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Abstract Objectives: We analyze the memory ca-
pacity of a delay based reservoir computer with a Hopf
normal form as nonlinearity and numerically compute
the linear as well as the higher order recall capabilities.
A possible physical realisation could be a laser with ex-
ternal cavity, for which the information is fed via electri-
cal injection. Methods: A task independent quantifi-
cation of the computational capability of the reservoir
system is done via a complete orthonormal set of basis
functions. Results: Our results suggest that even for
constant readout dimension the total memory capacity
is dependent on the ratio between the information input
period, also called the clock cycle, and the time delay
in the system. Conclusions: Optimal performance is
found for a time delay about 1.6 times the clock cycle

Keywords Lasers - Reservoir Computing - Nonlinear
Dynamics
1 Introduction

Reservoir computing is a machine learning paradigm [1]
inspired by the human brain [2], which utilizes the nat-
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ural computational capabilities of dynamical systems.
As a subset of recurrent neural networks it was devel-
oped to predict time-dependent tasks with the advan-
tage of a very fast training procedure. Generally the
training of recurrent neural networks is connected with
high computational cost resulting e.g. from connections
that are correlated in time. Therefore, problems like the
vanishing gradient in time arise [3]. Reservoir comput-
ing avoids this problem by training just a linear output
layer, leaving the rest of the system (the reservoir) as
it is. Thus, the inherent computing capabilites can be
exploited. One can divide a reservoir into three distinct
subsystems, the input layer, which corresponds to the
projection of the input information into the system, the
dynamical system itself that processes the information,
and the output layer, which is a linear combination of
the system’s states trained to predict an often time-
dependent task.

Many different realisations have been presented in the
last years, ranging from a bucket of water [4] over field
programmable gate arrays (FPGAs) [5] to dissociated
neural cell cultures [6], being used for satellite com-
munications [7], real-time audio processing [8,9], bit-
error correction for optical data transmission [10], am-
plitude of chaotic laser pulse prediction [11] and cross-
predicting the dynamics of an injected laser [12]. Es-
pecially opto-electronic [13,14] and optical setups [15,
16,17,18,19] were frequently studied because their high
speed and low energy consumption makes them prefer-
able for hardware realisations.

The interest in reservoir computing was refreshed when
Appeltant et al. showed a realisation with a single dy-
namical node under influence of feedback [20], which
introduced a time-multiplexed reservoir rather than a
spatially extended system. A schematic sketch is shown
in Fig. 1. In general the delay architecture slows down
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Fig. 1: Schematic sketch of time-multiplexed reser-
voir computing scheme. The input is preprocessed by
multiplication with a mask that induces the time-
multiplexing and is then electrically injected. The laser
in our case is governed by a Hopf normal form. The
output dimension of the system is in this example 4.

the information processing speed but reduces complex-
ity of the hardware. Many neuron based, electrome-
chanical, opto-electronic and photonic realisations [21,
22,23,24,25,26] showed the capabilites from time-series
predictions [27,28] over an equalization task on nonlin-
early distorted signals [29] up to fast word recognition
[30]. More general analysis showed the general and task-
independent computational capabilities of semiconduc-
tor lasers [31]. A broad overview is given in [32,33].

In this paper we perform a numerical analysis of the
recall capabilities and the computing performance of
a simple nonlinear oscillator, modelled by a Hopf nor-
mal form, with delayed feedback. We calculate the to-
tal memory capacity as well as the linear and nonlinear
contributions using the method derived by Dambre et
al. in [34].

The paper is structured as follows. First, we shortly
explain the concept of time-multiplexed reservoir com-
puting and give a short overview of the method used for
calculating the memory capacity. After that we present
our results and discuss the impact of the delay time
on the performance and the different nonlinear recall
contributions.

2 Methods

Traditionally, reservoir computing was realised by ran-
domly connecting nodes with simple dynamics (for ex-
ample the tanh-function [1]) to a network, which was
then used to process information. The linear estimator
of the readouts is then trained to approximate a target,
e.g. predict a time-dependent task. The network thus
transforms the input into a high dimensional space in
which the linear combination can be used to seperate
different inputs, i.e. to classify the given data.

