
Information geometry and synchronization phase transition in Kuramoto model

Artem Alexandrov∗

Moscow Institute of Physics and Technology, Dolgoprudny, 141700, Russia and
Laboratory of complex networks, Brain and Consciousness Research Center, Moscow, Russia

Alexander Gorsky
Moscow Institute of Physics and Technology, Dolgoprudny, 141700, Russia

Institute for Information Transmission Problems, Moscow, 127994, Russia and
Laboratory of complex networks, Brain and Consciousness Research Center, Moscow, Russia

We discuss how the synchronization in Kuramoto model can be treated in terms of information
geometry. We argue that the Fisher information is sensitive to synchronization transition, specifically
components of Fisher metric diverge at the critical point. Our approach is based on the recently
proposed relation between Kuramoto model and geodesics on hyperbolic space.

I. INTRODUCTION

Kuramoto model is the paradigmatic model for
synchronization phenomena in non-linear systems.
Despite it deceptively simple form, there are still
enough white spots, concerning different aspects of
the model. Whereas some of these aspects turn
around the synchronization in systems with com-
plicated topology, which were comprehensively de-
scribed in [1]. Another aspects are mostly focused
on the rigorous description of the Kuramoto model
with all-to-all couplings (complete graph case). It
was shown that in case of identical oscillators the
Kuramoto model exhibits low-dimensional dynam-
ics. The emergent dimensional reduction occurs due
to existence of integrals of motion, initially discov-
ered by trial and error in the papers [2, 3]. The inves-
tigation of such integrals of motion was done compre-
hensively in the work [4] where it was demonstrated
that they emerge due to the invariance of dynamics
under the Möbius transformation. The Kuramoto
model dynamics can be represented as the motion
on the Möbius group orbit. Moreover, recently it
was noticed that the corresponding low-dimensional
dynamics can be described in terms of gradient flows
on two dimensional hyperbolic manifold [5].

However, the origin of hyperbolic manifold was not
established. At first glance, this manifold simply in-
herits symmetries of Möbius group and there are no
special features. We shall interpret the hyperbolic
manifold as induced by probability measures, which
is usually refers as statistical manifold (see [6] for
the review). In particular the AdS2 metric emerges
immediately for the shifted Gaussian distribution.

∗ aleksandrov.aa@phystech.edu

In a generic situation the hyperbolic metric emerges
as the Fisher metric on the parameter space. The
Fisher metric is the probabilistic counterpart of the
quantum metric which is familiar in the quantum
mechanics where one introduces the so-called com-
plex quantum tensor which has the quantum metric
as the real part and the Berry curvature as the imag-
inary part [7, 8]. It is built from the quantum wave
function depending on some parameter space how-
ever its classical analogue exists as well.

In this study we focus on the hyperbolic geometry
description of the Kuramoto model and its connec-
tion to information geometry. In particular we ex-
plain the hyperbolic geometry involved as the geom-
etry of the statistical manifold. We shall argue that
the equation of motion for Kuramoto model has the
form of gradient flow for the Kullback-Leibler diver-
gence. The properties of the induced metric or, in
other words, the response of the system at the per-
turbation of parameters serves as a indicator of the
phase transition [9–12]. In particular the diagonal el-
ements of the quantum metric provide the good tool
for the search of the critical curves which has been
demonstrated in several examples [13–17]. We shall
demonstrate in a clear-cut manner that the compo-
nents of the Fisher information metric identify in a
similar manner the critical curve for the phase transi-
tion in the Kuramoto-Shakaguchi model. Hence the
Fisher information metric yields the proper order pa-
rameter for the synchronization phase transition.

The paper is organized as follows. In section II
we recall the Kuramoto model focusing on its de-
scription in terms of the Möbius group. The di-
mensional reduction provides the description of the
model in terms of motion of a point at a hyperbolic
disc. In section III we shall present the key aspects
of the information geometry. In section IV we ap-
ply the information geometry to the Kuramoto and
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Kuramoto-Shakaguchi models. We shall treat the
coordinates of point on the disc as the two param-
eters which the distribution involved depend on. It
turns out that the Cauchy distribution governs the
Kuramoto model while the von Mises distribution is
relevant for Kuramoto-Shakaguchi model. In both
cases we shall demonstrate that the singularity of
the Fisher metric coincides with the synchronization
transition adding a new example of the relation be-
tween the singularities of the Fisher metric and the
phase transitions. In section V we formulate the re-
sults and the open questions. The general comments
concerning the relations between the distributions
and the possible role of the q-Gaussian distributions
in Kuramoto model can be found in the Appendices.

II. BRIEF REVIEW OF KURAMOTO
MODEL

Kuramoto model on a complete graph with identi-
cal oscillators has the following equations of motion,

θ̇i = ω +
λ

N

N∑
j=1

sin (θj − θi) , (1)

where N is the number of oscillators, θi ∈ [0, 2π),
λ > 0 is the coupling constant, and ω is the oscillator
eigenfrequency. The order parameter (synchroniza-
tion measure) is defined by

r(t) =
1

N

N∑
j=1

zj(t), (2)

where we introduce complex variable zi(t) =
exp(iθi(t)). The model exhibits so called synchro-
nization transition from a given initial state to a
synchronized state with the amplitude of order pa-
rameter |r| → 1, which does not depend on time. In
terms of particles on the unit circle, it means that in
the synchronized state all the particles are concen-
trated at one point that moves with a certain average
frequency.

