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The FitzHugh-Nagumo equation, originally conceived in neuroscience during the 1960s, became a
key model providing a simplified view of excitable neuron cell behavior. Its applicability, however,
extends beyond neuroscience into fields like cardiac physiology, cell division, population dynamics,
electronics, and other natural phenomena. In this review spanning six decades of research, we dis-
cuss the diverse spatio-temporal dynamical behaviors described by the FitzHugh-Nagumo equation.
These include dynamics like bistability, oscillations, and excitability, but it also addresses more
complex phenomena such as traveling waves and extended patterns in coupled systems. The review
serves as a guide for modelers aiming to utilize the strengths of the FitzHugh-Nagumo model to
capture generic dynamical behavior. It not only catalogs known dynamical states and bifurcations,
but also extends previous studies by providing stability and bifurcation analyses for coupled spatial
systems.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Mathematical modeling is a powerful tool used in var-
ious fields to study and understand complex phenomena
[1]. It involves the use of mathematical equations and
techniques to represent real-world problems, systems, or
processes in a simplified and abstract form. This allows
analyzing and predicting the behavior of the system
under different conditions, and make informed decisions
based on the results of the analysis. Mathematical
modeling is widely used in physics [2], engineering [3],
finance [4], biology [5], medicine [6], and many other
fields [7, 8]. It has led to significant advances in sci-
entific research, technological innovation, and practical
problem-solving. In this way, mathematical modeling
has become an indispensable tool in modern science and
society.

In this work, we review the FitzHugh-Nagumo (FHN)
equation as one successful example of mathematical mod-
eling (Fig. 1D). We will briefly discuss how the FHN
model was introduced in the field of neuroscience, becom-
ing a widely used model for neuronal dynamics. However,
the FHN model exists in many variations of the origi-
nal system, and it has been studied in many different
fields due to its simplicity and its rich and generic dy-
namical behavior, which we highlight here. The original
FHN equation shows bistability, (relaxation) oscillations
and excitability. When coupling multiple FHN models,
for example through spatial diffusive coupling, traveling
waves and extended patterns can be found. In this re-
view, we will highlight many of the most commonly found

dynamical states and bifurcations.

A. Action potentials in neurons: the
Hodgkin-Huxley model

Information in nerve fibers is encoded through electri-
cal membrane changes, known as action potentials. In
1939, Alan Hodgkin and Andrew Huxley managed to
make the first intracellular recording of an action po-
tential by inserting microelectrodes into the giant axons
of squids (Fig. 1A). In their experiments, Hodgkin and
Huxley were able to demonstrate that this action poten-
tial was the result of two distinct contributions: a rapid
inward current carried by sodium (Na+) ions, and a more
slowly activating outward current carried by potassium
(K+) ions. At rest, a cell is not actively transmitting
a signal, and there is a potential difference of about 70
mV across the membrane. When a sufficiently strong
external stimulus disrupts the cell, the membrane poten-
tial rapidly increases, leading to a phenomenon known
as depolarization. Subsequently, the membrane poten-
tial decreases back to its baseline level, a phase referred
to as repolarization.
Using voltage-clamp methods, they discovered that the

permeability of the membrane for sodium and potas-
sium was regulated independently, with the conductances
depending on both time and the membrane potential.
Remarkably, they provided a complete computational
model for the action potential in a single cell, now known
as the Hodgkin-Huxley (HH) model [10], which was a ma-
jor advancement of our understanding. For their seminal
work, they were awarded the Nobel Prize in Physiology
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FIG. 1. Exploring neuronal dynamics: The Hodgkin-Huxley model and its impact on subsequent research via
the FitzHugh-Nagumo model. A. Depiction of the action potential across an axonal membrane, adapted from Hodgkin
and Huxley’s seminal work [9], with the potential difference measured in millivolts and the external environment set as the zero
potential reference. B. Illustration of ion channels within a neuronal axon, detailing the exchange of sodium and potassium
ions between the extracellular medium (EM) and the intracellular medium (IM). C. Demonstration of excitable behavior as
characterized by the HH model, adapted from Figure 17 from the original study [10]. D. Publication and citation data gathered
from the Web of Science using ”FitzHugh-Nagumo” as the search term. Note that these metrics do not include papers where
the FHN model is not the primary focus, or papers published before the 1970s when the model name was first used. This shows
the impact of the subsequent research using the FHN model as a simplified description of the HH model dynamics.

or Medicine in 1963 [11].

Using the HH equations, Hodgkin and Huxley modeled
the measured smooth changes in the current by intro-
ducing specific (probabilistic) terms to capture that ion
channels can be either open or closed. Indeed, voltage-
gated ion channels play a pivotal role in governing the
dynamics of action potentials. These channels respond
to changes in the nearby electrical membrane potential
by undergoing conformational changes, thus controlling
their opening and closing. Since the lipid bilayer is gen-
erally impermeable to ions, the trafficking of ions across
the cell membrane is regulated through these voltage-
gated ion channels. The HH model elucidates the elec-
trical behavior of ion channels within the cell membrane,
specifically addressing the passage of sodium and potas-
sium ions (Fig. 1B). The total ionic current was then
represented as the sum of sodium, potassium, and leak
currents.

The HH model consists of four ordinary differential
equations, each corresponding to a state variable: Vm(t),
n(t), m(t), and h(t),

I = Cm
dVm

dt + gKn4(Vm − Vk)+

gNam
3h(Vm − VNa) + gl(Vm − Vl)

dn

dt
= αn(Vm)(1− n)− βn(Vm)n

dm

dt
= αm(Cm)(1−m)− βm(Vm)m

dh

dt
= αh(Vm)(1− h)− βh(Vm)h

, (1)

Here, I represents the current per unit area, while αi

and βi denote voltage-dependent rate constants specific
to the i-th ion channel. gn represents the maximum con-
ductance value, and n, m, and h are dimensionless prob-
abilities ranging between 0 and 1. These probabilities
correspond to the activation states of potassium channel
subunits, the activation of sodium channel subunits, and
the inactivation of sodium channel subunits, respectively.
This system is four-dimensional and nonlinear, making

it analytically unsolvable, with no closed-form solution
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available. However, numerical simulations enable the
exploration of certain properties and general behaviors,
such as the existence of oscillations and excitability. In
the context of dynamical systems, excitability refers
to the property of a system to respond to a stimulus
or perturbation by generating a transient activity.
Systems exhibiting excitability often display a threshold
behavior, where a certain level of input or perturbation
is required to trigger a response. In an excitable system,
there are typically three phases of activity:

Resting State: The system is at rest or in a stable
equilibrium.

Excited State: When a stimulus or perturbation
surpasses a certain threshold, the system transitions to
an excited state. During this phase, the system exhibits
a rapid and transient response.

Refractory Period: Following the excitation, there
is a refractory period during which the system is less
responsive and needs time to recover before it can be
excited again.

The fact that the HH model correctly captures
these excitable dynamics [10] was a major real-
ization as it provided a detailed understanding
of the measured action potential and the dy-
namical process of neural excitability (Fig. 1C).

B. A simplified description of neuronal excitability:
the FitzHugh-Nagumo model

While the HH model effectively replicates many
neuronal physiological phenomena, its aforementioned
complexity is a significant drawback. In the 1960s,
Richard FitzHugh introduced a simplified model to
capture the dynamics of neuronal excitability, which
Jinichi Nagumo further refined a year later (Fig. 1D).
This model is now recognized as the FitzHugh-Nagumo
(FHN) model [12, 20]. To develop this model, FitzHugh
focused on preserving important dynamic characteristics
of the HH model, namely the presence of excitability
(Fig. 1C) and oscillations.

FitzHugh started from the van der Pol oscillator equa-
tion [197], introduced in the 1920s by Van der Pol [198].
As its name suggests, the Van der Pol oscillator admits
oscillations which are relaxation-like, meaning they fea-
ture periods of slow progress close to a ”low state” and
a ”high state” punctuated by rapid transitions between
them. Van der Pol’s equation is built from the simple
differential equation for the damped harmonic oscillator
by replacing the damping constant with a damping coef-
ficient that depends quadratically on x, thus introducing

a nonlinearity:

xtt + kxt + x = 0 −→ xtt + c(x2 − 1)xt + x = 0. (2)

Note that due to this nonlinear damping, there is only
effective damping for small x, while for x2 > 1 the non-
linear term describes amplification rather than damping.
To more easily interpret the dynamics of the van der Pol
equation, one can use the Liénard’s transformation [199]

y = xt/c+

(
x3

3
− x

)
, (3)

leading to a system of two differential equations:

xt = c

[
y −

(
x3

3
− x

)]
,

yt = −1

c
x,

(4)

from which one can clearly see the separation in time
scales of both equations. While the first one evolves fast
on O(c), the second one is much slower on the order of
O(c−1). Building on the van der Pol oscillator, FitzHugh
modified the equations as follows:

xt = c

[
y −

(
x3

3
− x

)
+ z

]
,

yt = −1

c
(x− a+ by).

(5)

FitzHugh introduced the parameter z to represent
membrane current density, the variable x is related to
the membrane voltage and the sodium activation, and
the variable y corresponds to the sodium inactivation
and the potasium activation. In this context, these equa-
tions thus work as an activator-inhibitor model. Later,
Nagumo, Arimoto, and Yoshizawa proved the equiva-
lence of this model with a electrical circuit. Fig. 2A
shows this electrical equivalent, which includes a capac-
itor (representing membrane capacitance C), a tunnel
diode [F (V )], a resistor (representing channel resistance
R), an inductor (L), and a battery (E). The dynam-
ics of this electrical circuit are captured by the following
equations:

CVt = I − F (V )−W,

LWt = E −RW + V,
(6)

where V is the voltage across the circuit, W corresponds
to the current through the R− L− E branch of the cir-
cuit, and F (V ) is the current flowing through the tunnel
diode driven by the voltage V . When the nonlinear func-
tion F (V ) is cubic, this set of equations can be readily
transformed into Eqs. (5).

The model Eqs. (5) are invariant under the trans-
formation x → −x, y → −y and a → −a, so consid-
ering a > 0 is sufficient to understand its dynamics.
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The equations are also invariant under the transforma-
tion (t, c) → (−t,−c), so we can also restrict ourselves to
c > 0. To cast these equations in a simpler form, we con-
sider the transformation t → ct and ε = 1/c2. We also
absorb the parameter z into the variable y (y → y + z),
such that we redefine a → a− bz:

xt = −x3

3
+ x+ y,

yt = ε(x+ by + a).

(7)

Here in this review, we will consider x ≡ u and y ≡
−v, which are most commonly used in the literature to
represent the FHN model. Additionally, without the loss
of generality in its dynamics, we omit the factor 3 in the
first equation:

ut = −u3 + u− v,

vt = ε(u− bv + a),
(8)

In this most basic form, the FHN model thus con-
sists of two coupled, nonlinear ordinary differential equa-
tions, where the first one describes the fast evolution of
the membrane voltage of a neuron (u), while the second
one represents the slow recovery through the opening of
potassium channels and the inactivation of sodium chan-
nels (v).

C. Excitability in the generalized
FitzHugh-Nagumo model

As observed in Fig. 2B, the main dynamics of the
HH model are also observed in the FHN model, i.e. ex-
citability and relaxation-like oscillations. Excitability is
classified as type II, characterized by the lack of a dis-
tinct threshold. Excitability and oscillatory dynamics
are essential to model neuronal spiking, and although the
quantitative behavior may change, the qualitative behav-
ior is preserved by the simplified model. The key ingre-
dients that preserve these dynamical behaviors are the
time scale separation and the cubic shape of the first dif-
ferential equation. This separation implies the presence
of fast and slow regions (quick versus slow changes in Fig.
2B), while the influence of the latter will be explained in
detail in the next Section II, Subsection IID.

In the literature, different variants of the FHN model
have been used, that all fall under the following general-
ized FHN equations:

ut = f(u, v),

vt = εg(u, v),
(9)

where f(u, v) is a nonlinear function of u and a linear
function of v, g(u, v) a linear function of both u and v,
and ε represents the time scale separation between both

equations. The nonlinearity of f(u, v) is typically rep-
resented by a cubic function, written as −u3 + u as in
Eq. (8) or factorized as u(1 − u)(u − c), which is equiv-
alent because the quadratic term can be eliminated as
proven in Rocsoreanu’s book [141]. The cubic shape of
f(u, v) is also often approximated piecewise-linearly us-
ing f(u, v) = −H(u−a)+u−v with H a Heaviside func-
tion, which was first proposed by McKean in the 1970s
[79].

D. Spatial propagation of action potentials in
coupled FitzHugh-Nagumo models

As shown in Fig. 2B, the FHN equation shows both
excitable and oscillatory behavior, thus capturing typi-
cal neuronal dynamics. In reality, such action potentials
propagate along the axon. Therefore, diffusion in space
was added to both the HH model and the FHN model:

ut = Du∆u− u3 + u− v,

vt = Dv∆v + ε(u− bv + a).
(10)

In the presence of diffusive coupling, traveling wave
solutions exist capturing the spatial propagation of
action potentials. In the diffusively-coupled equations
above, we have considered the most general case where
the diffusion coefficients of u and v are different. How-
ever, space can be renormalized such that one coefficient
is absorbed into the Laplacian. Having two diffusion
coefficients of similar strength (both O(1)) is typical in
chemical reactions. Nevertheless, in neural dynamics
and electrophysiological applications in general it is
common to only have diffusion in the u variable (with
Dv =0), as done in the original formulation introduced
by Nagumo et al. [20].

