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Abstract

Many biological and chemical systems could be modeled bypalption of oscillators coupled indirectly
via a dynamical environment. Essentially, the environnismnivhich the individual elements communicate
is heterogeneous. Nevertheless, most of previous works considered the hermemus case only. Here, we
investigated the dynamical behaviors in a population ofialbha distributed chaotic oscillators immersed
in a heterogeneous environment. Various dynamical synéation states such as oscillation death, phase
synchronization, and complete synchronized oscillationvell as their transitions were found. More im-
portantly, we uncovered a non-traditional quorum sengiaugsition: increasing the density would first lead
to collective oscillation from oscillation quench, buttler increasing the population density would lead to
degeneration from complete synchronization to phase sgniation or even from phase synchronization
to desynchronization. The underlying mechanism of thisifigiavas attributed to the dual roles played by
the population density. Further more, by treating the ixtly coupled systems effectively to the system
with directly local coupling, we applied the master stapifunction approach to predict the occurrence of
the complete synchronized oscillation, which were in agre® with the direct numerical simulations of

the full system. The possible candidates of the experirhezddization on our model was also discussed.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Synchronization, firstly discovered by Huygens at the 1886tyears ago, has been recognized
as a universal concept in the realm of the nonlinear sci&&.ﬁhe synchronized motion is of
fundamental importance in coordinating the rhythmic b&braamong individuals in various sys-

g/ —6]. Walbwn examples include the arrays

tems ranging from physics, chemistrﬁto biolo
of Iasersm7

], Jsoephson junction series [8], assemblekarhical oscillatorﬂQ], cardiac muscle
cells [10] and neurons in brain [11]. In the context of cavdigcular science, synchronous con-
traction of the heart is essential to pump blood throughletwhole body, while asynchronous
contraction of the heart may lead to serious cardiac arrigh ]. In neuroscience, syn-
chronization is believed to be a central mechanism for nealrimformation processing within a

ES]. On the other
hand, the synchronized oscillation may also lead severaiotzgical diseases such as epileptic
seizuresﬂ6] and Parkinson’s disealg [17].

To investigate the synchronization behaviors in complesteays, a popular as well as an effi-

brain area and also for communication between differerdsacé the brain

cient approach is to model the systems as an ensemble dbtsslithat are coupled in a direct
mannerﬁ%ﬂﬂ. However, in many systems such as bacha pest ceIIsﬂQ] and social amoe-
baeDictyostelium discoideum [2Q], the synchronized oscillation is believed to arisetlgh com-
munication by chemical signaling molecules via the exiialz solution. The elements in these
systems are not influenced by each other in a direct fashidgrrather indirectly through a com-
mon environment. In such kinds of systems, a common finditigasthe density of population
]. For instance, a typical

scenario is that as the population density of the elememeases and exceeds some threshold

plays a vital role in determining the dynamical state of tysam

value, the system will be suddenly switched from the quiesstate to the state of synchronized
oscillation for all the elements. The transition is typlgakferred to as dynamical “quorum sens-
ing” (QS). Such dynamical QS transition has also been refdart nonliving systems like a large
population of indirectly coupled chemical oscillat{] and IaserslﬂS].

Originally, QS was interpreted simply as a means for baxttyicoordinate the collective
cellular behaviors within physically and chemically horeagous cultures. Therefore, in tradi-
tional, QS research focused on the well-stirred systems, they assumed that the concentration
of the signaling molecules was distributed uniformly in #adernal environmen@EEG]. In

other words, each element of the system fell the same dyma&emeironment. But it is now rec-



ognized that QS essentially occurs in a complex environretmay be physically, chemically
and biologically heterogeneous and under such a conditgprabng molecules are transported
primarily by the local diﬁusion@gﬂ. The interactioetween the reaction and local diffusion
can lead to the emergence of the more complex spatiotempattalns compared to the case with
homogeneous environme31].

