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Abstract— A fundamental characteristic of excitable systems
is their ability to exhibit distinct subthreshold and suprathresh-
old behaviors. Precisely quantifying this distinction requires a
proper definition of the threshold, which has remained elusive
in neurodynamics. In this paper, we introduce a novel, energy-
based threshold definition for excitable circuits grounded in
dissipativity theory, specifically using the classical concept of
required supply. According to our definition, the threshold
corresponds to a local maximum of the required supply, clearly
separating subthreshold passive responses from suprathreshold
regenerative spikes. We illustrate and validate the proposed
definition through analytical and numerical studies of three
canonical systems: a simple RC circuit, the FitzHugh–Nagumo
model, and the biophysically detailed Hodgkin–Huxley model.

I. INTRODUCTION

The division between the discrete and the continuous
is pervasive across scientific modeling and technological
applications [1], [2]. In the context of computing machines,
this dichotomy often manifests as the digital versus the
analog, each offering unique advantages [3]. Combining
the strengths of both paradigms is central to neuromorphic
engineering, wherein spiking behaviors exhibit continuous
dynamics yet retain the reliability of discrete events, as these
spikes can be individually counted [4]. This mixed property
is grounded in neuronal excitability, where each spike rep-
resents a discrete transition from continuous, subthreshold
activity into a transient, suprathreshold event. Thus, the
reliability of spiking systems critically depends on precisely
quantifying the boundary between subthreshold continuity
and suprathreshold discreteness.

Such dichotomy can only be quantified with a mathe-
matical definition of threshold. But what is an excitability
threshold? This question transcends the literature of neuro-
dynamics and has remained elusive. It has a simple answer
only for highly idealized models of excitability. For instance,
the celebrated leaky integrate-and-fire model [5] models
the spike as a straightforward reset mechanism in an RC
circuit. The voltage is reset whenever it reaches a threshold
value vth. However, it has long been acknowledged that this
simplistic definition of threshold becomes inadequate in more
general models of excitability. The entire first chapter of the
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standard neurodynamics textbook by Izhikevich [6] provides
an excellent account of the difficulties in defining a “voltage”
threshold or a “current” threshold for neuronal behaviors.

The proposed remedy in the same textbook is the general
methodology of neurodynamics: different types of excitable
models are classified according to bifurcation analysis. How-
ever, this longstanding approach has several limitations.
First of all, bifurcation analysis only partially captures the
inherent input-output nature of excitability, as it traditionally
examines closed dynamical systems using constant inputs as
bifurcation parameters. Additionally, excitability intrinsically
involves transient phenomena, making steady-state bifur-
cation analysis indirect and sometimes misleading — the
spiking event of an excitable system is only indirectly related
to the steady-state limit cycle that arises from applying a
constant current of sufficient amplitude.

The second limitation concerns scalability. The textbook
[6] classifies no fewer that sixteen different types of bursting
models, and the classification heavily relies on phase portraits
and time-scale separation. It is unclear how this approach
could be generalized to the high-dimensional neuronal mod-
els relevant to neuromorphic engineering.

Finally, and perhaps most importantly, the robustness of a
definition of threshold with respect to model uncertainty is
a delicate issue. The mismatch between internal and exter-
nal robustness of dynamical input-output systems is widely
acknowledged as a key question of system theory. It has
been primarily studied in the context of equilibrium linear
stability, where the mismatch is between the robustness of
the eigenspectrum of the internal operator and the sensitivity
of the input-output operator. Several earlier studies have
illustrated an similar mismatch in neuronal behaviors (see
for instance [7] for an illustration in the context of single
neuron properties).

As an alternative to the bifurcation theory of excitability
threshold, the present paper adopts an energy-based per-
spective. We aim at characterizing the thresholds in ex-
citable systems described by physical circuits that intercon-
nect storage elements (e.g., capacitors), dissipative elements
(e.g., resistive or memristive elements), and active elements
such as batteries. The subthreshold behavior corresponds
to passive trajectories, which cannot extract energy from
internal batteries, therefore they can only dissipate the energy
supplied externally. The suprathreshold behavior, in con-
trast, results from active trajectories capable of extracting
energy from internal batteries, thereby enabling a higher
storage without additional external supply. We characterize
the threshold of such circuits as an energy threshold, by
computing the minimal external supply that is required to
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escape the subthreshold regime of the circuit. This energy-
based characterization is firmly rooted in the classical theory
of dissipativity [8], and leads to a definition of threshold by
solving an optimal control problem. The voltage and current
thresholds are the corresponding optimal circuit trajectories
that bring the system from equilibrium to an event with a
minimal supply of energy.

