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Abstract

In thecontextofthephenom enon ofStochasticResonance(SR)westudythecorrelation function,

the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) and the ratio ofoutput over input SNR,i.e. the gain,which is

associated to thenonlinearresponseofa bistablesystem driven by tim e-periodicforcesand white

G aussian noise. These quanti�ers for SR are evaluated using the techniques ofLinear Response

Theory (LRT) beyond the usually em ployed two-m ode approxim ation schem e. W e analytically

dem onstrate within such an extended LRT description thatthe gain can indeed notexceed unity.

W e im plem ent an e�cient algorithm ,based on work by G reenside and Helfand (detailed in the

Appendix),to integrate thedriven Langevin equation overa widerangeofparam etervalues.The

predictionsofLRT arecarefully tested againsttheresultsobtained from num ericalsolutionsofthe

corresponding Langevin equation over a wide range ofparam eter values. W e further present an

accurateproceduretoevaluatethedistinctcontributionsofthecoherentand incoherentpartsofthe

correlation function to the SNR and the gain.Asa m ain resultwe show forsubthreshold driving

thatboth,the correlation function and theSNR can deviate substantially from the predictionsof

LRT and yet,the gain can be eitherlargerorsm allerthan unity. In particular,we �nd thatthe

gain can exceed unity in the strongly nonlinearregim e which ischaracterized by weak noise and

very slow m ultifrequency subthreshold inputsignalswith a sm allduty cycle. Thislatter resultis

in agreem entwith recentanalogue sim ulation resultsby G ingletal.in Refs.[18,19].

PACS num bers:05.40.-a,05.10.G g,02.50.-r
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Overthelasttwenty yearsorso,a largeam ountofwork hasbeen devoted to thestudy

ofthe dynam icsofnoisy nonlinearsystem s driven by externalperiodic forces. One ofthe

m ain reasonsforthisinterestisrelated to the phenom enon ofStochastic Resonance (SR)

[1,2,3,4,5]nam ely,thepossibility ofusing theconcerted action ofnoiseand nonlinearity

to augm entselectively,forsom eparam etervalues,theoutputofthenonlinearsystem with

respectto whatitwould befora linearsystem dynam ics.

Thetwocom m on quanti�ersforStochasticResonancearethespectralam pli�cation m ea-

sure [2,6,7]and the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR)[2,8]. They are de�ned in term s ofthe

Fouriercom ponents ofthe correlation function associated to the stochastic variable,x(t).

Due to the periodicity ofthe driving force,the stochastic processx(t)isexplicitly nonsta-

tionary.Thus,thetwo-tim efunction hx(t+ �)x(t)idependson both tand �.Forvery large

valuesoft,thisquantity isperiodic in twith the period ofthe externaldriving. Thus,its

cycleaverageoveroneperiod oftyieldsa function ofjust�:thecorrelation function,C(�).

The analysis ofits structure reveals that C(�) is the sum oftwo term s [2]: One term is

periodic in � with the sam e period asthe driving force and itiscalled the coherentpart,

Ccoh(�).Theotherterm ,theincoherentpartCincoh(�),decaystozero for� ! 1 .TheSNR

oftheoutputprocess,x(t),isde�ned astheratiooftheam plitudeoftheFourierm odeofthe

coherentpartatthedrivingfrequency,and thepowerspectraldensity oftheincoherentpart

taken also atthedriving frequency.By de�nition,theSNR isthusa dim ensionalquantity.

TheSNR ofan inputsignal(SNRjinp)containing thesum oftheexternaldriving and the

Gaussian white noise can easily be evaluated. A convenient dim ensionless param eter can

then bede�ned asfollows:thegain,G,de�ned by theratio ofSNR oftheoutputoverthe

(SNRjinp).Forthecase thattheLangevin dynam icsislinearin x driven by additivewhite

Gaussian noise,then theoutputSNR isexactly thesam easSNRjinp;i.e.thegain assum es

precisely the value unity. In a generalnonlinear case,neither the SNR nor the gain can

be evaluated exactly by analyticalm eans. As a consequence,their evaluation necessarily

requiresapproxim ateprocedures.

Itwaspointed outpreviously thatthegain ofanoisy nonlineardynam icalsystem subject

tosubthreshold signalscan notexceed 1[9,10].Thisfeaturehasbeen rationalized usingthe

ideasofLinearResponseTheory(LRT),thoughttobevalid forweakdrivingam plitudesand
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nottoo sm allnoise strengths. Itshould be pointed out,however,thatthe validity ofLRT

critically dependsalsoon thevalueofthefrequency,ashasconvincingly been dem onstrated

in recentworks[11,12].

In the contextofLRT theory ithasbeen pointed outin [9]thata corollary ofLRT is

that\forsm allam plitudesignals,thesignal-to-noiseratio attheoutputofa system driven

by astationary Gaussian noisedoesnotexceed thatattheinput,even ifthesystem displays

SR".M oreover,in Ref. [10],the authors state thatfor \sm allsignalin a Gaussian noise

background,itisa theorem thattheSNR attheoutputofa non-lineardevicem ustbeless

than orequaltotheSNR attheinput".Ontheotherhand,studiesonnondynam icalsystem s

[13,14,15,16],on dynam icalsystem sdriven by largeam plitude sinusoidalforces[17],and

on dynam icalsystem sdriven by pulsed (m ultifrequency)periodic forceswith subthreshold

am plitudes [18,19],have reported gains larger than unity. Clearly,forthis to occur,the

stochastic system m ust operate in a regim e where LRT does not apply. It is therefore

ofinterest to delineate carefully the lim it ofapplicability ofthe LRT description ofthe

correlation function,theSNR and thegain ofa nonlinearnoisy driven system .

