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Abstract

The present study proposes a methodology that combines the 'Duffing oscillator system' and the 'Kuramoto
oscillator network' to explore the synchronization of weak signals in dynamic systems. The first step of the
procedure is to detect weak periodic or quasi-periodic signals in noisy data collected from the quantifiable
processes of any dynamical system using the Duffing oscillator system. The second step is to investigate how the
interaction of these weak signals can be synchronized using the Kuramoto oscillator network model. This
methodology was applied to seismic signals. The present study has shown that this methodology has great
potential for investigating the weak signal synchronisation present within dynamic systems, as evidenced by the
analysis of seismic data.

Keywords: Synchronization of weak signals, Duffing oscillator system, Kuramoto oscillator network, seismic
signals, Network models.

1. Introduction

The term 'synchronization' literally means 'sharing common time' or 'occurring at the same time'. The
term can be defined as the occurrence of two or more events at the same time. Synchrony can thus
be described as the common, regular, and consistent behaviour of interacting elements in a dynamic
system over time. Synchronization processes, which have been observed in a variety of natural
phenomena, represent a key area of research in a range of fields including physics, technology,
chemistry, biology and society. [1-4].

The aim of this study is to present a method to examine the synchronization that may occur as a result
of the weak signals’ interaction in dynamic systems. The Duffing oscillator system allows us to detect
weak signals in noisy data collected from a measured parameter of a dynamical system. The weak
signals have a periodic or quasi-periodic nature and are low amplitude. [5-7]. The Kuramoto model is
a fundamental mathematical model widely used to explain the synchronization behaviour of multiple
interacting oscillators [8]. The weak signal interactions that lead to synchronization states can be
studied using the Kuramoto model. Therefore, the present study proposes a hybrid methodology
consisting of the Duffing oscillator system and the Kuramoto oscillatory network.

Earthquakes are defined as ground vibrations caused by the sudden release of stress accumulated in
the earth's crust as a result of fracturing or sliding movement [9]. The measurements of the ground
vibrations, which change over time, are called seismic signals. The proposed methodology will be
applied to analyse the potential synchronization of weak signals interacting within seismic signals, as
shown in Figure 1. In this study, three separate 10-minute seismic data sets were used: the moment
the Maras-Pazarcik earthquake occurred in Turkey on 6 February 2023, the 10 minutes preceding it,
and the 10 minutes preceding it one month prior [10].

In the first step of the proposed methodology, the weak signal frequencies in the seismic signals were
determined using the Duffing oscillator system. Then, the distribution graphs of the angular
frequencies of these detected weak seismic signals were plotted. In the second step, it was
investigated how the angular frequencies of weak seismic signals can be synchronized using the
Kuramoto oscillator network model. In the Kuramoto model, the order parameter graphs of the weak
seismic signals were plotted for different values of the coupling parameter, K. The Erdés—Rényi (ER)



random network [11], Watts—Strogatz (WS) small world network [12] and Barabasi—Albert (BA) scale-
free network [13] models were used to obtain these graphs. The results obtained for three seismic
data sets show that this method is a valid way to examine the weak signal synchronisation in dynamic
systems.
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Figure 1: Graphic abstract. The methodology combines the 'Duffing oscillator system' and the 'Kuramoto
oscillator network' to study the synchronization of weak signals in a dynamic system.

2. Methods and Materials
2.1.Seismic Data

Seismic data was taken from the KOERI (Bogazici University Kandilli Observatory and Earthquake
Monitoring Centre), accessible via http://www.koeri.boun.edu.tr/ [10]. The Mw 7.7 Maras—Pazarcik
earthquake of February 6, 2023 occurred at 01:17 UTC, at a depth of 10 km, with an epicentre located
at 37.226° N, 37.014° E, ruptured Turkey’s East Anatolian Fault Zone (EAFZ) — specifically its Pazarcik
segment. The seismic data used in this study were collected from the HHZ (high-gain, high-bandwidth,
vertical component) channel at the CEYT (Ceyhan—Adana) seismic station, which is 114 km away from
the epicentre of this earthquake. The sampling frequency of the seismic data recording was 100 Hz.
Figure 2 shows the 120-minute seismic signal (a record of the earthquake's vibrations) of the Maras-
Pazarcik earthquake.
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Figure 2: The 120-minute seismic signal of the Turkey-Maras (Pazarcik) earthquake, which occurred on 6 February
2023, is presented [10].

