
icant theoretical advance with understanding many collective
phenomenon.7–16 In particular, it gave birth to the “next gener-
ation neural mass models” in mathematical neuroscience.15–18

For awhile, there was a persisting challenge of the gen-
eralization of the original OA theory to imperfect situa-
tions, where the applicability conditions of the OA theory are
slightly violated. Arguably, the most important of all might be
the case of individual noise. For instance, endogenous noise
was identified to be responsible for the emergence of collec-
tive gamma-band oscillations in balanced networks of synap-
tically coupled neurons.19. The effect was also observable for
the quadratic integrate-and-fire model (QIF) of neurons, for
which the OA theory is valid in the noise-free case. However,
the OA model reduction (not a rigorous theory in this case)
does not show appearance of macroscopic self-oscillations in
the presence of noise.19 The generalization of the OA theory
on the basis of the so-called “circular cumulants”20,21 allowed
to construct low-dimensional model reductions incorporating
the effect of extrinsic and endogenous noises22–25 and mathe-
matical theoretical descriptions for macroscopic collective os-
cillations in networks of QIFs. These macroscopic theories
employed the “diffusion approximation” for noise, which as-
sumes the noise to be white and Gaussian.26,27

The Lorentzian noise is an exceptional case, for which the
OA theory is exact. Recently,28–31 the macroscopic dynamics
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of oscillator populations with Lorentzian (symmetric Cauchy)
noise were extensively studied by means of the OA Ansatz. In
particular, the effect of Lorentzian noise for QIFs was found
to be practically equivalent to the one of quenched disorder
(frozen heterogeneity of natural frequency, coupling, etc.);
no analogue of the aforementioned collective oscillations in-
duced by endogenous Gaussian noise was reported. How-
ever, dealing with Cauchy noise, one must be aware of an
issue which is simply impossible for (and only for) Gaussian
noise while is abundant for all non-Gaussian noises. Here one
ought to make one step back and discuss the physical origin of
the mathematical models of white Gaussian and non-Gaussian
noises.

Consider microscopic fluctuations with correlation time
much shorter than the time scale of the macroscopic system
dynamics. One can take a mesoscopic time interval long com-
pared to the fluctuation correlation time and short compared
to the macroscopic time scale. The impact of fluctuations on
this time interval will be given by the sum of a large number
of independent microscopic fluctuations and the impacts on
successive mesoscopic intervals will be independent. Thus,
we arrive to an effective noise, which is “continuous” and δ -
correlated on the mesoscopic time scale. Simultaneously, it is
distributed as the sums of large number of independent ran-
dom numbers. According to the Central limit theorem, if the
distribution of summands (microscopic fluctuations) decays
as 1/|x|3 or faster, these sums are Gaussian distributed.32 This
is the ground for the stochastic mathematical models with δ -
correlated Gaussian noise. In particular, in the mathematical
neuroscience, the aforementioned “diffusion approximation”
is adopted not only for extrinsic noises but also for the endoge-
nous noise generated by the irregularity of incoming synaptic
pulse trains from other neurons of the network, given suffi-
ciently large number of inbound synapses.23,33

However, if the distribution of microscopic fluctuations
possesses a heavier tails 1/|x|α+1 with 0 < α < 2, the sums
will be distributed with the power-law tails of the same ex-
ponent (distributions with α ≤ 0 are impossible as they can-
not be normalized). Such heavy-tailed fluctuations are also
called Lévy flights and not exotic in physics, geology, biol-
ogy, and finances.34–38 In particular, the Lorentzian distribu-
tion corresponds to α = 1 and this distribution is quite abun-
dant for disorder in physical systems.39–42 Therefore, the case
of white Cauchy noise is physically meaningful and receives
a deserved attention from researchers.

In Sec. II, with Eqs. (1) and (2), we will discuss one of
unique properties of Gaussian noise which distinguishes it
from all heavy-tailed Lévy noises: it cannot be asymmetric
(skewed). Asymmetry of microscopic fluctuations forming
the noise merely shifts its mean value. In particular, for the
endogenous noise generated by the irregularity of the arrival
timing of inhibitory synaptic pulses of constant amplitude,
the effective fluctuations of the synaptic current around the
time-averaged value are Gaussian and possess a symmetric
distribution.23,26,27 On the contrary, for heavy-tailed micro-
scopic fluctuations, their inherent asymmetry creates an asym-
metric Lévy fluctuations of synaptic current. The asymmetric
Lévy noise turns out to be not merely possible but natural for

many physically and biologically relevant set-ups.
Recently, triggered by Ref. 43, the impact of Lévy noise

on collective dynamics in neural and other systems re-
ceived a revitalized attention from the nonlinear dynamics
community.44–51

In this paper, we report the effect of the frequency bias of
collective oscillations induced by asymmetric Cauchy noise
for the Kuramoto ensemble. This effect will be shown to
be essentially nonlinear. It completely drops out within the
framework of the Ott–Antonsen Ansatz, which is accurate for
a symmetric Cauchy noise, but can be theoretically described
with the formalism of circular cumulants.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we provide
mathematical preliminaries for asymmetric Lévy noises and
rigorous motivation of the interest to them. In Sec. III A, we
derive the circular cumulant reduction equations for a popu-
lation of phase oscillators driven by independent δ -correlated
asymmetric Cauchy noises. In Sec. III C, we construct a rig-
orous asymptotic expansion for the time-independent macro-
scopic states and discuss the convergence of circular cumulant
expansions for such states. In Sec. III D, the problem of indi-
vidual frequency entrainment for heterogeneous populations
with global coupling is solved within the low dimensional cir-
cular cumulant reductions. In Sec. IV, the effect of nonlinear
bias of collective oscillation frequency by the noise asymme-
try is presented and theoretically explained for the Kuramoto
ensemble. In Sec. IV C, the entrainment of individual frequen-
cies is characterized. In Sec. IV D, the employment of the
continued fraction method for high-precision numerical solu-
tions for the Kuramoto ensemble is described. Conclusions
are summarized in Sec. V.

II. MATHEMATICAL PRELIMINARIES: ALPHA-STABLE
DISTRIBUTION SKEWNESS

As the number of elements of the sum of independent
identically-distributed random numbers grows, the distribu-
tion of the sum tends to an invariant limiting shape, which is
called “α-stable distribution.”32 Gaussian and Lorentzian dis-
tributions are the only cases with a simple analytical formula
of the distribution. The stable distributions w(x) are naturally
given by their characteristic functions

Fx(k) = 〈eikx〉= exp
[
ikµ −|ck|α(1+ iβ sign(k)Θ)

]
, (1)

where α ∈ (0,2], µ ∈ R is a shift parameter, c > 0 is a scale
parameter measuring the distribution width, β ∈ [−1,1] is the
skewness parameter,

Θ =

{
tan
(

πα
2

)
, for α 6= 1;

− 2
π ln |k|, for α = 1.

