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Abstract

The FitzHugh-Nagumo (FHN) model serves as a fundamental neuronal model which is extensively studied across various dynamical

scenarios, we explore the dynamics of a scalar FHN oscillator under the influence of white noise. Unlike previous studies, in

which extreme events (EE) were observed solely in coupled FHN oscillators, we demonstrate that a single system can exhibit

EE induced by noise. Perturbation of the deterministic model in its steady state by random fluctuations reveals the emergence

of subthreshold/small-amplitude oscillations (SAO), eventually leading to rare and extreme large-amplitude oscillations (LAO),

which become particularly evident at minimal noise intensities. We elucidate the route by which these EE emerge, confirming

their occurrence through probability calculations of trajectories in phase space. Additionally, our investigation reveals bursting

phenomena in the system, which are characterized by specific levels of noise amplitude and elucidated using inter-spike interval

statistics. At higher noise amplitudes, frequent LAO production is observed and attributed to self-induced stochastic resonance.

The emergence of EE is explained through the theory of large fluctuations, with the escape rates of trajectories estimated via both

analytical and numerical approaches. This study is significant because it reveals EE and bursting phenomena in a single FHN

oscillator, offering potential new insights into the dynamics of neuronal populations.
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1. Introduction

The study of noise-induced dynamics in nonlinear systems

is a crucial area of research, as nearly all real-world systems,

ranging from biological systems to mechanical, electrical, and

financial systems, are subject to random perturbations. These

noisy forces can significantly alter a system’s behavior, often

resulting in unexpected phenomena such as noise-induced or-

der [1, 2], chaos [3], and transitions between stable states [4].

Various systems, including communication networks, power

grids, environmental processes, financial markets, and neural

networks, are heavily influenced by stochastic forces, making it

essential to understand the interplay between noise and system

dynamics [5, 6, 7].

Noise in neuronal systems arises from multiple sources, such

as fluctuations in ion channel conductance, synaptic activity,

and environmental disturbances. These noise sources signif-

icantly influence the dynamics of neuronal oscillators, influ-

encing spike timing, synchronization, and signal transmission

within neural networks [8]. Noise-induced variability is criti-

cal to understanding normal and pathological neural functions,

such as epilepsy, in which abnormal neuronal synchronization

can lead to extreme events (EE) like seizures. [9, 10]. More-

over, studying stochastic forces is crucial for developing neu-

roprosthetics and brain-computer interfaces, as it improves the

interpretation of inherently noisy neural signals [11]. In arti-

ficial neural networks (ANNs), stochastic techniques such as

dropout and stochastic gradient descent mimic the beneficial

variability found in biological systems, enhancing training effi-

ciency and model generalization [12]. A deeper understanding

of noise-driven dynamics is, therefore, essential for advancing

both neuroscience and machine learning.

The pioneering work of Hodgkin and Huxley [13] laid

the foundation for mathematical models that capture neuronal

dynamics, which were later simplified in models like the

Hindmarsh-Rose (HR), FitzHugh-Nagumo (FHN), and Morris-

Lecar models. The FHN model [14], a reduction of the

Hodgkin-Huxley model, captures the core mechanisms of ex-

citable systems, including spike generation and recovery, and

has been applied to cellular signaling [15]. A comprehensive

review of the FHN model’s applications over six decades is

presented in [16]. Due to its simplicity, the FHN model has

become a key tool for investigating noise-induced phenomena

in neurons, such as noise-induced spiking [17], coherence res-

onance (CR) [18], and stochastic resonance (SR) [19]. Recent

studies have also explored more complex behaviors in the FHN

model, including mixed-mode oscillations (MMO) [20], noise-

induced stabilization [21], and transitions to chaotic dynamics

[22]. Self-induced stochastic resonance (SISR) has been identi-

fied as a unique, noise-driven resonance phenomenon [23, 24].

Recent research has extended resonance dynamics to multi-

layer FHN networks [25], and a generalized FHN model with

tristable dynamics has been studied under white Gaussian noise

[26]. Despite these advancements, a critical gap remains in the

study of EE in single-neuron models like the FHN, particularly

regarding noise-induced transitions to EE. This gap represents

an important area for further investigation.

Extreme events are rare, high-amplitude deviations from a

system’s typical behavior, observed across diverse domains, in-
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cluding social dynamics [27], oceanography [28], optics [29],

geophysics [30], economics [31], and power grid failures [32].

In neuroscience, EE are associated with pathological states

like epileptic seizures, characterized by excessive synchronized

neuronal firing [9, 10]. Studying EE in a single FHN neu-

ron model is particularly significant, as it offers a controlled

setting to explore the role of noise in the emergence of EE.