Nagumo et al. also built an electrical circuit consisting
of many sequentially coupled units as illustrated in Fig.
2C (left), leading to a system capable of simulating the
propagation of action potentials along a nerve axon (Fig.
2C, right). Of course, this represents an approximation of
the diffusively coupled system, as there are only a discrete
number of components that are spatially coupled. In
fact, one can couple such components governed by the
FHN system in a variety of different ways, leading to the
following system of discretely coupled FHN equations,
that is also often studied in the literature:

uit = −u3
i + ui − vi +

∑n
j p(uj , vj)

vit = ε(ui − bvi + a) +
∑n

j q(uj , vj)
. (11)

This discretely coupled model configuration is exten-
sively studied in neural dynamics applications (Fig. 3).
Its formulation allows to observe the effect of noise on a
set of neurons and the synchronization between them.
Despite its usefulness, the equations are much more
complex and the difficulty of the stability analysis is
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FIG. 2. Electrical analog of the FitzHugh-Nagumo model A. Circuit representation: The FHN model’s electrical
counterpart includes key components that mimic biological neuronal dynamics. This circuit comprises: (i) A capacitor, sym-
bolizing the neuronal membrane’s capacitance C. (ii) A tunnel diode, representing the nonlinear ionic current F (V ). (iii)
A resistor, indicative of the channel resistance R. (iv) An inductor L and a battery E, completing the circuit to model the
rest of the system’s dynamics. B. Neuronal dynamics regimes: Through simulations of Eq. (8), we capture essential neuronal
behaviors: (i) Excitable regime: At (a, b, ε) = (0.1, 1.5, 0.01), the circuit mimics the excitable nature of neurons, responding
robustly to stimuli beyond a certain threshold. (ii) Oscillatory regime: With parameters (a, b, ε) = (0, 0.5, 0.01), the system
exhibits periodic oscillations, typical of active neuronal firing patterns. C. Spatial coupling in neuronal arrays: Extending the
model to encompass spatial interactions involves linking multiple such circuits. This approach, as demonstrated in J. Nagumo
et al.’s seminal work [20], allows for the exploration of wave propagation and collective behaviors in a network of neuron-like
elements, mirroring the complex dynamics observed in biological neural networks (extracted from Fig. 17 of the original paper
[20]).

significantly increased. Moreover, the models’ behavior
heavily depends on the coupling’s functional form,
which can vary in directionality (bidirectional or unidi-
rectional) and timing (instantaneous or with time delay).

E. Beyond neuroscience: diverse applications of
the FitzHugh-Nagumo model

Despite its simplicity, the FHN model captures many
of the essential features of neuronal dynamics, and
has been used to study a wide range of phenomena in
neuroscience [12–17, 20–26, 29, 30], including the syn-
chronization of neural activity [22–26, 28], the dynamics
of neural networks [12, 13, 15], and the emergence of
complex spatiotemporal patterns in neural systems [30]
(Fig. 1 D). However, thanks to its generic dynamical
behavior, the FHN model finds applications in various
fields beyond neuroscience. In Fig. 3, we provide an

overview of the main fields where the FHN model has
helped to advance our understanding of those systems.
We highlight electronics, optics, and biological systems.
Given its significant role in cardiac modeling, the FHN
model’s application to cardiac systems is discussed
separately. Motivated by its broad applicability and
generic dynamics, the FHN system has triggered a large
body of theoretical work, characterizing bifurcations and
its various dynamical behaviors. Fig. 3 illustrates the
work in the following domains:

Neuroscience: The FHN model, initially developed
in neuroscience, has played a pivotal role in under-
standing the complex dynamics of neurons and neural
networks [12–17, 20–26, 28–30]. By distilling complex
neuronal behaviors into simple equations, the FHN
model has made it easier to analyze and simulate neural
dynamics. It offers a comprehensive view of solutions,
providing geometric insights into crucial biological phe-
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nomena like neuronal excitability and spike generation
mechanisms.

Through bifurcation analysis, researchers have gained
insights into the emergence and transitions between
various realistic dynamics, spanning excitability, os-
cillations, and bistability. Focusing on key aspects
such as excitation and inhibition, the FHN model
offers a practical approach to explore the fundamental
properties of neurons. Additionally, its extension to
spatially distributed systems enables the modeling of
action potential propagation along axons.

Moreover, the FHN model has proven invaluable in
studying neuronal interactions within networks. By
linking multiple FHN units, researchers have gained
deeper insights into network communication, synchro-
nization, and the generation of coordinated activity
patterns. This has greatly enhanced our understanding
of phenomena like neuronal oscillations and information
processing in the brain. Furthermore, the FHN model
has laid the groundwork for the development of more
sophisticated neuronal models, serving as a platform
for incorporating additional biological intricacies. By
leveraging insights from the FitzHugh-Nagumo frame-
work, researchers continue to refine our understanding
of neuronal function and dysfunction in both health and
disease.

Cardiology: In 1962, based on available experimental
data, Noble adapted Hodgkin and Huxley’s model of
excitable neurons to describe the dynamics of Purkinje
fibers in the heart [200]. The key modification to the HH
model involved considering potassium current flowing
through two nonlinear resistances. Since then, a plethora
of cardiac models have been developed, ranging from
subcellular to whole organ descriptions, with varying
levels of detail.

Among these models, the FHN model stands out
as one of the simplest yet widely studied models for
capturing general dynamical features of cardiac cells [31–
48]. Another model in common use, the Aliev-Panfilov
model [35], adapts the FHN framework to capture the
rate-dependent variations in action potential duration.

In cardiac systems, many models are employed
to investigate the existence and dynamics of spirals,
which are wave phenomena arising from anisotropy or
spatial defects and characterized by a core and rotation
frequency [201]. Electrical impulses, denoted by the
variable u, propagate in a wave-like manner in the heart,
and it has been observed that ventricular fibrillations
result from the collision of two spirals rotating in oppo-
site directions [202, 203]. The FHN model is frequently
utilized to simulate such behavior and analyze the effects
of spiral breakup [31–33, 35, 36, 42, 166, 167].

Furthermore, the heart is often analyzed as a system
of discretely coupled oscillators, reflecting its compart-
mental structure. Certain oscillatory compartments
have been described using FHN models or variants
thereof [204, 205]. For instance, Grasman considered
van der Pol oscillators, which can be replaced by FHN
oscillators, to construct a system of three coupled
oscillators representing the sinoatrial node, atrium, and
ventricle, with a delay between the latter two [205].

Biology: While the FHN model is predominantly
utilized in describing neuronal and cardiac systems, its
application extends to various other biological contexts.
The FHN equations offer a simplified yet versatile
representation of interlinked positive and negative
feedback loops, capable of generating diverse dynamical
responses including switches, pulses, and robust oscilla-
tions [180]. Furthermore, when coupled with diffusion,
the FHN model can produce trigger waves that rapidly
propagate these dynamic behaviors over large distances
[30, 182, 206].

In the context of cellular processes, the FHN model
has been employed to describe the oscillatory dynam-
ics of the activity of the cyclin B–cyclin-dependent
kinase 1 (Cdk1) complex during the cell division cycle
[101, 177, 180, 182, 184, 207]. Additionally, it has been
instrumental in studying oscillations in the concentration
of free cytosolic Ca2+, a crucial cellular control mecha-
nism [186]. Beyond cellular biology, the FHN model has
found applications in diverse organisms. In bacteria, it
has been utilized to investigate polarization dynamics in
response to electrical stimuli, akin to neuronal responses
[195]. In plants, FHN-like models have served as cell
signaling models for pulse-like jasmonate responses [194].

The coupling of FHN units in networks has shed
light on various physiological phenomena. For instance,
in mammalian pancreas β cells, coupled FHN units
elucidate how global oscillations emerge despite the
absence of a pacemaker region [189, 190]. Similarly,
in plant systems, coupling FHN models with photo-
synthesis models aids in understanding the impact
of environmental variables such as temperature [179].
Spatially extended systems described by diffusively
coupled FHN equations have provided insights into wave
propagation during mitosis in Xenopus frog embryos
[101, 182, 184, 207], as well as calcium waves triggered by
fertilization [191]. The FHN model has also been applied
to study propagating action potentials in vascular plant
tissues [192, 193] and morphoelastic waves driving the
locomotion of soft robots [185]. In ecology, adding
cross-diffusive effects to the FHN model has enabled
studies on pattern formation in living systems, such
as chemotactic movement in Escherichia coli and in-
teractions in predator-prey dynamics [108, 153, 187, 196].

Electronic and optical systems: The significance
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of understanding the dynamics of neurons and neural
networks has long been acknowledged, both for unravel-
ing the complexities of the human brain and for applying
analogous concepts to machine learning applications.
Consequently, researchers have endeavored to emulate
neuron cells using electronic circuits. Many of these
circuits have been specifically devised to replicate the
dynamics of the FHN model [52–56, 58–60, 62, 63, 65].

In recent years, advancements in integrating optoelec-
tronic components onto photonic integration platforms
have spurred extensive investigations into ultrafast
artificial neural networks for information processing
[208]. All-optical spiking neurons have been successfully
demonstrated using semiconductor lasers [209–212].
Furthermore, neuronal dynamics described by the FHN
system have been realized through (electro-)optical
implementations [50, 51, 175].

Mathematics and physics: While the FHN model
was specifically developed to describe neuronal dynam-
ics, it has served more generally as a cornerstone in
understanding the rich dynamical behaviors exhibited by
excitable systems through dynamical systems analysis
[26, 66–76, 80–113, 115–163, 172–176]. By representing
the essential characteristics of excitable cells, the FHN
model provides a simplified yet powerful framework
for exploring a wide range of dynamical phenomena.
Through bifurcation analysis, researchers have uncov-
ered complex patterns of behavior emerging from the
model’s equations. These analyses reveal how changes in
parameters, such as excitability thresholds or coupling
strengths, can lead to transitions between different
dynamical regimes, including fixed points, limit cycles,
and chaotic behavior. Moreover, stability analysis tech-
niques enable the identification of critical points where
small perturbations can lead to qualitatively different
system behaviors, shedding light on the robustness and
sensitivity of excitable systems.

Furthermore, phase-plane analysis has been instru-
mental in elucidating the dynamics of the FHN model
by visualizing trajectories in its phase space. By plotting
the evolution of variables such as membrane potential
and recovery variable, researchers can gain insights into
the underlying mechanisms driving excitability, oscil-
lations, and wave propagation. Through phase-plane
analysis, the FHN model’s behaviors, such as action
potential generation and refractoriness, can be under-
stood in terms of the system’s underlying dynamics.
Additionally, techniques such as nullclines analysis pro-
vide a geometric understanding of the model’s behavior,
revealing regions of parameter space associated with
different dynamical regimes.

Other: Additional examples not mentioned previously
encompass chemical reaction dynamics [113, 172, 213],
the dynamics of elastic excitable media [214], or the

study of computational algorithms [215–218]. In ex-
ploring chemical reaction dynamics, the FHN model
has been instrumental in investigating the emergence
of chemical turbulence through reaction and diffusion
processes [113, 213]. One mechanism for generating
chemical turbulence involves spiral waves that un-
dergo breakup, a phenomenon initially demonstrated
in the context of the Belousov-Zhabotinsky chemical
reaction-diffusion system [219], and subsequently studied
extensively within the framework of the FHN model
[113]. Furthermore, the FHN system has been employed
to comprehend spatial patterns in a forced FitzHugh-
Nagumo reaction-diffusion model, reproducing dynamics
akin to those observed in the Belousov-Zhabotinsky
system [172].

In the context of elastic excitable media, the FHN-
equivalent Burridge–Knopoff model has been applied to
characterize the frictional sliding dynamics in earthquake
fault systems influenced by viscous friction [214]. Due
to the limited number of found references in these fields,
they were not included as a separate category in the
table depicted in Fig. 3.

In the field of computational algorithm development
and analysis, the FHN model has also proven valuable.
It serves not only as a framework to investigate specific
dynamics like traveling waves [215] and Turing pattern
formations [216] but also as a versatile tool for examin-
ing how algorithms perform across different boundary
shapes and conditions [217, 218].

F. Outline

In this comprehensive review, we aim to offer an
in-depth exploration of the diverse dynamical behaviors
encapsulated within the FitzHugh-Nagumo (FHN)
model. The widespread adoption of the FHN model
across physics and biology can be attributed to the
model’s remarkable versatility in capturing a wide array
of dynamical phenomena while maintaining a relatively
simple mathematical formulation.

Our review is structured around delineating the most
prominent dynamical behaviors observed within the
FHN model. We categorize our analysis into three
primary sections: i) examining the foundational FHN
model, characterized by a system of two nonlinear cou-
pled ordinary differential equations (ODEs) [Eq. (8)];
ii) studying the diffusively coupled FHN model, which
introduces spatial coupling through diffusion [Eq. (10)];
and iii) exploring discretely coupled FHN equations [Eq.
(11)]. In each section, we complement our discussion of
observed dynamics with thorough stability analyses and
bifurcation studies. This approach empowers readers to
navigate the parameter space effectively, enabling them
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to target specific dynamical regimes of interest.

We anticipate that our review will serve as a valu-
able resource for modelers and experimentalists across
various disciplines outlined in Fig. 3, where the FHN
model has demonstrated utility. These fields span neu-
roscience, cardiac dynamics, other biological processes,
electronics and optics, and chemistry. Furthermore, we
hope that our exploration will inspire the application of
the FHN model in additional systems exhibiting analo-
gous dynamics, thereby expanding its scope and impact
across diverse scientific domains.
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II. DYNAMICS IN THE FITZHUGH-NAGUMO
MODEL

The basic FHN model [Eq. (8)] has been studied exten-
sively because, despite its apparent simplicity, it exhibits
complex dynamics and bifurcations. Here, we will limit
ourselves to providing an overview of the most widely
used dynamical regimes, such as monostability, multi-
stability, relaxation oscillations, and excitability. For an
in-depth bifurcation analysis, the reader is referred to the
comprehensive work by Rocsoreanu et al. [141].

