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Phase holonomy underlies puzzling temporal patterns in Kuramoto models
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We present a geometric investigation of curious dynamical behaviors previously reported in Kuramoto models
with two sub-populations. Our study demonstrates that chimeras and traveling waves in such models are
associated with the birth of geometric phase. Although manifestations of geometric phase are frequent in
various fields of Physics, this is the first time (to our best knowledge) that such a phenomenon is exposed in
ensembles of Kuramoto oscillators or, more broadly, in complex systems.
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Kuramoto models display surprising spatio-
temporal patterns even in seemingly simple se-
tups. Two notable examples of this kind are
the chimera state! and the traveling wave in the
conformists-contrarians model’. The existence
of these stable equilibrium states in Kuramoto
models with two sub-populations have been
shown analytically using the Watanabe-Strogatz
reduction? and group-theoretic approach?.

At the first glance, it looks like these equilibria
are stationary up to rotations: both the chimera
and the traveling wave undergo a cyclic evolution,
preserving their shape and coherence.

We demonstrate that this stationarity is decep-
tive. Although densities rotate, motions of indi-
vidual oscillators are more complicated. This ob-
servation unveils impact of a ”hidden variable”:
the ensemble exhibits a phase shift which is not a
simple rotation. This hidden variable can be re-
garded as a novel manifestation of the geometric
phase. Indeed, the phase shift arises from the ge-
ometric phenomenon of (an)holonomy from par-
allel translations for a connection on circle bundle
with the holonomy group SU(1,1). This precisely
fits into the mathematical framework that under-
lies the notion of geometric phase in Physics.

This unveils a geometric subtlety associated
with intriguing temporal patterns in Kuramoto
models with two sub-populations. Finally, we
extend our analysis to recently reported travel-
ing waves in conformists-contrarians models on
spheres’. We demonstrate that the emergence of
these higher-dimensional traveling waves is asso-
ciated with non-Abelian geometric phases which
belong to the special orthogonal groups SO(d).
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I. INTRODUCTION

Ensembles of Kuramoto oscillators display various in-
triguing spatio-temporal patterns. This has been ob-
served in numerical studies soon after Kuramoto intro-
duced his model¥. The foundation for theoretical inves-
tigations of these patterns and related phenomena has
been laid by Watanabe and Strogatz®. Their result, now
commonly known as WS reduction, facilitates mathe-
matical analysis of simple networks of Kuramoto oscil-
lators by unveiling hidden symmetries and inferring low-
dimensional dynamics on invariant submanifolds.

Later findings led to deeper understanding of symme-
tries and constants of motion in Kuramoto models?. An-
alytic results have been obtained not only for ensembles
with identical intrinsic frequencies, but also for hetero-
geneous ensembles (where frequencies are sampled from
certain prescribed probability distributions)!.

Overall, group-theoretic and geometric investigations
of spatio-temporal patterns in Kuramoto networks
evolved into a very intriguing research direction. In
our point of view, three aspects are of particular sig-
nificance. First, connections between collective mo-
tions of Kuramoto oscillators and some classical math-
ematical theories, such as complex analysis, potential
theory, hyperbolic geometry?®¥,  Studies of Kuramoto
models on spheres (and other manifolds) require a de-
manding and less investigated mathematical apparatus,
thus presenting new challenges to researchers. Second,
the group-theoretic approach enables rigorous analysis
of some counter-intuitive dynamical behaviors in simple
networks. Third, it has a potential to unveil unexpected
relations with some other fields of Physics, where sym-
metries play a central role.

The present paper is a continuation of investigations
initiated by the authors™. We focus on two well-
known analytically solvable models that exhibit puzzling
dynamical phenomena. The first phenomenon is the
chimera state, reported by Abrams et al¥ The second
is traveling wave (TW) in the conformists-contrarians
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(conf-contr) model, studied by Hong and Strogatz.
Finally, we briefly address traveling waves arising in
conf-contr models on spheres, recently reported by the
authors?.

We demonstrate that these counter-intuitive dynami-
cal behaviors are associated with a geometric subtlety.
A closer look unveils that motions of traveling waves (in-
cluding the chimera, since it also appears in the form of
TW) are deceptively simple, and in order to understand
these phenomena, one needs to investigate dynamics on
the full space. Configuration space for TW’s is a non-
principal circle bundle acted on by group PSU(1,1) =
SU(1,1)/ £ I. Parallel translation for a connection on
this bundle gives rise to the phase shift on the circle that
is not a simple rotation. From the point of view of the-
oretical physics, this phase shift can be regarded as a
particular manifestation of the phenomenon named geo-
metric phase.

The notion of geometric phase refers to various effects
observed in different fields of Physics. The best known
manifestations are in quantum physics, including the fa-
mous Berry phase*? and the Aharonov-Anandan phaset.

However, geometric phases are widespread in classical
physics as well. Related phenomena have been reported
long before Berry’s work, we refer to a brief survey on
prehistory of his phase!d. One example of the classical
mechanical system that exhibits geometric phase is Fou-
cault’s pendulum®.

Although seemingly unrelated, all manifestations of
the geometric phase can be explained through geometric
concept of holonomy (also called anholonomy) resulting
from the parallel transport. This mathematical point of
view on geometric phases has been exposedi® immedi-
ately after the seminal Berry’s papert4.

