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Real-world complex systems often evolve on different timescales and possess multiple coexisting
stable states. Whether or not a system returns to a given stable state after being perturbed away
from it depends on the shape and extent of its basin of attraction. In this Letter, we show that
basins of attraction in multiscale systems can exhibit special geometric properties in the form of
universal singular funnels. We use the term singular basins to refer to basins of attraction with
singular funnels. We show that singular basins occur robustly in a range of dynamical systems:
the normal form of a pitchfork bifurcation with a slowly changing parameter, an adaptive active
rotator, and an adaptive network of phase rotators. Although singular funnels are narrow, they can
extend to different parts of the phase space and, unexpectedly, impact the resilience of the system
to disturbances. Crucially, the presence of a singular funnel may prevent the usual dimensionality
reductions in the limit of large timescale separation, such as quasi-static approximation, adiabatic
elimination or time-averaging of the fast variables

Complex real-world systems are characterized by mul-
tistability, i.e. when given different initial conditions, the
same system can end up with notably different asymp-
totic behavior. Examples of multistability can be found
in epileptic and neuronal models [1-4], reservoir comput-
ers [5], lasers [6-8], and climate [9-11], to name a few.
The analysis and control of multistability-related phe-
nomena has therefore been the subject of many studies
[12-15]. An important question in multistable systems
concerns the interplay between different stable states and
possible transitions between them. In the context of cell
differentiation, for instance, transitions between attrac-
tors by a perturbation correspond to the reprogramming
of cells [16]. One notable approach addressing the above
challenges is the concept of basin stability [17, 18], which
represents the likelihood of reaching a particular stable
state starting from random initial conditions. This like-
lihood can be estimated by the volume of the basin of
attraction of a stable state, in other words, the propor-
tion of initial conditions in the phase space that evolve
into that state over time. More importantly, the geom-
etry of the basins of attraction determines the resilience
of a system to perturbations [19, 20]. Therefore, study-
ing basins of attraction of different stable states, whether
their relative volumes or, more broadly, their geometries,
is crucial for understanding and controlling multistable
systems.

In addition to having multiple stable states, it is also
common for real-world systems to evolve on multiple
timescales, which give rise to a variety of nonlinear phe-
nomena [21-25]. An important example of a multi-scale
system is an adaptive dynamical network, where the
adaptation is much slower than the node dynamics [26—
31]. Such systems are challenging because they are high-
dimensional, and can exhibit high multistability with a
large number of coexisting stable states [32]. The study

of the basins of attraction for multiscale systems is a
largely unexplored area of research, and revealing the
properties of the basins arising from the interplay of mul-
tiple timescales is an intriguing and important task.

A number of useful techniques have been developed
for analysing mathematical models of multiscale systems
with two distinct timescales, also known as slow-fast sys-
tems [33-36]. These include adiabatic elimination, qua-
sistatic approximation, and averaging, which allow the
elimination of the fast variables by taking into account
their effective averaged contribution to the slow dynam-
ics [37-39].

This Letter reports specific properties of basins in
slow—fast systems that arise from their multiscale sep-
aration. We show that these basins can contain singular
funnels (SFs) in the form of tunnels that become increas-
ingly narrow as the timescale separation grows. Due to
this vanishing property, we refer to basins containing SFs
as singular basins. In systems with SFs, adiabatic elim-
ination or the quasistatic approximation causes the SFs
to disappear and, consequently, eliminates the possibil-
ity of reaching a given steady state from certain regions
of phase space. Therefore, one must be cautious when
extrapolating the resilience properties of the full system
from those of a reduced one, whether obtained via qua-
sistatic approximation, adiabatic elimination, or averag-
ing.