Single-neuron models enable detailed bifurcation and fluctua-

tion analyses, clarifying the mechanisms underlying EE while

avoiding complexities introduced by network interactions. This

approach also provides a baseline for understanding larger-

scale network dynamics, as individual neuronal behaviors criti-

cally influence collective phenomena like synchronized bursts.

Noise-induced effects, such as stochastic resonance and burst-

ing, highlight the importance of studying isolated neurons, with

potential applications in predicting pathological activity like

seizures [9]. Moreover, understanding EE in single neurons

sheds light on foundational neuronal processes like bursting and

epileptic discharges, which are critical for neuronal information

processing and the broader dynamics of neural networks [33].

While much research has explored EE in coupled neural sys-

tems, relatively few studies have examined how noise alone

induces EE in individual neurons [34]. For instance, factors

like multistability and super-EE have been observed in coupled

Hindmarsh-Rose models [35], and electrical coupling has been

shown to trigger EE with complex statistical properties [36]. In

coupled FHN models, mechanisms such as time-delay and net-

work topology drive EE [37, 38]. However, the potential for

noise-induced EE in single, uncoupled neurons remains under-

explored. Addressing this gap, our study investigates the FHN

model with noise as the primary mechanism for inducing EE,

contributing novel insights into how stochastic dynamics drive

such rare events.

A primary contribution of our study is demonstrating that

noise, without coupling or external forcing, can induce EE in a

single FHN oscillator. By selecting parameters that position the

system in a non-oscillating regime–leading to a steady state in

the absence of noise–we analyze how stochastic perturbations

alter the system’s behavior. Our findings indicate that noise

alone can drive the system into an EE regime, resulting in rare,

large excursions in phase space. This challenges the common

view that EE typically arise in systems with deterministic insta-

bility or coupling and highlights new possibilities for studying

EE in isolated, noise-driven systems.

We conduct a bifurcation analysis to unravel the mechanisms

behind noise-induced EE, revealing how stochastic perturba-

tions reshape the FHN model’s dynamics. We find that sub-

threshold oscillations (SAO) can be amplified by noise, result-

ing in large-amplitude oscillations (LAO) that qualify as EE.

This transition is confirmed by calculating the probability dis-

tribution of trajectory excursions in phase space, illustrating the

profound impact of noise on the system’s limit cycle dynamics.

Our study also investigates self-induced stochastic resonance

(SISR) , where noise, without periodic forcing, induces co-

herent oscillations in the system which is studied in two-

dimensional models. We show that noise-induced extreme

events (EE) in the FHN model are intricately dependent on

noise intensity, which acts as a key control parameter in the

emergence of oscillations. Additionally, by applying the the-

ory of large fluctuations, we calculate the escape rates of sys-

tem trajectories both analytically and numerically, enhancing

our understanding of the stochastic dynamics underlying EE.

Our analyses reveal that small noise-induced perturbations can

cause the system’s trajectories to escape from a stable steady

state, leading to significant excursions in phase space. By clar-

ifying the role of noise in inducing EE in neuronal oscillators,

our work may provide valuable insights for predicting and man-

aging extreme neuronal activity in conditions such as epilepsy

and migraines. Additionally, our work aims to bridge the gap

between the dynamics of individual neurons and the collective

behavior of neural networks. We systematically uncover the

influence of noise and nonlinearities through a detailed exam-

ination of a single neuron. These findings serve as a robust

foundation for extending the research to more complex and bi-

ologically realistic network models.

In summary, this study investigates the generation of EE in

a single FHN oscillator driven by noise. By analyzing the sys-

tem’s response to stochastic perturbations, we reveal how noise

induces large-amplitude excursions in phase space, leading to

EE. Our findings highlight the importance of noise in modulat-

ing neuronal dynamics and provide new insights into the mech-

anisms driving extreme behaviors in excitable systems. The

structure of this paper is as follows: Sec. 2 presents the FHN

model and the noise-induced dynamics framework. Sec. 3 and

4 discuss extreme events and bifurcation analysis. Sec. 5 exam-

ines noise-induced bursting, while Sec. 6 explores resonance

phenomena. Finally, Sec. 7 summarizes the key findings and

their implications.

2. System description and the emergence of extreme events

In this study, we focus on a single unit of the FHN model

perturbed by white Gaussian noise in the membrane potential x.

The system dynamics are governed by the following equations:

ẋ = x(a − x)(x − 1) − y +
√

2Dξ(t), (1)

ẏ = bx − cy,

where x and y denote the membrane potential and recovery

variable, respectively. D represents the noise intensity of the

Gaussian white noise ξ(t), and a, b, and c are system parame-

ters.