In the traditional reservoir computing setup a reac-
tion from the system s, = (Sin,S2n,-..,50un) € RM
is recorded together with the corresponding input u,
and the target o,. In this case n is the index for the

n-th input-output training datapoint, ranging from 1
to N, and M is the dimension of the measured system
states. The goal for the reservoir computing paradigm
is to approximate the target o,, as close as possible with
linear combinations of the states s,, for all input-output
pairs n, meaning that Zj\m4:1 Wi Smn = On = 0y, for all
n, where w = (wy,ws, ..., wy) € RM are the weights
to be trained. We want to find the best solution for

$-W=o, (1)

where s € RY x RM is the state matrix defined by all
systemistate reactions s, to their corresponding inputs
Up, W are the weights to train and o € R¥ is the vector
of targets to be approximated. This is equivalent to a
least square problem which is analytically solved by [35]

w=(s"5)""s"o. (2)

The capability of the system to approximate the target
task can be quantified by the normalized root mean
square difference between the approximated answers 6,,
and the targets o,

where NRMSE is the normalized root mean-square er-
ror of the target task with var(o) being the variance of
the target values o = (01,09,...,0x) and N the num-
ber of sample points. An NRMSE of 1 indicates that the
system is not capable of approximating the task better
than approximating the mean value, a value NRMSE=0
indicates that it is able to compute the task perfectly.
For a successful operation N > M needs to be fulfilled,
where M is the number of output weights w,, and N
is the number of training data points. This corresponds
to a training data set of size N being significantly big-
ger than the possible output dimension M to prevent
overfitting.

Appeltant et. al. introduced in [20] a time multiplexed
scheme for applying the reservoir computing paradigm
on a dynamical system with delayed feedback. In this
case, the measured states for one input-output pair re-
action s, = (S1n, S2n, - - - , San) are recorded at different
times t,,, = t, + ml, with m =1,2,..., M, where ¢, is
the time at which the n-th input u,, is fed into the sys-
tem. 6 is describing the distance between two recorded
states of the system and is called the virtual node sep-
aration time. The time between two inputs t,11 — t, is
called the clock cycle T and describes the period length
in which one input u,, is applied to the system. To get
different reactions between two virtual nodes a time-
multiplexed masking process is applied. The informa-
tion fed into the system is preprocessed by multiplying
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a T-periodic mask g on the inputs (see sketch Fig. 1),
which is a piecewise constant function consisting of M
intervalls, each of length 6. This corresponds to the in-
put weights in the spatially extended system with the
difference that now the input weights are distributed
over time.

Dambre et al. showed in [34] that the computational
capability of a system can be quantified completely via
a complete orthonormal set of basis functions on a se-
quence of inputs u, = (..., Up_2,Up_1,Uu,) at time n.
In this case the index indicates the input An time steps
ago. The goal is to investigate how the system trans-
forms the inputs u,. For this the chosen basis func-
tions z(u,), forming a Hilbert space, are constructed
and used to describe every possible transformation on
the inputs u,. The system’s capability to approximate
these basis functions is evaluated. Consider the follow-
ing examples: The function z(u,) = u,_s is chosen as a
task o,. This is a transformation of the input sequence
5 steps back. The question this task asks is, how well
the system can remember the input 5 steps ago. An-
other case would be o, = z(u,) = up_su,—2, asking
how well it can perform the nonlinear transformation
of multiplying the input 5 steps into the past with the
input 2 steps into the past. A useful quantity to mea-
sure the capability of the system is the capacity defined
as

C =1 — NRMSE?. (4)

A value of 1 corresponds to the system being perfectly
capable of approximating the transformation task and
0 corresponds to no capability at all. A simpler method,
giving equal results like Eq. (4) developed by Dambre
et al. in [34] to calculate C is given by

os(sTs)"tsTo

S Nt (5)
o]l

where T indicates the transpose of a matrix and ~! the
inverse. We use Eq. (5) to calculate the memory capac-
ity.

