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Abstract

In the context ofthe phenom enon of Stochastic Resonance (SR ) we study the correlation fiinction,
the signaltonoise ratio (SNR) and the ratio of output over Input SNR, ie. the gain, which is
associated to the nonlinear response of a bistabl system driven by tim eperiodic forces and w hite
G aussian noise. These quanti ers for SR are evaluated using the techniques of Linear Regoonse
Theory (LRT) beyond the usually em ployed two-m ode approxin ation schem e. W e analytically
dem onstrate w ithin such an extended LRT description that the gain can Indeed not exceed unity.
W e Inplem ent an e cient algorithm , based on work by G reenside and Helfand (detailed in the
A ppendix), to integrate the driven Langevin equation over a w ide range of param eter values. T he
predictions of LRT are carefully tested against the results cbtained from num erical solutions ofthe
corresponding Langevin equation over a w ide range of param eter values. W e further present an
accurate procedure to evaluate the distinct contributions ofthe coherent and incoherent parts ofthe
correlation function to the SNR and the gain. Asamai result we show for subthreshold driving
that both, the correlation function and the SNR can deviate substantially from the predictions of
LRT and yet, the gain can be either larger or sn aller than uniy. In particular, we nd that the
gain can exceed unity In the strongly nonlinear regin e which is characterized by weak noise and
very slow m ultifrequency subthreshold input signals with a sm all duty cycle. T his latter resul is

in agreem ent w ith recent analogue sin ulation results by G inglet al in Refs. [18,19].
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I. NTRODUCTION

O ver the last twenty years or so, a large am ount of work has been devoted to the study
of the dynam ics of noisy nonlinear system s driven by extemal periodic forces. O ne of the
m ain reasons for this interest is related to the phenom enon of Stochastic Resonance (SR)
ft,2,3,4,8] nam ely, the possbility of using the concerted action of noise and nonlinearity
to augm ent sekctively, for som e param eter values, the output of the nonlinear system w ih
resoect to what it would be for a linear system dynam ics.

Thetwo comm on quanti ers for Stochastic R esonance are the soectralam pli cation m ea—
sure B, @, /1] and the signaktonoise ratio (SNR) [, 8]. They are de ned in tem s of the
Fourer com ponents of the correlation function associated to the stochastic variable, x (t).
D ue to the periodicity of the driving force, the stochastic process x (t) is explicitly nonsta—
tionary. T hus, the two-tin e function hx (t+ )x (t)i dependson both tand . Forvery large
values of t, this quantity is periodic In t w ith the period of the extemal driving. Thus, is
cycle average over one period of t yields a function of just : the correlation function, C ( ).
The analysis of is structure reveals that C ( ) is the sum of two temm s R]: One temm is
periodic in  with the sam e period as the driving force and it is called the coherent part,
Ceon ( ). The other term , the noocherent part Ciyeon ( ), decaystozerofor ! 1 .TheSNR
ofthe output process, x (t), isde ned asthe ratio ofthe am plitude of the Fourierm ode ofthe
coherent part at the driving frequency, and the pow er spectraldensity of the lncoherent part
taken also at the driving frequency. By de nition, the SNR is thus a din ensional quantity.

The SNR ofan input signal (SNR j,p) containing the sum ofthe extermaldriving and the

G aussian white noise can easily be evaluated. A convenient din ensionless param eter can
then be de ned as follow s: the gain, G, de ned by the ratio of SNR of the output over the
(SNR jnp) . For the case that the Langevin dynam ics is linear in x driven by additive white
G aussian noise, then the output SNR is exactly the sam e as SNR },,; ie. the gain assum es
precisely the value unity. In a general nonlinear case, neither the SNR nor the gain can
be evaluated exactly by analytical m eans. A s a consequence, their evaluation necessarily
requires approxin ate procedures.

Tt waspointed out previously that the gain ofa noisy nonlnear dynam icalsystem sub fct
to subthreshold signals can not exceed 1 8, 10]. T his feature hasbeen rationalized using the
deasoflLinearResponse T heory (LRT), thought to be valid forweak driving am plitudes and



not too an all noise strengths. Ik should be pointed out, however, that the validity of LRT
critically depends also on the value ofthe frequency, as has convincingly been dem onstrated
in recent works {11, 12].

