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Distortion products are tones produced through nonlinear effects of a system simultaneously
detecting two or more frequencies. These combination tones are ubiquitous to vertebrate auditory
systems and are generally regarded as byproducts of nonlinear signal amplification. It has previously
been shown that several species of infectious-disease-carrying mosquitoes utilize these distortion
products for detecting and locating potential mates. It has also been shown that their auditory
systems contain multiple oscillatory components within the sensory structure, which respond at
different frequency ranges. Using a generic theoretical model for acoustic detection, we show the
signal-detection advantages that are implied by these two detection schemes: distortion product
detection and cascading a signal through multiple layers of oscillator elements. Lastly, we show that
the combination of these two schemes yields immense benefits for signal detection. These benefits
could be essential for male mosquitoes to be able to identify and pursue a particular female within
a noisy swarm environment.

Mosquitoes pose a significant public health problem,
as they spread pathogens that cause more than 700,000
deaths each year [1]. Furthermore, predictions based on
climate change models warn that the geographic areas
which are vulnerable to mosquito-borne diseases such as
malaria, dengue fever, and others, will greatly spread in
the coming decades [2]. Meanwhile, traditional means of
controlling the mosquito population, utilizing chemicals
such as DTT, have been decreasing in efficacy as resis-
tance develops and have been proven to be detrimental
to the environment [3]. An understanding of the mech-
anisms of auditory detection in mosquitoes could enable
alternate means of controlling mosquito populations, as
the male mosquitos rely on their sense hearing to locate
potential mates [4, 5]. However, many basic questions
remain open in our understanding of how a mosquito
performs sensitive and highly frequency-tuned detection
of sound.

Despite their largely different structures, the auditory
systems of insects exhibit several parallels to those of ver-
tebrates, which have been much more extensively studied
[6, 7]. First, both systems have been shown to involve
mechano-electrical transduction, a process by which vi-
brations induced by the incoming sound wave cause me-
chanical gating of the associated ion channels, thus con-
verting a mechanical signal to an electrical one. Sec-
ond, the sense of hearing in both insects and vertebrates
is characterized by highly nonlinear response functions,
with power-law growth of response to stimuli of increas-
ing amplitude [8–11]. Third, both systems reveal the
presence of an energy-consuming amplification process.
In certain species, this process can manifest itself in ac-
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tive limit cycles: some vertebrates exhibit innate hair-
bundle oscillations [12–14] and spontaneous otoacoustic
emissions [15], while male mosquitoes display naturally-
occurring self-sustained oscillations of their flagella (Fig.
1A-B)[16, 17]. Fruit flies possess similar machinery and
can exhibit chemically-induced self-sustained flagellar os-
cillations, though this active system naturally resides in
a quiescent state [18].

Nonlinear dynamics models have provided an extensive
theoretical framework for the study of vertebrate hear-
ing. Specifically, theoretical models based on the normal
form equation for the Hopf bifurcation have been shown
to capture many of the key phenomena that characterize
the auditory system [19, 20]. The compressive nonlinear-
ity of the response, amplification of low-intensity sound,
frequency selectivity, and the presence of active oscilla-
tion are all well described by this simple equation, show-
ing consistency across many measurements performed on
different species.

Important differences, however, arise between the non-
linear dynamics underlying insect hearing, compared to
those established to hold for vertebrates. In all of the ver-
tebrate systems studied, the frequency characterizing in-
nate oscillation coincides with that of optimal sensitivity
of detection. In insects, however, these frequencies can
differ [17, 21–23]. Male mosquitoes of several species have
been shown to exhibit self-sustained oscillations (SSOs)
of their flagella, with oscillation frequencies comparable
to the wingbeat frequency of the corresponding females.
As these SSOs have been shown to synchronize with fe-
male wingbeats, they are believed to serve as an ampli-
fication and filtering mechanism, enhancing the male’s
ability to detect a female and thus improving his chances
of mating. Surprisingly, however, the optimal tuning of
the male’s sensory neurons does not coincide with the fre-
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FIG. 1. (Mosquito Hearing) (A) The feather-like flagellum and the bowl-shaped pedicel, which houses the Johnston’s organ
(male Anopheles gambiae). (B) Illustration of the mechanical connection between the flagellum (blue) and the active sensory
neurons (green). A deflection of the flagellum causes an extension of the sensory elements. (C) Approximate tuning ranges of
the mechanical components of the organ (blue) and the electrical response of the neurons (green) for male mosquitoes. Female
and male wingbeat frequencies are indicated, along with resulting distortion product (DP).

