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Abstract—Lorenz attractors are important objects in the modern theory of chaos. The reason
from one side is that they are met in various natural applications (fluid dynamics, mechanics,
laser dynamics, etc.). At the same time, Lorenz attractors are robust, in the sense that they
are generally not destroyed by small perturbations (autonomous, non-autonomous, stochastic).
This allows us to be sure that the observed in the experiment object is exactly the chaotic
attractor, rather than a long-time periodic orbit.

Discrete-time analogs of the Lorenz attractor possess even more complicated structure — they
allow homoclinic tangencies of invariant manifolds within the attractor. Thus, discrete Lorenz
attractors belong to the class of wild chaotic attractors. These attractors can be born in
codimension-three local and certain global (homoclinic and heteroclinic) bifurcations. While
various homoclinic bifurcations leading to such attractors were studied, for heteroclinic cycles
only cases when at least one of the fixed points is saddle-focus were considered to date.

In the present paper the case of a heteroclinic cycle consisting of saddle fixed points with a
quadratic tangency of invariant manifolds, is considered. It is shown that in order to have a
three-dimensional chaos such as the discrete Lorenz attractors, one needs to avoid the existence
of lower-dimensional global invariant manifolds. Thus, it is assumed that either the quadratic
tangency or the transversal heteroclinic orbit is non-simple. The main result of the paper is
the proof that the original system is the limiting point in the space of dynamical systems of a
sequence of domains in which the diffeomorphism possesses discrete Lorenz attractors.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Since its discovery, the Lorenz attractor became an important object of the theory of dynamical
systems. The reason is that it is a strange attractor that preserves its strangeness under small
perturbations. It means that bifurcations may occur inside the attractor, but they do not lead to
the appearance of simple attractors e.g. stable periodic orbits. Indeed, in the Lorenz attractor,
while changing the parameters, numerous homoclinic bifurcations occur, but they lead only to the
appearance and disappearance of saddle periodic orbits. Based on this, the Lorenz attractor is an
object that can be observed in applications and experiments: even when the parameter values and
initial conditions are given with tolerance, one can be sure that the trajectory still converges to a
chaotic attractor rather than a periodic orbit with a large period.

This is not the case for many other known types of attractors, such as the Henon attractor,
Rossler attractor, attractor in the Chua’s circuit. These attractors exist for certain parameter
values, but in any neighborhood of these values there exist systems with stable periodic orbits. Such
attractors are called quasiattractors in the classification by Afraimovich and Shilnikov in [1]. The
Lorenz attracror belongs to the class of genuine strange attractors according to this classification.
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2 I. I. Ovsyannikov

It is known that the Lorenz attractor contains infinitely many saddle periodic orbits, and their
stable and unstable manifolds intersect transversely. In paper [2] an example of a wild spiral attractor
was presented, in which stable and unstable sets in the chaotic attractor can have tangencies.
In bifurcations breaking those tangencies, stable periodic orbits still do not appear, so that the
attractor is also genuine. The wild spiral attractor belongs to the class of wild hyperbolic attractors,
introduced and described in [2].

Another representative of this class is the discrete Lorenz attractor (see the definition in [3]).
It can be regarded as a time-discretization of a classical Lorenz attractor under a periodic non-
autonomous perturbation [4]. They can be met in applications, in particular, in the nonholonomic
rattleback model [5] or a two-component convection [6]. Discrete Lorenz attractors are known to
be born at local bifurcations of periodic orbits having three or more multipliers lying on the unit
circle. The following 3D Hénon map

T=y, J=z zZ=M + Bx+My-—2" (1.1)

controlled by three independent parameters M;, Ms and B is an example of a model that can
undergo such codimension-three bifurcations. In papers [3, 7, 8] it was proved that map (1.1)
possesses a discrete Lorenz-like attractor in some open parameter domain near point (M) =
1/4,B =1, My = 1), where the map has a fixed point with the triplet (—1,—1,+1) of multipliers.
The flow normal form of this bifurcation, after rescaling the coordinates and time, can be brought
to the Shimizu-Morioka system:

X=Y, Y=X(1-2)-)\Y, Z=—-aZ+ X2 (1.2)

This system possesses the Lorenz attractor in some open domain of parameters as proved in [9].
Then, map (1.1) can be regarded as a time-shift map of periodically perturbed system (1.2). By
[4], such a discretization has a chaotic attractor, that was called the discrete Lorenz attractor in
[3].

