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R eentrant Synchronization and Pattern Form ation in Pacem aker-Entrained K uram oto
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W estudy phaseentrainm entofK uram oto oscillatorsunderdi�erentconditionson theinteraction

range and the naturalfrequencies. In the �rst part the oscillators are entrained by a pacem aker

acting like an im purity ora defect.W e analytically derive the entrainm entfrequency forarbitrary

interaction range and theentrainm entthreshold forall-to-allcouplings.Forinterm ediate couplings

ournum ericalresultsshow areentranceofthesynchronization transition asafunction ofthecoupling

range.Theorigin ofthisreentrancecan betraced back tothenorm alization ofthecouplingstrength.

In the second part we consider a system of oscillators with an initial gradient in their natural

frequencies, extended over a one-dim ensionalchain or a two-dim ensionallattice. Here it is the

oscillatorwith the highestnaturalfrequency thatbecom esthe pacem akerofthe ensem ble,sending

out circular waves in oscillator-phase space. No asym m etric coupling between the oscillators is

needed for this dynam icalinduction ofthe pacem aker property nor need it be distinguished by a

gap in the naturalfrequency.

PACS num bers:05.45.X t,05.70.Fh,89.75.K d

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Synchronizationin thesenseofcoordinatedbehaviorin

tim eisessentialforany e�cientorganization ofsystem s,

naturalas wellas arti�cialones. In arti�cialsystem s

likefactoriesthesequenceofproduction processesshould

be synchronized in a way that tim e-and space consum -

ing storageofinputorinterm ediateproductsisavoided.

Thesam eappliestonaturalsystem slikenetworksofcells

which obviously perform very e�ciently in ful�lling a va-

riety offunctionsand tasks.In a m orespecialsense,the

synchronized behavior refers to oscillators with alm ost

identicalindividualunits, in particular to phase oscil-

lators with continuous interactions as described by the

K uram oto m odel[1]. These sets oflim it-cycle oscilla-

torsdescribesynchronization phenom enain awiderange

ofapplications[2]. O ne ofthese applicationsis pattern

form ation in chem icaloscillatory system s [3],described

by reaction-di�usion system s.A well-known exam plefor

such a chem icalsystem is the Belousov-Zabotinsky re-

action, a m ixture of brom ate, brom om alonic acid and

ferroin,which periodically changesitscolorcorrespond-

ing to oscillating concentrationsofthered,reduced state

and the blue,oxidized state. In these system s,expand-

ingtarget-likewavesand rotatingspiralwavesaretypical

patterns[4].AsK uram oto showed (ase.g.in [1]),these

dynam icalsystem scanbewellapproxim atedbyphaseos-

cillatorsiftheinteraction isweak.Forreaction-di�usion

equationswith a nonlinearinteraction term hepredicted

circularwaveswith strong sim ilaritiesto the experim en-

talobservation oftargetpatterns. In these system s,de-
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fectsorim puritiesseem to play the role ofpacem akers,

driving the system into a synchronized state. Therefore

hetreated pacem akersaslocal"defect" term sleading to

heterogeneitiesin the reaction-di�usion equations.

In this paper we consider two types of pacem akers.

In the �rstpartthey are introduced as"defects" in the

sense thatthey have a di�erent naturalfrequency from

the restofthe system ,whose oscillatorshave eitherex-

actly the sam e frequency or sm allrandom uctuations

about som e com m on average by assum ption,where in

the second casethe pacem aker’sfrequency isclearly dif-

ferentfrom the valuesofa typicaluctuation.Actually,

we willnotconsiderthe lattercase,since sm alluctua-

tionsdo notlead to any qualitative change.The ad-hoc

distinction ofthe pacem akerm ay reectnaturaland ar-

ti�cialsystem swith built-in im puritieslike those in the

Belousov-Zhabotinsky system . W e have recently stud-

ied these system s for nearest neighbor interactions [5]

and regular networks in d dim ensions for periodic and

open boundary conditions. For such system s we have

shown that it is the m ean distance of allother nodes

from thepacem aker(theso-called depth ofthenetwork)

that determ ines its synchronizability. Periodic bound-

ary conditionsfacilitate synchronization ascom pared to

open boundary conditions.Here weextend these results

to larger interaction range. The e�ect ofan extended

interaction range on oscillatory system s without pace-

m akerwereconsidered in [6].W e analytically derivethe

entrainm entfrequency forarbitraryinteraction rangebe-

tween next-neighbor and all-to allinteractions. W e de-

rivethe entrainm entwindow forall-to-allcouplingsan-

alytically,for interm ediate couplings num erically. The

entrainm entwindow depends non-m onotonically on the

interaction range,so thatthe synchronization transition

is reentrant. In our system the reentrance can be ex-

plained in term s ofthe weight ofthe interaction term

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0608021v1
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and the norm alization ofthe coupling strength.