With systematics investigations, various dynamical syoctzation states (e.g., oscillation
death (OD), phase synchronization (PS), and complete synization oscillation (CSO)) as well
as their transitions was uncovered. What is more, a norititvael quorum sensing transition was
observed: increasing the density would first lead to calleatscillation from oscillation quench,
but further increasing the parameter of the populationiteensuld lead to decrease of degree of
synchronization. Specifically, for the small size systeme, degeneration of CSO to PS was ob-
served and for large population, transition from PS to dekyanization occurred. We attributed
these new findings to the dual roles of the population denddly treating the indirectly cou-
pled systems effectively to the system with directly loaahgling, we applied the master stability
function approach to predict the occurrence of the CSO wwele in agreement with the direct
numerical simulations of the full system.

The remain paper is organized below. In the section Il, weareadetailed description of the
mathematical model that represents populations of osmilacoupled indirectly through a het-
erogenous environment. In section Ill, we studied varigueBronous states and their transitions
in a small population of chaotic oscillators as function loé¢ fpopulation density and diffusion
constant. The qualitative as well as a quantitative expianaf the synchronization transition by
the Master stability function were given in section IV. Smanization and traveling waves were
discussed in large population size of the coupled oscilatosection V. We discussed our results

and draw a conclusion in section VI and VII, respectively.

II. THE MODEL AND NUMERICAL METHOD
A. A general model

In the study of QS for a well-stirred system, the positionhad tndividual element in space
is of no importance since each element is indirectly coupiealglobal way via a homogeneous

dynamical environment. However, for the non-stirred gystall the elements are assumed to be



FIG. 1. The schematic plot for a group of oscillators indilgcoupled via a diffusive environment. The
large filled color dots denote the (Rossler) oscillatod each of them is fixed in the compartment arranged
on the line. The small dots represent the signal moleculéshndre assumed to diffuse freely through the

compartments. In addition to the diffusion, these molexalso have interactions with the oscillators.

fixed in the space, and under such a case the local envirorthrarihe element feels may differ
from each other; that is to say, the dynamical environmemeisrogeneous. Mathematically, such
a system could be modeled by a large population of osciliatatirectly coupled via a diffusive

environment. A discrete version of this model generall;dsa@ ]

hZ; = F(Zz‘) + K(Zf - Zi)v (1)
0Z; = Kp(Z; — Z) — JZ5 + D Y (Z5 — Zf). (2)
(4,9)

Here, the vectoZ; denotes the state (i.e., concentration of intracellulantal species ) of the el-
ement (called oscillator in this paper) that is fixed atithgoosition in space with=1,2,--- | V,
and N is the total number of the oscillator&S represents the extracellular concentration of sig-
naling molecules which are utilized to cell-cell communica. Through our paper, we medaj

by the external environment which thi oscillator feels. Note that due to the heterogeneity of
the environment, we here explicitly write the indefor the environment variablg©.

The parametek is the coupling strength between the oscillators and theuhycal environ-
ment, and it is assumed to be uniform for all the oscillaté¥th vanishedk’, the full system is
decoupled to two subsystems. One is simply governeglby— F(Z,) representing the dynamics
of the single oscillator which usually demonstrates linyitle oscillation. The other subsystem
governed by Eqg.[{2) represents the dynamical of the enviesiwith the degradation raté.

For nonzerok, oscillators are indirectly coupled via the environmembtlgh K (Z¢ — Z;) and

Kp(Z; — Z5). Herep = Vi /Vews, With V;,,, andV,,, the intracellular and extracellular volumes,
reflects the density of population [34] and is an importamapeeter in this paper. With this def-
inition of p, it is straightforward to see that the exchange of the sgghatween the oscillators

and the environment is balanced. In numerical work, the gbarip can be achieved by varying
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the volume of the extracellular with fixed size of the popialiat The termD. >~ ; .+ (Z5 — Zf) in
Eq. (2) is added to account for the diffusion of signal molestin the extracellular environment
whereD, is called diffusion coefficient an§:<m.> means sum of only with the nearest ones. In
the continuum limit, this term is replaced by the Laplaciemt [27].