In the absence of noise (D = 0), the system possesses equi-

librium points:

(x1, y1) = (0, 0),

(x2,3, y2,3) =
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Figure 1: The left panel shows the time series, the middle panel presents the corresponding phase portrait, and the right panel displays the probability distribution

function (PDF) of the system variables as a function of noise intensity D. The dashed line indicates the threshold Hs, calculated from the time series. The system

parameters are fixed at a = −0.012, b = 0.00702, and c = 0.02. Figures (a1-a3) illustrate the deterministic case (D = 0), where the system evolves towards a steady

state. In contrast, when the system is subjected to a small noise intensity (D = 0.0001), it exhibits small amplitude oscillations (SAO) as shown in (b1-b3). Panels

(c1-c3) depict the occurrence of rare, recurrent large amplitude oscillations (LAO), where oscillations exceeding the dashed line are identified as extreme events

(EE) for D = 0.0002. Finally, (d1-d3) demonstrates the frequent appearance of LAO alongside SAO for D = 0.0003. Note that in this case, none of the LAOs

exceed the dashed line, and therefore, they are not classified as EEs.

with their stability depending on the system parameters.

Since our focus is on noise-induced excitability, we choose

parameter values from the non-self-oscillating regime: a =

−0.012, b = 0.007, and c = 0.02. For these values, the sys-

tem converges asymptotically to a stable steady state. The time

series and phase portrait for this deterministic case, shown in

Figs. 1(a1) and 1(a2), depict a stable spiral trajectory converg-

ing toward the fixed point. Additionally, the probability density
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function (PDF) of the trajectory in the (x, y) plane is illustrated

in Fig. 1(a3), with the color bar indicating probability density,

which peaks near the stable equilibrium. When noise is intro-

duced, the system begins to oscillate around the equilibrium.

For small noise intensities (e.g., D = 0.0001), the system ex-

hibits small amplitude oscillations (SAO), also referred to as

sub-threshold oscillations. Figures 1(b1-b3) show the corre-

sponding time series, phase portrait, and PDF. The phase por-

trait reveals small excursions in the phase space around the

equilibrium, and the PDF broadens slightly compared to the

deterministic case.

As the noise intensity increases, the amplitude of SAO grows.

At certain noise levels, the system occasionally displays large

amplitude oscillations (LAO) amidst the SAO, occurring at ran-

dom intervals. These rare, significantly large events are classi-

fied as EE. For example, at D = 0.0002, Figs. 1(c1-c2) il-

lustrate the time evolution and phase portrait of the system,

respectively, showing the occurrence of LAO alongside SAO.

The PDF demonstrates the probability of both types of oscilla-

tions in the phase space. As noise intensity increases further,

the frequency of LAO increases, as shown in Figs. 1(d1-d3) for

D = 0.0003, where LAO appears more frequently. With even

higher values of D, the system displays increasingly frequent

large amplitude oscillations.

To classify EE, we estimate a predefined threshold height,

HT = 〈Pn〉 + Nσ, where 〈Pn〉 represents the mean of the max-

ima, N is a scaling factor (typically N ∈ [2, 8] depending on the

system), and σ is the standard deviation [39]. For this study,

we set N = 8. Given the system’s stochastic nature, identify-

ing true maxima and minima is not trivial. To address this, we

apply an algorithm for detecting local maxima [40], specifying

a minimum peak amplitude PT = 0.001 and a minimum dis-

tance of t = 70 between consecutive peaks, which corresponds

to the minimum pulse width in the system. This approach ef-

fectively filters out minor noise-induced peaks while capturing

significant maxima. The threshold HT is shown as a dashed

line in Fig. 1, with peaks that exceed this threshold classified

as EE. For a noise intensity of D = 0.0001 (Fig. 1(b1)), no

oscillations exceed the threshold HT , indicating the absence of

EE. At D = 0.0002 (Fig. 1(c1)), several peaks cross the thresh-

old, signaling the occurrence of EE. However, at D = 0.0003

(Fig. 1(d1)), although large-amplitude oscillations (LAO) be-

come more frequent, none exceed the threshold, and thus no

EE are observed at this noise level.

To further analyze the system’s behavior, we present the bi-

furcation diagram of the variable xmax as a function of noise

intensity (D) in Fig. 2. In this diagram, the blue (dark gray)

dots represent the maxima of the x-variable, while the red line

denotes the threshold height HT . For D = 0.0001, the sys-

tem oscillates near the equilibrium point without producing

spikes, consistent with the time series shown in Fig. 1(b1).