This result immediately implies the existence of cascades discrete Lorenz attractors in global
(homoclinic and heteroclinic) bifurcations in which map (1.1) appears as the first return map.
The first such example was considered in [8] in case of a quadratic homoclinic tangency to a
saddle-focus fixed point with a unit Jacobian. Later analogous results were obtained for non-simple
homoclinic tangencies to saddle fixed points [10] and homoclinic tangencies to resonant saddle [11].
In heteroclinic cycles such bifurcations were studied only when it contains at least one saddle-
focus [12-14]. Note that the presence of saddle-foci in these cases is a very important condition
for the existence of Lorenz-like attractors as it prevents from the existence of lower-dimensional
center manifolds and helps for the dynamics to be effectively three-dimensional (see [15]). Another
important condition for this is the restriction on the Jacobians in the fixed points. It is based on the
fact that the orbits under consideration may spend unboundedly large time in the neighbourhoods
of the saddle fixed point. In the homoclinic case this means that if the Jacobian differs from one, the
phase volumes near such orbits will be either unboundedly expanded or unboundedly contracted,
and the dynamics will have effective dimension less than three. In the same way, for the heteroclinic
cases it is necessary to demand for all the Jacobians not to be simultaneously contracting (< 1)
or expanding (> 1). Thus, in order to get Lorenz attractors in heteroclinic cycles, one needs to
consider “contracting-expanding” or “mixed” cases.

In the present paper the results of [12-14] are extended to the case of heteroclinic cycles that
consist of saddles only, i.e. all the fixed points have only real multipliers. As it is known from
[16, 17], in order to have the effective dimension of the corresponding problem to be equal to 3,
an additional degeneracy assumptions should be imposed. Namely, one of the heteroclinic orbits
is mon-simple at the bifurcation moment. The case when the quadratic tangency is non-simple,
was also called generalized tangency in [17]. However, in the heteroclinic cycle there is one more
possibility — when the transversal heteroclinic orbit is non-simple (the required definitions are
given below in section 2.). Such a case was not studied before.

Remark 1. The notion of a simple quadratic homoclinic tangency (that is analogous to the notion
of a quasitransversal homoclinic intersection [18]) was introduced in [16]. For three-dimensional
maps with a homoclinic tangency to a saddle point O with multipliers v;,¢ = 1,2,3 such that
|v1| < |va| < |vs], it implies the existence of a global two-dimensional invariant manifold 90t for all
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Discrete Lorenz attractors 3

nearby maps. This manifold contains all orbits entirely lying in a small fixed neighbourhood of the
homoclinic orbit. In general, it is C'! only and particularly hyperbolic. If point O has type (2,1),
i.e. |v12] <1 < |vs], the manifold is center-stable; if point O has type (1,2), i.e. [v1] <1 < a3,
the manifold is center-unstable. It implies that neither periodic nor strange attractors can be born
at homoclinic bifurcations if |ver3]| > 1. However, as it was shown in [17], periodic attractors can
appear even in these cases if the homoclinic tangency is non-simple, see also paper [19/ in which
the case of the point of type (1,2) was considered in more details. These results are very important
for the theory of dynamical chaos since they show that the appearance of non-simple homoclinic
tangencies can destroy the “strangeness” of attractors.

The paper is organised as follows. Section 2 contains the statement of the problem, main
definitions, three principally different cases of non-simple heteroclinic orbits are identified, and
the main theorem is formulated. In section 3 the first return map is constructed and the rescaling
lemma for all three cases is formulated. Section 4 contains the proof of the rescaling lemma, from
which the statement of the main theorem follows directly.

/ l

W) WH0,)y
1%

W(0,)

Fig. 1. A heteroclinic cycle consisting of two saddles, with a quadratic tangency of manifolds.

