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We introduce and investigate the effects of a new class of stochastic resetting protocol called
subsystem resetting, whereby a subset of the system constituents in a many-body interacting system
undergoes bare evolution interspersed with simultaneous resets at random times, while the remaining
constituents evolve solely under the bare dynamics. Here, by reset is meant a re-initialization of
the dynamics from a given state. We pursue our investigation within the ambit of the well-known
Kuramoto model of coupled phase-only oscillators of distributed natural frequencies. Here, the reset
protocol corresponds to a chosen set of oscillators being reset to a synchronized state at random
times. We find that the mean wp of the natural frequencies plays a defining role in determining
the long-time state of the system. For wo = 0, the system reaches a synchronized stationary state
at long times, characterized by a time-independent non-zero value of the synchronization order
parameter that quantifies macroscopic order in the system. Moreover, we find that resetting even
an infinitesimal fraction of the total number of oscillators, in the extreme limit of infinite resetting
rate, has the drastic effect of synchronizing the entire system, even in parameter regimes in which
the bare evolution does not support global synchrony. By contrast, for wo # 0, the dynamics allows
at long times either a synchronized stationary state or an oscillatory synchronized state, with the
latter characterized by an oscillatory behavior as a function of time of the order parameter, with
a non-zero time-independent time average. Our results thus imply that the non-reset subsystem
always gets synchronized at long times through the act of resetting of the reset subsystem. Our
results, analytical using the Ott-Antonsen ansatz as well as those based on numerical simulations,
are obtained for two representative oscillator frequency distributions, namely, a Lorentzian and a
Gaussian. Given that it is easier to reset a fraction of the system constituents than the entire
system, we discuss how subsystem resetting may be employed as an efficient mechanism to control

attainment of global synchrony in the Kuramoto system.

I. INTRODUCTION

The idea of stochastic resetting was first put forward
in the context of classical diffusion in the seminal papers
by Evans and Majumdar [1]. Under stochastic resetting,
the bare dynamics of a system is repeatedly reset at ran-
dom times to a given state. It was inspired by the simple
yet innovative idea that an algorithm using diffusion and
designed to search for a misplaced target when restarted
over and over again would result in stray dynamical paths
being effectively cut off. This in turn would reduce the
time of detection of the target, as measured by the mean
first-passage time through the target, resulting in an en-
hanced efficiency of the search algorithm. In the last few
years, the basic paradigm of stochastic resetting has been
studied in a wide variety of set-ups spanning across do-
mains, e.g., in the context of diffusion processes [2—1], in
unveiling first order transition for the optimal search time
of Lévy flights [5], in study of telegraphic processes [0],
in analyzing Markov processes [7], in random walk prob-
lems [3-13], in considering optimization in first-passage
resetting [14], in study of first-passage properties of a
particle in a potential [15], in discussing large deviations
of ratio observables in reset processes [10], in experimen-
tal studies related to estimating the optimal mean time
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required by a free diffusing Brownian particle to reach a
target [17], in analysis of scaled Brownian motion [18],
in investigations of dynamical systems [19], in studying
predator-prey models [20-22], in studies focussed on com-
plex chemical processes such as the Michaelis—Menten re-
action scheme [23, 24], in investigating run and tumble
models for active matter [25-28], in analyzing efficacy of
antiviral therapies [29], in finance models [30, 31], etc.
Stochastic resetting has also been studied in quan-
tum systems, e.g., in the context of integrable and non-
integrable closed quantum systems [32], and in studying
the tight-binding model [33, 34] and the quantum random
walk [35]. Not only single-particle dynamics, stochastic
resetting has also been implemented in many-body inter-
acting systems, e.g., systems in the classical domain such
as fluctuating interfaces [306], exclusion processes [37, 35],
classical spin systems [39], coupled oscillators [10, 11]; on
the quantum side, many-particle resetting has been con-
sidered in the case of, e.g., quantum Ising chains [412, 43].
A rather comprehensive discussion on stochastic resetting
can be found in the recent reviews on the subject [44-46].
In the case of many-body systems, resetting has been
mostly studied in the particular context of global reset-
ting, in which all the system constituents are simulta-
neously reset to a given state at the time instances of
reset [39, 40, 42]. A significant deviation from such a
scenario comprises the case in which each constituent re-
sets independently of one other at random times, which
goes under the name of local resetting [41, 47]. A dynam-
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ical scenario that lies between these two extremes is when
only a given subset of the system constituents undergoes
simultaneous resets at random times. Thus, we have a
dynamical set-up, which we may refer to as subsystem re-
setting, wherein only a part of the system undergoes bare
evolution interspersed with resets, while the rest of the
system follows solely the bare evolution. Evidently then
due to the interaction between the constituents in the
reset and the non-reset part would one expect a strong
interplay between bare evolution and reset moves. We
may then already anticipate interesting emergent prop-
erties, both static and dynamic. Furthermore, in the case
of global resetting, each reset event initiates afresh the
dynamics of the entire system, resulting in all memory
of dynamical evolution getting completely washed away
each time a reset happens. Consequently, what matters
in determining the state of the system at any given time
instant is when did the last reset event take place [1].
This may be contrasted with what happens under sub-
system resetting, where evidently the non-reset part of
the system retains memory of its entire dynamical evolu-
tion. The aforementioned scenario of subsystem resetting
has not been explored in the literature, and which is the
central theme of the current work.

The set-up of subsystem resetting is particularly in-
teresting to study in systems exhibiting an order-to-
disorder transition. One may consider the paradigmatic
classical Ising model comprising Ising spins, which with
nearest-neighbor interactions exhibits a transition be-
tween a ferromagnetic (ordered) and a paramagnetic (dis-
ordered) phase in equilibrium and in dimensions greater
than one. Another well-known model showing order-
to-disorder transition, albeit from the domain of non-
linear dynamics and which will form the focus of our
study in this work, is the so-called Kuramoto model [418].
The model, which we discuss in detail below, involves
globally-coupled phase-only oscillators of distributed nat-
ural frequencies that are interacting through the sine of
the difference in phases between the oscillators. The Ku-
ramoto model offers a novel framework to study spon-
taneous synchronization in many-body interacting sys-
tems [18-54]. The utility of the model stems from the
fact that it is simple enough to make analytical predic-
tions while simultaneously capturing the bare essentials
of the dynamics of synchronizing systems. Variations of
this model have found applications in analyzing synchro-
nization phenomena in widely disparate contexts, from
yeast cell suspensions, flashing fireflies, firings of cardiac
pacemaker cells, voltage oscillations in Josephson junc-
tion arrays to animal flocking behavior, pedestrians on
footbridges, rhythmic applause in concert halls, and elec-
trical power distribution networks [55, 56].

In the Kuramoto model, one observes a transition in
the stationary state from an incoherent (disordered) to
a synchronized (ordered) phase as one tunes the inter-
oscillator interaction strength K across a critical thresh-
old K.. Herein, order refers to a macroscopic fraction
of oscillator phases evolving synchronously in time. The

synchronization order parameter, which gives a measure
of global phase coherence or synchrony in the system, has
a time-independent value in the stationary state. The
stationary order parameter has the value zero for K val-
ues smaller than K., while it has a nonzero value for all
K > K.. In the setting of the Kuramoto model, one
may ask the question: if we repeatedly reset a subset of
the total number of oscillators to an ordered state, can
this drive the rest of the oscillators towards order in the
stationary state even when the bare dynamics fails to
support such an ordering? Is there a critical size of the
reset subsystem that ensures that one has ordering in the
rest of the system? How does the rate of resetting play
a role in inducing a given amount of synchronization in
the non-reset subsystem? What is the fate of the syn-
chronization transition exhibited by the bare model on
including the effects of subsystem resetting?

It is pertinent to state at this point the specifics of
the reset dynamics and the main results emerging from
our study. Our resetting protocol involves all the oscilla-
tor phases of the reset subsystem being set to the value
zero with a constant rate A > 0. While the resetting
protocol is obviously applied to the reset subsystem, our
focus of study will be its effects on the non-reset subsys-
tem. We have done our theoretical calculations in the
continuum limit in which the total number of oscillators
in the system is infinite, N — oo, and have supported
them with numerical simulations for N = 10* oscillators.
In the limit N — oo, when the number of oscillators in
both the reset and the non-reset subsystem becomes infi-
nite, a reasonable quantity denoting the size of the reset
subsystem is the fraction f of the total number of oscil-
lators undergoing reset. Our main findings, pursued for
unimodal distributions for the natural frequencies of the
oscillators, are the following:

1. The mean wy of the oscillator frequencies plays a
defining role in determining the long-time state of
the system. This is unlike the bare Kuramoto dy-
namics, in which the effects of wy can be gotten rid
off by viewing the dynamics in a co-rotating frame.

2. Let us first discuss the limiting case A — oco. In this
limit, we unveil on the basis of exact analytical cal-
culations a qualitative difference in the long-time
behaviour between the case wy = 0 and the case
wo # 0. In the considered limit, we show that our
system of interest, i.e., the non-reset subsystem,
can be mapped to a version of the forced Kuramoto
model studied in Ref. [57]. The reset subsystem
is on the other hand may be considered dynami-
cally frozen in time in the reset configuration. This
enables us to apply the analytically-tractable Ott—
Antonsen (OA) ansatz [58] to study the non-reset
subsystem in terms of single-oscillator density func-
tions; in this case, the dynamics of the non-reset
subsystem remains confined to a low-dimensional
manifold called the OA manifold. As a result, we
are able to obtain an exact equation for the time



evolution of the synchronization order parameter of
the non-reset subsystem.

(a) When one has wy = 0, our exact analytical re-
sults show that the non-reset subsystem is guaran-
teed to have a synchronized stationary state at long
times; Quite remarkably, we find as a function of K
that the non-reset subsystem always exhibits syn-
chrony, even for very small values of the parameter
f (see the plot for f = 0.03 in Fig. 2(b)). We see
from our analysis (specifically, Eq. (31) that the
stationary value of the synchronization order pa-
rameter of the non-reset subsystem cannot be zero
for any non-zero value of the parameters K and
f, thus suggesting existence of a synchronized sta-
tionary state for any K and f. As a result, the
synchronization transition as a function of K ex-
hibited by the bare dynamics gets converted into a
crossover in presence of subsystem resetting in the
limit A — oo.

(b) In the case wy # 0, our exact analytical results
again show that the non-reset subsystem always at-
tains at long times a synchronized stationary state
for K < K, irrespective of the value of f (see the
density plot in the f — K plane in Fig. 3(a) and the
plot for f = 0.5 and f = 0.8 in Fig. 3(b)). How-
ever, for K > K., depending upon f, we may get
for the non-reset subsystem at long times either a
synchronized stationary state or an oscillatory syn-
chronized state (specifically, an oscillatory behavior
of the order parameter as a function of time, thus
characterizing a non-stationary state of the dynam-
ics, but which yields a non-zero time-independent
time average). We have (i): f is large, when one
has a synchronized stationary state (see the plot for
f=0.5,K =4.0 in Fig. 3(c)), and (ii): f is small,
when one has an oscillatory synchronized state (see
the plot for f = 0.3, K = 4.0 in Figs. 3(d) and
3(e)). Thus, even with wy # 0, the non-reset sub-
system gets synchronized at long times through the
act of resetting of the reset subsystem.

Interestingly, our analysis done in the limit A — oo
agrees well with our simulation results for A values
as low as 25.0 for the case of wy = 0 (see Fig. 2(b),
in which the results denoted by the black points
and obtained from simulations for f = 0.1 and
A = 25.0 match reasonably well with the A — oo
theoretical results) and as low as 100.0 for the case
of wg # 0 (compare the agreement between the re-
sults denoted by the points and obtained from sim-
ulations with A = 100.0 with the A — oo analytical
results for f = 0.8 in Fig. 3(b) and for f = 0.3 in
Fig. 3(d), all with wy = 2.0).

On the basis of the above, we draw the follow-
ing conclusion. As shown in Ref. [10], the Ku-
ramoto model when subject to global resetting al-
ways reaches a stationary state at long times. By
stark contrast, the dynamics in presence of sub-

system resetting may or may not have a stationary
state, depending on the values of the dynamical pa-
rameters and even in the limit in which resetting
happens all the time (the limit A — 00).

. For finite \, one cannot map the non-reset subsys-

tem to any version of the forced Kuramoto model.
Here, the dynamical evolution of the two individ-
ual subsystems, namely, the reset and the non-
reset subsystem, remains confined to respective OA
manifolds. It is interesting though to note that
the evolution of the system as a whole does not
take place on an OA manifold. Thus, we have
two time evolution pertaining to the two subsys-
tems taking place simultaneously on two different
OA manifolds, which are dependent on one another
and hence coupled. Even in such a set-up, we are
able to find approximate analytical evolution equa-
tions for the realization-averaged order parameters
of the reset and the non-reset subsystem, for large
A. The problem of finding the value(s) of these or-
der parameters in the stationary state, provided the
latter exists, is reduced to finding the roots of two
(for wg = 0) or four (for wg # 0) coupled nonlinear
equations.