For example, if an averaged system has a bistable po-
tential with two stable states, the basins of attraction of
these states are clearly separated. In other words, there
exists a threshold value of the slow variable such that,
on each side of it, the system evolves toward a differ-
ent steady state. However, when the fast subsystem is
taken into account, SFs enable convergence to the same
steady state from both sides of the threshold value of the
slow variable, even when the separation of timescales is
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arbitrarily large. From the perspective of the reduced
system, this appears as a “tunnelling” from one state to
another, Fig. 1(b).

We show the singular basin in different classes of sys-
tems: a pitchfork bifurcation normal form with a slowly
changing parameter, an active rotator with an adaptive
frequency, and an adaptive dynamical network of active
rotators. We further show that the phenomenon is robust
to parameter changes and exhibits universal scaling with
increasing timescale separation in small dimensions. We
conclude that singular basins are common in multiscale
systems, and specify the main conditions under which
this phenomenon occurs.

We first present the singular basin in a normal form
for the pitchfork bifurcation, where the bifurcation pa-
rameter is slowly changing. The pitchfork bifurcation is
one of the few generic mechanisms for stability exchange
in dynamical systems, and its normal form equation is
#(t) = z(u — 22) in the supercritical case [40]. Here z
is a dynamical variable and p a parameter. We restrict
the normal form system to non-negative x values, which
is appropriate for many applications, for example, when
the variable x denotes a population size or laser inten-
sity. Then, the system has a single stable steady state
for all parameters p, * = 0 for p < 0, and 2™ = /i for
@ > 0. In a more compact form, one can write the stable
equilibrium as z* = y/H (u)u, where H(u) is the Heavi-
side step function H(p) =0 for p < 0 and H(u) = 1 for
> 0. The slow dynamics is given by a linear adaptation
of the bifurcation parameter pu, resulting in the following
system

i(t) = o(u—2?), (1)
(t) = £(—p+ az — b), (2)

where ¢ is a small positive parameter, and a,b > 0 are
parameters determining the adaptation rule. Under the
condition a > 2v/b, system (1-2) possesses three equilib-
ria: two stable equilibria eq and e, and one saddle point
e1 as shown in Fig. 1(a), see calculations in Supplemental
Material [41].

Since the fast subsystem (1) possesses a unique stable
equilibrium z*(u) = /H(u)p for all values of the slow
variable u, we apply the adiabatic elimination procedure,
i.e., substitute *(u) into (2) and obtain the reduced slow
system

fo=-cf(n), (3)

with f(u) = —p + a/H(u)p — b and the correspond-
ing potential U(u) = — [ f(p)dp = p?/2 + bu —
2ap+/H(u)p/3 as shown in Fig. 1(b). Hence, the adi-
abatic elimination reduces system (1-2) to a simple
bistable potential system for the slow variable p.

In the reduced system (3), the fast dynamics is elimi-
nated and the attraction basins of the stable equilibria g
and pp are separated by po. Therefore, all states of (3)
initially started with p < pge tend to po over time, while
all 4 > po tend to py. This clear division of basins by
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FIG. 1. (a-b): Singular basin and singular funnel (SF) in

a pitchfork normal form (1-2) with slowly adapting param-
eter p. (a) Phase space of the system with two coexisting
stable equilibria ep and ez and the corresponding basins of
attraction. The red (white) region is the basin of attraction
of eg (e2). SF is observed near the x = 0 axis, it extends
to arbitrarily large p values and decreases exponentially in
width. Parameters: a = 3 , b = 2, and ¢ = 0.1. (b) The
bistable potential of the corresponding slow system after adi-
abatic elimination of the fast variable (equivalently, reduction
to the stable critical manifold). (c-d): Same for system (26).
Parameters: a =5, b= 10, and € = 0.1.

1t = po is not present in the original slow-fast system (1-
2) even for an arbitrary large time-scale separation 1/e.
Figure 1(a) shows the basins of attraction of the stable
states eg and es. It can be seen that states with arbitrar-
ily large p can converge to the left equilibrium ey over
time when the initial conditions are chosen in the SF,
which is a small stripe close to = 0. This funnel-like
part of the attraction basin has an exponentially small
width as € decreases, leaving the possibility of "tunnel-
ing" towards the ey state. The SF clearly restricts the
applicability of the adiabatic elimination.