In thispaperwe have tackled thischallenge by carrying outa detailed num ericaleval-

uation ofthe correlation function C(�) and itscom ponents,Ccoh(�) and Cincoh(�),ofthe

SNR and the gain ofa bistable noisy system which isdriven by tim e periodic forces. The

num ericalpredictionshave been com pared with thoseprovided by theLRT approxim ation

which accountsforthefullspectrum ofallrelaxation m odes.

As it is wellknown, LRT requires the knowledge ofthe system susceptibility, or al-

ternatively, of the correlation function of the noisy system in the absence of driving,

K (t) [2, 11, 12, 20, 21, 22]. None ofthese quantities are known exactly for nonlinear

system s. Forsu�ciently sm allvaluesofthe noise strength,suitable analyticalapproxim a-

tionsto K (t)can been used [2,11,12,20,21]. On the otherhand,forlarge valuesofthe

noise intensity,we have evaluated K (t) from the num ericalsolution ofthe Fokker-Planck

equation using an adaptation ofthe split operatortechnique ofFeit etal. [23],as it has

been detailed in [24]. In thispaper,we also presenta detailed proofofthe statem entthat

within LRT,the gain G LR T � 1,by use ofthe fullspectralapproach;this proofdi�ers

from alternative attem ptsin Refs.[9,10]which useadditionalrestrictionssuch asa linear

responsetheory forthe
uctuationsthem selves.

The\typical" procedureto evaluatetheSNR involvestheFourieranalysisofa very long
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record ofthe stochastic trajectory,x(t). Using the Fast Fourier Transform (FFT) ofthe

record,the corresponding periodogram is constructed. There are severaldrawbacks with

this procedure. There are subtleties inherent to the interpretation and evaluation ofthe

periodogram (seeforinstancethecriticalcom m entsin [25]).Therearealso m ajorproblem s

associated with thefactthatthepowerspectrum contains�-peaksatthedriving frequency

and its higher harm onics arising from the coherent part ofthe correlation function. The

contribution ofthe incoherent part at those frequencies is em bedded in those peaks,and

itis nota sim ple task to estim ate the separate contribution to the peaks ofthe coherent

and incoherentpartsofthe periodogram . The evaluation ofthe SNR-gain requiresa good

knowledge ofboth contributions,and any sm allerror in the estim ation ofthe incoherent

contribution,yieldsunreasonablevaluesforthegain.Indeed,in ouropinion,a m uch better

estim ate would be obtained ifthe periodic partofthe outputsignalwere subtracted from

thedata beforeperform ing itsFFT.

In this work we propose such an alternative procedure. The Langevin equation is nu-

m erically integrated for a large num ber ofnoise realizations. The tim e evolution ofthe

correlation function and itscoherentpartaredirectly evaluated from thenum ericalsolution

afteraveraging overthenoiserealizations.Theincoherentpartisobtained from thedi�er-

ence Cincoh(�)= C(�)� Ccoh(�). Asthe de�nition ofSNR requires justthe am plitude of

the Fourierm ode ofCcoh(�)and the spectraldensity ofCincoh(�)atthe driving frequency,

the SNR can readily beevaluated with two num ericalquadratures;i.e.there isno need to

constructthefullspectrum .

The paper is organized as follows. In the next Section we introduce the m odeland

provide de�nitionsofthe quantitiesofinterest.In Section III,them ain pointsoftheLRT

description ofthecorrelation functionsaredetailed.W ealso presentin thisSection a novel

and straightforward proofofthe fact thatG LR T � 1,based on the spectralproperties of

the Fokker-Planck operator,and its adjoint,in the absence ofdriving. In Section IV,we

presentthe num ericalprocedure used to obtain the correlation function,the SNR and the

gain from the num ericalsolution ofthe Langevin equation. The very e�cient algorithm

used in thiswork issum m arized in theAppendix.Thenum ericalresultsarecom pared with

thepredictionsofLRT fora variety ofparam etersand two distincttypesofdriving forces:

a m onochrom atic force and a periodic sequence ofpulses. Finally,we present conclusions

forthem ain �ndingsofourwork.
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II. C O R R ELAT IO N FU N C T IO N ,SIG N A L-T O -N O ISE R AT IO A N D G A IN

Letusconsidera system characterized by a single degree offreedom ,x,subjectto the

action ofa zero average Gaussian white noise with h�(t)�(s)i= 2D �(t� s)and driven by

an externalperiodicsignalF(t)with period T.In theLangevin description,itsdynam icsis

generated by theequation

_x(t)= �U
0[x(t)]+ F(t)+ �(t): (1)

Thecorresponding linearFokker-Planck equation (FPE)fortheprobability density P(x;t)

reads

@

@t
P(x;t)= L̂(t)P(x;t); (2)

where

L̂(t)=
@

@x

"

U
0(x)� F(t)+ D

@

@x

#

: (3)

In theexpressionsabove,U 0(x)representsthederivativeofthepotentialU(x).Theperiod-

icity oftheexternaldriving F(t)allowsitsFourierseriesexpansion in theharm onicsofthe

fundam entalfrequency 
= 2�=T,i.e.,

F(t)=

1X

n= 1

[fn cos(n
t)+ gn sin(n
t)]; (4)

with theFouriercoe�cients,f n and gn,given by

fn =
2

T

Z T

0

dtF(t)cos(n
t)

gn =
2

T

Z
T

0

dtF(t)sin(n
t): (5)

Here,we areassum ing thatthe cycle average ofthe externaldriving overitsperiod equals

zero.