In the second partwe considera system ofoscillators

withouta "defect",alloscillatorson thesam efooting up

to thedi�erencein theirnaturalfrequencies.An obvious

choice for the naturalfrequencies would be a G aussian

distribution or anotherrandom distribution to describe

uctuationsin naturalfrequenciesin otherwise hom oge-

neous system s,without im purities. Such system s have

been studied by Blasius and T�onjes [7]for a G aussian

distribution. The authors showed that in this case an

asym m etric interaction term isneeded to have synchro-

nization,this tim e driven by a dynam ically established

pacem aker,acting asa source ofconcentric waves.This

resultshowsthatconditionsexistunderwhich a system

establishesitsown pacem akerin a "self-organized" way.

In contrasttotherandom distribution ofnaturalfrequen-

ciesweareinterested in a (determ inistic)gradientdistri-

bution,in which thenaturalfrequencieslinearly decrease

overa certain region in space.Such a determ inistic gra-

dientalone isprobably notrealistic fornaturalsystem s,

butconsidered asa subsystem ofa largersetofoscilla-

torswith naturalfrequency uctuationsitm ay be real-

ized overa certain region in space.Herewesuppressthe

uctuationsand focuson thee�ectofthegradientalone.

Asitturnsout,the asym m etry in thenaturalfrequency

distribution issu�cientforcreating a pacem akerascen-

ter ofcircular waves in oscillator-phase space,without

theneed foran asym m etricterm in theinteraction.The

oscillatorwith thehighestnaturalfrequency becom esthe

sourceofcircularwavesin the synchronized system .W e

callitdynam ically induced asitsonly inherentdi�erence

is its localm axim um at the boundary in an otherwise

"sm ooth" frequency distribution. The type ofpattern

created by the pacem aker has the fam iliar form ofcir-

cular waves. Beyond a criticalslope in the naturalfre-

quencies,fullsynchronization islost. Itis�rstreplaced

by partialsynchronization patterns with bifurcation in

the frequencies ofsynchronized clusters, before it gets

com pletely lostfortoo steep slopes.

The outline of the paper is as follows. In the �rst

part we treat the pacem aker as defect and derive the

com m on entrainm entfrequency forarbitrary interaction

range and topology (section II). Nextwe determ ine the

entrainm ent window,analytically for all-to allcoupling

and num erically forinterm ediate interaction range (sec-

tion II).Hereweseethereentranceofthetransition asa

function oftheinteraction range(section II).In thesec-

ond part (section III) we consider dynam ically induced

pacem akers,�rst without asym m etric interaction term ,

forwhich weanalyticallyderivethesynchronizationtran-

sition as a function of the gradient in the frequencies

(sections IIIA). In section IIIB we add an asym m etric

term ,so thatthe pattern form ation isno longersurpris-

ingduetotheresultsof[7],buttheinterm ediatepatterns

ofpartialsynchronization aredi�erent.In section IV we

sum m arizeourresultsand conclusions.

II. PA C EM A K ER A S D EFEC T IN T H E SY ST EM

The system isde�ned on a network,regularorsm all-

world like. To each node i,i = 0;:::;N ,we assign a

lim it-cycle oscillator,characterized m erely by its phase

’i,which followsthe dynam ics

_’i = ! + �i;s�! +
K

ki

X

j6= i

A j;isin(’j � ’i); (1)

with the following notations. The frequency ! denotes

the naturalfrequenciesofthe system .In thissystem we

treatthepacem akerasadefect.Itislabelled bysand has

anaturalfrequencythatdi�ersby�! from thefrequency

ofthe otheroscillatorshaving allthe sam e frequency !.

