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ARTICLE INFO ABSTRACT
Keywords: We study two coupled systems, one playing the role of the driver system and the other one of
Nonlinear dynamics the driven system. The driver system is a time-delayed oscillator, and the driven or response

Driven oscillators
Delay
Resonance

system has a negligible delay. Since the driver system plays the role of the only external forcing
of the driven system, we investigate its influence on the response system amplitude, frequency
and the conditions for which it triggers a resonance in the response system output. It results
that in some ranges of the coupling value, the stronger the value does not mean the stronger the
synchronization, due to the arise of a resonance. Moreover, coupling means an interchange of
information between the driver and the driven system. Thus, a built-in delay should be taken
into account. Therefore, we study whether a delayed-nonlinear oscillator can pass along its
delay to the entire coupled system and, as a consequence, to model the lag in the interchange
of information between the two coupled systems.

1. Introduction

Over the last years an important research activity has been devoted to the dynamics of coupled and driven nonlinear oscillators.
These systems exhibit complex and rich behaviors due to the interplay of nonlinearity, coupling, and external forcing. The results are
of interest for several scientific disciplines such as biomedical sciences [1-3], where coupled oscillators are prevalent in biological
systems, such as neurons. Studying their dynamics helps us understanding phenomena like neuronal synchronization, leading to
advancements in medical treatments and diagnostics. In some cases, coupled oscillators can synchronize their motion, where their
frequencies and phases align [4,5]. To emphasize the role of the previous ideas, we can mention that coupled chaotic oscillators
can be employed to enhance communication security [6,7]. On the other hand, they are crucial in understanding and controlling
vibrations in mechanical systems [8]. Furthermore, they have applications in networked systems, ranging from improving the
performance of communication networks to understanding the behavior of interconnected systems [9,10]. Among the fields of
interest, we can also mention electronics [11] and mechanical engineering [12].

Coupled and driven systems can be modeled as dynamical systems in which one of their parameters is the dynamical variable that
comes from another dynamical system, through a coupling mechanism [13-15]. Usually, we refer as the driver system the source of
the driving signal, and as the response system the driven signal. Consequently, the driver system sends a signal to the response system
altering its behavior according to the received input. The synchronization of the dynamics of the response system with respect to
the driver system [16], constitutes a relevant effect observed when an oscillator is driven by another oscillator. Two main cases
can be distinguished. When the two oscillators are identical or nearly identical, identical synchronization [17] may be observed.
However, when they are different, generalized synchronization [18,19] is expected. The driver signal can be either periodic or
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aperiodic [20]. Among the various coupling mechanisms, such as the replacement method or the subsystem decomposition [13-
15], we have chosen to use the continuous control that was discussed in [20,21]. The implementation of the coupling mechanism
is carried out by introducing in the response system a square matrix, whose elements are constant, multiplied by the vector of the
difference between the dynamical variable of the driver system and the dynamical variable of the response system.

Nevertheless, the study of the synchronization is not the main goal of this article. In fact, we study the case in which a delayed
nonlinear oscillator is the only driver, through the coupling mechanism, of another nonlinear oscillator without delay. Therefore, we
analyze the driver system as the only external forcing acting on the response system. We have chosen the continuous control [20,21]
as a coupling mechanism because we think that it models better the implementation of an external forcing into the system. As a
matter of fact, the coupling matrix becomes constant playing the role of the forcing amplitude, and the time delay determines the
frequency of the forcing. In the other above-mentioned methods one or more variables of the driver system are substituted directly
into the response system, without the possibility to change the strength of the coupling. This means that there is nothing playing
the role of the forcing amplitude. Thus, with that implementation we investigate the typical effects of an external forcing, here
affected by delay, on the oscillations amplitude and frequency of a given dynamical system. Moreover, the forcing generates at the
right frequency and for the right amplitude the appearance of a resonance. Some applications of implementing delay in an external
forcing or control are discussed in [22-24]