quency of interest - female wingbeat frequency - or the
male’s own SSO frequency [24, 25]. Instead, the optimal
frequency of detection of the sensory neurons was shown
to coincide with a distortion product corresponding to a
combination of the male’s own wingbeat with that of the
female (Fig. 1C) [17, 21, 23].

Distortion products (DPs), also referred to as phantom
tones, are a generic feature of nonlinear systems and are
ubiquitous in all active amplifiers. They have previously
been observed in vertebrates at the level of individual
hair cells [26] as well as in vivo; upon presentation of two
stimulus waves, these phantom tones are manifested as
additional peaks in the spectra, which correspond to lin-
ear combinations of the two applied frequencies [27]. As
vertebrate systems are dominated by a cubic nonlinear-
ity, the highest peaks in the distortion spectra have been
shown to be third order. However, in vertebrates, these
distortions are a byproduct of the amplification mecha-
nism, whose main purpose is to enhance the detection of
primary tones (PTs).

The auditory system of mosquitoes seems not to be
poised to detect the primary tones, but rather the dis-
tortion products. Specifically, the sensory neurons ex-
hibit a characteristic frequency that aligns with a com-
bination tones of male and female wingbeat frequencies
[17, 21, 23]. While primary tone detection has been ex-
tensively studied, to the best of our knowledge, no model
has yet explored the effects of distortion-product detec-
tion. In the current work, we use a generic model for
this auditory system to show that detecting distortion
products of the stimulus, as opposed to the primary
tones (PTs), results in substantial enhancement in the
frequency selectivity of the system. As frequency dis-
crimination and selectivity are likely to be essential for
reliable communication, we speculate that this mecha-
nism is important for auditory detection by mosquitoes.
We show the phenomenon to be ubiquitous, applicable
across many orders of distortion tones, and constitutes
a general design principle for sharpening the frequency

selectivity of an active detector.
Detection poised at combination tones, however, does

include a significant trade-off, in that tuning is sharp-
ened at the expense of sensitivity of detection. As insects
must be capable of detecting faint signals, this limitation
would prove harmful. We hence explore the possibility
that amplifiers are nested, with the output of one active
oscillator providing the input to another. Thus, we treat
the flagellum and the mechanically sensitive neuronal ele-
ments as two separate active elements, with the incoming
sound stimulating the flagellum, and the response of the
flagellum providing stimulus to the neurons. We demon-
strate that cascading the signal through several layers
of detectors enhances amplification for weak and near-
resonance stimuli, while providing greater attenuation of
large-amplitude and off-resonance signals. The sensitiv-
ity enhancement improves with additional elements in
the cascade, but with diminishing returns.
Finally, we combine the effects of DP detection and

signal cascading in a configuration that mimics the male
mosquito’s auditory system. We consider a two-oscillator
cascade, with the first oscillator representing the flagel-
lum and the second representing the mean field of the
neuronal elements. We evaluate the signal-detection ca-
pabilities of this composite system in terms of sensitivity
to weak stimuli, attenuation of strong stimuli, and fre-
quency selectivity for the female wingbeats. For all three
metrics, the composite system performs better than ei-
ther of the two oscillators alone, suggesting that DP de-
tection may be utilized by male mosquitoes in order to
enhance their ability to detect and pursue a female.
While the model is inspired by recent experimental ob-

servations of the mosquito auditory system [17, 21, 23],
the findings are more general. We propose that cascad-
ing of active nonlinear elements can lead to significant
improvement in the sensitivity of a detector. Further, if
one of the elements in the cascade in tuned to a distortion
product rather than primary tones, frequency selectivity
can be vastly enhanced.
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RESULTS