The equations of motion become

żi = iωzi +
λ

2

(
r − rz2i

)
. (3)

The evolution of zi = zi(t) can be represented as the
action of Möbius transformation,

zi(t) =M(z0i ), z0i ≡ exp(iθi(t = 0)), (4)

where the parameters of Möbius transformation de-
pend on time. Following the paper [5], this transfor-
mation can be parametrized as follows,

M(z) = ζ
z − w
1− wz , (5)

where ζ ∈ C, |ζ| = 1, w ∈ C, |w| < 1. The time
derivative of the phase is

żi = − ẇζ

1− |w|2 +

(
ζ̇ζ +

ẇw − ẇw
1− |w|2

)
zi+

+
ẇζ

1− |w|2 z
2
i . (6)

Matching the RHS of eq. (6) and the RHS of eq. (3),
we obtain the system of equations,

ẇ = −λ
2

(
1− |w|2

)
ζr,

ζ̇ = iωζ − λ

2

(
wr − wrζ2

)
.

(7)

The key feature of these equations is that they are
decoupled

ζr = ζ
1

N

N∑
j=1

ζ
z0j − w
1− wz0j

=

= |ζ|2 1

N

N∑
j=1

z0j − w
1− wz0j

=
1

N

N∑
j=1

z0j − w
1− wz0j

. (8)

hence it means that the equation for w does not feel
the variable ζ. This equation is our object of inter-
est and it was shown previously [5] that it can be
rewritten as the gradient flow on the hyperbolic disk
D = {z : |z| < 1},

ẇ =

= −λ
2

(
1− |w|2

)2 ∂

∂w

 1

N

N∑
j=1

lnP
(
w, z0j

) , (9)

where P = P (w, z0) is the Poisson kernel,

P (w, z0) =
1− |w|2
|w − z0|2

,

z0 ∈ S1, w ∈ D, S1 = {z : |z| = 1}. (10)

To determine how the Poisson kernel appears, one
should substitute the expression (8) into the eq. (7)
and perform integration over w. In the paper [5] the
authors have already noticed that for |w| 6= 1 the



3

fixed point of the eq. (9) coincides with conformal
barycenter of N points on S1, which existence and
uniqueness are guaranteed [18]. Also one should note
that |w| → 1 limit corresponds to the synchronized
state.

Using this representation of the Kuramoto model
dynamics, we would like to discuss several features
of the model that devoted to the interconnections
between information geometry and synchronization.

III. INFORMATION GEOMETRY AND
KURAMOTO MODEL

A. Basic concepts of information geometry

In this section we discuss the basic concepts of in-
formation geometry and develop an information ge-
ometry view on the Kuramoto model. We mainly
focus at the continuum N → ∞ limit of the Ku-
ramoto model.

To begin with, let us provide some essentials from
information geometry. We follow the book [6], where
more details can be found. Let us consider the fam-
ily of probability density functions p = p(ξ;x), where
ξ is the vector of parameters and x is the vector of
variables. For all possible values of ξ, this family
forms the manifold M = {p(ξ;x)}, which is called
statistical manifold. To determine how two distribu-
tions p(ξ1;x) & p(ξ2;x) differ from each other, one
can consider the divergence function D[ξ1; ξ2]. It is
possible to define different divergence functions but
these functions make sense only if they are invariant
and decomposable [19].

The large class of such divergence functions is
called standard f -divergencies, that can be repre-
sented as

Df [p; q] =

∫
dx p(x)f

(
q(x)

p(x)

)
,

f(0) = 1, f(1) = 1, f ′′(1) = 1, (11)

where f is the convex function. For f(v) = − ln v
it is easy to see that corresponding f -divergence is
nothing more than Kullback-Leibler divergence. An-
other important type of divergence is so-called α-
divergence, which is defined by (see [6] and [19] for
details)

fα(v) =
4

1− α2

[
1− v(1+α)/2

]
, α 6= 1. (12)

The important property of the divergence function
is that in case of two close enough points, ξ1 = ξ+dξ

& ξ2 = ξ, it has the following Taylor expansion at
point ξ,

D[ξ1; ξ2] =
1

2
gij(ξ)dξidξj +O(|dξ|3), (13)

where gij is the metric of manifold M. Any stan-
dard f -divergence gives the same metric gij , which
coincides with the Fisher metric gFij ,

gFij =

∫
dx p(x; ξ)

∂ ln p(x; ξ)

∂ξi

∂ ln p(x; ξ)

∂ξj
. (14)

Strictly speaking, to completely describe the statis-
tical manifold M we need one more object, which is
called skewness tensor TF,

TF
ijk =

=

∫
dx p(x; ξ)

∂ ln p(x; ξ)

∂ξi

∂ ln p(x; ξ)

∂ξj

∂ ln p(x; ξ)

∂ξk
.