Although the synchronization of the two systems is not the main goal of this article, a subsidiary objective can be pondered as a
consequence of it. In fact, through the coupling mechanism the driver system transfers to the response system some of its features
and here we focus on the delay transmission. We want to emphasize that the synchronization achieved here cannot be identical
because the space dimensions of the two systems are different, being one infinite dimensional for the delayed oscillator and the other
one finite dimensional. There is a reason to study the conditions of the delay transmission. The coupling, as we wrote before, is an
interchange of information from the driver system to the response system and the speed of this interchange is finite, so a built-in
delay needs to be considered. Therefore, due to this intrinsic delay, the response system is affected showing delay-induced behaviors.
Hence, we have decided to study the optimal parameter values that model this delay in the driving signal and transfer it from the
driver system oscillator to the entire coupled system. The result is that, for coupling values that do not trigger the resonance, the
response system acts with a similar delay-induced behavior as the driver system, without being a perfect copy. Also, the coupling
constant can be used as a control parameter to determine how much delay-induced behavior we want the response system output
to show.

The organization of the paper is as follows. In Section 2, we define the model that we have used. We identify the role of the
coupling constant in the dynamics of the response system in Section 3. We discuss in Section 4 the coupling constant and the driver
system delay influence on the dynamics of the response system is done. In Section 5, we analyze some particular values of the
coupling constant in function of the driver system delay. Finally, some concluding remarks appear in Section 6.

2. The model and the continuous control

The unidirectional coupling can be summarized in a simple way. We can define an autonomous nonlinear dynamical systems as
the driver system and its dynamical state given by a vector x; € R" of n scalar variables. The system dynamics is governed by a set
of n nonlinear differential equations x; = F(x;). Then, another nonlinear dynamical system is considered as the response system,
whose dynamical state is given by a vector x, € R?. The differential equations of this second system are X, = G(x,). When the
unidirectional drive is established, the response system becomes x, = G(X;,X;). The continuous control scheme provides a simple
form of unidirectional coupling:

G(x1,X;) = G(X;) + C- (X1 — X3), 1)

where C is a square matrix of dimension » whose elements are constants. This matrix is multiplied by the vector of differences
(X1 — X;). The numerical values of the constants inside C measure the strength of the coupling for each forcing signal, which may
be constructed from one, or more, of all the variables of the drive.

Here, we have decided to study the output of a Duffing oscillator, as the response system, when it is driven by a time-delayed
Duffing oscillator, as the driver system, following:

) d’x, dx, 5
Driver — i +;4T +yxt—7)+ax;(1-x)=0 2)
d?x dx
Response — dt22 + Hd_tz +ax,(1 — x%) = C(x; — Xp), 3)
where we have fixed the parameters y = 0.01, « = —1 and y = —0.5. The parameter C is the coupling constant, which is the only

nonzero element of the continuous control scheme coupling matrix [20,21] that measures the strength of the coupling for the forcing
signal and plays the role of the external forcing amplitude, i.e., the time-delayed Duffing oscillator. The dissipation y is kept small
in order to better appreciate the effects of the variation of the driver system delay r and of the coupling constant C on the dynamics
of the response system. The history functions of the driver system are u, = v, = 1, and the initial conditions of the response system
are x, = y, = 0.5. We expect that our conclusions are of general validity and not specific for the considered boundary conditions.
The potentials

2 4
Driver — %+&—& “4)
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Fig. 1. The double-well potentials and stable fixed points of the Duffing oscillator (in red) and of the delayed-Duffing oscillator (in blue).
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and the fixed points of both systems are shown in Fig. 1. The unstable fixed point x, = 0 is the same for the two potentials, while
the stable fixed points of the driver system are
DS a+y

X ==

= +1.225, (6)

and the stable fixed points of the response system are

st=:\/§=:1. @
a

Moreover, following [25], we perform the linear stability analysis for the fixed points. The characteristic equation of the linearized
system is

2+ pd+a(l+36P5?) + et =0. (8)

Then, we take 4 = p+iw as the eigenvalue associated with the equilibrium points. The critical stability curve can be found by fixing
p = 0. Hence, we substitute 1 = iw in the last equation and separate the real and imaginary parts obtaining the equations

o —a(l + 3(x*DS)2) =y Ccos@wT 9

Hw =y sinwt. (10)
After squaring and adding both equations we obtain

(@ = a1+ 325 + (uw)* = 7. an

Then, substituting the parameter values a« = —1,y = —0.5, 4 = 0.01, we can find four solutions, among which one is » = 2.0004
giving 7 = 1.5505 as the solution of the equation

arccos (@* — a(1 +3(x25)?) /y)

@

12)

T =

The = value just computed is where the fixed points lose stability and is shown as the red asterisk in Fig. 2(a).