One might suspect that the failure of a global adiabatic
elimination is caused by the degenerate point at (u,z) =
(0,0) in the pitchfork normal form (1-2). However, to
demonstrate that this is not the case, we present the
singular basin for a modified model:

z(t) = x (tanh pu + 2 — ), )

fit) = e(—p+ax —b)
in Fig. 1(c-d). The singular basin appears there without
any degenerate point.

An exponentially narrow SF observed in the paradig-
matic models (1-2) and (26) appears to be characteristic
for more complex classes of slow-fast systems. We will
demonstrate this for an adaptive phase rotator model and
an adaptive network of coupled phase rotators.



The fast-slow adaptive phase rotator has the form [42]

ot) =w+ p—sing, (5)
1(t) = e(—p+ (1 —sin(p + a))), (6)

where ¢ is a phase variable and p accounts for a slow self-
adjustment of the oscillator frequency. Although system
(5-6) has the same dimension as the normal form (1-2),
the fast variable ¢ can describe periodic rotations. In
particular, the fast subsystem (5) has a pair of stable
and unstable equilibria for |w + x| < 1 and a rotating
solution for |w+ p| > 1[43]. At the point |w+ p| = 1, the
fast subsystem undergoes a "saddle-node on an invariant
curve" bifurcation [42, 44]. Hence the fast subsystem
(5) has a single stable attractor for all fixed values of p,
which is an equilibrium for |w+ p| < 1 and a rotation for
lw+ p| > 1.

The adaptive phase oscillator (5-6) can also be reduced
to the form (3) after an elimination of the fast timescale.
This is achieved by averaging over the fast rotations for
|w+p| > 1 and by adiabatic elimination for the remaining
values of p on the single stable equilibrium. The corre-
sponding function f(u) of the reduced system (3) can be
calculated explicitly:

f) = —p+n(1—(pt+wcosa—Qu), (7)

where

1—(p+w) -sina, |p+w <1

Qu) = 5
(w+p) —1l-cosa, |p+wl>1

The details of the derivation can be found in the Supple-

mental Material [41].

We consider the case when system (5-6) possesses two
coexisting attractors: a stable equilibrium e; and a stable
rotation 7., see Fig. 2(a,b). This bistability occurs for
a large set of parameters (e, a,n), which is described in
detail in Supplemental Material [41]. The reduced system
(3), with the right-hand side given by equation (7), is
also bistable in this case, and its potential is shown in
Fig 2(d). Here p1, pte, and po are the p-coordinates of
the equilibrium e;, the rotation ~,. in the limit ¢ — 0,
and the saddle point es, respectively.

The singular basin of the adaptive phase oscillator (5—
6) is shown in Figures 2(a) and (b). The SF has an
exponentially decreasing width for small € and extends
into the region of negative u. This creates a channel that
allows for initial conditions with arbitrary p and selected
¢ to be attracted to the rotating attractor =y., which is
impossible in the framework of the averaged system (3).

Next, we provide details of how the boundaries of the
SF are formed in Fig. 2(a,b). As in the pitchfork nor-
mal form case (1-2), these boundaries consist of orbits
attracted to the saddle equilibrium es (the stable man-
ifolds). Tracking these orbits backwards in time reveals
that they pass close to the unstable equilibria of the fast
system (the dashed part of S in Fig. 2(a,b)), which is
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FIG. 2. Singular basin and singular funnels in an adaptive
phase-oscillator (5-6). (a) and (c): The red shaded area is
the basin of attraction of the limit cycle ., the white area is
the basin of attraction of the equilibrium e;. The boundary
of the two basins is given by the stable manifold of the saddle
equilibrium ez (blue lines). (b): The bistable potential of the
reduced system (3,7) after averaging and adiabatic elimina-
tion of the fast variable. (d) The volume of the singular funnel
of 7. for =10 < p < 0 as a function of €. Red circles: the
volume computed using Monte Carlo simulation [41]. Black
line: the volume as given by equation (8). Other parameters:
n =10, w = —4. (a): a = 7/2, e = 0.1, (¢): a = 7/2,
e = 0.01.