Thetwo-tim ecorrelation function hx(t+ �)x(t)i1 in thelim itt! 1 isgiven by

hx(t+ �)x(t)i1 =

Z 1

� 1

dx0x0P1 (x
0
;t)

Z 1

� 1

dxxP1j1(x;t+ �jx
0
;t); (6)

where P1 (x;t) is the tim e-periodic, asym ptotic long tim e solution ofthe FPE and the

quantity P1j1(x;t+ �jx0;t) denotes the two-tim e conditionalprobability density that the

stochastic variable willhave a value nearx attim e t+ � ifitsvalue attim e twasexactly

x0. It can been shown [2,7]that,in the lim it t! 1 ,the two-tim e correlation function
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hx(t+ �)x(t)i1 becom es a periodic function oftwith the period ofthe externaldriving.

Then,we de�ne the one-tim e correlation function,C(�),as the average ofthe two-tim e

correlation function overa period oftheexternaldriving,i.e.,

C(�)=
1

T

Z T

0

dthx(t+ �)x(t)i1 : (7)

The correlation function C(�) can be written exactly as the sum oftwo contributions: a

coherentpart,Ccoh(�),which isperiodic in � with period T,and an incoherentpartwhich

decaysto 0 forlarge�.ThecoherentpartCcoh(�)isgiven by [2,7]

Ccoh(�)=
1

T

Z T

0

dthx(t+ �)i1 hx(t)i1 ; (8)

where hx(t)i1 isthe average value evaluated with the asym ptotic form ofthe probability

density P1 (x;t).

Itispossibleto carry outa form alanalysisofC(�)and itscoherentand incoherentcom -

ponentsby m aking useofthespectralanalysisoftheFloquetoperatorassociated with the

Fokker-Planck dynam ics.Butan explicitevaluation ofthecorrelation function isgenerally

im possible;thus,one hasto rely on num ericalresultsobtained from integrating eitherthe

Langevin ortheFPE,orby useofapproxim ateanalyticaldescriptions.

According to M cNam ara and W iesenfeld [8],the SNR isde�ned in term softhe Fourier

transform ofthecoherentand incoherentpartsofC(�).Asthecorrelation function iseven

in tim e and we evaluate itstim e dependence for� � 0,itisconvenient to use itsFourier

cosinetransform ,de�ned as

~C(!)=
2

�

Z 1

0

d� C(�)cos(!�);C(�)=

Z 1

0

d! ~C(!)cos(!�): (9)

FortheSNR wede�ne:

SN R =
lim �! 0+

R

+ �


� � d!
~C(!)

~Cincoh(
)
: (10)

Note that this de�nition ofthe SNR di�ers by a factor 2,stem m ing from the sam e con-

tribution at! = �
,from the de�nitions used in earlierworks [2,7]. The periodicity of

thecoherentpartgivesriseto delta peaksin thespectrum .Thus,theonly contribution to

the num erator in Eq.(10)stem s from the coherent part ofthe correlation function. The

evaluation ofthe SNR requires the knowledge ofthe Fourier com ponents ofCcoh(�) and

Cincoh(�) atthe fundam entalfrequency ofthe driving force. The entire Fourierspectrum
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isnotneeded. The evaluation ofthe SNR thusrequiresthe evaluation oftwo wellde�ned

num ericalquadraturesonly;i.e.,

SN R =

2

T

RT
0
d� Ccoh(�)cos(
�)

2

�

R1
o d� Cincoh(�)cos(
�)

: (11)

Thesignal-to-noiseratio foran inputsignalF(t)+ �(t),isgiven by

SN Rjinp =
�(f2

1
+ g2

1
)

4D
: (12)

The so-called gain is de�ned as the ratio ofthe SNR ofthe output over the SNR ofthe

input;nam ely,

G =
SN R

SN Rjinp
: (13)

III. LIN EA R R ESP O N SE T H EO RY B EY O N D T H E T W O -M O D E A P P R O X IM A -

T IO N

The Linear Response Theory provides a generalprocedure to describe the correlation

function in an approxim ateway.Thebasicquantity ofLRT isthesystem responsefunction,

�(t).Itisrelated to theequilibrium tim ecorrelation function ofthesystem in theabsence

ofexternaldriving,K (t),via the
uctuation-dissipation theorem (FDT)[2,7,20,21],i.e.,

�(t)=

8
><

>:

0 : t� 0

� 1

D
_K (t) : t> 0

(14)

Theequilibrium tim ecorrelation function K (t)isde�ned as

K (t)=

Z 1

� 1

dx0x0P (eq)(x0)

Z 1

� 1

dxxP
(0)

1j1
(x;tjx0); (15)

whereP (eq)(x)istheequilibrium distribution ofthenon-driven system ,

P
(eq)(x)= N e

�
U (x)

D ; (16)

and P
(0)

1j1
(x;tjx0)istheconditionalprobability density to �nd,in theabsenceofdriving,the

variable near x attim e t,ifitwas initially atexactly x0. Here we are assum ing thatthe

potentialU(x)iseven in x,so thathxieq = 0.