Then, as already reported in [25,26], the unforced time-delayed Duffing oscillator undergoes various bifurcations while
changes. We show such behaviors in Figs. 2(a) and (b), where we plot the oscillations amplitude and a diagram showing maxima and
minima oscillations amplitudes, respectively. This diagram has been plotted by representing on the figure the maxima and minima
of the last 5 periods of the oscillations for each r value. Four regions are discernible in the figures. The first one (I) for r < 1.53
in which the oscillations converge to the fixed point. The second one (II), 1.53 < 7 < 2.35 where the oscillations are sustained and
confined to one of the wells. The third one (II), 2.35 < 7 < 3.05 the amplitude has jumped to a value bigger than the width of
the well, what it means that the trajectories move from one well to another one, and also they are aperiodic. The last one (IV), for
7 > 3.05 where the trajectories are no longer confined to either of the wells and oscillations are periodic. The result is a limit cycle
in phase space that spans both wells. All the simulations of the manuscript have been carried out with the DDE tools of Matlab and
checked with a fourth-order Runge-Kutta integrator for the non-delayed case, with an integration step of 0.01. These behaviors of
the driver system are depicted in Fig. 3.
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Fig. 2. The figures show the oscillations amplitude A, (a) and the maxima and minima diagram (b) of the driver system. We can appreciate the oscillations
amplitudes (a) and the oscillator behaviors (b) in all the 7 regions of the driver system. The history functions for the time-delayed Duffing oscillator are constant
(4, vy) = (1,1). The red asterisk in panel (a) is the value of z predicted, through the Egs. (8)—(12), by the stability analysis at which the fixed points undergo a
change of stability.

3. The role of the coupling constant

In Fig. 4(a), we show the x-time series of the two systems when C = 0, i.e., without coupling, and with z = 1 and y = 0.01. In the
figure, we can see in blue the driver system x-time series oscillations, that from now on we call x,, while in red the response system
without coupling, that we call x,. We can appreciate how the two oscillators tend to their specific fixed points independently one
from the other. Once we have seen how the two oscillators behave independently, from this point on we switch on the coupling
constant so that the time-delayed Duffing starts to drive the Duffing oscillator without delay. The effects are shown in Fig. 4, in
which in black we represent the response system x-time series for C = 0.06, from now on x,.. The coupling value has been chosen
for explanatory purposes. In fact, it is the value for which it is possible to appreciate that the oscillations of x,. are slightly displaced
up towards the fixed point of the driver system, although they have not yet jumped into the other well. In Fig. 4(b), we show (the
curve in blue) the absolute value of the asymptotic distance between x; and x,¢, |x; — x,¢|, for r > 200. Also, it is shown that
the mean distance between the x-time series of the coupled response system and the x-time series of the driver system, black line,
(x; = xp¢) = 2.1339, is smaller than the mean distance of the x-time series of the uncoupled response system and the x-time series
of the driver system, red line, (x; — x,) = 2.2031. This measures the level of synchronization between the two oscillators, following
the standard definition of synchronization [27],

lim |x,(1) = xpc (0] = 0, (13)

stating that if the mean of the asymptotic distance between the solutions of the two oscillators goes to zero, the two oscillators are
synchronized. From now on, when we state that one case is more synchronized than another, it means that this definition has been
used. To obtain the mean of the asymptotic distance, we have computed the absolute value of the difference between the last third
part of the x-series of the two systems and then its mean value.

Then, we set larger values of C for = = 1, as shown in Fig. 5. We can see that for C = 1, Fig. 5(a), the response system x-time
series jumps into the other well, its main distance from the driver system becomes significantly smaller (x; — x,c) = 0.2528 than in
Fig. 4(b). Certainly, the main distance between x; and x, does not change. Contrary to the expectations when the C value increases
at C = 1.66, Fig. 5(b), the response system x-time series asymptotic oscillations grow larger and the mean distance (x; —x,¢) = 0.4733
increases. Then, if the coupling constant increases further at C = 3, Fig. 5(c), the asymptotic oscillations amplitude decreases and
also the mean distance (x; — x,-) = 0.1460, as it is supposed to be. In other words, comparing the Figs. 5(a)—(c), the oscillations
amplitude of the response system grows, reaches a maximum and decreases in function of the coupling constant. This effect of the
coupling constant is comparable to the effect of an external forcing amplitude that induces a resonance.