(2)

For α = 2, Eq. (1) yields the characteristic function of a Gaus-
sian distribution; for α = 1 and β = 0, this is a characteristic
function of the Lorentzian (symmetric Cauchy) distribution
with median µ and half-width at half-height c. The sum of two
independent α-stable random variables is an α-stable random
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FIG. 1. Formation of an asymmetric α-stable distribution is illus-
trated with large sums for α = 1. (a): Black line: a piecewise
Lorentzian distribution of independent random numbers r j with a
continuous PDF C1/[(r−x1)

2+∆2
1] for r < 0 and C2/[(r−x2)

2+∆2
2]

for r ≥ 0, where (x1,∆1,x2,∆2) = (−1,0.5,1.5,1.2) and C1,2 are
the normalization constants; blue line: the PDF of sums r[N] =
N−1 ∑N

j=1 r j for large N = 1000; red dashed lines: the asymp-

totic laws for the tails of the PDF of sums, an/(r
[N]− µN)

2, where
a1 = 0.081 (a2 = 0.271) for the left (right) tail and µN is taken from
panel (b). (b): The real (imaginary) part of the logarithm of the nu-
merically calculated characteristic function of r[N] is plotted with red
circles (blue squares); the solid (dashed) line shows the fitting of
lnFr[N](k) with iµNk−σN(|k|− i[2βN/π]k ln |k|), where µN = 1.422,
σN = 0.555, βN = 0.483.

variable with parameters

µ = µ1 + µ2 , (3)

|c|= (|c1|α + |c2|α)1/α , (4)

β =
β1|c1|α +β2|c2|α
|c1|α + |c2|α

. (5)

For a correct generation of the discrete time version of a
δ -correlated α-stable noise, one has to take the following
properties into account. For the sum of two noise increments
ξ∆t∆t the equivalent increment for the time step size (2∆t) is
ξ2∆t2∆t = 21/αξ∆t∆t [see Eq. (4)]; therefore, ξ∆t ∝ (∆t)1/α−1.
One must comply with the latter scaling law in numerical sim-
ulations and in the derivations of continuous-time mathemat-
ical description from more intuitively obvious discrete time
considerations.44

With Eq. (2), one can see the unique property of the case
of α = 2: a Gaussian distribution cannot be asymmetric, the
asymmetry of summands merely shifts µ . For α 6= 2, the sum-
mands with asymmetric tails generate an asymmetric α-stable
distribution.

In Fig. 1, we illustrate that the sums of asymmetric mi-
croscopic fluctuations with Cauchy tails generate an asym-
metric Cauchy-type distribution and this distribution is α-
stable, which is validated with the characteristic function in
Fig. 1b perfectly fitted with shape (1). Further, we take a
shot noise, which, for instance, one would find for trains of
incoming synaptic pulses in neuronal populations with ran-
dom networks of synaptic links23 and finite globally coupled
subpopulations:52,53

s(t) = ∑
j

ζ jδ (t − t j) ,
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FIG. 2. The nature of the “diffusion approximation” for Poissonian
processes of δ -pulses ξ (t) is illustrated with the PDF of the integral
Ξ =

∫ 1
0 ξ (t)dt for the rate of pulses arrival 104. (a): Pink lines: the

PDFs for pulses of strength 1 and pulses of random strength ζ j with
PDF P(ζ ) = Cζ ζ 2/[(ζ 3 − x2)

2 + ∆2
2] for ζ ≥ 0 and 0 for ζ < 0,

the dashed and short-dashed black lines show the Gaussian fitting
for the unit and ζ j pulses, respectively, see the right and upper pink
axes for the scale; blue line: the PDF for pulses with heavy tail of
P(ζ ) = Bζ /[(ζ − x2)

2 +∆2
2] for ζ ≥ 0 and 0 for ζ < 0. Parameters:

x2 = 1.5, ∆2 = 1.2. In the latter case, the distribution of Ξ is non-
Gaussian and asymmetric: one cannot use an effective continuous
Gaussian noise approximation for the limit of large pulse arrival rate.
(b): For the latter case, the logarithm of the characteristic function
of Ξ is fitted with µN = 4.87, σN = 0.77, βN = 1 (notations are the
same as in Fig. 1b).

where t j and ζ j are the arrival time and strength of the jth
pulse, respectively. In the case of a sparse network of synap-
tic links, the arrival times are uncorrelated on the mesoscopic
time scale and one can think of a Poissonian process.23,33 If
the pulses are of identical strength the integral over a meso-
scopic time interval

Ξτ =
∫ τ

0
s(t)dt

will be Gaussian-distributed. Therefore, given the number of
incoming pulses per τ is large, one can effectively represent
the input drive as s(t) = 〈s(t)〉+σsξ (t), where ξ (t) is a white
Gaussian noise (see Fig. 2a). This gives rise to the so-called
“diffusion approximation” broadly accepted and well recom-
mended itself in mathematical neuroscience.26,27

If one considers distributed ζ j, which corresponds to a non-
identical strength of synaptic links, and their distribution pos-
sesses tails decaying non-slower than ∝ 1/|ζ |3, the effective
noise will be still Gaussian. In Fig. 2a, one can witness a
Gaussian distribution for the case of 1/|ζ |4-tails; the conver-
gence to the Gaussian distribution is slow in this case and one
can notice a remaining tiny asymmetry of the distribution (the
asymmetry vanishes for longer sums). However, for heavier
tails of the distribution of ζ j, we arrive to the case of an asym-
metric α-stable noise. The researchers thoroughly studied the
case of a Lorentzian quenched disorder or/and noise.15,29,30

Given we take a Lorentzian distribution of ζ j and truncate all
negative (or positive) links due to a biological reason that one
should expect different mechanisms of formation for excitory
and inhibitory links and, therefore, nonidentical distributions
of the strength of two, we arrive to the case of an asymmetric
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Cauchy distribution (see Fig. 2a and b). The argument of the
different distributions for positive and negative links makes
also the first illustration (Fig. 1) biophysically relevant.

III. MACROSCOPIC EQUATIONS FOR POPULATIONS

WITH ASYMMETRIC CAUCHY NOISE

A. Circular cumulant reduction for the population dynamics
under asymmetric Cauchy noise

It is instructive to start from finite circular cumulant re-
ductions and derive the infinite chain of CC equations in
Sec. III B, since this generalized derivation is much more in-
volved. The results of entire Sec. III are not restricted to
the case of the Kuramoto ensemble and are applicable to a
wide class of ensembles. Namely, we consider a population
of sin-coupled phase elements (oscillators) subject to additive
δ -correlated noises σξ j(t):

ϕ̇ j = ω(t)+ Im(2h(t)e−iϕ j)+σξ j(t) , (6)

where ξ j(t) are drawn from an asymmetric Cauchy distribu-
tion (α = 1, β 6= 0). This shape of the h-term covers many
paradigmatic mean-field coupling models from the theory of
collective phenomena; in particular, for the Kuramoto cou-
pling of strength ε [see Eq. (39)] h = εZ1/2, where the Ku-
ramoto order parameter Z1 =N−1 ∑N

j=1 exp[iϕ j], for a shunted
chain of superconducting Josephson junctions h is a constant
proportional to the shunting Ohmic resistance,2 the synap-
tic coupling of theta-neurons can be also conveyed by such
form.15,16

One can derive a fractional Fokker–Planck equation gov-
erning the dynamics of the average probability density w(ϕ , t)
(e.g., see Refs. 54, 55 or 56 for the formulations in terms of
this paper). In the Fourier space, where

w(ϕ , t) =
1

2π

+∞

∑
m=−∞

am(t)e
−imϕ , (7)

a0 = 1 and a−m = a∗m, the Fokker–Planck equation reads

ȧm = imωam +mham−1 −mh∗am+1 +σΦ̇(ξ )(m)am , (8)

where

Φ̇(ξ )(m)≡
Φξ ∆t(m;c = ∆t)

∆t

and Φξ ∆t(k;c)≡ lnFξ ∆t(k;c) is the logarithm of the character-
istic function (1) for the discrete time version of noise ξ (t) and
time step ∆t (see Appendix A for derivation). For an asym-
metric Cauchy noise [see Eqs. (1) and (2)],

Φ̇(ξ )(m) =−|m|+ i
2β

π
m ln |m| . (9)

One can also include here the case of a heterogeneous pop-
ulation with a Lorentzian distribution of natural frequencies

G(ω) =
π−1γ

γ2 +(ω −ω0)2 ,

which yields equations for the Kuramoto–Daido order param-
eters Zm(t) =

∫
G(ω)am(ω , t)dω from Eq. (8):

Żm = m
(
(iω0 − γ)Zm + hZm−1 − h∗Zm+1

)
+σΦ̇(ξ )(m)Zm ,

(10)
where Z0 = 1.