In the context of LRT theory it has been pointed out in [g] that a corollary of LRT is
that \for an all am plitude signals, the signaltonoise ratio at the output of a system driven
by a stationary G aussian noise does not exceed that at the Input, even ifthe system displays
SR".M oreover, in Ref. [10], the authors state that for \am all signal in a G aussian noise
badkground, it is a theoram that the SNR at the output of a non-lnear device m ust be less
than orequalto the SNR at the Input". O n the otherhand, studies on nondynam icalsystem s
fi3,14,158,16], on dynam ical system s driven by large am pliude sinusoidal forces [17], and
on dynam ical system s driven by pulsed (m ultifrequency) periodic forces w ith subthreshold
am plitudes {18, 19], have reported gains larger than unity. Clearly, for this to occur, the
stochastic system must operate In a regine where LRT does not apply. It is therefore
of Interest to delineate carefully the lim it of applicability of the LRT description of the
correlation function, the SNR and the gain of a nonlinear noisy driven system .

In this paper we have tackled this challenge by carrying out a detailed num erical eval-
uation of the correlation function C ( ) and is com ponents, Cen () and Ciecon (), of the
SNR and the gain of a bistable noisy system which is driven by tin e perdodic forces. The
num erical predictions have been com pared w ith those provided by the LRT approxin ation
w hich accounts for the full spectrum of all relaxation m odes.

As it is well known, LRT requires the know ledge of the system susceptiboiliy, or al-
tematively, of the correlation function of the noisy system in the absence of driving,
K @ 2,11, 12, 20, 21, 22]. None of these quantities are known exactly for nonlinear
system s. For su ciently an all values of the noise strength, suitable analytical approxin a—
tions to K (t) can been used B, 11, 12, 20, 211. On the other hand, for large values of the
noise intensity, we have evaluated K (t) from the num erical solution of the FokkerP lanck
equation using an adaptation of the split operator technique of Feit et al. R3], as it has
been detaild in P4]. In this paper, we also present a detailed proof of the statem ent that
within LRT, the gain Gigr 1, by use of the full spectral approach; this proof di ers
from altemative attem pts in Refs. [,1Q] which use additional restrictions such as a linear

resoonse theory for the uctuations them sslves.

The \typical" procedure to evaluate the SNR nvolves the Fourier analysis of a very long



record of the stochastic trapctory, x (t). Using the Fast Fourier Transform EFT) of the
record, the corresponding periodogram is constructed. There are several draw backs w ith
this procedure. There are subtlties nherent to the Interpretation and evaluation of the
periodogram (see for instance the critical comm ents in P5]). T here are alsom a prproblem s
associated w ith the fact that the power spectrum contains -peaks at the driving frequency
and its higher ham onics arising from the coherent part of the correlation function. The
contrbution of the incoherent part at those frequencies is embedded in those peaks, and
it is not a sinpl task to estin ate the separate contrbution to the peaks of the coherent
and inooherent parts of the periodogram . T he evaluation of the SNR-gain requires a good
know ledge of both contributions, and any sm all error in the estin ation of the Incoherent
contribution, yields unreasonable values for the gain. Indeed, in our opinion, a m uch better
estin ate would be cbtained if the periodic part of the output signal were subtracted from

the data before perform ing s FFT .

In this work we propose such an alemative procedure. The Langevin equation is nu—
m erically Integrated for a large number of noise realizations. The tim e evolution of the
correlation function and its coherent part are directly evaluated from the num erical solution
after averaging over the noise realizations. T he Inooherent part is obtained from the di er-
en®e Cipen( )= C () Gen( ). Asthede niion of SNR requires just the am plitude of
the Fourier m ode of C .oy, ( ) and the spectral density of Ciyheon () at the driving frequency,
the SNR can readily be evaluated w ith two num erical quadratures; ie. there is no need to
construct the 1l spectrum .

The paper is organized as Pllows. In the next Section we htroduce the m odel and
provide de nitions of the quantities of interest. In Section ITI, the m ain points of the LRT
description of the correlation finctions are detailed. W e also present in this Section a novel
and straightforward proof of the fact that Grxr 1, based on the spectral properties of
the FokkerP lanck operator, and its adpint, In the absence of driving. In Section IV, we
present the num erical procedure used to obtain the correlation function, the SNR and the
gain from the num erical solution of the Langevin equation. The very e cient algorithm
used in thiswork is summ arized in the Appendix. T he num erical resuls are com pared w ith
the predictions of LRT for a variety of param eters and two distinct types of driving forces:
a m onochrom atic force and a periodic sequence of pulses. Finally, we present conclusions

forthem ain ndings of our work.