also known as the critical manifold [21]. Since this part
of the critical manifold is stable in backward time, the
two SF boundaries are exponentially attracted, causing
the SF to become exponentially narrow. After the SF
has passed S, it undergoes further rotations and extends
to arbitrarily negative p, maintaining the same exponen-
tially narrow width.

For the considered systems with singular basins, we can
obtain the scaling of the SF phase volume as a function
of ¢ and estimate how quickly it vanishes as € approaches
0. In all cases, the motion along the trajectories, which
correspond to the SEF' boundaries, is slow and its speed
is proportional to € along the critical manifold S, so the
time they spend close to a finite piece of length L of S
scales as L/e. The width J of the SF is determined by
two trajectories that pass close to S (blue trajectories
in Fig. 2) and, hence, ¢ decreases exponentially as time
goes backwards. Therefore, this width can be estimated
as 0 ~ exp(—LA/e) at the moment when the boundaries
leave the critical manifold S (or a section of it of length
L). Here X is an effective repulsion rate at S, which
corresponds to the attraction in the reverse time. These
arguments lead to the following expected scaling for the

volume of a SF:
V(e) ~exp(—=Ce™1), C>0. (8)

The scaling (8) clearly holds for the normal form sys-



tem (1-2) and system (26). Furthermore, the rotator sys-
tem (5-6) exhibits this scaling too, as shown in Fig. 2(c).
The basin scaling (8) is expected to hold for large classes
of slow-fast systems, at least in low dimensions, as the
arguments leading to (8) are based on the rather general
geometric structure of the basin boundaries. However,
as we will see below, this scaling may sometimes fail to
accurately describe singular basins in high-dimensional
systems.

Singular basin is a robust phenomenon. This is due to
the fact that its ingredients persist under small parame-
ter changes. This applies to the stable manifolds of the
saddle equilibria and the coexisting attractors. We illus-
trate the parameter region of the singular basin and the
possible mechanisms of its destruction for system (5-6)
in the Supplemental Material [41].

A higher-dimensional class of systems, in which sin-
gular basins can be observed, is the mean-field coupled
active rotators

N
Y =w; + @ —singp; + %Zsin(c{)j _d)i)a (9)
j=1
o= e(—p+n(l - X)), (10)

where ¢ = 1,...,N and X = %Z;\;lsin(@j +a). In
this system, the frequencies of the individual rotators are
adapted globally by the slow variable p, and p is driven
by the mean-field X. This could be viewed as an interac-
tion with the environment. In contrast to the extensively
studied system of coupled rotators without adaptation
[15, 45-51], the adaptive system (9-10) contains multi-
ple timescales. Adaptive systems of a similar nature have
been shown to exhibit distinct dynamical properties such
as canard cascading [23, 52|, emergent excitability [53],
and others [54-56].

Figures 3 and 4 show singular basins and their scal-
ing in systems of N = 2 and N = 10 rotators, respec-
tively. Both systems feature the coexistence of two at-
tractors: one stable equilibrium and another rotating
periodic or quasi-periodic attractor. Consequently, the
corresponding averaged system exhibits a bistable po-
tential, as shown in Fig.3(a). This bistability is caused
by the phase-space structures similar to those in the sin-
gle adaptive rotator. However, a detailed description of
these structures is beyond the scope of this letter.