�i;j denotes the K ronecker delta. The constant K > 0

param eterizesthecouplingstrength.W econsiderregular

networksand choose

A j;i = r
��

j;i ;

rj;i the distancebetween nodesj and i,thatis

rj;i = m in([jj� ij;(N + 1)� jj� ij]) (2)

on aone-dim ensionallatticewith periodicboundary con-

ditions. In two or higher dim ensions it is the shortest

distance in lattice links. The param eter 0 � � � 1

tunes the interaction range. Alternatively we consider

A j;i asthe adjacency m atrix on a sm all-world topology:

A j;i = 1 ifthe nodesj and iareconnected and A j;i = 0

otherwise). M oreover,ki =
P

j
A j;i isthe degree ofthe

i-th node,itgivesthetotalnum berofconnectionsofthis

nodein the network.Thissystem wasconsidered before

in [5]for nearest-neighbor interactions (� ! 1 ) on a

d-dim ensionalhypercubic lattice and on a Cayley tree.

Hereweextend theresultsto long-rangeinteractionsvia

0� � < 1 .

Entrainm ent frequency and entrainm ent w indow

In theappendix of[5]wederived thecom m on entrain-

m ent frequency 
 in the phase-locked state,for which

_’i � 
 foralli,to be given as


 = �!
ks

P

i
ki

(3)

in therotated fram e,in which thenaturalfrequency ! is

zero.In particularsuch a resultisobtained directly from

system (1),applying the transform ation to the rotating

fram e’i ! ’i+ !t8i,m ultiplying the i-th equation by

ki,sum m ing over allequations and then using the fact

that
P

i

P

j
A j;isin(’j � ’i) = 0,because the sym m e-

try ofthe adjacency m atrix A and the antisym m etry of

the sin-function. W henever ki � k is independent ofi

as ithappens for periodic boundary conditions and ho-

m ogeneousdegree distributions,in particularfor � = 0
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(all-to-allcoupling),the com m on frequency (in the non-

rotated fram e)isgiven by


 =
�!

N + 1
+ ! ;

independenton �.In the lim itN ! 1 the system syn-

chronizesat!.

Analyticalresults for the entrainm entwindow were de-

rived for open and periodic boundary conditions and

� ! 1 in [5]. For � = 0,the result is the sam e as

for� ! 1 ,periodic boundary conditionsand d � 1

�
�
�
�

�!

K

�
�
�
�
c

=
1

N
+ 1 : (4)

Thisisseen asfollows. Since forall-to-allcouplingsthe

m ean-�eld approxim ation becom esexact,itisnaturalto

rewritethedynam icalequations(1)in term softheorder

param eterRei de�ned according to

R e
i 

=
1

N

X

j6= s

e
i’ j :

Thisquantity di�ersfrom theusualorderparam eterjust

by the factthatthe sum runsoverj 6= s. Eq.s(1)then

takethe form


 = �! + K R sin( � ’ s) ,fori= s


 = K

N
sin(’s � ’i) + K R sin( � ’i) ,8 i6= s

;

(5)

Using ’i =  for alli 6= s as one ofthe possible so-

lutions and the fact that the sin-function is bounded,

these equationsim ply the entrainm entwindow asgiven

by (4) with N the totalnum ber ofnodes m inus 1. As

we have shown in [5],the sam e dependence in term s of

N holdsfora d-dim ensionalhypercubic lattice with N 0

nodespersideand nearestneighborcouplings,forwhich

N = (N 0+ 1)d � 1,so thatthe entrainm entwindow for

nearestneighborinteractionsand on a regularlatticede-

caysexponentially with the depth ofthe network in the

lim it ofin�nite dim ensions d ; for random and sm all-

world networks the sam e type ofdecay was derived in

[8].

The interm ediate interaction range 0 < � < 1 can-

not be treated analytically. Here the num erical inte-

gration ofthe equations (1) (via a fourth-order Runge-

K utta algorithm with tim e step dt = 0:05 and hom o-

geneous initialconditions) shows that the entrainm ent

window iseven sm allerthan in the lim iting cases� = 0

or � = 1 for otherwise unchanged param eters (that is

�xed size N ,dim ension d,coupling K ). Forthese cases

form ula (4) gives an upper bound on the entrainm ent

window,as one can easily see from Eq.1 for i = s be-

cause
P

j6= s
sin(’j � ’s)=r

�
j;s �

P

j6= s
1=r�j;s = ks ,8�.

Actually the entrainm ent window becom es sm aller for

interm ediate interaction range,a feature leading to the

reentrance ofthe synchronization transition as function

of�,asweshallseein the �gures 1 and 2 below.