W ithin LRT,thelong tim eaveragevaluehx(t)i(LR T)1 isgiven by

hx(t)i(LR T)1 =

Z 1

0

d� �(�)F(t� �): (17)
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Insertion oftheFourierexpansion Eq.(4)into Eq.(17)leadsto

hx(t)i(LR T)1 =

1X

n= 1

h

M
(LR T)
n cos(n
t)+ N

(LR T)
n sin(n
t)

i

; (18)

wherethecoe�cientsM (LR T)
n and N (LR T)

n aregiven by

M
(LR T)
n = fn�

(r)
n � gn�

(i)
n ; N

(LR T)
n = fn�

(i)
n + gn�

(r)
n : (19)

In theseform ulas,wehaveintroduced thequantities�(r)n and �(i)n de�ned as

�
(r)
n =

Z 1

0

d� �(�)cos(n
�) (20)

�
(i)
n =

Z 1

0

d� �(�)sin(n
�): (21)

TheuseoftheFDT in theaboveexpressionsallowsusto writeim m ediately

�
(r)
n =

hx2ieq � n

R
1

0
dtK (t)sin(n
t)

D
(22)

�
(i)
n =

n


D

Z 1

0

dtK (t)cos(n
t): (23)

Itthen followsfrom Eq.(8)thatwithin LRT,thecoherentpartofthecorrelation function

isgiven by,

C
(LR T)

coh (�)=
1

2

1X

n= 1

��

M
(LR T)
n

�2
+
�

N
(LR T)
n

�2
�

cos(n
�): (24)

Asdiscussed in Refs.[2,7,20],LRT am ountstokeepingtheleadingterm in theperturbation

treatm entofthedynam icsofthestochasticprocessx(t)in powersofthedriving am plitude.

Then,within the spirit ofperturbation theory,the leading term in the expansion ofthe

incoherent part corresponds to the correlation function ofthe system in the absence of

driving force,i.e.,C
(LR T)

incoh (�)= K (�).

Taking into accountthatC LR T
coh (�)isperiodicin �,itfollowsfrom Eqs.(9)and (24)that

~C
(LR T)

coh (!)=
1

2

1X

n= 1

��

M
(LR T)
n

�2
+
�

N
(LR T)
n

�2
�

[�(n
� !)+ �(n
+ !)]: (25)

Thus,itfollowsfrom thede�nition oftheSNR,Eq.(10),that,within LRT,wehave

SN R
(LR T) =

1

2

��

M
(LR T)

1

�2
+
�

N
(LR T)

1

�2
�

~K (
)

=

�
(f 2
1 + g21)

��

�
(r)

1

�2
+
�

�
(i)

1

�2
�

4D �
(i)

1

; (26)
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where ~K (
)istheFouriercosinetransform ofK (t),de�ned accordingtoEq.(9).In arriving

atEq.(26)wehavealso used Eqs.(19),(20),(21)and (23).

Taking into accountEqs.(12),(13)and (26),onereadily �ndsthatthegain within LRT

isgiven by

G
(LR T) =

SN R (LR T)

SN Rjinp
=




��

�
(r)

1

�2
+
�

�
(i)

1

�2
�

�
(i)

1

: (27)

Thisisa generalexpression forG (LR T) valid forany shapeofperiodicdriving.

The last expression willallow us to show that G (LR T) can,indeed,not exceed unity.

Although thisassertion hasbeen discussed previously in Ref.[9,10],wenextwillpresenta

detailed and hopefully very clearproofforthisprom inentassertion.

Asshown in the Appendix ofRef.[2],see also in Ref. [11,12],the susceptibility,�(t),

can beexpressed as

�(t)= �

1X

p= 1

e
� �pth0jxjpihpj

@

@x
j0i; (28)

where jpi =  p(x),hpj=  y
p(x) and �p are the eigenfunctions and eigenvalues ofthe FP

operator L̂0 associated to theundriven dynam icsand itsadjoint,L̂
y

0,i.e.,

L̂0 p(x)= ��p p(x); L̂
y

0 
y
p(x)= ��p 

y
p(x): (29)

Using the above representation ofthe susceptibility in Eqs.(20)and (21)with n = 1,we

�nd

�
(r)

1 = �

1X

p= 1

�p

�2p + 
2
h0jxjpihpj

@

@x
j0i=

1X

p= 1

�p

�2p + 
2

�
�
�
�
�
h0jxjpihpj

@

@x
j0i

�
�
�
�
�
; (30)

�
(i)

1 = �

1X

p= 1




�2p + 
2
h0jxjpihpj

@

@x
j0i=

1X

p= 1




�2p + 
2

�
�
�
�
�
h0jxjpihpj

@

@x
j0i

�
�
�
�
�
: (31)

Here,wehaveused theinequality

h0jxjpihpj
@

@x
j0i� 0; (32)

which can beproved asfollows.M ultiplying the�rstequation in Eq.(29)by x and carrying

outan integration by parts,oneobtains

� �ph0jxjpi =

Z
1

� 1

dxx L̂0 p(x)= �

Z
1

� 1

dxU 0(x) 0(x) 
y
p(x)

= D

Z 1

� 1

dx y
p(x)

@

@x
 0(x)= D hpj

@

@x
j0i; (33)

9



where we have taken into accountthat 0(x)= P (eq)(x)and  p(x)=  0(x) 
y
p(x),so that

 
y

0(x)= 1.Therefore,h0jxjpihpj@
@x
j0i= ��p(h0jxjpi)

2
=D � 0.Using in Eqs.(30)and (31)

theCauchy-Schwarz inequality,we�nd

�

�
(r)

