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Abstract—Analog computing at the edge is an emerging
strategy to limit data storage and transmission requirements,
as well as energy consumption, and its practical implementation
is in its initial stages of development. Translating properties of
biological neurons into hardware offers a pathway towards low-
power, real-time edge processing. Specifically, resonator neurons
offer selectivity to specific frequencies as a potential solution for
temporal signal processing. Here, we show a fabricated Com-
plementary Metal-Oxide-Semiconductor (CMOS) mixed-signal
Resonate-and-Fire (R&F) neuron circuit implementation that
emulates the behavior of these neural cells responsible for
controlling oscillations within the central nervous system. We
integrate the design with asynchronous handshake capabilities,
perform comprehensive variability analyses, and characterize its
frequency detection functionality. Our results demonstrate the
feasibility of large-scale integration within neuromorphic systems,
thereby advancing the exploitation of bio-inspired circuits for
efficient edge temporal signal processing.

I. INTRODUCTION

Neurons differ in form and function, and this diversity en-
ables the brain to produce its rich repertoire of capabilities [1].
Spiking neurons can be classified according to their electro-
physiological behaviour [2]. Leaky Integrate-and-Fire (LIF)
neurons [3], predominant in modern Spiking Neural Network
(SNN) architectures, act as integrators, responding mainly to
the average amplitude of the input; they belong to Class
I, which is characterized by a continuous frequency–current
(F-I) curve. Resonator neurons [4], whose response depends
primarily on spike timing, are part of Class II; they exhibit
a discontinuous F-I curve, initiating high-frequency firing
above a specific threshold. They drive oscillatory activity, that
controls functional states and coordinates muscular activity
within the central nervous system [5, 6].

The Resonate-and-Fire (R&F) neuron model [7], along
with its variants [8-11], captures these biological behaviours
compactly. It can exhibit rhythmic firing under constant stim-
ulation and resonance to sparse inhibitory and excitatory
inputs, showing selectivity to specific frequencies, a property
that can be exploited in sensory processing and temporal
pattern recognition applications. It has been successfully tested
mainly in simulation across a range of applications, including
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associative memories [12], optical flow estimation [13], radar
signal processing [14-16], voice detection [17], and gesture
recognition [18]. However, simulations are too computation-
ally expensive for efficient real-time applications. To address
this, digital Application-Specific Integrated Circuit (ASIC)
implementations have been proposed [13, 19, 20]. They typ-
ically rely on time-stepped numerical integration of differ-
ential equations and extensive memory updates. In contrast,
analog circuits are able to exploit the inherent parallelism
and continuous-time operation of the physical model. To date,
only a few analog implementations of R&F neurons have been
proposed and simulated [21] or fabricated [22, 23].

In this work, we present and characterize an enhanced
Complementary Metal-Oxide-Semiconductor (CMOS) imple-
mentation of the R&F neuron (Fig. 1) originally proposed
by Nakada et al. [21]. Our design features sub-threshold
analog membrane potential dynamics and digital output spikes
integrated with asynchronous handshaking for compatibility
with neuromorphic hardware platforms based on Address-
Event Representation (AER) communication [24]. We fully
characterized the circuit in silico across one hundred dies.
Specifically, we measured variability in system parameters and
overall power consumption. Furthermore, we demonstrated the
selectivity properties of the spiking response with respect to
the frequency of the input spike train. We supplemented the
experimental results with a broad yet low-resolution analysis
of the circuit’s operational range and energy consumption
per spike using post-layout simulation. These results suggest
suitability for real-time, low-power processing of audio, elec-
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Fig. 1: Photograph of the fabricated wafer containing multiple dies.
The dashed white rectangle highlights one die and the solid lined
rectangle delimits the test structure that includes the R&F neuron,
the I/O circuits, and the pads (122 µm × 1772 µm). The neuron has
an area of 35 µm × 155 µm.
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Fig. 2: Schematic of the R&F circuit. The four functional blocks are highlighted in the circuit: in red, the two analog synapses, in orange,
the resonator, in green, the handshake logic, and in blue, the spike generator.

tromyography (EMG) and electrocardiography (ECG) signals.

II. CIRCUIT DESCRIPTION

The circuit architecture (Fig. 2) consists of four main func-
tional blocks: a resonator, a spike generator, a handshake logic,
and two analog synapses (one inhibitory and one excitatory).