Reentrance ofthe phase transition

Reentrance phenom ena are observed in a variety of

phasetransitions,rangingfrom superconductor-insulator

transitions as function of tem perature [9] and noise-

induced transitions [10]to chaotic coupled-m ap lattices

as function of the coupling [11]. In [12] a reentrance

phenom enon is discussed as an artifact ofthe approx-

im ation. Reentrance of phase transitions is challeng-

ing as long as it appears counterintuitive. For exam -

ple,it is counterintuitive when synchronization is �rst

facilitated forincreasing coupling and latergetsblocked

when the coupling exceeds a certain threshold,so that

synchronization dependsnon-m onotonically on the cou-

pling. Aswe see in Fig. 1 fora one-dim ensionalsystem

with periodic boundary conditions and for various sys-

tem sizesN ,the entrainm entwindow j�!=K jc depends

non-m onotonically on the interaction range,param eter-

ized by �.Thisdependenceiseasilyexplained by looking

atthetotalweightcom ing from thesum ofinteractions.

This contribution depends non-m onotonically on �, as
P

j
sin(�j � �i)=r

�
j;i decreasesforincreasing �,whilethe

coupling strength increasesunderthe sam e changeof�,

so that there is a com petition between the two factors

leading to a m inim um ofthe weightfor a certain value

of�. In contrast,ifwe scale the coupling strength by

a constant factor K =N ,independently ofthe degree of

the node i,the overallweight ofthe sum decreases for

increasing � and along with this,the drive to the syn-

chronized state.Asitisshown in theinsetofFig.1,the

threshold m onotonically decreaseswith � ifthecoupling

strength isnorm alized by 1=N independently ofthe ac-

tualdegree,asexpected from ourargum entsabove.The

second inset showsthe N -dependence ofthe value of�

forwhich synchronization ism ostdi�cultto achieve,it

convergesto � = 3 forlarge N . Sim ilarnon-m onotonic

behaviorisobserved iftheinteraction rangeistuned via

thenum berk ofnearestneighborson a ring ratherthan

via�,seeFig.2A and forasm all-world topology[13],see

Fig. 2B.Here the sm all-world isconstructed by adding

random shortcutswith probability p from a regularring

with nearestneighborinteractions(p = 0)to an all-to-all

topology (p = 1)[14].

III. D Y N A M IC A LLY IN D U C ED PA C EM A K ER S

In view ofdynam ically induced pacem akerswe study

the dynam icalsystem

_’i = !i+
K

ki

X

j

A j;i�(’ j � ’i) ; (6)

withouta pacem aker.Theinteraction term � isgiven by

�(’ j � ’i) = sin(’j � ’i) +  [1 � cos(’j � ’i)];

(7)

where  = 0 corresponds to antisym m etric interaction,

 > 0 to asym m etric interaction. In the following we
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Figure 1:Norm alized entrainm entwindow asfunction ofthe

interaction range param eterized via �,fora one-dim ensional

latticewith N + 1 sites,periodicboundary conditionsand for

interaction strength between theoscillatorsiand jsuppressed

by thepower� oftheirdistancerj;i.Them ain plotindicates

the reentrance ofthe synchronization transition. The upper

insetshowsthesizedependenceof�m ,forwhich theentrain-

m ent window becom es m inim al,it saturates at � � 3. The

lowerinsetshowsthem onotonicdependenceon � forconstant

coupling strength K =N .The�gurewasobtained forhom oge-

neousinitialconditions. The qualitative featuresrem ain the

sam e forrandom initialconditions.

considerthe cases = 0 and  = 2. The value  = 2 is

chosen forconveniencein orderofcom paring ourresults

with thoseofBlasiusand T�onjes[7],butdi�erentvalues

of > 0 lead to qualitatively the sam efeatures.

W e focus on lattices with periodic boundary conditions

in one and two dim ensions. M oreoverwe consider only

nearestneighborinteractions,so thatin d = 1 we have

ki = 28iand ki = 4 8iin d = 2.Thenaturalfrequencies

!i arechosen from a gradientdistribution

!i = �! � ri;s
�!

m axiri;s
; (8)

where ri;j is the network distance between the oscilla-

tors iand j,given by (2) in one dim ension and by the

shortestpath along theedgesofthesquarelatticein two

dim ensions. The oscillator s is the oscillator with the

highestnaturalfrequency.Fora one-dim ensionallattice

with periodic boundary conditions(ring)and N + 1 os-

cillators,choosing s = 0 for sim plicity,m axiri;0 = N 0,

with N 0 = N =2 for N even and N 0 = (N + 1)=2 for N

odd. In the following we choose N aseven;the case of

N odd isvery sim ilar.