We first explore the full features of distortion prod-
uct detection, by considering an individual active oscilla-
tor tuned to one of the combination tones of a two-tone
stimulus. Second, we explore how recursively cascading
the response of one oscillator into another affects signal
detection to a single, near-resonance tone. Each active
element in the cascade is represented by a normal form
equation for the Hopf oscillator. Finally, we combine
these two features to propose a model of the auditory
system of the mosquito. We consider the simplest case,
in which there are only two oscillators in the cascade, and
the second oscillator is tuned to a cubic distortion prod-
uct of the male and female wingbeat. Generalizations of
this model are also discussed.

Distortion-product tuned detectors

We first demonstrate the effects of tuning an active
detector to one of the distortion product frequencies of a
two-tone stimulus. We consider a system described by a
complex variable, z(t), which is governed by the normal
form equation for the supercritical Hopf bifurcation [28],

dz

dt
= (µ+ iω0)z − |z|2z + F1e

iω1t + F2e
iω2t, (1)

where F1 and F2 are the stimulus amplitudes, ω1 and ω2

are the stimulus frequencies, and µ represents the control
parameter of the system. For µ < 0, the system resides in
the quiescent regime, while for µ > 0, the system displays
self-sustained oscillations at the characteristic frequency,
ω0. The Hopf bifurcation occurs at the critical point
between these two regimes (µ = 0). Without loss of
generality, we let ω2 ≥ ω1.
This system exhibits nonlinear responses at the distor-

tion product frequencies,

ωp,q = pω1 − qω2, (2)

where p and q are integers, and the distortion product
order is defined as the sum of the magnitudes (|p|+ |q|).
The cubic term in Eq. 1 results in distortion products
of only odd order. The distortion products lower than
ω1 can be represented as ωp,q = ω1 − 1

2 (|p|+ |q| − 1)∆ω,
where ∆ω = ω2 − ω1 > 0. It has been demonstrated
that distortion-product amplitudes fall off exponentially
with increasing order [29]. In Fig. 2A, we illustrate this
effect. The figure further demonstrates that the sensi-
tivity to modulations in the stimulus frequency, ω1, in-
creases with increasing distortion-product order. We pro-
pose that this effect could serve to enhance frequency se-
lectivity and frequency discrimination of external tones.
This can be understood, in part, through calculating the
changes in distortion-product frequency with respect to
ω1,

dωp,q
dω1

= p, (3)

which increases with increasing DP order. Note that we
are considering ω1 to be the stimulus tone of interest,
while examining the low-frequency distortion products.
However, these effects can also be seen for modulation in
ω2 and for high-frequency distortion products.

We chose two stimulus tones that differ minimally in
frequency, ω2

ω1
= 1.1, so as to observe several orders of

distortion products. We calculate the phase-locked re-
sponse amplitude and the linear response function, χ(ω)
(see Methods), over a range of stimulus amplitudes, F1

(Fig. 2B-C). Naturally, the response amplitudes and sen-
sitivity decrease for increasing orders of the distortion
product. The oscillator tuned to the primary tone ex-
hibits the expected linear growth for small stimulus am-
plitudes and compressive response with 1/3 power law
for large stimulus amplitudes [30].

However, when the detector is tuned to a distortion
product, the response grows at least quadratically for
weak stimulus inputs and becomes extremely compressive
for large stimulus amplitudes, with responses even de-
creasing with increasing F1 (see Appendix for an analytic
approximation of this response). This enhanced growth
at weak stimulus levels could enable an insect to resolve
variations in the volume of faint sounds, while the ex-
treme compression at higher amplitudes could maintain
a large dynamic range. This alternate detection scheme
hence exhibits advantages over the traditional response
function of an oscillator tuned to the primary tone, but it
entails a reduction of the overall sensitivity. Further, the
non-monotonic nature of the response curves implies an
ambiguity in identifying stimulus levels, as there is not a
one-to-one relationship of input and output amplitudes.
This ambiguity at the level of an individual oscillator
could, however, be resolved in an array of such detectors.