In the next Section we briefly explain two models
and their puzzling equilibrium states that are explored
here. We also present some preliminary simulation re-
sults, which indicate that these collective behaviors are
more complicated than they appear at the first glance.
In Section [[II] we reduce the dynamics to the group of
Mobius transformations and its orbits. Sections [V] and
[Vl present a numerical and analytic study of a geomet-
ric subtlety underlying the emergence of TW’s in ([l) and
@). In Section[VIlwe expose the effect of phase holonomy
even in the simplest ensemble of identical, globally cou-
pled oscillators. Section[VIIlcontains a brief discussion on
analogies with cyclic evolution on the invariant manifold
of coherent states in quantum physics. In this analogy,
the Poisson manifold corresponds to the manifold of co-
herent states. Section [VIIIl deals with TW’s that arise
in the conf-contr models on spheres. It is shown that
TW’s on spheres are associated with SO(d) non-Abelian
geometric phases. Finally, Section [X] contains several
concluding remarks.
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FIG. 1. Evolution of real order parameters of the two sub-
populations in ([I) as the system evolves towards the stable
chimera state. It shows that ra — 1, while rg — const =
0.63. Obtained by solving () for 2N = 500 oscillators and
parameter values = 0.623, v = 0.377, 3 = § — 0.1

Il. MODELS AND PUZZLES
A. Stable chimera in the solvable chimera model

We start with the solvable chimera model, introduced
and analyzed by Abrams et al” This model describes an
ensemble consisting of two sub-populations, denoted by
A and B:

dg Ky &
d—tj =w+ Z %Zsm(@f —h=8), (1)
k=A,B i=1

where [ = A, B and j = 1, N. Total number of oscillators
is 2N (N in each sub-population). All oscillators have
equal intrinsic frequencies, denoted by w € R, and the
coupling includes a global phase shift 8. Furthermore,
Kaa and Kpp are coupling strengths within each sub-
population, while K45 and Kp4 are coupling strengths
between pairs of oscillators that belong to different sub-
populations. We assume that Kaa = Kpp = u, Kap =
Kps = v and p > v. This means that all pairwise
couplings are symmetric, the coupling strengths within
each sub-population are the same, but pairwise couplings
between oscillators from different sub-populations are
weaker than those between oscillators belonging to the
same sub-population.

It has been shown that (Il) admits a peculiar chimera
state!, a stable equilibrium in which one sub-population
is fully synchronized, while the second sub-population
remains only partially synchronized with constant real
order parameter, see Figure [l Since the model is sym-
metric w.r. to permutation of sub-populations, it admits
two symmetric chimera states; one in which A is synchro-
nized and B desynchronized, and the second vice versa.
In addition, both sub-populations travel along the circle,
preserving the constant angle between them (this equi-
librium value of the angle depends on parameters p — v
and (). This state has been named stable chimera'.

In whole, emergence of chimera in () is unexpected
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FIG. 2. Evolution of angles between oscillators as the system () evolves towards stable chimera state (for the same parameter
values as in Figure[Ilt (a) cosine of angle between a random oscillator from desynchronized sub-population and the synchronized
sub-population and (b) cosine between two random oscillators from desynchronized sub-population.

and even counter-intuitive. Nevertheless, rigorous math-
ematical analysis based on the WS reduction demon-
strates that such an equilibrium exists and it is stable
(although the question of its stability within the full state
space is quite subtle!?). The dynamics in this equilibrium
state look trivial at the first glance. Desynchronized sub-
population is organized into TW that performs simple ro-
tations, preserving its shape and the coherence. Hence,
it looks like a stationary (up to rotations) equilibrium.
The angle between two sub-populations (i.e. between
their densities) is constant.

In addition to TW as a whole (macroscopic dynam-
ics), one can also observe the microscopic dynamics of
individual oscillators. In Figure 2] we depict cosines be-
tween (randomly chosen) individual oscillators. Unex-
pectedly, it turns out that the angle between a random
oscillator from desynchronized sub-population and the
synchronized sub-population is not constant. Instead, it
oscillates as shown in Figure Zh). Figure 2b) shows that
an angle between two random oscillators from desynchro-
nized sub-population also exhibits oscillations.

These findings seem surprising and indicate that sim-
plicity of collective motions is deceptive.

We conclude that complicated motions of individual
oscillators coalesce into simple rotations of their density.
One might ask how is this possible. This question will
be investigated in sections [IIl and [Vl First, we make
some preparations by rewriting the system () in new
variables zj =e%i,l=AB

=iz’ fi+iwzk+if, j=TN,1=AB, (2)

where f4 and fp are complex-valued coupling functions
defined as

N
Jfa= WZ“‘H-—@“’ZE;B,
j=1
. N N
f :ﬂeiﬁ253+£ezﬁ25A
PTONT &7 TONT AT

Notations w in the above equations stand for the conju-

gate of a complex number w.
Introduce centroids (centers

populations A and B:

of mass) of sub-

N

Yout =

J=1

1 N
Jj=1

1
N

Then the above expressions for coupling functions are
simplified to

fa= %ezﬁ(MCA +vCp), fp=5¢"(ulp +1vCa). (3)

Substituting @) into (@) yields the solvable chimera
model [{I). Complex variables zf, ZjB are more conve-
nient for our further exposition, since such notations em-
phasize that we deal with the dynamical system on the
circle (or on two-dimensional torus T? = S! x S!, with

one circle for each sub-population).