2.2.Weak Signal Detection in Dynamical Systems

The Duffing oscillator (DO) serves as an optimal mechanism for determining weak periodic or quasi-
periodic components within externally applied noisy inputs [6-7]. The input signal added to the DO
equation can be expressed as follows;

2’y

=+ 0.5% —y+y3 = Acos(t) + input (1)

For determining the values of weak signal frequencies in the input data, a frequency transformation is
applied. Let t = w1, here w, denotes the angular frequency. The DO equation (1) is then changed as
follows [6];
Y = y(1) = woz

(2)
dz

2 = 2(t) = wo[-0.5z2+y — y3 + v cos(wyt) + input(1)]

Here, A cos(w,T) represents the reference signal, and A denotes amplitude. The amplitude value 4.,
at which the DO system transitions from the threshold of chaotic behaviour to periodic steadiness, is
referred to as the bifurcation point. The w, parameter is used to scan for weak signals of unknown
frequency within the input data. When the DO system (2) is tuned to the critical chaotic state by
adjusting its amplitude value and synchronized such that the weak signal's angular frequency in the
externally applied input matches that of the reference signal, the DO transitions into a periodic phase
state [6-7].

In order to detect weak signals in a time series collected from any dynamical system, certain
adjustments must be made to both the parameters of the DO and the scaling of the time series [5, 14-
15]:

a) Data scaling: The data to be used as input data in the DO equation is rescaled by a coefficient
according to the scale limit of the reference signal, input = c * data.



b) Adjusting sample frequencies: The DO system and the input data must have the same sampling
frequency, fP¥/fing = finput,

c) Adjustingthe reference signal’s amplitude A: The DO must be tuned to the threshold of chaotic
using the reference amplitude A.

Example:

Figure 3(a) presents the 10-minute seismic signal of the Turkey-Maras earthquake that occurred on
February 6, 2023. The seismic signal was recorded at a sampling frequency of 100 Hz. In order to detect
weak signals in this seismic signal;

As illustrated in Figure 3(b), the seismic data was scaled up by multiplying it with a gain factor of 2.5 x
10%°,

The sample frequency of the DO is identified by the formula f?%/7"9 = 100/h. Here, h is the step
interval chosen to solve DO equation (2) numerically. Therefore, if h is set to 0.1, the DO’s sample
frequency is 1000 Hz. The seismic signal’s sampling frequency, $¢™ is 100 Hz. To equalize the
sampling frequencies, the input signal must be set to 1000 Hz, fP¥W/ing = finput — qpfseismic —
1000 Hz. The weak seismic signal values are then calculated by dividing by 10.

The amplitude parameter A is set to the critical chaotic phase state without an input signal is included
in the DO equation (2). For weak signal scanning in the angular frequency range 1.0 < wy < 1.1 rad/

s, the amplitude value was fixed to A = 0.825565. The relationship between the angular frequency
100w,

= 10fseismic- Thus, the seismic

(wg) and the frequency (f) in the DO is given by the formula f =

frequency values correspond to between 1.59 Hz and 1.75 Hz.

Figure 3(c) shows the results of weak signal scanning performed by increasing the angular frequency
with 0.001 steps. The wavelet scale index [16] measures the degree of aperiodic nature of a signal
between 0 and 1. A periodic signal’s wavelet scale index is very close to zero; in general, if ig.qe <
0.002, the signal is periodic [17-20]. As seen in the DO’s wavelet scale index spectrum in Figure 3(c),
at the angular frequency where the weak signal is found in the seismic signal, the DO transitions to a
periodic state, and the scale index value denotes a value close to zero. However, at the angular
frequency where there is no weak signal, the DO continues to be chaotic, and the scale index value
denotes a number far from zero.
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Figure 3: (a) The 10-minute seismic signal of the Turkey-Maras (Pazarcik) earthquake that happened on February
6, 2023. [10]. (b) The seismic data were rescaled by 2.5 x 102, (¢) Wavelet scale index spectrum of the DO: The
angular frequencies that correspond to values of the scale index approaching zero indicate weak signals within
the seismic signal.