(a) For wy = 0, our approximate analytical cal-
culations predict the non-reset subsystem to have
a synchronized stationary state at long times for
any nonzero value of f and A, thereby converting
the synchronization transition of the bare dynamics
into a crossover, just as in the case of the A — oo
limit discussed above. We have verified our ap-
proximate theory by a comparison with simulation
results for A values as low as 1.0 (see Fig. 4(a), in
which the results denoted by the black points and
obtained from simulations for f = 0.1 match rea-
sonably well with our theoretical results).

(b) For wg # 0, our approximate analytical cal-
culation predicts that the non-reset subsystem al-
ways attains at long times a synchronized station-
ary state for K < K.. On the other hand, in the
K > K, region, our approximate analytical calcu-
lation predicts the long-time behaviour of the non-
reset subsystem to be either a synchronized station-
ary state at large f or an oscillatory synchronized
state at small f, much like the A\ — oo scenario. A
comparison of theoretical with numerical results for
A = 5.0 demonstrates for large f values an agree-
ment in the K < K. region, and not so good an
agreement for K > K. (see Fig. 5(b), where the
simulation results are denoted by squares and cir-
cles, and which correspond to f = 0.5 and f = 0.8,
respectively). For small f, see Fig. 5(a), our nu-
merical simulation results display oscillations with
decaying amplitude and eventual settling down to
a synchronized stationary state, which is at vari-
ance with our theory that predicts an oscillatory
synchronized state at long times.



4. All the above results are obtained by taking a
Lorentzian distribution of natural frequencies for
the oscillators. Recently, an approximation scheme
has been developed that allows treating the bare
Kuramoto model using the OA ansatz even for a
Gaussian distribution of natural frequencies of the
oscillators. [59]. We apply the method of analysis in
Ref. [59] to our system that involves subsystem re-
setting. Here, in the A — oo limit and with a Gaus-
sian frequency distribution, we are able to derive
analytically an approximate equation for the time
evolution of the order parameter of the non-reset
subsystem. We verify the solution of this equation
in the long-time limit by means of numerical simu-
lations. For the small-\ case and with a Gaussian
distribution of frequencies, obtaining an analytical
evolution equation for the order parameter of the
non-reset subsystem becomes intractable, and thus,
we are restricted to obtaining only simulation re-
sults. We find that our results for the Gaussian case
are qualitatively similar to those for the Lorentzian
distribution of the oscillator frequencies.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we de-
fine in detail the Kuramoto model and the dynamics
in the presence of stochastic resetting of a subsystem.
In Sec. III, we analyze the dynamics for the case of a
Lorentzian distribution of natural frequencies of the Ku-
ramoto oscillators. In this section, we first discuss the
A — oo case in Sec. IIT A for both of the wy = 0 and
wp # 0 cases, respectively. Then in Sec. II1 B, we take up
the finite-A case for both the choices wg = 0 and wqy # 0,
respectively. In Sec. III C, we elaborate on the relevance
of our analysis in controlling the extent of synchroniza-
tion in our system. In Sec. IV, we present our analysis
of the dynamics by going beyond the Lorentzian distri-
bution, namely, for a Gaussian distribution. Finally, the
paper ends with conclusions in Sec. V. Some of the tech-
nical details are relegated to the three appendices.

II. THE KURAMOTO MODEL IN PRESENCE
OF SUBSYSTEM RESETTING

A. The bare Kuramoto model

As mentioned in the Introduction, the Kuramoto
model involves a system of N globally-coupled phase-
only oscillators. We denote by 6;(t) € [0,27) the phase
of the j—th oscillator at time ¢, with j = 1,2,..., N. The
phase evolution in time is defined within the Kuramoto
model as [48]

do; K<L
I :wj—i-ﬁkz_:lsm(@k—ﬂj). (1)

Here, the constant K denotes the inter-oscillator cou-
pling strength, which is scaled by N to ensure effective

competition between the first and the second term on
the right-hand side of the above equation in the con-
tinuum limit N — oo. In this paper, we will consider
the case K > 0 for all further calculations. In Eq. (1),
the natural frequencies w; € (—o00,00) of the oscillators
are quenched-disordered random variables distributed ac-
cording to a given probability distribution g(w), which
has a finite mean wg > 0 and a finite width ¢ > 0. We
assume the distribution to be unimodal and symmetric
about the mean wy.

The Kuramoto system is capable of exhibiting rich dy-
namics due to the interplay between randomness and cou-
pling. The randomness originates from the variation in
the natural frequency among the oscillators; in the ab-
sence of coupling, each oscillator phase tends to rotate
uniformly and independently in time. This results in
the individual phases being scattered uniformly and in-
dependently in [0,27) at any given instant, leading to
an unsynchronized/incoherent state. On the other hand,
the counter effect is provided by the coupling among
the oscillators, which tends to make the oscillators ac-
quire the same phase, thereby leading to a synchronized
state. Depending upon the relative magnitude of these
two competing effects, one observes within the Kuramoto
dynamics in the limit N — oo and in the stationary state
a synchronization phase transition, or, more precisely,
a supercritical bifurcation [48, 49, 53]. The transition
takes place between a low-K unsynchronized/incoherent
phase and a high- K synchronized phase across a critical
K, denoted by K..

The aforementioned phase transition is characterized
by the synchronization order parameter z(t) = r(t)e™¥®),
defined as [18, 19]

N
r(t)e?®) = i E et (), (2)

j=1

Thus, the complex quantity z(t) is represented in the
complex-z plane by a vector of length r(¢) inclined at
an orientation angle () with respect to an arbitrary
reference. We refer to z(t) as the synchronization vector.
The real quantity r(¢) measures the amount of global
phase synchrony present in the system at time instant
t, while the real quantity (t) € [0,27) quantifies the
average phase. Clearly, we have 0 < r < 1, with r =0
(respectively, r = 1) implying incoherence (respectively,
perfect synchrony). Any value of r in the range 0 < r < 1
implies partial synchrony. In terms of the quantities r
and v, the dynamics (1) takes the form
do;

— = w () sin(v (1) - 6), (3)

which makes it evident the mean field nature of the Ku-
ramoto dynamics: every oscillator phase evolves in the
presence of a mean-field common to all, which is gener-
ated by the interaction among all the oscillators.

In this paper, we will consider the case ¢ > 0. This is
because with ¢ = 0, implying same w; for all the oscil-
lators, the system will trivially synchronize. Specifically,



we will be working with two representative frequency dis-
tributions, namely, a Lorentzian and a Gaussian, given
respectively by

a 1 .

L Lorentzian)

T (w—wg)2+02? ( ’
9(w) = { 1 szp (— (w;wz(’)?) ; (Gaussian) )

V2no? o ’ :

For these distributions, the critical K to observe the syn-
chronization phase transition can be calculated explicitly,
as was first achieved by Kuramoto; One has [18, 49, 53]

2
Ke = ot ©)

For K in the range 0 < K < K., the system is in the
unsynchronized phase with the stationary-state order pa-
rameter given by rgy = r(t — 00) = 0. On the other
hand, for K > K., the system is in the synchronized
phase with 0 < g < 1.

B. The model in presence of subsystem resetting

Following the analysis of Kuramoto, we know that even
if we start from a fully-synchronized state, the system for
K < K. will always desynchronize in time and the quan-
tity 7 will settle down at long times to the value zero in
the continuum limit N — oco. Keeping this in mind, the
situation we are interested in within the framework of the
Kuramoto model is the following: We initialize the dy-
namics from a fully synchronized state, i.e., 6;(0) =0V j.
Then, at random times, the bare Kuramoto evolution fol-
lowing Eq. (3) is interrupted, whereby a given number
of oscillators are reset back to their initial phase value,
i.e., zero. The random times at which the system un-
dergoes a reset vary from one realization of the dynam-
ics to another. A priori we do not have any bias about
which oscillators are to be reset. Specifically, we choose
once and for all the subset of oscillators to be reset, and
keep resetting the same subset across different realiza-
tions and different reset times. We construct this subset
by choosing uniformly and independently n distinct os-
cillators out of the total N oscillators, with n < N. The
details of the numerical implementation are summarized
in Appendix A.

We define the reset subsystem as the one constituted
by the oscillators that are being reset, while the rest of
the oscillators form the non-reset subsystem. Then the
question we are interested in is the following: By reset-
ting the oscillators of the reset subsystem, are we able
to synchronize the non-reset subsystem? Since the reset
subsystem will get synchronized under the dynamics of
resetting because of the choice of the resetting state, syn-
chronization of the non-reset subsystem implies synchro-
nization of the system as a whole. If the answer to the
question just raised is yes, then this question is followed
by a plethora of interesting questions: How does this
inducing of synchronization in the non-reset subsystem

through resetting of the reset subsystem depend on the
resetting rate, the size n of the reset subsystem, and the
interaction strength K7 For K < K, the bare dynam-
ics does not support synchronization. Can we then make
the system synchronized for K < K.? For K > K., even
the bare dynamics supports synchronization, and then
the question will be: Can resetting increase the amount
of synchronization in the system than what is achieved
in the bare dynamics? If it so turns out that the system
in presence of resetting is synchronized for all values of
K, the phase transition in the bare dynamics would turn
into a crossover in stationary values of r as a function of
K. Thus, we may ask: Does the phase transition with
respect to K in the bare model persist even on including
resetting in the bare dynamics?

In this paper, we set out to answer the aforementioned
questions. The random times at which resets happen are
considered to follow a Poisson point process with rate
A. This implies that the random variable 7, denoting the
time interval between two successive resets, is distributed
according to an exponential distribution

p(r)=Xe™;  A>0, 7€]0,00). (6)
The dynamics may then be defined as follows: During the
infinitesimal interval dt following any time instant ¢, the
state {6;(t)} of the system evolves following the dynam-
ics (3) with probability (1 — Adt). On the other hand,
with the complementary probability Adt, the phases of
the n oscillators constituting the reset subsystem are all
reset to the value zero, while the phases of the oscillators
forming the non-reset subsystem evolve following the dy-
namics (3). Here, the parameter A is the resetting rate,
while the quantity 1/A denotes the average time between
two successive resets. Evidently then, on setting A to
zero, the dynamics in presence of resetting reduces to
the bare Kuramoto dynamics (3).

We will analyze the above-mentioned dynamics in the
limit N — oo, where a more reasonable quantity than
n to characterize the size of the reset subsystem is the
fraction f = n/N of the total number of oscillators under-
going the reset. From now on, we will use the quantities
f and 1 — f to denote the size of the reset and the non-
reset subsystem, respectively. Note that f varies in the
range 0 < f < 1. It is pertinent at this point to list down
the various parameters that characterize our dynamics.
These are the following: (i) the coupling K, (ii) the re-
setting rate A, (iii) the fraction f of the total number of
oscillators undergoing the reset, and (iv) the parameters
wo and o characterizing the frequency distribution g(w).

As the reset and the non-reset subsystem are subjected
to two different schemes of evolution, it is appropri-
ate to track separately the order parameter (r,(t), . (t))
of the reset subsystem as well as the order parameter
(rnr(t), ¥nr(t)) of the non-reset subsystem. Given a set
of N Kuramoto oscillators, we will from now on label
the oscillators in such a way that the ones with the label
j=1,2,...,n form the reset subsystem, while the ones
with the label j =n+1,n+2,..., N form the non-reset



subsystem. Consequently, we have

) 1 <
i) — LN i)
re(t)e == E el (7)
j=1
1 N
e (t) — i0;(t)
rar(t)e = ~v_a E e . (8)

j=n+1

The quantities on the left, together with the global or-
der parameter (r(t),v(t)) defined in Eq. (2) make up
the observables of the problem at hand. From now on,
we will drop the explicit time dependence in the quanti-
ties 2y (), znr (t), 7 (L), Y (t), rar(t), ¥nr(t), unless specified
otherwise. Note that because of resetting of phases of all
the reset oscillators to the same value, the quantity 7,
hits the value of unity at the time instances of reset. A
representative variation of the mentioned observables as
a function of time in a single realization of the dynamics
and for chosen values of the various parameters is shown
in Fig. 1. In panel (a), the sudden changes in the value
of r, from its current value to unity denote the resetting
instances.