One can introduce “circular cumulants”20,21,57,58 (CCs)
related to Zm via the generating function. The moment-
generating function is an analogue of the conventional char-
acteristic function, but for a cyclic variable:

F(k, t) = 〈ekeiϕ 〉=
∞

∑
m=0

Zm(t)
km

m!
, (11)

and its logarithm provides the CC-generating function

Ψ(k, t) = k
∂

∂k
lnF(k, t) =

∞

∑
m=1

κmkm. (12)

The first three CCs are

κ1 = Z1 , κ2 = Z2 −Z2
1 , κ3 =

Z3 − 3Z2Z1 + 2Z3
1

2
;

for arbitrary order, one can use recursive formulae:

κm =
Zm

(m− 1)!
−

m−1

∑
n=1

κnZm−n

(m− n)!
.

For the thirst three CCs one can write κ̇1 = Ż1, κ̇2 = Ż2 −
2Z1Ż1, etc., and derive the chain of the dynamics equations
for circular cumulants:

Ż1 = (iω0 − γ −σ)Z1 + h− h∗(κ2 +Z2
1) , (13)

κ̇2 = 2(iω0 − γ −σ)κ2 − 4h∗(κ3 +Z1κ2)

+ i
2β σ

π
ln4(κ2 +Z2

1) , (14)

κ̇3 = 3(iω0 − γ −σ)κ3 − h∗(9κ4 + 6Z1κ3 + 3κ2
2)

+ i
3β σ

π

(
ln9κ3 + ln

27
4

κ2Z1 + ln
3
4

Z3
1

)
. (15)

In Sec. III B, the infinite chain of the CC equations is derived,
but Eqs. (13)–(15) are already sufficient for us to explain some
general observations, which can be also seen to be valid with
the infinite chain given by (17) and (21).

For β = 0 (symmetric Cauchy noise) or σ = 0 (noise-
free), the equation chain (13)–(15) admits solution Z1 6= 0,
κm≥2 = 0, which is the OA Ansatz, where the dynamics of
Z1 is governed solely by Eq. (13); moreover, this solution is
attracting6 for γ +σ > 0. Hence, the CC representation has
potential to be a useful framework for studying nonideal situ-
ations, where higher κm are nonzero but small.

For β σ > 0, Eqs. (14) and (15) yield

κ2 ∝ β σZ2
1 ln4 ,

κ3 ∝ β σ

(
ln

3
4

Z3
1 + ln

27
4

κ2Z1

)
+O

(
κ2

2

)
.
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Here two different smallness hierarchies can emerge:
(i) for a weak collective mode |Z1| ≪ 1, circular cumulants
κ2 ∝ Z2

1 , κ3 ∝ Z3
1 , . . . κm ∝ Zm

1 ;
(ii) for weak noise σ ≪ 1 or small noise asymmetry
β ≪ 1, circular cumulants κ2 ∝ (β σ ln4)Z2

1 and κ3 ∝

β σ(ln 3
4 Z3

1 + ln 27
4 κ2Z1), whence one can estimate the or-

der of magnitude of the ratio κ3/κ2 ∼ [ln(3/4)/ ln4]Z1 +
[ln(27/4)/ ln4]κ2/Z1 +O(β σ)≈−0.2Z1.
In case (i), we have an obvious decaying geometric progres-
sion of κm. In case (ii), the second CC makes a correction
to the OA solution, but κ3 is of the same order of smallness.
However, first, κ3 makes an indirect impact on the dynam-
ics of Z1, only via the dynamics of κ2, which is immediately
present in Eq. (13) for Z1; second, |κ3/κ2| is smaller than
(1/5)|Z1|, while |Z1| ≤ 1. Hence, κ3 can be expected to be
often of minor significance against the background of the κ2-
correction. In summary, one can adopt an approximate closure
κ3 = 0 as a result of rigorous asymptotic expansion in some
cases or as a rough approximation in other circumstances.

The geometric interpretation of the two first CCs for a phase
variable was explained via analogy with a variable on the
infinite line.21 For a phase variable, the first circular cumu-
lant (the Kuramoto order parameter) characterizes the loca-
tion of the distribution center with argZ1 and its width with
ln(1/|Z1|). The second circular cumulant quantifies the distri-
bution asymmetry with (argκ2−2argZ1) and the deformation
of tails with |κ2|, which are analogues of skewness and kurto-
sis for a variable on the line, respectively. The third circular
cumulant provides characterization beyond the analogues of
skewness and kurtosis.

B. Circular cumulant equation chain

The infinite chain of CC equations can be derived via the
dynamics of the moment-generating function (11) of phase ϕ .
One calculates20,24,25 the time-derivative

∂

∂ t
F(k, t) =

∞

∑
m=0

Żm(t)
km

m!

= (iω0 − γ)k
∂

∂k
F + hkF − h∗k

∂ 2

∂k2 F +σΦ̇(ξ )

(
k

∂

∂k

)
F ,

where Żm are substituted from Eq. (10). As Ψ(k, t) = k
F

∂F
∂k

=

k ∂
∂k

lnF(k, t) (12), one finds Ψ̇ = k ∂
∂k

Ḟ
F

and

∂Ψ

∂ t
= (iω0 − γ −σ)k

∂

∂k
Ψ+ hk− h∗k

∂

∂k

(
k

∂

∂k

Ψ

k
+

Ψ2

k

)

+ i
2β σ

π
k

∂

∂k

(
1
F

k
∂

∂k
ln

(
k

∂

∂k

)
F

)
. (16)

Substituting series (12) into (16) and collecting terms with km,
one finds

κ̇m = m(iω0 − γ −σ)κm+ hδm1

− h∗
(

m2κm+1 +m
m

∑
n=1

κm−n+1κn

)
+ im

2β σ

π
G

(β )
m , (17)

where G
(β )
m are the coefficients of the power series of

G
(β ) ≡ 1

F
k

∂

∂k
ln

(
k

∂

∂k

)
F ≡

∞

∑
m=1

G
(β )
m km.

The coefficients of the series

G
(β ) = e−∑∞

n=1 κn
kn

n k
∂

∂k
ln

(
k

∂

∂k

)
e∑∞

l=1 κl
kl

l ,

where k ∂
∂k

ln(k ∂
∂k
) does not change the exponent of km but

creates the multiplier m lnm for the km-term of the right-hand-
side exponential, does not seem to be representable by an ex-
plicit formula.