IT. CORRELATION FUNCTION,SIGNAL-TO-NOISE RATIO AND GAIN

Let us consider a system characterized by a singlke degree of freedom , x, sub gct to the
action of a zero average G aussian whie noisswith h () (s)i= 2D ( s) and driven by
an extemal periodic signalF (t) with perdod T . In the Langevin description, is dynam ics is
generated by the equation

x= U°kROI+F O+ ©O: @

T he corresponding linear FokkerP lanck equation EFPE) for the probability density P (x;t)

reads
@ A
—P ;)= L OP x;9); 2
ot x;t) (P (x;t) @)
w here " #
Le)= — U x) FO+D— : 3)
@x @x

In the expressions above, U O(x) represents the derivative of the potentialU (x). T he period—
icity ofthe extemaldriving F' (t) allow s its Fourer series expansion in the ham onics of the
fundam ental frequency = 2 =T, ie.,

®
F@®©= [fn cosh D+ gnsinth B)]; 4)

n=1

w ith the Fourer coe cients, £, and g,, given by

f, = dtF (t) cost t)

O = dtF O snn B: ©)

Here, we are assum Ing that the cycle average of the extermal driving over is period equals
Zero.
The two-tin e correlation function hx €+ )x ()i Imnthelmitt! 1 isgiven by
Zq 21

he(t+ )x@)i = ) dx’x®P; &%t | dxxPay Gith ¥i0); 6)

where P; (x;t) is the tin eperiodic, asym ptotic long tin e solution of the FPE and the
quantity Py &;t+ 3;t) denotes the two—tin e conditional probability density that the
stochastic variabl willhave a valle near x at tine t+  if s value at tine t was exactly
x% It can been shown P, 7] that, n the limit t! 1 , the twotime correlation function



hx @+ )x({)i beocomes a periodic function of t wih the period of the extemal driving.
Then, we de ne the onetin e correlation function, C ( ), as the average of the two-tine
correlation function over a period of the extemal driving, ie.,

1%
T

0

cC()= dthx €+ )x©41 : (7)

The correlation function C ( ) can be wrtten exactly as the sum of two contributions: a
coherent part, Cop (), which isperiodic In  w ith period T, and an Incoherent part which

decays to 0 or large . The coherent part Ce, () is given by R,/ 7]

Con ()=

121
T dtmEr )i O ; @®)

0
where hx (t)i; is the average value evaluated w ith the asym ptotic form of the probability
density P x;t).

It ispossble to carry out a form alanalysis of C ( ) and its coherent and incoherent com —
ponents by m aking use of the spectral analysis of the F loquet operator associated w ith the
FokkerP Janck dynam ics. But an explicit evaluation of the correlation function is generally
In possble; thus, one has to rely on num erical results obtained from integrating either the
Langevin or the FPE, or by use of approxin ate analytical descriptions.

A ccording toM diam ara and W ifesenfeld E%], the SNR is de ned In tem s of the Fourier
transform of the coherent and inooherent parts of C ( ). A s the correlation fiinction is even
In tin e and we evaluate is tim e dependence for 0, it is convenient to use its Fourier
cosine transform , de ned as

2%1 Zq
ct)=— d C()oos(! );C ()=

0 0

dal'c (!)oos(! ): 9)

Forthe SNR we de ne:

Iin WR Tdrc)
SNR = : (10)
Cincon ()

N ote that this de nition of the SNR di ers by a factor 2, stemm Ing from the sam e con-

trbution at ! = , from the de nitions used in earlier works B, 7). T he periodicity of
the coherent part gives rise to delta peaks In the spectrum . Thus, the only contrdbution to
the num erator ;n Eq. €1() stem s from the coherent part of the correlation function. The
evaluation of the SNR requires the know ledge of the Fourier com ponents of Cy, () and
Cincoh () at the fundam ental frequency of the driving force. T he entire Fourder spectrum



is not needed. The evaluation of the SNR thus requires the evaluation oftwo well de ned

num erical quadratures only; ie.,

28Ty e () oos( )
SNR = &R = : 1)
(o]

d Cieon ( )cos( )
T he signattonoise ratio for an input signalF ) + (), is given by

(E2+ F)

SNRnp = — =

12)

The socalled gain is de ned as the ratio of the SNR of the output over the SNR of the
Input; nam ely,
SN R
G= ——: @3)
SN R inp
IITI. LINEAR RESPONSE THEORY BEYOND THE TW O-M ODE APPROXIM A -

TION

The Linear Response Theory provides a general procedure to describe the correlation
function In an approxin ate way. T he basic quantity of LRT isthe system response function,
(t) . It is related to the equilbbriim tin e correlation function of the system in the absence

of extemaldriving, K (t), via the uctuation-dissipation theorem EDT) B, 7, 20, 21, ie.,
8
2 0 :t O
t) = . (14)
TR : t>0
The equilbrium tim e correlation finction K (t) isde ned as
Z 4 Z 4

K= dx’x%P € (% 1 dxxP . ;tk"); (15)

where P ©? (x) is the equilbbrium distribution of the non-driven system,

P ) =Ne © ; (16)
and Pl(gl) 6z;£K°) is the conditional probability density to nd, in the absence of driving, the
variable near x at tin e t, if it was initially at exactly x°. Here we are assum ing that the
potentialU (x) iseven in x, so that hxig = 0.