2.3.Kuramoto Oscillator Networks

The Kuramoto model [8] describes how coupled oscillators spontaneously synchronize due to
interactions. The model presents a mathematical formulation that leads to phase synchronization over
time as the interaction result of distributed natural frequencies with different phases through the
coupling of a sine function. The mathematical formulation of the Kuramoto model for a network with
N oscillators can be written as [21];

dae;

D= o+ KXy Ay sin(0y() — 0,() )

Where 6; denotes the oscillator phase i at time t. w; is the oscillator’s natural frequency i, its unit is
radian/time. N is the number of oscillators. K is the global coupling strength. 4;; is the
components of adjacency matrix consisting of the numbers 0 and 1 (connectivity between i and j,
i # j).1IfA;; = 1,iand j are connected. If 4;; = 0, there is no connection between them. The phase



angles of the jand /-th oscillators at a given point in time, t, are denoted by 6;(t) and 6;(¢),
respectively. Its units are radians. sin(6;(t) — 6;(t)) measures the phase difference between

oscillators i and j. Here, small phase differences mean they're almost synchronised; large
differences mean they're out of sync. [21].

2.3.1. Order Parameter (Synchronization Measure)

The synchronization of the Kuramoto oscillator model is evaluated on a scale from 0 to 1 through the
utilisation of the order parameter r(t) [21-22].

r(t)e¥® = %29’:1 el0i(® (4)

r(t) € [0,1] measures the coherence of the oscillator system. As r(t) approaches zero, the oscillators
are incoherent. As r(t) approaches one, they become synchronized. Y (t) is average phase.

2.3.2. Network Topologies

The interaction structure A;; in the model (3) defines the network topology and exerts a significant
influence on synchronization. A significant number of network topologies have been developed to
explain the synchronisation observed in diverse dynamic systems in nature. In this study, the focus will
be on three commonly used network topologies [23]:

The Erdés—Rényi (ER) random network model: The ER network [11, 24], as pioneered by Paul Erdés and
Alfréd Rényiin 1959, is characterised by a configuration in which every pair of nodes is randomly linked
with a fixed probability. The G(N, p) model is generally used. N denotes the total number of nodes in
the network model. The symbol p denotes the probability of connection of each edge that can occur
between two nodes.

The Watts—Strogatz (WS) small-world network model: The WS model [12], which was introduced in
1998 by Duncan Watts and Steven Strogatz, is used to describe small-world networks. The WS model
is constructed with three parameters: N indicates the total number of nodes; k indicates the number
of nearest neighbours to which each node is connected (in a ring lattice configuration); and p,
representing the probability of rewiring. To construct a Watts-Strogatz graph, a ring lattice of N nodes
with an average degree of 2k is first created, and each node is linked to its k closest neighbours. Then,
for each edge in the chart, the goal node is reconnected with probability p. This gives rise to a perfect
ring lattice when p =0, or a random chart when p =1. Network type is small-world if 0< p <1.

The Barabdsi—Albert (BA) scale-free network model: The BA model [13], which was introduced in 1999
by A-L. Barabasi and R. Albert, provides a theoretical framework for understanding the evolution of
many real-world networks into scale-free structures. In scale-free structures, networks demonstrate a
degree distribution which follows a power law instead of the more typical random (Poisson)
distribution. The BA model, G(N, m) is constructed with two parameters: N is total nodes, m denotes
edges added per new node.



3. Results
3.1.Weak Signal Detection in Seismic Data

The seismic data, which were recorded before and during the Maras-Pazarcik earthquake in Turkey
that occurred on February 6, 2023 [10] were scanned via the DO for detection weak signals. Figure 4(a)
shows the 10-minute seismic signals recorded one month before the Maras earthquake. Figure 5(a)
shows the 10-minute seismic signals recorded 10 minutes before the Maras earthquake. Figure 6(a)
shows the 10-minute seismic signals recorded from the start of the Maras earthquake.