IIT. ANALYSIS FOR LORENTZIAN g(w)

In this section, we proceed to analyze the Kuramoto
model in presence of subsystem resetting, for the partic-
ular case of the Lorentzian frequency distribution given
in Eq. (4). We consider successively the case of infinite
and finite resetting rate A. In our analysis, we will use
the fact that for the Lorentzian g(w), the critical K to
observe synchronization may be obtained from Eq. (5) as
K. =20.

A. )\ — oo Limit: Case for maximum possible
induced-synchronization

Before we embark on a detailed analysis of our system
for arbitrary values of the resetting rate A, let us ask the
following question: For a given value of the parameter
f, what is the maximum amount of synchronization that
can be induced in the non-reset subsystem? One may
expect that maximum synchronization in the non-reset
subsystem will be achieved in the limit of infinite reset-
ting rate, i.e., A — oo. This is because, in this case, the
reset subsystem remains perfectly synchronized almost
at all times. Then, it is expected on the basis of the
coupling between the reset and the non-reset subsystem
that, if and when possible, the non-reset subsystem will
acquire maximum possible synchrony.

In the limit of infinite A, the phases of all the oscillators
in the reset subsystem can be considered to be fixed at
the resetting angle, i.e., 6;(t) =0V ¢, and j=1,--- ,n.
Using this in Eq. (1), we get the evolution equations for
the oscillators in the non-reset subsystem, i.e., for j =

n+1,...,N, as
N
dé. . K .
7dtj =wj; — K fsin(0;) + N k:EnJrl sin(fr —0;).  (9)

Interestingly, this equation breaks the phase-shift sym-
metry that is present in the bare Kuramoto dynamics (1).
In other words, rotating every phase by an arbitrary
amount (same for all), i.e., effecting the transformation
8; — 0+ V j and arbitrary «, leaves the dynamics (1)
invariant but not the dynamics (9). In terms of the quan-
tities rr and ¥y, Eq. (9) can be re-written as

db;
7; = Ldj — Kf sin(é)j) -+ K(]. — f)?"nr Sin('l/)nr - 9]‘), (10)
with j = n+1,---, N. From the above equation, it is

evident that resetting at infinite rate effectively adds a
constant forcing term of strength K f acting on the in-
dividual non-reset oscillators, represented by the second
term on the right hand side of Eq. (10). With the in-
crease of the fraction f, the strength of this forcing term
increases. On the other hand, the effective coupling be-
tween the oscillators of the non-reset subsystem, given
by K(1 — f), decreases with increasing f. Under the
effect of the forcing term, the phases of the non-reset os-
cillators tend to become zero. This would imply fixing
the orientation of the synchronization vector zy,(t) of the
non-reset subsystem at the value v, = 0. By contrast,
the mutual interaction between the non-reset oscillators
tends to rotate the same synchronization vector in time,
provided one has wy # 0. For wy = 0, the effects of
forcing and mutual interaction thus go hand in hand in
synchronizing the non-reset subsystem. For non-zero wy,
these two effects oppose each other, which we will show
below to be resulting in a transition depending on the
values of wy, f and K.

A variation of Eq. (9) has been studied by Childs and
Strogatz [57] in the context of periodic forcing of the
bare Kuramoto model and with a Lorentzian frequency
distribution. We will follow their analysis, which makes
use of the celebrated Ott-Antonsen (OA) ansatz. The
latter offers a powerful exact method to study dynam-
ics of coupled oscillator ensembles. In the context of
the bare Kuramoto model (1) with a Lorentzian distri-
bution of the oscillator frequencies, the ansatz studies
the evolution in phase space by considering a particular
class of single-oscillator density functions that is defined
on a low-dimensional manifold M C D called the OA-
manifold, the manifold being embedded in the space D
of all possible density functions. A remarkable feature
of the manifold is that when initialized on the manifold,
the subsequent evolution of the system remains confined
to it [58, 60]. This enables one to write down a single
first-order ordinary differential equation for the evolu-
tion of the synchronization order parameter r(t). As we
will discuss below, for our system (9), the initial con-
dition #;(0) = 0 for j = n+1,---, N lies on the OA-
manifold. Considering evolution under the dynamics (9)
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FIG. 1 — Subsystem resetting with finite A and
Lorentzian g(w) with mean wy = 0 and width
o = 1.0: Time variation of the order parameters r,

(panel (a)) and o, (panel (b)) pertaining to the reset

subsystem and the non-reset subsystem, respectively.
The values of the various parameters are: K = 1.5,
A= 0.5, f =0.5. The data correspond to a single
realization of the dynamics, and are obtained from

numerical simulation of the dynamics for a system of

N = 10* oscillators; the integration time step is taken

to be 0.01. The initial state has 6;(0) =0V j, and is

the same for all figures reporting numerical simulation
results.

also to remain confined to this manifold [57, 58, 60], the
order parameter (ry;, ¢y, ) may then be shown to satisfy a
two-dimensional dynamical system. We now turn to de-
tails of the derivation of this dynamical system, following
Ref. [57].

To proceed, we consider the dynamics (9) in the con-
tinuum limit N — oco. This implies that the size of both
the reset subsystem, given by N f, and the non-reset sub-
system, given by N(1 — f), is also infinite. Then the
state of the non-reset subsystem can be described using
a single-oscillator density function F(6,w,t). By defi-
nition, F'(0,w,t)dfdw denotes the fraction of non-reset
oscillators at time t that have their phase values between
0 and 6 + df and have their natural frequency between w
and w+dw. Normalization of the density function implies
that one has

/:ﬂ F,w,8)d0 = g(w), (11)

0o 2
/ / F(0,w,t)dfdw
—o0 J0

It is evidently true that the number of oscillators with
a given frequency is conserved under the dynamics (9).
As a consequence, F'(0,w,t) evolves in time according to
the continuity equation

oF 0 do

[
=

(12)

wherein the quantity df/dt is obtained from Eq. (10) in

the continuum limit as

o 1

o =w+ 2—2.[( K(1— f)za + Kf)e "

(KL= f)zm + K [)e],  (14)

where we have
) %) 2 )
T / / GOF(0,w, t)d0dw, (15
—o0 J 0O

and the star denotes complex conjugation.
Now, using the 27 periodicity of F(6,w,t) with respect
to 0, we obtain the Fourier expansion

FO,w,t) = @ 1+ Z Fo(w,t)e™ |, (16)
™ =—00
"0

where F,(w,t) is the n-th Fourier coefficient. Using
fOZﬂ e™df = 270,0, it can be easily checked that the
above expansion indeed satisfies Eq. (11). As F(0,w,t)
is a real quantity, we have a further condition on the
Fourier coefficients:

Fon(w,t) = [Fn(w,t)r. (17)

Substitution of Egs. (16) and (14) in Eq. (13) yields an
infinite number of coupled non-linear differential equa-
tions for the coefficients F,(w,t), which are analytically
intractable. At this point, Ott and Antonsen suggested
that if we only consider the special class of density func-
tions F'(0,w,t) for which

Fp(w,t) = [a(w, t)]" (18)

for all n > 1, then the aforementioned infinite number
of equations are automatically satisfied so long as a(w, t)
evolves according to the following equation obtained by
substituting Eqs. (14), (16), and (18) in Eq. (13):

IoJe" K N .
T 5[(1*f)znr+f]*wa
K 2
_5[(1_f)2nr+f)a ) (19)

where we have dropped the functional dependence in «
for ease of notation. Here zy, is obtained from Eq. (15)
as

Znr = /OO o (w, t)g(w)dw. (20)

—00

Thus, instead of solving the mentioned infinite set of cou-
pled non-linear differential equations for the F,,(w,t)’s,
we only have to solve the equation for a(w, t) and thereby
obtain the entire density function F(0,w,t).

Since we start from the initial condition 6;(0) = 0 for
j =mn-+1,---,N, the initial density function for the



oscillators in the non-reset subsystem can be written as

F(07Wat = O) = g(w)é(@) = g(w)(l/(Qﬂ-)) E;l.o:foo einG’
which is consistent with Eq. (18) and which yields

F,(w,0)=1Vn#0. (21)
Correspondingly, we take
a(w,0) = 1. (22)

Therefore, our dynamics is initialized on the OA mani-
fold, and Egs. (19) and (20) together would describe the
time evolution of the order parameter on this manifold.

In the case of the Lorentzian frequency distribution
given in Eq. (4), Egs. (19) and (20) can be further sim-
plified if a(w, t) satisfies certain conditions in the complex
w-plane. Namely, a(w,t) can be analytically continued
from real w into the complex w-plane for all ¢ > 0, and
that |a(w,t)] — 0 as Im(w) —» —oo and |a(w,t)| < 1
for real w [58]. With these conditions, one may com-
pute Eq. (20) by the use of contour integration to obtain
zne(t) = a*(wg — 1o, t), and thereby derive the exact evo-
lution equation of the order parameter z,, from Eq. (19)
as

dzpnr K

dt = 5[((17f)2nr+f)

—((1 = fame + f)zi] = (0 = iwo) zur (23)

At this point, we can reduce the number of dynami-
cal parameters by non-dimensionalizing the parameters
through the transformation ¢ — ot, K — K/o, and
wo — wo/o. Note that for all analysis and results re-
lated to the infinite resetting rate case, we will assume
from now on that such a non-dimensionalization of pa-
rameters to have been made. Next, using z,, = ropet¥or
in Eq. (23) and comparing real and imaginary parts on
both sides of the equation, we obtain the desired two-
dimensional dynamical system:

SO S Cl ) P S
2
+K7f (1—12,) cos (24)
and
ani/);r = — | —woTnr + ﬁ (1 + rflr) sintn, |, (25)

2

where the prime denotes differentiation with respect to
dimensionless time.

It is pertinent to ask: Does the synchronization phase
transition of the bare model persist when considering re-
setting events in the infinite resetting rate limit? In other
words, is the incoherent state with r,, = 0 still a possible
stationary-state solution of Egs. (24) and (25)? In order
to obtain an answer, we put r,, = ry, = 0 in Eq. (24),
which gives cos 1y, = 0, implying sin 4, = 1. Using this
along with r,, = 0 in Eq. (25), we get

L.

5 =0, (26)

which is satisfied only with f = 0. We thus conclude that
the incoherent state is a stationary state of the dynamics
only when the system undergoes bare Kuramoto evolu-
tion (the case f = 0). On the other hand, inclusion of
resetting in the dynamics at an infinite rate always syn-
chronizes the non-reset subsystem, even when one resets
a vanishing fraction of the total number of oscillators.
Thus, the synchronization phase transition in the bare
Kuramoto dynamics gets converted into a crossover with
infinite resetting rate because of the non-existence of the
incoherent stationary state.

As concluded above, r,; = 0 cannot be a stationary-
state solution of the dynamics, Egs. (24) and (25), and
hence, we can rewrite Eq. (25) as [57]

w;lr = - |:_w0 + KTf (an + 7"1nr> sin wnr:| . (27)

Next, we are interested in the stationary-state value
of rny from Eqs. (24) and (27), and hence, we need to
put r,. = 0 in these equations. Now, 1, . = constant #
0 cannot be a stationary-state solution, as r;r = 0 in
Eq. (24) will require cos )y, to have a constant value in
the stationary state, which in turn implies ¢y, to attain
a time independent value at long times. This latter fact
implies that one must have 1/J1/1r = 0 in the stationary
state. Using these facts in Eqgs. (24) and (27), we get
the stationary-state equations as

K(l_f)rst (1

= (D)%) — i

2 nr
K . .
Bl o) eosut = 0. @)
Kf st 1 : st
wo— - <rnr + 7“;2) sinyy, = 0. (29)

Here, “st” denotes the stationary-state value. It may be
worthwhile to compare the above situation with the one
for the bare Kuramoto dynamics, for which setting f = 0
in Eq. (27) implies that one has v, = wy = constant # 0
in the stationary state. This means that in the station-
ary state of the bare Kuramoto model, the synchroniza-
tion order parameter z,. can have a time-independent
value of its length r,., while its orientation angle may
change uniformly in time with angular velocity wq, for
wp # 0. Unlike that, in our case, in order to have a time-
independent 7, in the stationary state, the orientation
angle of z,, must not also change as a function of time,
even when wgy # 0.

In the rest of this section, we will put our efforts
into solving Egs. (28) and (29) and deduce the ensuing
physical picture. We will consider successively the cases
wp =0 and wy # 0.