W ithin LRT, the long tin e average value hx () i"* T’ is given by
2,

he (£) iR T = i d ()F& ): 17)



Insertion of the Fourier expansion Eq. () nto Eq. {17) lads to

% h i
hx ) i"*T) = M " cosmn )+ N " sinm ) ; (18)

n=1

where the coe cientsM **T) and N **T) are given by

CRT) _ (x) @, CRT) _ @ ) .
M, =f, , 9 o5 N =f J+ag ) 19)

In these form ulas, we have introduced the quantities * and ¥ de ned as
Z 4
o= d ()oosm ) (20)

L= d  ()sh@ ): (1)
0

Theuss ofthe FD T In the above expressions allow s us to w rite Inm ediately

2. Rp .
© _ hx“ieq n o dtK ®©sn® t)
n
D
Z 1

W= o dtK () cost t): 23)
D 0

@2)

It then Pllows from Eq. @) that within LRT, the coherent part of the correlation function

is given by,
LRT) ):}XL

2 2
ooh 5 MR N ERT T os ) 4)

n=1

A sdiscussed in Refs., 7,201, LRT am ounts to kegping the leading tem in the perturbation

treatm ent of the dynam ics of the stochastic process x (t) in powers of the driving am plitude.

Then, wihih the soirt of perturbation theory, the lading tem in the expansion of the

Incoherent part corresponds to the correlation function of the system in the absence of
LRT)

driving foroe, ie.,, Cy o ( ) =K ().

Taking Into account that CL}T () isperiodicin  , i ollows from Egs. 1{9) and (24) that

coh

%
C(LRT)(!)=% MERD P4 N ERD Y gy @+ )] 25)

n

Thus, it ©llows from the de nition of the SNR, Eq. {L0), that, wihin LRT, we have

2 2
@LRT) % Ml(LRT) i Nl(LRT)
SN R =
K ()
@ 2 G 2
2+ . o+ g
= 0D O ; (26)
1



where K" ( ) isthe Fourer cosine transform ofK (t), de ned according to Eq. (9] . In arriving

Taking Into account Egs. (3), {13) and 26), one readily nds that the gain w ithin LRT

is given by
orT) @ 2+ G 2
SN R 1 1
G CRT) _ _ . . 27)

SN R jnp o

T his is a general expression for G **T) valid for any shape of periodic driving.

The last expression will allow us to show that G ®®T) can, indeed, not exceed unity.
A Ythough this assertion has been discussed previously in Ref. 8,710], we next w ill present a
detailed and hopefully very clear proof for this prom inent assertion.
1, 12], the susceptibility, (),

As shown in the Appendix ofRef. B], see also in Ref.

can be expressed as
R

L
®© = e Pthoypﬂpj@—x Di; 28)
p=1
where pi= &), lpj= !&)and , are the eigenfunctions and eigenvalues of the FP

operator fo associated to the undriven dynam ics and its ad pint, LA%;, ie.,
Lo p&)=  p p®); LY Y= , Y&): @9)

U sing the above representation of the susceptibility in Egs. £0) and @1) with n = 1, we

nd
® 2 p L R p S
1 = — T S Wxpipi—Pi=  ——— MOxpipi—Pi; (30)
_ + @x _ + @x
p=1 P p=1 p
@ ® L T R
— ——— Ok pilpi—Pi= ——— MOkpipi—Pi: 1)
_ + @x _ + @x
p=1 P p=1 p
Here, we have used the nequality
L e
hOyPﬂpJ@—xj)l 0; (32)

which can be proved as ollow s. M ultiplying the rst equation in Eq. £9) by x and carrying

out an Integration by parts, one ocbtains

Z 1 Z 1
p0XPL = dxxLo k)= 1 dxU°k) o &) &)
21 @ @
=D dx Y()— ()= D lpj—Pi; (33)
1 @x @x