2. Statement of the problem and main definitions

Consider a three-dimensional orientable C"-diffeomorphism fy, » > 3, satisfying the following
conditions (see Fig. 1):

A) fo has two fixed points of saddle type: O; with multipliers (A1, A2,71) where 0 < Ay < A1 <
1 < 71, and Oy with multipliers (v, v2,72) such that 0 < vo <1 <1 < 79,

B) J1 = J(Ol) = )\1/\2’)/1 <1, Jo= J(Og) = 9y > 1,

C) Invariant manifolds W*"(O;) and W#(O2) intersect transversely at the points of a heteroclinic

orbit I'j9, the invariant manifolds W*(O2) and W#*(O;) have a quadratic tangency at the points of
a heteroclinic orbit I'ey.

it is also assumed that the heteroclinic cycle has an additional degeneracy, namely fj satisfies
to one of the following conditions:

D1) The transversal intersection of W*(O1) and W*(Os) is simple!) and the quadratic tangency
of W*(O3) and W#(0O) is non-simple.

DThe detailed definition of simple and non-simple heteroclinic orbits will be given below in this section.
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4 I. I. Ovsyannikov

D2) The transversal intersection of W"(O1) and W#(Oz2) is non-simple and the quadratic
tangency of W*(Oz) and W*(Oy) is simple.

The goal of the paper is the study of bifurcations of single-round periodic orbits in generic
unfoldings of fj. For this purpose the necessary number of parameters to take, should be identified.
Diffeomorphisms close to fy and satisfying either conditions A-D1 or A-D2 compose locally
connected bifurcation surfaces of codimension two in the space of C"-diffeomorphisms, thus the
number of parameters must be at least two. It is natural to choose the splitting parameter of
invariant manifolds W*(Oz) and W#*(O;) with respect to some point of I'g; as the first parameter
1. The second parameter ps9 is taken to control conditions D1 or D2 in such a way that for 3 =0
and p2 # 0 the corresponding degeneracy disappears i.e. in the case D1 the tangency of W*(O2)
and W#(01) becomes simple and in the case D2 the intersection of W*(0O;) and W#(O3) becomes
simple. Also note that due to condition B we have the contracting-expanding (or mixed) case,
which requires one more parameter ps that will control the values of the Jacobians J; and Js. It is
well known [12-14] that the following value effectively plays this role:

ps = S(fu) = S(fo), (2.1)
In Jp
" In Jo
In order to define simple and non-simple heteroclinic orbits, recall some facts from the normal
hyperbolicity theory. Let O be a saddle fixed points of type (2,1) and Uy be some small
neighbourhood of it. It is known [20-23] that diffeomorphism f,|;, for each small y can be

where S(f) is a functional defined as S(f) =

represented in some C"-smooth local coordinates (z1,z2,y) as follows (the so-called main normal
form):

71 = Mi(p)z1 + Ha(y, p)we + O(||z]%|y])
Ty = Xo(u)ra + Ra(w, 1) + Ha(y, ) + O(|]*|y]) (2.2)
g = v(wy+ O(zl[y*),

where Hy4(0, 1) =0, Ra(z, ) = O(]|z[|?). In coordinates (2.2) the invariant manifolds of saddle
fixed point O are locally straightened: stable W} (O) : {y = 0}, unstable W} (O) : {x1 =0, 23 =
0} and strong stable W% (O) : {z1 =0, y = 0}.

According to [23, 24], an important role in dynamics is played by an extended unstable manifold
WHe(0), see Fig. 2. By definition, it is a two-dimensional invariant manifold, tangent to the leading
stable direction (corresponding to A1) at the saddle point and containing unstable manifold W*(O).
Unlike the previous ones, the extended unstable manifold is not uniquely defined and its smoothness
is, generally speaking, only C'*¢. Locally, W;“¢(0) = W“(O) N Uy, and the equation of W;“¢(O)
has the form zp = ¢(x1,y), where ¢(0,7) =0 and ¢/, (0,0) = 0. Note that despite the fact that
W"€(0O) is non-unique, all of them have the same tangent plane at each point of W*(O).

Another essential fact is the existence of the strong stable invariant foliation, see Fig. 2. In
W#(O) there exists a one-dimensional strong stable invariant submanifold W**(0), which is C"—
smooth and touches at O the eigenvector corresponding to the strong stable (nonleading) multiplier
A2. Moreover, manifold W#(0) is foliated near O by the leaves of invariant foliation F*** which is
C"-smooth, unique and contains W**(O) as a leaf.