1. Resetting with wo = 0

In the particular case of infinite resetting rate under
consideration, let us obtain the average phase 1, of the
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FIG. 2 — Subsystem resetting with A — oo and Lorentzian g(w) with mean wy = 0 and width ¢ = 1.0: Panel
(a) shows analytical results for the stationary-state synchronization order-parameter 5. of the non-reset subsystem,
depicted in terms of a density plot in the f — K plane. The analytical results are computed by solving the roots of
Eq. (31). As one tunes K at a fixed f # 0, the quantity 5. undergoes a crossover from low to high values. From the

density plot in panel (a), variation of 7. with K for representative values of f is presented in panel (b). Here, the black

dashed line corresponds to the bare Kuramoto dynamics, for which one has rs% = 0 for K < K., and one has a
synchronization transition as a function of K. In this panel, we also show by points numerical simulation results for
f=0.1 and A = 25.0, demonstrating agreement with theory; the data correspond to the stationary state of a single

realization of the dynamics for a system of N = 10" oscillators with the integration time step equal to 0.005. Panel (c)

shows as a function of f the quantity dri/df, for different K values given in the panel.

non-reset subsystem. Putting wg = 0 in Eq. (29), and
since we have 5% = 0 for any nonzero f, the only way
Eq. (29) is satisfied will be by having

sinyft = 0. (30)

The above conclusion could have also been arrived at by
analyzing Eq. (27) for wy = 0. In this case, noting that
ror is an intrinsically positive quantity, Eq. (27) has the
form df/dt = —asin 0, with a > 0 and 6 € [0, 27), which
evidently has one stable fixed point at § = 0. We thus
conclude that the long-time solution of Eq. (27) is given
by sin¢s! = 0 and cos¢St = 1. As a result, Eq. (28)
reduces to a cubic equation for rst:

e+ (15 ) o’
f

2 st

Hramp - () - @
The above equation can be solved exactly for rst, see
Appendix B. Interestingly, it is clear from Eq (31) itself
that, for any nonzero f, one cannot have r! = 0 as a
solution of the equation. For now, we are going to discuss
the main features of the solution of Eq. (31), depicted in
the plots in Fig. 2.

Figure 2(a) depicts the density plot for 7% in the f— K
plane, wherein the synchronization transition of the bare
Kuramoto model appears along the K axis for f = 0. As
the figure suggests and as has been explained earlier, the
mentioned transition becomes a crossover as soon as f

becomes non-zero. We thus conclude that the non-reset
subsystem is synchronized, i.e., 75t # 0, for any nonzero
value of f, however small. It can be seen from the figure
that as we increase f at a fixed K, the quantity r% takes
up higher and higher values for K values in the region
K < K. = 2, where the bare dynamics does not sup-
port any synchronization. Note that as mentioned in the
paragraph following Eq. (23), we are here working with
non-dimensionalized parameters, and hence have the crit-
ical value of the coupling as equal to 2 instead of 20. To
bring out better the salient features of this induced syn-
chronization in the non-reset subsystem, we plot in panel
(b) the quantity r5! as a function of K for several rep-
resentative values of f. The black dashed line represents
the case of the bare Kuramoto dynamics, showing no syn-
chronization, i.e., 7% = 0 for K < K,. We see from panel
(b) that we can induce a significant amount of synchro-
nisation in the non-reset subsystem even by resetting as
low as 3% of the total number of oscillators (f = 0.03).
The effect of resetting becomes more prominent near the
transition point of the bare Kuramoto model, i.e., near
K = K,.. Interestingly, we see from panel (b) that the
change in the value of 7%t does not take place propor-
tionately to the change in the value of f. Namely, for
the same amount of change in f, once from 10% to 50%
and again from 50% to 90%, the corresponding change
in 78t is different in the two cases. In fact, one has a
greater change in r8t when f is changed at a lower than
at a higher value. This fact is more clearly established
on plotting the quantity drst/df as a function of f for



several values of K, see panel (c). The panel shows that
the derivative drst /df takes up its maximum value when
f is close to zero, and which monotonically decreases as
we increase f. On the face of it, this result may appear
counter-intuitive, as one would expect the effect of reset-
ting 90% of the total number of oscillators to be more
pronounced in inducing synchronization in the non-reset
subsystem than resetting say 50% of the total number of
oscillators.

Remarkably, for a given value of K and as a function
of f, there is a bound on the amount of synchronization
that can be achieved in the non-reset subsystem through
resetting as f hits its maximum allowed value, i.e., in the
limit f — 17. We now derive this bound. Multiplying
both sides of Eq. (31) with (1 — f) and taking the limit
f — 17, we get the desired upper bound as

VI+ K2 -1

I (32)

(rrsltr)max =

An important point to note from Fig. 2(c) is that the
quantity }in}) drst /df increases with K in the region
—

K < K., diverges at K = K., and then decreases as
we increase K further, beyond K = K.. This is a signa-
ture of the synchronization phase transition in the bare
Kuramoto model, which is retrieved in the f = 0 case.

From Eq. (32), we see that for a particular K value, r5t
cannot exceed (75¢)ax. This upper bound on 75 implies
that 75t versus f at a fixed K has to behave in such a way
as to saturate to the value (%), as f hits the value
of unity from below. This would in turn imply that the
slope drst /df changes faster at smaller values of f than
at higher values, explaining the observation mentioned
above regarding the behavior of the quantity drst/df as
a function of f.

Now, one may question the physical relevance of study-
ing the case A\ — oo, which is evidently experimentally
unattainable. One may argue in favor of such a study by
mentioning that it gives a bound on how much synchro-
nization can be induced via resetting for fixed K and f,
in the extreme case in which the reset subsystem remains
completely synchronized almost at all times. For any fi-
nite A, the reset subsystem cannot remain synchronized
at all times, and one may expect only a smaller amount
of synchrony to get induced in the non-reset subsystem
through its interaction with the reset subsystem. Sec-
ondly, as shown in Fig. 2(b), our theoretical predictions
obtained in the A — oo limit correctly reproduce numer-
ical simulation results for finite A, for A values as low as
25.0.

2. Resetting with wy # 0

In the non-zero wy case, Eq. (29) gives the average
phase 9, of the non-reset subsystem in the stationary

10

state as

wWo
K , 1)’
KL (ra+ )

st
nr

sin g =

(33)

which implies that sin¢St is always positive in the sta-
tionary state. Correspondingly, cos 5t may have either
sign. To decide on the sign, let us consider Eq. (27).
As ry is a positive quantity, Eq. (27) has the form
df/dt = wy — asinf, with wy > 0, > 0 and 6 € [0, 27),
which evidently has a stable fixed point in the first quad-
rant and an unstable fixed point in the second quadrant,
provided we have a > wy. We thus conclude that for
the dynamics df/dt = wy — asin 6, when the stable fixed
point exists, it lies necessarily in the first quadrant. In
our system, Eq. (27), when the fixed point exists, the
stable fixed point (which by definition coincides with the
stationary solution, Eq. (33)) lies necessarily in the first
quadrant. Consequently, we have in the stationary state
that cos 5t is positive and equals

2
“o

2
K2f2 [ st 1
4 (an + rs

t
nr

cosySt = |1 — (34)

which together with Eq. (28) gives the quantity 5% as
solving the equation

1 K(1-f) K2f2 1 w2

1— (rst)? 2 4 (rst)?

(o)

(35)

In Fig. 3(a), we have presented the solution of Eq. (35).
Interestingly, for K > K. = 2, i.e., for K values larger
than the critical threshold of the bare Kuramoto model
for the case of Lorentzian g(w), there exist values of f
for which the dynamics does not support a stationary
state. The latter corresponds to the white region in the
density plot of Fig. 3(a). In this region, instead of reach-
ing a time-independent value at long times, r,, as well
as Yy, is time dependent; the quantity r,, oscillates as a
function of time, with a non-zero time-independent time
average (defining what we refer to as an oscillatory syn-
chronized state). Thus, the white region corresponds to
non-stationary states. In contrast, in the colored region
of Fig. 3(a), the system reaches a stationary state at long
times. In this region, both the quantities r,, and ¥, at-
tain time-independent values at long times. Referring to
Fig. 3(a), as one tunes f at a fixed K, one observes a
transition between a region supporting stationary states
and another supporting non-stationary states, for K val-
ues in the range K > 2. Moreover, we may conclude
based on the results discussed above that similar to the
case with wg = 0, the non-reset subsystem gets synchro-
nized at long times through the act of resetting of the
reset subsystem.

It has been established in Ref. [10] that when subjected
to global resetting, with other details of the resetting
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FIG. 3 — Subsystem resetting with A\ — co and Lorentzian g(w) with mean wy # 0 (specifically, wo = 2.0)
and width o = 1.0: Panel (a) shows analytical results for the stationary-state synchronization order-parameter rg; of
the non-reset subsystem, depicted in terms of a density plot in the f — K plane. The analytical results are obtained by

solving numerically the roots of Eq. (35). In the white region of the plot, when roots do not exist, 7, instead of reaching

a stationary value at long times, oscillates as a function of time, and ¢n, remains time dependent even at long times.

Nevertheless, r,, at long times yields a non-zero time-independent time average, thereby defining an oscillatory
synchronized state (representative plots for this case are shown in panels (d) and (e) for K = 4.0 and f = 0.3; here, .
and ¥n, are obtained by numerically solving Egs. (24) and (27) simultaneously; for our choice of the initial state as given
in Sec. II B, we have r, = 1 and 1, = 0 at the initial time instant ¢ = 0). In contrast, in the colored region, when roots
do exist, the system reaches a stationary state, in which both the quantities rn, and ¥y, attain time-independent values
at long times (a representative plot is shown in panel (c¢) for K = 4.0 and f = 0.5; for our choice of the initial state as
given in Sec. II B, we have oy = 1 and tny = 0 at the initial time instant ¢ = 0). In the coloured region, as one tunes K
at a fixed f # 0, the quantity ri. undergoes a crossover from low to high values. The black line in panel (a) is the curve
given by Eq. (37), denoting the boundary between regions with stationary and non-stationary behavior of r,, at long
times. From the density plot in panel (a), variation of r%. with K for representative values of f is presented in panel (b).
Here, the black dashed line corresponds to the bare Kuramoto dynamics, for which one has 75t = 0 for K < K., and one
has a synchronization transition as a function of K. In this panel, we also show by points numerical simulation results
for f = 0.8 and A = 100.0, demonstrating agreement with theory. A similar agreement between theory and simulation is
also demonstrated in panel (d). The simulation data correspond to a single realization of the dynamics for a system of
N = 10* oscillators with the integration time step equal to 0.005.



protocol identical to the ones considered in the current
work, the dynamics always reaches a stationary state at
long times. On the basis of our analysis presented above,
we conclude that unlike the global resetting case, on per-
forming resetting of a subsystem at an infinite rate, one
may or may not have a stationary state depending on
the values of the dynamical parameters. Another inter-
esting conclusion to draw from Fig. 3(a) is that, in the
region where a stationary state exists (coloured region
of Fig. 3(a)), the synchronization phase transition of the
bare Kuramoto model gets replaced by a crossover in
presence of resetting. On the other hand, a new tran-
sition between stationary and non-stationary states ap-
pears, depending on the values of the parameters f and
K.

The origin of the aforementioned transition between
stationary and non-stationary states lies in the existence
of the broken phase-shift symmetry in the dynamics,
Eq. (9), compared to the bare Kuramoto dynamics (see
the discussion following Eq. (9)). As explained therein,
considering the non-reset subsystem, their mutual inter-
action tends to rotate the synchronization order param-
eter zy;, whereas resetting tends to keep the same vector
fixed in direction at an angle v, = 0. The interplay
of these two opposing effects generates the non-trivial
density plot in Fig. 3(a). For K < K. = 2, the ef-
fect of mutual interaction is very weak and unable to
counter the effects of resetting, leading the system into
a stationary state. On the other hand, for K > 2, one
has a more involved situation. For smaller f, the effect
of resetting being small, mutual interaction between the
non-reset oscillators is able to overcome the effect of re-
setting. As a result, the quantity z,, keeps rotating in
time, without reaching a stationary state. We see from
Egs. (24) and (27) that the time evolution of 7y, and
e are coupled to each other. As a rotating z,, results
in v, changing with time, it would in turn mean 7y,
to also change with time, and one has a non-stationary
state. On the other hand, as we increase f, the effect
of resetting increases, whereas the effect of the mutual
interaction, being a function of (1 — f), starts decreasing
(see Eq. (10)). As a result, if we keep increasing f keep-
ing K fixed, effect of resetting becomes dominant after
crossing a particular critical value f = f., beyond which
the system has a stationary state.