4. The combined effect of the coupling constant and the delay

Now to start the analysis of the mentioned coupling constant effect and its interaction with the delay z, we plot Fig. 6. Here,
we can find the following gradient plots. In Fig. 6(a), the oscillations amplitude of the response system, A, .. In Fig. 6(b) the
mean distance between the driver system and the response system asymptotic behaviors, (|x;(7) — x,c()[),7 > 200. In Fig. 6(c) the
response system oscillation frequency, w,, for the driver system regions with periodic oscillations. All throughout the manuscript the
frequencies of the response system and of the driver are all calculated using the fast Fourier transform. In Fig. 6(d) the difference
between the oscillations frequencies of the driver system and response system, |w, — w,|. All the gradient plots are in function of
the delay = and the coupling constant C. We can see in Fig. 6(a) that the oscillations amplitude of the response system grows
with the delay = of the driver system, similarly to the driver system itself, as shown in Fig. 2. On the other hand, the oscillations
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Fig. 3. The figure shows the oscillations of the driver system in the stable regions defined in Fig. 2. Panels (a) and (b) shows the driver system x oscillations
and the orbit in the phase space for r € region I, respectively. Panels (c) and (d) for r € region II. Panels (e) and (f) for r € region III. Panels (g) and (h) for

7 € region IV.

amplitude grows and changes for some range of the coupling constant C that varies in every region. Then, Fig. 6(b) shows the level
of synchronization between the two oscillators. In fact, every point in the figure represents the mean distance of the asymptotic
behaviors of the oscillators x-series. So that, the smaller the mean distance between the two oscillators x-series, the higher the
level of synchronization. Counter intuitively, it is not clear all along the panel that the larger the coupling constant the better the
synchronization. In fact, the synchronization is better in some regions like region I, for C = 1 and ¢ = 1, than for the case C = 1.66
for the same r value. To better understand the previous figure, we analyze the panels region by region and we study a particular

case for a fixed = and varying C in the interesting cases.
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Fig. 4. Panel (a) shows the driver system and the response system x-time series at fixed z = 1. In blue the driver, in red the Duffing with C =0 and in black
the response system with C = 0.06. Panel (b) shows the distance between the driver system and the response system x-time series |x,(f) — x,.(#)| (the blue
oscillations) and the mean distances (x; — x,) and (x; — x,¢), the red and black lines, respectively.
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Fig. 5. The figure shows the effect for growing coupling constant on the dynamics of the response system, C = 1,C = 1.66 and C = 3 at fixed r = 1. The
panels show the driver system x-time series, x, in blue, and the response system x,. in red. In the panels it is appreciable that the oscillations amplitude of the
response system is larger in the C = 1.66 case. Moreover, counter intuitively the synchronization of the two system is better at C =1 than at C = 1.66.