To the best knowledge of the authors, the proposed energy-
based perspective is novel. In this preliminary manuscript, we
illustrate this definition in the simplest examples of excitable
models, and we highlight the potential of the proposed
definition for a general theory of excitability that would
combine desirable physical and algorithmic properties.

The remainder of the article is organized as follows.
Section II introduces the Hodgkin–Huxley model as a canon-
ical example of excitable behavior, with a discussion of
the difficulties involved in defining a clear threshold. We
then outline our energy-based alternative. In Sections III
through V, we illustrate the proposed definition using three
examples: a linear/cubic RC circuit, the FitzHugh–Nagumo
model, and finally a return to the Hodgkin–Huxley model.
The FitzHugh–Nagumo model serves as a bridging example
between the analytical study of the RC circuit and the
numerical results for the Hodgkin–Huxley model.

II. AN ENERGY-BASED DEFINITION OF THE THRESHOLD
IN EXCITABLE SYSTEMS

A. Hodgkin–Huxley model

The Hodgkin–Huxley (HH) model [9], [10] describes neu-
ronal excitability through a nonlinear circuit representation
of ion channel dynamics. The membrane potential v evolves
according to:

Cv̇ = −iNa − iK − iL + i, (1)

where C is the membrane capacitance, i is the injected
current, and iNa, iK , iL represent sodium, potassium, and
leak currents, respectively. The ionic currents are modeled
as:

iNa = ḡNam
3h(v − vNa),

iK = ḡKn4(v − vK),

iL = ḡL(v − vL),

(2)

with ḡi denoting maximal conductances and vi reversal
potentials. The gating variables m,h, n ∈ [0, 1] follow first-
order kinetics:

τx(v)ẋ = −x+ x∞(v), x ∈ {m,h, n}, (3)

where τx(v) and x∞(v) are time constants and steady-
state activations (both nonlinearly dependent on voltage),
empirically derived from voltage clamp experiments. Sodium
activation (m) is fast, enabling rapid depolarization, while
inactivation (h) and potassium activation (n) are slower,
ensuring repolarization.

Fig. 1. Subthreshold and suprathreshold behaviors of an excitable circuit.
Reproduced from [11] with permission.

B. Subthreshold, Suprathreshold, and Inhibitory Responses

Excitability is the ability to generate all-or-none spikes
when crossing the threshold. Fig. 1 illustrates this behavior:
small currents (subthreshold) induce passive voltage changes,
while suprathreshold inputs trigger stereotyped spikes.

Notably, hyperpolarizing inputs can also elicit spikes.
When inhibitory currents de-inactivate Na+ channels, re-
bound depolarization is enabled upon its release. Such dual
sensitivity underscores that excitability is a dynamic prop-
erty, not merely a voltage threshold.

Excitability enables neurons to encode information digi-
tally while remaining sensitive to analog input features. In
neuromorphic engineering, replicating this property allows
energy-efficient event-based information processing across
scales [12], [13], [14].

C. Why thresholds defy a simple definition?

Thresholds are often inaccurately perceived as fixed volt-
age levels. For example, Fig. 2 demonstrates that spike
initiation in excitable systems depends intricately on input
amplitude A and time scale σ. Even on an iso-charge
curve (same area under the three currents), minor variations
in temporal profiles significantly affect spiking outcomes.
Short-duration inputs fail to activate slow internal gating
variables (e.g., n), while prolonged inputs allow dissipation
mechanisms to dominate, preventing spike generation. There-
fore, the threshold represents a complex interplay between
internal energy dissipation and conservation with external
inputs, challenging simplistic definitions.

Fig. 2. The subtlety of defining threshold [11].



D. A dissipativity theoretic definition

Consider the past before crossing the threshold and iden-
tify the time reaching the threshold as t = 0, the circuit
satisfies the energy balance:∫ 0

−∞
i(t) v(t) dt︸ ︷︷ ︸

external supply

=

∫ 0

−∞

∑
k=1

ik(t) v(t) dt︸ ︷︷ ︸
internal supply + dissipation

+S(v(0))︸ ︷︷ ︸
storage

, (4)

where S(v(0)) =
∫ T

−∞ Cv̇(t) v(t) dt = 1
2Cv2(0), assuming

the capacitor is initially uncharged. Like resistive elements,
memristive elements only dissipate energy. Therefore, unlike
in the classical framework of dissipativity theory, the com-
plexity of the model lies in characterizing the dissipation
rather than the storage, which in the Hodgkin–Huxley model
reduces to the aforementioned capacitive energy.