A . Pattern form ation for  = 0

1. Entrainm entfrequency

Nextwederivethecom m on frequencyin caseofphase-

locking _’i � 
 ,8i. Sum m ing the equationsof(6)and
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k

0.995

1

|∆
ω

 / 
K

| C
 *

 N
/(

N
+

1) N = 10
N = 20
N = 30

A)

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
p

0.9

0.95

1

|∆
ω

 / 
K

| C
 *

 N
/(

N
+

1) N = 10
N = 20
N = 30

B)

0 0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2
p

0.9

0.95

1

|∆
ω

 / 
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 *

 N
/(
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+
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Figure 2:Norm alized entrainm entwindow asfunction ofthe

num berofneighborsk (A)and oftheprobability p foradding

shortcutsin a sm all-world topology (B)fora one-dim ensional

lattice with periodic boundary conditions and N + 1 sites.

Average values in (B) are taken over 50 realizations, error

bars correspond to the standard deviation. Again the non-

m onotonic behavior indicates reentrance ofthe synchroniza-

tion transition.

using the antisym m etry of� for = 0,weobtain

(N + 1)
 =
P N

i= 0
!i = �! + 2�!

P N =2

i= 1
(1� 2i=N )=

= �!

h

1+ N � 4=N
N =2(N =2+ 1)

2

i

= �! N

2
;

leading to


 = �!
N

2(N + 1)
; (9)

so that
 ! �!=2 forN ! 1 .

2. Entrainm entwindow

Itisconvenienttorewritethedi�erentialequations(6)

in term sofphaselags�i = ’i� ’i�1 ,sothattheequation
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forthe oscillatoratposition 0 reads


 = ! 0 + K sin(�1) ) sin(�1)=

� !0

K
:

Forthe otheroscillatorsweobtain


 = ! 1 + K =2[sin(�2)� sin(�1)]

) sin(�2)= 2

 �! 1

K
+ sin(�1)

;


 = ! 2 + K =2[sin(�3)� sin(�2)]

) sin(�3)= 2

 �! 2

K
+ sin(�2)

;

so thatin general


 = ! i�1 + K =2[sin(�i)� sin(�i�1 )]

) sin(�i)= 2

 �! i� 1

K
+ sin(�i�1 )

or

sin(�i)=

i�1X

j= 1

2

� !j

K
+ sin(�1):

The form ersum can be perform ed as

P i�1

j= 1
2

 �! j

K
= 2

K

P i�1

j= 1
[
� �! (1� 2j=N )]=

= 2

K
(
� �!)(i� 1)+ �! 2

K

i(i�1)

N
;

from which

sin(�i)=

� �!

K
(2i� 1)+

�!

K

2i2 � 2i

N
;

or,using Eq.(9),

sin(�i)=
� !

K
(2i� 1)

h
N

2(N + 1)
� 1

i

+ � !

K

2i(i�1)

N
=

= � !

K

h

(1� 2i) N + 2

2(N + 1)
+

2i(i�1)

N

i

:

(10)

Forgiven N ,we�rstdeterm inetheposition im atwhich

theright-hand-sideofEq.(10)takesitsm inim um (m axi-

m um )value asa function ofi.Thisvalue isconstrained

by the left-hand-side of(10) to be out of[� 1;1]. For i

treated asa continuousvariablethederivativeofEq.(10)

with respectto iyields

im =
N (N + 2)

4(N + 1)
+
1

2
: (11)

O n the otherhand

im � 1 , N �
p
2 ; (12)

and

im �
N

2
, N � 1+

p
3 ; (13)

so thatforN � 1 ,1 � im � N =2 iscertainly satis�ed.

Upon inserting im from (11)wehave

�
�� !
K

�
�
C
=

�
�
�(1� 2im )

N + 2

2(N + 1)
+

2im (im �1)

N

�
�
�

�1

=

=

�
N

2
(N + 2)

2
+ 4(N + 1)

2

8N (N + 1)2

��1

:

0 5 10 15 20
N

0

0.5

1

1.5

| ∆
ω

 / 
K

 | C

Figure 3: Criticalthreshold for a one-dim ensionallattice as

function ofitslinearsize N ,fullline correspondsto the ana-

lytic prediction,fulldotsto num ericalresultsforN � 2,the

sym m etry breaking param eterischosen as = 0.

Thecriticalthreshold isthen given by

�
�
�
�

�!