Let us now obtain an equation relating f. and K. The
solution of this equation will provide us with the bound-
ary that separates the parameter regions in Fig. 3(a) cor-
responding to stationary and non-stationary states. A
stationary state exists if Eq. (35) has a real root. Clearly,
the equation will not have a real root if the term inside
the square root is negative. Hence, in order to obtain
the boundary, we set the quantity inside the square root
equal to zero, yielding

K2 2 1 2
fc I “o (36)

(1+72,)%

1 _K(O-f)
1—7r2, 2 ’ 4 r2
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solving which we get the equation for the boundary as
2 K(l—-f)—2
K ( fc > _ wg ( f ) 5 (37)
1—fe (K(1=f)—1)

while the amount of stationary-state synchronization at
the boundary is given by

st K(l_f)_2
i = KO- (38)

Lastly, as in the wg = 0 case, our theoretical predic-
tions obtained in the limit A — co match reasonably well
with numerical simulation results for finite A as low as
100.0, see Fig. 3, panels (b) and (d).

B. The case of finite-\

Until now, we have considered the case of infinite re-
setting rate, i.e., the limit A — oo. We now move on to
consider the case of finite A\. At first glance, a straightfor-
ward analysis for our case of subsystem resetting seems
significantly non-trivial than that for global resetting. In
the case of bare evolution, as mentioned earlier, in so far
as the behavior of the synchronization order parameter is
concerned, a great simplification is offered in the contin-
uum limit N — oo by the OA ansatz [58]. Analysis using
the OA ansatz can be extended to apply in the case of
global resetting of the Kuramoto model, as long as the re-
setting protocol resets the system globally to a state that
remains on the OA manifold [40]. This situation may be
contrasted with subsystem resetting, wherein even if we
initialize the dynamics on the OA manifold, it no longer
remains on the manifold following a reset event: As we
will show, following a reset, the single-oscillator density
function for the entire system does not any longer satisfy
the condition given in Eq. (18), which defines the OA
ansatz.

We will see below that in the case of bare evolution,
we may consider the system to be made up of two sub-
systems. Then, if the initial density function of the two
subsystems separately follows the OA condition (18), we
can apply the OA ansatz separately to find the time evo-
lution of the order parameters of the two subsystems,
which obviously will be dependent on one another. We
will demonstrate that such an analysis will pave the way
for treating the case of the Kuramoto model in presence
of subsystem resetting.

1. Groundwork for subsystem resetting: Analysis in
absence of resetting

Here, we will consider the bare Kuramoto evolution,
and understand the conditions for the applicability of
the following two methods of analysis: (i) applying the
OA ansatz to the entire system, and (ii) applying the



OA ansatz separately to two subsystems making up the
entire system.

Let us consider the dynamics of our system of Ku-
ramoto oscillators to be initialized with the condition
6;(0) = 0V j. The time evolution follows the dynam-
ics defined in Eq. (1). In the continuum limit, we can
write the single-oscillator density function of the system
at time ¢t =0 as

F(6,w,0) = g(w)d(h) = o Z el (39)

n=-—oo

All the Fourier coefficients of this initial density function
are evidently equal, F,(w,0) = 1V n, with F},(w, 0) being
the n-th Fourier coefficient of F(6,w,0). It is evident,
that this initial condition lies on the OA manifold, as it
satisfies the condition given in Eq. (18):

n

=1Vn. (40)

Fo(w,0) = [Fl(w,())}

Provided the density function continues to remain on the
OA manifold under the dynamical evolution, we can ap-
ply the OA analysis to study the density function of the
entire system and obtain a first-order differential equa-
tion for the order parameter r(¢) of the entire system [58].
On the other hand, if our system dynamics is initialized
with the initial condition in which f fraction of the total
number of oscillators have the phase value zero, whereas
the rest of the oscillators have the nonzero phase value
equal to «, then the initial density function writes as

)[f6(6) + (1 = f)é(0 — a)],
— %?,Ej[f+u—fk4mp@%u)

n=—oo

FO,w,0) = g(w

In this case, the n-th Fourier coefficient, F,(w,0) does
not satisfy in general the condition given in Eq. (18):

n

Fuw,0) = [f+ (1= fle™™] # [Aw,0)] . (42)

Thus, in this scenario, the initial condition of the dy-
namics does not lie on the OA manifold. As a result, we
cannot apply the OA ansatz to write a single differen-
tial equation for the order parameter r(t) of the entire
system. On the contrary, if we confine our attention to
the oscillators in the individual subsystems separately,
their initial density functions, given by Fj(6,w,0) and
F5(0,w,0), respectively, satisfy independently the con-
dition given in Eq. (18) because of their mathematical
forms as given below:

Fi(0,w,0) = g(w)i(0) = %:) i emn? (43)

Fy(0,w,0) = g(w)&(@—a):%::) Z (e_io‘)"eme.

n=—oo

(44)
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Consequently, in this case, we can apply the OA ansatz
separately to the two subsystems, to obtain three coupled
differential equations for the order parameters of the two
subsystems. This is discussed in detail below.

The aforementioned analysis will prove useful in sit-
uations in which the initial density function of the en-
tire system does not satisfy the OA condition given in
Eq. (18), but nevertheless the initial density functions of
the two subsystems satisfy the OA condition. As reset-
ting a part of the system initialized on its OA manifold
lands the system exactly onto such a state, the mentioned
analysis is going to be useful to analyze the case of sub-
system resetting. Let us now delve into the details of the
mentioned analysis.

We consider the system of N oscillators evolving ac-
cording to Eq. (1), as discussed in Sec. IIA. Among
these IV oscillators, the ones with the label j =1,--- | n
form our subsystem marked 1 constituted by the frac-
tion f = n/N of the total number of oscillators. The
rest of the oscillators form our subsystem 2 containing a
fraction 1 — f = (N —n)/N of the total number of os-
cillators. In the continuum limit N — oo, the oscillator
frequency distribution of the two subsystems will be the
one referring to the entire system, i.e.,

g1(w) = g2(w) = g(w). (45)

In this limit, we characterize the state of the subsystem 1
by the density function F; ("), w® t) and that of sub-
system 2 by the density function Fy(8®),w®) t). The
condition of normalization reads as

27
/ Fl(e(l),w(l),t)de(l) _ gl(w(l)) :g(w(l)% (46)
0

27

Fo (0, 0@ 1)dd? = gy(w®) = g(w@). (47)
0

Next, we define the order parameters of the two sub-
systems as

oo 2
21 = et E/ / ew(l)Fl(&(l),w(l),t)dﬂ(l)dw(l)(48)
—oo J0
) o 2 @)
zy = roe¥? E/ / e Fy (02, w@ 1)de® dw® (49)
—oo J0

The continuum limit of Eq. (1) yields for the two subsys-
tems the equations

do® K _,m0
o =w® e (4 (1= )z)
K 0 * *
—5:¢ (A + (= hz), (50)
with k = 1,2.

Similar to what was done in Sec. IIT A, here also we can
write a continuity equation for each of the density func-
tions Fi(A®),w® t). Using the 2m-periodicity in §%)
satisfied by the two functions, we can expand each of the
Fi. (%), w® #)’s in Fourier series. Let £ (w® ) be the



n-th Fourier coefficient of the function F (0%, w®) t).
Putting the Fourier expansions into the two continuity
equations, we get an infinite number of coupled nonlin-
ear differential equations for the £ (w®,t)’s. For the
special choice defining the OA ansatz [61],

FO9 () 4y = [ak(w(k),t)]"7 (51)

the mentioned set of differential equations for the two
subsystems reduces to two partial differential equations
governing the dynamics of ay (w®,t) with k = 1,2:

60ék K

— Sz

s 5 (1= f)z3] —iway

K
St (- Palel. (52)

In the case of the Lorentzian frequency distribution
given in Eq. (4), the integrals in Eqgs. (48) and (49) can
be evaluated analytically, as discussed in Sec. III A; one
finally gets zx = o (wo — i0,t). Consequently, Eq. (52)
yields

dz K

=5 at-hz)

K * *1 .2 -
_?[le + (1= fzslz — (0 — iwo) 2x
(53)

for each k = 1,2. Comparing the real and the imaginary
part on both sides of these two equations, we get the
evolution equations of the order parameters (r1,1,) and

(r2,12) as

% = —or; + K (1—27“%) [fr1+ (1 = f)racosp] (54)
% = —org + K (1—7‘%) [fricostp + (1 — f)ra] (55)
2
% = wO—K(l—f)sinw(1;:1>r2, (56)
2
% = w0—|—Kfsin¢(12t;2>r1, (57)

where we have 1) = 91 — 5. As discussed in Appendix C
in the context of Eqs. (56) and (57), and for our choice
of the initial condition (namely, 6;(0) = 0 V j) together
with wyp = 0, one has 91(t) = 0 and 2(t) =0V ¢t. We
then obtain the stationary-state values of r; and r5 to be
satisfying

o + [ o -

+ 12(_‘} - 1} it =0, (58)
03 + || oreme o)

+ [((?ZJC) - 1} rst = 0. (59)
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It may be noted that 75* = r§' is a solution of the above
two coupled equations, thereby reducing them into a sin-
gle equation for 75t = r§t = 75t

If the dynamics of both the subsystems is initialized
with identical initial conditions, we can intuitively write
ri(t) = ra(t) and ¥1(t) = o(t) (yielding 9(t) = 0) at
all times ¢t > 0, valid in the limit N — oo. In such
a case, the dynamics of the entire system gets initialized
also from the same initial condition, and hence, the order
parameter r(t) for the entire system will be identical to
the quantities 71 (¢) and ro(t) at all times. Using these
facts in either of the two equations (54) and (55), we get

%—F o-5|rt5r =0, (60)

dr { K } K 4
which is exactly the equation derived in Ref. [58]. Thus,
in the case of identical initial conditions for the two
subsystems, we can reduce the four equations, i.e.,
Egs. (54), (55), (56), and (57), into one single equation
describing the evolution of the order parameter for the
entire system.

2.  Resetting with wo =0

We now incorporate resetting into our system dynam-
ics, as detailed in Sec. II B. We will consider subsystem
1 to be the reset subsystem and subsystem 2 to be the
non-reset subsystem. Hence, from now on, while using
Egs. (54), (55), (56), and (57), we are going to use r(t)
in place of 71 (¢), 1. () in place of ¥ (t), ror(t) in place of
ra(t), and ¥y, (t) in place of 1o (t).

Evidently, resetting at finite A\ promotes the status of
the order parameters, (r.(t),1:(t)) and (ry.(t), ¥nc(t)),
to that of a random variable (in the case of infinite A,
by contrast, one has r.(t) = 1,v.(¢t) = 0, and also de-
terministic evolution given by Eqgs. (24) and (27) for the
quantities 7, and y,;, so that the latter are not ran-
dom variables). Therefore, it is appropriate to consider
these quantities when averaged over dynamical realiza-
tions, i.e., the quantities 7,(t), 7. (t), ¥r(t) and . (t).
Let us first consider the case wg = 0.

As discussed above for the case of bare evolution with
the initial condition 4, (0) = 9,,(0) = 0 and with wy = 0,
we have ¥, (t) = 0 and ¥, (¢t) = 0 V t. When considering
effects of resetting, the following picture is true. Suppose
we start with a state in which 1, (0) = ¢,,(0) = 0. Until
the next reset instant, when the system follows bare evo-
lution, one will continue to have both ¢, = ¥, = 0. At
the instant of reset, the reset oscillators are all reset to
the phase value zero, while leaving untouched the non-
reset oscillators. Hence, at the instant of reset, one will
continue to have ¥, = ¥y, = 0. In summary, we con-
clude that ¥, (t) = 0 and ¥, (¢t) = 0 for all times ¢. As a
result, Egs. (54), (55), (56), and (57) yield the following
equations for the bare evolution between two successive



resets:
dr; _ 1-— ’l"?
i —JTr+K( 9 > [fre+ (1= f)rn], (61)
.2
% = —orp + K <1 2“) [fre + (1= f)rn] . (62)

Let us say that at time ¢, the order parameters of the
two subsystems equal r.(t) and r,.(t) in a typical dy-
namical realization. In the time interval [t,¢ + dt], the
quantity r. evolves following Eq. (61) with probability
(1 — Adt), while with probability Adt, it gets reset to the
value unity. This yields the realization average of the
change in the order parameters within the time interval
[t,t + dt], given that their values were r.(t) and r,(t) at

J
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time ¢, as
dr, =

Ay

(I =Adt)dry + Adt (1 — 1),

dryy,

(63)
= (64)
where the tilde denotes average over all those realizations
for which the order parameters have values r. and r,, at
time ¢. Using Eqgs. (61) and (62) in Eqgs. (63) and (64),
we get to leading order in dt that

dr, 1 frf

i —m‘r—l—K( 5 >[f7‘r+(1—f)rm]+)\(1—rr),
dryr 1 frflr

0 —ory + K < 5 > [fre + (1 — f)rn] -

Now, the values r,ry; at time ¢ being also random
variables, in order to get the realization-averaged order
parameters, we have to consider the average of these ran-
dom variables. This gives

dd? = 0T+ % 17+ (U= P = 73 = (L= PZre] + A (1= 72), (67)
d;;r = Ot % [Fre+ (U P = frorde = (1= 7] (68)
[
Equations (67) and (68) give the exact evolution equation 75! to be satisfying
for the realization-averaged order parameters of the reset
and non-reset subsystems for the case at hand. Note that )3 T=F1 /02 st st
Egs. (67) and (68) involve correlations between the quan- ()" + F ((rr ) T — nr)
tities . and ry, as well as their higher-order moments. In 2(\ —|—_cr) 2\
order to solve Egs. (67) and (68), one would require time + - 1} i — (70)
evolution equations for the quantities 3, r3_, 72r,, and Kf_ Kf
r.72,, which would involve even higher-order moments. (Tﬁt)f’ + f <7:st (7:st)2 _ rSt)
To make these equations analytically tractable requires " I—f]\r '
approximations as detailed below. [ 20 ]
+ | = 1] 7 =0. (71)
When X is large, the dynamics of the reset subsystem | K(1-f)

will be dominated by resetting, which happens over a
very small time scale of order 1/A. On the other hand,
the effect of this resetting will propagate into the non-
reset subsystem over the time scale set by the strength of
the interaction between the reset and the non-reset sub-
system, i.e., over the time scale of order 1/K. For large A,
when we have a separation of time scales between these
two processes, assuming the random variables r, and 7y,
to have sharply-peaked distributions, let us invoke the
following approximations:

2 2. 2 ~ 725 . ~ 73 .
Ter2, R T oy TEray R ey 1S, R To;

Under the above approximations, we obtain from
Egs. (67) and (68) the stationary-state values 7' and

As we move on, let us emphasize that for the case at
hand, 75t = 0 cannot be a solution of Egs. (70) and (71),
for any nonzero f and A. As a result, under the ap-
proximation scheme (69) invoked by us, the synchroniza-
tion phase transition of the bare model converts into a
crossover for any nonzero f and .