The above model, represented by Eqs[1(1-2), captures thaassf many chemical and bi-
ological systems such as the synthetic genetic regulattnwark used inEscherichia coli cells
[E], yeast cell IayerJBS] and a dense populatioattyostelium cells Q}]. Specifically, for
the genetic regulation network,Z, = F(Z;) represents the time evolution of the concentrations
of Luxl, AiiA and internal AHL a signaling molecular AHL thatan diffuse across the cell mem-
brane and mediates intercellular coupling; wiiledenotes external signaling molecular AHL. It
should be noted that the present model assumes an instgiingpbetween the oscillators and
the medium (i.e., no time delay) and that the time scale batwbe intrinsic dynamics of the
oscillators and the external environment are comparable.

The physical picture modeled by Eqsl[{1-2) for one-dimemsicase is illustrated in Fig. 1. In
this schematic plot, the large filled color dots denote thallasors which are fixed with the equal
interval in the space. These oscillators are not directlypted, instead each one only can interact
with the local environment, i.e., signaling molecukswhich represented by the small black dots.
We assume that such small signaling molecules can diffesdyfthrough the system. It is noted

thatZ¢ in Egs. [OE2) reflect the average concentration initheompartment.

B. Rossler oscillators coupled via a heterogeneous environmien

As irregular or even chaotic oscillation is ubiquitouslysebved and it reflects the realistic
situations in natural or engineered systems (e.g., théatsmn of the bulk fluorescence is irregular
in genetic regulation network used 27]), we chooseilfe = F(Z;) as chaotic Rossler system
and use one variable to describe the state of the enviromm®edium. We further assume that
the coupling between the Rossler oscillator and envirarinseviaz-component. Specifically, the

set of equations we are going to investigate are written,

Ox; = —wiy; — zi + K(xf — xy),
Oy = wiz; + ay;, (3)
8tZZ' =b + (.TZ - C)ZZ',



and

e e e D e e
oz = Kp(x; — xf) — Jaf + (Az)? Z(% — 7). (4)

In Egs. (3), the parametes; represents the intrinsic frequency of thie oscillator. Here, for the
sake of simplicity, we seb, to be identicalw;=1. With (a,b,c) = (0.15,0.4,8.5), the isolated
oscillator (i.e.,' = 0) shows chaotic oscillation.

Previous works on directly coupled chaotic oscillatorsénstvown that their collective dynamic
was much more complicated and offered even richer pheno ]. In comparison to di-
rectly coupled chaotic oscillators, the works on colleetaehavior of indirectly coupled oscillators
has been much less explor. [l—41] Particularly, themyce QS for chaotic oscillators indi-
rectly coupled through a heterogenous environment rentaigsly unknown . Our main task in
the present work is to study how the collective behavior efitidirectly coupled chaotic oscilla-
tors described by EqsL1{3-4) will be varying with the paraeneb (the population density), and
the diffusion strengttD.

C. Numerical methods and synchronization index

To numerically integrate EqsL1(3-4), we employ the fourtmfKutta method with a spatial
stepAzr = Ay = 0.2 and a time steg\t = 0.001. J = 0.0 is taken for simplicity. Random initial
conditions are used for the oscillators and a transienbgesft = 1.9 x 10* is discarded when
analyzing the properties of the system collective behavior the study. The no-flux boundary
conditions are employed for the environmental varialsle

To characterize the synchronous transition as functionmodmeters, we introduce two syn-
chronization indices to measure the degree of collectieélagon. Following the traditional jS,

The first synchronization indei measuring the degree of the phase synchronization 3

R

wherei = \/—1 andd, is the phase of thgth oscillator defined by; = tan~'(y;/z;) in the phase
space ofc—y. (- - - ) represents the time average over a periad-efl x 103. Itis straightforward to
see that if the oscillators are completely out of phase fraohether, we hav& = 0 (Following

the tradition, we also se® = 0 if the oscillators are quenched from oscillation.); whileéhe



oscillators are perfect (phase) synchronization, we liave 1. The second synchronization index

is to measure the degree of the complete synchronizatio) (@fch reads

1 N\
O':< NZ(xl—x)>,x—Nle (6)

It is straightforward that when CS occurs= 0. By involving R ando, we can identify various
synchronous regimes. For instance, OD suggestefd by0 ando = 0; PS impliesk = 1 buto

is a nonzero value; complete synchronous oscillation (Q8&9nsk = 1 ando = 0.