This SAO behavior persists for D ∈ (0.0001, 0.00014]. At

D = 0.00015, the system transitions to rare spiking events,

with these spikes exceeding the threshold height HT . These

spikes are classified as EE and can observed in the time series

of Fig. 1(c1) for D = 0.0002. The EE behavior continues for

D ∈ (0.00015, 0.00023].

Figure 2: Bifurcation diagram of noise intensity (D), illustrating the system’s

dynamic behavior. The red curve represents the threshold height (HT ) used to

classify events as either extreme or normal.

As D increases further, the infrequent nature of spiking is

lost, and the spikes become more frequent over time. In other

words, the system transitions from EE state to a frequent burst-

ing state, with intermittent occurrences of EE during this transi-

tion. This intermediate state is evident in Fig. 2, where the HT

line exhibits more fluctuations for D values between 0.00023

and 0.00029. For D >= 0.0003, the system no longer exhibits

peaks exceeding HT , indicating the cessation of EE. The dy-

namics remain consistent with no EE for D > 0.0003, as de-

picted in the times series of Fig. 1(d1).

Figure 3: The probability distribution of the system variable x for various noise

intensities D shows that the system undergoes P-bifurcation.

The defining characteristic of EE is their rarity, combined

with their substantial impact on the system. To confirm the in-

frequent occurrence of these events, whether low or high ampli-

tude oscillations, various statistical methods are used for analy-

sis. In this study, we estimate the probability distribution of the
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state variable x, denoted as P(x), under different noise intensi-

ties (D). The resulting P(x) distributions, presented in Fig. 3 as

semi-log plots for various D values, reveal intriguing patterns.

For D = 0.0001, the x-variable oscillates around the equilib-

rium point, producing SAO. The corresponding probability dis-

tribution, P(x) (denoted by the “+” symbols), is unimodal and

concentrated near x = 0, indicating that the system predom-

inantly remains close to the equilibrium. However, when the

noise intensity increases to D = 0.0002, although the system

still spends most of its time near the equilibrium point, the prob-

ability distribution (denoted by the “×” symbols) shifts. A new

peak emerges in the sub-threshold region, but its probability is

lower than that observed at D = 0.0001 due to the appearance

of another mode near x ≈ 0.9 in the supra-threshold region.

This new mode is associated with the rare occurrence of LAO.

This transition from an unimodal to a bimodal distribution as

the noise intensity increases represents a significant change in

the system’s behavior, known as a P-bifurcation [41], which

occurs in noise-induced systems when EE are present. As the

noise intensity increases further, for example, at D = 0.0003,

0.0008, and 0.001, the probability distribution widens, with

P(x) in the subthreshold region decreasing and increasing in

the supra-threshold region. These broader distributions are il-

lustrated in Fig. 3 as dotted, continuous, and dashed lines, re-

spectively. It is important to note that the system undergoes

P-bifurcation only during the transition from SAO to noise-

induced EE at D = 0.00015 as indicated in Fig. 2. After the

bifurcation, the occurrence of LAO becomes more frequent as

D increases further [42, 34].

3. Bifurcation analysis for the system parameters

To investigate the mechanism of the emergence of EE, we

perturb the system with weak noise (D = 0.0002) and conduct

a bifurcation analysis of the system parameters b and c. Fig-

ure 4(a) shows the bifurcation diagram for b with noise, where

the red continuous line represents the threshold height, HT . At

b = 0, the system initially undergoes a transient phase before

fluctuating near x = 1. As b increases, these fluctuations pro-

gressively shift to lower x values. To better understand this be-

havior, we also examine the bifurcation of b in the deterministic

case (D = 0), depicted in the inset of Fig. 4(a).

In the deterministic system, the red line indicates a stable

steady state, while the dashed blue line represents an unstable

state. At b = 0, the system shows multistability: if the initial

conditions (ICs) are near the origin, the system stabilizes at the

fixed point (0, 0). However, if the ICs are set farther from the

origin (e.g., x = 0.8), the system stabilizes near x = 1. This

multistability continues until b = 0.0048, where the system un-

dergoes a saddle-node bifurcation as the saddle and node col-

lide. For b > 0.0048, the system consistently reaches the steady

state at (x, y) = (0, 0), regardless of the ICs.

When noise is introduced, this deterministic behavior

changes. For b = 0, the system now fluctuates near x = 1, but

these fluctuations are independent of the ICs due to the noise

perturbation. This state is termed a “fluctuating steady state”

as no significant oscillations occur. This behavior persists until

b = 0.0048, at which point the noise-induced bifurcation mir-

rors the deterministic one. However, for b > 0.0048, the sys-

tem’s dynamics diverge from the deterministic case. Instead,

the system begins to produce oscillations with varying ampli-

tudes, driven by the interplay between noise and the parameter

b. Within the range b ∈ (0.0048, 0.0064), the system exhibits

frequent LAO that do not meet the threshold condition for EE.