The most striking benefit of tuning a detector to a dis-
tortion product emerges when calculating the frequency
selectivity of the response. Notably, the quality factor of
the response increases by orders of magnitude when the
system is tuned to a distortion product (see Appendix
for an analytic calculation). The frequency selectivity
continues to increase with increasing distortion-product
orders (Fig. 2D). This feature arises as a result of several
effects. First, modulations in the primary tones are mag-
nified at the distortion product level (Eq. 3). This mag-
nification, in turn, leads to a more narrow range of fre-
quencies over which the detector responds. Second, large
stimulus amplitudes that would normally saturate the re-
sponse to primary tones are attenuated at the distortion
product level, due to the previously described compres-
sion. These effects result in sharper tuning curves and a
larger quality factor.
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FIG. 2. (Distortion-Product Detection) (A) Fourier transform of the response of a Hopf oscillator to a two-tone stimulus
(black curve). The arrows illustrate the frequency shifts associated with increasing ω1 by 1% (pink curve). Phase-locked
response amplitude (B) and linear response function (C) of a single Hopf oscillator exposed to a range of stimulus amplitudes,
F1. Dashed lines represent power law growth with exponents of 1/3 (grey), 1 (black), and 2 (pink). (D) Scaled response
amplitude to a frequency sweep in ω1. For panels (A) and (B), F2 = 5 and ω2

ω1
= 1.1. For panel (D), ω1 is modulated around

2π, while ω2 = 1.1× 2π, and F1 = F2 = 0.1. For all panels, µ = 0.1.

Cascade of nonlinear amplifiers

Next, we establish the effects of recursively cascading
the response of one Hopf oscillator as input into an-
other. To explore these effects independently of those
of distortion-product detection, we apply a single-tone
stimulus to the system and measure the phase-locked re-
sponse to the signal, applied at or near resonance. For
simplicity, we assume each Hopf oscillator in the series to
have the same characteristic frequency, ω0. The dynam-
ics of the first oscillator are described by

dz1
dt

= (µ1 + iω0)z1 − |z1|2z1 + Feiωt (4)

and the dynamics of the following elements in the series
are described by

dzj
dt

= (µj + iω0)zj − |zj |2zj + zj−1(t), (5)

where ω0 = 2π, and the indexing starts at j = 2 and
terminates at j = jmax. To test for robustness of the

cascading scheme, we allow the control parameters to
deviate from the bifurcation point. Prior to simulating
the dynamics, each µj is chosen pseudo-randomly from a
Gaussian distribution centered at 0 with standard devi-
ation 0.1.

Cascading a signal through multiple elements enhances
several of the features exhibited by individual Hopf oscil-
lators. At low amplitudes and in the vicinity of the char-
acteristic frequency, the nested oscillators exhibit higher
amplification of the signal, increasing the response and
the sensitivity. Further, the system exhibits stronger
compression of large-amplitude stimuli. When a single
Hopf oscillator receives a large-amplitude stimulus, the
response grows as F

1
3 , since the response is dominated

by the cubic term. For a cascading system receiving a
strong stimulus, the response of the jth element grows

as F ( 1
3 )

j

. After several layers of cascading, the response
flattens out and approaches a constant amplitude (Fig.
3B), and the sensitivity approaches a 1

F dependence (Fig.
3C).