. SYNCHRONOUS STATES AND THEIR TRANSITIONS ON THE ONE DIM ENSION
CHAIN OF A SMALL GROUP OF OSCILLATORS.

Next, we will consider the synchronization behaviors of Bp@pulations of chaotic oscillators
(N = 10) that are arranged on a linear chain where each of them ittty coupled through a
diffusive environment (refer to Fig. 1). Specifically, weaoncerned the emergence of the various
dynamical states (e.g., OD, PS and CSO) and how they swidohdne state to another as we vary
the population density and diffusion parameters.

Figure 2(a-c) shows three typical dynamical states of EHggl) @s a function op givenD =
0.45. With relatively smallp (e.g.,p = 1.0), the fully coupled system is damped to a stationary
state where all of the oscillators keep quiescent after at sframsient, see Fig. 2(a) where the
traces ofr;,i = 1,--- , N are shown. Such a state is also called the OD state. Notentlia¢ i
absence off, the subsystem Eq[](3) shows self-sustain (chaotic) asioifi. It is thus that the
occurrence of OD is intrinsically caused by the environmanpling. Increasing to beyond
a critical valuep. ~ 1.5, CSO is eventually reached as shown in Fig. 2(b), and theitlaison
can be either periodic (shown in the figure) or chaotic whiepahds orp. The transition from
the stationary state to the collective oscillation is a kafidsudden behavior, resembling to QS
transition, which has been found in experiments and theatetvorks where a homogeneous
dynamical environment is assumed|[21-24]. Here, we shotQsais also possible even when
the dynamical environment is heterogeneous. An unexpettselvation is that further increasing
p (using the same random initial conditions), will lead to elegration of CSO to PS as illustrate in
Fig. 2(c). To be concrete, the phase change coincidentatlthie amplitude of oscillators seems

to behave independently. Compared to CSO, PS is a weak fotine afynchronization.
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FIG. 2: (Color online.) The evolution aV = 10 oscillators indirectly coupled via heterogenous environ-
ment for various densities given D = 0.45. (a) Oscillation deathp = 1.0, (b) complete synchronous

oscillation (periodic)p = 2.0, and (c) phase synchronization (chaotjc}- 6.8.

While, as we increase the diffusion paramdieithe system experiences a bit different process
to synchronization, as illustrated in Fig. 3(a-c) where 4.80 is taken. As it shows, whep is
sufficiently small, desynchronizing behavior is obsenssd Fig. 3(a). For the small population of
the systemd.g., N = 10 considered in the present case), PS can be easily achietretheviorder

of D ~ 10~*. Figure 3(b) shows a case bf = 3.0 x 10~2 where PS happens. As we incredse



_20 I I I
1.996 1.997 1.998 1.999 2
x 10°
©) 20 . . .
< 0Or
_20 I I I
1.996 1.997 1.998 1.999 2
time < 10"

FIG. 3: (color online) Similar to Fig. 2, but for various diffion coefficients givep = 4.8. (a) desyn-

chronizaiton,D = 2 x 1075, (b) phase synchronous oscillatioR, = 0.03, and (c) complete synchronous

oscillation D = 0.30.

to beyond the critical valu®,., CSO could occur. For example, in Fig. 3(c) we show a CSO case
for D = 0.3. Unlike the behavior in Fig. 2(b-c), further increasihgfrom D, will not lead to a
transition from CSO to PS.

