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Tunable Thresholds and Frequency Encoding
in a Spiking NOD Controller
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Abstract—Spiking Nonlinear Opinion Dynamics (S-NOD) is
an excitable decision-making model inspired by the spiking
dynamics of neurons. S-NOD enables the design of agile decision-
making that can rapidly switch between decision options in
response to a changing environment. In S-NOD, decisions are
represented by continuous time, yet discrete, opinion spikes. Here,
we extend previous analysis of S-NOD and explore its potential as
a nonlinear controller with a tunable balance between robustness
and responsiveness. We identify and provide necessary conditions
for the bifurcation that determines the onset of periodic opinion
spiking. We leverage this analysis to characterize the tunability
of the input-output threshold for opinion spiking as a function of
the model basal sensitivity and the modulation of opinion spiking
frequency as a function of input magnitude past threshold. We
conclude with a discussion on S-NOD as a new neuromorphic
control block and its extension to distributed spiking controllers.

I. INTRODUCTION

Decision-making, understood as the process of integrating
sensory information and internal objectives to determine an
agent’s actions, is a fundamental feature of virtually all bi-
ological systems and across virtually all levels of biological
organization, from molecular regulatory networks [ 1]] to neural
population dynamics [2]], and up to collective behaviors [3].
Modeling biological decision-making is both instrumental to
understand its underlying mechanisms and to translate this
understanding into engineered bio-inspired systems.

Traditional models of opinion dynamics often struggle
to capture the robust yet flexible decision-making behavior
observed in biological systems. The Nonlinear Opinion Dy-
namics (NOD) model [4], [5]] shows how balancing negative
and positive feedback can lead to robust, fast, and flexible
decision-making through an organizing pitchfork bifurcation.
However, NOD may not always be able to switch between
decision options with sufficient agility in rapidly changing en-
vironments. The spiking-NOD (S-NOD) model [6] addresses
this limitation by making NOD excitable [7]]. This is achieved
through adaptive slow negative feedback that brings the NOD
state back to its neutral, ultra-sensitive state each time a
decision is made, resulting in excitable opinion spikes. As
an excitable system, S-NOD exhibits a form of controlled
instability, where positive feedback leads to large and fast de-
viations away from equilibrium while slow negative feedback
ensures regulation toward it. S-NOD has been applied to robot
navigation in crowded environments ensuring responsiveness
and indecision-breaking of the robot behavior [6]]. Fig. [I] is
reproduced from [6]] and illustrates the agility of S-NOD as a
controller.

Here, we extend the analysis in [6] to rigorously characterize
the tunability of the S-NOD spiking threshold and of its input
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Fig. 1. Figure from [6] shows S-NOD (pink) applied to control a planar
robot in a social navigation scenario. NOD (blue) is shown for comparison.
The robot aims to reach a goal marked by a star while avoiding collision
with an unpredictable oncoming mover (black). The NOD controller is slow
to respond to an abrupt change in the direction of the oncoming mover, but
the S-NOD controller responds with agility and avoids colliding.

magnitude-to-spiking frequency (fI) curve. Section [l intro-
duces S-NOD and basic facts and notation instrumental for
subsequent analysis. In Section we study the dependence
of S-NOD dynamics on the exogenous input, and prove the
onset of spiking decision-making through a Hopf bifurcation
occurring at an implicit, yet tunable, threshold on the input. In
Section we study the case where two symmetric spiking
limit cycles appear in the absence of input as the model basal
sensitivity is increased and the system undergoes a symmetry-
breaking pitchfork bifurcation. In Section[V] we study how the
input spiking threshold changes and can be tuned as a function
of the model basal sensitivity. Through geometric arguments,
we characterize how spiking frequency increases as a function
of input strength. We also discuss how the model parameters
can be used to tune the shape of opinion spikes. In sum we
contribute an in-depth characterization of our newly proposed
S-NOD as an agile spiking control element.

II. SPIKING NONLINEAR OPINION DYNAMICS

S-NOD is governed by the differential equations

% = —dz + tanh((kz? + o — s)az +b) (1)
§=e(—s+ksz?).