Using the recursive forward and backward formulae for cir-
cular cumulants and moments

κm =
Zm

(m− 1)!
−

m−1

∑
n=1

κnZm−n

(m− n)!
, (18)

Zm = (m− 1)!κm+
m−1

∑
n=1

(m− 1)!
(m− n)!

κnZm−n , (19)

one can write the time-derivative of (18), κ̇m = Żm

(m−1)! −
∑m−1

n=1
κnŻm−n+κ̇nZm−n

(m−n)! , and obtain a recursive formula

mG
(β )
m =

m lnmZm

(m− 1)!
−

m−1

∑
n=1

(
κn(m− n) ln(m− n)+ nG

(β )
n

)
Zm−n

(m− n)!
,

(20)
where n lnn = 0 for n = 0 and 1. Starting from m = 1, one can

recursively employ Eqs. (19) and (20) to calculate G
(β )
m as a

function of κn with n = 1, ...,m for all m.
Employing the recursive procedure, one obtains

G
(β )
1 = 0 , (21a)

2G
(β )
2 = 2ln2(κ2 +κ2

1 ) , (21b)

2G
(β )
3 = 2ln3κ3 + ln

27
4

κ2κ1 + ln
3
4

κ3
1 , (21c)

2G
(β )
4 = 2ln4κ4 +

2
3

ln
256
27

κ3κ1 + ln2κ2
2

+ ln
16
27

κ2κ2
1 +

1
3

ln
32
27

κ4
1 , (21d)

2G
(β )
5 = 2ln5κ5 +

1
2

ln
55

44 κ4κ1 +
1
3

ln
55

22 × 33 κ3κ2

+
1
3

ln
33 × 55

86 κ3κ2
1 +

1
4

ln
55

24 × 36 κ2
2 κ1

+
1
6

ln
55 × 36

410 κ2κ3
1 +

1
12

ln
5× 36

46 κ5
1 , (21e)

. . . .

One can also derive the coefficient of the term κm
1 in G

(β )
m ,

which will be required below for a rigorous asymptotic theory:

G
(β )
m =Cmκm

1 + . . . ,

Cm =
m−2

∑
n=0

(−1)n ln(m− n)

n!(m− n− 1)!
; (22)
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FIG. 3. The ratio of Cm to approximation (23) is plotted vs m.

for instance, C1 = 0, C2 = ln2, C3 =
1
2 ln3− ln2= 1

2 ln 3
4 , C4 =

1
3! ln4− 1

2 ln3+ 1
2 ln2 = 1

6 ln 32
27 . An approximation

Cm≥2 ≈
(−1)m

m! lnm
(23)

will be useful for the analysis of asymptotic expansions; the
relative error of this approximation is below 7% as one can
see in Fig. 3.

C. Rigorous asymptotic dynamics of time-independent states

In this section we derive the rigorous perturbative equations
for small β σ and discuss their implications for the two-CCs
approximation.

If γ +σ > 0, the OA manifold (κm≥2 = 0) is known to be
attracting for β σ = 0. Small but finite β σ enforces deviations
from the OA manifold; specifically, Eq. (17) with m ≥ 2 and
(21) dictates κm≥2 ∼ β σZm

1 [cf Eqs. (13)–(15)]. For a finite
Z1, one should not neglect κm+1 in the dynamical equation for
κm as it is of the same order of magnitude with respect to β σ
as κm. To the first order in β σ , equation system (17) simplifies
to

Ż1 = (iω0 − γ −σ)Z1 + h− h∗(κ2 +Z2
1) , (24)

κ̇m = m(iω0 − γ −σ − 2h∗Z1)κm −m2h∗κm+1

+ im
2β σ

π
CmZm

1 , for m = 2,3,4, . . . . (25)

Let us consider a time-independent state. Often, phase sys-
tems are invariant to the shift of all phases by the same value
(e.g., Kuramoto and Kuramoto–Sakaguchi ensembles59–62);
in this case one can also have a “rotating” solution which is
time-independent in a corotating frame. To include such sit-
uations in our study, we admit κ̇m = imΩκm, where the con-
stant frequency Ω will be determined by the self-consistency
conditions (is zero for the systems without the phase-shift in-
variance). With notation ω̃ =Ω−ω0, one can recast Eqs. (24)

and (25):

(γ +σ + iω̃ + h∗Z1)Z1 − h =−h∗κ2 , (26)

(γ +σ + iω̃ + 2h∗Z1)κm =−mh∗κm+1 + i
2β σ

π
CmZm

1 , (27)

for m = 2,3,4, . . . .

The latter equation can be viewed as an explicit recursive re-
lation κm = icmZm

1 −mbκm+1, where

cm =
2β σπ−1Cm

γ +σ + 2h∗Z1 + iω̃
, b =

h∗

γ +σ + 2h∗Z1 + iω̃
.

Hence, one can iteratively calculate

κm =
∞

∑
l=0

icm+lZ
m+l
1 (−b)l (m+ l− 1)!

(m− 1)!
(28)

for m = 2,3, . . . . Specifically, for κ2, which appears in the
r.h.s.-part of Eq. (26) for Z1,

κ2 = i
2β σ

π

Z1

h∗

∞

∑
l=1

Cl+1(−1)l+1 (bZ1)
l
l! (29)

≈ i
2β σ

π

Z1

h∗

∞

∑
l=1

1
(l + 1) ln(l + 1)



 1
γ+σ+iω̃

h∗Z1
+ 2




l

, (30)

where we employed approximate expression (23) for the anal-
ysis of convergence of the series in (29). Substituting κ2 (29)
into Eq. (26), one obtains a self-consistency equation for Z1:

γ +σ + iω̃ + h∗Z1 −
h

Z1
= i

2β σ

π

∞

∑
l=1

(−1)ll!Cl+1 (bZ1)
l .

(31)
The convergence of this series is important as the l-th term

of it is owned by κl+1; the truncation of the CC expansion
after κl is equivalent to the truncation of the series (29) after
(l − 1). The magnitude of the geometric progression multi-
plier (bZ1) in brackets of (29) can be further estimated to the
leading order of (26) with respect to β σ ≪ 1: γ +σ + iω̃ =
h/Z1 − h∗Z1 +O(β σ) and the multiplier becomes

bZ1 ≈
1

1+
hZ∗

1
h∗Z1

1
|Z1|2

.

Notice, the absolute value of the second summand in the de-
nominator is ≥ 1 and attains 1 only for the perfect order states
|Z1|= 1. For low synchrony states (small |Z1|) the denomina-
tor is large and the series decays fast.

Let us consider the behavior of this multiplier in detail for
a typical case — Kuramoto–Sakaguchi global coupling62

h =
ε

2
e−iθ Z1 ,

where ε is the coupling strength and θ is the coupling phase
shift (θ = 0: purely dissipative coupling, θ = ±π/2: purely
conservative coupling, cosθ < 0: repelling coupling). For
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β σ → 0 or, as explained at the end of Sec. III A, next to the
synchronization threshold, where |κ2| ∝ |Z1|2 ≪ |Z1|, one can
neglect the κ2-term in Eq. (26). In this case, the real part of
Eq. (26) divided by Z1 becomes γ +σ = ε

2 cosθ (1− |Z1|2).
The collective mode exists above the Kuramoto transition
threshold, ε > εcr = 2(γ +σ)/cosθ , which is not affected by
β , and

|Z1|2
∣∣
β σ→0 = 1− εcr

ε
.