For the detection of weak signals in seismic data, it is necessary to rescale the seismic time series. As
demonstrated in Figures 4(b) and 5(b), the pre-earthquake seismic data were rescaled by multiplying
by 2.5 107. As demonstrated in Figure 6(b), the seismic data during the Maras earthquake were
rescaled by multiplying by 2.5 107°.

To solve the DO equation numerically, the h step interval was set to 0.1. Accordingly, the DO’s sample
frequency P79 is 1000 Hz (100/0.1). The input signal’s sample frequency f ™%t must also be set
to 1000 Hz, fPW/fing = finput — qqfseismic = 1000 Hz. The seismic signal’s sample frequency f€smic
is 100 Hz. Then, the frequency values of the weak signals detected in the input seismic signal are
divided by 10 to calculate the weak seismic signals’ frequency values.

The DO system (2) is set to the threshold of chaotic phase using the reference amplitude A. In order to
keep the oscillator at this threshold of critical chaotic value, the amplitude value A must be subjected
to small changes after certain angular frequency intervals [25]. The input signal was checked in 0.001-
step increments within the angular frequency range 0.508 < w, < 3.2, and weak signals were found.

Here, the seismic frequency values correspond to between 0.808 Hz and 5.093 Hz, the range of seismic

angular frequencies is also 0.0508 < wy < 0.32. This is calculated using the formula f = % =

10fseismic-

The scale index spectrums of the DO for the input seismic signals can be observed in Figures 4(c), 5(c)
and 6(c). In computation of scale index values, it was used the Haar wavelet with scales between s, =
1and s; = 1024. The scale index values that hang towards zero, corresponding to angular frequencies
in the graphs, indicate weak signals detected in the seismic data. Figures 4(d), 5(d) and 6(d) show the
distribution of weak signals detected in the seismic signals. These figures show the histogram of weak
signals and their corresponding Kernel Density Estimation (KDE) [26-27] and Normal Probability
Density Distribution (PDF).



Seismic data one month before the Maras earthquake (Turkey, 2023)
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Figure 4: (a) The 10-minute seismic signal from one month before the Maras - Pazarcik
earthquake in Turkey that occurred on February 6, 2023 [10]. (b) The seismic data were rescaled
by 2.5 x 107. (c) The DO’s wavelet scale index spectrum: The angular frequencies concomitant
with the wavelet scale index values which fall to zero are indicative of weak signals within the
seismic data. The number of weak seismic signals detected in these data is 90. (d) The density

distribution of weak seismic signals.



Seismic data 10 minutes before the Maras earthquake (Turkey, 2023)
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Figure 5: (a) The 10-minute seismic signal from 10 minutes before the Maras - Pazarcik
earthquake in Turkey that occurred on February 6, 2023 [10]. (b) The seismic data were rescaled
by 2.5 x 107. (c) The DO’s wavelet scale index spectrum: The angular frequencies concomitant
with the wavelet scale index values which fall to zero are indicative of weak signals within the
seismic data. The number of weak seismic signals detected in these data is 190. (d) The density
distribution of weak seismic signals.
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Figure 6: (a) The 10-minute seismic signal recorded from the moment of the Maras-Pazarcik
earthquake that occurred in Turkey on 6 February 2023 [10]. (b) The seismic data were rescaled
by 2.5 x 10'°. (c) The DO’s wavelet scale index spectrum: The angular frequencies concomitant
with the wavelet scale index values which fall to zero are indicative of weak signals within the
seismic data. The number of weak seismic signals detected in these data is 395. (d) The density

distribution of weak seismic signals.