Further, cascading of Hopf oscillators was observed to
amplify only near-resonance stimuli, while attenuating
off-resonance frequencies. Thus, the narrow range of fre-
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FIG. 3. (Amplifier Cascade) (A) Schematic of the external signal passing through five layers of detection. Response amplitude
(B) and linear response function (C) at the stimulus frequency (ω = ω0) for a range of stimulus amplitudes. The grey, dashed
line corresponds to 1

F
dependence. (D) Response amplitude for a range of stimulus frequencies with F = 0.1. (E) Same as (D)

but with curves normalized to their peaks at ω = ω0. The colors of the curves correspond to the layer of cascaded as illustrated
in (A). All µj values were chosen pseudo-randomly from a Gaussian distribution with mean 0 and standard deviation 0.1. The
solid curves and shaded regions correspond to the mean and standard deviation of each measure from 10 unique combinations
of random µj values. For comparison, the black, dotted curves correspond to a single Hopf oscillator tuned precisely to the
bifurcation point, µ1 = 0.

quencies in the immediate vicinity of ω0 is enhanced, with
a sharp decrease and vanishing tail ends as frequency is
varied (Fig. 3D-E). The frequency selectivity of the sys-
tem is therefore enhanced in comparison to that of an
individual element.

We note that the benefits of the proposed cascade of
Hopf oscillators exhibit different features than what is
observed by simply tuning one oscillator more precisely
to the bifurcation point (dotted curves in Fig. 3). In Fig.
3B-E, we compare the sensitivity and frequency selectiv-
ity of the response. As can be seen, the enhancement
of sensitivity, compression, and frequency selectivity of
the response is improved as more layers are added to
the cascade (increasing jmax). Most of the enhancement,
however, already occurs in the first several layers, with
diminishing returns upon continuing the cascade. Fur-
ther, the benefits are robust to imperfect tuning of the
control parameters.

Generic model of the mosquito’s auditory system

Finally, we combine the two effects described previ-
ously in order to build a simple model for signal detection
by male mosquitoes. The feather-like flagellum at the end
of the antenna of a mosquito oscillates in response to an
incoming sound wave. The base of the antenna contains
the Johnston’s organ, which has a bowl-like structure
with rotational symmetry. The pivots of the antenna
modulate the open probability of the transduction chan-

nels embedded in the ciliated sensory neurons that con-
nect to the antennal base (Fig. 1A-B). To construct a
simplified model of these elegant structures, we describe
the flagellar position by a time-dependent complex vari-
able, z1(t). For simplicity, we describe the mean field of
the active neuronal elements by a second complex vari-
able, z2(t). Both of these state variables are governed
by the normal form equation for the supercritical Hopf
bifurcation,

dz1
dt

= (µ1 + iω0)z1 − |z1|2z1 + Ffe
iωf t + Fme

iωmt (6)

dz2
dt

= [µ2 + i(2ω0 − ωm)]z2 − |z2|2z2 + z1(t), (7)

where the sinusoidal forcing terms represent the input
stimuli, with Ff and Fm denoting the amplitudes and ωf
and ωm the frequencies of the female and male wingbeats,
respectively. The male flagellum exhibits a characteristic
frequency ω0, while µ1 represents the control parameter
of the flagellum. For µ1 < 0, the flagellum is in the
quiescent state, while for µ1 > 0, the flagellum exhibits
self-sustained oscillations powered by an internal energy
source. This control parameter, µ1, thus determines the
dynamic state of the flagellum.

Although several orders of distortion products may
be important for signal detection, we consider only the
simplest case, where the neuronal elements are tuned
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FIG. 4. (Mosquito Model) Phase-locked response amplitude (A) and linear response function (B) to a two-tone stimulus
(ωf = ω0). (C) Scaled amplitude response of the system to a range of female stimulus frequencies (Ff = 0.1). Solid red curves
represent the responses to the composite, two-oscillator detector, while blue and green dashed curves represent responses of
single-oscillator systems comprised of only the first and only the second oscillators, respectively. For all panels, Fm = 5,
ω0 = 2× 2π, ωm = 3× 2π, and µ1 = µ2 = 0.1.

to the cubic distortion product between the character-
istic frequency of the flagellum and the male’s wing-
beat frequency, 2ω0 − ωm. We use experimental data
obtained from prior studies on several mosquito species
to approximate the relationship between the frequencies
[31]. Hence, we consider a stimulus frequency ratio of
ωm

ωf
≈ 1.5, and set the male flagellum to be tuned near

the female wingbeat frequency ω0 ≈ ωf , which makes the
neuronal elements tuned near the cubic distortion prod-
uct frequency, 2ω0 − ωm ≈ 2ωf − ωm (Eq. 7), consistent
with the experimental results.