Interestingly, in the A — oo limit, the only solution of
Eq. (70) turns out to be 7' = 1. Using it in Eq. (71),
we retrieve Eq. (31), which we had derived as an exact
equation in the infinite resetting rate limit. Thus, at least
in the limit A\ — oo, our approximation scheme (69) is
correct; this is consistent with the reasoning behind the
approximation that we give in the paragraph preceding
Eq. (69). On the other hand, setting A = 0 in Egs. (70)
and (71) obtains the stationary state of the bare evolution
given by Egs. (58) and (59).
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FIG. 4 — Subsystem resetting with finite A and Lorentzian g(w) with mean wy = 0 and width o = 1.0:
Analytical results showing variation of rii with K for representative values of f are presented in panel (a) for A = 1.0.
Here, the black dashed line corresponds to the bare Kuramoto dynamics. In this panel, we also show by points numerical
simulation results for f = 0.1, demonstrating agreement with theory; the data correspond to the stationary-state value
averaged over 100 realizations of the dynamics for a system of N = 10* oscillators with the integration time step equal to

st

0.05. Panel (b) shows analytical results for the variation of 75, with K for representative values of A and with f = 0.5.
Here, the black dashed line corresponds to the limit A — oo result reported in Fig. 2(b). The analytical results in both
the panels are obtained by simultaneously solving Egs. (70) and (71).

The results of our analysis are presented in Fig. 4. We
see from Figure 4(b) that, even for A = 10.0, the quantity
¢ is close to the infinite resetting rate result, denoted
by the black dashed line. We have checked that for A
values around 25.0, the results almost superpose on the
A — oo result. Figure 4(b) also shows that as we decrease
A, the amount synchronization induced in the non-reset
subsystem for fixed K and f also decreases. Moreover, as
A — 0, the results approach those for the bare evolution.

In Fig. 4(a), we plot the finite-\ (here we plotted for
representative A value of 1.0) counterpart of the corre-
sponding infinite resetting rate plot, Fig. 2(b). In this
panel, we also demonstrate agreement between our ap-
proximate theory and results from direct numerical sim-
ulations for f = 0.1.

8. Resetting with wo # 0

In the case of wyg # 0, the relevant equations are
Egs. (63) and (64) together with the following equations

for v, and ty,:

dipy = (1= \dt) dyp, — \dtapy, (72)
d’l;nr = d"/)nr- (73)

Using Egs. (54), (55), (56), (57) with the obvious sub-
stitution 1 <> r and 2 < nr, and proceeding as in

Sec. III B 2, one finally obtains

CZ; = —oF + % [ffr + (1= f)rarcos (Y — py) — f@
(1 — f)rZrmy cos (%r — wnr)} FAL-7),  (74)

d_nr _ K N2 —

;t = —0Tpr + 5 |:frr COs (¢r - wnr) + (1 - f)rnr
— 1o o8 (e — fu) — (1= £)r] , (75)
diy . 2 -
;Z; = wo — K(1 - f)sin (¢ — Ynr) <1;jr>rnr_A¢rv
(76)
dipn, . 1+,

Zt = wp + K fsin (¢y — Ynr) < ;;:r ) Tr. (77)

Equations (74), (75), (76), and (77) give the exact
evolution equation for the realization-averaged order pa-
rameters of the reset and non-reset subsystems for finite
resetting rate A\ and with wy # 0. Solving the above
equations exactly is a difficult task owing to the pres-
ence of terms involving higher-order moments and corre-
lations, e.g., the term 7y, cos (¢, — ¥ny). In the hope of
extracting useful analytical results, we now invoke an ap-
proximation scheme, similar to the scheme (69) invoked
for wg = 0, which ignores correlations and converts the
above set of equations into one that is closed. As for
the wy = 0 case, this approximation will be valid at high
A, where a timescale separation is possible, as discussed
in Sec. IITB2. Using the mentioned approximation, the




stationary-state values of the averaged order parameters
may be seen to satisfy the equations

= 0Tt (I (1= D)7 08 (e — ) — 72
*(1 - f)Fffnr Cos (7/_}r - d—)nr)} + /\(1 - Fr)v (78)

d;;r == _O'Fnr + g [ffr COs (J)r - J)nr) + (1 - f)Fnr
7ffl'7:r21r COs (J)r - &nr) - (1 - f)Fr?;r} ) (79)
diy L AW -
;i = wO—K(l—f)sm(d)r—wm)<1tjr>7"nr—)\1/1ra
(80)

Ay R 720\ -

Z)t = wo + K fsin (¢ — ;) (12—;;m) Ty (81)

Before we move on to discuss the solution of these equa-
tions, let us note that within our approximation scheme,
we have cos (¢; — ¥nr) ~ cos (¢r — ¥y,). This makes the
approximation at hand more restrictive to be true than
the approximation (69) invoked for the wy = 0 case.

The results of the above analysis are presented in
Fig. 5. The main conclusions are the following: (i) for
K < K., both theory and simulations agree on the fact
that the system reaches a synchronized stationary state
at long times, for all f. (ii) for K > K., our approxi-
mate theory predicts a synchronized stationary state at
large f, which is in qualitative agreement with numeri-
cal simulation results. For small f, simulations display
7oy oscillating with decaying amplitude and eventually
settling to a synchronized stationary state. This is at
variance with our approximate theory that predicts an
oscillatory synchronized state at long times.

C. Discussion of our results: Controlling the
amount of synchronization

Here, we discuss the implications of the A — oo re-
sults in answering the following question of practical rel-
evance: What should be the fraction f of reset oscillators
that ensures enhanced synchronization in the non-reset
subsystem compared to its bare evolution? We consider
separately the cases wy = 0 and wy # 0.

For wg = 0, the quantity r5 as a function of K has a
value greater than that for bare evolution for any reset
fraction f, however small, see Fig. 2(b). The implication
is that at any K, one can induce enhanced synchroniza-
tion compared to the bare evolution by choosing f as
small as one wishes. Thus, subsystem resetting offers
an efficient mechanism aimed at controlling phase coher-
ence in a synchronizing system through manipulation of
as small a number of the system constituents as the avail-
able resources allow for.

The case of wy # 0 is more intricate. Here, the opti-
mal choice of f depends on the specific values of wy and
K. Indeed, referring to Fig. 6(a) for wy = 2.0, one finds
that choosing a large f results in enhanced synchrony,
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while a similar choice proves detrimental for larger wy,
see Fig. 6(b) for wy = 10.0. From the foregoing discus-
sions, we conclude that enhancement of 7% compared to
the bare evolution is more easily achieved with wg = 0.
For wg # 0, enhanced synchronization demands resetting
the subsystem oscillators to the phase value wgt, as this
would result in a situation analogous to the wy = 0 case.

IV. RESULTS FOR GAUSSIAN g(w)

In the preceding section, we had taken the distribution
function g(w) for our oscillators to be Lorentzian as given
in Eq. (4). Here, we analyze our system with a g(w)
that is Gaussian instead, see Eq. (4). We will take the
width o to be unity, since results for any other value of
o may be obtained through rescaling of variables, see the
discussion following Eq. (23). We start with the case of
infinite resetting rate, i.e., A — oco. Our analysis using
the OA ansatz will remain unchanged up to Eq. (19),
which we re-write here:

da K " .
E = 5[(1_f)znr+f]_zwa
Dt Do (82
with
= [ty (53)
and
1 —(w — wp)?
g(w) = mexp { 5 ] . (84)

In this case, the synchronization threshold of the bare
Kuramoto model is obtained from Eq. (5) as K. =
2y/2/m.

To arrive at an equation for the time evolution of zy;,
we will follow the method outlined in Ref. [59], adapted
to our system that includes subsystem resetting. To this
end, we begin by expanding Eq. (84) in a power series to

get
o) = = [i},{(”‘;)}l]

=0

-1
(85)

To proceed further, we truncate the infinite series on the
right hand side by retaining only the first six terms, lead-
ing to the approximate expression

=i

It is shown in Ref. [59] in the context of the bare Ku-
ramoto model that an approximation scheme that trun-
cates a Gaussian g(w) by retaining the first six terms

-1

g(w) = (86)
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FIG. 5 — Subsystem resetting with finite A (specifically, A = 5.0) and Lorentzian g(w) with mean wo # 0
(specifically, wyo = 2.0) and width ¢ = 1.0: For K = 4.0, panel (a) compares in the main plot theoretical and
simulations results for the realization-averaged order parameter 7, as a function of time ¢ for f = 0.2. The theoretical
results are obtained by solving Eqs. (78), (79), (80), (81) simultaneously, while simulations correspond to N = 10*
number of oscillators with integration time step equal to 0.05 and averaging over 100 realizations. Theoretical results in
panel (a) suggest that for small f, the quantity 7nr instead of reaching a stationary value at long times oscillates as a
function of time, while ¥y, remains time dependent even at long times (see the inset of panel (a)). On the other hand,
our simulation results suggest 7, to display oscillations with decaying amplitude and attaining a stationary value at long
times (see the inset of panel (a)). In contrast, for higher f values, our theoretical calculations predict that the system
reaches a stationary state, in which both the quantities rn, and ¥n, attain time-independent values at long times.
Variation of rii with K for representative values of f is presented in panel (b). Here, the black dashed line corresponds
to the bare Kuramoto dynamics. In this panel, we also show by points numerical simulation results for f = 0.5 and
f = 0.8, demonstrating good agreement with theory in the K < K. region; the agreement gets worsened for higher K
values in the K > K. region.

yields results for the order parameter that are sufficiently
close to the actual values obtained in numerical simula-
tions of the bare dynamics. Eventually, in this section,
we will also verify that a similar statement holds for our
system by matching our analytical results with numer-
ics. To start off with implementation of the mentioned
approximation scheme, let us replace g(w) in Eq. (83)
with g(w) of Eq. (86) to get

Zor = \/12?/_00 a*(w, 1) lill' {(“’_2‘”0)2}1] _1dw~
) ) (87)

Similar to our analysis following Eq. (22), we will now
extend the integral in Eq. (87) to the complex w-plane
by assuming that «(w,t) can be analytically continued
from real w into the complex w-plane for all ¢ > 0. Also,
we assume that one has |a(w,t)] = 0 as Im(w) — —o0
and that |a(w,t)| <1 for real w. The integral in Eq. (87)
will now have six poles, instead of a single pole as was
the case with Lorentzian g(w). Let the poles of g(w) be
denoted by €, with m = 1,2,..,6. Then, Eq. (87) can

be evaluated to give

6
Znr = —27i Z o (Qm, t)Res[g(w)]w=ar,, s

m=1

(83)

where Res[g(w)],=q,, denotes the residue of §(w) at w =
Q. From Eq. (82), we obtain a system of six coupled
nonlinear differential equations, one for each pole €2,,, of

g(w) :

9 Qm,t)) K . :
o = = P ] - iQma( Q1)

_5[(1 — Fzar + ) (Qn, t),

2 (89)

with m = 1,2,..,6 and z,, given by Eq. (88). Equa-
tion (88) together with Eq. (89) and the initial condi-
tion (22) are solved numerically to obtain 75t (= |25t]) for
our system for a given resetting fraction f and a given
value of the coupling constant K. The results so ob-
tained are presented in Fig. 7, in which we also show
a comparison with results from numerical simulations.
For wy = 0, both our theory and numerical simulations
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FIG. 6 — Subsystem resetting with A\ — co and
Lorentzian g(w) with mean wy # 0 and width
o = 1.0: The plots show for two values of wo and in
terms of solid lines the stationary value 5% of the
synchronization order parameter in the non-reset
subsystem; the data are obtained by solving
numerically the roots of Eq. (35). On the other hand,
the shaded regions correspond to oscillator behavior of
rar as a function of time at long times, with the extent
of the shaded region at a fixed K denoting the
amplitude of oscillations, and broken lines inside the
shaded region denoting the non-zero time-independent
value of the time average of r,. at long times; the data
are obtained by numerically solving Eqs. (24) and (27)
simultaneously. The values of the parameters wg and f
are marked in the figure.

verify stationary-state behavior of r,, at long times, see
Fig. 7(a). On the other hand, for wy # 0, we find the
existence of both oscillatory and stationary behavior of
ror at long times, see Fig. 7(b).