In this paper we use finite products of normalized Leg-
endre polynomials Py, as a full basis of the constructed
Hilbert space for each input step combination. d is the
order of the used Legendre polynomial and An the An-
th step into the past passed as value to the Legendre
polynomial. Multiplying a set of those Legendre poly-
nomials gives the target task y¢4,,}, which yields (see
example below for clarification)

y{(iAn} = HAnPdAn (qun) (6)

This is directly taken from [34]. It is important that
the inputs to the system are uniformly distributed ran-
dom numbers u,,, which are independent and identically

drawn in [—1, 1] to match the used normalized Legendre
polynomials. To calculate the memory capacity MC?
for a degree d, a summation over all possible past input
sets is done

MC? = Z C?An}? (7)
{An}

where {An} is the set of past input steps, C?An} is the
capacity of the system to approximate a specific trans-
formation task z{an}(u,) and d is the degree of all Leg-
endre polynomials combined in the task z{a,}(uy). In
the example from above with z;_5 _2y(u,) = tp—5un_2,
it is d = 2 and {An} = {5, —2}. For d = 1 we get the
well known linear memory capacity. To compute the to-
tal memory capacity, a summation over all degrees d is
done.

D
MC =Y McC* (8)

d=1

Dambre et al. showed in [34] that the M C' is limited by
the readout-dimension M, given here by the number of
virtual nodes Ny .

The simulation was written in C+4 with standard li-
braries used except for linear algebra calculations, which
were calculated via the library ” Armadillo”. A Runge-
Kutta 4th order method was applied to integrate nu-
merically the delay-differential equation given by Eq.
(10) with an integration step At = 0.01 in time units
of the system. First, the system was simulated with-
out any inputs to let transients decay. Afterwards a
buffer time was applied with 100000 inputs, that were
excluded from the training process. Then, the train-
ing and testing process itself was done with 250000
inputs to have sufficient statistics. The tasks are con-
structed via Eq. (6) and the corresponding capacities
Cf{’l Any Were calcualated via Eq. (5). All possible combi-
nations of the Legendre polyomials up to degree D = 10
and An = 1000 input steps into the past were consid-
ered. C’f An} below 0.001 were excluded because of finite
statistics. To calcuate the inverse, the Moore—Penrose
pseudoinverse from the C++ linear algebra library ” Ar-
madillo” was used.

We characterize the performance of our nonlinear os-
cillator by evaluating the total memory capacity MC,
the contributions MC? as well as the NRMSE of the
NARMA10 task. The latter is a benchmark test and
combines memory and nonlinear transformations. It is
given by an iterative formula

9
Api1 = 0.34, +0.054, (Z An_i> + 1.5up gty + 0.1.

- (9)
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Table 1: Parameters used in the simulation if not stated
otherwise.

Parameter Description Value
A pump rate —0.02
n input strength 0.01
w free running frequency 0.0
¥ nonlinearity —0.1
K feedback strength 0.1
0 feedback phase 0.0
Nvy Number of virtual nodes 50
T Input period time 80

Here, A, is an iteratively given number and u,, is an in-
dependent and identically drawn uniformly distributed
random number in [0,0.5]. The reservoir is driven by
the random numbers u,, and has to be able to predict
the value of A, 41, o = A. The reservoir we use for
our analysis is a Stuart-Landau oscillator, also called
Hopf normal form [36], with delayed feedback. This is
a generalized model applicable for all systems operated
close to a Hopf bifurcation, i.e. close to the onset of in-
tensity oscillations. One example would be a laser op-
erated closely above threshold [37]. A derivation from
the Class B rate equations is shown in the Appendix.
The equation of motion is given by

Z =\ +ngl +iw+Z*Z + ke Z(t — 1), (10)

and was taken from [18]. Here, Z is a complex dynam-
ical variable (in the case of a laser |Z|? resembles the
intensity), A is a dimensionless pump rate, 7 the input
strength of the information fed into the system via elet-
rical injection, g is the masking function, I is the input,
w is the frequency with which the dynamical variable
Z rotates in the complex plane without feedback (in
case of a laser, this is the frequency of the emitted laser
light), v the nonlinearity in the system, x is the feed-
back strength, ¢ the feedback phase and 7 the delay
time. The corresponding parameters used in the simu-
lations are found in Tab. 1 if not stated otherwise.