In this case the multiplier |bZ1| ≈ (ε − εcr)/[(ε − εcr)
2 + ε2 +

2ε(ε −εcr)cos2θ ]1/2 is smaller than 1 for cos2θ >− ε
2(ε−εcr)

.
The latter condition is always fulfilled for ε < 2εcr; for higher
coupling strength the condition is violated in a gap around θ =
π/2, i.e. for a mostly-conservative coupling with a small dis-
sipative part. The latter case can be important: it might be re-
lated to the first analytically solvable example of “Chimeras”
(solved by means of the OA Ansatz7), where the coupling
was slightly non-conservative (of course, an additional level
of network connections in Ref. 7 also complicates the situa-
tion significantly).

Generally, one can conclude that the case of a fast decay of
the series in Eq. (29) is expected to be typical but not guar-
antied. The factor (l + 1) ln(l + 1) in the denominator of (30)
assists the rate of convergence for |bZ1| ≤ 1 but does not pre-
vent divergence for |bZ1|> 1.

D. Entrainment of frequencies of individual oscillators

Oscillations of an individual noisy oscillator can be more
or less strongly entrained by the dynamics of the synchronous
bunch of oscillators, depending on the individual natural fre-
quency ω j. In the case of a uniformly rotating mean field Z1,
one can switch to the rotating frame and consider the time-
independent probability distribution of ψ j = ϕ j − argZ1. In
the rotating frame, Eq. (8) for the Fourier coefficients of the
PDF of the subpopulation of oscillators with the same natural
frequency ω reads

ȧm = imδω am +mham−1−mh∗am+1 +σΦ̇(ξ )(m)am , (32)

where δω = ω −Ω, Ω is the rotation rate of mean field Z1,
and h is a frozen constant.

For the derivation of the average oscillation frequency of
oscillators with natural frequency ω , one has to deal with the
Fokker–Planck equation (32) in the ψ-space [cf Eq. (A4) in
Appendix A]:

∂wω (ψ , t)

∂ t
+

∂

∂ψ

[(
δω − ihe−iψ + ih∗eiψ

)
wω(ψ , t)

]

−σΦ̇(ξ )

(
i

∂

∂ψ

)
wω(ψ , t) = 0 . (33)

For a time-independent distribution the probability density
flux Jω , which is defined by the conservation-law form of FPE

(33), ∂
∂ t

wω + ∂
∂ψ Jω = 0, is constant:

Jω =
(
δω − ihe−iψ + ih∗eiψ

)
wω (ψ)

−
ψ∫

dψ1σΦ̇(ξ )

(
i

∂

∂ψ1

)
wω (ψ1) . (34)

The value of the probability density flux gives the average
cyclic oscillation frequency detuning νω ≡ 〈ϕ̇ω 〉−Ω= 〈ψ̇〉=
2πJω . Substituting the Fourier expansion into (34), one finds

Jω =
+∞

∑
m=−∞

(
δω − ihe−iψ + ih∗eiψ

) am

2π
e−imψ

−
ψ∫

dψ1

+∞

∑
m=−∞

σ

(
−|m|+ i

2β

π
m ln |m|

)
am

2π
e−imψ1 ,

the constant part of which gives

νω = 2πJω = δω − Im(2h∗a1) . (35)

For the average oscillation frequency, one calculates the time-
independent solution of equation chain (32) and substitute a1
into (35).

With the 2CC model reduction (13)–(14) (with Z1 := a1,
κ3 = 0 and γ = 0 since we deal with a subpopulation of oscilla-
tors with identical natural frequencies), for a fixed field h, one
expresses κ2 = i(2β σ/π) ln2

σ−iδω+2h∗a1−i(2β σ/π) ln2 a2
1 from (14), substi-

tutes it into (13), and finds a cubic equation for A1 ≡ a1|h|/h:

A3
1 − i

3
2

δω + iσ

|h| A2
1 −
[

1+
(δω + iσ)(δω + iσ + 2β σ

π ln2)

2|h|2

]
A1

+ i
δω + iσ + 2β σ

π ln2

2|h| = 0 , (36)

the physically relevant solution of which is

a1 =
h

|h|

(
i
δω + iσ

2|h| +
p1/3

2

− (δω + iσ)(δω + iσ − 4β σ
π ln2)− 4|h|2

6|h|2 p1/3

)
, (37)

p = i
2β σ ln2

π |h|

[
(δω + iσ)2

|h|2 − 2

]
− i

[
64
27

− 16(δω + iσ + (
√

13−2)β σ
π ln2)(δω + iσ − (

√
13+2)β σ

π ln2)

9|h|2

+
4(δω + iσ)2(δω + iσ + 2β σ

π ln2)(δω + iσ − 10β σ
π ln2)

9|h|4

− (δω + iσ)3(δω + iσ + 2β σ
π ln2)2(δω + iσ − 16β σ

π ln2)

27|h|6
] 1

2

.

(Notice, two other formal solutions of the cubic equation for
A1 give either an unstable time-independent state or unphysi-
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FIG. 4. Macroscopic dynamics of Kuramoto ensemble subject to
asymmetric Cauchy noise. (a): Kuramoto order parameter |Z1| plot-
ted versus the coupling strength ε for β = 0.1 (magenta dotted line)
and β = 1 (black solid line) is apparently weakly influenced by the
noise asymmetry; the dependence of corresponding |h| is plotted for
β = 1 (thick blue line; the scale is on the right axis) and well ap-
proximated by its asymptotic value (43) for ε/εcr → ∞ (red dashed
line), which is independent of β . (b): The frequency of collective
oscillations Ω is affected by the noise asymmetry: β = 0.1 (magenta
dotted), 0.5 (green dashed), 1 (black solid).

cal solutions with |a1|> 1.) Hence, Eq. (35) within the frame-
work of the 2CC model reduction becomes

νω = |h| Im
[
(δω + iσ)(δω + iσ + 4β σ

π ln2)− 4|h|2
3|h|2 p1/3

− p
1
3

]
.

(38)

For β = 0, Eqs. (35)–(35) yield exact results as
the neglected higher-order CCs tend to zero in this
case. Hence, we recover the known solution for
a symmetric Cauchy distribution of natural frequencies:
a1 = h

2|h|2
(
iδω − σ +

√
4|h|2 − (δω + iσ)2

)
and νω =

Im
√

4|h|2 − (δω)2 +σ2 + 2iδω σ .?

IV. BIAS OF COLLECTIVE OSCILLATION FREQUENCY
BY ASYMMETRIC CAUCHY NOISE

A. Collective dynamics of the Kuramoto ensemble subject to
intrinsic asymmetric Cauchy noise

For the Kuramoto ensemble59–61 with noise

ϕ̇ j = ω j +
ε

N

N

∑
m=1

sin(ϕm −ϕ j)+σξ j(t) , j = 1,2, ...,N,

(39)

where ε is the coupling strength, one finds the form (6) with

h(t) =
εZ1

2
.