3.2.Synchronization of weak seismic signals

In the previous section, the DO system (2) was used to identify the angular frequencies of weak signals
in seismic data. In this section, Kuramoto oscillator networks were used to study the formation of
synchronization of angular frequencies of weak seismic signals. The angular frequency values of weak
seismic signals w; were used instead of the natural frequencies in the Kuramoto model equation (3).
The weak signal number detected in the seismic data was used instead of N. The positions of the
angular frequencies of the weak signals, which were arranged from smallest to largest, were randomly



mixed, and negative values were assigned to 30% of them. The phase angles of the weak seismic
signals, 8;(t) and 6;(t), were also randomly generated. The ER random network, the WS small-world
network and the BA scale-free network models were used in the Kuramoto equation (3). For these
network models, the order parameters r(t) (4), which are measures of synchronization, were
calculated for different K coupling values and their graphs were drawn.

Figure 7(b) shows the density distribution of the weak signals’ angular frequencies detected in the 10-
minute seismic data, which were recorded one month prior to the Maras - Pazarcik earthquake in
Turkey that occurred on February 6, 2023, (see Figure 7(a)). The number of weak seismic signals that
can be detected in this data is N=92. Three network models were used to synchronize the angular
frequencies of these weak seismic signals w;. Figure 7(c) presents the order parameters calculated for
different K coupling values in the Kuramoto model using the ER random network, G(N, p) = G(92, 0.1).
Figure 7(d) presents the order parameters calculated for different K coupling values in the Kuramoto
model using the WS small-world network, G(N, k, p) = G(92, 8, 0.3). Figure 7(e) presents the order
parameters calculated for different K coupling values in the Kuramoto model using the BA scale-free
network, G(N, m) = G(92, 4).

Figure 8(b) shows the density distribution of the weak signals’ angular frequencies detected in the 10-
minute seismic data, which were recorded 10 minutes prior to the Maras - Pazarcik earthquake (see
Figure 8(a)). The number of weak seismic signals that can be detected in this data is N=190. Three
network models were used to synchronize the angular frequencies of these weak seismic signals w;.
Figure 8(c) presents the order parameters calculated for different K coupling values in the Kuramoto
model using the ER random network, G(N, p) = G(190, 0.1). Figure 8(d) presents the order parameters
calculated for different K coupling values in the Kuramoto model using the WS small-world network,
G(N, k, p) = G(190, 8, 0.3). Figure 8(e) presents the order parameters calculated for different K
coupling values in the Kuramoto model using the BA scale-free network, G(N, m) = G(190, 4).

Figure 9(b) shows the density distribution of the weak signals’ angular frequencies detected in the 10-
minute seismic data recorded the moment when the Maras - Pazarcik earthquake occurred, (see Figure
9(a)). The number of weak seismic signals that can be detected in this data is N=395. Three network
models were used to synchronize the angular frequencies of these weak seismic signals w;. Figure 9(c)
presents the order parameters calculated for different K coupling values in the Kuramoto model using
the ER random network, G(N, p) = G(395, 0.1). Figure 9(d) presents the order parameters calculated
for different K coupling values in the Kuramoto model using the WS small-world network, G(N, k, p) =
G(395, 8, 0.3). Figure 9(e) presents the order parameters calculated for different K coupling values in
the Kuramoto model using the BA scale-free network, G(N, m) = G(395, 4).

Table 1 presents the critical coupling values K, which are calculated in various network models, in order
to synchronise the weak signals detected in the seismic signals recorded at different times, as can be
seen in Figures 7, 8 and 9. Here, the critical coupling value K is the first value that brings the order
parameter close to 1, r(t) = 1.

Table 1: Calculated critical coupling values K in Kuramoto oscillator networks to synchronize the
angular frequencies of weak seismic signals for the 2023 Maras-Pazarcik earthquake.