3 Results

To get a first impression about how the system can re-
call inputs from the input sequence

u, = (..Up—2,Up_1,Uy), we show the linear recall ca-
pacities C’% Any i Fig. 2. Here, each set of all inputs
{An} consists of only one input step An, because d = 1
for which z{a,)(u,) consists of the Legendre polyno-
mial P;(tun—An) = Un—an. The capacities C%An} are
plotted over the step An to be recalled for 3 different
delay times 7 (blue, orange and green in Fig. 2) while
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Fig. 2: C%An} as defined in Eq. 7 plotted over the An-th
input step to recall for 3 different delay times 7. The
input period time 7" = 80.

the input period time T is kept fixed to 80 and the read-
out dimensions Ny to 50. These timescale parameters
were chosen to fit the characteristic timescale of the sys-
tem, such that the time between two virtual nodes 6 is
long enough for the system to react, but short enough
such that the speeding process is still as high as possi-
ble. For input period times T' = 7 (the blue solid line
in Fig. 2) a high capacity is achieved for a few recall
steps after which the recallability drops steadily down
to 0 at about the 15-th step (An = 15) to recall. This
changes when the input period time reaches values of
3 times the delay time 7 = 3T (the orange solid line
in Fig. 2). Here, the linear recallability C% An} oscillates
between high and low values as a function of n, while its
envelope steadily decreases until it reaches 0 at around
the 35-th (An = 35) step to be recalled. Considering
that 7 = 3T is a resonance between the input period
time T and the delay time 7, one can also take a look
at the case for off-resonant setups, which is shown by
the green solid line in Fig. 2 with 7 ~ 3.067". This pa-
rameter choice shows a similar behavior as the T' = 37
one but with higher capacities for short recall steps and
a faster decay of the recallability at around the 29-th
(An = 29) step.

To get a more complete picture, we evaluated the linear
capacity C{1 An} and quadratic capacities C? An} of the
system and depicted these as a heatmap over the de-
lay time 7 and the input steps in Fig. 3 for a constant
input period time T. The x-axis indicates the An-th
step to be recalled while the delay time 7 is varied from
bottom to top on the y-axis. In Fig. 3(a) the linear ca-
pacities C’% Amr are shown, for which the red horizontal
solid lines indicate the scan from Fig. 2 One can see a
continuous capacity C’{1 An} for 7 < 2T which forks into
rays of certain recallable steps An that linearly increase
with the delay time 7. This implies that specific steps
An can be remembered while others inbetween are for-
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Fig. 3: (a) Linear capacity C% An} plotted colorcoded
over the delay time 7 and the input steps An to re-
call. Parameters as given in Tab. 1. The red horizontal
solid lines indicate the scan from Fig. 2. (b) Quadratic
pure capacity C’{Qi’n}. (¢) Combination of two legendre
polynomials of degree 1 indicating the capabiltiy of non-
linear transformations of the form w_ ap, u—An,. Here
Any of the first polynomial is plotted while between
two Anq-steps Ans is increased from 0 to 45 steps into
the past. Yellow indicates good while blue and black in-
dicates bad recallability. The input period time T" = 80.

gotten, a crucial limitation to the performance of the
system. Generally the number of steps into the past
that can be remembered increases with 7(at constant
T), while on the other hand also the gaps inbetween the
recallable steps increase. Thus, the total memory capac-
ity stays constant. This will be discussed later in Fig. 4.
In Fig. 3(b) the pure quadratic capacity C?fn} is plot-
ted within the same parameter space as in the Fig. 3(a).
Pure means that only Legendre polynomials of degree 2,
i.e. Py(up—an) = 3(3u?_ 5, —1) were considered, rather
than also considering combinations of two Legendre
polynomials of degree 1, i.e. P (un—an,)P1(Un—nn,) =
Un— An, Un— An,- In the graph one can see the same be-
haviour as for the linear capacities C{lAn} (Fig. 3(a)),
but with less rays and thus less steps that can be re-
membered from the past. This indicates that the dy-
namical system is not as effective in recalling inputs
and additionally transforming them nonlinearily as it
is in just recalling them linearily. For the full quadratic
nonlinear transformation capacity, all combinations of
two Legendre polynomials of degree 1 for different in-
put steps into the past have to be considered, i.e.