The state z(t) € R is the agent’s opinion at time ¢. For
decision-making between two mutually exclusive options, we
interpret z(t) > 0 (z(¢) < 0) as an opinion in favor of option
1 (option 2). |z(t)| is the strength of the opinion and z(t) = 0
is a neutral opinion (indecision). s(t) € R is the agent’s slow
recovery state at time ¢. o € Ry sets the basal level of the
agent’s sensitivityﬂ p = kz? + po — s to the positive feedback

'In 6] p, po are u, up and called “attention” and “basal attention.”



term az. The agent’s sensitivity p increases with gain k € R
as the norm of the agent’s opinion increases. At a much
slower time-scale, p decreases as the slow recovery variable
s increases. This creates a balance of positive and negative
feedback. ¢ € R4, € < 1 sets the timescale separation
between the dynamics of z and s, so that z is fast and s is slow.
d € R, is the gain of a negative feedback opinion-damping
term. a,k € Ry tune the positive feedback gain. ks € R
tunes the slow negative feedback gain. b € R is an exogenous
input. In applications b would integrate various task-relevant
signals, and represent evidence for a decision in the positive
or negative z direction.

Here we establish some basic results needed to analyze the
onset of opinion spiking as either b (in Section or Lo
increases (in Section [[V).

Remark IL1. The fixed points of equation (I)) have the form
(2,ks2%), where 2 solves the equation

h(2) := —d2 + tanh(a2(—ks2* + k2% 4+ o) +0) = 0. (2)

The stability of equilibria of two-dimensional systems is
fully determined by the trace and determinant of the Jacobian
evaluated at equilbrium. Let ¢(2,5) := az(kz® + o — s) +
b, ¥(z) = @(kszt,2) = az(—ksz* + kz? + po) + b, and
f(z,8) :== (%, $). The Jacobian of (I is

J(Z, 3) = D(z,s)f(zv S) 3)
[ —d + tanh'(p(z, 8))%5 tanh’(p(z, s))a—f
- dekg 23 —c ’

where tanh’(z) = 1 — tanh®(z).

Remark IL2. At a fixed point (2,ks2%), we have that
tanh’(¢(2, ks2?)) = 1 — d%22

Let J, := J(z, ks2?).
Lemma IL3. If (2, k.2%) is a fixed point for (l)), then

tr J; = ad’ks 2° — (3ad’k + aks) 2*
S~ —_——
cs3 co
+ (3ak — ad?uo) 2% + apo — d —¢ 4
—_———— ——

c1 o

det J; _ 5ad2/€s 26 4 (3ad2k‘ + 5ak:5) g*
e —— N—

c3=5c3 Co=co+4aks

— (3ak — ad’po) 2% — (apo — d). (5)
—_——— ———

é1=c1 Co=co

The proof follows from elementary algebraic manipulations
and is omitted. Finding the roots of these polynomials reduces
to solving two third-degree polynomials. Also, if (2, k%) is
a fixed point, then

det J;

B(2) = —d+ (1 —d*8*)/(2) = — — (6)

We use this expression to bound the number of fixed points.
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Fig. 2. Bifurcation diagram for (1) with respect to input (b) projected onto the
opinion (z) axis to reduce from three dimensions to two. Solid lines indicate
stable nodes, dashed lines indicate unstable nodes, shaded areas indicate stable
limit cycles, vertical width of shaded area represents amplitude of spike. Dots
marked with H correspond to the Hopf bifurcations at £b*. Inset plots show
dynamics for suprathreshold positive (b = 0.1) and negative (b = —0.1)
input leading to spikes. Parameters used are g = 0.8,a = 1,d = 1,k =
2.3,ks =16, = 0.1.