B. TW in the conf-contr model

The second model describes two sub-populations with
mixed (positive and negative) pairwise interactions. Os-
cillators from the first sub-population (” conformists”) are
attracted to all the others, while those belonging to the
second sub-population (”contrarians”) are repulsed by
all the others. The governing equations for this model,
named the conformists-contrarians model, read as

M N
¢ =w + 315y <Zl sin(ip; — 7)) + 3 sin(e; %D))v
= 1=
j=1,...,M;

.D K M . C N . D
¢F =w + 8% < 1bln(%0 e7) + lem(% —¥i ))’
= =

j=1,...,N,

(4)
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FIG. 3. Evolution of real order parameters rc and rp as the
system (@) evolves towards the traveling wave state. Obtained
by solving @) with N = 500 oscillators and parameter values

p=05, Ko =07, Kp = —0.3.

where Ko > 0 and Kp < 0. Hence, there are M + N
oscillators in total, out of which there are M ”con-
formists” and N ”contrarians”, denoted by subscripts C'
and D, respectively. Denote by p = M/(M + N) the
portion of conformists in the whole population, and by
qg= N/(M + N) =1 — p the portion of contrarians. Un-
derline that all oscillators are assumed to have identical
intrinsic frequencies.

The model @) has been analytically studied using the
WS reduction®. It has been proven that ) admits four
different equilibria depending on two parameters K¢/ Kp
and p. The most interesting is TW, the stable equilib-
rium state in which conformists are perfectly synchro-
nized (r¢ = 1), while contrarians are only partially syn-
chronized with constant real order parameter 0 < rp < 1.
Both sub-populations rotate along the circle, preserving
the constant angle between them. In other words, the
angle 6 between synchronized conformists and the peak
of TW consisting of contrarians is constant. In addition,
this is the only equilibrium in (@] which is not antipodal:
equilibrium value of the angle 0 is strictly less than .
Figure[3] demonstrates the evolution of real order param-
eters r¢ and rp as the system evolves towards the TW
state.

In order to get the first insight into this equilibrium
state, we simulate (@) and observe (cosines of) angles
between random oscillators. The oscillatory dynamics
shown in Figure @] indicates once again that microscopic
dynamics (individual contrarians) are more complicated
than macroscopic ones (density of contrarians).

For further analysis it is convenient to pass to complex

variables zé = ei“"é, [ = C, D and rewrite the system ()
as

=i fi+iwsl +if,, j=1,N,1=C,D, (5)

where fo and fp are complex-valued coupling functions

given by:
fe= igc (péc + (1 —p)Cp),
iKp - B (6)
fp= (péc + (1 = p)Cp),

2
with K¢ > 0,Kp < 0.

IIl. DYNAMICS ON THE MOBIUS GROUP AND ITS
ORBITS

Analytic investigation of TW’s in ([l) and ) relies on
reduction of these systems to low-dimensional dynam-
ics. Consider the group of Mobius transformations (con-
formal mappings) of the complex plane. Let G be the
subgroup of those M6bius transformations that leave the
unit disc invariant. This subgroup consists of isometries
(in hyperbolic metric) of the unit disc. It is isomorphic
to the matrix group PSU(1,1) = SU(1,1)/ £ 1. We will
refer to the (sub)group G as Mébius group. Transfor-
mations from this group can be written in the following
form

ez + «

=TT aciy where z € C, |z| < 1. (7)

g(z
Parameters of this transformation are the angle ¢ €
[0,27] and the complex number a € C, |a| < 1. Real
dimension of the group manifold of G equals three. The
WS result reduces the collective dynamics in large ensem-
bles to the system of ODE’s for global variables o and
1. In other words, globally coupled ensemble of identi-
cal oscillators evolves by actions of the Mobius group?.
By slightly adapting this result we assert that each of
four sub-populations in models () and () evolve by ac-
tions of the Mobius group. We substantiate this in the
following two propositions.

Proposition 1. Consider the chimera model (2). There
exist two one-parametric families gi*, gf € G, such that

2 (t) = g{'(27(0)), and =7 = g/ (2] (0))

: Vj=T1,N.

Furthermore, parameters aa,Va,ap, ¥y of the families
gt and gP satisfy the following systems of ODE’s

{ &y = i( fiad + way + fi);:

Y = fiog +w+ fidy, ®

where the coupling functions fa and fp are given by (3).

Proposition 2. Consider the conformists-contrarians
model (). There exist two one-parametric families
g¢, 9P € G, such that

2 (t) = g7 (2(0)), and 2 = g/ (2] (0))

Vj=1,N.

Furthermore, parameters ac,¥c,ap,¥p of the families
g¢ and gP satisfy the systems of ODE’s (8), where the
coupling functions fo and fp are given by ([@).
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FIG. 4. Evolution of angles between oscillators as the system (@) evolves towards the traveling wave state (for the same
parameter values as in Figure Bt (a) cosine of the angle between a random contrarian and conformist and (b) cosine of the

angle between two random contrarians.

Propositions[Iland 2 state that each of systems () and
@) generate a trajectory in the Lie group G x G. The
equations in () are mutually coupled through complex-
valued functions fa, fp in the first model and f¢, fp
in the second. Therefore, the system evolves on orbits
of the group G x G. Since the corresponding group
manifold is six-dimensional, the evolution in each model
takes place on a six-dimensional invariant submanifold
(three-dimensional invariant submanifold for each sub-
population). This six-dimensional submanifold is deter-
mined by the initial state of the system (i.e. by initial
distribution of oscillators).