4.1. The coupling constant effect

In region I the oscillation amplitudes, Fig. 6(a), are smaller with respect to the other regions. The exception being the zone of
lower 7 values and 0 < C < 2. Then, an area of relatively higher amplitude is visible in the middle of the region. In fact, we can
appreciate a higher amplitude “tubular structure” that cross the region along the z values, but only for certain C values. This peak
resembles a resonance peak. As a matter of fact, the response system oscillations are small outside “the tube” but are much larger
inside it, as a consequence of the driver system. As expected for a resonance, there is a dependence on the amplitude of the external
forcing, in this case C. However, there is also a dependence on the frequency of the external forcing, here the delay . In Fig. 6(b),
we can notice a high difference between the two oscillators x—series for C values outside and inside the resonance area. So that,
smaller C values can synchronize the two oscillators more than larger C values, located inside the resonance area, as in the already
discussed example of = =1 in Fig. 5.
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Fig. 6. The panels show (a) the gradient of the amplitude of the response system oscillator A, . Then, (b) the gradient of the mean distance between the driver
system and the response system. Finally (c), the gradient of the response system frequency w,, and (d) the gradient of the difference between the frequency of
the driver system and the response system, |w, — w,|. The frequencies have been calculated using the fast Fourier transform. All figures show gradient plots in
function of the coupling constant C and the time delay . In panels (c) and (d), only the regions II and IV are represented, because the driver system frequency
in region I is zero and region III is aperiodic, making the comparison with the response system meaningless.
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Fig. 7. The panels show a slice of the previous Fig. 6 for varying values of C and fixed r = 1. In particular (a) it portraits the amplitude of the oscillators, being
A, the amplitude of the response system with the nonzero coupling term, A, the amplitude of the response system without the coupling term and A, the
amplitude of the driver system. Then, (b) the maxima and minima diagram of the asymptotic behavior for the driver (the black straight line) and the response
system. It is interesting to observe the amplitude peaks in panel (a): the smaller one for C = 0.444 and the larger one for C = 1.66 that suggests a resonance
induced by the coupling of the two oscillators. In panel (b), the maxima and minima of the driver system overlap since the oscillator goes to the fixed point.
It is also shown that the oscillations of the response system tend to the driver system fixed point (straight black line), for bigger values of C =0.06 and values
outside the resonance area.

Now, we study a particular case, for which we consider for a given value of r = 1 a range of C values shown in Fig. 6. This r value
lies in the region I depicted in Fig. 2. Thus, we plot in Fig. 7, the asymptotic oscillations amplitude and the asymptotic behavior
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Fig. 8. The panels show (a) the amplitude of the oscillators, being A, —the amplitude of the response system with the nonzero coupling term, 4, the amplitude
of the response system without the coupling term and A, the amplitude of the driver system. Then, (b) the maxima and minima diagram of the asymptotic
behavior for the driver (black straight lines) and the response system for varying values of C and fixed = = 2, respectively. Some interesting peaks appear in the
amplitude plot, due to a resonance. Finally, panel (c) shows the w, of the driver system in blue, that does not change when C changes and w, of the response
system in red that for C =0 is w, = 1.3684 and when the coupling constant is larger than C ~ 1.2 it becomes w, = ®,.

of the response system oscillations as a maxima-minima diagram. All of this for the coupling constant values 0.01 < C < 4. In
particular, Fig. 7(a) shows the amplitude A,, . in which we can recognize a bell shaped curve that reminds of a resonance, with its
maximum at C = 1.66 while the red line is the amplitude A, =057 of the response system with C = 0. Finally, the black line is the
amplitude of the driver system, A, = 0, which oscillations fall into the fixed point. This peak is a section of the 7 space spanning
peak seen in Fig. 6. The peak appearance is recognizable in the maxima-minima diagram, Fig. 7(b). These last figures have been
portrayed by plotting the maxima and minima of the oscillations last 5 periods, to show the oscillators asymptotic behaviors. In the
figure, also appear as a straight black line the driver system asymptotic behavior that is constant because the change of C does not
affect it. Also, in Fig. 7(a) we can spot a little peak around C = 0.444 that matches with a change in the maxima-minima diagram
of the response system in Fig. 7(b). This little peak is related with the small filiform zone around C = 0.444 that crosses all the
region I along the 7 axis in Fig. 6(a). All that has been written shows how the coupling constant is introducing a perturbation into
the response system that, in addition to driving it, also forces the system. This triggers a resonance between the driver system and
the oscillations of the response system.