III. SPIKING FROM INCREASING b

For certain conditions on parameters we can prove the
system undergoes a Hopf bifurcation with respect to the input b
at a critical input threshold +b*, after which the system goes
from a resting state to spiking. Fig. [2] shows a bifurcation
diagram projected onto the opinion axis, showing the stability
of fixed points and amplitude of the spike limit cycle, as well
as two symmetric examples of spiking. All the analysis in this
section is presented for b > 0, since the case b < 0 follows
directly from symmetry.

A Hopf bifurcation is characterized by a fixed point having
a pair of conjugate non-zero purely imaginary eigenvalues
crossing the imaginary axis as a bifurcation parameter passes
a critical value. This gives us a useful characterization of the
first condition needed to identify a Hopf bifurcation.

Remark IIL1. A fixed point (3,ks2*) for has two con-
jugate, purely imaginary, non-zero eigenvalues if and only if
tr J; =0 and det J; > 0.

Since our approach is implicit, we first consider the sit-

uation where the fixed point is unique for all inputs. Let
62—+/E3—3618 . . .

Co = % The following result provides a tight
sufficient condition for the uniqueness of the fixed point.

Proposition IIL.2. If (o € Ry and det J sz > 0, then for all
b € R there is a unique fixed point of (I).

Proof. Let b > 0. We first show that there is at least one
fixed point. If b = 0 then h(0) = 0. Otherwise, if b > 0 then
h(0) = tanh(b) > 0, and lim, , h(z) = —oo, which by
continuity implies there is a point £ > 0 such that A(Z) = 0.
In either case there is a fixed point for (T).

Equation for Z implies that any fixed point (2, ks2%)
must satisfy 2 € [-d~1,d71].



We now show that Vz € [0,d7!],h(z) = 0 = h/(2) <
0, which implies there can be at most one root for A in
[0, d~1], since consecutive roots can’t both have strictly neg-
ative derivative. From (6) we have h(z) = 0 = K/(z) =

—detJe - Consider the third degree polynomial ¢ge:(z) :=

dets‘]z = {325 — 8922 4+ &2 + ¢¢. From it follows that
Qaet(d7?) = —det Jg-1/e = —d < 0, and since ¢35 > 0,
then lim,_ oo gget(2) = 00. So there is a root of gge; greater
than d—2. The two inflection points of qdet are given by

CO _ 62 \/0'2 30163 and C C2+

36 . Since we

assume (o € Ry, we have (o < (1 and Qdet(Co) > qdet (C1)-
Thus, if gge¢(Co) < 0 then Vz € [0,d 2], qqet(2) < 0. But
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qdet(Co) = ———=% < 0 by hypothesis. So we conclude
Vz € [0,d71], —det J, < 0, which implies there is a unique
root for h, and so a unique fixed point for (I)). O

In general, for sufficiently small 1 the fixed point is unique.
The next proposition tells us that this point is increasing with
respect to b.

Proposition IIL3. Ler (o € Ry, det J = > 0. Let 2, € R be
the unique zero of h for a given b € R. Then limy_, o 2, = d™*
and %y is a strictly increasing function of b.

Proof. ¥z € R, limy_, » ¥ (2) = oo, which implies

b]i)rgo h(z) = bli}rgo(—dz + tanh(¢(2)))

=—dz+ blim (tanh(¢(2)) = —dz + 1.
—r OO

From this it follows that Z; converges to the unique zero of
—dz + 1, namely limy_, o 2, = d~ 1.

From the proof of Prop. [IT.2]it follows that det J 7 > 0
implies Vz € [0,d~'],det J, > 0. Taking implicit derivatives
of the relation h(2) = 0:
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where the last equality comes from (6). Since 2, € [0,d™]
and det Jz, > 0, we conclude that Vb € R, 222 > (. O

The previous result holds in general for how the fixed point
at the origin varies with b, although in the case where the
fixed point is not unique the continuation of the origin might

cease to exist in a saddle node bifurcation. Now, let §, =

—y/c2-3 . .
w The following proposition tells us about the
trace of the Jacoblan at the fixed point when pg < 3 4 but not

too small, k > —a and € > 0 small enough.