(15)

Finally, the statistical manifold is the triplet
(M, g, T ). For a given standard f -divergence, the
metric tensor g (obtained from the Taylor expansion)
coincides with gF, whereas corresponding skewness
tensor is given by T = αTF with α = 2f ′′′(1) + 3.

The pair of gF and TF allows to define so-called
α-connections on the statistical manifold, that are
given by

Γ±αijk = Γ0
ijk −

α

2
TF
ijk. (16)

The statistical manifold is called α-flat if correspond-
ing α-Riemannian curvature tensor vanishes every-
where with condition Rαijkl = R−αijkl. Note in con-
trast with usual Riemannian manifold, the statisti-
cal manifold can have non-zero torsion. It was shown
that such α-flat manifolds has dual affine structure,
which gives dual (via Legendre transformation) co-
ordinate system on the statistical manifold. Such
manifold is also called dual flat manifold. For dual
flat manifold, the metric and skewness tensors are
given by

gFij = ∂i∂jψ(ξ), TF
ijk = ∂i∂j∂kψ(ξ), ∂i ≡

∂

∂ξi
(17)

where ψ(ξ) is a convex function. For dual flat man-
ifold, the canonical divergence is so-called the Breg-
man divergence.

B. Gradient flow on statistical manifold

For a dual flat manifold, the existence of ψ(ξ) al-
lows to consider the gradient flow with respect to
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Fisher metric [20, 21],

dξ

dt
= −

(
gF
)−1

∂ξψ(ξ). (18)

Some examples of the gradient flows on statistical
manifolds are discussed in [20].

The simplest illustrative example of the mentioned
gradient flow corresponds to the Gaussian distribu-
tion statistical manifold. It is straightforward to
check that the statistical manifold formed by Gaus-
sian distributions, MG = {p(µ, σ;x)|µ ∈ R, σ > 0},
is α-flat for α = ±1. One can also generalize this
statement to the exponential distribution family,

p(ξ;x) = exp [ξigi(x) + h(x)− ψ(ξ)] , (19)

which forms dual flat manifold with canonical co-
ordinate system ξ and the function ψ = ψ(ξ). In
case of Gaussian distribution, the coordinate sys-
tem is (ξ1, ξ2) with ξ1 = µ/σ2, ξ2 = −1/(2σ2) and

ψ = µ2/(2σ2) + ln
(√

2πσ
)
. In case of exponential

distributions family the Bregman divergence coin-
cides with Kullback-Leibler divergence. The gradi-
ent flow for the Gaussian statistical manifold looks
as

µ̇ = −µ; σ̇ = −σ
2 + µ2

2σ
. (20)

Note that this system has the conserved integral of
motion H = σ2/µ − µ, that corresponds to the arc
radius.

C. Cauchy distribution

One can show that family of univariate elliptic
distributions forms α-flat statistical manifolds [22].
However, there is one orphan distribution in this
family: the Cauchy distribution,

pC(γ, β;x) =
1

π

γ

γ2 + (x− β)2
, γ > 0, β ∈ R, (21)

which can be written in more convenient for our goals
McCullagh’s representation [23],

pC(w;x) =
Im w

π|x− w|2 , w = β + iγ. (22)

The corresponding Fisher metric looks as

gFij =
1

2γ2

(
1 0
0 1

)
(23)

It is straightforward to verify that for the Cauchy
distribution the skewness tensor TF vanishes every-
where, so we can not find any value of α to obtain
dual flat structure at first glance.

However, we can interpret the Cauchy distribution
as the member of q-Gaussian family, which probabil-
ity density function is defined as

Nq(β, x) =

√
β

Cq
expq

{
−βx2

}
, β > 0, (24)

where Cq is the normalization constant. The Cauchy
distribution can be considered as q-Gaussian with
q = 2, which was done in work [24] (we discuss some
properties of q-Gaussians in Appendix),

pC(γ, β;x) = Nq
(
γ−2, (x− β)2

)∣∣
q=2

. (25)

Using the definition of q-exponent, it is straight-
forward to verify that the distribution function
pC(γ, β;x) can be also represented as

pC(γ, β;x) = expq (ξigi(x)− ψ(ξ))
∣∣
q=2

(26)

with ξ1 = 2πβ/γ, ξ2 = −π/γ, g1(x) = x, g2(x) = x2

and the potential function ψ(ξ) is,

ψ(ξ) = −π
2

ξ2
− ξ21

4ξ2
− 1. (27)

Next, it was shown that the following divergence

DB-T[ξ1; ξ2] =

=

(∫
dx p(ξ2;x)2

)−1 [∫
dx

p(ξ2;x)2

p(ξ1;x)
− 1

]
(28)

is the Bregman divergence, i.e. describes the dual
flat manifold. Such divergence is called Bregman-
Tsallis divergence. The metric corresponding to
Bregman-Tsallis divergence does not coincide with
Fisher metric and can be computed as

gqij =
∂2ψ(ξ)