In region II we can see that a zone of higher amplitudes, Fig. 6(a), starts for values of C =~ 1 and is connected to the high amplitude
area of the region L In fact, we can recognize that the resonance area of region I continues in the region II. These amplitude maxima
spread for more C values until, in the right of the figure, it reaches a wide zone before merging with the aperiodic region III. Then,
we can distinguish a variety of peaks in the response system amplitude, most of them for C < 1. These peaks seem generated
by an erratic behavior in function of the coupling values of the response system in response of the driver system. We call them
adjustment peaks, because the response system is adjusting its behavior to the driver system before reaching the higher amplitude
trend of the higher C values. In these peaks zone, a little variation in the coupling constant can be determinant for the response
system to change its asymptotic behavior into the driver system well. The name adjustment peaks comes from the fact that the
coupling constant C for the peaks cannot overdue the dynamics of the response system, but it is able to stretch the orbits at a larger
amplitude. On the other hand, a slightly bigger or smaller value of C can drive the response system into the driver system well,
so that the response system amplitude oscillates in function of C. In region I and II, the gradient plot of the oscillations difference
(|x1(®) — x5 (®)]), Fig. 6(b), shows that to obtain a better synchronization of the two oscillator values of C outside the resonance
area should be chosen. In Figs. 6(c) and (d), we can appreciate that the response system oscillation frequency w, grows and the
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difference between the two oscillators frequencies, |, — w,| decreases while C grows up. However, Although, the difference grows
at 7 & 1.5 and C = 4, because we are close to the aperiodic region III and some fluctuation can start. This behavior is not visible by
the difference in amplitudes, Fig. 6(b), so the effect is just on the frequency. Here, we repeat what we have done before, we study
a particular case, here r = 2. In fact, in Figs. 8(a) and (b) we can see how the amplitude of the response system vary in function of
the coupling constant C. The results can be visualized in the maxima-minima diagram, as shown in Fig. 8(b). As before, the black
straight lines that are the driver asymptotic behaviors have been plotted for comparison with the response systems in Fig. 8(b) and
the behavior of the driver system does not change for different values of C. In this set of figures, we can distinguish a variety of
peaks in the response system amplitude, most of them for C < 1. These peaks are the adjustment peaks that we described before.
The peak at C = 1 is different because it starts the general tendency that goes further for bigger values of C, i.e., the amplitude
decreases in order to adjust to the amplitude of the driver system. However, for C > 1 some little peaks call our attention since
they disrupt the general tendency of the curve, in particular the one for C = 3. This can be generated by a resonance between the
external forcing (the driver system) and the system (the response system). Finally, in Fig. 8(c), we show the change in the frequency
w, of the response system, in function of C. Here, we can appreciate that, initially, @, = 1.3684, then its value oscillates until it
becomes w, = w; = 1.5881, for C > 1. We have to take into account that the frequency plot has been only analyzed in this case and
for = values in the region IV, because just in these two regions the oscillations of the driver system are periodic.

In region III the 7 values are in the aperiodic region, defined in Fig. 2, so the response system behaviors become aperiodic when
the coupling value exceeds C = 0.06, see Fig. 6(a) and 6(b).

In region IV we can find high oscillation amplitudes for both oscillators, see Fig. 6(a). Here, we can see that high oscillations
amplitude grows for C > 0.06. Besides, the driver system shows a minimum in the oscillations amplitude at = = 3.68, and the
same behavior appears in the response system for almost all the C values. In Fig. 6(b) we can see how the difference between the
oscillators x—series is maximum for very small values of C, but then it starts to oscillate, growing and shrinking when peaks in
amplitude show up and finally becomes small for C = 4. As a result, the response system behaviors adjust to the driver system
behavior in a complicated way inside the chosen range of C values. In fact, there are a lot of fluctuations in the response system
amplitude, Fig. 6(a), and in the mean difference (|x, (t) — x,c(?)|), Fig. 6(b), except for = = 4 and C =~ 4. Similar oscillating behaviors
can be found in the frequency plots, Figs. 6(c) and (d). In the last phrase we do not take into account values of = near the region
III because the aperiodic oscillations influence is still noticeable.

4.2. The t effect

We know that, in a time-delayed system, the variation of the delay r is responsible for the modification of the frequency of the
delay-induced oscillations [26], when they exist. So, an interesting question is: how do the resonance peaks spotted in the previous
figures behave when 7 varies? To answer this question, we study the oscillations of the response system while the external forcing
frequency, the driver system delay, changes. Therefore, we analyze Fig. 6 along the 7 axis.