Now consider diffeomorphism fj. It has fixed points O and Oy and heteroclinic orbit I'o; in the
points of which manifolds W*(0O2) and W*#(0O1) have a quadratic tangency. Everything mentioned
above on the existence of extended unstable manifolds and strong stable foliations can be applied to
each of the saddles. Let Uy © O1 and Upz 3 Oz be some small neighbourhoods of the fixed points,

Ml+ € Wg.(O1) C Upr and My € W (O2) C Upz be two points of I'y; and Hf C Upr and II; C Upa
their respective neighborhoods. Note that there exists some integer ¢, such that M;" = fi* (M, ).
Define the global map along I'yy for all small p as Ty, : Iy — IIF = fI! |H2_ (for simpler notation,

further we will omit the subscript u for global and local maps, implicitly always assuming them
to be the corresponding parametric families). The heteroclinic tangency of W*(O2) and W*(Oy) is

REGULAR AND CHAOTIC DYNAMICS Vol. 00 No. 0 0000
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Wu

Fig. 2. Invariant structures near a saddle fixed point. A part of the strong stable foliation F*® containing the
strong stable manifold W*® and a piece of one of the extended unstable manifolds W*¢ containing W* and
being transversal to W*° at O.

called simple if image To; (P"¢(M,;)) of tangent plane P"¢(M, ) to W"¢(O3) at point M, , intersects
transversely the leaf F*(M;") of invariant foliation F}*, containing point M;". If this condition is
not fulfilled we call such a quadratic tangency non-simple. Following [17], there may be only two
generic cases of non-simple heteroclinic tangencies defined by condition D1:

Case 1. The surface Ty (P"(My)) is transversal to the plane W}} (O1) but is tangent to the
line F{*(M;") at point M, Fig.3 (a).

Case II.  The surfaces To1(P“(Mjy ) and Wi (O1) have a quadratic tangency at My~ and the
curves Toy (W (O2) N1Ly) and F$$(M;") have a general intersection, Fig.3 (b).

Thus, in Case I tangent vectors I, to To1(W.(O2)) and lss to FS(M;") are collinear, while
in Case II these vectors have different directions, the latter guarantees the absence of additional
degeneracies.

’ FSS(M1+)

a) b)

Fig. 3. Two types of the non-simple quadratic (heteroclinic) tangency: (a) W*¢(O3) is transversal to W;,.(O1)
and touches the leaf F**(M;"); (b) W*¢(O2) is tangent to W3 .(O1) and the curves W*(O2) and F**(M;")
have a general intersection at M;".
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6 I. I. Ovsyannikov

Note that if saddle points O; and Os coincide, we formally obtain the known definition of
a non-simple homoclinic tangency [10, 17, 19]. However, in distinct from the homoclinic case, the
heteroclinic cycle under consideration allows one more degeneracy, related to the second heteroclinic
orbit T'12. This is the case when the transversal heteroclinic intersection of manifolds W*(0O;) and

W#(Oz2) is non-simple. Consider two heteroclinic points M; € Up; and M2Jr € Up2 and their small
respective neighbourhoods II;” C Up; and H; C Upz. Again, there exists some integer g2 such that
My = (M) so that we define the global map from Uy to Upz as Tho : II] — I = f32|H1_. Let

PU¢(M;") be the tangent plane to W“¢(01) at M; and F5*(M,") be the leaf of invariant foliation
F3% on W#(0O2) passing through M, . The heteroclinic intersection of W*(O;) and W*(Os) is
called simple if image Tio(P*¢(M;)) and leaf Fy®(M;") intersect transversely. If this condition is

not fulfilled the heteroclinic intersection is non-simple, see Fig. 4. Thus, under condition D2, we
have

F*(M,")

W0,

AL/ /
VF——-

A

WO, Two,

Fig. 4. A non-simple heteroclinic intersection of W*(0O1) and W*(Oz3).

Case III. The surface Tho(P"*(M; ")) is transversal to the plane W (O2) but is tangent to the
line F§5(M) at M, .