Proposition III. 4 Ifco —e<0, & €Ry and tr J 75 > 0,
there exist z*,z** € [0,d™] such that tr J,« = tr J,o =
0 and V2 € [0,2*) U (z**,d"Y,or J, < 0, and Vz €
(z*,2*%),tr J, > 0.

\/2-3 . .
Proof. & and &; := ctyes—docs > & are the two inflection

3cs3

points of the polynomial g, (z) = tr J 5 = 323 —coz?+c12+
co —e. We also have lim, o ¢ir-(2) = 00, im, oo g1 (2) =
—00, qtr(o) = ¢y — € < 0 and qtr(d_Q) = —d—¢e < 0.

Thus, maxze[Od 2 qir(2) = qr(§0) = tr J g7 > 0. Since

tr J, = q.(2?), this 1mphes that for tr J, there exist two
roots z*,2** € [0,d71], 2* < z**, which satisfy the desired
properties. O

The following theorem describes the bifurcations with re-
spect to b.

Theorem IIL5 (Spiking Input Threshold).

Suppose Co, &0 € Ry, detJ jz > 0 and tr J sz5 > 0. Then
there exist exactly two critical values of input b*,b** € R,
at which the unique fixed point undergoes a Hopf bifurcation
(and symmetrically for negative values of the input).

Proof. From the proof of Prop. [[IL.2]it follows that det J, /= >
0 implies Vz € [0,d!],det J, > 0. In particular det.J, =
—ecg > 0, so for any € > 0 we have ¢y — ¢ < 0. Thus, by
Prop. there exist z*, z** € [0,d™!] roots of tr J, as in
the statement. We have 2, = 0, and by Prop. we know
limp_, o0 2, = d~'. So by continuity there exist b*,b** € R
such that Zp« = z* and Zp+«« = z**. Thus tr Jg; =t Js.. =0
and det J;; > 0 and tr Jz,.. > 0. By Remark at these
two values of b the fixed point has two non-zero conjugate
purely imaginary eigenvalues.

Transversality follows from the fact that 2, is strictly
increasing with respect to b, which also implies uniqueness of
critical values b* and b**. By Thm. 3.4.2 in [§] we conclude
that at b = b* the unique fixed point goes from being a
stable node to an unstable source in a Hopf bifurcation, and
at b = b** it goes from being an unstable source to a stable
node, also in a Hopf bifurcation. O

The threshold to spiking at b* can be expressed as the
solution to the implicit equation —dz* + tanh((—ks2** +
k2*? 4+ po)az* + b*) = 0, where 2* can be written in closed
form as the solution to a third degree polynomial. Even though
from the previous analysis we cannot conclude whether the
Hopf bifurcations in Thm. are supercritical or subcritical,
we have the following result, which guarantees the existence
of a limit cycle precisely in the interval after the first Hopf
and before the second.

Theorem IIL.6 (Limit Cycle After Input Threshold).
If Co,€0 € Ry, det J s > 0 and tr J s > 0, then for input
values b € (b*,b**) there exists a limit cycle.

Proof. First, b € (b*,b**) = 2, € (2*,2™) = tr J; >
0, which together with det J;, > 0 implies the unique fixed
point is unstable. Next, we show the dynamics of the system
are bounded. Let the bounding box be B = [—d~!,d™1] x
[~1,ksd~*]. We consider in turn the four edges of the box
to show that no trajectory starting in the box escapes it. First,
suppose (z,8) € (—d=1,d™1) x {—1}, then § = —s + ky2? =
14 kez* > 1> 0, so the vector field points towards the inside