For a finite value of the resetting rate A, the analysis
is more intricate. One may proceed as in Sec. IIIB 1, in
which all equations up to Eq. (52) remain valid. How-
ever, unlike the Lorentzian case in which Eq. (52) leads
to two coupled differential equations for z1,z3 given in
Eq. (53), we get instead twelve coupled differential equa-
tions arising from the six poles of §(w). We have however
checked in simulations that our results for a finite reset-
ting rate and Gaussian g(w) are qualitatively similar to
those obtained for the case Lorentzian g(w) in Sec. ITI B.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we highlight the effects of subsystem re-
setting in the Kuramoto model of coupled phase-only
oscillators of distributed natural frequencies, which is a
paradigmatic model employed in studying spontaneous
synchronization. Subsystem resetting is a new protocol
in the domain of resetting studies, whereby a fraction of
the total number of system constituents in an interact-
ing model system undergoes evolution according to the
bare dynamics of the model and which is interspersed
with simultaneous resetting at random times. By con-
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FIG. 7 — Subsystem resetting with A\ — oo and
Gaussian g(w) with both zero and non-zero
mean wo and width o = 1.0: Analytical results for
the variation of rS% with K for representative values of
f is presented in panel (a) for wop = 0. The analytical
results are obtained by solving simultaneously Egs. (88)
and (89). The black dashed line corresponds to the
bare Kuramoto dynamics. In this panel, we also show
by points numerical simulation results for f = 0.03 and
f =0.5 and A = 50.0, demonstrating agreement with
theory; the data correspond to the stationary state of a
single realization of the dynamics for a system of
N = 10* oscillators with the integration time step equal
to 0.01. In panel (b), we present analytical results for
rnr versus time ¢ for K = 2.5 > K. = 24/2/7 in the
case wo = 2.0, and for f = 0.1 and f = 0.8.

trast, the remaining fraction evolves solely under the bare
dynamics. The framework offers a contrasting dynami-
cal scenario for the oft-studied case of global resetting,
wherein the entire system undergoes simultaneous resets
at random times. Nontrivial effects are expected on the
basis of the fact that in the case of global resetting, each
reset event initiates afresh the dynamics of the entire sys-
tem, resulting in all memory of dynamical evolution get-
ting completely washed away each time a reset happens.
Consequently, what matters in determining the state of
the system at any given time instant is when did the
last reset event take place. This may be contrasted with
what happens under the introduced protocol of subsys-
tem resetting, where evidently the part of the system not
undergoing resets retains memory of its entire dynamical
evolution.

Within the ambit of the Kuramoto model, we im-
plement subsystem resetting by repetitively initializing
a fraction of the total number of oscillators at random
times to a synchronized state, which is followed by the
bare dynamics of the Kuramoto model. These oscilla-
tors constitute the reset subsystem, while the non-reset
subsystem is constituted by the remaining fraction of the
total number of oscillators that undergoes solely the bare
evolution of the Kuramoto model. Unlike the bare Ku-
ramoto model, in our case of subsystem resetting, the
mean wq of the natural frequency distribution of the os-
cillators plays a key role in determining the dynamics of
the system at long times. When one has wg = 0, one has



a synchronized stationary state at long times: the syn-
chronization order parameter r,, of the non-reset sub-
system reaches a stationary state at long times and has
then a non-zero value, irrespective of the fraction of the
total number of oscillators that are being reset. On the
other hand, when we have wy # 0, one has at long times
either a synchronized stationary state or an oscillatory
synchronized state, with the latter characterized by an
oscillatory behavior of r,, at long times, with a non-zero
time independent time average. One thus concludes that
the non-reset subsystem is always synchronized at long
times through the act of resetting of the reset subsystem.
Remarkably, one is able to induce synchronization in the
non-reset subsystem even in parameter regimes in which
the bare dynamics does not support synchronization.

In the infinite resetting rate limit, i.e., A — oo, we
map our non-reset subsystem to a system of forced Ku-
ramoto oscillators. This feature helps us to apply the
Ott—Antonsen ansatz to the non-reset subsystem and an-
alytically derive an equation for the time evolution of ry,,
for two representative frequency distributions, namely, a
Lorentzian and a Gaussian. The predictions of our anal-
ysis match well with numerical simulation results.

When A is finite, we are again able to derive an
equation for the evolution of 7, by applying the Ott—
Antonsen ansatz separately to the reset and the non-reset
subsystem and invoking an approximation that suitably
decouples the evolution of the order parameters of the
two subsystems. These equations are found to describe
the stationary-state behaviour of r,, quite accurately, as
verified by a direct comparison with numerical simulation
results. On the other hand, as regards the oscillatory be-
haviour of r,;, one has only a qualitative agreement be-
tween numerical simulation results and those predicted
by our approximate theoretical analysis.

In fine, we mention some interesting directions of re-
search that may be pursued as immediate extensions of
the current work. The first extension could be to system-
atically improve the approximate scheme employed by us
in studying subsystem resetting for a finite value of the
resetting rate, with the view to having a quantitative
agreement with numerical simulation results for the case
in which r,, at long times oscillates as a function of time.
The subsystem resetting is applied here to a Kuramoto
model with mean-field (all-to-all) coupling. It would be
interesting to investigate subsystem resetting in a version
of the Kuramoto model defined on a network, which is a
more realistic (but a more involved) dynamical set-up to
study subsystem resetting. In such a scenario, additional
complexity would be brought in by the network topology,
but which would obviously generate interesting long-time
properties carrying explicit signatures of the topology.
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Appendix A: Details of numerical simulation of the
Kuramoto model subject to subsystem resetting

Here, we detail the various steps involved in imple-
menting numerical simulation of the Kuramoto model
subject to subsystem resetting. The steps are as follows:

1. Choose representative values of the total number
of oscillators N, the fraction f of reset oscillators,
the resetting rate A, the coupling constant K, and
the total simulation time 7. Next, one chooses the
frequency distribution g(w) for which one wishes to
study the dynamics. In our simulations, we choose
T between 2 x 10 and 4 x 10? depending upon
the value of \. Also, we choose N = 10* and take
the width of the frequency distribution to be o =
1.0, which is tantamount to rescaling of time, as
explained in the text following Eq. (23).

2. Choose a disorder realization {w;} of the individ-
ual oscillator frequencies, by appropriately sam-
pling them independently from the given distribu-

tion g(w).

3. Choose the initial state {6;(0)} (which is also the
reset state for the resetting oscillators) and the sub-
set n = fIN of reset oscillators. According to our
scheme of things detailed in the main text, we re-
set the oscillators labeled j = 1,2,...,n, while the
ones with label j = n+1,n42,..., N constitute the
set of non-reset oscillators. In our implementation
of the dynamics, we make the choice 6;(0) =0V j.

4. Starting from the initial state, we let the system
evolve under the bare Kuramoto dynamics (1) for
a random time 7 sampled from the exponential dis-
tribution (6). This step is implemented in numer-
ics by integrating the equations of motion of the
bare model with a fourth-order Runge-Kutta algo-
rithm. At the end of the evolution, the phases of
the n resetting oscillators are all reset back to the
value zero instantaneously in time, while leaving
unchanged the phases of the remaining oscillators.
This sequence of bare evolution for a random time
followed by an instantaneous reset is repeated the
required number of times to ensure that the total
duration of evolution equals the chosen value T.

5. Step 4 is repeated several times (typically of or-
der 10%) to implement different realizations of the
dynamics for the same disorder realization {w;}.
Note that the reset times vary across the different
dynamical realizations. In this way, one obtains the
values of r, and r,; as a function of time ¢ and av-
eraged over different dynamical realizations, for a
fixed disorder realization. With our choice of large
N, the results do not change appreciably across dif-
ferent disorder realizations.



6. One may use a uniform random-number generator
to sample a Lorentzian g(w) by using standard pro-
cedure [62], while a Gaussian g(w) may be sampled
by using the standard Box-Muller algorithm [62].

Appendix B: Exact solution of Eq. (31)

In this appendix, we solve Eq. (31) to obtain an exact
expression for 8¢ the stationary-state synchronization
order parameter of the non-reset subsystem, in the limit
A — oo and for the case of the mean frequency wy = 0.
We achieve this by finding the roots of Eq. (31). To

unclutter the notations, we re-write the equation as

(38)* + alri)? e vk —a =0, (B1)
where we have
_ / _ 2
=) =l @

Equation (B1) is a cubic equation, whose roots can be
expressed as a function of the coefficients a and c¢. From
Cardano’s formula [63], the general solution of Eq. (B1)
can be written as
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Appendix C: Implications of Egs. (56) and (57)

We show here by considering Egs. (56) and (57) that in
the case of wg = 0, if we start from a state with 4 (0) =
12(0) = 0, then we will have 9 (t) = 93(t) = 0V ¢. Using
wo = 0 in Egs. (56) and (57), we get

dipy . 1+7r?
o —K(1— f)sin ( o ) T, (C1)

dipy . 1+73
2 _ K
dt Jsiny ( 2ry 1

(C2)

where we have 1) = 91 — 1)2. We can combine the above
two equations to write

% = -K Kl—kr%) (1= f)ra+ <1+T%)f7“1] sin 1.

2’[‘1 27’2
(C3)
Using the fact that 1 and 7o are intrinsically positive
quantities, we find that Eq. (C3) has the form df/dt =
—asinf, with a > 0 and 6 € [0, 27), which evidently has
one stable fixed point at § = 0. We thus conclude from
Eq. (C3) that the long-time solution of ¢ is given by

P(t = 00) = 0=9(0).

Thus, ¥(t) is zero both initially and at long times. If
1 (t) takes nonzero values at intermediate times, it would
imply then that () is a non-monotonic function of time.
This in turn would imply that di/dt has multiple values
at any given value of ¢, which is not allowed by the form

(C4)

of Eq. (C3). Hence, we conclude that one must have

34(t) = 0V ¢. Then, from Egs. (C1) and (C2), we get

dy _ dibz _
- el =0Vt (C5)

) which yields the desired result:
(B3) PYi(t) = 91(0) =0V ¢, (C6)

where a and ¢ are given by Eq. (B2).

[1] Martin R Evans and Satya N Majumdar.  Diffu-
sion with stochastic resetting. Physical review letters,
106(16):160601, 2011.

[2] Arnab Pal, Anupam Kundu, and Martin R Evans. Diffu-
sion under time-dependent resetting. Journal of Physics
A: Mathematical and Theoretical, 49(22):225001, 2016.

[3] Edgar Roldén and Shamik Gupta. Path-integral formal-
ism for stochastic resetting: Exactly solved examples and
shortcuts to confinement. Phys. Rev. FE, 96:022130, Aug
2017.

[4] Christos Christou and Andreas Schadschneider. Diffusion
with resetting in bounded domains. Journal of Physics A:
Mathematical and Theoretical, 48(28):285003, jun 2015.

[5] Lukasz Kusmierz, Satya N. Majumdar, Sanjib Sabhapan-
dit, and Grégory Schehr. First order transition for the
optimal search time of Lévy flights with resetting. Phys.
Rewv. Lett., 113:220602, Nov 2014.

[6] Jaume Masoliver. Telegraphic processes with stochastic
resetting. Physical Review E, 99(1):012121, 2019.