Network models One month ago 10 minutes ago The moment of the earthquake
The ER random network 0.08 0.05 0.02
The WS small-world network 0.15 0.15 0.15
The BA scale-free network 0.15 0.1 0.1
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Figure 7: (a) The 10-minute seismic signal from one month before the Maras - Pazarcik earthquake
in Turkey that occurred on February 6, 2023 [10]. (b) The density distribution of weak signals
detected in these seismic data, N=92. (c) The order parameters of the weak seismic signals
calculated for different K coupling values in the Kuramoto model using the ER random network,
G(N, p) =G(92, 0.1). (d) The order parameters of the weak seismic signals calculated for different
K coupling values in the Kuramoto model using the WS small-world network, G(N, k, p) = G(92,
8, 0.3). (e) The order parameters of the weak seismic signals calculated for different K coupling
values in the Kuramoto model using the BA scale-free network. GIN. m) = G(92. 4).
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Figure 8: (a) The 10-minute seismic signal from 10 minutes before the Maras - Pazarcik earthquake
in Turkey that occurred on February 6, 2023 [10]. (b) The density distribution of weak signals
detected in these seismic data, N=190. (c) The order parameters of the weak seismic signals
calculated for different K coupling values in the Kuramoto model using the ER random network,
G(N, p) = G(190, 0.1). (d) The order parameters of the weak seismic signals calculated for
different K coupling values in the Kuramoto model using the WS small-world network, G(N, k, p)
= ((190, 8, 0.3). (e) The order parameters of the weak seismic signals calculated for different K
counling values in the Kuramoto model using the BA scale-free network. GIN. m) = G(190. 4).
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Figure 9: (a) The 10-minute seismic signal recorded from the moment of the Maras-Pazarcik
earthquake that occurred in Turkey on 6 February 2023 [10]. (b) The density distribution of weak
signals detected in these seismic data, N=395. (c) The order parameters of the weak seismic
signals calculated for different K coupling values in the Kuramoto model using the ER random
network, G(N, p) = G(395, 0.1). (d) The order parameters of the weak seismic signals calculated
for different K coupling values in the Kuramoto model using the WS small-world network, G(N,
k, p) = G(395, 8, 0.3). (e) The order parameters of the weak seismic signals calculated for different
K counling values in the Kuramoto model using the BA scale-free network. G(N. m) = G(395. 4).



4. Discussion

The objective of this study is to study the synchronisation of weak signals in dynamic systems through
the utilisation of a methodology that integrates the 'DO system' and the 'Kuramoto oscillator network'.
The first step is to detect weak signals in noisy data collected from a measured parameter of a
dynamical system, using the DO system. The second step is to examine the synchronization of these
weak signals’ angular frequencies through the Kuramoto oscillator network. Seismic signals were used
for this application.

Three separate 10-minute seismic signals were examined: At the time of the 2023 Maras-Pazarcik
earthquake occurred, 10 minutes before it, and one month before it. Figures 4, 5 and 6 show the weak
signals detected in these seismic signals, which were scanned in the range from 0.0508 rad/s to 0.32
rad/s via the DO system. As illustrated in Figures 4(d), 5(d) and 6(d), the distributions of the weak
signals found in these three separate seismic signals are different from one another.

Figures 7, 8, and 9 show the order parameters of the weak seismic signals calculated for different
values of K coupling in the Kuramoto oscillator network model using the BA scale-free network, the
WS small-world network and the ER random network. Table 1 demonstrates the critical values of K
that bring firstly the order parameters to 1 for the synchronization of weak seismic signals at three
different time periods: one month before the earthquake, 10 minutes before the earthquake, and at
the time of the earthquake, respectively.

As is known, as the moment of the earthquake approaches, the synchronisation of ground vibrations
is expected to increase [28-32]. Therefore, the coupling value K calculated for 10 minutes before the
earthquake is expected to be smaller than the coupling value calculated one month before the
earthquake. According to this approach, the ER random and the BA scale-free network models are
compatible with these two situations. However, there is no change in the critical coupling value K of
the WS small-world network model. Looking at the results overall, it seems that the ER random
network model is better at synchronising weak seismic signals.

The hybrid methodology, consisting of the Duffing oscillator system and the Kuramoto oscillator
network model, can be quite useful for investigating weak signal synchronisation in dynamic systems,
as seen in its application to seismic data. This methodology can play a particularly important role in
investigating synchrony in the brain by applying it to the EEG signal.

Data Availability Statement The data will be made available upon reasonable request. Seismic data
were obtained from the Kandilli Observatory and Earthquake Research Institute (KOERI), which
provides open access to its data through its official website. KOERI states on its website that its seismic
data may be used for scientific research without requiring formal permission from the institution.
[Online]. Available: https://www.koeri.boun.edu.tr .
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