1

�2
=

2

6
4

1X

p= 1

�p

�
�
�h0jxjpihpj@

@x
j0i

�
�
�
1=2

�2p + 
2

�
�
�
�
�
h0jxjpihpj

@

@x
j0i

�
�
�
�
�

1=2

3

7
5

2

�

1X

p= 1

�2p

�
�
�h0jxjpihpj@

@x
j0i

�
�
�

�

�2p + 
2

�2

1X

q= 1

�
�
�
�
�
h0jxjqihqj

@

@x
j0i

�
�
�
�
�
; (34)

�

�
(i)

1

�2
=

2

6
4

1X

p= 1



�
�
�h0jxjpihpj@

@x
j0i

�
�
�
1=2

�2p + 
2

�
�
�
�
�
h0jxjpihpj

@

@x
j0i

�
�
�
�
�

1=2

3

7
5

2

�

1X

p= 1


2

�
�
�h0jxjpihpj@

@x
j0i

�
�
�

�

�2p + 
2

�2

1X

q= 1

�
�
�
�
�
h0jxjqihqj

@

@x
j0i

�
�
�
�
�
: (35)

Taking into account that h0jxj0i = 0 the com pleteness relation yields

P 1
q= 1

�
�
�h0jxjqihqj@

@x
j0i

�
�
� = �

P 1
q= 0h0jxjqihqj

@

@x
j0i = �h0jx @

@x
j0i = 1. Thus, by adding

Eq.(34)to Eq.(35),oneobtains

�

�
(r)

1

�2
+
�

�
(i)

1

�2
�

1X

p= 1

�
�
�h0jxjpihpj@

@x
j0i

�
�
�

�2p + 
2
=
�
(i)

1



: (36)

Finally,inserting Eq.(36)into (27),weobtain thesem inalinequality thatG (LR T) � 1.

Putdi�erently,thegain ofa nonlinearsystem operating in a regim ewhereLRT provides

a valid description cannotreach valuesgreaterthan 1.Thisresultisvalid forany periodic

externaldriving. Notice that this �nding does not preclude the possibility ofobtaining

valuesfortheSNR-gain largerthan unity when theconditionsaresuch thattheuseofLRT

isnotsensible.

IV . N U M ER IC A L R ESU LT S

In this Section,we willcarry outthe num ericalevaluation ofthe di�erent m agnitudes

de�ned above.Ourgoalistocom parethepredictionsofLRT with theresultsobtained from

thenum ericalsolution oftheLangevin equation,Eq.(1).W ewillconsiderthedynam icsin

thebistablepotentialU(x)= �x2=2+ x4=4 driven by tim eperiodicforces.

Theevaluation ofthedi�erentm agnitudesusing LRT requirestheknowledgeofK (t)[cf.

Eqs.(19,24,26,27)]. Fornonlinearproblem s,explicitexpressions forK (t)are unknown,
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butusefulapproxim ationshavebeen presented in theliterature.Forthebistablepotential,

U(x)= �x2=2+ x4=4,Jung and H�anggi[21]have used the two-m ode approxim ation.Itis

based on the existence ofa large di�erence in the tim e scales associated to inter-welland

intra-wellm otions,and itisexpected to be valid forsm allvaluesofthe noise strength D .

W ith thism odel,one�nds

K (�)= g1e
� �1� + g2e

� �� (37)

where[2]

�1 �

p
2

�
(1�

3

2
D )exp(�1=(4D )); (38)

and � = 2. The weights,g1 and g2,can be obtained from the m om entsofthe equilibrium

distribution in theabsence ofdriving using theexpressions

g2 =
�1hx

2ieq

�1 � �
+
hx2ieq � hx4ieq

�1 � �
(39)

g1 = hx
2
ieq � g2: (40)

ToleadingorderinD ,wecanreplace�1 by�K =
p
2=� exp(�1=(4D )),g1 � 1andg2 � D =�.

This is the lim it considered in Ref. [26]. In the results reported below, we have also

considered values of D so large that the two-m ode approxim ation becom es inadequate.

Therefore,thecorrelation function in theabsenceofdriving hasbeen evaluated num erically

from theFPE in theabsenceofdriving following theprocedurediscussed in Ref.[24].

Thenum ericalevaluation ofthecorrelation function C(�)and itscoherentand incoherent

parts proceeds as follows. Stochastic trajectories, x(j)(t), are generated by num erically

integrating the Langevin equation for every realization j ofthe white noise �(t),starting

from agiven initialcondition x0.Thenum ericalsolution isbased on thealgorithm developed

by Greenside and Helfand [27,28]. The essence ofthe algorithm isbrie
y sketched in the

Appendix. After allowing for a relaxation transient stage, we start recording the tim e

evolution ofeach random trajectory form any di�erenttrajectories.Then,weconstructthe

two-tim e(tand �)correlation function,i.e.,

hx(t+ �)x(t)i1 =
1

N

NX

j= 1

x
(j)(t+ �)x(j)(t); (41)

aswellastheproductoftheaverages

hx(t+ �)i1 hx(t)i1 =

0

@
1

N

NX

j= 1

x
(j)(t+ �)

1

A

0

@
1

N

NX

j= 1

x
(j)(t)

1

A ; (42)
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whereN isthenum berofstochastictrajectoriesconsidered.Thecorrelation function C(�)

and itscoherentpartCcoh(�)are then obtained using theirde�nitionsin Eqs.(7)and (8),

perform ing the cycle average over one period oft. The di�erence between the values of

C(�) and Ccoh(�) allows us to obtain the values for Cincoh(�). It is then straightforward

to evaluatetheFouriercom ponentofCcoh(�)and theFouriertransform ofCincoh(�)atthe

driving frequency by num ericalquadrature.W ith thatinform ation,thenum eratorand the

denom inatorin theexpression (10)fortheSNR and thegain (Eq.(13))areobtained.