K

�
�
�
�
C

=
8N (N + 1)2

N 2(N + 2)2 + 4(N + 1)2
: (14)

Thisrelation isplotted in Fig.3,wherethefulllinerep-

resentsthetheoreticalprediction,whilethefulldotscor-

respond to the threshold values,num erically determ ined

by integratingthesystem ofdi�erentialEq.s(6),starting

with N = 2.(The case ofN = 2 violatesthe constraint

(13)in agreem entwith the factthatforN = 2 the sys-

tem degeneratestotheform ercaseofhavingapacem aker

as a defect and two oscillators with naturalfrequencies

!1 = !2 = 0.) Furtherm ore it should be noticed that

Eq.(14) scales as 1=N for large values ofN ,the large-

N behavioris,however,not visible for the range ofN ,

(N � 20),plotted in Fig.3.

Fora ring with m axim aldistanceN 0= N =2 and given

N and K ,theslope�!=N 0in thenaturalfrequenciesde-

term ineswhethersynchronization ispossibleornot.The

oscillatorssynchronize ifthe valuesofN lead to a ratio

j�!=K jbelow thebound j�!=K j C ofEq.(14),nam ed as

in section II,Eq.(4),butwith �! now standing forthe

m axim aldi�erence between the highest and the lowest

naturalfrequencies. Iffor given N the slope,param e-

terized by �!,exceedsthisthreshold,no entrainm entis

possible.ForN ! 1 theallowed slopegoesto zero,the

system doesno longersynchronize.To furthercharacter-

izethesynchronization patterns,wem easurethestation-

ary frequency fi ofthe individualoscillators i,de�ned

according to

fi = lim
t! 1

’i(t+ t0)� ’i(t0)

t� t0
; (15)

as wellas its average f = 1

N + 1

P N

i= 0
fi and variance

� =

h
1

N + 1

P N

i= 0
(fi� f)

2
i1=2

. The average frequency
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and varianceareintroduced to characterizetheinterm e-

diate patterns ofpartialsynchronization and to distin-

guish it from the case  = 2 in section IIIB. In all

num ericalcalculationswe setfrom now on K = 1. Fig.

4 showsthe naturalfrequencies(!i)(represented asfull

line)and thestationary (fi)frequencies(shown asdots)

for four slopes �! = 0:01;0:1;0:2;0:3,respectively,as

function ofthe position on a linearchain of100 oscilla-

tors,ofwhich weshow only onehalfdueto thesym m et-

ric arrangem ent. The case of�! = 0:01 correspondsto

fullsynchronization,while the otherthree �guresrepre-

sentpartialsynchronization oftwo (�! = 0:1)and m ore

clusters. It should be noticed that the two clusters for

(�! = 0:1)would violatethecondition (14)ifthey were

isolated clustersof50 oscillatorseach with a slopedeter-

m ined by �! = 0:1,but due to the nonlinear coupling

to the oscillatorsofthe second cluster,the partialsyn-

chronization isa stationary pattern.Fig.5 displaysthe

frequenciesfi asfunction ofthe slope,again param eter-

ized by �!.Herewehavechosen N = 20.W eclearly see

thebifurcation in frequency spacestarting atthecritical

value of �! ’ 0:36 and ending with com plete desyn-

chronization,in which the stationary frequencies equal

the naturalfrequencies. For frequency synchronization

the phasesare locked,buttheirdi�erencesto the phase

ofsay the oscillators= 0 ( i = ’i� ’0)increasesnon-

linearly with their distance from s,as seen in Fig. 6.

Thereforethedistancebetween pointsofthesam e de-

creaseswith i.

In twodim ensionswesim ulated 100� 100oscillatorson

a square lattice with periodic boundary conditions and

theoscillatorswith thehighestnaturalfrequency placed

atthe centerofthe squarelattice.The naturalfrequen-

cies of the oscillators are stillgiven by Eq.(8). Their

spatialdistribution lookslikea squarepyram id centered

atthem iddleofthesquarelattice.Fig.7 displayssin i
on thisgrid.Itexhibitsstationary patternsafter2� 104

stepsofintegration,forsix choicesof�!,allabove the

synchronization threshold.W eseesom erem nantsofsyn-

chronization,m ostpronounced in Fig.7A,in which acir-

cularwaveiscreated atthecenterats,and coexistswith

wavesabsorbed by sinksatthefourcornersofthelattice.

Theprojection ofFig.7A on onedim ension corresponds

toFig.4B with abifurcation intotwocluster-frequencies.