A. Stationary solutions

The simplest solutions of Eq. (8) are the stationary
states, also known as fixed points (FP) or equilibrium
points. These points satisfy the condition where the
time derivatives of both variables are zero [i.e., (u̇e, v̇e) =
(0, 0)], leading to a set of equations that define the so-
called nullclines in the (u, v) phase plane (Fig. 4A):

0 = −u3 + u− v,

0 = ε(u− bv + a).
(12)

At these nullclines, one of the variables remains con-
stant over time: either u (orange nullcline) or v (green
nullcline) does not change in time. The intersections of
the nullclines represent the stationary solutions (u, v) =
(ue, ve), which are solutions to a cubic equation in terms
of one of the variables (ue):

bu3
e + (1− b)ue + a = 0, (13)

with ve = (ue + a)/b. This cubic equation typically does
not have a straightforward analytical solution, but its
roots can indicate the existence of either one or three co-
existing stationary states, depending on the system pa-
rameters. In the latter case, we label those solutions
ub
e, um

e , and ut
e. As a result, the parameter space is

divided into regions of monostability and multistability,
delineated by fold lines that correspond to the condi-
tions where the system transitions between having a sin-
gle fixed point and multiple fixed points. These transi-
tions are associated with saddle-node (SN) bifurcations,
also called fold bifurcations, and the specific conditions
under which they occur depend on the system parame-
ters. These folds are located at (u, a) = (u±

f , a
±
f ) where

u±
f = ±

√
b− 1

3b
, a±f =

2

3
(1− b)

√
b− 1

3b
, (14)

which are defined for b ∈ (−∞, 0) ∪ [1,∞). The fixed
points are triple-valued when u−

f < ue < u+
f , and single-

valued otherwise. The presence of these saddle-node bi-
furcations and their implications for the system’s dynam-
ics are illustrated in Fig. 4A, which shows how variations

in the parameters affect the number and positions of the
stationary states.
Figure 4B further explores the parameter space (a, b),

highlighting the regions associated with different dynam-
ical behaviors and the critical points where these behav-
iors change. The fold lines a = a±f (b) define the regions

of monostability (blue - 1 FP) and multistability (red -
3 FP). For b < 0, the system always shows a region of
multistability. For b > 0, multistability arises above the
cusp bifurcation occurring at b = 1 (C) where the fold
points are created.

B. Linear stability of the stationary solutions

To determine the linear stability of the fixed points,
we introduce small perturbations of the form (u, v) =
(ue, ve) + ϵ(ξu, ξv)e

σt + c.c., with ϵ ≪ 1 [220]. A fixed
point is considered stable if Re[σ] < 0, and unstable if
Re[σ] > 0. The condition Re[σ] = 0 thus marks the
occurence of a local bifurcation. To obtain σ, we compute
the Jacobian matrix J associated with the linearization
of Eq. (8) around the equilibrium points and solve the
linear eigenvalue problem

(J − σI2×2)

(
ξu
ξv

)
=

(
0
0

)
, J ≡

(
1− 3u2

e −1
ε −εb

)
.

(15)

The solutions for the eigenvalues are

σ =
Tr(J)±

√
Tr(J)2 − 4Det(J)

2
, (16)

where Tr(J) is the trace and Det(J) the determinant of
J , defined by

Det(J) = ε(3bu2
e − b+ 1),

Tr(J) = 1− 3u2
e − εb.

(17)

Depending on the eigenvalues, two types of bifurca-
tions may occur. If Re[σ] = 0 and Im[σ] = 0, the sys-
tem undergoes a saddle-node bifurcation [Eq. (14)]. If
Re[σ] = 0 and Im[σ] ̸= 0, a Hopf bifurcation occurs,
leading to self-sustained oscillations. These conditions
for limit cycle oscilations imply that Tr(J) = 0 and
Det(J) > 0 which gives the following Hopf bifurcation
point:

uH = ±
√

1− εb

3
, aH = ±1

3
(εb2 + 2b− 3)

√
1− εb

3
,

(18)

and the frequency of the nascent oscillation is:

σ = ±i
√

Det(J) = ±i
√
ε(1− εb2), (19)

which provides the Hopf existence condition b > 1/
√
ε.

The position of these bifurcations vary as a function of
the control parameters of the system a, b and ϵ, leading
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FIG. 4. Fixed points in the FHN model. A. The nullclines on the phase space (ε = 0.01) and the effect of the parameters
a and b on them are shown. B. The saddle node bifurcation in parameter space (ε = 0.01) is shown and the mono- (blue)
and tri-valued (red) regions is differentiated. SN indicates the saddle node bifurcations and their intersection in the cusp (C)
bifurcation.

to the emergence of different dynamical behaviors and
regimes. An example of the distribution of these regimes
and the bifurcations which define them is illustrated in
the (a, b)-phase diagram of Fig. 5B for ϵ = 0.01.

C. Dynamical regimes

The FHN model is well known for exhibiting three
main dynamical behaviors: oscillations, excitability, and
bistability, as evidenced in the literature (Fig. 3).

Relaxation oscillations. Characterized by limit
cycles, i.e., closed-orbit attractors in the phase space,
which correspond to oscillations operating on distinct
time scales—one fast and the other slow. An example of
this nonlinear oscillation can be observed in Fig. 5A.1
(top) for parameters a = 0 and b = 0.5, marked by • in
Fig. 5B. In the phase diagram (Fig. 5A, bottom), the
oscillation traces a loop around an unstable equilibrium,
the point where nullclines intersect. This oscillatory
behavior is crucial for modeling biological rhythms,
including mitotic [182], calcium [178] and cardiac oscilla-
tors [42], underscoring the FHN model’s applicability in
simulating fast transitions between active and quiescent
states in various biological systems.

Excitability. This behavior is intrinsically linked to
the oscillatory phenomena mentioned above and pertains
to the system’s response to perturbation to a fixed point.
The magnitude of the perturbation determines the
system’s response. In the FHN framework, excitability
manifests at parameter settings of a = 0.1 and b = 1.5,
as illustrated in Fig. 5A.2. Minor perturbations result
in a swift return to the baseline state, depicted in Fig.
5B with a light blue hue. Conversely, large pertur-
bations drive the system along a nontrivial trajectory
(excursion) in the phase space before resettling to the
resting state, highlighted by a bold blue line in Fig.
5A.2. This trajectory, associated with a ’spike’ in
temporal dynamics, is invariant to the perturbation’s

specifics. Notably, excitability is the most used regime
in neuroscience and it can reproduce neuronal spikes in
the non-coupled cases [12, 13, 177] or in coupled cases
[20].

Bistability. A nonlinear system exhibits bistability
when two stable fixed points coexist for the same set
of parameters. This less frequently examined behavior
within our model is depicted in Fig. 5A.3 for param-
eters a = 0 and b = 2. The phase space diagram
illustrates how different initial conditions converge to
separate stable fixed points, located where the nullclines
intersect. Bistability contributes to the emergence of
phenomena such as relaxation oscillations, excitability,
and hysteresis [221–223], vital for the model’s relevance
and applicability.

The complexity of the dynamics within the FHN model
necessitates a more detailed analysis, as depicted in Fig.
5B. By examining cross-sections of this figure at constant
b values, we can generate 1D bifurcation diagrams, such
as those shown in Fig. 5C, plotting the variable u against
a for selected b values.
At b = 0.5 (Fig. 5C.2), a single fixed point that varies

monotonically with a is present. This point undergoes
Hopf bifurcations at H+ and H−, as indicated in Fig.
5B, leading to a distribution of stability shown in Fig.
5C.2, where solid and dashed lines denote stable and
unstable equilibria, respectively. Unstable equilibria
evolve into relaxation oscillations as illustrated in Fig.
5A.1, with limit cycles forming and dissapearing at H+

and H−. Through path continuation techniques, we can
trace these cycles and assess their stability [224]. In this
parameter regime, oscillations are stable and exhibit
amplitude variations as seen in Fig. 5C.2 (blue solid
line). Close to H+ and H− the oscillations undergo a
canard explosion characterized by the abrupt increase of
the cycle amplitude for small changes of a [225].

As b increases, a cusp bifurcation at (a, b) = (0, 2)
gives rise to three new equilibria: ub

e, u
m
e , and ut

e. Fig.
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FIG. 5. Dynamics and bifurcations of the FHN model for ε = 0.01. A. Representative time series and phase space
dynamics showing relaxation oscillations (b = 0.5), excitability (b = 1.5 and a = 0.1), and bistability (b = 2). B. Analytically
derived Hopf and saddle node bifurcations, along with homoclinic bifurcations determined numerically, delineating various
dynamical regions in the (a, b) parameter space. An expanded view of a specific area, marked by a black rectangle, is shown
on the right. Black dots correspond to parameters used in A, and dashed lines mark sections analyzed in C. C Bifurcation
diagrams of three representative regions. The diagram on the left (C.1) hints at an imminent homoclinic bifurcation due to
the close proximity of the limit cycle to the saddle-node. The right diagram (C.3), on the other hand, reveals a shift from
stability to instability, lacking an associated limit cycle, suggesting a global bifurcation has taken place.

5C.3 for b = 2 illustrates this, where H+ and H−, previ-
ously associated with opposite a values, now occur close
to SNr and SNl, respectively. This diagram corresponds

to the most right vertical dashed line shown in the close-
up view of Fig. 5B. Here the top and bottom equi-
librium branches (ut,b

e ) are stable nodes and therefore
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yield a bistable regime. The former stable limit cycle
has vanished due to a Bautin bifurcation occurring be-
low the crossing point between H+ and H− at b ≈ 1.5
(not shown here). At smaller ε values, the Bautin point
occurs near H+ and H−, thoroughly explored in Rocsore-
anu’s work [141]. Additionally, an unstable limit cycle,
emerging from the inverted H+ and H−, quickly vanishes
due to another homoclinic bifurcation occurring close to
the Hopf bifurcation. For a deeper analysis of these phe-
nomena at larger ε values, Rocsoreanu et al.’s book of-
fers comprehensive insights [141]. Adjacent to this, type
II excitability emerges, akin to that shown in Fig. 5A.2,
characterized by its proximity to Hopf/Bautin bifurca-
tions, facilitated by the time scale separation and the
influence of the former limit cycle in the phase space.
As mentioned in the introduction, this type of excitabil-
ity is characterized by the absence of a clearly defined
threshold.

For b < 0, the system’s bifurcation scenario changes
significantly. An illustration for b = −0.5 is provided in
Fig. 5C.1, where three fixed points persist, albeit with
an opposite slope compared to the scenario in Fig. 5C.3.
Unlike the bistable regime observed for b > 1, the top
and bottom fixed points (ut,b

e ) become unstable saddle
nodes. Additionally, Hopf bifurcations that initially
occurred at ut,b

e now emerge in the middle branch um
e ,

rendering it stable between SNl and H−, as well as
between H+ and SNr. The relaxation oscillations stem-
ming from H± also experience a canard explosion (see
blue curve). Further decreasing b leads to a homoclinic
bifurcation (Hom.), indicated by the green line in Fig.
5B, where the oscillation period diverges, potentially
exhibiting type-I excitability [226, 227]. This aspect
remains largely unexplored within the FHN model.

The (a, b)-phase diagram can be divided into six prin-
cipal dynamical regimes (I-VI), as depicted in Fig. 5B:

I: Monostable regime with a single equilib-
rium. Defined by a single stable node for b > 0,
this area splits into sectors I.1 and I.2 based on
a’s positive and negative values, respectively. Both
sectors exhibit type I excitability near the Hopf bi-
furcation, particularly in the presence of canard ex-
plosions [226].

II: Bistable regime. Situated between the saddle-
node bifurcations SNl,r, this zone’s boundaries are
demarcated by H+ for a > 0 and H− for a < 0,
featuring three equilibria: two stable nodes (ub,t

e )
and one saddle point (um

e ).

III: Oscillatory regime. This area is known for relax-
ation oscillations and is further divided into three
subregions. In III.1 (for b < 0), it is confined
by Hopf bifurcations H± and the homoclinic bi-
furcation Hom.; in III.2 (for b > 0), oscillations
are bounded by H+,− and cease after crossing the
Bautin bifurcation, which occurs near the Hopf bi-
furcation before the intersection of H+ and H−.

Notably, canard explosions are observable near the
Hopf bifurcations in each subregion.

IV: Monostable regime within a tri-valued re-
gion. For b < 0, this category includes two monos-
table regimes where a single stable node (um

e ) co-
exists with two saddle points (ub,t

e ). These settings
are located between SNl and H+ (IV.1) and be-
tween H− and SNr (IV.2). For b > 0, a shift from
bistable to monostable occurs due to H+ (for a > 0)
and H− (for a < 0), leading to thin monostable
strips flanked by H+ and SNr (for a < 0) or by H−
and SNl (for a > 0).

V: Divergent dynamics regime. Characterized by
divergent dynamics due to the lack of an attrac-
tor, this regime is prominent for b < 0 and includes
three main divergent sectors: V.1, below SNl, with
only the saddle point ub

e; V.2, above SNr, with just
the saddle point ut

e; and V.3, within the bounds
of Hom., H+, and H−, where the unstable node
um
e coexists with saddles ub,t

e . Proximity to the ho-
moclinic bifurcation may induce type I excitability
[226].