1) Resonator Circuit (M1 −M8): The circuit’s core oscil-
latory dynamics are based on [21] and are realized through
a modified Lotka–Volterra (LV) oscillator [25]. A dynamical
system with a stable focus equilibrium can be obtained by
precisely tuning the circuit’s loop gain and the currents IIV
and IIU (through voltages VIV and VIU). Taking into account
the exponential dependence of the current on the gate voltage
for sub-threshold circuits, the circuit dynamics can be modeled
by

C1
dU

dt
= Iin + IIU − In0 exp

(
κ2
n

κn + 1

V

UT

)
(1)

C2
dV

dt
= In0 exp

(
κ2
n

κn + 1

U

UT

)
− IIV (2)

where U and V are the voltages across capacitors C1 and
C2 respectively, In0 depends on the transistors’ fabrication
process and geometry, UT is the thermal voltage and κn

is the transistors’ capacitive coupling coefficient. Iin is the
summation of the synaptic currents, Iexc and Iinh. The cur-
rents IIU and IIV are parameters that control the neuron’s
resonant frequency. Under the change of variable Iα =
In0 exp[Uκ2

n/((κn + 1)UT )] (and equivalent Iβ for V ), (1)
and (2) become

dIα
dt

∝ Iα(Iin + IIU − Iβ) (3)

dIβ
dt

∝ Iβ(Iα − IIV) (4)

which are the LV equations for a 2-variable predator-prey
system [25]. When expanded around the system’s equilibrium
point [21], (3) and (4) approximate the R&F dynamics [7],
expressed by

du

dt
= b u− ω v + cI (5)

dv

dt
= ω u+ b v (6)

where u and v represent the system state variables, b < 0 is
the decay factor, ω is the resonant frequency of the system, I
represents the total external input, and c is the synaptic weight.

2) Spiking Circuit (M9−M22): In order to detect when the
voltage V becomes higher than the threshold Vth and trigger
a request (REQ) signal, a simple comparator is used (M10 −
M14). The output is routed through a cascade of two inverters
(M15−M22), which are designed to limit the current through
diode connected transistors. The sharp output of the inverter
chain is used as REQ in the handshake protocol. While the
REQ signal is high, the variable U is reset to Vreset through
transistor M9.

3) Handshake logic (M23 −M27): To enable event-based
communication, the circuit integrates an asynchronous hand-
shake mechanism [26]. After the REQ signal becomes high
and for the duration of the handshake, the membrane potentials
U and V are held stable to prevent spurious dynamics. U is
stabilized at Vreset and V at Vth by means of the transistors
M23 −M24 and M25 −M27, respectively. Once an acknowl-
edge (ACK) signal is received, the normal dynamics resume,
allowing the neuron to re-enter its oscillatory regime. The bias
Vspk modulates the duration of the spike.

4) Synapses (M28−M31): The synapses (excitatory, M28−
M29, and inhibitory, M30 − M31) are implemented as direct
transistor-based voltage-controlled current generators and al-
low the neuron to process both spiking inputs and continuous
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Fig. 3: Measured membrane voltage dynamics for spikes and constant input. (a) Time-domain (up to 0.15 s) and (b) phase-plane dynamics
(up to 0.3 s) after one inhibitory input. (c) Rhythmic firing in response to step excitatory stimulation, with a baseline value of 0V and a step
value of 0.5V. (d) Response to an up-chirp consisting of 10 spikes per frequency across a total of 13 frequencies. It shows frequency-selective
spiking around 150Hz. The spike input in a) and d) has a time width of 100 µs and an amplitude of 0.5V. We define the inhibitory input
voltage as Vinh and the excitatory input voltage as VDD − Vexc.
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Fig. 4: Measured die-to-die variability (100 dies). (a) Baseline voltage distributions for U (mean value 724mV) and V (mean value 758mV).
(b) First peak amplitude distributions for U (mean value 757mV) and V (mean value 786mV). (c) Resonant frequency distributions (mean
value 170Hz). (d) Q-factor distributions (mean value 129 ). (e) Distribution of the power consumption (mean value 571 pW).

signals. Transistors M29 and M30 prevent synaptic current to
flow through the circuit during the handshake.

III. RESULTS

The circuit was fabricated in 180-nm CMOS technology
for cost-effective prototyping, along with multiple other test
structures on the chip-Olla ASIC and resulted in an area of
35 µm × 155 µm, mainly due to the size of the capacitors
(C1, C2 = 1.2 pF).