The required supply is the mimimum energy that must be
supplied to the circuit to reach a target state x∗ at time t = 0,
starting from the equilibrium state at t = −∞:

Sr(x
∗) = inf

i(−∞,0] : x(0)=x∗

∫ 0

−∞
i(t) v(t) dt, (5)

where i(−∞,0] denotes the input signal to be optimized over.
This definition is in fact Src in [15] with a more symmetrized
treatment of required supply and available storage.

We define the energy threshold of an excitable system as a
local maximum of the required supply. In other words, this
threshold identifies the state that triggers an event without
further external energy, allowing the system to reach higher
voltages with less external input.

III. ILLUSTRATION EXAMPLE: AN RC CIRCUIT

The definition of required supply is via solving an optimal
control problem where the supply rate i(t)v(t) serves as the
running cost. We illustrate this first on a simple RC circuit,
highlighting the singular nature of the resulting optimal
control problem. This motivates the approximation solution
by an “exponential ansatz”.

A. A singular optimal control problem

We want to solve the following optimal control problem:

Minimize J =

∫ 0

−∞
i(t) v(t) dt,

subject to C v̇(t) = −g(v(t))v(t) + i(t),

v(−∞) = 0, v(0) = v∗.

(6)

We apply Pontryagin’s Minimum Principle by forming the
Hamiltonian with costate varialbe λ:

H(v, i, λ) := iv + λ
(−g(v)v + i)

C
. (7)

The costate equation is:

λ̇(t) = −∂H

∂v
=

λ

C
(g′(v)v + g(v))− i. (8)

The necessary condition for optimality is
∂H

∂i
= v +

λ

C
= 0, (9)

therefore λ(t) = −Cv(t).
From (8) ,(9) and the state equation, it follows that

g(v)v + v(g′(v)v + g(v)) = 0, (10)

which can be rewritten as
d

dv
[g(v)v2] = 0. (11)

This is a singular optimal control problem due to linear-in-
control cost and linear additive control in the dynamics. To
be able to solve a singular optimal control problem, it is typi-
cally required to invoke higher-order stationary conditions or
leverage more information from the system dynamics. This
justifies our approach by using the exponential ansatz for the
voltages, which will be discussed in detail in the follwoing.

B. The exponential ansatz
To illustrate the idea of the exponential ansatz, we now fo-

cus on a linear RC circuit. The idea will then be generalized
to nonliner bi-stable RC circuits as well as the Fitzhugh–
Nagumo model and the Hodgkin–Huxley model.

For a linear RC circuit, the optimal control problem
specializes to the following:

Minimize J =

∫ 0

−∞
i(t) v(t) dt,

subject to C v̇(t) = − 1

R
v(t) + i(t),

v(−∞) = 0, v(0) = v∗.

(12)

Motivated by the system dynamics and the boundary
conditions, we make the ansatz about the optimal state
trajectory that v(t) = v∗eαt; the optimal control trajectory
now becomes:

i(t) = Cv̇(t) +
1

R
v(t) =

(
Cα+

1

R

)
v∗eαt. (13)

Thus, the supplied energy becomes:

J(v∗, α) =

∫ 0

−∞
i(t) v(t) dt =

Cα+ 1
R

2α
v∗2. (14)

Therefore, the original infinite-dimensional optimal con-
trol problem simplifies to optimizing over one single param-
eter α. In this linear RC case, we have

Sr(v
∗) = inf

α
J(v∗, α) =

1

2
Cv∗2. (15)

The minimum is attained when α → ∞, which corre-
sponds to the optimal policy that applies an impulse current
at t = 0. In this manner, no energy is dissipated. All supplied
energy is stored in the capacitor, as illustrated in the optimal
value 1/2Cv∗2. Since the required supplied in this example
is convex in v∗, there is no local maximum: reaching a higher
storage can only be achieved by supplying more energy. This
is a energy-based characterization of the fact that the linear
RC circuit has no threshold. Its full behavior is subthreshold,
that is, the equilibrium behavior of a dissipative RLC circuit.



C. Generalization to a bi-stable RC circuit

In the case of nonlinear RC circuit Cv̇(t) = −id(t)+i(t),
where id(t) = f(v(t)) has the following nonlinear charac-
teristic, intersecting the v−axis at 0 = va < vb < vc = 1.

va vb vc

v

id

Fig. 3. The N-shape i-v curve for the nonlinear resistor.