Previously introduced yet not fully explained phenom-
ena, including canard explosions, homoclinic bifurcations
(Hom.), and Bautin bifrucations (fold of cycles), warrant
further exploration to better understand their roles in
the dynamics observed.

A canard explosion refers to a quick increase in
the limit cycle’s amplitude as the control parameter
increases, generating a cycle that occupies a substantial
portion of the phase space, instead of a small amplitude
oscillation [228, 229]. This phenomenon, illustrated in
Figures 5A.1, 5C.1, and 5C.2, is also a characteristic
of the Hodgkin-Huxley model [66, 230–232] and results
from the separation of time scales, a property preserved
in the FHN model [66, 67, 141, 177]. The resilience
of canard cycle amplitudes to parameter perturbations
underscores their significance, with the presence of
canards signaling type II excitability — a persistence of
trajectory behavior after a limit cycle disappears.

A homoclinic bifurcation represents a global bifurca-
tion where a limit cycle vanishes upon colliding with a
saddle point. This dynamic, akin to behaviors seen in
the Hodgkin-Huxley model [233, 234], complicates the
identification of some limit cycles within the tri-valued
region, especially for large time-scale separations (small
ε), as the homoclinic bifurcation occurs faster due to the
fast increase in amplitude.

A Bautin bifurcation occurs when an unstable and
a stable limit cycle collide and annihilate each other,
a complexity also found in the Hodgkin-Huxley model
[235]. The existence of a saddle-node of cycles suggests
an unstable cycle nestled within a stable limit cycle.
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Therefore, in the tri-valued domain, initializing the
system away from the fixed points is crucial to converge
towards the limit cycle. Failure to do so results in con-
vergence to the stable fixed points, leading to bistable
behavior.

The provided paragraphs offer an overview of the key
dynamical regimes and behaviors that one could expect
in the local FHN model. Given the complex nature of
these dynamics, a thorough exploration extends beyond
the scope of this summary. For readers seeking an
in-depth understanding, we suggest consulting Rocsore-
anu’s work [141], specifically chapter 5, where these
regimes are explored in greater detail.

D. Time scale separation

Finally, we address the impact of the parameter ε on
the FHN model. Unlike a and b, which influence the
nullclines directly, ε modifies the time scale separation,

thereby adjusting the speed of dynamics in the variable
v. This effect is evident in the vector field displayed in
the first panel of Fig. 6A. It is important to note that
in systems with pronounced time scale separation, the
oscillation period is predominantly determined by the
slower segments. As the dynamics in these segments ac-
celerate, the oscillation period diminishes (Fig. 6A, right
panel), leading to the disappearance of relaxation oscil-
lations when the separation is minimal. Therefore, time
scale separation, alongside multistability, plays a crucial
role in enabling excitability and relaxation oscillations,
which are central to the FHN model’s utility. Addition-
ally, the transition to relaxation-like oscillations is signif-
icantly influenced by the degree of time scale separation.
As depicted in Fig. 6B, increasing ε—which reduces time
scale separation—results in oscillation amplitudes that
vary with a, moving away from the constant amplitude
characteristic of relaxation oscillations.
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III. THE DIFFUSIVELY COUPLED
FITZHUGH-NAGUMO SYSTEM

When developing the FHN model [20], Nagumo et
al. extended the original equation by incorporating
diffusive coupling terms, facilitating the transmission of
excitation pulses along the axon. This advancement was
practically demonstrated through the construction of
interconnected FHN circuits, which effectively mimicked
pulse propagation, as depicted in Fig. 2 C. They also
explored the thresholds at which these pulses become
excited.

Originally conceived for neuroscience applications, the
FHN model [12] and its spatial extension [20] have been
used beyond their initial scope, finding relevance across
various disciplines. In cardiology, the model is celebrated
for its ability to simulate spiral wave dynamics [32–35,
37–48], while more generally in biology, it is recognized
for generating traveling waves that effectively convey in-
formation [153, 182–184, 186, 187, 191, 196, 207, 214].
The model’s utility extends to chemistry and computa-
tional sciences [172, 213, 215–218], where it aids in under-
standing complex systems. Beyond its interdisciplinary
applications, the FHN model has been instrumental in
investigating mathematical properties [80–113, 117, 142–
152, 154, 155, 165–174, 236, 237], establishing it as a fun-
damental model in theoretical studies. This section aims
to provide a theoretical exploration into the existence
and linear stability of stationary homogeneous solutions
and the emergence of spatially structured dynamics such
as traveling waves and extended patterns. For in-depth
mathematical treatments, readers are directed to [238].

A. Linear stability analysis of stationary
homogeneous solutions

Introducing spatial coupling into the analysis does not
change the stationary spatially homogeneous solutions or
their bifurcation diagrams. However, it necessitates the
consideration of spatially extended perturbations in the
stability analysis due to the potential influence of spatial
feedback mechanisms. Such feedback, mediated by diffu-
sion and nonlinearity, often becomes significant near bi-
furcation points where various effects balance out. Con-
sequently, destabilization of the homogeneous solution
may give rise to complex spatial patterns. To elucidate
the nature of these instabilities, we examine small tem-
poral and spatial perturbations around the equilibrium
states, expressed as (u, v) = (uh, vh)+ ϵ(ξu, ξv)e

ik·x+σt+
c.c., where ϵ ≪ 1. This leads to an eigenvalue problem:

(J − σI2×2)

(
ξu
ξv

)
=

(
0
0

)
, (20)

with the Jacobian matrix J defined as:

J ≡
(
1−Duk

2 − 3u2
b −1

ε −Dvk
2 − εb

)
. (21)

The perturbations’ growth rate, determined by the
eigenvalues, now varies with the wavenumber k, as shown
by:

Det[J ](k) = DuDvk
4 + (3Dvu

2
b −Dv +Duεb)k

2

+ ε(3bu2
b − b+ 1), (22)

Tr[J ](k) = −(Du +Dv)k
2 + 1− 3u2

b − εb. (23)

Notably, setting k = 0 recovers the instabilities found
in the non-spatial system, such as Hopf and saddle-node
bifurcations. The dispersion relation σ(k) reveals that a
variety of coherent structures, including traveling waves
and stationary spatial patterns, emerge from distinct
instabilities. Linear stability analysis in the presence
of spatial coupling for the FHN model unveils a com-
plex array of dynamical regimes (for an in-depth dis-
cussion, see references [86, 103, 105–107, 113, 143, 148–
150, 191, 196]). The role of nonlinearity is paramount in
determining the existence and stability of these predicted
structures. Our focus here is on the most prominent spa-
tially coherent structures supported by the FHN model.

B. Turing patterns in one spatial dimension

Spatial patterns, resulting from self-organizing pro-
cesses, are widely observed in nature and have been
a subject of interest across various scientific fields.
In developmental biology, for example, such patterns
provide a mechanism for breaking the symmetry in the
initially homogeneous tissue of an organism, guiding the
development of complex structures [239]. Similarly, in
ecology, the self-organization of vegetation patterns plays
a crucial role in ecosystem resilience to environmental
fluctuations [240]. Despite the diverse manifestations of
self-organization, the underlying mathematical frame-
works share a foundational theory, first introduced by
Alan Turing in 1952 [241]. Turing’s theory of morpho-
genesis highlighted the essential elements for spatial
self-organization within reaction-diffusion systems like
the FHN model. In these systems, an activator sub-
stance (u) promotes the production of its inhibitor (v),
which diffuses more rapidly and suppresses the activator
in adjacent areas, establishing a feedback mechanism
that generates regular spatial patterns, as depicted in
Fig. 7. The FHN model, while primarily explored
from a theoretical perspective, serves as a valuable tool
for studying pattern formation, particularly given its
oscillatory dynamics that contribute to the complexity
of the observed patterns (see section III F).
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Pattern formation often emerges at the juncture of
competing effects, typically near other bifurcations of
a system’s homogeneous state where specific eigenval-
ues converge towards zero. In the FHN model, Turing
instabilities [241], which lead to pattern formation, ap-
pear close to the saddle-node bifurcations, illustrated in
Figs. 8 and 9. From a detailed perspective, a Turing or
modulation instability marks the transition where a uni-
formly stable state becomes unstable to perturbations of
a specific wavelength kc. This critical point is identifi-
able in the dispersion relation when the growth rate of
mode kc turns positive (Fig. 9B), signaling the tempo-
ral increase of this mode’s amplitude and the onset of

spatially periodic Turing patterns (Fig. 7). The bifur-
cation conditions, Det[J ](k) = 0 and ∂kDet[J ](k) = 0,
must be simultaneously met at a non-zero wavenumber
k = kc, leading to the critical wavelength and defining
the instability’s location:

kc = ±

√
−3Dvub

2 +Dv −Duεb

2DuDv
, (24)

uT = ±
√

1

3Dv

(
Dv +Duεb± 2

√
DuDvε

)
, (25)

where the criterion Dv > 3Dvub
2 + Duεb must be
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satisfied.

The criterion for instability requires that the in-
hibitor’s diffusion rate surpasses that of the activator
(Dv > Du), aligning with Murray’s findings for a general
system [30]. The Turing bifurcation’s dependence on
parameters a and b mirrors the Hopf bifurcation’s
parameter dependence, as depicted in Fig. 8A with red
and blue lines, respectively. These Hopf and saddle-node
bifurcations correspond to the spatially uniform state
instabilities shown in Fig. 5B. As b increases signifi-
cantly, the instabilities converge towards the saddle-node
(SN) bifurcations (black lines) of the uniform state,
indicating the homogeneous stationary state’s stabiliza-
tion (or destabilization) with increasing (or decreasing) b.

Particularly intriguing dynamics emerge near the
cusp bifurcation C, where a region exhibiting coexisting
bifurcations transitions from bistable to monostable
regimes, highlighted in the inset of Fig. 8A. Different
b values shift the system from monostable to bistable
regimes, influencing the bifurcations’ positions. The
vertical dashed lines in Fig. 8A mark the bifurcation
diagrams in Fig. 8B for b = −0.5, b = 0.5, and b = 2,
showing that the Turing instability, marked with a
red dot, occurs after the uniform states become Hopf
unstable, denoted by a blue dot. At this ε value, static
Turing patterns are absent due to the faster growth of
the homogeneous mode compared to the nonzero wave
number mode.

To achieve robust pattern formation, increasing ε
is necessary. Fig. 9A illustrates how the (a, b)-phase
diagram transforms with varying ε, where the oscillatory
region between the Hopf lines H narrows, and at ε = 1,
it confines to a lobe touching C at (a, b) = (0, 1). It
is noteworthy from Eq. (24) that similar effects occur
when increasing Du/Dv instead of ε, since in both the

dependence goes as ∝ ±
√
x±

√
x. Nonetheless, it is

crucial to remember that pattern formation is contingent
on Dv > Du.

With an increased value of ε, the difference in time
scales between the variables diminishes, enhancing
scale-dependent feedback, resulting in the Turing in-
stability manifesting prior to the Hopf bifurcation. By
fixing b at 1.26 and setting ε to 0.5, as depicted by the
vertical dashed line, the bifurcation diagram reveals
the emergence of spatially periodic patterns due to
a Turing instability, illustrated in Fig. 9B. Near the
Turing bifurcation point, the growth rate for modulated
perturbations on the uniform state turns positive,
signaling the start of instability, as indicated in Fig. 9B
(left). Beyond this threshold, the dominant wavenumber
ku initiates the formation of regular patterns, shown
in Fig. 9B (center). The evolution of pattern maxima
and minima with a, obtained from direct numerical
simulations, is plotted with a red continuous line in

Fig. 9B (right). Given these parameters, the pattern
coexists with homogeneous solutions across a broad a
range, suggesting a potential subcritical emergence from
the Turing instability, warranting further examination
for confirmation. Unlike other pattern-forming systems,
the symmetry in the FHN model leads to identical
stationary patterns beyond T±. This symmetry implies
that mode kc may bifurcate subcritically from T+,
stabilize upon folding at lower a values, and persist until
nearing a second fold at a symmetrical a value, then
transitioning to the second Turing T−, akin to other
models [242, 243]. To our knowledge, this bifurcation
analysis of 1D patterns in the FHN model is new and
unreported in existing literature, highlighting the need
for more in-depth exploration of spatial structure bifur-
cations, particularly the stability of modes bifurcating
after the Turing bifurcation far from the onset or the
associated localized states.

Furthermore, pattern instabilities like the Eckhaus in-
stability, characterized by the destabilization of high-
wavenumber periodic solutions by long-wavelength per-
turbations, might also occur [244]. This secondary insta-
bility can cause primary pattern distortion or fragmenta-
tion. Although analytically tractable in simpler models
like the Ginzburg-Landau equation [245], it has also been
investigated in the FHN context [148], examining phase
dynamics of near-stationary patterns across various pa-
rameter regimes, even well beyond the Turing instability
onset [246]. Subsequent sections will provide additional
examples of these instabilities and Turing patterns, es-
pecially within two-dimensional contexts, where they are
predominantly studied.

C. Fronts and localized structures

Front solutions play a pivotal role in bistable and
excitable reaction-diffusion systems, with the FHN
model being a classic example. While traditionally not
a focus within neuroscience, the study of front solutions
has garnered attention for their implications in pattern
formation and their ability to transmit information
effectively. This has made them particularly relevant
in fields like cardiology [32, 43, 45], other biological
systems [182, 184, 186, 187, 207], and even geology
[214], despite the FHN model’s relative simplicity
limiting most front-related studies to mathematical
explorations aimed at understanding general front
properties [43, 80, 82, 84–86, 88, 91, 92, 95, 99, 100, 102–
104, 106, 107, 109, 110, 112, 113].