As b increases to b = 0.0065, fewer LAOs occur, but they now

satisfy the threshold, leading to the generation of EE. This EE

regime persists for b ∈ (0.0065, 0.009). Beyond this range,

the system returns to random small oscillations, converging to-

wards the steady state predicted by the deterministic bifurca-

tion. Due to the noise, SAO occurs around the fixed point for

b ∈ (0.009, 0.010).

Figure 4(b) presents the bifurcation diagram for the parame-

ter c, with the inset illustrating the bifurcation in the determin-

istic case (D = 0). In the deterministic scenario, as c decreases

(moving from right to left in the inset figure), the system’s

fixed point remains stable within the range c ∈ (0.014, 0.03),

as shown by the red line, leading to a steady state regardless

of the ICs. However, when c falls below 0.014, the fixed point

becomes unstable, indicated by the dashed black line. At this

point, the system’s behavior becomes dependent on the ICs: if

the ICs are close to the equilibrium point (x0, y0) = (0, 0), the

system will still converge to a steady state. Otherwise, the sys-

tem transitions to an oscillatory state. This shift in dynamics

is driven by a super-critical Hopf bifurcation, where the stable

equilibrium loses stability, marking the onset of oscillatory be-

havior. This bifurcation also reveals multistability within the

range c ∈ (0.013, 0.0).

Under the influence of noise, the system’s behavior signif-

icantly changes. For c ∈ (0.030, 0.0251), the system exhibits

non-uniform SAO around the equilibrium point. As c decreases

to 0.025, the system departs from the vicinity of the fixed point,

and its trajectories explore a larger region of the phase space,

resulting in LAO. This expansion of the attractor above the

threshold height HT satisfies the condition for EE generation.

In this regime, SAO and LAO alternate unpredictably, with

noise inducing an early bifurcation that mirrors the determin-

istic system’s behavior. As c continues to decrease, the sys-

tem becomes highly sensitive, producing numerous LAO in the

range c ∈ (0.0249, 0.018). Eventually, for c ∈ (0.0179, 0.0),

the system displays alternating small and frequent large oscilla-

tions, reflecting the overall dynamics shaped by both noise and

the system parameters.

4. Noise-induced bursting

At low noise amplitudes (D = 0.0003), the system begins

to generate spikes that deviate from the characteristics typi-

cally associated with EE. As the noise intensity increases be-

yond D = 0.0004, a new dynamical phenomenon, known as

noise-induced bursting, emerges. This behavior has been well-

documented in prior studies [43, 44, 45]. Additionally, simi-

lar bursting phenomena have been observed in the FHN model

under the influence of quasi-monochromatic noise [46]. No-

tably, when white Gaussian noise is modified into Ornstein-
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Figure 4: The bifurcation diagram illustrates the system’s behavior as a function of two parameters: (a) b, varying within the range of (0.0, 0.01), and (b) c, within

the range of (0.0, 0.03), highlighting the emergence of extreme events. The red curve in both (a) and (b) denotes the HT value. The noise intensity is held constant

at D = 0.0002. Insets depict the stability of fixed points under noise-free conditions.

Uhlenbeck noise (η(t)), it induces bursting that manifests as the

skipping of spikes, as described in [47]. These findings un-

derscore the intricate interplay between noise and the system’s

inherent dynamics in producing complex neuronal behaviors.

To quantify the system’s dynamics, we analyzed the proba-

bility distribution of inter-spike intervals (ISI) at different noise

intensities, D, as shown in Fig. 5. Spikes were identified when

the system’s state variable exceeded the threshold of x > 0.8.

At D = 0.0004 (blue ∗ curve), the ISI distribution reveals a

broad peak at shorter intervals, although the overall probabil-

ity remains low. A secondary peak is observed at longer inter-

vals (inset, Fig. 5(a1)), reflecting the presence of SAO between

spikes. LAO tends to occur after longer time intervals.

At D = 0.0005 (green � curve), the ISI distribution narrows

in the short-interval range, with an increased overall probabil-

ity. A secondary peak in the 2000–4000 range indicates qui-

escent periods dominated by SAO between bursts. When D is

increased to 0.0006 (red + curve), the ISI distribution remains

similar, with high probabilities for short intervals and minimal

change in dynamics compared to D = 0.0005.