The required supply reaching voltage v∗ at t = 0 (starting
from equilibrium v(−∞) = 0) is

Sr(v
∗) = inf

i(−∞,0] : v(0)=v∗

∫ 0

−∞
i(t) v(t) dt. (16)

This is equivalent to

Sr(v
∗) = inf

v(−∞,0] : v(0)=v∗

∫ 0

−∞
f(v(t)) v(t) dt+

1

2
Cv∗2.

(17)
When v∗ ∈ [0, vb], the circuit is passive. The minimum

required energy is simply s(v∗) = 1
2Cv∗2 by setting the

voltage level instantly(as in the linear case), therefore the
term inf

∫ 0

−∞ f(v(t)) v(t) dt vanishes.
When v ∈ (vb, vc], we enter a region where energy can

be extracted internally. One possible optimal control policy
consists in setting the voltage level to be v∗ at the very
beginning. The required supply then becomes −∞, which
makes vb a local maximum of the required supply, therefore
the threshold of this bi-stable RC circuit.

The conclusion is that according to the proposed defini-
tion, the threshold of a bistable RC circuit is the saddle point
of the closed bistable circuit, that is when the input current
is zero. The energy threshold is the supply that is required
to charge the capacitor up to the initial condition that will
trigger an event in the absence of additional supply. For the
bistable circuit, the suprathreshold behavior is the switch
from the equilibrium of low storage to the equilibrium of
high storage.

IV. THRESHOLDS IN THE FITZHUGH–NAGUMO MODEL

A. Fitzhugh–Nagumo model

The FitzHugh–Nagumo (FHN) model [16], [17] serves as
a conceptual intermediate between bistable RC circuits and
the Hodgkin–Huxley model. The system,

ϵv̇ = −f(v)− w + i,

ẇ = v − γw,
(18)

where
f(v) = (1− v)(v − vb)v. (19)

features timescale separation (ϵ ≪ 1) and a cubic nonlin-
earity f(v) that induces bistability for 0 < vb < 1. In the
singular limit (ϵ → 0), w becomes quasi-static, reducing (??)
to a scalar bistable system v̇ = −f(v)−w+i, analogous to an
RC circuit with two stable equilibria (Fig. 3) . Here, i (with
w absorbed into it) acts as a bifurcation parameter, enabling
bi-stable/mono-stable transitions. However, unlike scalar RC
models, the inclusion of the slow variable w introduces
history-dependent recovery. This allows for the generation of
spike events through the interplay of slow negative feedback
and fast positive feedback—a hallmark of neural excitability.

FHN circuit can be regarded as two-dimensional simpli-
fication of the HH model’s four-dimensional ionic kinetics:
the v-nullcline’s cubic geometry approximates sodium chan-
nel activation, while the linear w-nullcline mimics slower
potassium dynamics. Phase-plane analysis reveals excitable
and oscillatory regimes governed by i and γ, mirroring HH’s
spiking behaviors without its biophysical complexity.

−0.5 0 0.5 1 1.5
−0.5

0

0.5

v

w

v-nullcline
w-nullcline

Fig. 4. The red cubic curve represents the v-nullcline (v̇ = 0), blue line
shows the w-nullcline (ẇ = 0). Green circle: stable fixed point

B. Energy thresholds in FHN

Following the exponential ansatz of the bistabe circuit, we
have v(t) = Aeαt. We can solve from ẇ = v − γw:

w(t) =
A

α+ γ
eαt. (20)

The applied current is

i(t) = ϵv̇(t) + f(v(t)) + w(t)

= (ϵα− vb +
1

α+ γ
)Aeαt −A3e3αt + (vb + 1)A2e2αt.

The cost functional becomes:

J(A,α) =

∫ 0

−∞
i(t)v(t)dt

=
1

2
ϵA2 − A4

4α
+

(vb + 1)A3

3α
− vbA

2

2α
+

A2

2α(α+ γ)
.

Fig. 5 illustrates the minimal energy required as a function
of the target voltage A. A local maximum occurs near
A ≈ 1.38 with α ≈ 51.10. Below this threshold voltage,
progressively larger energy inputs are necessary to reach
higher voltages, reflecting the local passive behavior of the
circuit. Once the threshold is exceeded, however, the circuit’s



Fig. 5. One threshold of the Fitzhugh–Nagumo circuit.

negative conductance becomes active, thereby enabling a
spiking event without additional energy supply.