of the box along this edge. If (z,s) € (—d™1,d™1) x {ksd™*}
then § = —k,d™* + ko2 = ky(2* — Jr) < ks(3r — 51) =0,
and so the vector field points towards the inside of the box
along this edge as well. Considering the top edge, if (z,s) €
{d='} x (=1, ksd™*) then 2 = —dz+tanh((2)) < —1+1 =
0, so the field points down into the box. Now for the bottom
edge, if (z,8) € {—d~ '} x (=1, ksd—*), we get symmetrically
that 2 = —dz+tanh(¢(2)) > 1—1 = 0, and so the field points
up into the box. Finally, if we consider the four corner points:
ifs=—1,z=d 'then5>0,2<0;if s=—1,2=—d!
then § > 0,2 > 0;if s =ksd %, 2=d ' then §=0,2 < 0;
and if s = ksd™%,2 = —d~! then § = 0,z > 0. This all
follows from the previous observations and implies that all
orbits starting on the boundary of B stay in B. Noting that
%, € B is an unstable source and there are no other fixed
points, we can apply the Poincaré-Bendixson theorem [8] to
conclude that there exists a limit cycle in 5B and that every
trajectory converges to a limit cycle. O

The next proposition covers the case when there is no input
threshold, that is, when there is always only a stable fixed
point for all b € R and there is no spiking. This case always
happens for py small enough.

Proposition IIL7. Suppose (o,&0 € Ry, detJ = > 0 and
tr J ez < 0. Then for all b € R the unique fixed point of
equation [I] is stable.

Proof. From the proof of Prop. follows that if tr J & <
0 then Vz € [0,d™ ], tr J, < 0, which together with det J, >
0 implies stability. O

The case where (y,& € Ry, ¢p < 0 and tr J\/g—0 > 0 but
det Jye < 0 (when ¢p = apg — d is slightly less than 0)
turns out to be equivalent in its behavior to that described
in Thm. but presents some additional subtleties in its
analysis. In summary, the fixed point can no longer be shown
to be unique but the behavior is identical, with either the same
Hopf at b* or a saddle-node annihilation acting as the input
threshold to spiking.

The remaining case of ¢y > 0 corresponds to the origin
being a saddle point for no input, and is discussed next.

IV. SPIKING ONSET BY INCREASING f1p WHEN b =0

We consider the case where the input is fixed at b = 0 and
study the bifurcation that happens with respect to uo at the
critical point ug = g. Locally at the origin this bifurcation is a
subcritical pitchfork as shown in Fig. 3] This can be shown by
projecting the local dynamics around the origin, which reduces
to the single-agent non-excitable fast and flexible nonlinear
opinion dynamics [35].

Globally, we have that for critical and supercritical values
of uo there exist exactly three fixed points, one of which is
the origin. The other two are symmetric with respect to the
horizontal z = 0, and their properties determine the global
behavior of the system. We prove conditions under which the
two other fixed points at the critical yg are source nodes, which
ensures that for some open interval beyond ) the system has
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Fig. 3. Bifurcation diagram of system (I) with respect to basal sensitivity
(10) projected onto the opinion state (z) axis to reduce from three dimensions
to two. Solid lines indicate stable nodes, dashed lines indicate unstable nodes,
dotted lines indicate saddle points, shaded areas indicate the two stable limit
cycles in different shades of gray. The vertical width of shaded areas represent
amplitude of spike. Black dots represent bifurcations, one subcritical pitchfork
(PF) and two symmetric saddle-node bifurcations (SN). Inset figures show
positive (top, z(0) = 0.1) and negative (bottom, z(0) = —0.1) spike limit
cycles for po = 1.05. Parameters used are b = 0,a = 1,d = 1,k =
2.3,ks = 16, = 0.1.

two symmetric limit cycles, each of which encircles one of the
nonzero fixed points. These two large amplitude limit cycles
correspond to spikes that emerge in a qualitatively different
way than in the previous section. They do not appear through
a Hopf bifurcation but through the breaking off of homoclinic
orbits at the subcritical pitchfork. Fig. [3]shows a representative
bifurcation diagram projected onto the opinion subspace.

First, observe that the stability of the origin changes at p:
when pg < g then ¢g = poa —d < 0 so det Jy > 0 and
tr Jo < 0, which implies the fixed point at the origin is a stable
node. When po > g we have ppa —d > 0 so det Jy < 0,
which implies the fixed point is a saddle point. When b = 0
the horizontal line z = 0 is invariant and is actually part of
the stable manifold of the fixed point in the origin. Thus, we
have the following.