As D increases to 0.0008 (magenta � curve), the ISI distribu-

tion exhibits significant shifts. The distribution becomes more

concentrated around shorter intervals, and two low-probability

peaks emerge in the 1500–5000 range. The first peak, with the

highest probability, corresponds to short ISI bursts, while the

lower-probability peaks reflect noisy quiescence periods. This

pattern indicates irregular, frequent bursting events, as shown

in the inset of Fig. 5(a2) for D = 0.0008. The system exhibits

alternating small and frequent large-amplitude oscillations that

are aperiodic and irregular, with significantly reduced quies-

cence times due to increased noise intensity. This behavior is

characteristic of noise-driven stochastic bursting oscillations.

5. Resonance dynamics

To quantify the system’s response to noise and spike fre-

quency, we employ the well-known coefficient of variation

(CV) statistic for interspike intervals (ISI) [18, 24]. The CV

is calculated as:

CV =

√

〈IS I2〉 − 〈IS I〉2
〈IS I〉

. (2)

This statistic serves as a critical tool for distinguishing the

various dynamical behaviors exhibited by the system. Pri-

marily, it is employed to detect and characterize the periodic

responses of the system under varying noise intensities. A

higher CV indicates increased irregularity in spike timing, with

CV ≥ 1 suggesting a Poisson-like, random process. Interspike

intervals were measured on the variable x using a spike detec-

tion threshold of 0.8. Figure 6 illustrates how CV varies with

noise intensity D over the range D ∈ (0.0001, 0.5) on a logarith-

mic scale, identifying distinct regions (R1–R5) that represent

different spiking behaviors.

In the absence of noise (D < 0.0002, region R1), no spikes

are detected, and consequently, no CV values are recorded. As

noise intensity reaches D = 0.0002 (region R2), rare events be-

gin to occur, resulting in a CV value greater than 1, which signi-

fies incoherent and independent spiking events. As D increases

further, the CV decreases, reaching CV = 1 at D = 0.001, signi-

fying random spiking behavior. This transition is visible in the

time series in Figs. 7(a-b), where the infrequent spikes are con-

sistent with the observed CV values, with the bursting behavior

discussed previously falling within region R3.

With further increases in D, the CV continues to decrease,

reaching a minimum value of 0.15 at D = 0.1 (region R4), indi-

cating the onset of coherent spike production and resonance.

This behavior is depicted in Fig. 6, and Figs. 7(c-d) illus-

trate the frequent oscillations observed at D = 0.1, where a

stochastic limit cycle appears in the phase portrait. This co-

herence, attributed to SISR, arises when the intrinsic frequency

of the system aligns with the noise, producing resonant oscilla-

tions. Notably, these oscillations are entirely noise-dependent.

In our study, system parameters are specifically set to maintain
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Figure 5: Probability distribution of inter-spike intervals (ISI) illustrating the behavior of bursting oscillations across varying noise intensities. Inset (a1) provides a

magnified view of the ISI distribution, highlighting changes within the 2000 to 7000 range. Inset (a2) displays the dynamics of noise-induced bursting oscillations

for a noise intensity of D = 0.0008.

Figure 6: Coefficient of variation (CV) as a function of noise intensity D, shown

on a logarithmic scale, highlights distinct behavioral regions. In region R1, no

spikes are detected. Region R2 corresponds to the occurrence of EE, followed

by consistent, random, and infrequent spiking in region R3. Region R4 illus-

trates the emergence of SISR behavior, while region R5 displays incoherent

spiking as noise intensity (D) increases further.

bifurcation thresholds distant from fixed points, ensuring the

absence of limit cycles without noise. Consequently, these ob-

served oscillations are purely noise-driven and categorized as

SISR.

Beyond D = 0.1, CV begins to increase gradually, leading to

incoherent spiking once more. At this stage, the higher noise

intensity disrupts the resonance, causing the system to oscillate

randomly, as shown in region R5. This behavior is evident in

Figs. 7(e-f) for D = 0.3. Thus, the system exhibits rare, high-

amplitude EE at low noise intensities, transitions through ran-

dom spiking oscillations, achieves a resonance peak at D = 0.1,

and eventually reverts to incoherent oscillations as noise in-

tensity increases further.This progression underscores the phe-

nomenon that resonance occurs at higher noise intensities, pro-

viding further support for the concept that noise alone can in-

duce periodic oscillations, as demonstrated in previous studies

[48].

6. Mechanism of extreme events

The system under investigation exhibits spiking behavior in

response to noise, where at lower noise intensities, these spikes

correspond to extreme and rare events, while at higher noise in-

tensities, they become more regular bursting. To understand the

mechanism underlying the emergence of EE due to noise, we

employ the large fluctuations approach. This method, as out-

lined in [49], has been applied to a variant of the FHN model

to analyze how trajectories escape from the vicinity of stable

points. As noted earlier, for our analysis, the system must re-

main in a non-self-oscillating regime, enabling us to isolate the

role of noise in generating EE. We follow a similar algorithm

to the approach described in [49, 50] to investigate how this

process leads to the formation of EE.