We start this second part for a coupling constant C = 1 at the beginning of Fig. 7(a) resonance peak and by extension on the
border of the tubular structure described in Fig. 6(a). This coupling value gives a particular peak in the amplitude plot for r = 2,
Fig. 8(a). Now by analyzing Fig. 9(a), we can see that the response system amplitude in region II are high, and the driver system is
forcing the response system to oscillate at large amplitudes between its fixed point and the one of the driver system. On the other
hand, in the region I the oscillations amplitude follows the driver. In fact, we can see that the = value for which there is a change
in the stability for the response system corresponds with the value predicted by the stability analysis of the driver. Analyzing the
frequencies, Fig. 9(b), we can see that there is a correspondence of the values in region IL. It is worth to mention a down spike in
the w, at r = 3.1, not appearing in all the w — 7 plots, or being different in case that it appears. It seems that so close to the chaotic
region III some of its influence remains. In fact, the value of the frequency is still variable for = values slightly larger than 3.05.
Important to mention is that this is the coupling value for which the curves of the two frequencies are more similar in region II,
except for some values. The most interesting exception is at = = 2, where the oscillations amplitude reaches a maximum, it is also
possible to spot a peak for the frequency w,, Fig. 9(b).

Keeping on our analysis, bring us to the following value of C = 1.66, see Figs. 9(c) and (d). Value for which in Fig. 7(a) a
maximum is reached by the response system amplitudes and that falls inside the tubular structure of Fig. 6(a). In Fig. 9(c), we can
appreciate that the oscillations amplitude, in region I, in region II and in region III, are enhanced with respect to the previous value
of C. Contrary to the expectations, a larger coupling value with respect to the former one does not give a better synchronization
of the two systems due to the presence of the resonance. In fact, in the above-mentioned regions, the response system oscillations
amplitude, at this value of the coupling constant, reaches its maximum and the ©, and w, curves in region II lose coherence,
Fig. 9(d). In the regions in which the resonance high amplitude are present, the two oscillators are no longer synchronized in both
the oscillations amplitude and the frequency.

The last case is for C = 3, Figs. 9(e) and (f), related with the small peak in Fig. 8(a). Here, the coupling constant is big enough to
fall outside the resonance tubular structure described in Fig. 6(a) and far beyond the values that produce the peak in Fig. 7. In fact,
the oscillations amplitude are smaller than the previous case and since the coupling constant is large, in the range that we have
used, the oscillations amplitude of the response system follows the amplitude of the driver system better than in all the other cases.
Also, the 7 value for the response system changes the stability corresponds with the driver system value, see Fig. 9(e). In this case,
the driver system and the response system frequencies match almost as well as the C = 1 case in the region II or better in region IV.
Definitely, they match better than in the C = 1.66 case. So, again, we recognize how the oscillations amplitude and the difference in
oscillations between the driver and the response system grow, reach a maximum and decrease in function of the coupling constant
and how they vary in function of = has also been studied.
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Fig. 9. Panels (a), (c) and (e) show the oscillations amplitude and panels (b),(d) and (f) the frequency in the region II and IV for three coupling values. The
first one before the peak in Fig. 7(a), i.e., C = 1. The second is the value that gives the top of the peak, C = 1.66. The third one beyond the peak, C = 3.
Interestingly in panel (a) we can see that in the region I for C = 1, the response system follows the driver better than the second case, panel(c), although the
second coupling constant value is larger than the first one. The resonance peaks already mentioned are recognizable in Region I, II and III for C = 1.66 and in
region II for C = 1. Finally, it is interesting that in Region II the frequencies follows the w, better than in all the other cases.

5. Delay-induced oscillations in a non-delayed system

In the introduction we wrote about a subsidiary objective of this work. We use the delayed driver system as the only excitation of
the driven system and we want to ascertain for which values of the coupling constant its features are better transferred. In particular,
coupling means an interchange of information between the driver and the driven system and the speed of this interchange is finite.
Thus, an in-built delay should be taken into account. This is the reason to study whether a delayed-nonlinear oscillator can pass
along its delay to the entire coupled system. In previous sections, we have seen that the best candidates are values of C outside
the resonance areas. This means that through the coupling mechanism the driver system can transfer some of its delay-induced
oscillations to the response system in a complicated way that depends on the z region. Thus, the response system starts to behave
as a delayed oscillator. To visualize this effect we can focus on Fig. 9(e). Then, to analyze deeply the phenomenon we plot Fig. 10.
In the panels (a) and (b), we show the mean of the maxima-minima diagram of the last 5 periods of the orbit in function of z. The
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Fig. 10. The panels (a) and (b) show, respectively, for C = 3 and for C = 4 the mean of the maxima and minima of the last 5 periods of the driver system
(solid line) and of the response system (the dots). Panels (¢) and (d) show in black the oscillations amplitude of the driver and in blue of the response system,
the red line is the amplitude of the Duffing with C = 0. Panels (e) and (f) show the differences of the x—series of the driver and the Duffing in red, and of
the driver and the response system in blue. For this constant coupling values the response system dynamics adapt to the driver system and the delay-induced
oscillations are completely transmitted from the driver system to the response system. Hence, we have modeled the built-in delay of the synchronization just
using the delay in the driver system.