where we have taken Into account that o (x) = P ®? (x) and () = &) (), so that

o ®) = 1. Therefore, Ok pilpi-Pi= 0Ok Pi)*=D 0. Ushg in Egs. B0) and @1)
the Cauchy-Schwarz nequality, we nd
2 1=0 ) 232
2 #  p Wkpipg Pi e Ty
lo:) = 2 1 2y 2 hO}{:lepj@—Xj)l 5
o=
% 2 Wxpipd Pi ¥ e
= ; PO ¥ b — Pi ; (34)
p=1 2+ 2 1 @x
2 12 . 232
p2 g HOXpipg i o @ T
D=1 o: 2 hO}KZPﬂPJ@—j)l 5
p=1 p X
# 7 Wkpipg Pi # Q
2 h0 x rihgj— Pi - (35)
=1 24 2 -1 @x
I
Taking into acoount that hOxPi = 0 the oomplkteness relation yields
P L , P L , , , ,
w1 MO Pi = o o0 Fihgi- Pi =  MORLPi = 1. Thus, by adding

Eqg. 34) to Eq. 35), one cbtains

@ 2+ @ 2 2 hOjK‘_'pﬂ‘pﬁ;j)i _ i

¢ ! 36)
ot

p=1

F inally, inserting Eq. B6) into 1), we obtain the sam inal inequality that G ®*T) 1.
Put di erently, the gain ofa nonlinear system operating in a regin e where LRT provides
a valid description cannot reach values greater than 1. This result is valid for any periodic
extemal driving. Notice that this nding does not preclude the possbility of cbtaining
values for the SNR -gain Jarger than unity when the conditions are such that the use of LRT

isnot sensble.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this Section, we w ill carry out the num erical evaluation of the di erent m agniudes
de ned above. O urgoalis to com pare the predictions of LRT w ith the results ocbtained from
the num erical solution of the Langevin equation, Eq. (I). W e w ill consider the dynam ics in
the bistable potentialU k) = x?=2+ x*=4 driven by tin e periodic roes.

T he evaluation ofthe di erent m agnitudes using LRT requires the know ledge ofK () [cf.

Eas. @9, 24,26, 21) 1. For nonlinear problm s, explicit expressions for K (t) are unknown,

10



but usefiil approxin ations have been presented in the literature. For the bistabl potential,
U x) = x°=2+ x*=4, Jung and Hanggi P1] have used the twom ode approxin ation. It is
based on the existence of a Jarge di erence in the tin e scales associated to interwell and
Intra-well m otions, and it is expected to be valid for sn all values of the noise strength D .
W ith thism odel, one nds

K()=de ' +ge @37)
where ] o_
2 3
1 — (@ ED ) exp( 1=@D)); 38)
and = 2. The weights, g; and g, can be cbtained from the m om ents of the equilibrium

distrbution In the absence of driving using the expressions

lhxzieq+ hXZieq hX4ieq

1 1

R = 39)

g = iy G (40)

ToladingorderinD ,wecan replace by x = p§= exp( 1=@4D)),qs landg, D= .
This is the lin it considered In Ref. PR4]. In the results reported below, we have also
considered values of D so large that the twom ode approxin ation becom es inadequate.
T herefore, the correlation finction in the absence of driving hasbeen evaluated num erically
from the FPE in the absence of driving ©llow ing the procedure discussed in Ref. R4].

T he num erical evaluation ofthe correlation function C ( ) and its coherent and incoherent
parts proceeds as Hllows. Stochastic trafctories, x¥ (), are generated by num erically
Integrating the Langevin equation for every realization j of the white noise (t), starting
from a given initialocondition x,. T he num erical solution isbased on the algorithm developed
by G reenside and Helfand P71, 28]. The essence of the algorithm is brie y sketched in the
Appendix. A fter allow ing for a relaxation transient stage, we start recording the tine
evolution of each random tra fectory form any di erent tra gctories. T hen, we construct the
twotine (tand ) correlation fiinction, ie.,

1 & , .
e+ )xbi = . xP e+ )XY ©); 41)
=1
aswell as the product of the averages
0 10 1
1 X , 1 ¥ .
hk+ )ilx@i =@ - P+ pe < P A ; 42)

=1 =1
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where N is the num ber of stochastic tra fctories considered. T he correlation function C ( )
and is ooherent part C.n ( ) are then obtained using their de nitions In Egs. K"]) and I(:E.%),
perform Ing the cycle average over one period of t. The di erence between the values of
C () and Cep ( ) allow s us to obtain the values for Cieon ( ). It is then straightforward
to evaluate the Fourer com ponent ofC .y ( ) and the Fourder transform of Ciyoon () at the
driving frequency by num erical quadrature. W ih that infom ation, the num erator and the
denom nator In the expression (-_1:(1) for the SNR and the gain Eqg. @:3)) are obtained.