We begin by considering our system, represented by Eq. (1),

which is influenced by noise. The corresponding Fokker-Planck

equation, describing the probability density P(x, y, t) for the

7



Figure 7: Time series and phase portraits illustrating system dynamics at differ-

ent noise amplitudes: For D = 0.001 [(a)-(b)], infrequent spikes are observed

in the time series, with CV = 1 , indicating less regular oscillations. At D = 0.1

[(c)-(d)], the time series shows frequent spiking activity, while the phase por-

trait exhibits a stochastic limit cycle, corresponding to CV = 0.15. For D = 0.3

[(e)-(f)], aperiodic and infrequent spikes are observed in both the time series

and phase portrait, accompanied by an increase in CV value
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0

0.02
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Figure 8: Phase space of Eq. (7), illustrating the presence of a fixed point iden-

tified by the intersection of nullclines ( x-axis: red dashed line; y-axis: green

dashed line). The trajectories evolve from the vicinity of the fixed point, becom-

ing unstable and following minimal energy pathways during their excursions.

system, is given by:

(3)

∂P(x, y, t)

∂t
=
∂

∂x

[

−(x(a − x)(x − 1) − y)P
]

+
∂

∂y

[

−(bx − cy)P
]

+ D
∂2P

∂x2
.

The solution to this equation is expressed using a WKB-like

approximation as:

P(x, y) = Z(x, y) exp

[

−S (x, y)

D

]

. (4)

Here, Z(x, y) is a prefactor, and S (x, y) represents the quasipo-

tential, or the action, for the system described by Eq. (1). In-

serting this expression into the Fokker-Planck equation and fol-

lowing the procedure outlined in [49], we arrive at the leading

order approximation:

ẋ =
∂H

∂px

, ẏ =
∂H

∂py

, ṗx = −
∂H

∂x
, ṗy = −

∂H

∂y
, (5)

where the Hamiltonian H takes the Wentzel-Freidlin form:

H = px(x(a − x)(x − 1) − y) + py(bx − cy) +
p2

x

2
. (6)

Here, px and py represent the conjugate momenta. Using this

Hamiltonian, we derive the Hamilton’s equations of motion as:

ẋ = x(a − x)(x − 1) − y + px,

ẏ = bx − cy,

ṗx = −(2ax − a − 3x2 + 2x)px + pyb, (7)

ṗy = px + cpy.

These equations identify the most probable trajectories, which

connect the system’s initial and final states under the influence

of noise, with minimal energy or action (S ). The action is given

by:

S = min

∫ t f

ti

ξ2x(t) dt, (8)

S = min
1

2

∫ t f

ti

p2
x(t) dt. (9)

Here, the action S quantifies the energy required for a trajec-

tory to escape the stable region and is minimized to determine

the most probable and minimal energy pathway. Since we treat

noise as analogous to momentum in the Hamiltonian, we sub-

stitute ξ2(t) =
p2

x

2
. To find the trajectory that minimizes the

action, we solve a boundary value problem with the following

boundary conditions: [xi(ti), yi(ti), px(ti) = 0, py(ti) = 0] at the

initial time ti, and[x f (t f ), y f (t f ), px(t f ) = 0, py(t f ) = 0] at the

final time t f . The final time t f is unspecified, and we use a

shooting method to determine the escape path [50].

In [49], the authors describe the FitzHugh-Nagumo (FHN)

system, which features a ghost separatrix. This structure, lack-

ing a saddle point, implies that the system cannot inherently

produce spikes without external noise. The ghost separatrix is

a remnant of transient behavior after a bifurcation event, where

the saddle and node annihilate each other and vanish. What re-

mains is a “ghosted” boundary in phase space that transiently

influences nearby trajectories. In contrast, our system features

a real separatrix, defined by a saddle point and a stable fixed

8



Figure 9: (a) Numerically estimated escape rate T (solid blue line) based on 200 realizations for each noise intensity, compared with the analytical prediction (dashed

red line) derived from the estimated S . The analytical and numerical results exhibit strong agreement at lower noise intensities, where EE emerge. (b) Evolution of

Eq. (1) for multiple runs from identical initial conditions at the stable fixed point (x, y) = (0, 0) for D = 0.0002, where EE emerge.Each trajectory departs from the

fixed point, undergoing excursions in phase space. The thick black line represents the evolution of Eq. (7), illustrating the minimal energy pathway needed to cross

the stable fixed point.

point. This separatrix plays a persistent role, permanently di-

viding the phase space into regions with distinct long-term dy-

namics. Depending on the system parameters, significant ex-

cursions in phase space can occur under perturbation. For in-

stance, if the initial condition is set near the stable fixed point,

the system remains in the stable regime in the absence of per-

turbations (i.e., when the momenta are zero), always returning

to the stable point and never reaching the saddle. However, in-

troducing a small perturbation in px or py enables the system to

escape the stable regime. This escape allows the saddle to direct

the trajectory into a spike. In the Hamiltonian framework, the

momenta (px, py) play a role analogous to noise in the original

FHN system.