A. Reduced dynamics on the Poisson manifold

We will be interested in the special case when dynam-
ics are further reduced to four-dimensional invariant sub-
manifolds (that is - to two-dimensional submanifold for
each sub-population). This occurs if the initial distri-
bution of oscillators is uniform, as substantiated in the
following

Proposition 3. [4] Consider models (1)) and (4) in ther-
modynamic limit N — o0.

Suppose that initial distributions of oscillators belong-
ing to all sub-populations in models (1) and [F)) are uni-
form on the unit circle S*. (In other words, we assume
that initial distribution of all sub-populations are given by
the density function p;(0,) =1/27 forl= A, B,C,D.)

Then, distributions of oscillators in sub-populations
l = A B,C,D at each moment t are given by the fol-
lowing density functions

_ 1 1—7r}(t)
© 211 —2r(t) cos(p — Py (t)) + rE(t)

pi(t, ) 9)

Here, ay = r(t)e® M) 0 < ry(t) <1 and 0 < ¢ < 2.

Remark 1. Functions of the form (]) are classical objects
in complex analysis and potential theory, well known as
Poisson kernels. We treat (@) as densities of probability

distributions on the unit circle, parametrized by a point
a; = re® in the unit disc B2I® Therefore, the dimen-
sion of the invariant submanifold of probability measures
on S! with densities [@) equals two. We refer to this
submanifold as Poisson manifold.

Remark 2. Uniform measure and delta distributions are
two extreme cases of Poisson kernels, obtained for r; = 0
and the limit case r; — 1, respectively.

Remark 3. Complex number «; is the mean value (com-
plex order parameter) for the density (@) and 7, = |oy] is
the real order parameter for ().

IV. PHASE HOLONOMY IN TWO-POPULATIONS
KURAMOTO MODELS: SIMULATIONS

Group G operates on the unit circle S', on unit disc
B? and on space P(S') of probability measures on the
circle. Explicitly

g-z=g(2), if € S'UB?;

g 1(A) = g.u(A) = g~ (A)),

if u € P(S*) and A C S! is a Borel set. Hence, g.u
denotes a measure obtained by the action of ¢ € G on
the measure pu.

The state of sub-population | = A, B,C, D at a mo-
ment ¢ is represented by a probability measure p;(t) €
P(S1). Let 1;(0) be the initial state. From propositions
[ and 21 it follows that the state at each moment ¢ is a
certain Mobius transformation of the initial state:

() = gi ,pu(0).

Moreover, let p;(t1) and p(tz) be states of the sub-
population ! at moments ¢; and t3, respectively. Then
there exists a Mobius transformation that maps p;(t1)
into p;(t2). Denote this transformation by gfthtz]' Using
this notation we can write:

pi(ta) = gly, 1) wtua(t1)-



1.0t

0.5¢

0.0

-0.5¢

-1.0¢
-1.0 -0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0

FIG. 5. Path «(2000; ¢) in the unit disc for the stable chimera
state in (). Obtained for the same parameter values as in
Figure [T

Notice that g, ;) is the identity transformation for all .

In these refined notations the transformation g! is de-

noted as gfo 0 It is obvious from (@) that parameters

ap, | = A, B,C, D are images of zero under maps gf
that is:

0,1’

ai(t) = gj4(0), 1=A,B,C,D.

Finally, denote by «;(t1;t) images of zero under the maps
gftl 7t] :
ai(ti;t) = gf,, 4(0), 1=A,B,C,D.

Remark 4. It is obvious from (7)) that gf
rotation if and only if ay(¢15¢) = 0.

14 5@ simple

A. Phase holonomy in the solvable chimera model:
simulations

Here, we consider the stable chimera state in the model
(). Fully synchronized sub-population is denoted by A,
and desynchronized sub-population by B. Assuming that
initial distributions are uniform, Proposition [B] implies
that densities of both sub-populations are given by (@),
with 74(t) = 1 and 0 < rp(t) — const < 1 as t — oo.

At the first glance, the stable chimera state is station-
ary up to rotations, as the complex order parameter ap
evolves along the circle inside the unit disc B2. However,
simulation results shown in Figure 2l indicate that these
collective motions are deceptively simple.

In order to get a better insight, fix sufficiently large 17,
so that rg(t) = const for t > T;. At each moment ¢t >
Ti, based on positions of three oscillators, calculate the
transformation gﬁht] that acts on pup(T1). We observe

the image of zero under the transformation gﬁl 1 The

path ap(Th;t) = 9[]%1,15] (0) is depicted in Figure

If transformations acting on pp(7T1) would be simple
rotations, then «(73,t) would stay at zero at all times
t. Figure [Al demonstrates that this is not the case. How-
ever, one can notice that «(Th;t) repeatedly returns to
zero. We conclude that individual oscillators evolve by
transformations that are not simple rotations, but there
exists a sequence of moments 75, T3, ..., at which trans-
formations gﬁ1,T2]’gg17T3]’ ... are simple rotations.

B. Phase holonomy in the conf-contr model: simulations

We further examine the TW state in the conf-contr
model [@). In this equilibrium state conformists are fully
synchronized, while contrarians remain only partially
synchronized. Moreover, both sub-populations travel
around the circle, preserving the constant angle § < 7
between them.

It is assumed that initial distributions are uniform.
Then, due to Proposition B] densities at each moment
t are of the form ([@). In equilibrium, real order parame-
ters are constant: rc =1 and 0 < rp = const < 1.