In the present paper the birth of discrete Lorenz attractors in cases I — III is studied. The main
result is given by the following

Theorem 1. Let f, be the three-parametric family under consideration (fo satisfies A-D and f,
is a general unfolding of conditions B, C and D, where D is either D1 or D2). Then, in any
neighbourhood of the origin = 0 in the parameter space there ewist infinitely many domains d;;,
where 0;; — (0,0,0) as i, j — oo, such that the diffeomorphism f,, has at pn € 6;; a discrete Lorenz
attractor.

3. The first return map and the rescaling lemma

Let U be a sufficiently small and fixed neighborhood of heteroclinic cycle {O1,02,T'12,T'91}. It
it composed as a union of small neighborhoods Up; and Upe of points O; and O» respectively, with
a finite number of small neighborhoods U; of those points of heteroclinic orbits I'12 and I'9; which
do not belong to Uy U Upy. Each single-round periodic orbit lying entirely in a small neighborhood
of the heteroclinic cycle should have exactly one intersection point with each of U; and the rest
points lying in Uy U Ups.

Consider heteroclinic points M fQ and their respective small neighborhoods HfQ described in the
previous section. Define the first return map as a composition of two local and two global maps.
Local maps Tp; and Tpo are the restrictions of f,, onto Up; and Upy respectively and the global

maps were defined in the following way: Tio = f' : 1I] — I3, To1 = f? : I, — 11
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Begin iterating Hf under the action of Tp;. Starting from some number iy images T, 81H1+ will
have a nonempty intersection with II; . The same applies for iterations of H;’ , there exists some jg
such that for any j > jo image Tg2H§Ir has a nonempty intersection with II; . The first return map
T = TnggQTlngl is thus defined on an infinite set of regions V;; that lie in Hf and shrink to Mfr
as i,J — oo. Their images fﬁVm lie in II , regions f,i’qu V;; lie in I3, and regions fffqﬁj‘/;j lie in
115, so f,i+m+j+q2Vij lie in II] again.

To construct the first return map one needs first to write both local and global maps in the most
suitable form. For both local maps Ty and Tps it is the main normal form (2.2). One its important

property is that the iterations T, é“m . Uom — Ugm, m = 1,2, for any k can be calculated in a simple
way, namely, in a form close to linear (see, for example, [22, 23]). Namely, for small y iterations
TF (1) : (20, y0) — (wk, yx) can be represented as:

w1k = a0 + Negyp (2o, yi, 1),

ok = Xkﬁ?k(x(b Yk, M)a (31)

Yo =1 "k + A1 " Esk(0, vk, 1),

and iterations T8 (1) : (uo,vo) — (ug, vg) as

Ul = Z/{C’U,m + ﬁk§4k(u()7 Vg, 1),
U = I)kfsk(um Uk, /’L)u (32)
vy = ’y2_k7)k + 'S/Q_kgﬁk(u()u Vg, :U’)

Here 0 < \ < A1, 0< D <wg, A2 > 7,2, functions &, and their derivatives up to the order (r — 2)
are uniformly bounded and their higher order derivatives tend to zero, .

In normal coordinates (2.2) local stable and unstable manifolds of Oy in Uy are W, = {y = 0}
and W2, = {x = 0}, the local stable and unstable manifolds of O2 in Uy are W} = {v = 0} and
Wi, = {u = 0}. Assume that for u = 0, we have M; = (0,0,y~) € W .(O1), My = (uf,ug,0) €
Wi, (02), and My = (0,0,07) € Wy, (02), M = (x,,0) € W, (O1). Then global maps for all
small p are written as Taylor expansions near points M, and M, :

u—ut = AWz + bWy —y7) +O(lz] + llzll - [y =y~ + (y —57)?),
voo= () Tz +dVy —y) Ol + 2l - ly =y +ly — v~ ),

T12 : (33)

T—at = APu+ 0@ (v —v7) + O(ul]? + [Jul| - |[v — v~ | + (v —v7)?),
g=y" + () Tu+d® (0 -0+ O(Jul® + [u] - [v = o7+ (v —v7)?),

Ty : (3.4)

where dM) # 0 and d® # 0, since W*(O;) and W*(Os) intersect transversely and the tangency
between W*%(Oz) and W#*(0q) is quadratic for g = 0. Moreover, both maps T2 and 75 are
diffeomorphisms, so that we have

1 1 1 2 2 2
i o o o o
J12 = det agll) agIQ) bgl) #0, Jo1 = det ag) ag) b;z) # 0. (3.5)
cgl) cgl) d® c§2) cg) 0

In particular, this means that b§2)2 + b;2)2 # 0 and c§2)2 + 052)2 # 0 for = 0.