In a one-dimensional space, fronts manifest as hete-
roclinic orbits that bridge two distinct uniform states,
potentially differing in stability [247]. These dynamics
give rise to two front types, distinguished by their
approach to the uniform state, specifically the nature
of their ’tails’. Tails that approach uniformly without
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oscillations form what are known as tame or flat fronts.
Conversely, tails that exhibit damped oscillations around
the uniform state result in wild fronts. Illustrations
of both front types within the FHN framework are
provided in [79, 84, 88] and are depicted in Fig. 10A.

Near uniform states, front behaviors can be linearly
approximated by:(

u(x)
v(x)

)
−
(
uh

vh

)
∝ eλx, (26)

where λ represents the spatial eigenvalue derived from
σ(−iλ) = 0. Tame fronts correspond to purely real λ
values, whereas complex λ values indicate the presence
of wild fronts.

Like all nonlinear phenomena, front dynamics can
exhibit instabilities, leading to the formation of complex
patterns [99, 150]. Specifically, fronts can become
susceptible to transverse modulations, a phenomenon
known as transverse front instability, resulting in the
”fingering” effect and the subsequent development of
”labyrinth patterns” [149]. Additionally, fronts might
experience the nonequilibrium Ising-Bloch instability,
giving rise to two counterpropagating fronts [150]. How-

ever, in the context of the FHN model, the coexistence of
a stable planar front with a stable large-amplitude stripe
pattern, a prerequisite for nonlinear front transverse
instability, has yet to be observed [149].

McKean, in 1969, introduced a simplified approach to
the FHN model through a piecewise approximation (Fig.
10C), facilitated by the distinct time scales in the system
[79]. This approximation transforms the cubic function
into a piecewise or Heaviside function, allowing for an
analysis of front formation and propagation within an
integro-differential framework of the FHN model:

∂tu = ∂2
xu+ f(u)− b

∫
u(t)dt, (27)

where f(u) = u(1− u)(u− a). This formulation enables
the investigation of front solutions u = u(x+ ct), partic-
ularly under the condition b = 0. McKean’s piecewise
approximation has since been applied in various contexts
to deduce conditions for different front behaviors (e.g.
tame vs. wild fronts) [82, 88, 89, 109].

Stable fronts result in regular wave propagation,
contingent on the presence of an ”energetically pre-
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ferred” state. This is illustrated in scenarios where
regions of high and low activity eventually converge to
a preferred state, as shown in Fig. 10B. The concept
of ”equivalent uniform” states, where two states are
related by the u → −u transformation and possess equal

energy in systems with definable free energy, leads to
static fronts [248]. This equilibrium is attained at the
Maxwell point of the system, identified in the FHN
model at a = aM ≡ 0. Front movement is observed
when parameters deviate from this point.
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The interaction between moving fronts of opposite po-
larities (i.e., Fub→ut

and Fut→ub
) can lead to various out-

comes, describable by an effective reduced equation:

dD

dt
= AeRe(λ)Dcos(Im(λ)D) +B, (28)

with λ representing the dominant spatial eigenvalue
related to the front, A depending on system parameters,
and B ∝ a − aM indicating the deviation from the
Maxwell point [249, 250]. This framework provides a
phenomenological understanding of front dynamics and
interactions.

Returning to the general FHN model, in scenarios
where the wave fronts are tame, characterized by
Im(λ) = 0, their attraction or repulsion follows a
monotonous exponential law. This behavior is illus-
trated in Fig. 10. When the system parameter a is
less than aM (i.e., a < aM ), the state ut predominates,
causing the wave fronts to move in opposite directions
and eventually dominate the entire domain, as shown
in Fig. 10D. Conversely, for a values exceeding aM
(i.e., a > aM ), the fronts move towards each other and
ultimately annihilate in a process known as coarsening,
leading the system to stabilize at ub [251].

In contrast, when the fronts are wild (Im(λ) ̸= 0),
any stationary solution of Eq. (28) corresponds to the
locking or pinning of two fronts, resulting in localized
states. Near the system’s Maxwell point (a = aM , where
B = 0) in an infinite domain, Eq. (28) presents count-
less equilibrium distances with alternating stability [243].
Deviating from the Maxwell point (B ̸= 0), the variety
of equilibrium distances—and consequently, the poten-
tial localized states (LSs)—decreases. The emergence of
two distinct LSs near the Maxwell point is depicted in
Fig. 10E for a = 10−5 (left) and a = 10−3 (right). In
the former scenario, the fronts lock very fast, resulting in
a broad LS, while for a = 10−3, the slower convergence
of fronts eventually leads to the formation of a narrower,
single-peak LS.

D. Traveling pulses

Traveling pulse solutions are a hallmark of bistable and
excitable reaction-diffusion systems, a phenomenon first
leveraged by Nagumo et al. to model excited pulse prop-
agation along neuronal axons, and subsequently adopted
in numerous studies [20, 21, 89]. Beyond neuroscience,
these dynamics have profound implications in cardiology
[32, 41, 42, 44, 45], where the excitable nature of cardiac
tissues is essential for maintaining coordinated heart
rhythms and understanding cardiac dysfunctions. While
less emphasized, the FHN model has also illuminated in-
formation propagation mechanisms in various biological

systems [182, 183, 186, 187, 207], akin to traveling fronts.

Research on excitable pulses within the FHN frame-
work has predominantly concentrated on type II
excitability, the most recognized form. However, emerg-
ing research in ecology, especially regarding vegetation
patterns [252, 253], has sparked an exploration of type I
excitable pulses [254, 255], a domain yet to be explored
with the FHN model, despite featuring a homoclinic
bifurcation of the limit cycle as well.

In this subsection, we focus on the fundamental
mathematical characteristics of traveling pulses, situat-
ing them within the broader context of existing FHN
literature and underscoring the model’s pivotal role
in the mathematical investigation of pulse dynamics
[80–82, 87, 90–94, 96, 97, 102, 104–111, 113].

In one-dimensional systems, traveling pulses corre-
spond to homoclinic orbits of the spatial system in the
comoving reference frame. These orbits form connections
from a stable fixed point back to itself [256]. Illustrated
in Fig. 11A, perturbations exceeding a critical threshold
from a uniform state (denoted by •) induce an increase in
u, initiating a substantial excursion (marked by −) that,
through diffusion, activates adjacent regions (indicated
by •). The system eventually reverts to the initial state,
descending along the folded nullcline before a sharp
reduction in u leads back to the baseline state along the
opposing nullcline. This propagation mechanism is akin
to a trigger wave initiating at the forefront, succeeded
by a phase wave, a process underpinned by the excitable
medium’s characteristics, facilitating the formation of
traveling pulses [257].

While the generation of excitable traveling pulses
is conceptually rather simple, their investigation is
complex. The FHN model is extensively employed to
explore key features of traveling pulses, utilizing its
piecewise linear approximation for simplicity (refer
to Fig. 11B). The insights from earlier discussions
apply here, demonstrating the broader relevance of the
piecewise linear FHN model beyond McKean’s work
[79], with various studies addressing traveling pulses
[82, 89, 109, 110] and traveling waves [67, 88] within this
framework.

Revisiting the categorization from Section III C,
traveling pulses can also be distinguished as tame or
wild based on their approach to the uniform state. Fig.
11C.1 and C.2 show examples of tame (with parameters
Du = 1, Dv = 1, a = 0.2, b = 2, ε = 0.01) and wild
(with parameters Du = 1.5, Dv = 1, a = 0.4, b = 0.5,
ε = 0.1) pulses, respectively. The propagation of a
wild pulse is depicted in Fig. 11D, where snapshots
at times t0 and t1—marked by white dashed lines in
the kymograph—illustrate the pulse’s consistent shape
throughout its journey.
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that were excited earlier trace back along the nullcline, eventually settling into a uniform state. B. A simplified representation
of the nullclines as piecewise linear functions, an approximation that holds primarily under significant time scale separation.
C. Two types of pulses: a ’tame’ pulse (left), generated under the parameters (Du, Dv, a, b, ε) = (1, 1, 0.2, 2, 0.01), and a ’wild’
pulse (right), arising from (1.5, 1, 0.4, 0.5, 0.1). D. Propagation dynamics of the ’wild’ pulse. The pulse maintains its shape as
it moves, shown at two distinct moments, t0 and t1, marked by vertical dashed lines on the kymograph.

From a bifurcation analysis viewpoint, the emergence
of excitable pulses is linked to the destabilization
of a uniform state through a finite wavelength Hopf
bifurcation [90]. Yochelis et al. used a three-dimensional
FHN-like model to demonstrate that near a subcritical
finite wavelength Hopf bifurcation, such states might ex-
hibit homoclinic snaking, yielding multi-pulse solutions
where multiple excitable pulses coexist. For further
details on multi-pulse solutions in the FHN equations,
readers are directed to the works of Kupra [94] and
Hastings [111].

Up to this point, our discussion has been centered
around traveling pulses emerging from local excitabil-
ity within the FHN model. Yet, the model also sup-
ports other variants of traveling pulses through different
mechanisms. A notable example is the parity-breaking
front bifurcation explored by Elphick et al. [93]. In their
study, they reveal that the FHN model, moving past the
nonequilibrium Ising-Bloch instability, can generate sym-
metric traveling pulses that diverge from the previously
mentioned excitable pulses.

E. Pacemakers and wave trains

We now look into the dynamics of oscillatory media
coupled via diffusion, a subject less frequently studied in
existing research on the FHN model [87, 97, 98, 101, 114].
This aspect is particularly relevant to cellular and
molecular biology, where traveling waves facilitate
long-distance system synchronization and intra- or
inter-cellular communication[182, 184, 206, 258]. For
these biological processes to coordinate effectively, it is
crucial for the waves to propagate sufficiently quickly
through the medium.

In scenarios with initial condition heterogeneities,
diffusion tends to homogenize the system, leading to
uniform oscillations across the medium, as depicted in
Fig. 12A. This phenomenon highlights the system’s
capacity to mitigate initial irregularities through its
inherent dynamics, showcasing an inherent resilience to
fluctuations [182].

The system can also have heterogeneities in its param-



22

A B

−1

0

1

𝑢(𝑥,𝑡)

𝑐

𝑡! 𝑡"

𝑡! 𝑡"

𝐶
𝑐

0

−1

1

𝑢(
𝑥)

100 500 900

0

−150

150
𝑥

𝑡 = 1000

𝑡 = 0
−150 0 150

100 500 900
𝑡

−150 0 150
𝑥

0.5

0

1

𝑏(
𝑥)

FIG. 12. The role of spatial heterogeneity in generating wave trains. The simulations are based on parameters
(a, ε,Du, Dv) = (0, 0.01, 1, 1), with b varying. A. Initial heterogeneities in variables diffuse and eventually dissipate. B. An
oscillatory system (b = 1) incorporating a central pacemaker zone where b = 0 spanning 20 units. Fast oscillations spread as
wave trains at speed c, while the influence of the pacemaker expands throughout the system at an envelope speed C.

eters. Specifically, regions with oscillation frequencies
exceeding those of their surroundings can emanate
waves, thereby entraining the entire medium, as illus-
trated in Fig. 12B. Such areas are termed pacemakers.
The resulting oscillation frequency is a compromise
between the fast and slow frequencies of the uncoupled
system. The wave’s propagation speed (white line
on Fig. 12B) and the rate at which it influences the
surrounding medium, termed the envelope speed (black
line on Fig. 12B), are important metrics.

With a pronounced time scale separation (low ε), wave
speeds are significantly higher than those in systems with
less time scale separation, likely due to front propagation
between stable states akin to excited pulse propagation.
They can be similarly studied using a singular pertur-
bation approach [257]. The speeds of wave trains and
their envelopes can be linked through a formula (assum-
ing constant speeds) [101, 114]:

C =
T0 − Tt

T0
c, (29)

where C represents the envelope speed, c denotes the
wave train speed, and T0 and Tt correspond to the slow
uncoupled period and the resulting period with diffusive
coupling, respectively. Furthermore, speed is closely

tied to time scale separation, pacemaker size, diffusion
strength, and initial frequency difference [101, 114].
Contrary to intuition, the pacemaker’s size and fre-
quency difference distinctively affect wave and envelope
speeds. Larger or higher-frequency pacemakers, deemed
stronger, take over the medium faster via increased
envelope speed, albeit at reduced wave velocities. For
smaller time scale separation (high ε), the oscillations
become nearly harmonic, altering wave dynamics from
linear front-driven to a sublinear spread, better analyzed
through phase-reduction methods [114].

Mathematically, wave train studies transcend the FHN
context [259, 260] due to their widespread applicability.
Utilizing the FHN model to describe wave trains, regu-
larly used in cell cycle contexts [101, 182, 184, 206, 261],
underscores its capacity to mimic target patterns resem-
bling the behavior of a nucleus or even multiple nuclei
within the cellular context [184, 261]. Such patterns
are not unique to the FHN model but are also seen in
chemical [262], cardiac [263], and neuronal models [264],
underscoring the FHN’s conceptual utility in explor-
ing relaxation dynamics across various scientific domains.
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FIG. 13. Creation of spatial steady patterns in the two dimensional FHN model. A. Evolution of stripe and
hexagonal patterns with respect to the control parameter a for (b, ε,Du, Dv) equals to (1.26, 0.5, 1, 5). The patterns are
initialized by perturbing the homogeneous system with a striped/hexagonal pattern signal with the critical wavelength of (a, b)
equals to (0.025, 1.26). All the domain exhibiting patterns also exhibits bistability of the stripe pattern with, either the positive
hexagons a ∈ (−0.070, 0.165), or the negative hexagons a ∈ (−0.165, 0.070). Furthermore, the central region, a ∈ (−0.07, 0.07),
exhibits bistability between the three patterns. B. Creation of a labyrinth pattern from random noisy initial conditions for the
same initialization parameters used in the stripes, i.e. (a, b, ε,Du, Dv) = (0.025, 1.26, 0.5, 1, 5).