Note thatitisagain the oscillatorwith the highestnat-

uralfrequency that becom es the center ofthe outgoing

wave,while the cornerswith the lowestnaturalfrequen-

cies (!i = 0) becom e sinks. Although Fig. 7F shows

alm ostno rem nantofsynchronization,itisinteresting to

follow the tim e evolution towardsthis"disordered" pat-

tern via a num berofsnapshots,asdisplayed in Fig.8 af-

ter9[22:5](A),41[102:5](B),150[375](C),393[982:5]

(D),490 [1225](E),1995 [4987:5](F) integration steps

T [T �! tim e steps in units ofnaturalfrequency(�!)

ofEq.8]. W hile the pattern of(A) would be stationary

in case offullsynchronization,here it evolves after it-

erated reections to that of(F).The pattern of(F) is

stationary in the sense that it stays "disordered",on a

Figure 4: Naturalfrequencies !i (fulllines) and m easured,

stationary frequenciesfi (fulldots)asfunction oftheposition

iofthe oscillatorson a one-dim ensionallattice,forN = 100,

periodicboundary conditions,and fourvaluesofthem axim al

naturalfrequency �!. The oscillator with m axim alnatural

frequency �! is at position s = 0. O nly halfofthe oscil-

lators up to index 50 are shown because of the sym m etric

arrangem ent.Thesym m etry breaking param eterischosen as

 = 0.
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f i / 
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Figure 5:Bifurcation in cluster-frequency space abovea crit-

icalslope in the naturalfrequencies,param eterized by �!,

the m axim alnaturalfrequency. Num erically m easured fre-

quenciesfi (norm alized such thatfi=�! 2 [0;1])asfunction

of�! fora one-dim ensionallatticewith N = 20 and periodic

boundary conditions. The sym m etry breaking param eter is

chosen as = 0.

"m icroscopic" scale it shows uctuations in the phases.

Theevolution takesa num beroftim esteps,sincethein-

teraction ism ediated only via nearestneighborsand not

ofthe m ean-�eld type(all-to-allcoupling).
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Figure 6: Phase di�erences  i = ’i � ’0 (from the oscilla-

tor at i= 0) as function ofthe oscillator index ifor a one-

dim ensional lattice, with N = 100 and periodic boundary

conditions, for di�erent values of the m axim alnaturalfre-

quency �! and  = 0. The di�erence depends nonlinearly

on the distance from the oscillator at i= 0. The \steps" in

these plotsare due to the projection ofthe variables i onto

the interval[0;2�).

Figure 7: Pattern form ation for sym m etry breaking param -

eter  = 0 on a two-dim ensionallattice with N = 100 os-

cillators perside. The oscillator s with the m axim alnatural

frequency is placed at the center the lattice. W e plot sin i

for every oscillator i. The colors vary between white,corre-

sponding to � 1,and black,corresponding to 1.Theplotsare

realized after2� 10
4
integration stepsand fordi�erentvalues

of�! [therefore afterdi�erenttim e in naturalunitsof�!]:

A)0:1 [102],B)0:5 [5� 102],C)1:0 [103],D )5:0 [5� 103],E)

10 [104],F)50 [5� 104].A crosssection through the pattern

ofA)would reveala frequency distribution asin Fig.4B.

B . Pattern form ation for  = 2

Next let us consider system (6) for  = 2,for which

we expectpattern form ation from the results of[7]due

to the broken antisym m etry ofsin via a cos-term in the

interaction. The m ain di�erence shows up in the par-

Figure 8: Tim e evolution ofthe "disorder" in Fig. 7F for

sym m etry breaking param eter  = 0. Allplots are realized

for �! = 50, after a di�erent num ber of integration steps

[tim e in naturalunits of�!]: A)9 [22:5]B) 41 [102:5],C)

150 [375],D ) 393 [982:5],E) 490 [1225],F) 1995 [4987:5].

O nly thepattern ofF)isstationary on a globalscale,i.e.,up

to localuctuationsin the phases.

tialsynchronization patterns above the synchronization

threshold. Asitisevidentfrom Fig.s9 and 10,the size

ofthe one synchronized cluster,�lling the whole lattice

below the threshold,shrinks with increasing �!,since

the oscillators with the highest naturalfrequencies de-

couplefrom thecluster,butthe rem aining oscillatorsdo

notorganize in othersynchronized clusters,the cluster-

frequency doesno longerbifurcateasbefore.Along with

this,the two-dim ensionalstationary patterns change to

thoseofFig.11,whereastheevolution towardsFig.11F

isnow displayed in Fig.s12 with snapshotstaken after9

[22:5](A),48[120](B),160[400](C),277[692:5](D),386

[965](E),and 2926[7315](F)integration steps[T �! as

above].