P (tn—an, ) P1(Un—Any) = Un—An; Un—An,-

This is shown in Fig. 3(c). Again, the capacities C,,,,
are depicted as a heatmap and the delay time 7 is varied
along the y-axis. This time the x-axis shows the steps of
the first Legendre polynomial An,, while inbetween two
ticks of the x-axis, the second Legendre polynomial’s
step Any is scanned from 0 up to 45 steps into the past.
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Fig. 4: Total memory capacity M C as defined by Eq.
8 (blue) and memory capacities MC1234 of degree 1
to 4 (orange, green, red, violet) plotted over the delay
time 7 for the same parameters as in Fig. 3. Resonances
between the clock cycle T' and the delay time 7 are
depicted as vertical red and green dashed lines. One
can see the loss in memory capacity at the resonances,
especially for degree 2. Higher order transformations
with d > 3 are more effective in the regime where 7 <
1.5T.

For the steps of the second Legendre polynomial Ang
the capacity exhibits the same behaviour as already
discussed for Fig. 3(a) and (b). This does also apply
to the first Legendre polynomial which induces inter-
ference patterns in the capacity space of the two com-
bined legendre polynomials. The red dashed lines high-
light the ray behaviour of the first Legendre polynomial.
We therefore learn that the performance of a reservoir
computer described by a Hopf normal form with de-
lay drastically depends on the task. There are certain
nonlinear transformation combinations u_ An, 4— An, of
the inputs u_ a,, and u_a,, which cannot be approxi-
mated due to the missing memory at specific steps. To
overcome these limitations it would be recommended to
use multiple systems with different parameters to com-
pensate for each other.

To fully characterize the computational capabilities of
our reservoir computer, a full analysis of the degree d
memory capacities M C? and the total memory capac-
ity MC as defined in Eq. (8) is done. The results are
depicted in Fig. 4(a) as a function of the delay time
7. All other parameters are fixed as in Fig. 3. The or-
ange solid line in Fig. 4 referes to the linear, the green,
red and violet lines to the quadratic, cubic and quartic
memory capacity MC1234 respectively. The blue solid
line shows the total memory capacity M C summed up
over all degrees up to 10. Dambre et al. showed in [34]
that the MC is limited by the number of read-out di-
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Fig. 5: (a) Linear memory capacity MC*! plotted colorcoded over the delay time 7 and the input period time T'. (b)
Degree 2, MC2. (c) Total memory capacity, MC. (d) Degree 3, MC3. (e) Degree 4, MC*. (f) NARMAT10 prediction

error NRMSE.

mensions and equals it when all read-out dimensions are
linearly independent. In our case the read-out dimen-
sion is given by the number of virtual nodes Ny = 50.
Nevertheless, the total memory capacity MC' starts at
around 15 for a very short time delay with respect to
the input period time 7. This low value arises from
the fact that a short delay induces a high correlation
between the responses of the dynamical system which
induces highly linearly dependent virtual nodes. This
is an important general result that has to be kept in
mind for all delay based reservoir computing systems:
With 7 < 1.5T the capability of the reservoir com-
puter is partially waisted. Increasing the delay time 7
also increases the total memory capacity M C' reaching
the upper bound of 50 at around 1.5 times the input
period time 7.

For 7 > 1.5T an interesting behaviour emerges. De-
picted by the vertical red dashed lines are multiples of
the input period time T at which the total memory ca-
pacity MC drops again significantly to around 40. A
drop in the linear memory capacity was discussed in
the paper by Stelzer et al. [38] and explained by the
fact that resonances between the delay time 7 and the
input period time T concludes in a sparse connection
between the virtual nodes. Our results now show that
this effects the total memory capacity M C, by mainly
reducing the quadratic memory capacity MC?. At the
resonances the quadratic nonlinear transformation ca-
pability of the system is reduced. To conclude, delay
based reservoir computing systems should be kept off
the resonances between 7" and 7 to maximize the com-
putational capability. A suprising result is that for the