∂ξi∂ξj
, (29)

where ξ corresponds to the canonical coordinate sys-
tem on dual flat manifold. In case of Cauchy distri-
butions, we have

gqij =
2π

γ

(
1 0
0 1

)
. (30)

and it is clear that gq and gFC are related via con-
formal transformation. The dual coordinates ηi are
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defined by

ηi =
∂ψ(ξ)

∂ξi
=

=

(
− ξ1

2ξ2
,

4π2 + ξ21
4ξ22

)
= (β, γ2 + β2) (31)

with corresponding dual potential,

φ(η) = 1− 2π
√
η2 − η21 . (32)

The gradient flow (18) for Cauchy distribution looks
like

ξ̇1 =
ξ1

8π2

(
4π2 + ξ21

)
,

ξ̇2 =
ξ2

8π2

(
4π2 − ξ21

) ↔


β̇ = −β,

γ̇ =
β2 − γ2

2γ
(33)

Note that these equations are quite similar to the
Gaussian case, eq. (20). Having introduced all rel-
evant concepts from information geometry, we can
turn to the interpretation of Kuramoto model in
terms of the information geometry.

IV. FISHER METRIC AS THE ORDER
PARAMETER FOR SYNCHRONIZATION

TRANSITION

A. Fisher metric and phase transitions

Quantum tensor is now the effective tool for anal-
ysis of the topological and critical phenomena in the
complicated many-body systems. It is defined as

Qij = 〈∂iΨ|∂jΨ〉 − 〈∂iΨ|Ψ〉〈Ψ|∂jΨ〉 (34)

where i, j indices correspond to the coordinates on
the parameter space. Its real part is the quantum
metric while imaginary part is the Berry curvature
[7, 8]

Qij = gij + iFij (35)

The quantum metric can be thought as a two-point
correlator or fidelity whose behavior is expected to
quantify the properties of the system [9–11]. This
generic argument can be made more precise if we
focus at the geometry of the metric and it was ar-
gued that [9, 10] that the singularity of the met-
ric or Ricci curvature corresponds to the position
of the phase transition. The kind of the classifica-
tion of induced geometries attributed to the ground

state has been found in [13]. The relation between
the singularities of the metric and the phase tran-
sitions is not a completely rigorous statement but
there is convincing list of examples, say [16, 17] for
the Dicke and Hubbard models. The review of this
subject can be found in [14]. The parameters of the
Hamiltonian or the momenta can be used to evalu-
ate the components of the quantum metric. More
recently it was recognized that the behavior of the
metric nearby the singular point can distinguish the
integrable or chaotic behavior [15]. The singularities
of the different components of the metric provide the
information concerning the criticality in the different
directions of the parameter space.

The Fisher information metric is parallel to the
quantum metric in quantum mechanics when the
probability substitutes the squared modulus of the
wave function. The probability obeys the Fokker-
Planck (FP) equation instead of the Schrödinger one
hence we shall focus below at solutions to FP equa-
tions. The notion of the phase transition in the
stochastic problems also requires some care however
the relation between the quantum and semiclassi-
cal criticalities are seen in the temperature compo-
nent of the information metric [25]. It turns out
that the synchronization phase transition provides
another clear-cut example when the behavior of the
Fisher metric yields the identification of the phase
transition in the classical system. In this Section
we shall demonstrate that the representation of the
Kuramoto model in terms of the distributions does
the job. In the pure Kuramoto model we shall see a
kind of classical version of quantum phase transition
at zero temperature while in Kuramoto-Sakaguchi
model we have an effective temperature due to a
noise.

B. Fisher metric in Kuramoto model

In the paper [5] the authors have introduced the
hyperbolic description of the Kuramoto model. We
argue that the hyperbolic space arises as the statisti-
cal manifold of wrapped Cauchy distributions. The
normalized version of Poisson kernel is given by

pwC(w; z) =
1

2π

1− |w|2
|w − z|2 , |z| = 1,∮

|z|=1

dz
pwC(w, z)

iz
= 1, (36)

where wC denotes “wrapped Cauchy”. It is con-
venient to use polar representation, w = reiφ and
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z = eiθ, which gives

pwC(r, φ; θ) =
1

2π

1− r2
1− 2r cos(θ − φ) + r2

,

0 ≤ r < 1, φ = φmod 2π (37)

This is PDF with two parameters r and φ. All such
PDFs form manifold MwC,

MwC = {pwC(r, φ; θ) |r ∈ [0, 1), φ = φmod 2π} .

and the Fisher metric gFij is given by (14), which can
be represented in more compact form,

gFij = 4

∫ +π

−π
dθ ∂i

√
pwC(r, φ; θ)∂j

√
pwC(r, φ; θ).

It is straightforward to compute this integral and
obtain components of the metric,

gFrr =
2

(1− r2)2
; gFφφ =

2r2

(1− r2)2
;

gFrφ = gFφr = 0. (38)

hence, reintroducing w = reiφ, we can write

ds2F =
2
(
dr2 + r2dφ2

)
(1− r2)2

≡ 2 dw dw

(1− |w|2)2
, (39)

which coincides with the hyperbolic disk metrics.
Also, the direct computation of (15) shows that
TF ≡ 0. This is not surprise, because the wrapped
Cauchy distribution is simply related to the usual
one and the manifold formed by usual Cauchy distri-
butions is nothing more than upper half-plane model
of AdS2 space. The wrapped Cauchy distributions
also form AdS2 space but in terms of Poincare disk
model. Such two models can be mapped to each
other via conformal transformation.