In the thermodynamic limit N → ∞, one finds a uniformly ro-
tating solution: Żm = imΩZm or, equivalently, κ̇m = imΩκm,
where ω̃ = Ω−ω0 can be nonzero because of the noise asym-
metry β . Eq. (14) with κ3 = 0 yields

κ2 =
i

2β σ
π ln2

γ +σ + iω̃ + ε|Z1|2 − i
2β σ

π ln2
Z2

1

and, after substitution of κ2, Eq. (13) can be recast as

|Z1|4 +
(

3εcr

2ε
− 1+ i

3ω̃

ε

)
|Z1|2

+

(
εcr

ε
− 1+ i

2ω̃

ε

)(
εcr

2ε
+ i

[
ω̃

ε
− 2β σ

πε
ln2

])
= 0 , (40)

where εcr = 2(γ +σ) is the Kuramoto transition point, which
is unaffected by the noise asymmetry β ; the collective mode
exists for ε > εcr.

For a symmetric noise with β = 0, Eq. (40) is a quadratic
equation for |Z1|2, where ω̃ = 0. However, for β 6= 0, this
equation is more complex than quadratic, because |Z1| is
real-valued, while the coefficients are complex and variable
ω̃ 6= 0 is to be determined from the self-consistency condition.
Specifically, the real and imaginary parts of Eq. (40) yield

|Z1|4 +
(

3εcr

2ε
− 1

)
|Z1|2

− εcr

2ε

(
1− εcr

ε

)
− 2ω̃

ε

(
ω̃

ε
− 2β σ

πε
ln2

)
= 0 , (41)

ω̃

ε

(
|Z1|2 +

2εcr

3ε
− 1

3

)
+

ln2
3

2β σ

πε

εcr − ε

ε
= 0 . (42)

These two equations determine the values of unknown real-
valued variables (|Z1|, ω̃). Nontrivial solution to (41)–(42)
can be found to be unique for ε > εcr; the bifurcation is always
supercritical and no solutions below the threshold.

In Fig. 4 one can see the dependence of the Kuramoto or-
der parameter (Fig. 4a) and the collective frequency bias (b)
on the coupling strength calculated ‘exactly’ by means of the
continued fraction method with 2000 modes Zm (see Sec. IV D
for detail). For the obtained macroscopic states, the mean field
|h|, which governs the frequency entrainment of individual os-
cillators, is also plotted in Fig. 4a. Here one can see that its
value can be estimated with asymptotic law

|h|∞ =
√

ε2/4− ε(γ +σ)/2 (43)

valid for ε/εcr ≫ 1.
In the top raw of Fig. 5, one can see that 2- and 3CC model

reductions? provide superior accuracy close to the Kuramoto
transition point, where the smallness hierarchy takes the form
|κm| ∝ |Z1|m, in agreement to case (i) discussed at the end of
Sec. III A. However, for a strong coupling, where we expect
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FIG. 5. The level of synchronization in the Kuramoto ensemble with asymmetric Cauchy noise is given by the “exact” value of the Kuramoto
order parameter |Z1| (black dash-dotted line) calculated with the continued fraction method with m∞ = 2000 modes [Eqs. (49) and (50)]; the
value of noise asymmetry parameter β is indicated in plots. Bold black lines: the error of the 2CC model reduction solution (41)–(42) (solid
line) and of the 3CC model reduction (13)–(15) (dashed line); thin lines with symbols: the error of rigorous linear-in-βσ solutions (26,29)
truncated after l = 2 (blue squares), 3 (magenta circles), 4 (green crests, shown only for β = 0.5), and 50 (red diamonds); the plotted segment
of the curves for l = 50 does not change with the increase of l by a factor of two. For β = 0.5, orange pluses: the error of asymptotic analytic
solution (45)–(46) for strong coupling.

to have the hierarchy case (ii) of Sec. III A, not only the 3CC
reduction possesses the same order of accuracy as the 2CC
reduction but also the accuracy of both becomes inferior to
the rigorous asymptotic solution (31), which accounts only for
linear in β σ contributions. The 2- and 3CC reductions yield
a decent accuracy uniformly over the entire parameter space.
The asymptotic solution (31) is highly accurate for a strong
coupling. Its inaccuracy rises for β ∼ 1 and (ε − εcr)/εcr < 1,
where the formal small parameter β σ of expansion is nons-
mall, while a different small parameter emerges: in this case,
|Z1| ≪ 1. Nonetheless, even in this domain of the parameter
space, the accuracy is reasonably good.

B. Nonlinear noise-induced bias of the mean field rotation

In Fig. 4b and the bottom row of Fig. 5, one can see the
bias ω̃ = Ω−ω0 of the rotation of the mean field; this bias
is induced by the noise asymmetry and emerges as a nonlin-
ear effect: it depends on the amplitude of the collective mode
and vanishes close to the Kuramoto transition point, where the
collective mode amplitude tends to zero. From the equation
chain (10) one can clearly see that for a given Fourier mode
Zm the β -term enforces a faster rotation ∝ β σ ln |m|; the ef-
fect of the noise asymmetry on the rotation of the mean field
is stronger for higher m, that is for the narrower distributions.

One can derive the asymptotic law of ω̃(ε) for a strong cou-
pling ε ≫ εcr. For a strong coupling the 2CC model reduction
provides decent accuracy for the absolute value of the order

parameter Z1; however, the inaccuracy of the rotation bias is
small but does not tend to zero in the limit ε/εcr → ∞ (Fig. 5).
Meanwhile the rigorous expansion (26)–(27), by construction,
accounts for the fact that the higher CCs are small compared
to |Z1| but their decay relatively each other can be not as fast;
mathematically, |κ2/Z1| ≪ |κm+1/κm|< 1. In Fig. 5 with the
red dotted lines, one can see the inaccuracy of the rotation bias
ω̃ given by (26)–(27) tends to zero for a stronger coupling as
the number of terms kept in the series (29) grows. For ε ≫ εcr,
one can use the smallness of (γ +σ + iω̃)/ε and (1−|Z1|) to
simplify self-consistency equation (31):

γ +σ + iω̃ − ε

2
(1−|Z1|2) =−i

2β σ

π

[
S0 − S1

γ +σ + iω̃

ε

+O1

(
(γ +σ + iω̃)2

ε2

)
+O2

(
γ +σ + iω̃

ε
(1−|Z1|2)

)]
,

(44)

Sn =
∞

∑
l=1

(−1)l+1lnl!
2l

Cl+1 ,

where O j(·) stand for functions of the order of magnitude of
their small arguments,

S0 = 0.451582705... , S1 = 0.609274778... .



10

�

�
��
��

�� �� � � �
�����	
����

��

��

�

�

�

� �
��
�
�

�������

�������

��� ��

���

��

�

�

��
��

�� �� � � �
�����	
����

��

��

�

�

�

� �
��
�
�

�������

�������

��� ��

���

��

�

�

��
�
�

�� �� � � �
�����	
����

��

��

�

�

�

� �
��
�
�

������

������

��� ��

���

��

FIG. 6. The symmetry of the effects of entrainment of frequencies (lower panels) and subpopulations (upper panels) of oscillators with natural
frequency ω is broken for asymmetric noise. From top to bottom in the upper panels σ/|h| = 0, 0.25, 0.5, and 1; the color coding is the
same in all panels; the magenta dotted rectangle marks the graph area zoomed in insets. For the reference, the thin gray lines represent the
dependencies for a symmetric noise (β = 0); not shown for the cases where their deviation from the color lines is indistinguishable against the
background of the line thickness.