We compare the signal detection properties of this two-
oscillator system to each of the two oscillators alone.
This composite system exhibits sensitivity to weak stim-
uli that is greater than either individual oscillator (Fig.
4A-B). Further, the composite system displays amplitude
compression at high stimulus amplitudes that is compa-
rable to the second, more compressive, oscillator. Most
strikingly, the composite system is drastically more fre-
quency selective than either of the other two individual
oscillators (Fig. 4C).

DISCUSSION

Prior numerical models of mosquito hearing have ac-
counted for several of the experimentally measured phe-
nomena of the mosquito’s auditory system, including self-
sustained oscillations of the flagellum, the nonlinear and
hysteretic response function that results from stimulus
amplitude ramps, and the appearance of a frequency-
doubling component at the neuronal level. These phe-
nomena were described using a microscopic integrate-
and-twitch model [32] that tracks the dynamics of the
individual neuronal elements, which in turn apply impul-
sive forcing back to the flagellum. This model has been

further extended to the continuum limit [33]. A phe-
nomenological model has also been developed, in which
the flagellum is assumed to be a simple harmonic oscilla-
tor, while the active neuronal units are represented either
by a single Hopf oscillator representing the mean field re-
sponse [34], or an array of coupled Hopf oscillators, each
representing a cluster of active elements [35].

With the current study, we construct a general model
for mosquito hearing, based on dynamical systems the-
ory, aimed to capture the basic features of this remark-
able auditory system. While the normal form equation
for the Hopf bifurcation, tuned for optimal detection of
a primary tone, has been shown to describe all the key
characteristics of the vertebrate system, it does not read-
ily generalize to that of insects. We aim here to develop
a framework, which can then be fine-tuned to describe
specific behaviors of different mosquito species, and pos-
sibly those of other flagellar insects. We propose that
two key features emerge in constructing a general model:
cascading of nonlinear amplifying elements and detection
of distortion products.

Using a generic model of active auditory detection,
we have assessed the advantages and disadvantages of
distortion-product tuning as opposed to the more intu-
itive primary-tone tuning. DPs contain less energy than
the primary tones from which they are generated. As a
result, DP detection comes at the cost of reduced over-
all sensitivity. However, certain remarkable advantages
arise. First, the response function of the DP detector
exhibits more curvature than that of the PT detector,
showing more rapid growth at low-level stimuli and more
intense compression for strong stimuli. Together, these
effects yield a higher resolution to the intensities of faint
tones, while minimizing the sensitivity to loud tones.

The most noteworthy difference between the two forms
of detection lies in the frequency selectivity of the re-
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sponse. DP detectors display much sharper frequency
tuning, with quality factors increasing with increasing
DP order. The degree to which the quality factor is im-
proved for a cubic DP detector increases and diverges
with weaker stimulus amplitudes (see Appendix). This
enhancement is a consequence of two mechanisms. First,
the DP detector attenuates any incoming, off-resonance
signals, narrowing the range in frequencies over which
detection will occur. Second, DP frequencies are sen-
sitive to modulations in the PT frequency, with sensi-
tivity growing with increasing DP order. This results
in a further narrowing of this detection range. We also
demonstrated that this sharpening of the response is not
specific to the cubic term, but arises in all orders of dis-
tortion product, increasing at higher orders. A single
Hopf oscillator acting as a PT detector can also exhibit
strong frequency selectivity when poised at the bifurca-
tion. The quality factor of the response diverges as the
forcing amplitude goes to zero. However the DP detector
produces a larger quality factor for non-zero forcing, and
which diverges more rapidly than that of the PT detector
for vanishing stimulus amplitudes (see Appendix).