W e shall analyze two di erent types of periodic driving forces. First, ket us consider
the well known situation with a m onochrom atic, single frequency force, A cos( t), with
am plitude strength A and angular frequency  RJ. In this case, the ormulas in Sect. ITT
sin plify considerably because f; = A, while all the other Fourier com ponents of the driving
force vanish. T he second case corresponds to a periodic force w ith period T, w ith a sequence
ofpulses of ength t. < T=2 ; nam ely,

AN 0

A 0 t< t
— T T
F<t>—§ A L oe<lig 43)
: 0 otherw ise:
In this case, we have
2A | 2A
fi=—sh(ty); = — 10 oos(t)l; (44)

where = 2 =T isthe fundam ental frequency. T his force is characterized by its am plitude,
its period and its duty cycle, which is de ned as 2t.=T . Reoently, Ginglet al. 1§, 19]
have carried out analogue sin ulations of systam s that are sub fcted to w ideband G aussian
noise and driving forces of this second type. They report values for the gain which greatly
exceeds uniy, for droving am plitudes below its threshold value. If this is the case, then
strong deviations from the LRT should be observed aswell.

A . M onochrom atic driving

In Fig. T we depict the results obtained for a m onochrom atic driving force w ith angular
frequency = 0:, noise strength D = 02 and several values of the am plitude. In the
detem inistic dynam ics © = 0), an extemal periodic force with the Indicated frequency

Induces sustained oscillations between the m Inim a of the potential for A Ag " 04109,

12



N ote that this nonadiabatic frequency raises the threshold value for superthreshold driving
beyond its adiabatic Iower lin it of A 5% = " =27 03840, Thus, we w ill take this value
as the am plitude threshold value at the frequency = 0:d. In panel @), we plt the
num erators of the SNR in Eq. 0) and of SNR **T) in Eq. £§) vs. A?. The sold straight
line represents the LRT resul, whilk the circles correspond to the num erdical results. The
graph reveals that for am plitude strengths A < 0: the predictions of LRT m atch well the
num erical resuls, as can be expected. W hen the am plitude increases, the deviations of LRT
from the precise num erical results are lJarge. LRT predictsa much larger am pli cation ofthe
output am plitude than the one cbtained num erically. In panel (o), we plot the denom inators
ofthe SNR in Eq. f1) (circles) and of SNR *RT) in Eq. €§) (solid line) vs. A%. In LRT, the
denom inator is lndependent of A . O nce again, the predictions of LRT m atch the num erical
results for A < 0:d. For larger values of A, the In uence of the driving am plitude on the
relaxation of Cy,oon () is very strong and the num erical results for the denom inator are
much an aller than the ones ocbtained within LRT . It is then clar that LRT will yield a
valid description of the signaltonoise ratio for an all driving am plitudes only as depicted in
panel (c). W e notice that the values for the SNR provided by the num erics are Jarger than
SNR ©®T)  This is so although linear response theory predicts Jarger spectralam pli cations,
see In []], of the average output than what really occurs. The m odi cations in the behavior
of the nooherent part of the correlation function w ith respect to itsbehavior in the absence
of driving are m ore than enough to com pensate for the behavior of the num erators. In
panel (d) we plot the gain vs. A?. There exists an optinum value for the driver am plitude
A 08) at which the gain becom es m axin ized. Nonetheless, the gain is always sn aller
than unity. LRT requires that G ®®*T) 1. These strong deviations of the predictions of
LRT about the behavior of the two com ponents of the correlation fiinction w ith respect to
the num erical results tellus that LRT cannot be invoked to explain the fact that the gain is
an aller than 1 for the range of param eter values considered In this gure; ie. a gain below
1 occurs here w thin the nonlinear regin e.

In Figs. 4 and 3 we analyze the sam e quantities as in Fig. 1, but now for larger noise
valies,D = 06 and D = 10, regoectively. The m ost in portant di erence w ith respect to
the plots in Fig.7 is that for these Jarger values of the noise, the gain can exceed unity for
values of the am plitude well above its threshold value. T his superthreshold feature hasbeen

corrcborated already In Ref. [I7]; a gain above 1 seem Ingly does not occur form onochrom atic
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subthreshold driving.

B. Pulsed, m ultichrom atic periodic driving

N ext, we proceed to consider the case ofpulsed driving forces. In F igs.4 and § we com pare
the dependence of the output on the driving am plitude as given by the LRT approxin ation
w ith the num erical precise results. The system is forced by a m ultifrequency driver w ith a
period T = 2 =0:1"'" 63 andaduty cyckeofl0% . A sin the case ofa singlk frequency driving,
the values of the di erent quantities obtained from the num erics deviate signi cantly from
the predictions of LRT as the am plitude of the driver is ncreased. N evertheless, perhaps
them ost relevant di erence w ith respect to the m onochrom atic case is that we again do not

nd gains larger than 1 In the range of param eter values considered in these gures.