Figure 3(a) shows a bistable potential calculated by
averaging system (9) with N = 2 oscillators. Two-
dimensional cross-sections of the corresponding singular
basin for fixed values of ¢ and p values are illustrated in
Figs. 3(b) and (d), respectively. The SF volume vanishes
as € decreases; figure 3(c) demonstrates this for different
values of the detuning parameter A, = w; — wy. We
observe that the scaling of the dependence V() agrees
with the rule (8) for some values of A, (A, = 0.6), while
for other values, it exhibits a non-monotonic resonant-like
behavior (A, =1 or A, = 2.2). Hence, we conclude that
the scaling (8) can fail for the SF in higher-dimensional
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FIG. 3. Ilustration of the singular basin in system (9) of
N = 2 coupled phase rotators. (a) The bistable potential of
the averaged system. (b) A two-dimensional cross-section of
the basin of the full slow-fast system. The notations are the
same as in Fig. 2. The cross-section for fixed ¢1 = 1.2461.
(c) The volume of the singular funnel for ., limited to u €
[—10, 0], as a function of ¢ for different values of the parameter
A, = w1 — wz. (d) The cross-section of the basin for fixed
w = 2.86.

systems due to the more complex structure of the basin
boundaries.

Finally, the singular basin for the system of N = 10
adaptively coupled rotators (9) is demonstrated in Fig. 4.
The figure shows how the SF volume vanishes as a func-
tion of . Additionally, two trajectories are shown in
Fig. 4(b): one starts from the SF and enters rotating
motion (red), and one starts very close by that converges
to a stable equilibrium.

In summary, we described the phenomenon of a singu-
lar basin and a singular funnel, which is characteristic of
a wide range of slow-fast systems. The presence of a sin-
gular basin hinders a reliable timescale reduction of mul-
tiscale systems, even when the timescales are significantly
different. More specifically, while systems reduced by adi-
abatic elimination or averaging can exhibit a coexistence
of different states with clearly separated basins of attrac-
tion, the fast timescale of the original system can lead to
the dynamics that is not predicted by the reduced system.
This unexpected dynamics looks like a tunnelling transi-
tion from one attractor to another when only the reduced
system is considered. To understand this phenomenon in
greater detail, we developed minimal normal form sys-
tems. Additionally, we have demonstrated that singular
basins can be observed in higher-dimensional mean-field
coupled rotators. While our study focused on bistability,
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FIG. 4. Evidence of the singular basin in the system (9)
of ten coupled oscillators. (a) Scaling of the singular basin
volume w; = —4 4 (1 —1)/9, i = 1,...,10. Parameters: n =
10, « = 7/2,k = 1. (b) Examples of the trajectories: The
red trajectory starts from the SF and approaches a rotating
attractor asymptotically. The blue trajectory converges to an
equilibrium. Initial conditions are ¢;(0) = 6, 7 = 1,...,10,
1(0) = —5 for the red trajectory, and p(0) = —5.1 for the
blue trajectory.

future research involving more than two coexisting at-
tractors and possible tunneling between them would be
of interest.

Intriguingly, while any model of a real-world system is
necessarily an approximation involving the omission or
reduction of faster timescales, our results offer a new per-
spective on the unexpected transitions of these systems,
such as tunnelling between two stable states, which could
be triggered by the omitted timescales.
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Supplemental Material

I. DETAILS OF THE NUMERICAL METHODS
A. The singular funnel volume using Monte Carlo simulations in Figures 2 and 3

We estimated the volume of the singular funnel in Figures 2 and 3 of the main paper by Monte Carlo simulations
as follows:

e For each value of ¢, we randomly choose a large number M of uniformly distributed initial conditions, with
©i(0) € [0, 27) and u(0) € [—10, 0].

e For each of these initial conditions, we numerically solve the initial value problem consisting of system (5)—(6)
or (9)—(10) and the initial condition, for a long enough time. For the numerical integration we use the MATLAB
function ode45, with Re1Tol = 1071% and AbsTol = 107 !°. The time span for our integration is [0, 10/e].

e We then determine whether the solution trajectory converges to the stable equilibrium e; or to the rotating
periodic orbit .. To detect convergence, we use a user-defined event function to stop the integration at time tepnq
when p(tenq) > 9. If this condition applies, then the solution has converged to 7. otherwise, it has converged to
€.

e The volume V of the basin of attraction of the limit cycle ~. is then given by

V=
M’

where K is the number of initial conditions whose solution trajectories converge to 7. over time.