Inspired by the auditory system of the mosquito, we
explored the effects of connecting several Hopf oscillators
in a cascade, with the response of each oscillator acting
as the stimulus for the next. We note that this detec-
tion scheme differs from arrays of active Hopf oscillators
arranged tonotopically, which have previously been used
to model the mammalian cochlea [36]. The configuration
used in our study is an attempt to mimic the multiple
components of the mosquito’s auditory system. Sound
stimulates the flagellum, which then stimulates the neu-
rons. There may be additional levels of cascading at the
neuronal level, which could be readily accounted for by
additional elements in the cascade. We found that cas-
cading enhances sensitivity to weak stimuli, while more
significantly compressing the response to large-amplitude
signals. Further, each level of detection distorts the shape
of the response curve, making the system more sensi-
tive to near-resonance stimulus and less sensitive to off-
resonance stimulus, while negligibly affecting the quality
factor.

Lastly, we constructed a system that exhibits both of
the described effects by feeding the response of a PT
detector into a DP detector. We chose characteristic fre-
quencies to reflect those observed in experimental mea-
surements of mosquitoes. This generic 2-oscillator signal
detector exhibits high sensitivity to weak stimuli, sig-
nificant compression of strong stimuli, and extreme fre-
quency selectivity. Further, all three characteristics are
stronger for the 2-oscillator system than for either of the
two components alone.

We conceptualize the mosquito’s auditory system as a
mechanical resonator feeding its response into an elec-
trical oscillator of different characteristic frequency. In-
tuitively, this mismatch in frequency tuning should at-
tenuate inputs of any frequency and yield poor perfor-
mance as a signal detector. However, using a generic

model for auditory detection and considering the nonlin-
ear distortion products of the response, we motivate this
counter-intuitive detection scheme, and explain the em-
pirical observations in experimental studies [17, 21, 23].
We show that this class of systems responds sensitively
to weak stimulus, while attenuating strong signals. Most
strikingly, this scheme yields immense frequency selec-
tivity, which may be essential for the male mosquito to
isolate the flight tone of a female within a noisy swarm
environment. Future experimental work will have to test
the predicted signal-analytical gains of our theoretical
explorations more directly. Here, especially the roles
and molecular nature of the elusive control parameter,
µ, will be of interest. It is tempting to speculate that it
is linked to the reported vast efferent neuromodulation
of the mosquito ear [37, 38]. Intriguingly, both distortion
products and efferent innervation are poorly understood
features of human hearing, too.

NUMERICAL METHODS

Numerical simulations were performed using the fourth
order Runge-Kutta method with time steps of 10−3 and
approximately 105 time steps to ensure high frequency
resolution.

Response amplitude and linear response function

Phase-locked amplitudes were calculated by computing
the Fourier transform of the response,

z̃(ω) =

∫ ∞

−∞
z(t)e−iωtdt, (8)

and taking the magnitude of the Fourier component ei-
ther at the stimulus frequency for primary-tone detec-
tors (|z̃(ωf )|), or at the distortion product of interest for
distortion-product-tuned detectors (|z̃(ωp,q)|).
To estimate the sensitivity to a particular stimulus, we

calculate the magnitude of the linear response function,

χ(ω) =

∣∣∣∣ z̃(ω)F̃ (ωf )

∣∣∣∣ = |z̃(ω)|
Ff

, (9)

at the frequency of interest, where F̃ (ω) is the stimulus
in frequency space.
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APPENDIX

Quality factor of the response to single-tone stimulus

Here we estimate the quality factor of the response of
a Hopf oscillator to a single-tone stimulus. We use

dz

dt
= (µ+ iω0)z − |z|2z + F (t), (10)

where F (t) = Feiωt+ψ is the stimulus with phase offset,
ψ. We assume a response at the stimulus frequency of
the form

z(t) = Rei(ωt+ϕ). (11)

Inserting this ansatz into Eq. 10 and multiplying each
side by its complex conjugate results in a cubic equation
for the response amplitude,