C . The case of strong nonlinearity

A particularly nteresting situation arises in the analogue studies of pulsed driving forces
wih a very small findam ental frequency: in Refs. {8, 19] G inglet al. report gains that
signi cantly exceed the value 1 for a subthreshold, m ultifrequency driving force of very large
period T = 2 =00024"’ 2618 and a an allduty cyclk 0of10% . T his Jarge gain is acoom panied
by a non-m onotonicbehavior ofthe SNR w ith the noise strength D . T herefore, this situation
must corresoond to a very sensble discrepancy of the actualbehavior w ith respect to the
LRT predictions. W e have carried out detailed and carefilnum erics ofthe Langevin equation
In this extrem e regin e for such a driving force with a subthreshold amplitude A = 035
and a noise strength D = 002. W ih the param eters considered, the problem becom es
com putationally very dem anding indeed: this is so because of the very large period of the
driving force. M oreover, In order to obtain reliable num erical resuts for the incoherent part
of the correlation fiinction a large num ber of stochastic tra ctories needs to be generated.
Our ndings are summ arized w ith the Tablk iL.

To obtain a reliabl convergence of the corresponding SR quanti ers at least up to 50000
random tra fectories need to be considered. A am aller sam pling size can induce severe errors,
e In Tabl I. The m ain result is a num erically evaluated gain of 8:62; In clar contrast,
the result predicted by LRT is the very an all value of 0018; ie. LRT strkingly fails, cf.
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TABLE I:

tra ectories num erator) denom inator] SNR gain

num erics 1000 0.78 033 232 1216
5000 0.78 035 226 11.84

10000 0.78 047 1.67 8.77

50000 0.78 048 1.65 8.62

LRT 0.00061 0177 0.0034 0.018

In Tablk I for the corresponding values of SNR and is constituents. The SNR value of
the analogue sinulation in Refs. 1§, 19] carred out with a pulsed fput signalw ith the
sam e characterdstics as the one considered here, and w ideband G aussian noise w ith a related
strength roughly sim ilar to ours, yields an experim entally determ ined gain of ca. 19, cf.
Fig. 4 in fl9]. This value is again signi cantly lJarger than 1 and com pares favorably w ith
our results In Tabl I.N ote, however, that the sam pling size of ca. 1000 realizations used In
Refs. [[8,19] hasbeen chosen substantially sn aller than the number of realizations needed
to achieve good num erical convergence, cf. Tabk f; this in tum m ay explain the overshoot
of the experin entally detem Ined gain value.

V. CONCLUSIONS

Let us sum m arize them ain results ofthiswork: (i) F irst, we have provided an analytical
proofbased on LRT beyond the comm only em ployed tw o-m ode approxin ation that the gain
ofa noisy, periodically driven nonlinear system w hich operatesw ithin the regin e ofvalidiy of
LRT cannot exoeed unity. Thisresul holds forarbitrary noise strength D and is independent
of the shape of the lnput signal. (i) W e have in plem ented a very e cient algorithm due
to G reenside and Helfand R7, 28] to num erically integrate the Langevin equation. From
the num erical solution, we have evaluated the tim e evolution of the correlation function
and its ooherent and inooherent com ponents. (iii) W e have also put forward a procedure,
altemative to the usualone, to calculate the SNR . T he num erator and denom nator of the
SNR are calculated by use of only two num erical quadratures. () A detailed ocom parison

between the predictions of LRT and the num erical resuls have been carried out. W e have
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assessed regions of param eter valueswhere LRT gives an erroneous description, yet the gain,
nevertheless, is less than unity. On the other hand, there exist regions In param eter space
where the gain indeed exoeeds 1 if driven w ith a superthreshold am plitude strength; this

nding is in agream ent w ith prior results in Ref. [7]. T hese regions are again characterized
by substantial deviations from LRT .

M oreover, as previously established by use ofanalogue sin ulationsby G ngletal. [1§,19]
we also nd the surprising resul, valid for dynam ical system s, that SNR-gains Jarger than
uniy can indeed occur for subthreshold (!) polychrom atic input signals: For this feature to
occur one seam ingly needs, however, weak noise and a slow periodic driving signalw ith a
very an allduty cycle. In this context, the necessity ofa su ciently large num ber of sam pling
tra pctordes In order to cbtain reliable, convergent results has also been stressed. It is in this
very regin e of am all frequency driving and weak noise where the LRT description indeed
fails notably {11, 12].