W e shallanalyze two di�erent types ofperiodic driving forces. First,let us consider

the wellknown situation with a m onochrom atic,single frequency force,A cos(
t),with

am plitude strength A and angularfrequency 
 [2]. In thiscase,the form ulasin Sect. III

sim plify considerably becausef1 = A,whilealltheotherFouriercom ponentsofthedriving

forcevanish.Thesecond casecorrespondstoaperiodicforcewith period T,with asequence

ofpulsesoflength tc < T=2 ;nam ely,

F(t)=

8
>>>><

>>>>:

A : 0� t< tc

�A : T

2
� t< T

2
+ tc

0 : otherwise:

(43)

In thiscase,wehave

f1 =
2A

�
sin(
tc); g1 =

2A

�
[1� cos(
tc)]; (44)

where
= 2�=T isthefundam entalfrequency.Thisforceischaracterized by itsam plitude,

its period and its duty cycle,which is de�ned as 2tc=T. Recently,Gingletal. [18,19]

have carried outanaloguesim ulationsofsystem sthataresubjected to wideband Gaussian

noise and driving forcesofthissecond type.They reportvaluesforthe gain which greatly

exceeds unity,for driving am plitudes below its threshold value. Ifthis is the case,then

strong deviationsfrom theLRT should beobserved aswell.

A . M onochrom atic driving

In Fig.1 wedepicttheresultsobtained fora m onochrom atic driving forcewith angular

frequency 
 = 0:1,noise strength D = 0:2 and severalvalues ofthe am plitude. In the

determ inistic dynam ics (D = 0),an externalperiodic force with the indicated frequency

induces sustained oscillations between the m inim a ofthe potentialfor A � A th ’ 0:419.
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Notethatthisnonadiabaticfrequency raisesthethreshold valueforsuperthreshold driving

beyond itsadiabatic lowerlim itofA
(ad)

th =
q

4=27 ’ 0:3849. Thus,we willtake thisvalue

as the am plitude threshold value at the frequency 
 = 0:1. In panel(a), we plot the

num eratorsoftheSNR in Eq.(10)and ofSNR (LR T) in Eq.(26)vs.A 2.The solid straight

line represents the LRT result,while the circles correspond to the num ericalresults. The

graph revealsthatforam plitude strengthsA < 0:1 the predictionsofLRT m atch wellthe

num ericalresults,ascan beexpected.W hen theam plitudeincreases,thedeviationsofLRT

from theprecisenum ericalresultsarelarge.LRT predictsam uch largeram pli�cation ofthe

outputam plitudethan theoneobtained num erically.In panel(b),weplotthedenom inators

oftheSNR in Eq.(10)(circles)and ofSNR (LR T) in Eq.(26)(solid line)vs.A 2.In LRT,the

denom inatorisindependentofA.Onceagain,thepredictionsofLRT m atch thenum erical

results forA < 0:1. ForlargervaluesofA,the in
uence ofthe driving am plitude on the

relaxation ofCincoh(�) is very strong and the num ericalresults for the denom inator are

m uch sm aller than the ones obtained within LRT.It is then clear that LRT willyield a

valid description ofthesignal-to-noiseratioforsm alldriving am plitudesonly asdepicted in

panel(c).W enoticethatthevaluesfortheSNR provided by thenum ericsarelargerthan

SNR (LR T).Thisissoalthough linearresponsetheory predictslargerspectralam pli�cations,

seein [7],oftheaverageoutputthan whatreally occurs.Them odi�cationsin thebehavior

oftheincoherentpartofthecorrelation function with respectto itsbehaviorin theabsence

ofdriving are m ore than enough to com pensate for the behavior ofthe num erators. In

panel(d)weplotthegain vs.A 2.There existsan optim um valueforthedriveram plitude

(A � 0:8)atwhich the gain becom esm axim ized. Nonetheless,the gain isalwayssm aller

than unity. LRT requires thatG (LR T) � 1. These strong deviations ofthe predictions of

LRT aboutthebehaviorofthe two com ponentsofthecorrelation function with respectto

thenum ericalresultstellusthatLRT cannotbeinvoked to explain thefactthatthegain is

sm allerthan 1 fortherangeofparam etervaluesconsidered in this�gure;i.e.a gain below

1 occursherewithin thenonlinearregim e.

In Figs. 2 and 3 we analyze the sam e quantities asin Fig.1,butnow forlargernoise

values,D = 0:6 and D = 1:0,respectively. The m ostim portantdi�erence with respectto

the plotsin Fig.1 isthatforthese largervaluesofthe noise,the gain can exceed unity for

valuesoftheam plitudewellaboveitsthreshold value.Thissuperthreshold featurehasbeen

corroboratedalreadyin Ref.[17];againabove1seem inglydoesnotoccurform onochrom atic
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subthreshold driving.