lighter line on the background is the mean of the maxima-minima diagram of the driver system. In Figs. 10(c) and (d) we show the
oscillations amplitude of the driver and the response system. In Figs. 10(e) and (f) the distance between the driver and the response
system x—series in blue and the distance between the driver and the Duffing for C = 0 in red. In these panels we can appreciate a
good agreement between the driver and the response system. Looking at those figures we can assure that, for those values of C, the
delay is completely transmitted, although not perfectly, from the driver system to the response system. In Figs. 10(a) and (c), in the
region II the effect of Fig. 8 peak at C = 3 is visible as a zone of higher amplitudes. In fact, slightly smaller or larger values of C
outside the mentioned peak can guarantee a good enough match with the driver system as the C = 4 case. So, we can say trustingly
that it is possible for the driver to carry on the synchronization built-in delay just with its own delay. As we saw, the coupling
constant value has to fall outside the regions of resonance. If the coupling constant is large enough, i.e., C > 3 the synchronization
of the delay-induced oscillations is not just localized to a particular = region or value, as we have seen the case of C = 1 and =
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region 1, but it is generalized to all the regions. For C > 4 this effect does not change drastically in comparison with the case C = 4.
Finally, we also show here that we can use the coupling constant to control which degree of delay-induced oscillations we want to
transfer to the response system in order to control the in-built delay due to the coupling.

6. Conclusions

Two coupled systems have been studied. A time-delayed Duffing oscillator as the driver system and a Duffing oscillator without
delay as the response system. The driver system plays two roles, the first one as the external forcing of the response system and the
second one as the responsible to bring the coupling built-in delay into the response system.

As regards the first role, the driver system behaving as an external forcing can induce a resonance in the response system as we
have seen in the case of C = 1.66 in the regions I, II and III. Also, in the case of C =1 a resonance shows up but just in the region II.
Finally, some other resonance peaks pop up, in region I and II, that can be assimilated, in the case of a periodic external forcing, as
peaks related with other harmonics. An interesting feature is the adjustment peaks, that give birth to fractal-like zones in the C — ¢
gradient plots. In those zones, the amplitude of the response system is highly sensitive to the C value. In fact, for really close values
of the coupling constant the response system can fall into the driver system well or have the orbits stretched by the influence of
both the driver system and of the response system fixed points.

On the other hand, when the coupling constant takes values outside the resonance area the delay-induced behaviors are better
transferred from the driver system to the response system. So that, the response system behaves as a time-delayed system, allowing
for the finite velocity in the coupling transmission of information. The best synchronization along all the r value is reached at C =4,
but there are specific cases, as r regions or values that reach a good synchronization for smaller C values. As it has been shown,
the difference between the asymptotic oscillations of the two systems changes in the parameter set in a complicated way. Finally,
the coupling constant can be used as a control parameter that allowing to decide how much of the delay-induced oscillations we
want to be transmitted from the driver to the response system, always remembering that identical synchronization is impossible, as
explained before. This means that a perfect transmission of the delay from the driver system to the response system is unattainable.

To summarize, both roles unveiled interesting properties in the response system behavior. First of all, the coupling mechanism
can trigger a resonance in the driven system oscillations as an external forcing. Second, it is possible to model the delay due to
the coupling interchange of information, just with the delay of the driver. Also, we have proved that a previous study can give
suggestions to which values of the coupling constant we should use in a specific case. Not always it is possible to apply the stronger
coupling value. Also, we can decide, through the coupling constant, how much of the delay-induced oscillation are transferred from
one oscillator to the other.
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