V. THRESHOLDS IN THE HODGKIN–HUXLEY MODEL

As introduced in Section II, the Hodgkin–Huxley circuit
involves four nonlinearly, dynamically coupled state vari-
ables: the membrane voltage v and three gating variables
m,h and n. Solving the full optimal control problem would
ordinarily involve all four state variables. However, once
a voltage trajectory v(t) is prescribed, the gating variables
become uniquely determined (initial conditions are at equi-
librium). Hence, the simplified approach of optimizing over
the voltage trajectory alone is justified. It can be regarded as
a generalization of the exponential ansatz.

Specifically, we parameterize the voltage trajectory as an
exponential function of time: v(t) = Aeαt, t ≤ 0, with
v(−∞) = 0 and v(0) = A. For each voltage trajectory
defined by parameters A and α, we update only the gating
variables m,h, n numerically according to (3), their dynamic
equations in the Hodgkin–Huxley model.

A. Numerical procedure: dynamic “voltage clamp”

The numerical procedure for computing the minimum
supplied energy is outlined as follows:

• Choose discretized ranges of A and α.
• For each pair (A,α):

1) Initialize membrane voltage and gating vari-
ables at equilibrium values v(−∞),m∞(v(−∞)),
h∞(v(−∞)), n∞(v(−∞)).

2) For each time step ( from t = −∞ to t = 0):
a) Force v(t) = Aeαt.
b) Update gating variables m,h, n numerically.
c) Calculate ionic currents and dissipated energy.

3) Compute total supplied energy as the sum of dis-
sipated ionic energy and stored capacitive energy.

• For each A, identify the minimum energy over all α.

Fig. 6. The excitatory threshold of the Hodgkin–Huxley circuit.

B. Interpretation of the excitatory threshold

Fig. 6 shows the minimal energy required as a function
of the target voltage A. A clear local maximum appears
at around A ≈ 11.5mV,α ≈ 0.62. This local maximum
is a good approximation of the excitatory threshold of
the Hodgkin–Huxley circuit. Below the threshold voltage,
approaching higher voltages requires increasingly large en-
ergy inputs due to local passive behavior of the circuit,
as the system resists moving away from its stable resting
equilibrium. Once the threshold is exceeded, internal energy
sources facilitates a regenerative, self-sustained voltage rise
(the “spike”), leading to a spiking event without the need of
additional energy supply.

Hence, the excitatory threshold is naturally characterized
as a local maximum of the required supply. This maximum
represents the minimal energy barrier between subthreshold
(analog-like) and suprathreshold (digital-like) behaviors in
Hodgkin–Huxley model.

C. Estimating the inhibitory threshold

Fig. 7 illustrates two distinct thresholds in Hodgkin–
Huxley model: an excitatory threshold, reached with a depo-
larizing current, and an inhibitory threshold, reached with a
hyperpolarizing current. The inhibitory threshold is responsi-
ble for the mechanism of rebound excitability, which is often
neglected in neuromorphic engineering but is nevertheless a
key excitability function in many neuronal behaviors.

To approximate this second threshold using our energy-
based definition, we enlarge the subspace of past voltages
to allow for both excitation and inhibition: Aeαt − Beβt.
The local maximum in Fig. 7 is now computed by fixing the
search space to be A∗eα

∗t−Beβt, where A∗, α∗ corresponds
to the local maximum in Fig. 6. The resulting threshold
voltage is lower comparing to that of no inhibition. Even
though the numerical investigation above is rather limited, it
provides very encouraging results. First, it captures two dis-
tinct threshold properties of the Hodgkin–Huxley model with
an elementary family of past voltages. Second, the optimal



Fig. 7. Adding inhibition can lower the threshold voltage.

strategy has a clear biophysical interpretation: the excitatory
threshold only exploits the sodium current, which provides
negative conductance at a certain time scale and amplitude.
We observe a qualitative correspondence between the optimal
voltage trajectory and the sodium current’s activation profile,
whose activation is maximal around -50 mV and which
activates with a time constant of about 0.6. Likewise, the
inhibitory threshold improves on the excitatory threshold by
exploiting the dissipation properties of the potassium current:
by first bringing the potential close to the voltage of the
potassium battery, the dissipation of the potassium current
is strongly reduced, allowing to trigger an event with less
supplied energy that in a purely depolarizing scenario.