Proposition IV.1. For any parameters with b = 0 there are no
limit cycles encircling the origin. If the parameters are such
that the origin is the only fixed point, then there are no limit
cycles.

Proof. Suppose b = 0, then the origin is a fixed point and
the horizontal z = 0 is invariant. If there existed a limit cycle
surrounding the origin it would intersect the horizontal, but
this leads to a contradiction.

Suppose the parameters are chosen such that the origin is
the only fixed point and there exists a limit cycle. This limit
cycle cannot encircle the origin. Then index theory tells us
that there must be some other fixed point encircled by the
limit cycle, which is a contradiction. O

Now we will show that for supercritical values of g the
system has exactly three fixed points.



Proposition IV.2. If po > ¢ and k > % then @) has exactly
three solutions.

Proof. First, h(0) = 0 implies (0,0) is a fixed point. The
Tzznlylor expansion of h has terms h(z) = (apg — d)z + a(k —
a—;")z‘3 + O(2%). So W(0) = aug —d > 0, b (0) = 0,
W"(0) = 6a(k — “£2) > 0. This implies the function is
monotonically increasing for some open interval after zero.
Observe also that lim,_,, h(z) = —o0, so there must be at
least one fixed point greater than zero.

To show that there are no more than three solutions recall
the remark that for any fixed point which solves h(2) = 0 we
have h/(2) = —e~! det J;. Considering this as a third degree
polynomial with respect to 22, there can be at most three
positive solutions. However, by hypothesis —c~!det Jy =
apo —d > 0, and from (@) —e 'detJ;-1 = —d < 0.
Thus, there is exactly one root for det.J, in the interval
(0,d=1), denoted by pg € (0,d™1), and it satisfies that V22 €
(0,p0), —e~tdet J, > 0, and V22 € (pg,1/d), —e~Ldet J, <
0. Using symmetry and the fact that there can be no solution
greater than d=1, we conclude there are exactly three solu-
tions. O

To prove the existence of limit cycles for ;19 > ug we again
make use of the Poincaré-Bedixon theorem, which tells us that
a compact subset of the plane that is forward invariant and
contains only a hyperbolic source must also contain a limit
cycle. We give a sufficient condition for this.

Theorem IV.3 (Spike Limit Cycles After Critical ).

If % <k < k2o 25;46163 then for sufficiently small € > 0
there exists T > 0 such that for po € (ug, pé + 7) there exist
two symmetric limit cycles, each of which encircles one of the
two fixed points that are not the origin and every trajectory
converges to some limit cycle.

Proof. First we show that the fixed point is unstable at
o = p. The value \/k/ks is the positive root of the
polynomial —dz + (z), which given the assumptions has
exactly three roots. The polynomial ¢ (z) also has exactly
three roots. Let ¢ € (0,d~!) denote its positive root. Since
x > 0= tanh(z) < z, then Vz € (0,¢), h(z) < —dz + ¢ (2).
Thus —dz + 9(z) is an over-estimator this interval, and so
the unique positive root 2 € (0,d~!) of h(z) is smaller than
k/ks. At the limit ¢ = 0, using what we know of tr J,
from previous analysis and the fact that &k > % implies
c1 > 0, we have that tr J, has exactly one root at the point
0 =\ EVE1AS ¢ (0,d71), and Vz € (0,0),tr J. > 0.
Since by hypothesis \/k/ks < o, we conclude for € > 0 small
enough tr J; > 0. Since —e ! det J, is positive between 0 and
its first positive root, it must be the case also that det J; > 0,
since otherwise 2 = [, h/(t)dt < 0 which is a contradiction.
Thus, we conclude that Z is an unstable source, and it is
unstable for some open interval above p.