How the synchronous states switch from one to another cared® cearly by plotting the

synchronization indices, i.eR ando, as a function of the density and diffusion parameters. In
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FIG. 4: (color online) The synchronous indic&sando as a function of (a) density and (b) diffusion
coupling D, corresponding to Fig. 2 and Fig. 3, respectively. The ipgatin (b) shows the PS indek as

a function ofD in the regime of the small values.

Fig. 4(a), we show the change Bfando as we increase the densjiyFor the PS indexX, R = 0
when the density is approximately less tHeh which implies all oscillators are in quiescent state
(or OD). With the increasing, a sudden transition from = 0 to R = 1 is observed which means
the occurrence of synchronized oscillations. Such a tiianss a typical QS similar to previous
findings. In the OD state, CS index= 0 as all the oscillators have the same values. (OD state
can be seen a particular kind state of the complete synctatomn state but here we distinguish

it from CSO state.) Beyond the transition point, CSO canisarin a broad parameter @fas
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indicated byr = 0. However, the CSO is degenerated to PS arqund5.20 whereo becomes a
positive finite value and? remains one.

We also plotk ando as a function ofD in Fig. 4(b). The PS indek keeps one for all used
as the PS is reached with very small valuéxdor this small system. This can be seen further from
the inset where we plot the transition from desynchronogsglason to synchronous oscillation
as function ofD. PS occurs in the order dd ~ 10=*. Unlike in the Fig. 4(a), the CS index
changes from non-vanished value to zero around the crificadz 0.30. It remains zero as we
move D onward.

To give a global picture of what roles played by the populatiensityp and diffusion constant
D in the synchronous behaviors of the indirectly coupledeystvia a diffusive environment,
we systematically calculated order parameteand o in the broad parameter regime pf- D
using different initial conditions. In Fig. 5 we show the tdilsution of o that is averaged over 81
random initial conditions as a function pand D. ( The distribution of the PS inde® (not shown
here) behaves relatively simply, e.g., only two vakie= 0 and R = 1 are detected and they are
separated by the line at ~ 1.5.) From Fig. 5, we can generally divide the phase-diagram int
three regions: OD, CSO and PS. With fixad the OD region is only relies omand independent
of D, but both regimes of CSO and PS depend on these two paramété&sote that, given
D, the system experience a process of ©DCSO— PS; while giverp, the system experience
a process of desynchronizatien PS — CSO. (Desynchronization regime is not shown in this
phase diagram as it corresponds to the very small vali& oFurther more, the critical diffusion
constantD, to achieve CSO is a function pf The underlying mechanism of such transitions and

dependence will be the focus of the following section.

IV. MECHANISM ANALYSIS OF THE SYNCHRONIZATION TRANSITION

Before we step ward further, let’s revisit the coupled systegs. [(B-4). From the dynamical
perspective, these equations represent an ensemble dtossiindirectly coupled via a hetero-
geneous environment. The paramet&rslenotes the coupling strength of oscillators described
by (z,y, z) coupled with dynamical environment. The parametep, representing the density of
the population, also reflects the strength that the envissrimeceives the information from the
oscillators. Obviously, if eitheK or p is sufficiently small, synchronization is impossible. It is

worth pointing out that there is an alternative explanatibthese equations. For instance, we can
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FIG. 5: (color online). Phase diagram of dynamical statekeérspace op and D indicated by the distribu-
tion of o which is averaged by 81 ensemble of initial conditions . Thage diagram is divided into three
regimes: OD (oscillation death), CSO (complete synchreramceillation) and PS (phase sysnchronization).

The white dashed line is boundary between OD and CSO. Thewbts are from MSF calculation.

treat the system as a new oscillator describedsby, z, ¢) and each new oscillator is coupled
with the nearest ones. In this sengeandp are the intrinsic parameters ahdrepresents the only
coupling strength of this new oscillator system. In thissseithep plays not only strength but also
intrinsic dynamics of the system, bixonly plays a coupling strength between the new oscillators
described byz, y, z, z¢). With this point of view, it is our expect that increasihigwould enhance

the synchronization as we see in Fig. 3.