The fact that the optimal trajectories can be given an easy
physical interpretation is very encouraging. It suggests that
the proposed energy-based characterization is robust to the
details of the model and that efficient numerical procedures
can be developed for more general models by exploiting the
physical properties of the distinct current sources.

VI. DISCUSSION

We have proposed a novel definition for the threshold of
excitable systems. Departing from the classical characteri-
zation of excitability by means of bifurcation analysis, our
approach is instead energy-based: we define the threshold by
quantifying the minimal external energy required to drive the
system from its resting state to an event-triggering condition.

The energy-based characterization is expressed in the
classical language of dissipativity, naturally leading to its
formulation as an optimal control problem. We have demon-
strated that this optimal control problem possesses a rich
underlying structure, which will be further explored in a
forthcoming publication that builds on recent advances in
gradient modeling of memristive systems.

The illustration of the proposed energy threshold in the
simplest examples of excitable models is encouraging, as
it aligns with more elementary notions of thresholds—for
instance, the saddle point in a bistable circuit. The numerical
investigation on Hodgkin Huxley model is also encouraging,

illustrating how solutions to the optimal control problem
connect directly to the physical properties of the circuit ele-
ments. While preliminary, the results in this paper suggest the
potential of an energy-based perspective for a general theory
of excitability, one that combines physical interpretation and
computational tractability.
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nerfs traitée comme une polarisation,” Journal de Physiologie et de
Pathologie Générale, vol. 9, pp. 620–635, 1907.

[6] E. M. Izhikevich, Dynamical Systems in Neuroscience: The Geometry
of Excitability and Bursting. The MIT Press, 2006.

[7] A. Franci, G. Drion, and R. Sepulchre, “Robust and tunable bursting
requires slow positive feedback,” Journal of Neurophysiology, vol.
119, no. 3, pp. 1222–1234, 2018.

[8] J. C. Willems, “Dissipative dynamical systems part i: General theory,”
Archive for Rational Mechanics and Analysis, vol. 45, pp. 321–351,
1972.

[9] A. L. Hodgkin and A. F. Huxley, “A quantitative description of
membrane current and its application to conduction and excitation
in nerve,” The Journal of Physiology, vol. 117, no. 4, pp. 500–544,
1952.

[10] J. Keener and J. Sneyd, Mathematical Physiology: I. Cellular Physi-
ology, 2nd ed. Springer, 2009.

[11] R. Sepulchre, G. Drion, and A. Franci, “Excitable behaviors,” in
Emerging Applications of Control and Systems Theory, R. Tempo,
S. Yurkovich, and P. Misra, Eds. Springer, 2018.

[12] ——, “Control across scales by positive and negative feedback,”
Annual Review of Control, Robotics, and Autonomous Systems, vol. 2,
no. 1, pp. 89–113, 2019.

[13] L. Ribar and R. Sepulchre, “Neuromorphic control: Designing mul-
tiscale mixed-feedback systems,” IEEE Control Systems Magazine,
vol. 41, no. 6, pp. 34–63, 2021.

[14] R. Schmetterling, F. Forni, A. Franci, and R. Sepulchre, “Neuromor-
phic control of a pendulum,” IEEE Control Systems Letters, vol. 8,
pp. 1235–1240, 2024.

[15] A. van der Schaft, “Cyclo-dissipativity revisited,” IEEE Transactions
on Automatic Control, vol. 66, no. 6, pp. 2920–2924, 2021.

[16] R. FitzHugh, “Impulses and physiological states in theoretical models
of nerve membrane,” Biophysical Journal, vol. 1, no. 6, pp. 445–466,
1961.

[17] J. Nagumo, S. Arimoto, and S. Yoshizawa, “An active pulse trans-
mission line simulating nerve axon,” Proceedings of the IRE, vol. 50,
no. 10, pp. 2061–2070, 1962.


	INTRODUCTION
	An energy-based definition of the threshold in excitable systems
	Hodgkin–Huxley model
	Subthreshold, Suprathreshold, and Inhibitory Responses
	Why thresholds defy a simple definition?
	A dissipativity theoretic definition

	Illustration example: an RC circuit
	A singular optimal control problem
	The exponential ansatz
	Generalization to a bi-stable RC circuit

	Thresholds in the Fitzhugh–Nagumo model
	Fitzhugh–Nagumo model
	Energy thresholds in FHN

	Thresholds in the Hodgkin–Huxley Model
	Numerical procedure: dynamic ``voltage clamp"
	Interpretation of the excitatory threshold
	Estimating the inhibitory threshold

	Discussion
	References