B . P ulsed,m ultichrom atic periodic driving

Next,weproceed toconsiderthecaseofpulsed drivingforces.In Figs.4and5wecom pare

thedependenceoftheoutputon thedriving am plitudeasgiven by theLRT approxim ation

with the num ericalprecise results.The system isforced by a m ultifrequency driverwith a

period T = 2�=0:1’ 63and adutycycleof10% .Asin thecaseofasinglefrequency driving,

the valuesofthe di�erentquantitiesobtained from the num ericsdeviate signi�cantly from

the predictions ofLRT asthe am plitude ofthe driver isincreased. Nevertheless,perhaps

them ostrelevantdi�erencewith respectto them onochrom aticcaseisthatweagain do not

�nd gainslargerthan 1 in therangeofparam etervaluesconsidered in these�gures.

C . T he case ofstrong nonlinearity

A particularly interesting situation arisesin theanaloguestudiesofpulsed driving forces

with a very sm allfundam entalfrequency: in Refs. [18,19]Gingletal. reportgainsthat

signi�cantly exceed thevalue1forasubthreshold,m ultifrequency drivingforceofvery large

period T = 2�=0:0024’ 2618and asm allduty cycleof10% .Thislargegain isaccom panied

byanon-m onotonicbehavioroftheSNR with thenoisestrength D .Therefore,thissituation

m ustcorrespond to a very sensible discrepancy ofthe actualbehaviorwith respectto the

LRT predictions.W ehavecarriedoutdetailed andcarefulnum ericsoftheLangevin equation

in this extrem e regim e for such a driving force with a subthreshold am plitude A = 0:35

and a noise strength D = 0:02. W ith the param eters considered,the problem becom es

com putationally very dem anding indeed: thisisso because ofthe very large period ofthe

driving force.M oreover,in orderto obtain reliablenum ericalresultsfortheincoherentpart

ofthe correlation function a large num berofstochastic trajectoriesneedsto be generated.

Our�ndingsaresum m arized with theTableI.

To obtain a reliableconvergenceofthecorresponding SR quanti�ersatleastup to 50000

random trajectoriesneed tobeconsidered.A sm allersam plingsizecan inducesevereerrors,

see in Table I.The m ain result is a num erically evaluated gain of8:62;in clear contrast,

the result predicted by LRT isthe very sm allvalue of0:018;i.e. LRT strikingly fails,cf.
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TABLE I:

trajectories num erator denom inator SNR gain

num erics 1000 0.78 0.33 2.32 12.16

5000 0.78 0.35 2.26 11.84

10000 0.78 0.47 1.67 8.77

50000 0.78 0.48 1.65 8.62

LRT 0.00061 0.177 0.0034 0.018

in Table I for the corresponding values ofSNR and its constituents. The SNR value of

the analogue sim ulation in Refs. [18,19]carried outwith a pulsed input signalwith the

sam echaracteristicsastheoneconsidered here,and wideband Gaussian noisewith arelated

strength roughly sim ilar to ours,yields an experim entally determ ined gain ofca. 19,cf.

Fig. 4 in [19]. Thisvalue isagain signi�cantly largerthan 1 and com paresfavorably with

ourresultsin TableI.Note,however,thatthesam pling sizeofca.1000 realizationsused in

Refs.[18,19]hasbeen chosen substantially sm allerthan thenum berofrealizationsneeded

to achieve good num ericalconvergence,cf.TableI;thisin turn m ay explain theovershoot

oftheexperim entally determ ined gain value.

V . C O N C LU SIO N S

Letussum m arizethem ain resultsofthiswork:(i)First,wehaveprovided an analytical

proofbased on LRT beyond thecom m only em ployed two-m odeapproxim ation thatthegain

ofanoisy,periodicallydriven nonlinearsystem whichoperateswithintheregim eofvalidityof

LRT cannotexceed unity.Thisresultholdsforarbitrarynoisestrength D andisindependent

ofthe shape ofthe inputsignal. (ii)W e have im plem ented a very e�cient algorithm due

to Greenside and Helfand [27,28]to num erically integrate the Langevin equation. From

the num ericalsolution,we have evaluated the tim e evolution ofthe correlation function

and itscoherent and incoherent com ponents. (iii)W e have also putforward a procedure,

alternative to the usualone,to calculatethe SNR.Thenum eratorand denom inatorofthe

SNR are calculated by use ofonly two num ericalquadratures. (iv)A detailed com parison

between the predictionsofLRT and the num ericalresultshave been carried out.W e have
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assessed regionsofparam etervalueswhereLRT givesan erroneousdescription,yetthegain,

nevertheless,islessthan unity. On the otherhand,there existregionsin param eterspace

where the gain indeed exceeds 1 ifdriven with a superthreshold am plitude strength;this

�nding isin agreem entwith priorresultsin Ref.[17].Theseregionsareagain characterized

by substantialdeviationsfrom LRT.

M oreover,aspreviously established by useofanaloguesim ulationsby Gingletal.[18,19]

we also �nd the surprising result,valid for dynam icalsystem s,thatSNR-gainslargerthan

unity can indeed occurforsubthreshold (!) polychrom aticinputsignals:Forthisfeatureto

occurone seem ingly needs,however,weak noise and a slow periodic driving signalwith a

verysm alldutycycle.In thiscontext,thenecessity ofasu�ciently largenum berofsam pling

trajectoriesin ordertoobtain reliable,convergentresultshasalsobeen stressed.Itisin this

very regim e ofsm allfrequency driving and weak noise where the LRT description indeed

failsnotably [11,12].

A P P EN D IX A :T H E M ET H O D O F G R EEN SID E A N D H ELFA N D

Theprocedureproposed by Greensideand Helfand fornum erically integrating stochastic

di�erentialequationshasbeen discussed in detailbytheirauthorsin [27,28].Forthesakeof

com pleteness,wewillbrie
y sketch in thisAppendix them ain reasoning oftheirprocedure.