A. The dual roles ofp

To better understanding the synchronous transition, weifivestigate how the dynamics of
the full system depends gnwhen the spatial effects are excluded, i/8.= 0. For K > 0, the
oscillations behavior of the full system strongly reliestba population density. For instance,
for K = 1, the fixed pointzy, = (zss, yss, 2ss, £5,) IS Stable wherp is small and so there is
no oscillatory behavior. By performing the linear stalilénalysis, we find that the fixed point
solution will lose the stability around ai. ~ 1.50 via a Hopf-bifurcation, which is consistent

with the previous simulations. Crossing, the system shows various self-sustain oscillations

12



FIG. 6: (color online). Periodic-doubling bifurcation andrresponding the largest Lyapunov exponent,

denoted by\, of the full systems ) = 0) as a function of the density parametewith K = 1.0.

including periodic, quasi-periodic and even chaotic vieedaqaic-doubling bifurcation. Figure 6
shows a typical periodic-doubling bifurcation and cormsging the largest Lyapunov exponent
as a function ofp. These results strongly imply that the population dengipjays dual roles:
increasing will (i) enhance the coupling between the oscillators areddynamical environment,
and (ii) lead a transition of the system from periodic to diaoscillations as well.

The synchronous transition can be viewed as the result afdh®etition of these two roles
played byp. Qualitatively, whernp beyond but not far from the critical valyg, the systems is
periodic and in this case, CSO is observed. Increaswil lead the system to fall in the regime
of the quasiperiodic or even chaotic, but it also increasescbupling strength. Therefore, CSO
is still possible for a certain range pf However, further increasing the systems falls to chaotic
regime, and under this capeas a role of coupling strength is not sufficient large to gota@the

emergence of the CSO. Consequently, we observe PS instéadoCBrgep.

B. Master stability function approach

To give deeper insights into the synchronous transitiortjquaarly from CSO to PS as a func-
tion of p, we below using master stability function (MSE) [43+-45] egach to quantitatively

characterize the synchronous boundary separating thesegimes.
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FIG. 7: (color online). (a) The largest Lyaponov exponéras a function of normalized coupling strength
n for p = 4.8. (b) The critical diffusion coupling,. as a function of the number of the oscillata¥swith

n. = 0.7, which corresponds to the critical value from (a).

As discussed previously, Eqgs. (3-4) can be viewed as a griougpnooscillators coupled via the
variablez® with the nearest couplingkX’ andp are the intrinsic parameters of the new oscillator
system and) represents the direct coupling strength. Also note thahalbscillators are assumed

to be identical. In this sense, MSF is applicable to the priesazse.
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Following the traditional MSF approach, we rewrite Eqs4§3n a general fom@@ﬂ,

N
dCZi =F(x;) +¢ Y eH(x;)), (7)
j=1
wherex denotesi-dimensional vector an#(x) is the local dynamics of the oscillator (the sub-
script: is omitted here)e represents the coupling strength dds a coupling functionc;; is the
element of the coupling matrik' which is determined only by the network topology, and sa&tssfi
Zj\f:l c;; = 0. We further assume that the coupling mattbhas a set of real eigenvalues, say
(t=0,---,N —1)and they are arranged in a following waly= \g > \; > --- > Ay_1.
Let x® be the synchronous manifold of the system (the manifoldfercomplete synchroniza-
tion), i.e.,x®* = x; = X3 = --- = x. Now we consider an infinitesimal perturbation from the

synchronous manifoldx; = x; — x*. Substituting it to Eq.[{7) yields a variation equation

N
= DF(x") - 0x;+e ) ey DH(x) - 0, (8)

j=1

whereDF (x°) and DH(x*) are thed x d Jacobian matrices evaluated at the synchronous solution
x°. Projecting{dz;} into the eigenspace spanned by the eigenvectors of theinguphtrix C,
then the set of equations described by Ed. (8) can be transtbto N decoupled equations like

48],

wheredy; represents théh mode of the perturbations corresponding to the eigepvgluThe
mode associated with, represents the motion parallel to the synchronous manifed the
trajectory of a single oscillator.