We are interested in dynamics on the Mébius group G
which corresponds to the sub-population of contrarians.
Fix sufficiently large T4, so that rp(t) = const for t > T7.

Denote by g[D the transformation that acts on measure

Tt
up(Th) on time] interval [T7,t].

Figure [6] shows the path of ap(Ty;t) = g[[%ht] (0) in
the unit disc for t; = 2000. Observe that ap(71,t) also
repeatedly returns to zero. This means that contrarian
sub-population in the TW state does not perform sim-
ple rotations, but there exists a sequence of moments
Ty, T>, ... for which 9[%,%] , g%ﬁTa], ... are simple rotations.

C. Holonomy associated with TW'’s of Kuramoto
oscillators: discussion

Figures [B] and [6] confirm that cyclic evolution of TW’s
in () and (@) is associated with the phase shift. Mathe-
matically, this is explained as a holonomy on fiber bundle
of the group SU(1,1). The configuration space is G, and
the base space is the parameter space for the Poisson
manifold, which is identified with unit disc B2. This cor-
responds to the decomposition G/U(1) = B2, with fiber
bundle consisting of elements of the group U(1), that is
- of circles. Motions on orbits of the Mdbius group are
restricted to circles inside B2. However, horizontal lifts of
these circles are not closed loops in G. In fact, circles in
B2 traced by oy, | = B, D are projections of trajectories
restricted on tori in the group G.

The difference between motifs depicted in figures 5 and
6 unveils that parallel translations for a connection on the
fiber bundle G act differently on fibers for the chimera
state and TW.
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FIG. 6. Path «(2000;¢) in the unit disc for the traveling wave
state in (). Obtained for the same parameter values as in
Figure

V. PHASE HOLONOMY IN TWO-POPULATIONS
KURAMOTO MODELS: ANALYSIS

Now, we pass to the analytic study of the phase holon-
omy in two models. Starting from a certain moment
T, the real order parameters of desynchronized sub-
populations are constant: rp(t2) = rp(t1) and rp(t2) =
rp(t1) for all ¢t1,to > Ty. Therefore, densities perform
cyclic evolutions.

Fix 7 > T1 and denote by T the time interval of one
cyclic evolution starting from 7 (note that the evolutions
are not periodic, hence, T depends on 7). Using notations
from the previous Section, we can state it as follows

U(T+T) :ng)TJ,-T] */’L(T)7 l:B)D

In other words, p;(7 + T, ¢) = pi(7, ), so ) (t+T) =
®;(7) for Il = B, D.

Our goal in this Section is to evaluate the phase shift
i(t 4+ T) — (1) during one cycle.

A. Phase holonomy in the solvable chimera model:
analysis

We first analyze the system (] at time interval ¢ €
[r,7+T).

For the whole system (i.e. for both sub-populations)
the dynamics is restricted to the product G x G and given
by the system of ODE’s ([8). For ¢t > T} these dynamics
are restricted to an invariant 3-torus T3 C G x G. This
torus is parametrized by angles ® 4, ®p and ¥p. Since
ra(t) = 1 and rg(t) = const for t > 7, we have that
aa(t) = e®2® and ap(t) = rpe’®2®) . Substituting
into ) and discarding the equation for ¢4, we obtain

the dynamical system on T?

Dy = fae'® fw+ f_Ae_iin;
dp =rpfpe'®” +w+ = fpe "7, (10)
Yp =rpfpe'®? +w+rpfpe s,

We will focus on the dynamics on an invariant 2-torus
T? C G which is described by angles ®5 and g corre-
sponding to the desynchronized sub-population.

Substitute expressions @) for f4 and fp into ([I0).
Coupling functions f4 and fp depend on centroids (4
and (p. However, taking into account that we consider
dynamics on the Poisson manifold, centroids can be re-
placed by a4 and ap, respectively (see Remark Blin Sec-
tion [II). Imposing that the right hand side of ODE’s for
® 4 and & must be real, we find that

veos(Py — Pp — ) +rppcos B =0. (11)

Equality () is the necessary condition for the stable
chimera to exist?. Then the system on T? is rewritten as

(i)B:_g( 2B+1)sin6+w+

1
+ z(7"3 + —)sin(®a — P — 3); (12)
2 B
1/}3 = — ,ur2B sinf +w +vrpsin(®y — ®p — ).

By subtracting the first equation in (I2]) from the second,
we obtain ODE for the phase difference

L (s 0) = (v =) (v sin(4~ By ) - rppsin ).
B

Using (1)) and trigonometric identities, the above ODE
can be rearranged to get

%(1/13 —®p) = <7”B - i) -

rg ) cosf

sin(®4 — ®p).

Finally, integration over the time interval 1, 7+ T yields

Wp(T+T) = Pp(T+T)) = (¥p(r) - Pp(7)) =
T+T

1 v . (13)
= <7"B — E) o5 / sin(®4 — Op)dt.

T

It follows from (II) that the difference ® 4 — @ is con-
stant. Taking this into account, along with the fact that
Op(r+T)=Dp(r), ([T is rewritten as

sin(®4 — ®p).

(14)
Equality (4] gives the exact expression for the phase
shift in the stable chimera state during one cycle which
starts at the moment 7 > T (recall that T depends on

7).