F. Complex spatiotemporal dynamics in two
spatial dimensions

The coherent structures identified in the one-
dimensional case serve as a foundational classification
for understanding the system’s dynamics and the mech-
anisms behind their formation. In higher spatial dimen-
sions, the additional degrees of freedom not only facilitate
the emergence of more complex patterns but also intro-
duce new mechanisms such as curvature-driven dynamics
[150, 257, 265–267] and expanded parameter ranges for
pattern existence, enhancing ecological resilience [240].

1. Universal phenomena of pattern formation

Pattern formation has been the subject of inves-
tigation in a wide variety of contexts such as fluid
dynamics, optics, morphogenesis, or ecology [238].
Despite the unique intricacies of each system, the
emergence of regular spatial structures is a universally
observed phenomenon, stemming from extended spatial
interactions. This universality allows for a unified
mathematical framework to describe these patterns
[238, 268]. The general theory of pattern formation
suggests a predictable sequence of spatial organization
changes in response to variations in control parameters,
typically progressing from negative localized states to
hexagons, stripes, and then positive localized states [269].

The FHN model, though fitting within this theoretical
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tory dynamics and spatial pattern is shown, set within the Turing-Hopf regime for parameters (a, ε,Du, Dv) = (0.025, 0.5, 1, 5).
In the upper series (b = 1.1), a striped pattern emerges, generated cycle-by-cycle through periodic oscillations, which pro-
gressively takes over the oscillatory domain, leading to a fully established striped pattern across the system. Conversely,
the lower series (b = 0.8) shows a distinct dynamic equilibrium, where the system bifurcates into oscillatory and stationary
patterned halves. At the interface, oscillatory dynamics verge on stabilization, while the adjacent striped pattern exhibits
rhythmic fluctuations, akin to a ’breathing stripe’, highlighting a unique boundary behavior. B. Spiral wave formation, orig-
inating from a phase defect induced by gradient-like initial conditions for u (horizontal) and v (vertical), with parameters
(a, b, ε,Du, Dv) = (0.1, 1, 0.005, 1, 1) (oscillatory regime). A kymograph, representing a horizontal cross-section through the
spiral’s core, captures the phase defect. The numerical simulations in A and B use Neumann boundary conditions.

framework, has been less extensively characterized in
pattern formation compared to other reaction-diffusion
models, with most studies focusing on theoretical
aspects like amplitude equations, interface instabilities,
or the effects of cross-diffusion in population dynamics
[95, 99, 108, 143, 144, 146–148, 153, 187, 196, 270].
This is possibly due to its predominant association with
excitability rather than spatial self-organization.

The exploration of the bifurcation structure of local-
ized states and patterns, crucial for understanding a sys-
tem’s self-organizational response, has been thorough in
various spatially extended models but remains incom-
plete for the FHN model. In biology, for instance, the
morphogenetic patterns have been examined using the
Gierer–Meinhardt model [271], while chemical pattern
formations have been delineated through the Gray-Scott
[271] and Brusselator [272] models. Ecological studies
have extensively investigated vegetation patterns to pin-
point tipping points critical for understanding phenom-
ena like desertification [269, 273–280].

2. Stationary patterns in two spatial dimensions

In our exploration of the FHN model, we turn
our attention to two spatial dimensions to unveil the
bifurcation diagram of spatial structures. While our
focus is on two dimensions, it is important to note that
research has extended into higher-dimensional pattern
investigations, offering a richer understanding of spatial
dynamics [102, 151].

Stationary patterns, stemming from Turing bifurca-
tions, have been a significant area of study. Various re-
searchers have looked into the genesis of these spatial
formations, formulating amplitude equations [143, 148].
A notable challenge is the close proximity of Turing and
Hopf bifurcations, complicating pattern identification.
To circumvent this, strategies involve operating near the
Turing threshold or employing white noise to steer the
system towards stable pattern branches. Our numeri-
cal simulations reveal a diversity of stable spatial pat-
terns across different control parameters, specifically for
b = 1.26, ϵ = 0.5, Du = 1, and Dv = 5, as illustrated
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in Fig. 13. These patterns, transitioning from negative
to positive spots through labyrinthine structures, under-
score the labyrinth configuration’s robust stability for the
chosen parameters. Notably, Goldstein’s work on inter-
face growth within the FHN framework [146], inspired by
chemical front interactions [281], aligns with our findings
in the labyrinth domains (Fig. 13B).

3. Pattern transitions and secondary instabilities

An intriguing aspect of pattern formation is the tran-
sition between various structures, often marked by co-
existence regimes where different patterns vie for domi-
nance, influenced by their relative stability. This dynam-
ical interplay, further complicated by secondary instabil-
ities like Eckhaus or ZigZag distortions [148], is depicted
through the mean difference relative to the homogeneous
state (u0), highlighting a stark contrast between compact
structures like spots and expansive ones like labyrinths.
Our simulations also indicate a hysteresis phenomenon
during transitions from hexagonal to labyrinthine pat-
terns, marked by dashed black arrows in Fig. 13A. This
behavior, aligning with Kuznetsov’s findings [152], con-
firms that the observed patterns adhere to the theoretical
framework of pattern formation [268, 269], sharing com-
monalities with reaction-diffusion models across various
scientific fields.

4. The Turing-Hopf regime

Beyond stationary patterns, spatio-temporal struc-
tures in the FHN model offer a rich set of dynamic
behaviors. These structures can manifest as either tran-
sient phenomena or stable configurations, distinguished
by their origins from the Turing-Hopf interaction [148]
or purely Hopf instabilities.

The interplay between oscillatory dynamics and pat-
tern formation in the Turing-Hopf regime introduces a
diverse array of spatio-temporal patterns, including ex-
panding rings, pulsating waves, oscillatory patterns, and
self-replicating spots [99, 147, 151]. This regime, primar-
ily conceptualized through the Ginzburg-Landau equa-
tion [268], remains less explored in the FHN model, pre-
senting an opportunity to deepen our understanding of
systems where pattern formation and oscillatory behav-
iors coexist [99, 187, 282–284]. Notably, phenomena such
as ’breathing stripes’ exemplify the complex dynamics
within this regime, as illustrated in Fig. 14A. Here, we
show two scenarios: one where an initial pattern progres-
sively dominates the oscillatory landscape and another
featuring a dynamic equilibrium between oscillatory and
patterned regions, highlighted by the breathing stripe at
the boundary.

5. Spiral waves

For the latter, we focus on spirals, which have been
widely studied in the FHN model for mathematical
purposes [92, 95, 117, 144, 150, 151, 165–172] and for
their applicability in cardiology [33–35, 37–40], where
spiral behavior has been associated with arrhythmias.
From the simple spirals studied by Erhaud and Winfree
[144, 168] to the complex collisions studied by the latter
[167], and through spiral turbulence emerging from the
loss of stability of these structures [102, 169], the FHN
model has been utilized to characterize several regimes
associated with spiral behavior. In Fig. 14B, we illus-
trate the creation of a stable spiral arising from a phase
defect induced by considering horizontal gradient-like
initial conditions for u and horizontal gradient-like initial
conditions for v in an oscillatory regime (a = 0.1, b = 1,
ε = 0.005, Du = 1, Dv = 1).

Spiral wave patterns, particularly relevant in cardio-
logical contexts due to their association with arrhythmic
behaviors [33–35, 37–40], represent another facet of the
FHN model’s versatility. From the foundational works on
simple spirals [144, 168] to the studies on spiral turbu-
lence [102, 169] and collision dynamics [167], the model
serves as a vital tool in understanding the nuances of
spiral behavior. Fig. 14B demonstrates the formation
of a stable spiral, a phenomenon induced by specific ini-
tial conditions (here a phase defect) within an oscilla-
tory setting. This insight into spiral formation within
the FHN model not only advances mathematical explo-
rations [92, 95, 117, 144, 150, 151, 165–172] but also has
profound implications in the study of cardiac arrhyth-
mias [33–35, 37–40], offering potential avenues for thera-
peutic interventions.

IV. DISCRETELY COUPLED
FITZHUGH-NAGUMO EQUATIONS

Discretely coupled ODEs, describing various network
configurations, have garnered substantial attention
in diverse fields such as neuroscience [22–26], elec-
trical systems [58, 59, 61, 62, 64, 65], and biology
[188, 189, 192, 193], owing to their relevance and the
broad spectrum of topologies and coupling terms they
accommodate. This versatility allows for the exploration
of various phenomena, enriching the mathematical study
of networks [26, 68, 115–129, 156–159, 175, 176].

Network topology, concerning the structure and
connectivity of nodes (Fig. 15A), combined with the
diversity in coupling terms—from simple functional
forms to time-delayed terms—sets the stage for endless
modeling possibilities. The classification of networks,
as per the literature, often revolves around the network
size, the extent of node connections, and the nature of
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This figure provides an overview of common network topologies and categorizes existing FHN literature based on network
topology and coupling types. A. Network topologies, ranging from simple unidirectional links between two nodes to complex
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coupling terms, encompassing both functional forms and
time delays (Fig. 15B).

The coupled FHN models have primarily been
employed to investigate synchronization phenomena
[22–26, 58, 59, 61, 62, 68, 115–140, 188, 189], including
the study of chimera states [25, 119–123, 128, 134, 135].
Additionally, they’ve been used to explore stability prop-
erties [58, 62, 64, 129, 130, 139, 140, 156–163, 192, 193],
traveling waves [41, 79, 135, 192, 193], pattern formation
[65, 68, 117, 118, 124, 128, 135, 139, 159, 175, 176],
and the influence of noise on dynamics
[68, 116, 118, 121, 124, 125, 127, 132, 133, 175].

Given the vast array of possibilities with coupled
ODEs, this review will focus on selected popular top-
ics within the FHN model context. In Subsection IVA,
we discuss the transition from continuous systems to
discrete coupled ODEs, highlighting the evolution to-
wards discretely networked configurations. Subsection
IVB looks into one of the most basic forms of cou-
pling—the functional difference—and focuses on a two-
node system [156, 158]. This part provides insights into
stability analysis and synchronization dynamics, employ-
ing the simplest coupling scenarios frequently found in
literature [24, 41, 64, 68, 115–118, 125, 129, 156–158]. Fi-
nally, subsection IVC aims to elucidate chimera states,

a key area of interest within the FHN model studies, by
replicating and discussing the findings of Omelchenko et
al. [120, 123]. This section underscores the significance
of chimeras in the study of complex network dynamics.

A. From continuously to discretely coupled FHN
systems

The FHN model, initially conceived as a simple ODE
[12], was quickly expanded into a PDE version to model
pulse propagation in axons [20]. Here, we characterize
how discretely coupled FHN systems can approximate
the behavior of their continuous counterparts.

In computational simulations, the inherently finite na-
ture of the number of units is similar to the approach
taken by Nagumo’s electronic implementation. A stan-
dard method for simulating spatial dynamics involves ap-
proximating the Laplacian operator using finite difference
schemes [285], expressed as:

uxx ≈ −2u(x) + u(x+∆x) + u(x−∆x)

∆x2
, (30)

where ∆x represents the discretization step size.

Alternatively, networks might adopt various topologies
based on functional differences, influencing the coupling
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dynamics [24, 41, 64, 68, 115–118, 125, 129, 156–158]. A
common form of expressing this coupling is:

uit = f(ui, vi) + η(−2ui + ui+1 + ui−1)

vit = εg(ui, vi) + η(−2vi + vi+1 + vi−1)
, (31)

highlighting the functional dependency between a node
and its neighbors. This discrete coupling closely resem-
bles the discretized diffusion operator, with the diffusion
coefficient correlating to both the coupling strength (η)
and the discretization step.

An intriguing aspect is how wave propagation changes
with the number of FHN units or discretization step.
Keener’s work on simulating traveling waves in a car-
diac model using discrete FHN nodes serves as a no-
table example [41], alongside other diverse applications
[41, 79, 135, 192, 193]. Figure 16 shows the division in
a continuous system (with a high node count) between
regions exhibiting traveling waves and those that do not,
based on the diffusion coefficientD and the size of the ini-
tially excited region (% high). This numerical experiment
is repeated for discrete node counts of N = (32, 128, 256).
The results clarify that as the number of FHN nodes in-
creases, the threshold for wave propagation converges to
that of the continuous system, illustrating the transition
between discrete and continuous regimes.

B. A unidirectional functional difference between
two coupled FHN models

A significant portion of the literature employing func-
tional coupling consists of functional differences, i.e., cou-
pled ODEs where the differential equation for the i-th
node is proportional to

∑
j(ui − uj). Here, we explore

the dynamics of a simple two-node system through gen-
eral functional forms and examine the specific scenario
of unidirectional coupling, similar to the studies by Hoff
et al. [156] and Campbell et al. [158]. Campbell et al.
assumed no coupling from node 2 to node 1.

1. Stationary solutions of two coupled nodes

For a two-node system (Fig. 17A), the stability equa-
tions are derived considering general functions p, q, r, and
w. Focusing on functional differences, we model the sce-
nario where node 2 influences node 1 without reciprocal
interaction, embodying the ’slave and master’ dynamic
prevalent in neuroscience [116]. The system equations
are given as:

u1t = −u3
1 + u1 − v1 + p(u1, v1, u2, v2)

v1t = ε(u1 − bv1 + a) + q(u1, v1, u2, v2)

u2t = −u3
2 + u2 − v2 + r(u1, v1, u2, v2)

v2t = ε(u2 − bv2 + a) + w(u1, v1, u2, v2)

, (32)
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with p(u1, v1, u2, v2) ≡ γ(u1 − u2), q(u1, v1, u2, v2) =
r(u1, v1, u2, v2) = w(u1, v1, u2, v2) = 0.