APPENDIX A:THE METHOD OF GREENSIDE AND HELFAND

T he procedure proposed by G reenside and H elfand for num erically integrating stochastic
di erentialequations hasbeen discussed in detailby theirauthors in 7, 28]. Forthe sake of
com pleteness, we w illbrie vy sketch In this A ppendix the m ain reasoning of their procedure.
By analogy w ith detem inistic RungeX utta algorithm s, G reenside and H elfand developed
schem es to estim ate the value of the stochastic variabk at tine t+ h if tsvalueat tine t
is known. This is achieved by evaluating the right hand side of the Langevin equation at
selected points w ithin each interval of length h, so that, allmomentsofx (t+ h) x () are
correct to order h*.

A s our Langevin equation contains an explicit tin e dependent driving foroe, it is conve-
nient to rew rite it as a two-din ensional problem w ith varables (y1;y2) = ¥, where y; = X

and y, = t. The Langevin equation, Eq. ) is then written in vector form as

@7 G+ "0 Al
dt
where G = G1;G,)= ( U'®)+ F ;1) and ~@©) = ( ©);0).
The form al solution of Eq. A 1) yields
Zy
y )=y O+ dsG wE)+wPh); ( = 1;2) @2)

0
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w ith
Zy

wPh)y= ds () @3)

0

The right hand side of Eq. fJ) can be expanded as

1.,%X @G §O)
y )=y O+ hG ©))+ Eh TG Q)+ :::+ S () @ 4)

The last temm , S (h), represents the stochastic part. It is a serdes in h'™ w ith the order of
the temm s determm ined in probability.

By analogy with the RungeX utta proocedures for detemm nistic di erential equations,
G reenside and H elfand propose an I-stage algorithm to w rite the solution ofEq. @ 1) as

N|=

vy h)=vy O)+ h@,q + :::4 A g )+ h? Y, @5)

w ith

NI

@ =G y @+h7 v

NI

1
P G y O+ h 91 + h2

N[

1
g =G y O+ h ng + :::+h 3y 190 1; +hz °Y, A 6)

Here, (fy g) isthe st (x;t). The Y; are Gaussian stochastic variabls w ith zero average

which are num erically generated by w riting

Y; = 5% 5 A7)

index . They are cbtained by expanding Eq. (A 5) to the desired order h*. T his expansion
gives rise to a detemm inistic and a stochastic part, S . Equating the coe cients of this
expansion w ith those of the detemm inistic part in Eq. @ 4) lads to a set of equations or
the param eters A ;, ;5 and ;5. Further equations are obtained by equating the m om ents of
hS™ i w ith those of the stochastic part in the expansion in Eq. (@ 4) hS"i.

A procedure correct to order h* in the step size h, nvolving l-stages and m G aussian
Independent variables istem ed a ko km ¢ algorithm . In this paper we have integrated the
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TABLE II:Param eter values given by G reenside and H elfand E_Z-E_S’] for their 35 45 2¢ algorithm

Al 0.0 A, 0.644468

Aj 0.194450 Ay 0161082
o 0516719 - ~0397300
- 0.427690 " 1 587731
0 1.417263 23 1170469
01 10 02 00
1 0.0 12 0271608
21 0516719 22 0.499720
- 0.030390 - 0171658
a1 10 42 00

Langevin equation using a 3, 452 algorithm wih the values for A;, ;3 and ;5 given in
Table Tl taken from R8§]. W ith this choice of param eters, the determ inistic part is of order

h*, as in the fourth order R ungeK utta procedure for ordinary di erential equations.
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FIG . 1: The dependence of several SR quanti ers versus the square of the driving am plitude, A 2,
given by LRT (solid line) and by the num erical solution ofthe Langevin equation (circles). In panels
(@) and @), we plot, respectively, the num erator and denom inator appearing in the de nition of
SNR, cf. Eq. (_1-31) . The behaviors of the SN R and the gain are depicted In panels (c) and d).
T he driving force is m onochrom atic w ith frequency = 0:1 and the white noise strength is kept
constant at the value D = 02. In all panels, the vertical dashed line indicates the square of the
value of the dynam ical threshold am plitude, A y,, at the angular driving frequency, . In panel

(d), a dotted horizontal line is drawn at the gain value of 1 as a guide to the eye.
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cycke 2t=T = 01 cf. Eq. {f@),andanojse strength D = 0:6.
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FIG .5:ThesameasjnFjg.:J:ﬁ)rapu]seddrjyjngﬁ)mewji:hperjodT " 63,duty cycke 2t.=T = 011,

cf. Eq. ('fl-j),andanojse strength D = 10.
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