Denotingrn; = —eX\;(: = 0,1,---, N — 1) be a specific values of a normalized coupling

parameter), and the above equation can been seen as some particulaiotase
o0y = [DF(x*) — nDH(x")] dy. (10)

Let A = A(x*%, n) be the largest Lyapunov exponent of the system. if negative, an infinitesimal

perturbation from the synchronous solutioiwill diminish exponentially and thus the solutiaf

is stable, at least where oscillators initialized arourehtty while A is positive, which means the
small perturbation from the synchronous manifold will leadhe divergence of the trajectories,

the synchronous solutiat® is unstablel[44].
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For the system described by EdS[{3-4), the coupling matrix i

-1 1 0--- 0

1 -21--- 0
C =

0O ---0 1 -1

and the corresponding Jacobian matrix is

-K -1 -1 K

1 a 0 0
DF =

2z 0 z85—c¢ 0

Kp 0 0 —Kp—1J

It has been shown that the mattikcan be diagonalized and the eigenvaluese [46],

k
)\k:—4sin2<;—N),k:O,l,-u,N—l. (11)

In Fig. 7, we show the largest Lyapunov exponards a function of the normalized coupling
strengthy in the case ofp = 4.8. Typically, the MSF curve is monotonic and0) > 0 as the
full system show chaotic oscillation with= 4.8. Increasing; will decrease\ and beyond some
critical valuen, =~ 0.70, A change its sign from positive to negative. To guarantee tiergence
of the CSO,—¢\; > 7., which requires critical diffusion parametér > D’ = —n.(Ax)?/\ =
0.286. This value is close t@. = 0.30 obtained by the direct numerical simulation.

We systematically calculate the critical coupling stréngt. for variousp at which the full
system in the chaotic regime. The dependenc®0bn p is shown in Fig. 5 (see white dots).
We find the results from the MSF approach agree quite well #ithdirect simulation of the
full system. From Fig. 5, we find that largerusually requires largeP, to achieve the CSO.
Therefore, it is not a surprise finding that given the limitueaof D, increasingp could fail to
CSO as we see in Figs. 2 and 3. Another implication from the M&We is that there is a limit
size of oscillators to achieve complete synchronizatiothexchaotic regime of Eqs[1(3-4). This
is easily can be seen if we note that = —n.(Ax)?/\; with \; = —4sin?(7/2N). ASN > 1,
D, tends to be infinity to achieve CSO. The dependence ofn N is shown in Fig. 7(b), and it
clearly shows that increasé would dramatically increasP... Thus, the larger size of the system,

the more difficult to observe CSO, in the chaotic regime paldirly.
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FIG. 8: (a) Phase diagram indicated by the PS index for laygaup of oscillators. OD: oscillation death,
PS: phase synchronization and DES: desynchronizatiom.h@synchronous indiced? ando as a function

of densityp with D = 0.6.

V. SYNCHRONIZATION AND TRAVELING WAVES OF LARGE GROUP OF OSC ILLATORS

Till now, we have only considered the dynamical QS and itdanqtion for small size group
of oscillators. As implicated by MSF approach, the sizeaffashould be existed in our model. So
in this section, we will consider the much larger size, é\g= 1000, and see what kind of new

behaviors could be observed.
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FIG. 9: (color online) Traveling wave emerges in the DESegin the case of large population oscillators.

D =0.03andp = 3.0.

An overview picture of the dynamical states indicated bydjechronization index in the
p — D space is shown in Fig. 8 (a). With a comparison to Fig. 5, aitogmtly difference is
that for large size system, the synchronization regimenkhrio a very narrow regime, and there
is no complete synchronous oscillation regime and mostefegime is dominated by the desyn-
chronous state. An interesting finding is that increagiriigst leads to the PS, but continuous to
increasep would then lead to the desynchronization, which is not okesfor indirectly coupled
oscillators via a homogeneous environment. The above raalitibnal quorum sensing transition
is clearly seen in Fig. 8(b).