We also can represent wrapped Cauchy distri-
bution as q-exponent with q = 2, which can be
checked in straightforward way. Computing the
canonical coordinates (ξ1, ξ2) and then deriving po-
tential function, we can find the metric gqij . In

(w, w)-coordinates the metric obtained from the cor-
responding potential function is given by

gqij =
2π

1− |w|2
(

1 0
0 1

)
→ ds2q =

4π dw dw

1− |w|2 , (40)

so, the q-metric again is conformally equivalent to
Fisher metric.

The wrapped Cauchy distribution plays a cru-
cial role in the Kuramoto model dynamics since it

is invariant under Möbius group action. Let z is
wrapped random variable with Cauchy distribution,
z ∼ pwC(w; z). Let z′ is the image of z produced by
the Möbius transformation M, z′ = M(z). It was
proven that if z ∼ pwC(w; z), then z′ ∼ pwC(w; z′).
So, wrapped Cauchy distributions are closed with
respect action of Möbius transformation. This fact
drives us to conclude that the wrapped Cauchy dis-
tribution is a kind of universal distribution for the
Kuramoto model dynamics. Such implication res-
onates with the role of Ott-Antonsen (O-A) ansatz
[26].

We would like to emphasize that Fisher informa-
tion blows up in the synchronized phase, that cor-
responds to the limit |w| → 1. In the Kuramoto-
Sakaguchi the relation between the singularity of the
Fisher metric and the phase transition will be made
more transparent.

C. Fisher metric in Kuramoto-Sakaguchi model

Consider now the Kuramoto-Sakaguchi model [27],
i.e. the Kuramoto model with noise,

θ̇i = ωi +
λ

N

N∑
j=1

sin (θj − θi) + ηi(t), (41)

where ηi = ηi(t) is stochastic term with properties
〈ηi(t)〉 = 0, 〈ηi(t)ηj(t′)〉 = 2Dδijδ(t − t′), where
D > 0 is noise amplitude. This model was initially
considered by Sakaguchi and it was shown that there
is the continuous phase transition for the conven-
tional order parameter r with respect to the coupling
constant λ. The critical coupling could be obtained
by the analysis of self-consistency equation or by the
stability analysis of incoherent state and is given by

1

λc
=
D

2

∫ +∞

−∞

dω g(ω)

ω2 +D2
. (42)

Both methods deal with the Fokker-Planck equation,
which arises in the continuum limit of Kuramoto-
Sakaguchi model. In case of identical frequencies, i.e.
g(ω) = δ(ω), the critical coupling becomes λc = 2D.
Moreover, in such case one could easily find the sta-
tionary solution of the Fokker-Planck equation [28].
in rotating reference frame. The stationary solution
ρ0 reads as

ρ0(θ, ω) =

=
1

2πI0(λ|r|/D)
exp

{
λ|r|
D

cos (arg r − θ)
}
. (43)
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Figure 1. Continuous phase transition in Sakaguchi-
Kuramoto model

The self-consistency equation for the Kuramoto-
Sakaguchi model is very simple,

|r| = I1(λ|r|/D)

I0(λ|r|/D)
, (44)

where it is straightforward to notice that the non-
trivial solution exists for λ > λc = 2D (see fig. 1).
This equation is similar with self-consistency equa-
tion appeared in XY model and with self-consistency
equation appeared in stationary Hamiltonian mean
field model. It is not a surprise, because the noise
strength D plays role of temperature. In case of
non-identical frequencies, the stationary distribution
could be found explicitly [29], but the Fisher metric
can be evaluated only numerically. The described
stationary distribution is nothing more than the von
Mises distribution belonging to the exponential fam-
ily. In general form, it looks like

pvM(κ, µ; θ) =
1

2πI0(κ)
exp {κ cos(θ − µ)} ,

κ ≥ 0, µ = µmod 2π. (45)

The computation of the Fisher metric for von Mises
distribution is straightforward,

gFij =

1− I1(κ)2

I0(κ)2
− I1(κ)

κI0(κ)
0

0
κI1(κ)

I0(κ)

 . (46)

where (i, j) = (κ, µ). Setting κ = λ|r|/D, we obtain
the Fisher metric corresponding to the stationary so-
lution of Kuramoto-Sakaguchi model. We can inter-
pret in twofold way: we can set |r| to be a fixed value
and then plot the components of metric as the func-
tions of λ and D or we can solve the self-consistency
equation (44) and find the order parameter |r| as the
function of λ and D and then consider the compo-
nents of metric tensor as the functions of λ and D

0 2 4
0

0.5

1

1.5

g
F 1
1

0 2 4
0

0.5

1

1.5

λ/D

g
F 2
2

Figure 2. Non-zero components of Fisher metric for
Kuramoto-Sakaguchi model as the function of λ/D with
λc = 2D

only. The second interpretation gives us the follow-
ing dependencies, fig. 2. The component gF11 does
not exist for λ < λc, whereas the component gF22 is
identically zero for λ < λc. The first interpretation
says us to plot the components of Fisher metric as
functions of order parameter |r| and λ/D, see fig. 3.
The transition point coincides with λc = 2D hence
the Fisher metric provides the order parameter for
the synchronization transition.