Solving the real and imaginary parts of Eq. (44), one obtains

|Z1|2 = 1− 2
γ +σ

ε
+

8S0S1β 2σ2

π2ε2 + . . . , (45)

ω̃ =
2β σ

π

(
−S0 + S1

γ +σ

ε

)
+ . . . , (46)

where “. . .” stands for higher order corrections.
In Fig. 5, for the effect which is completely discarded

within the framework of the OA Ansatz, the ‘plain’ 2- and
3CC model reductions are useful to grasp the effect and give
converging results where the effect is small, but yield a finite
non-decaying error for the asymptotic behavior for a strong
coupling, where the effect is nonsmall. The rigorous expan-
sion (26,29) provides uniformly accurate theory of the collec-
tive frequency bias effect; the error of the explicit asymptotic
(ε/εcr → ∞) solution (45)–(46) for this expansion is shown
with orange pluses for β = 0.5 in Fig. 5.

C. Individual frequency entrainment

In Fig. 6, the individual oscillator frequencies are plotted
versus their natural frequency for the noisy Kuramoto ensem-
ble. The value of the mean field |h| is provided in Fig. 4a as
a function of the ensemble parameters. In the noise-free case,
one observes a perfect synchronization |a1| = 1 of the sub-
populations with |ω −Ω| < 2|h| to the rotating mean field.
Outside this natural frequency band one observes a group-
ing of states (|a1| > 0) and imperfect frequency entrainment

which decreases at distance from the synchronization fre-
quency band. In the presence of noise, the synchronization
and frequency locking within the band |ω − Ω| < 2|h| are
never perfect. One can notice a pronounced asymmetry owned
by the noise asymmetry: for β > 0, the subpopulations with
fast natural frequencies (β (ω −Ω) > 0) are more coherent
(bigger values of |a1|). The average oscillation frequencies
νω are asymmetric, but the sign and magnitude of this asym-
metry depend nonmonotonously on |ω −Ω|; for different ab-
solute values of the detuning, faster or slower oscillators can
exhibit smaller deviation of the individual average frequency
from the mean field frequency.

The presented results are calculated with the continued
fraction method (see Sec. IV D). The results calculated with
the 2CC model reduction (Sec. III D) are visually undistin-
guishable from the graphs in Fig. 6. One can also see that the
asymmetry of the frequency entrainment effect produced by
the noise asymmetry is less pronounced than the effect of the
nonlinear bias of collective oscillation frequency (Fig. 4b); the
former is noticeable only for β ∼ 1 (compare gray and color
lines in the bottom row of Fig. 6).

D. Continued fraction solution for time-independent states

High precision numerical solution for time-independent
states can be obtained by means of the continued fraction
method,63 which we recall here in application to our prob-
lem. The time-independent form of equation system (10) for
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Żm = imΩZm reads

0 =−(iω̃ + γ +σ)Zm + hZm−1 − h∗Zm+1 + i
2β σ

π
lnmZm .

(47)
For Bm = Zm/Zm−1, this equation system takes the form of

0 = i

(
2β σ

π
lnm− ω̃

)
− γ −σ +

h

Bm

− h∗Bm+1 . (48)

Equivalently, Bm = h

γ+σ+i
(

ω̃− 2βσ
π lnm

)
+h∗Bm+1

. As Z0 = 1, one

can write for Z1 = B1 a continuous-fraction

Z1 =
h

γ +σ + iω̃ +
|h|2

γ +σ + i

(
ω̃ − 2β σ

π
ln2

)
+

|h|2

γ +σ + i

(
ω̃ − 2β σ

π
ln3

)
+

|h|2

γ +σ + i

(
ω̃ − 2β σ

π
ln4

)
+

|h|2
. . .

. (49)

For practical calculations we need to make truncation at some
large m∞ ≫ 1; for which we adopt the “self-similarity” ap-
proximation Bm∞+1 = Bm∞ :

h∗Bm∞ =
|h|2

γ +σ + i
(

ω̃ − 2β σ
π lnm∞

)
+ h∗Bm∞

.

The latter equation is solved with

h∗Bm∞ =−1
2

(
γ +σ + i

[
ω̃ − 2β σ

π
lnm∞

])
×


1±

√√√√1+
4|h|2

(
γ +σ + i

[
ω̃ − 2β σ

π lnm∞

])2


 , (50)

where the “minus”-solution gives Bm∞ ≈ 2h/{γ + σ +
i [ω̃ − (2β σ/π) lnm∞]} for large m∞ and the series converges,
while the “plus”-solution diverges; therefore, the “minus”-
branch of (50) is of physical interest.

For the Kuramoto system, one can calculate the “ex-
act” solution in a parametric form as follows. For given
(γ,σ ,β σ), one fixes |h|2, starting from (50) and using (49)
calculates (h∗Z1) as a function of ω̃, finds unknown ω̃ pro-
viding Im(h∗Z1) = 0. Therefore, for a fixed value of |h|2 =
ε2|Z1|2/4, one finds the value of h∗Z1 = ε|Z1|2/2; hence,
ε = 2|h|2/(h∗Z1) and |Z1|2 = (h∗Z1)

2/|h|2.
For the frequency entrainment effect considered in

Sec. III D, the calculations via continued fractions are even
more simple: Z1 to be replaced with a1, γ = 0, and the value
of ω̃ =−δω is given.

V. CONCLUSION

We have derived finite (low) dimensional model reductions
for macroscopic dynamics of thermodynamically large popu-
lations of sin-coupled phase oscillators subject to asymmetric

Cauchy noise [Eqs. (13)–(15)]. In contrast to the case of sym-
metric Cauchy (Lorentzian) noise, the asymmetry enforces
deviations from the Ott–Antonsen manifold Zm = (Z1)

m. Here
one can employ the circular cumulant (CC) representation,
which typically decays fast enough to capture the macroscopic
dynamics with just two or three first CCs.

Within the framework of the CC model reductions we re-
vealed and studied the effect of the bias of the collective os-
cillation frequency owned by the noise asymmetry. The effect
was quantitatively characterised in detail for the Kuramoto en-
semble [Eqs. (41) and (42), Fig. 4]. The bias magnitude de-
pends on the amplitude of the collective mode and vanishes
next to the Kuramoto transition point; the effect is essentially
nonlinear. The asymptotic law for the case of a strong cou-
pling was derived analytically [Eqs. (45) and (46)].

The frequency bias effect is shaped by two factors: skew-
ness and heavy tails of noise. The role of these factors cannot
be disentangled, since the asymmetry essentially forces the
bias, but this asymmetry does not exist without heavy tails.
Indeed, by virtue of the Generalized central limit theorem,
microscopic fluctuations without heavy tails effectively gen-
erate a Gaussian noise, which cannot be skewed. The theoret-
ical study for heavy-tailed noises necessitated an upgrade of
mathematical framework, which was delivered on the basis of
the CC approach.20,21,44

For populations of heterogeneous oscillators subject to
asymmetric Cauchy noise, the theoretical description of the
individual oscillator frequency entrainment by the collective
mode was constructed within the framework of the finite CC
model reductions [Eq. (38)]. The detailed quantitative charac-
terisation of the effect was provided for the Kuramoto ensem-
ble (Fig. 6).