In our system, the saddle point is located far from the sta-

ble fixed point. This separation means that the system spends

significant time oscillating around the stable point before gain-

ing enough energy to meet the saddle and produce an EE. Fig-

ure 8 illustrates the phase space trajectories (solid lines) of Eq.

(7), with the dashed lines representing the system’s nullclines.

Even when the ICs are chosen in the stable regime, a minimal

perturbation in the momentum causes the system to oscillate

around the fixed point for a prolonged period before crossing

the boundary, leading to EE emergence.

If the parameters are chosen such that the saddle moves

closer to the stable point, the system requires less energy to

cross the saddle, resulting in more frequent spike production.

Given the current parameter set, where the saddle is far from

the stable point, we can calculate the action S as outlined in Eq.

(9) to quantify the emergence of EE.

6.1. Escape rate of trajectories

Having determined the action S , we now proceed to estimate

the escape rate numerically. This serves as a measure of the

system’s stability and provides a means to validate the action

S , which corresponds to the optimal paths for overcoming the

stable fixed point. To achieve this, we simulate Eq. (1) and

calculate the time interval τ for the trajectory to initiate an ex-

cursion or spike, starting from a specified initial condition. This

process is repeated across multiple realizations to obtain the av-

erage escape rate, defined as T = 1
N

∑N
i=1 τi, where N = 200.

The average escape rate T can also be expressed in terms of the

action S according to the relationship T ∝ D3/2 exp
(

S
D

)

.

To account for the dependence of this proportional relation-

ship on D, we employ a power-law fitting approach to scale the

analytical results. As shown in Fig. 9 (a), the analytical escape

rate T closely aligns with the numerical escape rate calculated

from Eq. (1) for small values of D . The figure illustrates that

the escape rate is relatively high due to the rarity of EE. As

the noise intensity increases, T decreases. This provides clear

evidence that higher noise levels facilitate faster movement of

trajectories away from the fixed point. This observation aligns

with the expectation that spikes tend to occur more frequently

under conditions of increased noise intensity.

The escape paths of the trajectories for D = 0.0002 are de-

picted in Fig.9 (b), where the blue lines represent the solutions

of Eq. (1) across different runs. Each trajectory follows a

unique path and requires a considerable amount of time to es-

cape the vicinity of the fixed point. The thick black line repre-

sents the solution of the Hamiltonian equations, which similarly

requires a significant duration to achieve an excursion from the

stable point. Thus, we conclude that for EE to manifest due

to low-intensity noise, the escape rate is elevated, consistent
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with minimal perturbations in momentum within the Hamilto-

nian framework. Additionally, we have successfully computed

the minimal action path that characterizes the trajectory of EE.

7. Conclusion

Our research aims to advance the understanding of the

FHN model and investigate the relatively under-researched phe-

nomenon of noise-induced EE. By focusing on both determinis-

tic and stochastic aspects of the system, we isolated key mech-

anisms to clarify the differences introduced by noise. Given the

stochastic nature of the system, we employed probabilistic mea-

sures to quantify these noise-induced changes. This ultimately

led to the occurrence of EE through a P-bifurcation analysis.

Importantly, our findings highlight that EE emerge solely as

a response to noise, and the pathways leading to these events

have been clarified via bifurcation analysis. In addition to EE,

our study identified other noise-induced phenomena, such as

noise-induced bursting at specific noise intensities, which we

analyzed using ISI statistics. To provide a broader context for

the system’s behavior, we incorporated the CV as a measure,

linking our results to previously documented dynamical phe-

nomena in the FHN model.

A noteworthy observation was the occurrence of frequent

spikes in the system, which can be attributed to self-induced

stochastic resonance. Moreover, we applied large fluctuation

theory to examine the emergence of EE in noise-driven sys-

tems, calculating escape rates of system trajectories using both

analytical and numerical approaches. This combined method-

ology provides valuable insights into the mechanisms driving

EE in stochastic systems.

In conclusion, our investigation deepens the understanding of

EE in stochastic systems, particularly within the context of neu-

ronal models. The insights gained from this study lay the foun-

dation for further research and potential applications in neu-

ronal science and other fields where noise-induced dynamics

play a significant role.
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