Yp(t+T) —vp(r) = (TB _ i) vT

rg ) cosf3



B. Phase holonomy in the conf-contr model: analysis

We now consider the conf-contr model ). Just as in
the previous case, the WS dynamics for ¢ > T} are re-
stricted on invariant 3-torus T® C G x G, parametrized
by angles ®¢,®p and ¥p, where the subscript D cor-
responds to the contrarian sub-population. The system
of ODE’s is the same as (I0l), with the single difference
that subscripts A and B are replaced by C and D, re-
spectively.

Further, substitute the expressions (@) for fo and fp
(replacing (¢ and (p by ac and ap). Equating imagi-
nary parts of the right hand sides of ODE’s to zero we
get

cos(®p — D) = 1o (1 - %) (15)

which is precisely the necessary condition for the TW
state?.

Then the system for variables @ and v p is rewritten
as

by = (’)"D—F%)I)KTDSiH((I)D—(I)C)‘Fw
(16)

¥p = pKprp sin(®c — ®p) +w
and the difference between two phases satisfies

d _pKD<

E(K/JD —®p) = rp + i) sin(®c — Pp).

D

Finally, integration of the last ODE over the time cycle
[, 7+ T yields

Wp(r+T) = @p(r+T)) = (Wp(r) = Pp(7)) =
T+T

17
= p‘K_D (TD 4 i) / sin(®c — ®p)dt. a7)
2 D

T

Just as in the previous subsection, taking into account
that ®p — P is constant and that Pp(r+T) = Pp(7),
we find that

TK 1 .
Yp(t+T) —wD(T) _P 5 D (T‘D + E) sin(®¢ —‘I)D).
(18)
This is the expression for the phase shift during one cy-

cle of TW in the conf-contr model (4]) starting from the
moment 7.

VI. PHASE HOLONOMY IN THE SINGLE
POPULATON MODEL

In sections[[V]and [V] we have exposed that unexpected
stable equilibria in two-populations Kuramoto networks
are associated with phase holonomy. However, Kuramoto

-1.0¢
-1.0 -0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0

FIG. 7. Path «(500;t) in the unit disc for the model (I9).
Obtained by solving ([Id)) for N = 500 oscillators and param-
eter values K =1 and 8 = 3.

networks with two sub-populations are not minimal mod-
els that exhibit such an effect. In fact, phase holonomy
arises even in the simplest setup, with a single population
of identical globally coupled oscillators of the form

N
cpj:w—i—ﬁg sin(g; —@; —0), j=1,...,N. (19)
i=1

This system generates a trajectory on the Mdbius group
G which depends on the initial distribution of oscillators’
phases?. Uniform initial distribution of oscillators yields
evolution of densities on the two-dimensional invariant
Poisson manifold. The subtlety of this exceptional case
has been briefly pointed out previously?. When dynamics
are restricted on the Poisson manifold, ODE’s for global
variables « and v decouple and dynamics of ¥ becomes
seemingly irrelevant.

We are interested in cyclic evolution on the Poisson
manifold. It has been shown that systems of the form
(@) induce gradient flows in the unit disc w. r. to the
hyperbolic metric, where the potential has a unique criti-
cal point®. Closed trajectories are ruled out for all values
of the phase shift 8 not equal to m/2. The particular
model ([[@) with 8 = 7/2 yields Hamiltonian dynamics
in the unit disc.

Hence, in order to obtain cyclic evolution on the Pois-
son manifold, we choose a non-uniform initial density of
the form (@) with 0 < r < 1. Further, we solve (I9) with
B = m/2 for chosen initial conditions. This yields cyclic
evolution of Poisson densities (@), with the constant real
order parameter r(t). Denote by ay, ; an image of the
zero under the Md&bius transformation acting on the den-
sity at the time interval [t1,¢]. Path of a0, in the unit
disc is plotted in Figure [l This Figure confirms that
Mobius transformations generated by (I9) are not sim-
ple rotations. Therefore, more complicated dynamics of



individual oscillators take place under the profile of one-
dimensional cyclic evolution of the density. This further
means that the closed loop (circle inside the unit disc)
traced by the complex order parameter a(t) = r(t)e®®
is the projection of an open trajectory in the group G.

Calculations analogous to those presented for the
model with two sub-populations in Section [V] yield an
explicit expression for the phase shift during cyclic evo-
lution over the time interval [r,7 + T:

KT

YT +T) —Y(1) = —7(1 +7?).

Vil. ANALOGIES WITH CYCLIC QUANTUM
EVOLUTION ON SUBMANIFOLD OF COHERENT
STATES

At the early stage of mathematical quantum-mechanic
theory, Erwin Schrodinger investigated quantum states
whose evolution resembles oscillatory dynamics of clas-
sical harmonic oscillator™?. Following Schrodinger, these
quantum states are named coherent states'“

During XX century, general mathematical approach
to coherent states based on group theory and irre-
ducible representations, was developed by Gilmore“! and
Perelomov#. We refer to the book®? for an overview of
coherent states in mathematical physics. Coherent states
constitute a submanifold that is invariant for quantum
evolution, given that the Hamiltonian is a linear combi-
nation of generators of a certain group.

Geometric phase has been frequently studied in the
context of cyclic quantum evolution on coherent states,
as such a setup allows for transparent expressions#? 44,

In the previous sections we investigated cyclic evolu-
tion on the Poisson manifold. Here, we briefly point out
the analogy with the evolution on manifold of coherent
states.