D. Kullback-Leibler divergence in Kuramoto
model

After discussion of the Fisher metric, we would
like to notice the following fact: the proposed hyper-
bolic space description of Kuramoto model dynamics
coincides with gradient flow of Kullback-Leibler di-
vergence on the statistical manifold.

Indeed, in the continuum limit, N → ∞, we deal
with initial distribution of phases f0 = f0(z), z =
eiθ. The gradient flow in the limit N →∞ becomes

ẇ = −λ
2

(
1− |w|2

)2×
× ∂

∂w

∮
|z|=1

dz f0(z) ln pwC(w; z)

iz
, (47)
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Figure 3. Non-zero components of Fisher metric for
Kuramoto-Sakaguchi model as the function of |r| & λ/D
with λc = 2D

where we rewrite the integral over θ as the contour
integral over the unit circle |z| = 1 in the complex
plane. Our key observation is that the integral in the
right hand side of eq. (47) is nothing more than so-
called cross entropy of two distributions with PDF
f0(z) and pwC(w; z),

Scross =

∮
|z|=1

dz f0(z) ln pwC(w; z)

iz
. (48)

This quantity is tightly connected to the well-known
Kullback-Leibler divergence,

SK-L[f, g] = −
∮
|z|=1

dz
f(z)

iz
ln
g(z)

f(z)
=

= −S0[f(z)]− Scross, (49)

where f = f(z) and g = g(z) are two different PDFs
of wrapped distributions and S0[f(z)] denotes the

entropy of distribution f(z). We can notice that gra-
dient with respect to w in eq. (47) has the form,

∂SK-L

∂w
= − ∂

∂w

∮
|z|=1

dz f(z) ln g(z)

iz
. (50)

So, we conclude that the gradient flow can be ex-
pressed in terms of Kullback-Leibler divergence,

ẇ = +
λ

2

(
1− |w|2

)2 ∂SK-L[f0, pwC]

∂w
, (51)

where f0 = f0(z) is the initial distribution and
pwC = pwC(w; z) is the wrapped Cauchy distribu-
tion.

As we have mentioned earlier, the Kullback-
Leibler divergence in general does not coincide with
Bregman divergence. Nevertheless, the eq. (51)
clearly says that the Kuramoto model dynamics can
be treated as the gradient flow of the Kullback-
Leibler divergence on the statistical manifold formed
by wrapped Cauchy distributions. Therefore, to
understand such dynamics we can compute the
Kullback-Leibler divergence between a given initial
distribution f0(z) and wrapped Cauchy distribution
pwC(w; z). Let us notice that the uniform distribu-
tion pU(z) = (2π)−1 is nothing more than wrapped
Cauchy distribution with w = 0 and the Dirac-
delta distribution is also wrapped Cauchy distribu-
tion with w = 1.

If the initial distribution f0(z) is uniform, so
f0(z) = (2π)−1, the Kullback-Leibler divergence it
is easy to compute, which gives

SK-L[f0, pwC] = − ln
(
1− |w|2

)
. (52)

Substituting this expression into the gradient flow,
we find

ẇ =
λ

2

(
1− |w|2

)
w. (53)

The obtained equation is interesting for two reasons.
First, it is similar to the equation appeared in Ott-
Antonsen ansatz. Second, it tells us that in large-
N limit the Kuramoto model with all-to-all cou-
plings and identical frequencies is dual to the single
Landau-Stuart oscillator. It is quite straightforward
to obtain the solution w = w(t) and than we can see
how the Kullback-Leilber divergence evolves in time.
Until the transition moment, the divergence is neg-
ligibly small (it is quite clear because an instant dis-
tribution on the unit circle is still similar to uniform
f0). At the transition moment, the Kullback-Leibler
starts to grow significantly and finally blows up: the
final distribution on the unit circle is drastically dif-
ferent from the uniform, which corresponds to the
complete synchronization.
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V. CONCLUSION

In this work we revised the hyperbolic description
of the Kuramoto model proposed in [5] relating it
to the statistical manifolds. The key observation of
our study is that the singularity of the Fisher infor-
mation metric captures the synchronization transi-
tion. Namely the metrics corresponding to the Ku-
ramoto and Kuramoto-Sakaguchi models blow up in
the synchronized state. Therefore we extend the list
of examples when the phase transitions get identified
via the singularities of the Fisher metric. We have
focused on the information geometry describing the
all-to-all Kuramoto-Shakaguchi model but it would
be interesting to recognize the information metric for
more general graph architecture like the star when
the exact solution is available [29].