chosen Hopf nonlinearity the linear memory capacity
MC" is only slightly influenced by the resonances. A
result from Dambre et al. in [34] and analysed by In-
ubushi et al. in [39] showed that a trade-off between
the linear recallability and the nonlinear transforma-
tion capability exists. This is clearly only the case if
the theoretical limit of the total memory capacity MC
is reached and kept constant, thus every change in the
linear memory capacity MC' has to induce a change
in the nonlinear memory capacities MC¢, d > 1. In
the case of resonances, a decrease in the total memory
capacity MC' happens and thus this loss can be dis-
tributed in any possible way over the different memory
capacities MC?. In our case, we see that the influence
on the quadratic memory capacity MC? is highest.
The system is capable of a small amount of cubic trans-
formations, depicted by the solid red line in Fig. 4(a),
which also decreases at the resonances in a similar way
as the quadratic contribution does. Higher order mem-
ory capacities MC?, with d > 3, have only small con-
tributions for short delay times 7, dropping to 0 for
increased time delay 7. A possible explanation is the
fact that short delays induce an interaction of the last
input directly with itself for £ = % times, depending
on the ratio between 7 and T. As a result, short delay
times 7 enable highly nonlinear tasks in expense of a
lower total memory capacity M C.

For more insights into the computing capabilities of our
nonlinaer oscillator we now also discuss the NARMA10
time series prediction task, shown in Fig. 4(b). Com-
paring the memory capacities MC? to the NARMA10
computation error NRMSE in 4(b), a small increase in
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the NARMA10 NRMSE can be seen at the resonances
with n7 = mT, where n € [0,1,2...] and m € [0,1,2...].
For a systematic characterization a scan of the input
period time T and the delay time 7 was done and the
total memory capacity MC (Fig. 5(c)), the memory ca-
pacities of degrees 1-4 MC1234 (Fig. 5(a,b,d,e)) and
the NARMA10 NRMSE (Fig. 5(f)) were plotted color-
coded over the two timescales. This is an extension of
the results of R6hm et al. in [19], where only the lin-
ear memory capacity and the NARMA10 computation
error were analysed. For short time delays 7 and pe-
riod input times 7" the memory capacities of degree 1-3
MC"?3 and the total memory capacity MC' are signif-
icantly below the theoretical limit of 50 as already seen
in the results from Fig. 4, while the NARMA10 NRMSE
also has high errors of around 0.8. This comes from the
fact that short input period times 7T also mean short
virtual node distances 6, which induces a high linear
correlation between the read-out dimensions. Degree 4
on the other hand only has values as long as T' > 7,
a result coming from the fact that the input u,, has to
interact with itself to get a transformation of degree
4. A possible explanation comes from the fact that the
dynamical system itself is not capable of transforma-
tions higher than degree 3, since the highest order in
Eq. (10) is 3. If the delay time 7 and the input period
time T are long enough the total memory capacity MC
reaches 50 with exceptions of resonances between 7 and
T'. These resonances are also seen in the NARMAI10
NRMSE for which higher errors occur. Looking at the
memory capacity of degree 1 and 2 M C"? and compar-
ing it with the NARMA10 NRMSE one can see a ten-
dency in which the NARMA10 NRMSE is lowest where
both have the highest capacities, raising from the fact
that the NARMA10 task is highly dependent on linear
memory and quadratic nonlinear transformations. This
can also be seen in the area below the 7 = T-resonance.
To conclude, one can use the parameter dependencies
of the memory capacities M C? to make predictions of
the reservoirs capability to approximate certain tasks.

4 Conclusions

We analysed the memory capacities and nonlinear trans-
formation capabilities of a reservoir computer consist-
ing of an oscillatory system with delayed feedback op-
erated close to a Hopf bifurcation, i.e. a paradigmatic
model also applicable for lasers close to threshold. We
systematically varied the timescales and found regions
of high and low reservoir computing performing abili-
ties. Resonances between the information input period
time T and the delay time 7 should be avoided to fully

utilize the natural computational capability of the non-
linear oscillator. A ratio of 7 = 1.67" was found to be the
optimal for the computed memory capacities, resulting
in a good NARMA10 task approximation. Furthermore,
it was shown, that the recallability for high delay times
7> T is restricted to specific past inputs, which rules
out certain tasks. By computing the memory capacities
of a Hopf normal form, one can make general assump-
tions about the reservoir computing capabilities of any
system operated close to a Hopf bifurcation. This signif-
icantly helps in understanding and predicting the task
dependence of reservoir computers.
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and introduce a complex factor v = —(1 4 i) that scales the
nonlinearity
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By addding feedback ke®Z(t — T) to the system one arrives
at Eq. (10).
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