B. Numerical averaging in Figure 3

We computed the potential of the average system of the two oscillator network in Figure 3 as follows:

e For fixed parameter values of wy 2, k, 1, @, and a given value of y, we randomly choose initial values for ¢1(0)
and ¢2(0) from the interval [0, 27).

e We consider the (fast) layer problem of system (5)—(6)], which is given as:

N
. . R . .
<pizwi—l—u—smgpi—kﬁgsm(@j—tpi), 1=1,2. (11)

e The initial value problem consisting of system (11) and the randomly chosen initial condition (¢1(0), v2(0)) was
solved numerically for a sufficiently long time interval [0, 600]. For the numerical integration, the MATLAB
function ode45 was used, with Re1Tol = 107!0 and AbsTol = 10710,

e The transient part ¢ € [0,100] of the solution was discarded to ensure that the solution has converged to an
invariant state.

e We compute X (t) = 3 Z?Zl sin(yp;(t) + o) for t € [100,600] and write the average system as:

1 600
=00 = 55 [ Cuen( = X)) ae (12)

The definite integral on the right-hand side was computed numerically using the trapezoidal rule.

e The potential U(u) is given by:

Uu) = / " 4(s) ds.



II. SUPERCRITICAL PITCHFORK NORMAL FORM WITH ADAPTIVE PARAMETER

The pitchfork normal form with adaptively changing parameter, as introduced in the manuscript, is given by
i(t) =x(p—2?), x>0, (13)
L(t) =e(—p +ax —b), (14)

where € > 0 is a small parameter, and a,b > 0 are parameters determining the linear adaptation function.
First we consider the equilibria of the fast system (13), which, when considered as a set in the phase space (x, )
of the fast-slow system (13)—(14), define the critical manifolds

S():{(‘T7M)€[0700)XR : .’EZO}, (15)

S1={(z,n) €[0,00) xR : w =/, p >0} (16)
Linearization of the vector field along these manifolds shows that Sy has two branches, namely

Sg={(z,p) €[0,00) xR : =0, u <0}, (17)

So={(z,p) €[0,00) xR : =0, u> 0}, (18)

which are locally attracting and repelling respectively and such that S = S§U{0} U Sf, while Sy is locally attracting.
This stability information is shown in Fig. 5(b) by solid lines for the stable parts and dashed line for the unstable
part of the critical manifolds respectively.

Thus the fast system (13) has a unique stable equilibrium for all values of the slow variable p, which is attracting
all values of z > 0 for p < 0 and all > 0 for p > 0. Therefore we consider the reduced slow system on the union of
the corresponding stable parts of the critical manifolds. We substitute

0, nw<0
2= EH () = { P (19)
into (14) and obtain
L R &
or in a more compact form
jr=e(—p+ aH(u)E—b), (21)

where H(u) is the Heaviside step function.

We consider the case when the reduced system (21) has three equilibria eg, €1, and ez as shown in Fig. 5, their y
coordinates are pg < 0, 1 > 0, and ps > 0, respectively. Requiring three equilibria leads to the following conditions
on the parameters:

b>0 and a>2Vbh. (22)

Under the conditions (22), the reduced system (21) is bistable with two stable equilibria eg, ez and one unstable

equilibrium eq:
a a\?2
eo: (0,-b), ers: (ﬁ, Sty (5) —b) . (23)

The potential of system (21) can be calculated as the integral of its right-hand side, leading to
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Uln) = "5+ by~ S (u), (24)

where, for simplicity, we dropped the scaling factor e.