To construct a bounding region in the positive opinion half-
space (symmetrically for the negative) we use the following
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Fig. 4. a) Region of the (uo,b) parameter space. For each point, color

represents the frequency of spiking obtained through numerical analysis. Black
line marked with H represents Hopf bifurcation and point marked with PF'
is the subcritical pitchfork bifurcation. Only a section of the positive opinion
halfspace is shown to save space, since the negative halfspace is the symmetric
reflection along the horizontal axis. b) Comparison of four vertical slices of
a) for values of pp equal to 0.82,0.9,0.98, and 1.06 in order of decreasing
shade of gray. ¢) Spiking for two values of b corresponding to those in Fig. E]
and po = 0.8. For all subfigures parameters are a = 1,d = 1,k = 2.3, ks =
16, = 0.1.

construction for the boundary. First take the line segment
from point (d~!,—1) € R? to (d~', ksd~*). Then run a line
down from (d~!, ksd=*) to a point (o, ksd~*) such that when
continuing the orbit from that point it first crosses the line
s = po—pg at a point (o, po—pfy) such that 2 > 0 and @ < 2.
This is possible because the horizontal z = 0 is the stable
manifold of the origin, so it is possible to take a point close
enough to pass as close as desired to the origin, and so to cross
the vertical s = po — pgy as close as desired to the horizontal
axis as well. Since the first terms of the Taylor expansion of 2
restricted to that line is Z(uo — pg, 2) = (ak — %)z?’ +0(2%),
then there is a neighborhood above (0, pp — 11§5) where Z > 0.
We include the trajectory from (ww, ksd—%) to (&, o — p1) as
part of the bottom boundary of our region. Then, we include
also the line from (¢, o —pg) to (¢o, —1) also into the bottom
side. Finally, we close the region by including the line segment
from (&7, —1) to (d~1, —1) as the left boundary. This region
contains the fixed point by construction, and the vector field
along the boundary can be seen to point inward. Thus, we can
apply the Poincaré-Bendixson theorem to conclude that there
exists a limit cycle and that every trajectory converges to a
limit cycle. O

The resulting limit cycles appear through global bifurcations
of two homoclinic orbits to the origin at pg = pg. This implies
that close to the critical pfj the limit cycles have arbitrarily
small frequency. This is a desirable property, since it implies
that while in the slightly supercritical po regime even very
small noise can lead to spiking, this will be at a low frequency
such that it will just have the effect of breaking symmetry but
will not make the system overly sensitive to noise.



V. TUNABILITY OF INPUT THRESHOLD AND FREQUENCY
ENCODING

In the previous two sections we rigorously showed the
identity of the bifurcations that happen at the onset of spiking
in the S-NOD system. These happen through two routes. One
is through a Hopf bifurcation for supra-threshold inputs at
fixed values of pg, which leads to the rapid appearance of
a single spike limit cycle in either the positive or negative
opinion halfspaces, depending on the sign of the input. The
other is through a pitchfork bifurcation that happens at the
origin when there is no input and the parameter po crosses
the critical value . Representative bifurcation diagrams of
these two routes are shown in Figs. 2] and [3] respectively. A
fuller picture can be obtained by considering both parameters
simultaneously, as shown in Fig. fp, where the input threshold
as well as its dependence on po can be observed. In the
figure, the area in white corresponds to the situation of a
single (globally) stable fixed point, whereas the colored region
corresponds to a single (globally) attracting spike limit cycle.
The input threshold decreases with increasing o, until it
completely vanishes at p. This figure also suggests that the
pitchfork bifurcation route is rather special, in the sense that
most trajectories along the (o, b) parameter space going from
the resting to spiking regions pass through a Hopf bifurcation.
In this sense the Hopf route is the generic one. Fig.
also shows the dependence of the input threshold b* on the
parameter pg. As pg increases b* becomes smaller.

Proposition V.1. For pio < pf such that the input threshold
b* exists and for sufficiently small € > 0, the input threshold

is decreasing with respect to L, i.e. g—zz <0.