A furtherm anifestation ofthedi�erencein thepartial

synchronization patternsisseen in theaveragefrequency

f and thevariance� asfunction of�! (Fig. 13).Above

the synchronization transition the averagefrequency re-

m ains constant for  = 0,but increases for  = 2 in

agreem ent with Fig.s 9 and 10, the variance increases

in both cases ( = 0 and  = 2) above the transition,

so that it m ay serve as order param eter. Therefore we

can tunethesynchronization featuresviatheslopeofthe

gradient.

Them ain qualitativefeature,however,isin com m on to

both system swith and withoutantisym m etric coupling:

theoscillatorwith thehighestnaturalfrequency becom es

the center ofoutgoing circular waves,it is dynam ically

established as pacem aker. The patterns, seen here in

caseoffulland partialsynchronization,arequitesim ilar

to thosepredicted by K uram oto [1]forreaction-di�usion

system s with continuous di�usion term s, and to those

experim entally observed in chem icaloscillatory system s

[4].
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Figure 9: Naturaland m easured frequencies for sym m etry

breaking param eter  = 2. The frequency of the synchro-

nized cluster decreases and the cluster size shrinks,untilall

oscillatorskeep theirnaturalfrequency in acom pletely desyn-

chronized state.
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Figure 10: Bifurcation in cluster-frequency for sym m etry

breakingparam eter = 2.Abovethesynchronization thresh-

old the size ofthe originalsynchronized clustershrinkswith

�!. O scillators outside thiscluster stay isolated in contrast

to Fig.5.

IV . SU M M A R Y A N D C O N C LU SIO N S

For pacem akers im plem ented as defect we have ex-

tended form erresultson the entrainm entfrequency and

the entrainm ent window to arbitrary interaction range,

analytically for � = 0, num erically for interm ediate

0 < � < 1 . For large dim ensions the entrainm ent

window decays exponentially with the average distance

ofnodes from the pacem aker so that only shallow net-

worksallow entrainm ent.Thesynchronization transition

isreentrantasfunction of� (ork,the num berofneigh-

bors on a ring,or p,the probability to add a random

shortcut to the ring topology). The entrainm ent gets

m ostdi�cultfor� � 3and largeN ,whileitsm osteasily

Figure 11:Pattern form ation forsym m etry breaking param -

eter  = 2. W e use the sam e param eter choice as in Fig.

7. Now Fig.s A),B),C) correspond to fullsynchronization,

while one-dim ensionalcross sections through D ),E),and F)

would revealdistributionsoffi asin Fig.9 C)-D ).

Figure 12:Tim e evolution forsym m etry breaking param eter

 = 2, otherwise sam e as in Fig. 8. This tim e the plots

are realized after 9 [22:5] (A),48 [120](B),160 [400] (C),

277 [692:5](D ),386 [965](E),and 2926 [7315](F)tim esteps

[tim e in units of�!]. O nly the disordered pattern of(F)is

stationary up to localuctuationsin the phases.

achieved fornext-neighborand all-to-allcouplings.This

reentranceiseasily explained in term softhe norm aliza-

tion ofthecoupling strength.Forthesam esystem with-

outapacem aker,butwith agradientin theinitialnatural

frequencydistribution theoscillatorwith thehighestnat-

uralfrequency becom esthe centerofcircularwaves,its

role asa pacem akerisdynam ically induced withoutthe

need foran asym m etricterm in theinteraction.Herewe

analyticallydeterm ined thesynchronization transition as

function ofthegradientslope.Abovesom ethreshold,full

synchronization on oneortwo-dim ensionallatticesislost

and replaced by partialsynchronization patterns.These

patterns depend on the asym m etry param eter . For

 = 0 we observe a bifurcation in frequency space,for
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Figure 13: Average frequency and variance asde�ned in the

text (both divided by �!) as function ofthe m axim alnat-

uralfrequency �!,in case ofa one-dim ensionallattice with

N = 100 oscillators and forvaluesofthe sym m etry breaking

param eter  = 0 and  = 2. The raise in the variance from

zero indicatesthe transition to the desynchronized phase.

 = 2 theonesynchronized clustershrinksin itssize,be-

foreforeven steeperslopessynchronization iscom pletely

lost.Forarti�cialnetworkstheseresultsm ay beused to

optim izetheplacem entand thenum berofpacem akersif

fullsynchronization isneeded,orto controlsynchroniza-

tion by tuning the slopeofnaturalfrequency gradients.
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