Validation of the theoretical results against the background
of the “exact” numerical solutions revealed decent accuracy
of the finite CC model reductions uniformly over the entire
parameter space (Fig. 5). The “exact” results were calculated
by means of the continued fraction method with 2000 Fourier
modes Zm and nearly machine accuracy.
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While the Gaussian distribution is symmetric by its na-
ture, the non-Gaussian stable distributions are often asym-
metric and the emergence of this asymmetry is robust, which
makes the case of asymmetric Cauchy noise physically rele-
vant in many cases, where microscopic fluctuations possess a
Cauchy-type heavy tails.

The symmetric α-stable fluctuations are still not a math-
ematically degenerate case but must be quite generic under
various realistic circumstances. For instance, in a population
of globally (linearly) coupled heterogeneous oscillators syn-
chronized by common Gaussian noise,35 the state deviations
possess symmetric power-law tails with α = 1+ε/|ε∗|, where
−|ε∗| is the threshold coupling strength (negative) which is
needed to prevent synchronization by common noise. On a
long-term scale, these state deviations generate a stable effec-
tive noise with α = 1+ ε/|ε∗| for −|ε∗|< ε < |ε∗| and Gaus-
sian noise for a strong attractive coupling ε ≥ |ε∗|. These
effective noises are symmetric, without any symmetries in
original coupled oscillators, which are general limit-cycle os-
cillators with a general form of the phase resetting curve.35

The synchronization of coupled oscillators by common noise
is a theoretical framework for a response of coupled popu-
lations to an irregular driving signal. Therefore, the case of
self-organized endogenous α-stable noise without asymmetry
should be still quite abundant for some types of couplings.
Meanwhile, as we explained in Sec. II, pulse-type coupling
networks (e.g., synaptic) are expected to generate asymmetric
effective white noise as soon as this noise is non-Gaussian.

Presumably, as an implication, one could expect for neu-
ronal populations with sparse random networks with the elec-
trical gap and synaptic couplings,64 the gap couplings to gen-
erate a symmetric effective endogenous noise and the synaptic
couplings to generate an asymmetric one. For neuronal popu-
lations the case of asymmetric Cauchy noise can be important.
The impact of a symmetric Cauchy noise within the frame-
work of the “next-generation neural mass models” is equiv-
alent to the impact of the Lorentzian quenched disorder and
does not give room for the collective noise-induced oscilla-
tions. On the contrary, in the presence of asymmetry, away
from the Ott–Antonsen manifold Zm = (Z1)

m, the occurrence
of collective oscillations owned by asymmetric Cauchy noise
might be not excluded.

We presented the theoretical and “exact” numerical results
for the asymmetric Cauchy noise which is a special case α = 1
of Lévy noise. The case α 6= 1 requires separate treatment as
the skewness parameter β creates different coefficients of the
|k|α -term in the characteristic function of noise (1) for positive
and negative k for α 6= 1, while it complements the |k|-term
with ik ln |k| for α = 1—the addition has a different shape [see
Eq. (2)]. The former case can be studied in the same spirit as
the case α = 1 but all derivations will be different.
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Appendix A: Fractional Fokker–Planck equation for additive
asymmetric Cauchy noise

In this section we provide a brief derivation of the evo-
lution equation for the probability density function w(ϕ , t)
for the stochastic system (6) for continuous time as a limit-
ing case ∆t → 0 of the discrete time with time step ∆t.28,56,65

For additive noise, one can evaluate the increment ∆w(ϕ , t) =
w(ϕ , t +∆t)−w(ϕ , t) for an infinitesimal ∆t:

w(ϕ , t +∆t) =− ∂

∂ϕ

(
[ω(t)− ih(t)e−iϕ + ih∗(t)eiϕ ]w(ϕ , t)

)
∆t

+

+∞∫

−∞

dξ∆tP(ξ∆t)w(ϕ −σξ∆t∆t, t) , (A1)

where ξ∆t is a discrete time version of noise with the time step
∆t and P(ξ∆t) is the probability density of ξ∆t . In the r.h.s.-
part of (A1), the last term represents the arrival of states from
w(ϕ −σξ∆t∆t, t) to w(ϕ , t +∆t) after noise kick (σξ∆t∆t) av-
eraged over the distribution of these kicks; and the first term
represents a deterministic flow of probability. With Fourier
series (7), one can rewrite Eq. (A1) as

w(ϕ , t +∆t)+
∂

∂ϕ

(
[ω(t)− ih(t)e−iϕ + ih∗(t)eiϕ ]w(ϕ , t)

)
∆t

=
+∞

∑
m=−∞

+∞∫

−∞

dξ∆tP(ξ∆t)
am(t)

2π
e−im(ϕ−σξ∆t ∆t)

= w(ϕ , t)+
+∞

∑
m=−∞

[
Fξ∆t

(m;c = σ∆tcξ∆t
)− 1

] am(t)

2π
e−imϕ ,

where Fξ∆t
(m;c) stands for the characteristic func-

tion (1) of an α-stable variable with scale c. For
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∆t → 0, Fξ∆t
(m;σ∆tcξ∆t

) = exp[Φξ∆t
(m;σ∆tcξ∆t

)] =

1+Φξ∆t
(m;σ∆tcξ∆t

)+ [Φξ∆t
(m;σ∆tcξ∆t

)]2/2+ . . . . Hence,

∆w(ϕ , t)

∆t
+

∂

∂ϕ

(
[ω(t)− ih(t)e−iϕ + ih∗(t)eiϕ ]w(ϕ , t)

)

=
+∞

∑
m=−∞

Φξ∆t
(m;σ∆tcξ∆t

)

∆t

am(t)

2π
e−imϕ . (A2)

With ξ∆t ∝ (∆t)1/α−1, as discussed in Sec. II, one should take
cξ∆t

= (∆t)1/α−1 and find

Φξ∆t
(m;σ∆tcξ∆t

)

∆t
= σα Φξ∆t

(
m;(∆t)1/α

)

∆t
=: σα Φ̇(ξ )(m) .

(A3)
Notice here a sophisticated form of the fractional diffusion

term in the ϕ-space. Eq. (A2) can be also formally rewritten
as

∂w(ϕ , t)

∂ t
+

∂

∂ϕ

(
[ω(t)− ih(t)e−iϕ + ih∗(t)eiϕ ]w(ϕ , t)

)

= σα Φ̇(ξ )

(
i

∂

∂ϕ

)
w(ϕ , t) , (A4)

where operator Φ̇(ξ )(i ∂
∂ϕ ) is nonlocal for α 6= 2, but has a

simple shape in the Fourier space. For the Fourier form
of Eq. (A2) one can substitute series (7) and collect terms
∝ e−imϕ to find

ȧm = m [iω(t)+ h(t)am−1− h∗(t)am+1]+σαΦ̇(ξ )(m)am ;

for α = 1 (Cauchy noise) this equation chain is identical to
(8).

The last term of Eq. (A2) also corroborates that the discrete
time version of noise ξ∆t(t) must scale as ∝ (∆t)1/α−1; oth-
erwise, the macroscopic impact of noise, given by the ratio
Φξ∆t

(m;σ∆tcξ∆t
)/(∆t) (A3), either vanishes or diverges in the

continuous time limit ∆t → 0.
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