A. Poisson kernels as SU(1, 1) coherent states. TW'’s in
Kuramoto models as cyclic evolution on submanifold of
coherent states

Poisson kernels sometimes appear as coherent states
in mathematical physics. For instance, in some quan-
tum systems certain classes of states are represented
by probability distributions on the circle. Such states
are called phase-like quantum states*!. Phase-like quan-
tum states represented by Poisson kernels are coherent
states. Another mathematical framework is provided by
representations of quantum states with analytic complex
functions®. In the case of hyperbolic geometry, the man-
ifold of coherent states is precisely the Poisson manifold,
seen as analytic functions on unit disc in the complex
plane. These states play an important role in quantum
optics®.

TW’s in models () and () can be regarded as a cyclic

evolution of probability densities, with the system return-
ing to an initial state.

Furthermore, interpretation of the Poisson manifold as
coherent states fits into Perelomov’s general mathemat-
ical framework of coherent states*“. Poisson kernels are
hyperbolic (sometimes also referred to as pseudo-spin or
SU(1,1)-) coherent states®!. These states correspond to
the decomposition SU(1,1)/U(1) = B2, with U(1) be-
ing the maximal compact subgroup of SU(1,1)*! The
ground state is invariant to actions of the maximal com-
pact subgroup. In our case, U(1) 2 SO(2) is the group of
rotations in the complex plane, and the uniform measure
on S is invariant w.r. to actions of this group. Hence,
the ground state is represented by uniform distribution.
All coherent states are obtained by actions of SU(1,1)
on the ground state, which yields precisely the Poisson
manifold. The quantum evolution is described in terms
of parameters of SU(1,1).

In whole, the group-theoretic study of TW’s unveils the
same geometric setup as one arising in the cyclic evolu-
tion of SU(1,1)-coherent states.

B. Geometric phase as a hidden variable for evolution on
coherent states

We have pointed out that geometric phase appears as
a hidden variable in models (0l) and {@). It is invisible
on the macroscopic level (when observing densities), but
its impact is transparent on the microscopic level (when
observing individual oscillators). This entails a counter-
intuitive phenomenon that rather complicated (determin-
istic) individual motions coalesce into a stationary (up to
rotations) density.

We conclude this Section by explaining that the ge-
ometric phase appears as a hidden variable only when
the dynamics are restricted to the manifold of coherent
states.

We say that a probability measure on the circle is bal-
anced, if its mean value (mathematical expectation) is
Zero.

Theorem 4. Let p be an absolutely continuous unbal-
anced probability measure on S'. Suppose that p is in-
variant under some transformation g € G that is not
identity. Then, p is a measure whose density is the Pois-
son kernel.

The proof is based on the notion of conformal barycen-
ter (and the fact that Poisson kernels are the only proba-
bility measures for which conformal barycenter coincides
with the mean value). We omit this proof, as it can be
found in our previous papert!.

Corollary 5. Let pa(p) and pp(p) be two Poisson ker-
nels with parameters ay = rae’¥4 and ap = rge'¥s,
respectively. Then, any transformation g € G, satisfying
g(aa) = ap maps the measure whose density is pa into

the measure with density pp.
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FIG. 8. Evolution of scalar products between two random contrarians as the system (20) evolves towards the traveling wave
state for a model on (a) S?; (b) S* and (c) S*. Obtained for N = 500 oscillators, with p = 0.7, Kr = 0.7, Kr = —0.3.

The above Corollary states that if two Poisson kernels
have equal real order parameters (i.e. 74 = rp), then the
rotation is not unique Md&bius transformation that maps
one into another. The above Theorem exposes that the
Poisson submanifold is the unique orbit of G with such a

property.

Vill. HOLONOMY OF NON-ABELIAN PHASE IN
CONF-CONTR MODELS ON SPHERES

In sections [V] and [Vl we investigated a holonomy of
parallel transport in the fiber bundle SU(1, 1) for models
(@) and ). The fibers are circles, i.e. elements of the
Abelian group U(1) = SO(2).

Along with Abelian geometric phases, the notion of
geometric phase extends to physical systems evolving on
fiber bundles with non-Abelian fibers#4/24,

Recently, the authors considered an extension of the
conf-contr model to spheres and proven that TW’s on
spheres arise in such models?. In the present Section we
point out that these TW’s on spheres are associated with
holonomies along the non-Abelian group SO(d).

We first introduce the conf-contr models on spheres.
Let xé-,l = FE,F be unit vectors in the d-dimensional
vector space, representing generalized oscillators and let
W be an anti-symmetric matrix, interpreted as a (gener-
alized) frequency. Note that we assume that oscillators
are identical.

The conf-contr model on the d — 1-dimensional sphere
S9=1 readgs?

=1, M,

20
v, 0

oS

J
i =Wal + fr— (2, fr)zl, j

<

where the notion (-, -) stands for the inner product in R".
Further, f; = fi(x1,...,2n), |l = E, F are vector-valued
coupling functions given by

% M N
fE= MfN <fo+;xf>,

=1

Kp N B
P=3rn ;IJr;x ’

(21)

where Kz > 0, Kz < 0. This means that oscillators zZ
(” conformists”) are positively coupled to the mean field,
while :c%P (" contrarians”) are negatively coupled. Again,
introduce parameters p = M /(M + N) and ¢ = N/(M +
N) representing portions of conformists and contrarians
in the whole population, respectively.