Analyzing the nullclines and fixed points reveals the
potential for complex dynamics, extending to multiple
stable states under simple unidirectional coupling. Such
analysis hinges on the specific functional forms involved,
often leading to equations that defy analytical solu-
tions. Thus, we propose general solutions of the form
(u∗

1, v
∗
1 , u

∗
2, v

∗
2). In our case, although the equations are

not analytically solvable, we derive certain simplified re-
lational expressions:

v∗1 =
u∗
1 + a

b
, bu∗

1
3 + (1− b− bγ)u∗

1 + bγu∗
2, (33)

v∗2 =
u∗
2 + a

b
, bu∗

2
3 + (1− b)u∗

2 + a = 0, (34)

where the second equation portrays node 2 as operating
independently, similar to the scenario without coupling.
Conversely, the dynamics of node 1 now exhibit a
dependency on u2, which could result in mono- or
tri-stable behaviors, potentially leading to as many as
nine stable fixed points. This elementary derivation
highlights how the model’s complexity increases as the
power of 3N , where N is the number of nodes, assuming
a simplistic unidirectional coupling scheme and gauging
complexity by the number of fixed points.

v∗1 =
u∗
1 + a

b
, bu∗

1
3 + (1− b− bγ)u∗

1 + bγu∗
2, (35)

v∗2 =
u∗
2 + a

b
, bu∗

2
3 + (1− b)u∗

2 + a = 0 (36)

2. Linear stability analysis

Continuing with our analytical approach, we now
explore the stability of fixed points by considering
small perturbations in the form of (u1, v1, u2, v2) =
(u∗

1, v
∗
1 , u

∗
2, v

∗
2) + ϵ(ξu1

, ξv1 , ξu2
, ξv2)e

σt + c.c., where ϵ is
significantly small. This leads to an eigenvalue problem
described by:

(J − σI4×4)

ξu1

ξv1

ξu2

ξv2

 =

(
0
0

)
, (37)

where the Jacobian J(u1, v1, u2, v2) is given by:

J(u1, v1, u2, v2) ≡

−3u2
1 + 1 + γ −1 −γ 0
ε −εb 0 0
0 0 −3u2

2 + 1 −1
0 0 ε −εb

 ,

This setup assumes the functions p, q, r, and w are de-
fined accordingly. The eigenvalues, determined by the
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Jacobian’s determinant and trace, simplify in this spe-
cific context, leading to:

Det(J) = −bε2(1− 3u∗
2
2)(3bu∗

1
2 − γb− b+ 1)−

ε2(−3bu∗
1
2 + γb+ b− 1), (38)

Tr(J) = 2− 3(u∗
1
2 + u∗

2
2)− 2εb+ γ. (39)

These expressions highlight the impact of the chosen
coupling functions on system stability.

A Hopf bifurcation arises when Tr(J) = 0, yielding:

u∗
1
2 + u∗

2
2 =

2− 2εb+ γ

3
. (40)

Notably, setting γ to zero retrieves the classic condition
for a Hopf bifurcation, 1− εb ≥ 0. With γ, the modified
condition becomes 2− 2εb+ γ ≥ 0.

This derivation, while generic, applies to a specific ex-
ample of two coupled FHN equations and is extendable
to other coupling types, as illustrated in Fig. 15B. For
enthusiasts of numerical bifurcation analysis in ODE sys-
tems, we recommend Dhooge et al.’s work [286], which
provides a comprehensive bifurcation analysis toolkit
[156].

3. Visualizing the coupling effects

In Fig. 17B, the impact of coupling on oscillatory
dynamics between two FHN nodes is shown, highlight-
ing a tendency towards antiphase synchronization. To
quantify this synchronization, we employ a methodology
capable of determining the characteristic synchronization
time applicable across various oscillatory scenarios (Fig.
17C). This approach involves analyzing the correlation
across individual oscillations and tracking the evolution
of this correlation over successive cycles, aligning with
techniques described by Toral et al. [116]. Our findings
also reveal that the number of cycles required to reach
the ultimate asynchronous state varies with the coupling
strength (Fig. 17D).

Despite the model’s simplicity, it encapsulates a broad
spectrum of dynamics [24, 41, 64, 68, 115–118, 125, 129,
156–158], setting the stage for exploring more complex
systems involving multiple oscillators and connections,
often used in the study of chimera states.

C. Chimera states

Chimera states, known for their intriguing spatiotem-
poral patterns characterized by coexisting domains
of coherence and incoherence, have garnered signifi-
cant attention in studies of coupled FHN oscillators

[25, 119–123, 128, 134, 135]. This dynamical regime can
manifest across diverse network configurations. Work by
Omelchenko et al. [120, 123] offers valuable insights into
the underlying mechanisms and conditions conducive to
chimera states.

Contrary to the assumption that complex networks are
essential for chimera states, Omelchenko et al. demon-
strate their emergence within a relatively simple setup:
a ring network of N FHN units with symmetric connec-
tions but non-uniform parameters. The dynamics of each
node in the network are described by:

εukt = −u3
k

3
+ uk − vk+

σ

2R

k+R∑
k−R

[buu(uj − uk) + buv(vj − vk)] (41a)

vkt = uk+ak+
σ

2R

k+R∑
k−R

[bvu(uj−uk)+bvv(vj−vk)] (41b)

with R representing the radius of interaction among adja-
cent nodes. Following [120, 123] we chose b = 0, ε = 0.05
and σ = 0.1. Furthermore, the coupling terms of the
equation are defined by a coupling rotation matrix,

(
buu buv
bvi bvv

)
=

(
cosϕ sinϕ
− sinϕ cosϕ

)
, (42)

with cross couplings buv and bvu.

Chimera states are identified under specific initial
conditions and parameter values. Nodes are initialized
with random values constrained on a circle of radius
2 in the phase space, ensuring diverse starting points.
Heterogeneity is introduced through the parameter ak,
assigned values from a Gaussian distribution centered
around am = 0.5 with a standard deviation δa, de-
termining the presence of chimera states. Moreover,
the angle considered for the coupling terms must be
close to π/2, as off-diagonal terms need to be en-
hanced [120]. A parameter diagram for the set (σ,R)
for which one can encounter chimeras is provided in [120].

Figure 18 illustrates the manifestation of chimera
states. The analysis often involves mean phase veloc-
ities, indicative of the system’s dynamical state. In
these states, a segment of incoherently oscillating nodes
coexists with a synchronized group, forming distinct
coherent and incoherent domains in the network. This
phenomenon aligns with findings from Omelchenko et al.
[123], where increasing initial variation gradually merges
the two distinct regions.

Alternative configurations, such as networks with non-
uniform coupling, can also lead to chimera states. This
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FIG. 18. Chimera states in discretely coupled FHN oscillators. Parameters set for the simulation include am = 0.5,
coupling strength σ = 0.1, time scale separation ε = 0.05, coupling phase ϕ = π/2− 0.1, with a network size of N = 1000 and
coupling range R = 350. A Spatial distribution of the oscillator variable uk, showing regions of synchronization contrasted
with areas of asynchronization. The impact of increased parameter variability (δa) progressively blurs the distinction between
these regions. B. Mean phase velocities (ωk) further characterize the asynchronization, illustrating the dynamical complexity
and the sensitivity to initial conditions and parameter heterogeneity inherent in chimera states.

aspect is particularly relevant to neuroscience, where in-
homogeneous connectivity is observed in the mammalian
brain, suggesting a potential link between chimera states
and brain dynamics [287]. The exploration of chimera
states continues to be a rich field of study, with di-
verse methodologies and applications expanding our un-
derstanding of complex systems.

In summary, the study of coupled oscillators unveils
a vast range of dynamic behaviors, attributed to the di-
verse network structures, coupling mechanisms, and the
inherent parameter versatility within these systems. For
more straightforward configurations, analytical insights
into the system’s bifurcation and stability aspects can be
obtained [156, 158]. The application of coupled oscillator
models extends across various fields, notably in modeling
neuronal [22–26], electrical [58, 59, 61, 62, 64, 65], and
biological systems [188, 189, 192, 193]. A significant por-
tion of research focuses on understanding synchronization
patterns across nodes [25, 119–123, 128, 134, 135], often
employing correlation functions for analysis [116]. Addi-
tionally, the role of noise in influencing system dynamics
garners considerable attention, revealing its impact on
the coupled oscillators’ behavior [68, 116, 118, 121, 124,
125, 127, 132, 133, 175].

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we explored the most prominent dy-
namical behaviors in the FitzHugh-Nagumo (FHN)
model, a framework initially developed in neuroscience
that has since broadened its application across various
scientific fields. Beyond its origins, the FHN model has
become instrumental in elucidating phenomena spanning
from cardiac dynamics to mathematical and physical
concepts, underscoring its adaptability and significance
(Figs. 3 and 1 D).

Within neuroscience, the FHN model has been
crucial for understanding neuronal dynamics and the
interplay within neural networks, offering insights
into synchronization, coordinated activity patterns,
and the propagation of action potentials along axons.
Similarly, in cardiology, the FHN model serves as a
powerful tool for simulating cardiac behavior, exploring
phenomena like spirals, and investigating conditions
such as ventricular fibrillation. Its utility spans other
biological phenomena too, such as cell cycle dynamics
and cytosolic calcium fluctuations. Moreover, outside
of biology, the FHN model is applied in electronic
circuit designs mimicking neuronal activity, innovations
in all-optical spiking neurons, and contributes to the
broader scientific understanding in mathematics and
physics, especially within excitable systems.

We structured our analysis into three primary sections.
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Firstly, we examined the original FHN model (Eq. 8),
discussing widely observed dynamical regimes such as
monostability, multistability, relaxation oscillations, and
excitability. We examined the role of local and global
bifurcations in shaping these regimes, emphasizing
the importance of time scale separation. Secondly,
we explored the diffusively coupled FHN model (Eq.
10), introducing spatial coupling through diffusion.
Through theoretical analysis, we investigated stationary
homogeneous solutions, their linear stability, and spa-
tially structured dynamic solutions, including traveling
structures and spatially extended patterns. We studied
the emergence of a Turing instability and the resulting
spatially structured Turing patterns. Additionally, we
examined front solutions, localized states, traveling
pulses, and pacemaker-driven waves within the oscilla-
tory domain, highlighting the richness of patterns that
arose in different spatial dimensions. Lastly, we explored
discretely coupled FHN equations (Eq. 11). This is the
broadest category as here one can consider a multitude
of different network topologies and coupling terms. We
focussed ourselves on synchronization properties in two
coupled FHN modules, the existence of traveling waves
when transitioning from continuous diffusive coupling to
discrete coupling, and the emergence of chimera states
characterized by spatiotemporal patterns of coherent
and incoherent behavior.

In conclusion, our review serves as a guide for un-
derstanding and using the diverse dynamical behaviors
offered by the FHN model. Throughout our analysis,
stability analyses and bifurcation studies provided
insights into the observed dynamics, offering a compre-
hensive understanding of the FHN model’s capabilities
and applications. By exploring its applications across
multiple disciplines, we aimed to inspire further explo-
ration and application of the FHN model in diverse
scientific domains.

VI. DISCUSSION

The FHN model’s dynamics are influenced by a range
of factors including external driving, internal feedback,
inter-system coupling, noise, and time delays. These
elements are important not only in the model’s inherent
complexity but also in its extensive applicability across
physical and biological domains. While in our review, we
have studied in some detail the dynamics of single and
coupled FHN systems, it has not extensively covered the
roles of external driving, self-feedback, time delays, and
noise, each of which merits further exploration for a com-
prehensive understanding of the FHN model’s dynamics
and potential. Additionally, the integration of the FHN
model within multiphysics frameworks, which encapsu-
late diverse physical interactions, has not been explored.
Such integrative models are particularly important

in the complex simulation of biological phenomena,
with cardiac and neuronal examples highlighting the
FHN model’s adaptability and significance in these areas.

External Driving.: Introducing an external stim-
ulus to the FHN system can induce resonance or
forced oscillations, when the stimulus frequency aligns
with the system’s inherent frequency. This aspect is
pivotal in understanding biological rhythms and has
applications in electronic and mechanical systems, as
well as in neuroscience for modeling brain rhythms and
treating disorders like Parkinson’s. Researchers have
looked into the dynamics of externally driven FHN
models, revealing their potential for controlling excitable
behaviors [49, 73, 213]. Of course, the external driving
could also come from another FHN system, leading to
two autonomous dynamical systems in a master–slave
configuration. Synchronisation has been studied in such
unidirectionally coupled models, also in the presence of
additional external aperiodic forcing [61].

Feedback. Feedback, where the system’s output
loops back as an input, can have a large effect on the
system dynamics. For example, oscillations can be
stabilized or destabilized. Positive feedback amplifies
oscillations, useful in simulating biological rhythms like
heartbeats, while negative feedback maintains stability,
crucial for homeostasis in biological systems. The FHN
model’s incorporation of feedback offers a detailed
simulation of biological excitability, with implications
for understanding and treating oscillatory disruptions
in neurological and cardiac conditions. Time-delayed
feedback, in particular, adds complexity to the system’s
dynamics, influencing neuron synchronization and
offering pathways to innovative optical pulse generation
and neuromorphic computing applications [50, 51, 138].