Proof. From equation [2| it follows by implicit differentiation
ob*  __ detJ.x 9z * s :

that e T 1o oy where z* is as in Prop. [[IL.4 By

comparing polynomials tr .J, and det J, it can be seen that

Vz € (—dt,d 1Y), —e tdet J, < tr J, for sufficiently small

c> 0, thus % > 0. Then, %% = q(1 — d?2?) implies
02" ob"
Do < 0. Thus, B < 0. ]

S-NOD also displays encoding of the input magnitude as
the spiking frequency, which can be observed both in Fig.
M as the color intensity in the spiking region and also in
Fig. @b where four “slices” are taken for fixed values of y.
For fixed values of (i, the frequency is always an increasing
function of the input, within the range shown. Proving this
fact analytically is not trivial, but can be understood through
a geometric understanding of how the system nullclines vary
with the input. For a fixed value of 2z € (0,d™!), there is
a unique solution to the Z equation in (I) for s € R. The
way this solution varies with b is linear with slope (az)~!.
Thus, for values of z closer to d~! the rate of change of the
z nullcline increases. Since we consider € > 0 very small,
the spike limit cycle can be studied geometrically by looking
at the nullcline of z and looking at a folded region, where
the orbit jumps from a top segment (in the s > 0 region) to
a bottom segment (in the § < 0 region) back and forth as
shown in Fig. 5] In the singularly perturbed limit (¢ — 0)
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Fig. 5. Nullclines for (I). Three nullclines z for values of b equal to O
(dark orange), 0.05 (light orange) and 0.1 (yellow). Dashed and dotted lines
correspond to spike limit cycle for b = 0.05 and b = 0.1 respectively,
both at the singularly perturbed limit. Blue line is s nullcline. Shaded blue
regions correspond to $ level sets for —0.3, —0.6, —0.9 and —1.2 in order
of intensity.

we can consider the vertical jumps to be instantaneous, so
only the time taken to traverse the top and bottom segments
contribute to the period of the oscillation. This implies that as b
increases, the width of the segments tends to shrink as the two
inflection points of the fold come closer together. Additionally,
as the segments slide towards more positive s values the
magnitude of s increases faster away from the s nullcline (the
shaded blue regions become more compressed towards higher
s values). These two observations taken together explain why
the frequency increases monotonically with b. However, as
discussed in Section for large enough input values (and
these tend to be considerably large in relation to the input
threshold) there is always a second Hopf bifurcation where the
system saturates, the fixed point becomes stable and the limit
cycle disappears. Any application of S-NOD using encoding
of input magnitude as spiking frequency will need to consider
parameters such that this behavior holds within the relevant
input ranges.

The other parameters provide different dials which can
also be used to tune the thresholds and other properties of
the spiking behavior, such as the amplitude and the duration
of individual spikes. In particular, parameter d can tune the
amplitude of the spikes, while parameters a, k and k4 can tune
the duration and frequency encoding. Even though changes to
these parameters are not independent, appropriate simultane-
ous changes in these can decouple the spike properties and
allow for freedom in the design for particular applications.
Even though Fig. [2) shows a set of parameters where b* and
z* are comparable in magnitude to the spike amplitude, these
can be designed to be of arbitrary size, such that they are
separated by orders of magnitude. This could be important in
applications with noisy measurements, where it is important
to clearly distinguish sub-threshold and spiking states.

VI. DISCUSSION

The results in this paper show the tractability and robustness
of the S-NOD model properties such as input thresholds to



spiking, indecision-breaking and frequency encoding. These
properties can be leveraged in order to use S-NOD as a
new neuromorphic control block for adaptable robustness and
agility in a way that generalizes the approach of [6]. Filtered
input, e.g., measurement of the plant output and environment,
enters the block as a real-valued signal b(¢), and the opinion
state z(¢) is filtered and transformed into a control signal for
the plant that is fed to the actuators. The parameter po can be
adjusted as a function of some aspect of the environment in
order to modulate the input threshold, for example in response
to urgency or a need for higher responsiveness. S-NOD can be
extended to consider multiple agents and/or multiple options
similarly to how the NOD model generalizes in [4]]. This could
allow for rich collective dynamics and for multidimensional
opinion spikes enabling more complex actuation.
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