The two analog membrane-potential signals and the digital
spike output are routed off-chip through separate buffer stages.
For all characterization experiments, the REQ signal was ex-
ternally connected to the ACK line for self-acknowledge [26].
The experimental characterization of the circuit was carried

TABLE I: Circuit bias parameters

VDD Vth Vreset Vtail Vspk IIU, IIV

1.5V 850mV 750mV 300mV 400mV 150pA

out with three experiments (Fig. 3). In the first, we measured
the circuit dynamics following the application of an inhibitory
pulse. In the second, we analyzed the neuron response to a
constant input to validate Class II excitability. In the third, we
measured the response to a spiking chirp signal, to study the
neuron frequency selectivity property. The default operating
parameters and biases used for the characterization are listed
in Table I; in the second experiment, Vth = 840mV. The value
of the bias current (IIU = IIV) is estimated by simulation and
depends on the applied input bias voltages, VIV and VIU.

A. Internal dynamics analysis

The first measurement (Figs. 3a and 3b) investigates the
response of the circuit to a negative input pulse, a key analysis
to understand the generation of post-inhibitory spikes, i.e.,
firing following inhibitory stimulation. From these data, four
system parameters were extracted — baseline voltage, first
resonance peak amplitude, resonant frequency, and quality
factor (Q-factor) — to assess fabrication-induced variability
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Fig. 5: (a) The resonant frequency depends linearly on the bias
current (post-layout simulation results), ranging from 6Hz at 10 pA
to 2000Hz at 2.51 nA. (b) F-I curve typical of Class II neurons
(experimental results). The neuron is silent for inputs below 420mV
and exhibits high-frequency rhythmic firing for larger inputs. The
empty circle in the graph represents this discontinuous behavior. Each
point corresponds to the mean calculated from 100 spikes, with bars
showing the standard deviation.

across multiple dies (Fig. 4). The low variability in the baseline
(Coefficient of Variation (CV) = 2%) and in the amplitude of
the initial oscillation (CV = 3%) is advantageous, as these
parameters are critical for calibrating the spiking threshold
bias. The resonant frequency and Q-factor define the system’s
resonance and decay characteristics, and their variability has
a significant impact on frequency detection. The resonant
frequency shows a CV of 15%, which is expected since it
is related to variability in the threshold voltage of transistors
M2 and M4. The Q-factor exhibits substantial variability (CV
= 68%), consistent with expectations due to its high sensitivity
to process variations [21].

We measured power consumption variability to assess feasi-
bility of deployment in large scale systems. We observed that
the power consumption during the oscillation is approximately
equal to the static power consumption; it has a mean value
of 571 pW and a CV of 16%. Additionally, the estimate of
the energy per spike over the entire spike duration through
post-layout simulations was 196 fJ. These simulations (Fig. 5a)
also indicate that the neuron’s resonant frequency, estimated
through a Fourier transform analysis, is tuneable between 6Hz
to 2000Hz via parametrization of the circuit biases.

B. Neuronal transfer function

Experimental results (Fig. 3c) for one neuron confirm that
it exhibits rhythmic firing under constant input. Fig. 5b shows
the F-I relationship, highlighting the Class II discontinuity,
after which the firing frequency scales with input.

Experimental measurements on the same die (Fig. 3d)
evaluated the neuron’s selectivity to specific input frequencies
in the fine-grained range of 130Hz to 260Hz. As shown in
Fig. 6, the circuit successfully detects specific frequencies
depending on its biasing conditions. The implementation is
highly flexible, as the range of detection can be adjusted via
bias-current (IIU and IIV) tuning, while the resolution can be
modified by adjusting the spiking threshold bias Vth.
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Fig. 6: Measured frequency detection. The input is a chirp signal
from 131Hz to 262Hz. The bias currents (IIU = IIV) are varied
from 105 pA to 255 pA to tune the neuron selectivity. The threshold
voltage (Vth) increases exponentially with the bias from 840mV
to 900mV. The results show that the neuron successfully detects
specific frequencies according to the bias.

IV. CONCLUSION

The proposed R&F neuron implementation builds upon
the circuit proposed in Nakada et al. [21]. Our additions
include reduced power consumption, additional circuitry for
embedding into AER transceiver chips [24], and extensive in-
silico characterization comprising die-to-die variability.

Our design exhibits low power consumption (571 pW versus
2.34 µW [21]) and low energy per spike (196 fJ, not reported
in previous implementations). The study of the neuronal trans-
fer function assessed the applicability of the system in sensory
processing and band-pass filtering applications [27]. Since
variability is a major challenge for the large-scale deployment
of analog sub-threshold neuromorphic circuits, we performed
extensive variability analyses. This proves that integration
into broader neuromorphic systems [28, 29] is promising; we
envision combining a bank of sub-threshold, asynchronous
R&F neurons with bio-inspired analog spiking sensors [30, 31]
to implement efficient, event-based edge-processing systems
with greater expressivity than is achievable using Class I
neurons only [32-34].
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