Time delays. Time delays play an important role
in nonlinear systems, extensively researched due to
their pervasive presence across a spectrum of physical
and biological contexts. These delays, which can be
intentionally introduced via feedback loops or inherently
present in various systems, play a significant role in
shaping the behavior of dynamical models. In systems
ranging from optical and electronic devices to neuronal
networks and technological infrastructures, time delays
emerge due to the finite speed of signal transmission,
processing times, and the effects of memory and la-
tency. Incorporating time delays into models offers
new strategies for controlling and designing nonlinear
systems, enhancing their stability and performance. In
neural networks, for instance, the inherent time delays
in signal transmission, owing to diverse neural pathways,
introduce complex dynamics that can be replicated
in models like the FHN framework, not only through
delayed interactions but as an intrinsic characteristic
of the system. These delays can significantly impact
the network’s behavior, leading to phenomena such as
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enhanced synchronization, the suppression of undesir-
able oscillations, and the formation of chimera states
[27, 130–132, 137, 139, 140, 160–163].

Noise. At a macroscopic level noise primarily stems
from two sources: intrinsic thermal fluctuations and ex-
trinsic random disturbances. Additive noise models the
former, capturing the inherent randomness within the
system, while multiplicative noise represents the latter,
accounting for variations in model parameters due to ex-
ternal influences [215].

Neuronal function, for instance, is inherently noisy,
influenced by the stochastic opening and closing of ion
channels, variable presynaptic currents, and conductiv-
ity fluctuations. Lindner et al. used the FHN model as
as prototype of excitable stochastic dynamics to investi-
gate the effects of Gaussian white noise on such systems.
Their research spanned isolated units to networks of cou-
pled elements, unveiling phenomena like noise-induced
oscillations, stochastic resonance, and synchronization,
alongside noise-triggered phase transitions and complex
pulse and spiral dynamics, with applications extending
from biophysics to laser technology [68].

Counterintuitively, random perturbations, especially
when combined with weak deterministic stimuli, can
introduce order in temporal and spatial domains of
nonlinear systems, a phenomenon known as stochastic
resonance. This effect, where noise enhances system
response to external perturbations, underscores noise’s
constructive potential in nonlinear dynamics. Coherence
resonance occurs when an excitable system exhibits
maximal signal regularity at optimal noise levels, even
without external driving forces. This phenomenon,
alongside stochastic resonance, has been pivotal in un-
derstanding dynamics near bifurcation points and within
bistable and oscillatory systems. Also in the context of
the FHN model, it has sparked significant interest for
its implications in synchronization [72, 118, 132, 133],
resonance [29, 68, 69, 73, 116, 121, 127, 133, 164, 174],
and the formation of complex spatio-temporal patterns
like spirals [116, 124, 175].

Multiphysics models. Multiphysics models, in-
tegrating various physical processes, are important in
simulating complex biological systems, and cardiac and
neuronal systems provide good examples. These models
encapsulate interactions across different scales, from
molecular to organ levels, offering insights into the
complex behaviors of biological systems.

Cardiac models. In cardiology, multiphysics models
blend data and theories to simulate heart functions, ad-
dressing clinical queries with precision [39, 40, 46, 47, 81].
Balancing model complexity and simplicity is crucial;
overly complex models might not yield more predictive
power and could introduce uncertainties. Models like the
FHN system serve as simple yet powerful tools within
these larger frameworks, offering interpretable insights

into cardiac rhythms and anomalies. Advanced appli-
cations, such as fluid-structure interaction simulations
for left ventricular dynamics, leverage the FHN model’s
simplicity to explore the nuanced interplay between
cellular mechanisms and macroscopic cardiac motions,
thus bridging molecular aberrations with observable
clinical disorders [46].

Neuronal models. The brain’s complexity necessitates
a multiscale modeling approach, from single neuron
dynamics to network behaviors [18, 19]. The FHN model
provides a straightforward yet potent representation
of neuron dynamics and their integration into larger
neuronal models. Bridging the microscopic and macro-
scopic scales is key to understanding brain function.
Mathematical models, from biophysical to data-driven,
and tools from statistics to dynamical systems, help
decipher the brain’s intricate structure and functional-
ity. These models facilitate hypothesis testing within
biological contexts, shedding light on brain connectivity
and dynamics from neurons to networks.

Data-driven modeling. The intersection of multi-
physics models with rich clinical data promises a new
approach to medical diagnostics and therapeutic strate-
gies, especially in cardiology and neurology. Data-driven
methods are revolutionizing the way models are identi-
fied and refined, from black-box models that offer pre-
dictions without transparency to white-box models that
demystify the underlying mechanics through clear math-
ematical expressions. Employing techniques like Sym-
bolic Regression [288] or Sparse Identification of Nonlin-
ear Dynamics (SINDy) [289], one can distill simple, yet
insightful models characterized by low-order polynomial
differential equations, such as the FHN model [77, 78].
Instead of deriving models as differential equations, there
also exist methods to identify regulatory network inter-
actions from time series. This has for instance also been
tested for the FHN system, revealing the inter- and self-
regulations from the oscillatory changes in its two vari-
ables [181]. Such models excel in capturing the essence of
complex data, providing a clear and interpretable frame-
work that can be further refined by incorporating higher-
order corrections when necessary. Hybrid or gray-box
methods exploit the pattern identification strength of
black-box models with the interpretability of white-box
approaches by embedding prior knowledge into neural
network designs [290–292]. The result is a nuanced equi-
librium between empirical data analysis and conceptual
rigor, enriching both the depth and breadth of biological
multiphysics modeling. Anticipating future trends, it is
likely that this blend of simple, interpretable FHN-like
models with the computational power of neural networks
will become increasingly prevalent in the exploration of
complex biological systems.
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sophical Transactions of the Royal Society A: Mathe-
matical, Physical and Engineering Sciences 367, 1079
(2009).

[139] P. Perlikowski, S. Yanchuk, O. V. Popovych, and P. A.
Tass, Physical Review E 82, 036208 (2010).

[140] A. Saha and U. Feudel, Physical Review E 95, 062219
(2017).

[141] C. Rocsoreanu, A. Georgescu, and N. Giurgiteanu,
The FitzHugh-Nagumo model: bifurcation and dynam-
ics, Vol. 10 (Springer Science & Business Media, 2012).

[142] T. Ohta, M. Mimura, and R. Kobayashi, Physica D:
Nonlinear Phenomena 34, 115 (1989).

[143] N. Iqbal, R. Wu, and B. Liu, Applied Mathematics and
Computation 313, 245 (2017).

[144] E. Meron, Physics reports 218, 1 (1992).
[145] D. M. Petrich and R. E. Goldstein, Physical review let-

ters 72, 1120 (1994).
[146] R. E. Goldstein, D. J. Muraki, and D. M. Petrich, Phys-

ical Review E 53, 3933 (1996).
[147] B. N. Vasiev, Physics Letters A 323, 194 (2004).
[148] Q. Zheng and J. Shen, Computers & Mathematics with

Applications 70, 1082 (2015).
[149] A. Hagberg, A. Yochelis, H. Yizhaq, C. Elphick, L. Pis-

men, and E. Meron, Physica D: Nonlinear Phenomena
217, 186 (2006).

[150] A. Hagberg and E. Meron, Chaos: An Interdisciplinary
Journal of Nonlinear Science 4, 477 (1994).

[151] X. Li, C. Han, and Y. Wang, Fractal and Fractional 6,
136 (2022).

[152] M. Kuznetsov, A. Kolobov, and A. Polezhaev, Physical
Review E 95, 052208 (2017).

[153] G. Gambino, V. Giunta, M. C. Lombardo, and G. Ru-
bino, Discrete and Continuous Dynamical Systems - B
27, 7783 (2022).

[154] S. Métens, G. Dewel, P. Borckmans, and R. Engelhardt,
Europhysics Letters (EPL) 37, 109 (1997).

[155] H. Shoji, K. Yamada, D. Ueyama, and T. Ohta, Phys-
ical Review E 75, 046212 (2007).

[156] A. Hoff, J. V. dos Santos, C. Manchein, and H. A.
Albuquerque, The European Physical Journal B 87, 1
(2014).

[157] O. Brandibur and E. Kaslik, Fractal and Fractional 6,
257 (2022).

[158] S. A. Campbell and M. Waite, Science Direct Working
Paper , 04 (2001).
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[175] J. Garćıa-Ojalvo and L. Schimansky-Geier, Europhysics

Letters (EPL) 47, 298 (1999).
[176] L. Lei and J. Yang, Chaos, Solitons & Fractals 144,

110692 (2021).
[177] P. Parra-Rivas, D. Ruiz-Reynés, and L. Gelens, Molec-

ular Biology of the Cell 34, ar56 (2023).
[178] J. Sneyd, J. M. Han, L. Wang, J. Chen, X. Yang,

A. Tanimura, M. J. Sanderson, V. Kirk, and D. I. Yule,
Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 114,
1456 (2017).

[179] S. Hartzell, M. S. Bartlett, L. Virgin, and A. Porporato,
Journal of Theoretical Biology 368, 83 (2015).

[180] T. Y.-C. Tsai, Y. S. Choi, W. Ma, J. R. Pomerening,
C. Tang, and J. E. Ferrell Jr, Science 321, 126 (2008).

[181] J. Tyler, D. Forger, and J. K. Kim, Bioinformatics 38,
196 (2022).

[182] L. Gelens, G. A. Anderson, and J. E. Ferrell Jr, Molec-
ular biology of the cell 25, 3486 (2014).

[183] H. Noguchi, Scientific Reports 13 (2023),
10.1038/s41598-023-33376-9.

[184] F. E. Nolet, A. Vandervelde, A. Vanderbeke, L. Pineros,
J. B. Chang, and L. Gelens, Elife 9, e52868 (2020).

[185] P. W. Miller and J. Dunkel, Soft Matter 16, 3991 (2020).
[186] A. Duffy, J. Sneyd, and P. D. Dale, SIAM Journal on

Applied Mathematics 58, 1178 (1998).
[187] K. J. Lee, Physical Review Letters 79, 2907 (1997).
[188] H. Kori, Y. Kawamura, and N. Masuda, Journal of

theoretical biology 297, 61 (2012).
[189] J. H. E. Cartwright, Physical Review E 62, 1149 (2000).
[190] S. Scialla, A. Loppini, M. Patriarca, and E. Heinsalu,

Physical Review E 103, 052211 (2021).
[191] J. Sneyd, J. M. Han, L. Wang, J. Chen, X. Yang,

A. Tanimura, M. J. Sanderson, V. Kirk, and D. I. Yule,
Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 114,
1456 (2017).

[192] V. A. Vodeneev, V. N. Nerush, and V. S. Sukhov, Com-
puter Research and Modeling 3, 77 (2011).

[193] V. Sukhov, V. Nerush, L. Orlova, and V. Vodeneev,
Journal of Theoretical Biology 291, 47 (2011).

[194] S. Chiangga, W. Pornkaveerat, and T. Frank, Mathe-
matical Biosciences 273, 80 (2016).

[195] J. P. Stratford, C. L. A. Edwards, M. J. Ghanshyam,
D. Malyshev, M. A. Delise, Y. Hayashi, and M. Asally,
Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 116,
9552 (2019).

[196] G. Gambino, M. C. Lombardo, R. Rizzo, and
M. Sammartino, Ricerche di Matematica (2023),
10.1007/s11587-023-00814-9.

[197] T. Kanamaru, Scholarpedia 2, 2202 (2007).
[198] P. D. B. Van, Philosophical Magazine and Journal of

Science 7, 65 (1927).
[199] A. Liénard, Revue Generale de l’Elactricite 23, 901

(1928).
[200] D. Noble, The Journal of physiology 160, 317 (1962).
[201] J. P. Keener, SIAM Journal on Applied Mathematics

46, 1039 (1986).
[202] R. A. Gray, J. Jalife, A. V. Panfilov, W. T. Baxter,

C. Cabo, J. M. Davidenko, and A. M. Pertsov, Science
270, 1222 (1995).

[203] J. Jalife, Mathematical approaches to cardiac arrhyth-
mias (New York Academy Sciences, 1990).

[204] J. Honerkamp, Journal of Mathematical Biology 18, 69
(1983).

[205] J. Grasman, Asymptotic methods for relaxation oscil-
lations and applications, Vol. 63 (Springer Science &
Business Media, 2012).

[206] S. Di Talia and M. Vergassola, Annual review of bio-
physics 51, 327 (2022).

[207] L. Gelens, K. Huang, and J. Ferrell, Cell Reports 12,
892 (2015).

[208] B. J. Shastri, A. N. Tait, T. Ferreira de Lima, W. H. P.
Pernice, H. Bhaskaran, C. D. Wright, and P. R. Pruc-
nal, Nature Photonics 15, 102 (2021).

[209] L. Gelens, L. Mashal, S. Beri, W. Coomans, G. Van der
Sande, J. Danckaert, and G. Verschaffelt, Phys. Rev.
A 82, 063841 (2010).

[210] W. Coomans, L. Gelens, S. Beri, J. Danckaert, and
G. Van der Sande, Phys. Rev. E 84, 036209 (2011).

[211] F. Selmi, R. Braive, G. Beaudoin, I. Sagnes,
R. Kuszelewicz, and S. Barbay, Phys. Rev. Lett. 112,
183902 (2014).

[212] M. A. Nahmias, B. J. Shastri, A. N. Tait, and P. R.
Prucnal, IEEE Journal of Selected Topics in Quantum
Electronics 19, 1 (2013).

[213] Y. Kuramoto, D. Battogtokh, and H. Nakao, Physical
Review Letters 81, 3543 (1998).

[214] J. H. E. Cartwright, V. M. Egúıluz, E. Hernández-
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