By analogy with determ inistic Runge-Kutta algorithm s,Greenside and Helfand developed

schem esto estim ate the value ofthe stochastic variable attim e t+ h ifitsvalue attim e t

isknown. Thisisachieved by evaluating the righthand side ofthe Langevin equation at

selected pointswithin each intervaloflength h,so that,allm om entsofx(t+ h)� x(t)are

correctto orderhk.

AsourLangevin equation containsan explicittim edependentdriving force,itisconve-

nientto rewrite itasa two-dim ensionalproblem with variables(y1;y2)= ~y,where y1 = x

and y2 = t.TheLangevin equation,Eq.(1)isthen written in vectorform as

d~y

dt
= ~G(~y)+ ~�(t) (A1)

where ~G = (G 1;G 2)= (�U
0

(x)+ F(t);1)and ~�(t)= (�(t);0).

Theform alsolution ofEq.(A1)yields

y�(h)= y�(0)+

Z h

0

dsG �(~y(s))+ w
(0)

� (h);(� = 1;2) (A2)
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with

w
(0)

� (h)=

Z
h

0

ds��(s) (A3)

Therighthand sideofEq.(A2)can beexpanded as

y�(h)= y�(0)+ hG �(~y(0))+
1

2
h
2
X

�

@G �(~y(0))

@y�
G �(~y(0))+ :::+ S�(h) (A4)

The lastterm ,S�(h),representsthestochastic part.Itisa seriesin h
1=2 with theorderof

theterm sdeterm ined in probability.

By analogy with the Runge-Kutta procedures for determ inistic di�erentialequations,

Greensideand Helfand proposean l-stagealgorithm to writethesolution ofEq.(A1)as

y�(h)= y�(0)+ h(A 1g1� + :::+ A lgl�)+ h
1

2�
1

2
�Y0� (A5)

with

g1� = G �

��

y�(0)+ h
1

2�
1

2
�Y1�

��

g2� = G �

��

y�(0)+ h�21g1� + h
1

2�
1

2
�Y2�

��

...

gl� = G �

��

y�(0)+ h�l1g1� + :::+ h�l;l� 1gl� 1;� + h
1

2�
1

2
�Yl�

��

(A6)

Here,(fy�g)isthe set(x;t). The Yl� are Gaussian stochastic variableswith zero average

which arenum erically generated by writing

Yi� =

mX

j= 1

�ijZj� (A7)

whereZj� arem independentGaussian random variablesofzero averageand unitvariance.

Theparam etersA i,�ij and �ij appearingin Eqs.(A5-A7)areindependentofthecom ponent

index �.They areobtained by expanding Eq.(A5)to thedesired orderhk.Thisexpansion

gives rise to a determ inistic and a stochastic part, ~S�. Equating the coe�cients ofthis

expansion with those ofthe determ inistic partin Eq.(A4)leadsto a setofequations for

theparam etersA i,�ij and �ij.Furtherequationsareobtained by equating them om entsof

h~Sn
�iwith thoseofthestochasticpartin theexpansion in Eq. (A4)hS

n
�i.

A procedure correct to order hk in the step size h,involving l-stages and m Gaussian

independentvariablesisterm ed a kO lSm G algorithm .In thispaperwe have integrated the
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TABLE II:Param etervaluesgiven by G reenside and Helfand [28]fortheir3O 4S2G algorithm

A 1 0.0 A 2 0.644468

A 3 0.194450 A 4 0.161082

�21 0.516719 �31 -0.397300

�32 0.427690 �41 -1.587731

�42 1.417263 �43 1.170469

�01 1.0 �02 0.0

�11 0.0 �12 0.271608

�21 0.516719 �22 0.499720

�31 0.030390 �32 -0.171658

�41 1.0 �42 0.0

Langevin equation using a 3O 4S2G algorithm with the values for A i,�ij and �ij given in

Table IItaken from [28].W ith thischoice ofparam eters,the determ inistic partisoforder

h4,asin thefourth orderRunge-Kutta procedureforordinary di�erentialequations.
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FIG .1:The dependenceofseveralSR quanti�ersversusthe square ofthe driving am plitude,A 2,

given byLRT (solid line)and bythenum ericalsolution oftheLangevin equation (circles).In panels

(a)and (b),we plot,respectively,the num erator and denom inator appearing in the de�nition of

SN R,cf. Eq.(11). The behaviorsofthe SN R and the gain are depicted in panels (c) and (d).

The driving force ism onochrom atic with frequency 
 = 0:1 and the white noise strength iskept

constant atthe value D = 0:2. In allpanels,the verticaldashed line indicates the square ofthe

value ofthe dynam icalthreshold am plitude,A th,at the angular driving frequency,
. In panel

(d),a dotted horizontalline isdrawn atthe gain value of1 asa guide to theeye.
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FIG .2: Thesam e asin Fig.1 butnow for
= 0:1 and D = 0:6.
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FIG .3: Thesam e asin Fig.1 butnow for
= 0:1 and D = 1:0.
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FIG .4: The sam e asin Fig.1,forthe case ofa pulsed,driving force with period T ’ 63,duty

cycle 2tc=T = 0:1 cf.Eq.(43),and a noisestrength D = 0:6.
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FIG .5:Thesam easin Fig.1forapulsed drivingforcewith period T ’ 63,duty cycle2tc=T = 0:1,

cf.Eq.(43),and a noise strength D = 1:0.
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