[7] Janusz M. Meylahn, Sanjib Sabhapandit, and Hugo
Touchette. Large deviations for Markov processes with
resetting. Phys. Rev. E, 92:062148, Dec 2015.

[8] Denis Boyer, Andrea Falcén-Cortés, Luca Giuggioli, and
Satya N Majumdar. Anderson-like localization transition
of random walks with resetting. Journal of Statistical Me-
chanics: Theory and Experiment, 2019(5):053204, 2019.



[9] Alejandro P. Riascos, Denis Boyer, Paul Herringer, and
José L. Mateos. Random walks on networks with stochas-
tic resetting. Phys. Rev. E, 101:062147, Jun 2020.

[10] Axel Masé6-Puigdellosas, Daniel Campos, and Viceng
Méndez. Transport properties of random walks under
stochastic noninstantaneous resetting. Physical Review
E, 100(4):042104, 2019.

[11] Satya N Majumdar, Philippe Mounaix, Sanjib Sabhapan-
dit, and Gregory Schehr. Record statistics for random
walks and Lévy flights with resetting. Journal of Physics
A: Mathematical and Theoretical, 55(3):034002, 2021.

[12] Debraj Das and Luca Giuggioli. Discrete space-time re-
setting model: Application to first-passage and transmis-
sion statistics. Journal of Physics A: Mathematical and
Theoretical, 55(42):424004, 2022.

[13] Marco Biroli, Satya N. Majumdar, and Grégory Schehr.
Critical number of walkers for diffusive search processes
with resetting. Phys. Rev. E, 107:064141, Jun 2023.

[14] B. De Bruyne, J Randon-Furling, and S. Redner. Op-
timization in first-passage resetting. Phys. Rev. Lett.,
125:050602, Jul 2020.

[15] Saeed Ahmad, Indrani Nayak, Ajay Bansal, Amitabha
Nandi, and Dibyendu Das. First passage of a particle in
a potential under stochastic resetting: A vanishing tran-
sition of optimal resetting rate. Phys. Rev. E, 99:022130,
Feb 2019.

[16] Francesco Coghi and Rosemary J Harris. A large de-
viation perspective on ratio observables in reset pro-
cesses: robustness of rate functions. Journal of Statistical
Physics, 179:131-154, 2020.

[17] Benjamin Besga, Alfred Bovon, Artyom Petrosyan,
Satya N. Majumdar, and Sergio Ciliberto. Optimal mean
first-passage time for a brownian searcher subjected to re-
setting: Experimental and theoretical results. Phys. Rev.
Res., 2:032029, Jul 2020.

[18] Anna S. Bodrova, Aleksei V. Chechkin, and Igor M.
Sokolov. Scaled brownian motion with renewal resetting.
Phys. Rev. E, 100:012120, Jul 2019.

[19] Arnob Ray, Arnab Pal, Dibakar Ghosh, Syamal K Dana,
and Chittaranjan Hens. Mitigating long transient time
in deterministic systems by resetting. Chaos: An Inter-
disciplinary Journal of Nonlinear Science, 31(1), 2021.

[20] J Quetzalcoat]l Toledo-Marin, Denis Boyer, and Fran-
cisco J Sevilla. Predator-prey dynamics: Chasing by
stochastic resetting. arXiv preprint arXiw:1912.02141,
2019.

[21] Martin R Evans, Satya N Majumdar, and Grégory
Schehr. An exactly solvable predator prey model with
resetting. Journal of Physics A: Mathematical and The-
oretical, 55(27):274005, 2022.

[22] R. K. Singh and Sadhana Singh. Capture of a diffusing
lamb by a diffusing lion when both return home. Phys.
Rev. E, 106:064118, Dec 2022.

[23] Tal Rotbart, Shlomi Reuveni, and Michael Urbakh.
Michaelis-Menten reaction scheme as a unified approach
towards the optimal restart problem. Phys. Rev. E,
92:060101, Dec 2015.

[24] Arnab Pal, Shlomi Reuveni, and Saar Rahav. Thermo-
dynamic uncertainty relation for systems with unidirec-
tional transitions. Phys. Rev. Res., 3:013273, Mar 2021.

[25] Martin R Evans and Satya N Majumdar. Run and tumble
particle under resetting: a renewal approach. Journal of
Physics A: Mathematical and Theoretical, 51(47):475003,
2018.

[26]

27]

(28]

29]

30]

(31]

32]

(33]

(34]

(35]

(36]

37]

(38]

(39]

(40]

(41]

42]

22

Ton Santra, Urna Basu, and Sanjib Sabhapandit. Run-
and-tumble particles in two dimensions under stochastic
resetting conditions. Journal of Statistical Mechanics:
Theory and Ezperiment, 2020(11):113206, 2020.

Paul C. Bressloff. Occupation time of a run-and-tumble
particle with resetting. Phys. Rev. E, 102:042135, Oct
2020.

Gennaro Tucci, Andrea Gambassi, Satya N. Majumdar,
and Grégory Schehr. First-passage time of run-and-
tumble particles with noninstantaneous resetting. Phys.
Rev. E, 106:044127, Oct 2022.

Angelo Marco Ramoso, Juan Antonio Magalang, Daniel
Sanchez-Taltavull, Jose Perico Esguerra, and Edgar
Rolddn. Stochastic resetting antiviral therapies pre-
vent drug resistance development. FEurophysics Letters,
132(5):50003, 2020.

Viktor Stojkoski, Petar Jolakoski, Arnab Pal, Trifce
Sandev, Ljupco Kocarev, and Ralf Metzler. Income in-
equality and mobility in geometric brownian motion with
stochastic resetting: theoretical results and empirical ev-
idence of non-ergodicity. Philosophical Transactions of
the Royal Society A, 380(2224):20210157, 2022.

Petar Jolakoski, Arnab Pal, Trifce Sandev, Ljupco Ko-
carev, Ralf Metzler, and Viktor Stojkoski. A first passage
under resetting approach to income dynamics. Chaos,
Solitons € Fractals, 175:113921, 2023.

B Mukherjee, K Sengupta, and Satya N Majumdar.
Quantum dynamics with stochastic reset. Physical Re-
view B, 98(10):104309, 2018.

Debraj Das, Sushanta Dattagupta, and Shamik Gupta.
Quantum unitary evolution interspersed with repeated
non-unitary interactions at random times: the method
of stochastic liouville equation, and two examples of in-
teractions in the context of a tight-binding chain. Jour-
nal of Statistical Mechanics: Theory and FExperiment,
2022(5):053101, 2022.

Anish Acharya and Shamik Gupta. Tight-binding model
subject to conditional resets at random times. Physical
Review E, 108(6):064125, 2023.

Ruoyu Yin and Eli Barkai. Restart expedites quan-
tum walk hitting times. Physical Review Letters,
130(5):050802, 2023.

Shamik Gupta, Satya N Majumdar, and Grégory Schehr.
Fluctuating interfaces subject to stochastic resetting.
Physical review letters, 112(22):220601, 2014.

Urna Basu, Anupam Kundu, and Arnab Pal. Symmet-
ric exclusion process under stochastic resetting. Physical
Review E, 100(3):032136, 2019.

S Karthika and A Nagar. Totally asymmetric simple
exclusion process with resetting. Journal of Physics A:
Mathematical and Theoretical, 53(11):115003, 2020.
Matteo Magoni, Satya N Majumdar, and Grégory
Schehr. Ising model with stochastic resetting. Physical
Review Research, 2(3):033182, 2020.

Mrinal Sarkar and Shamik Gupta. Synchronization in
the kuramoto model in presence of stochastic resetting.
Chaos: An Interdisciplinary Journal of Nonlinear Sci-
ence, 32(7), 2022.

Paul C Bressloff. Global density equations for inter-
acting particle systems with stochastic resetting: from
overdamped brownian motion to phase synchronization.
arXiv preprint arXiw:2401.03501, 2024.

Gabriele Perfetto, Federico Carollo, Matteo Magoni, and



Igor Lesanovsky. Designing nonequilibrium states of
quantum matter through stochastic resetting. Physical
Review B, 104(18):L180302, 2021.

[43] Xhek Turkeshi, Marcello Dalmonte, Rosario Fazio, and
Marco Schiro. Entanglement transitions from stochastic
resetting of non-hermitian quasiparticles. Phys. Rev. B,
105:1.241114, Jun 2022.

[44] Martin R Evans, Satya N Majumdar, and Grégory
Schehr. Stochastic resetting and applications. Journal of
Physics A: Mathematical and Theoretical, 53(19):193001,
2020.

[45] Shamik Gupta and Arun M Jayannavar. Stochastic re-
setting: A (very) brief review. Frontiers in Physics,
10:789097, 2022.

[46] Apoorva Nagar and Shamik Gupta. Stochastic resetting
in interacting particle systems: A review. Journal of
Physics A: Mathematical and Theoretical, 2023.

[47] Asaf Miron and Shlomi Reuveni. Diffusion with lo-
cal resetting and exclusion. Physical Review Research,
3(1):L012023, 2021.

[48] Y. Kuramoto. Chemical turbulence. Springer, 1984.

[49] Steven H Strogatz. From Kuramoto to Crawford: Ex-
ploring the onset of synchronization in populations of
coupled oscillators. Physica D: Nonlinear Phenomena,
143(1-4):1-20, 2000.

[50] Juan A Acebrén, Luis L Bonilla, Conrad J Pérez Vicente,
Félix Ritort, and Renato Spigler. The Kuramoto model:
A simple paradigm for synchronization phenomena. Re-
views of modern physics, 77(1):137, 2005.

[61] Shamik Gupta, Alessandro Campa, and Stefano Ruffo.
Kuramoto model of synchronization: Equilibrium and
nonequilibrium aspects. Journal of Statistical Mechanics:
Theory and Ezperiment, 2014(8):R08001, 2014.

[62] Francisco A Rodrigues, Thomas K DM Peron, Peng Ji,
and Jirgen Kurths. The Kuramoto model in complex
networks. Physics Reports, 610:1-98, 2016.

[63] Shamik Gupta, Alessandro Campa, and Stefano Ruffo.

23

Statistical physics of synchronization. Springer, 2018.

[54] Arkady Pikovsky and Michael Rosenblum. Dynamics of
globally coupled oscillators: Progress and perspectives.
Chaos: An Interdisciplinary Journal of Nonlinear Sci-
ence, 25(9), 2015.

[65] Arkady Pikovsky, Michael Rosenblum, and Jirgen
Kurths. Synchronization: A universal concept in non-
linear sciences, volume 2. 2001.

[66] Steven Strogatz. Sync: The emerging science of sponta-
neous order. Penguin UK, 2004.

[67] Lauren M. Childs and Steven H. Strogatz. Stability di-
agram for the forced kuramoto model. Chaos: An In-
terdisciplinary Journal of Nonlinear Science, 18(4), dec
2008.

[58] Edward Ott and Thomas M. Antonsen. Low dimensional
behavior of large systems of globally coupled oscillators.
Chaos: An Interdisciplinary Journal of Nonlinear Sci-
ence, 18(3), sep 2008.

[59] Alessandro Campa. The study of the dynamics
of the order parameter of coupled oscillators in the
Ott—Antonsen scheme for generic frequency distribu-
tions. Chaos: An Interdisciplinary Journal of Nonlinear
Science, 32(8):083104, 08 2022.

[60] Edward Ott and Thomas M. Antonsen. Long time evo-
lution of phase oscillator systems. Chaos: An Interdisci-
plinary Journal of Nonlinear Science, 19(2), May 2009.

[61] Carlo R. Laing. Chimera states in heterogeneous net-
works. Chaos: An Interdisciplinary Journal of Nonlinear
Science, 19(1), February 2009.

[62] Paula A Whitlock and MH Kalos. Monte Carlo Methods.
Wiley, 1986.

[63] Milton Abramowitz and Irene A Stegun. Handbook of
mathematical functions with formulas, graphs, and math-
ematical tables, volume 55. US Government printing of-
fice, 1968.



	Kuramoto model subject to subsystem resetting: How resetting a part of the system may synchronize the whole of it
	Abstract
	Introduction
	The Kuramoto model in presence of subsystem resetting
	The bare Kuramoto model
	The model in presence of subsystem resetting

	Analysis for Lorentzian g()
	 Limit: Case for maximum possible induced-synchronization
	Resetting with 0=0
	Resetting with 0 =0

	The case of finite-
	Groundwork for subsystem resetting: Analysis in absence of resetting
	Resetting with 0=0 
	Resetting with 0=0 

	Discussion of our results: Controlling the amount of synchronization

	Results for Gaussian g()
	Conclusions
	 Details of numerical simulation of the Kuramoto model subject to subsystem resetting 
	 Exact solution of Eq. (31)
	 Implications of Eqs. (56) and (57)
	References