F 2 = (R3 − µR)2 + (ω − ω0)
2R2. (12)

The response amplitude grows as R ≈ F
1
3 for stimuli

close to the characteristic frequency and for strong stim-
uli. However, for stimuli far from the characteristic fre-
quency, the response can be approximated as R ≈ F

|ω−ω0|
if µ is small. We approximate the response near reso-
nance up to second order in (ω − ω0), which gives the

response amplitude as a function of the frequency detun-
ing,

R ≈ F
1
3 − (ω − ω0)

2

6F
, (13)

for systems close to the bifurcation (|µ| ≪ 1). This
parabola can be used to estimate the width of the tuning
curve at half its maximum in energy. The characteris-
tic frequency divided by this width defines the quality
factor of the response. For a single-tone stimulus, the
approximation of the quality factor yields

QPT =
1√

24(1− 1√
2
)

(
ω0

F 2/3

)
. (14)

Quality factor of distortion-product response

We now approximate the quality factor of a Hopf oscil-
lator tuned near the cubic distortion-product frequency
(ω0 ≈ ωdp = 2ωf − ωm). The forcing term takes the

form F (t) = Ffe
i(ωf t+ψf ) + Fme

i(ωmt+ψm). We use the
frequency ratio described in the main text ωm

ωf
≈ 1.5 and

assume a response of the form

z(t) = Rfe
i(ωf t+ϕf ) +Rme

i(ωmt+ϕm)

+Rdpe
i(ωdpt+ϕdp),

(15)

where we are considering only the three largest frequency
contributions. Inserting this into Eq. 10 and separating
terms according to their frequency contribution gives rise
to three equations for the three amplitudes.
Responses at the primary tones can be easily estimated

from the equations corresponding to their respective fre-
quency components. Since both tones are far from the
resonance frequency, the responses can be estimated as

Rf ≈ Ff
∆ω

and Rm ≈ Fm
2∆ω

, (16)

provided that the forcing is sufficiently weak. Isolating
contributions to the distortion-product frequency gives

iωdpRdp = (µ+ iω0)Rdp −Rdp(2R
2
f + 2R2

m +R2
dp)

+R2
fRme

(2ϕf−ϕm−ϕdp).
(17)

Computing the magnitude of this relationship yields

R4
fR

2
m = (δωRdp)

2 + (R3
dp + 2R2

fRdp

+ 2R2
mRdp − µRdp)

2,
(18)

where δω = ωdp − ω0 = 2ωf − ωm − ω0. Note that
modulations in ωf are magnified by a factor of 2 in the
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distortion product. This equation for Rdp can be written
in the same form as the single-tone case,

F 2
eff = (R3

dp − µeffRdp)
2 + (δω)2R2

dp, (19)

where Feff = R2
fRm and µeff = µ − 2(R2

f + R2
m) are

the effective forcing and effective control parameter, re-
spectively [39]. Notice that the effective forcing grows as
F 2
f . This explains the quadratic growth in the distortion-

product response seen in Fig. 2B.

Since this equation for Rdp has the same form as the
single-tone relationship, we can use the same second-
order expansion as described for the single-tone case if
this system resides near the effective bifurcation point
(|µeff| ≪ 1). We compute the quality factor with respect
to variations in the distortion-product frequency,

QDP =
1√

24(1− 1√
2
)

(
ω0(∆ω)

2

( 12F
2
f Fm)2/3

)
. (20)

When comparing QDP to QPT , a factor of 2 is gained
because modulations in δω correspond to twice those in
the female stimulus frequency. However, this factor of
2 cancels with the factor of 2 loss from the distortion-
product detector being tuned to half the frequency of the
primary tone. Taking the female tone to be the frequency
of interest in the single-tone case, we can estimate by how
much the quality factor is improved from detecting the
first cubic distortion product instead of the primary tone,

QDP

QPT
=

(ωm − ωf )
2

( 12FfFm)2/3
, (21)

which continues to grow for weaker stimulus levels.
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