The equilibria eq and ey are stable in the phase space of the full system (13)—(14). The attraction basins for these
equilibria are separated by the stable manifolds W7 ,(e1) of the saddle equilibrium ey, see Fig. 5 and Fig. 1(a) of the
main manuscript. For our purposes, it is worth noting that the manifold W3 (e2) converges exponentially to z = 0 as
1 — 00. As a result, a part of the attraction basin of the equilibrium ey extends into an exponentially small region
for all p > 0, which we call singular funnel.
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FIG. 5. Phase portrait of the pitchfork normal form, system (13)—(14). (a) € = 0.1, the red region (white) region is the basin of
attraction of eg(e2), the stable W?(e1) (unstable W*(e1)) manifolds of the saddle point e; in blue. (b) € — 0, critical manifolds
So,1 in thick black, the attracting parts in solid and the repelling part of Sy is dashed. The double arrowed vertical black lines
indicate the direction of the fast layer system. Parameters: a = 3, b = 2.

III. A MODEL WITHOUT CRITICAL MANIFOLD CROSSING

Another system of equations introduced in the manuscript is

#(t) =z (tanh p + 2 — z) (25)
L(t) = e(—p +ax —b). (26)

The corresponding reduced system on the stable critical manifold (adiabatic elimination) is given by
fit) = e(—p — b+ a(tanh(p) +2)), (27)

and the corresponding (rescaled) potential V' is

U= 7/(atanh(,u) —p—b+2a) du
= u?/2 — (2a — b)pu — aln(cosh(p)).

IV. ADAPTIVE PHASE ROTATOR

A. Timescale reduction

The adaptive phase rotator considered in the manuscript has the form
¢ =w+p—sing, (28)
fi = e(—p + (1 — sin(p + a))). (20)

The slow-fast dynamics of this system for o = 0 was studied in [42], for the deterministic and stochastic case. Here
we extend these results (for the deterministic case) to « # 0.
The critical manifold has the form:

So == {(p, ) : p=-w+sinp}, (30)

and it exists in the stripe |z + w| < 1. To obtain the dynamics on this critical manifold (adiabatic elimination), we
substitute sin ¢ = p + w into (29), leading to

ﬂ:—u+n<1—(u+w)cosa:|: 1—(u+w)zsina>, |+ w| < 1. (31)



For |pu + w| > 1, the fast subsystem (28) has no equilibria, but exhibits periodic rotation described by

1+ Q(u) tan (;mm))

t) = 2arctan
‘PM() ( Wt

where

Qp) =/ (w+p)’ -1

10

To average the slow dynamics (29) along these fast rotations, we need to average the oscillating term sin(p(¢) + «)

over the period T = 27/

1

27 /0
(sin(p,(t) + o)) = T /0 sin (¢, (t) + o) dt =

1

1 T
=((w+p) —Q)Cosohtfsina/ cos p, (t)dt
0

1 2 5 od
:((w—&-u)—ﬂ)cosa—&—fsina/ il e 4
0

1 T dsi
:((w+u)—Q)cosa+Tsino¢/ Sy
0

= ((w+ pu) — Q) cosa.

Therefore, the averaged equation is

ﬂu+n<1 <(w+u) (w+u)21>cosa>, jw+ p| > 1.

Finally, we combine the reduced systems (31) for |u + w| < 1 and (32) for | + w| > 1, to obtain

= (1= () cosa+ Q(u)

where

1—(p+w)’sina, |p+w <1
(WHp)? —lcosa, |p+w>1.

The equilibria of the averaged dynamics satisfy

—pu+n(1—(u+w)cosa+ Q) =0.

T T
1
= —cosa/ sin @, (t)dt + —sina/ cos p, (t)dt =
T 0 T 0

w+ﬂ—sillg0:

w—i—u—singo:

(33)

(35)
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B. Parameter region for singular basin

In Figure 6, we present the bifurcations of system (28)—(29) with respect to the parameters « and e. In the
parameter region we examined, there are two Hopf bifurcation curves and three homoclinic curves. Also, the system
has two equilibrium solutions e; and ez, and up to four periodic solutions: 72, which are regular limit cycles, and
Ye.u, Which are rotating limit cycles resulting from the fact that ¢ € [0,27). We point out that the rotating limit
cycle 7. is always stable in the parameter region under examination.