The presented approach can be also useful for case
with complicated topology, i.e. when an analytical
treatment is extremely tough. Based on the fact
that Fisher metric has a singularity at the transi-
tion point, it seems possible to extract an explicit
expressions for model parameters, which raises syn-
chronized state. Moreover, there is no restriction for
generalizations of Kuramoto model, which is empha-
sized by the described example of model with noise.
This fact allows to use information geometry frame-
work for generalizations, that includes phase lags,
external forces and so on.

We have noticed that the gradient flow in Ku-
ramoto model can be represented as gradient flow
on statistical manifold. However, instead of a po-
tential function, one deals with Kullback-Leibler di-
vergence. As was emphasized, Kullback-Leibler di-
vergence is not Bregmann divergence for (wrapped)
Cauchy distribution and it is reasonable to represent
such flow in terms of Bregmann-Tsallis divergence.
But the metric obtained via the potential func-
tion of Bregmann-Tsallis divergence does not coin-
cide with Fisher metric (it is conformally equivalent,
but different). We address a closer treatment of a
connection between synchronization and Bregmann-
Tsallis divergence for further research. Next, the
discussion of Cauchy distribution as member of q-
exponential family naturally raises the question con-
cerning wrapped q-exponential distributions. As far
as we know, the properties of such distributions were
not examined. It seems that this research can be in-
teresting in information geometry context.

In our study the coordinates on the SL(2,R) or-
bit play the role of the parameters due to the di-
mensional reduction of dynamics. Hence to some
extend one could be confused why the effective de-
grees of freedom play the role of the effective pa-

rameters. However we know the very precise ex-
ample of the same nature — the duality between
the inhomogeneous spin chains and integrable many-
body system with long-range interaction of Calogero-
Ruijsenaars type which has been formulated in prob-
abilistic terms in [30]. It that case the parameters-
inhomogeneities in the spin chains get identified with
the coordinates of the particles in Calogero model
which on the other hand are the coordinates on the
group orbit. That is the Fisher metric on the param-
eters in the spin chain gets mapped into the clear-cut
object at the Calogero-Ruijsenaars side. We shall
discuss this analogy and relation elsewhere.

The hyperbolic geometry and the large number of
degrees of freedom at its boundary invites for the
holographic description. However in this case there
are some subtle points since the boundary theory is
classical and the equations are of the first order in
the time derivatives. Nevertheless the description
in terms of the conformal barycenter has a lot in
common with the dynamics of a kind of baryonic
vertex since the Poisson kernels are related with the
geodesics connecting the points at the boundary and
the bulk. We postpone these issues for the separate
study. The general discussion concerning the rela-
tion of the probabilistic manifold with holography
can be found in [31].

The concluding remark concerns the application
of the information geometry to the neuroscience.
The idea is not new [6] however our findings provide
the new perspectives for this issue. The Kuramoto
model is widely used as the model for the synchro-
nization of the functional connectomes hence one
could expect that the properties of the Fisher metric
for the Kuramoto model at more general graphs shall
provide the new approach for the brain rhythms gen-
eration. In particular it would be very interesting to
investigate the synchronization of the several func-
tional connectomes via the properties of the Fisher
metric and possible dependence of the synchroniza-
tion of the several functional connectomes on the ar-
chitecture of the structural connectome.
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Appendix A: Appendix. On Möbius
transformation and wrapped distributions

In this Appendix let us describe some facts con-
cerning the wrapped distributions which can be ob-
tained from non-wrapped one via so-called “com-
pactification”. For random variable x ∈ (−∞,+∞)
with probability density function p(x), we introduce
the complex variable z = eix and consider its phase
θ = arg z, θ ∈ (−π,+π], which has wrapped probabil-
ity density function pw(θ). The connection between
p(x) and its wrapped version is following,

pw(θ) =

+∞∑
k=−∞

p(θ + 2πk). (A1)

All the common concepts of probability theory work
for wrapped distributions as well.

There are four (at least) common wrapped dis-
tributions that usually discussed in the context of
Kuramoto model: uniform distribution, wrapped
Cauchy distribution, von Mises distribution and re-
cently appeared Kato-Jones distribution. The uni-
form distribution is trivial, the wrapped Cauchy dis-
tribution is well-known. The von Mises distribution
arises in the Sakaguchi-Kuramoto model as the sta-
tionary solution of the corresponding Fokker-Planck
equation. The Kato-Jones distribution was intro-
duced in work [32] and it is Möbius transformed von
Mises distribution. This distribution is invariant un-
der the action of Möbius group. The mentioned list
of distribution is easy to extend. For the sake of com-
pleteness, we can also mention cardioid distribution
and its Möbius image, wrapped normal distribution
and its Möbius image. The invariance under Möbius
group action is crucial in the Kuramoto model. So,
here we focus on the triple of wrapped Cauchy distru-
bition, von Mises distribution and Kato-Jones distri-
bution. We would like to establish the interconnec-
tions between members of such triple in the informa-
tion geometry context. First of all, let us write down
the probability density functions for each member of
triplet,

pwC(r, φ; θ) =
1

2π

1− r2
1− 2r cos(θ − φ) + r2

,

0 ≤ r < 1, φ = φmod 2π, (A2)