The dynamics (20) can be reduced to the low-
dimensional invariant submanifold. This reduction has
been exploited” in order to conduct stability analysis of
equilibrium states in ([20). It has been shown that for
certain values of parameters p and Kg/Kp there ex-
ists a stable equilibrium in which conformists achieve
full synchronization, while contrarians are only partially
synchronized. The equilibrium values of the real order
parameters are rp = 1; rp = const < 1. In addition,
the two sub-populations evolve on S?~! preserving the
constant angle 6 € (7/2,m) between them. Hence, con-
trarians are organized into the TW on a sphere.

In order to conduct a group-theoretic study of TW’s
on spheres, consider the group M of transformations act-
ing on the d-dimensional unit ball B¢ by the following
formula

(=2 + |z[?a)(d —|al*)
m(z) = R ( T—(a,2) +affaf T ) |
where a € BY, R € SO(d).

M is the group of isometries of the unit ball in hy-
perbolic metric. It is isomorphic to the Lorentz group
SO*(d,1). Generalized oscillators in (20) evolve by ac-
tions of M. A slight adaptation of this result yields the
following two propositions.

Proposition 6. There exist two one-parametric families
of transformations m¥F, mf" € M, such that:

xf(t) = mf(acf(O)) and xf(t) = mf(xf(O)),

Vi=1,...,N and Vt > 0.

Proposition 7. Consider the system (20) in thermody-
namic limit N — oo. Assume that initial distributions of
conformists and contrarians are uniform on S*~1. Then
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a)

©)

FIG. 9. Trajectories in the model @0) on S? in the traveling wave state (for the same parameter values as in Figure (a)
conformists; (b) a random contrarian and (c) centroid of contrarians.

the densities of conformists and contrarians at each mo-
ment t are of the following form

T(d/2) (1—a2\""
Phyp () = odl3 (|al_$|2 ., I=EF (22

where a; € B and z € ST 1.

Definition 1. Submanifold of densities of the form (22)
is named the d-dimensional Poisson manifold.

This submanifold can be identified with the hyperbolic
unit ball B? and is invariant for actions of M. Uni-
form and delta distributions on S%~! belong to the d-
dimensional cases, as limit cases for a; = 0 and |a;| — 1,
respectively.

Due to Proposition [B, sub-population of contrarians
in the model [20)) generates a trajectory in M. More-
over, from Proposition [1 it follows that if initial distri-
butions are uniform, the dynamics are restricted on the
d-dimensional Poisson manifold, or, equivalently inside
the ball BY. Since the real order parameter 7p is con-
stant, this trajectory is confined on the sphere with the
radius rp < 1 inside B

The horizontal lift of this trajectory is a trajectory on
the full state space M with the dimension d(d —1)/2 +d.
Fibers of this projection from M to the sphere inside B¢
are elements of the special orthogonal group SO(d).

Evolutions of scalar products between random contrar-
ians on spheres S?,S?,S* are plotted in Figure 8l These
simulations imply that individual oscillators evolve by
transformations from M that are not rotations in the d-
dimensional vector space.

In Figure [ we plot trajectories (20) on the sphere S2.
Although it looks like the density performs SO(d) rota-
tions (Figure Ok), the dynamics of individual contrari-
ans (Figure [@) turn out to be more complicated. This
unveils an impact of the non-Abelian geometric SO(d)-
phase on dynamics. Notice that evolution of densities
[@2)) in this case is not cyclic, as TW rotates, but does
not necessarily trace a closed loop on S~ 1.

IX. CONCLUSION

The present study demonstrates that intriguing tem-
poral patterns in two-populations Kuramoto models can
be understood through the group-theoretic and geomet-
ric approach. We have shown that these unexpected
equilibrium states are associated with the phase holon-
omy. Indeed, suppose that we vary parameters in models
@), @) or (Z0). As the parameters pass a certain criti-
cal boundary, simple stationary equilibria bifurcate into
TW’s. Emergence of the TW is associated with the birth
of phase holonomy in all three models. This unveils a
geometric subtlety standing behind unexpected dynam-
ical behaviors in simple networks. This also provides a
geometric explanation of the recently reported fact that
such equilibria are at most neutrally stable in the full
state spaceLl.

From the mathematical point of view, holonomy can be
regarded as a manifestation of the geometric phase. Ge-
ometric phase is a common term referring to various ef-
fects observed in many fields of Physics. Although seem-
ingly unrelated, all these manifestations are explained
through the mathematical concept of holonomy of par-
allel translation for a connection on the fiber bundle. In
quantum systems, the geometric phase is related to the
fibration SU(2)/U(1) = S? corresponding to the quan-
tum spin. In Kuramoto models, the holonomy groups
are Lorentz groups: SU(1,1) = SO*(2,1) in (1) and (@)
and SO (d,1) in (20).

In the case of TW’s on spheres arising in (20), we re-
port the non-Abelian geometric phase, along the SO(d)
fibers of the Lorentz group SO (d, 1).

Our findings point out that the motions of TW’s aris-
ing in two-populations Kuramoto models are deceptively
simple. TW as a whole appears to evolve by simple ro-
tations, but individual motions are more complicated.

Although references on geometric phases for coherent
states are numerous, particular manifestations with the
holonomy group SU(1,1) are not frequently reported. A
nice example of this kind is the Prytz planimeter, one



of classical devices invented in XIX century for measur-
ing areas. The geometric mechanism behind the Prytz
planimeter has been explained as parallel translation for
a connection on the circle bundle acted on by SU (1, 1)*.
We find it remarkable that subtleties of TW’s in ensem-
bles of Kuramoto oscillators can be explained by the same
geometric phenomenon as an old device for measuring ar-
eas on geographic maps.
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