Finally, we would like to point out that even in the desynchration regime, the oscillators
do not oscillates completely disorder. In contrast, thapestimes may show somehow coherent
structure. For instance, traveling waves could also emdrg€ig. 9, we show a spatiotemporal
plot of the evolution of the one thousand oscillators, adliag wave propagates from the right
to left. For largerp, the system become less coherent and partial travelingsmaweeld occur
in the system (no figure shown). The wave patterns have bgemteel in previous work such
as the glycolyse&g] and genetic netw [27], however, foding shows the first evidence
of the irregular waves observed in populations of chaotaillasors coupled via a heterogeneous

environment.
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VI. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

By coupling Rossler chaotic oscillators to a heterogesamvironment, we have performed a
systematic investigation on collective behaviors in suahd&rectly coupled system. The present
work is a natural and nontrivial extension to the indirectyupled oscillators with the homoge-
neous dynamical environment. Although the QS is quite commascillator systems with ho-
mogeneous environment, but whether it is extended to a ptpualof spatially distributed chaotic
oscillators indirectly coupled through a heterogeneowsr@mment remains poorly known. Pre-
vious work on QS give us an impression that larger the pojpmatensity, the easier the system
become synchronization. In this work, we uncover a diffesaenario: the degree of synchro-
nization decrease after the onset of QS transition as whdurhcrease the population density.
Specifically, a degeneration from CSO to PS (for small sizg, & = 10) or from PS to desyn-
chronization (for large size, e.gN = 1000) could occur as we increase the population density.
This scenario has not been reported in previous work. On tiher diand, the present work is
also an essential complement to QS study in a populationafiaisrs coupled via a heteroge-
neous environment. For instance, in pervious study of bg&reous environment, they usually
were concentrated on the formation of the spatiotempotdipe QO], and the fundamental
problems such as the onset of synchronization and its depepdf the density is still largely
understudied. What's more, they only consider the periodaillator rather than the chaotic case

—@)], the latter is closer to the natural systems.

It is noted that we only presented our results with the noloxndary for the dynamics of the
extracellular solution of the system in the text. Additibstaidies were also performed on the ring
of the chaotic oscillators where the periodic boundary doos were applied and similar results
were observed. The only difference is that the critical gabfi the diffusion couplingD.. is bit
smaller than the no-flux boundary case. This could be exgdblny noting that the eigenvalue of
the periodic case is much smaller that of the no-flux bounttarthe same system parameters.

Our findings may be tested by various chemical or biologigpeeiments. For instance, in
biological systems such as yeast cells, it has been showmtid&r certain conditions the gly-
colytic oscillation of the yeast could be chao@[ﬂ]. Thiskes it possible to design a similar
experiment likes one used in ReDZQ]. Another candidatag be the chemical realization of
the system. For instance, it is already to generate peri®eicusov-Zhabotinsky (BZ) droplets
[B] or particles ] which can be fixed in space. Also, it iolm that chaotic behaviors can be
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observed in BZ chemical reactioQ[@—SO]. In this sensmay be possible to make a similar
configuration like Fig. 1 in experiment with chaotic BZ pal#is. For these possible experiments,
it will be interesting to test the synchronization trargitias well as check the bifurcation of the
dynamical systems as it coupled to the heterogeneous envaat.

In summary, we have made a systematic study of QS behaviaspwopulation of chaotic
Rossler oscillators indirectly coupled through a difiesdynamical environment. We observed
various dynamical states involving OD, PS as well as CSO enpi@irameter space expanded by
p— D. A non-traditional QS transition was also observed and smeixpected QS was found due
to the competition of the dual roles played by the populatiensity. The separation boundary
between the CSO and PS could be numerically predicted by 8¥ &pproach by simply treating
the full systems as a locally coupled oscillator system. ffaeelling waves were also possible
in the large size of the system. We finally made a brief diSonssn the possible realization in

experiment on our proposed system.
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