Figure 4. Kuramoto model related statistical manifolds.
One can obtain pK-J via Möbius transformation M and
then reduce MK-J to the wrapped Cauchy submanifold
MwC and the von Mises submanifold MvM. Both pK-J

and pwC belong to the Möbius invariant submanifold
MM, whereas pvM does not

pvM(κ, µ; θ) =
1

2πI0(κ)
exp {κ cos(θ − µ)} ,

κ ≥ 0, µ = µmod 2π, , (A3)

pK-J(κ, r, ν, µ; θ) =

=
1

2πI0(κ)

1− r2
1− 2r cos(θ − µ− ν) + r2

×

×exp

{
κ cos(µ+ θ) + κr2 cos(µ+ 2ν − θ)− 2rκ cos ν

1− 2r cos(θ − µ− ν) + r2

}
,

κ ≥ 0, 0 ≤ r < 1, µ = µmod 2π, ν = νmod 2π
(A4)

From these expressions it is straightforward to see
the following facts: wrapped Cauchy and von Mises
distributions form two dimensional statistical mani-
folds, the von Mises distribution belongs to exponen-
tial family, the Kato-Jones distribution forms four di-
mensional statistical manifold. The wrapped Cauchy
distribution can be derived from the Kato-Jones by
setting κ → 0, whereas the von Mises distribution
can be derived by setting r → 0. Therefore, we can
treat the statistical manifolds corresponding to the
wrapped Cauchy distribution and to the von Mises
distribution as the submanifolds of the Kato-Jones
statistical manifold. Wrapped distributions pwC and
pK-J belong to Möbius invariant statistical manifold
MM, whereas pvM does not. However, from pK-J one
can obtain pvM and pwC taking an appropriate limit,
r → 0 and κ→ 0, respectively (see fig. 4).
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Appendix B: On q-Gaussian distributions in
Kuramoto model

The Kuramoto model shares some similarities with
the famous Hamiltonian mean field (HMF) model
[33, 34], which describes N interacting particles on
S1 via cosine potential with all-to-all couplings,

HHMF =

N∑
i=1

p2i
2m

+
λ

2N

∑
i<j

cos (θj − θi) , (B1)

where λ is the coupling constant. This model is
the prototypical for study of systems with long-
range interactions (LRI). In the HMF model LRI
is caused by all-to-all couplings. The effects of LRI
in HMF model are quite well-known: it was shown
that LRI causes violent relaxation phenomenon, ex-
istence of quasi-stationary states [35]. It is worth
mentioning that quantum version of HMF model
also exhibits such phenomena. One quite interest-
ing consequences of LRI is the appearance of so-
called Tsallis q-statistics [36]. Due to the pres-
ence of LRI, the entropy of a system becomes non-
extensive. Tsallis with co-authors developed the ap-
propriate machinery to describe this non-extensivity
[37]. Roughly speaking, the parameter q measures
the non-extensivity in a system. The q-statisics
deals with so-called q-Gaussian distributions (see [37]
for detailed discussion). Such q-Gaussian distribu-
tions differ from the usual Gaussian distribution for
q 6= 1: they have heavier tails (see fig. 5) and in the
limit q → 1 one restores usual Gaussian distribu-

tion. Next, in the paper [38] the authors presented
the method to capture correlations between degrees
of freedom based on q-statistics. Despite the fact
that there is no mathematically rigorous derivations
of q-statistics for a system with LRI, such method
allows one to verify (at least numerically) that q-
statistics takes place. For instance, it was shown
that q-statistics appears in the HMF model [39, 40].

Based on the idea that HMF model and Kuramoto
model are related to each other, in [41] the authors
examined fingerprints of q-statistics in the Kuramoto
model. The key observation was following. From the
phases θi(t) one should construct the so-called CLT-
variable yi (see [38] for details),

yi =
1√
M

M∑
k=1

θi(kδ), (B2)

where δ > 0 is the pre-defined time interval In the
Kuramoto model it was demonstrated that for λ <
λc the variables yi obey q-Gaussian distribution with
q ≈ 1.7 , i.e. q-CLT appears. The authors considered
the case of non-identical frequencies and focused on
case of uniform distribution and case of Gaussian
distribution. In the case of λ > λc the variables yi
were fitted by usual Gaussian distribution.

Having briefly discussed the q-Gaussians, we
would like to draw attention to the fact that q-
Gaussian distribution have already appeared in the
context of Kuramoto model. Indeed, the continuum
limit of Kuramoto model can be described in Ott-
Antonsen framework [26]. In the case of identical
oscillators, the distribution function for the contin-
uum limit can be explicitly obtained. This distribu-
tion function is nothing more then normalized Pois-
son kernel, i.e. the wrapped Cauchy distribution.
Of course, parameters of the distribution depend on
time and initial conditions. As we have shown, the
usual Cauchy distribution belongs to q-exponential
family with q = 2, so the wrapped Cauchy distri-
bution also inherits properties of q-exponential fam-
ily (wrapped and non-wrapped versions of Cauchy
distribution are related to each other via conformal
transformation).
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