If we consider Figure 6 (a), starting from the left-hand side, we have a monostable system in region (b), Figure 6 (b),
where the equilibrium e; is unstable. At the subcritical Hopf curve H;, the unstable equilibrium e; gains stability in
region (c), Figure 6 (c), and an unstable limit cycle v, emerges to form the boundary of the basin of attraction of e;.

The unstable limit cycle v; intersects the saddle equilibrium ey at the homoclinic bifurcation hy, Figure 6 (d). To
the right-hand side of hq, region (g), the basin of attraction of the rotating limit cycle is singular, with the boundary
given by the stable manifold of the saddle ey, Figure 6 (g).

The second homoclinic bifurcation, hs, is formed by the intersection of the unstable rotating limit cycle -, and the
saddle equilibrium ey, Figure 6 (g). Region (e), Figure 6 (e), below the curve hg, is a bistable region where both the
equilibrium e; and the rotating limit cycle 7. are stable, and the basin boundary is given by the unstable rotating
limit cycle «,. The second Hopf bifurcation, Hs, is supercritical. The stable equilibrium e; in Figure 6 (g) loses
stability, giving rise to a stable limit cycle 72, Figure 6 (h). The basin of attraction of 4, is still singular in region
(h). The region of singular basin ends at the homoclinic bifurcation hg, Figure 6 (i), where the stable limit cycle 7,
intersects the saddle equilibrium es. In region (j), Figure 6 (j), the system is monostable again, where the rotating
limit cycle 7, is the only stable attractor.

C. Analytical considerations for the singular funnel scaling

Here we provide some analytical considerations, which substantiate the scaling given in the main manuscript as
equation (8).
Consider ¢ < 1 and the boundaries of the singular basin to be

¢u(t) = ¢(ta ¢u07 ,UO), /u‘u(t) = (rb(tv (buO; ,U'O)

for the upper, and

Gu(t) = o, b0, o), pu(t) = ¢(t, duo, o)

for the lower boundaries. Here ¢ < ¢y0, —w — 1 < pg < u(ez) are some chosen points on the singular funnel such
that ¢(0, ¢xo, o) = dxo0 and p(0, pxo, o) = po for X € {u,l}. For any fixed § < ¢y0 — ¢i0, there exists to < 0 such
that

b1(to) — dulto) =0

due to the contraction to the equilibrium of the layer system (fast equation (28)) in the backwards time.
Being d-close to the equlibrium of the fast system, it can be linearized for ty < t < to, where t; is the time when
the system approaches the fold point of the layer equation. This leads to

¢ = w+ p —sin(¢™(p)) — cos(¢™ (1)) (¢ — &* (1)),
fr=€(=p+n(1l—sin(¢"(n) + @) — cos(¢* (1) + @) (¢ — &7 (1)) -

Taking into account that ¢*(u) is the critical manifold, the leading terms in both equations read as:

¢ = —cos(¢" (1)) (& — 67 (1)) ,
= e (—ptn (1= sin(" () +a)).
Denoting A = ¢, — ¢, we have

A(t) = — cos(6" (1) A,
i(t) = € (—p+n (1 — sin(¢" (1) + ).
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The above equations give dA/dt and du/dt. Hence we obtain dA/dp as follows

a1 —cos(¢* (1)) A
dp e —p+n(1—sin(¢*(n) + «))

which can be solved as

which provides the scaling as in equation (8) of the main paper.
In addition, according to [57], there is only an algebraic contraction of the singular funnel stripe across the fold
point. Hence, the exponential estimate (36) remains for the further motion along the fast flow.