Now consider conditions D1 and D2 separately.
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8 I. I. Ovsyannikov

Case I. Tangent plane P“¢(M, ) to W}'(O2) at M, has equation uz = 0. The equation of

loc

To1(Pue(My)) at p =0 is obtained by putting ug =0 into (3. 4) Then the transversality of
T (P*¢(My )) and W (O1) which has the equation § = 0, yields c1 ( ) # 0. The tangent vector to
the line Ty (Pyue(My ) NWE (O1) at point Mt is (b( )( 0), bg )( 0),0). The equation of leaf F5*(M;")
is {x1 = 2],y = 0}. Therefore, the tangency of Toy (P*¢(M;)) and F*5(M;") implies b( )( 0) =0.In

this case b( )( 0) # 0 and a§2)2 ;é 0 because of (3.5).

Case II. The equation of Tl(P“e(M )) at u = 0 is the same as in Case I. Then the tangency of
surfaces To1 (P"¢(M, )) and W (O1) at p = 0 implies c( )( 0) = 0. Also, the tangent vectors to the
lines Ty1 (W, (O2) N1I; ) and F*(M;") at point M;" are non-parallel if b ( ) # 0.

Case III. The equation of tangent plane P"¢(M; ) to W ¢(O1) at My is x = 0. Putting this to

loc

(3.3) gives the equation of its image under Ti2. The equation of leaf F*¥(My") is {u; = u,v = 0}.
Thus this leaf will be tangent to Ti2(P"¢(M;)) at p =0 if:

1 1 1 1
A1(0) = aiy (0) = 67 (0)ci (0) /1 (0) = 0
We are now able to write the non-simple heteroclinic orbit conditions in the explicit form for all
three cases:

Case I : b(2)( 0) =0, b2(0) #£0, 0(2)( 0) # 0, Ag?( 0) # 0.
Case IT: 52(0) £ 0, ¢2(0) =0, 2(0) £ 0, A1 (0) £ 0. (3.6)
Case T : 5{7(0) # 0, 2(0) £ 0, A% (0) = 0.

We will construct a three-parameters family f,, where = (1, 2, u3), As the first governing
parameter we take the splitting parameter u; for the quadratic heteroclinic tangency so that

=y (p) (3.7)
The second parameter po is responsible for the degeneracy related to, respectively, conditions (D1):
po = in Casel, (3.8)
o = c§2) in Case I1 (3.9)

or (D2):

AOMO)
po = Agll) = agll) - dcl in Case IIL (3.10)
1

The third parameter has been already given by formula (2.1).

Lemma 1. Let fy, o, be the family under consideration. Then, in the space (p1, p2, pi3) there
exist infinitely many regions A;; accumulating to the origin as i,j — oo, such that the first return
map T;; in appropriate rescaled coordinates and parameters is asymptotically C"1-close to one of
the following limit maps.

1) In Case I, the limit map is

Xy = —JijXo+ MY, Xo =Y, Y =M - X, Y2 (3.11)
where
My = —dW*dP23 (g + vl eDuf — Ay o),
My = (u2 +Pz])c(1 )Agll)/\l’h’/fhv (3.12)

Jij = Jizdor(MAam ) (vivay2 ),
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Discrete Lorenz attractors 9

and vl = O(7 + 09 + 777, 7), pki = O(1]).
2) In Case 11, the limit map is
X, =Y, Xy = X1, Y=M +MX,+BX,— Y2 (3.13)
where
My = —dWD*d@2iy (g + v poufl — 7'y~ +v2),
My = (2 + p2)bP AN 71+, (3.14)
B = JizJar1(MAdom) (n1vaye)’

and vy = 0y + 09 497957+ (W), oy = 0 (W) + @)’
3) In Case III, the limit map is

X, =Y, Xy = X1, Y =M+ MX,+BX,—Y2 (3.15)
where

My = —dV?dPy2ia2) (1 + V{C?)Uf — vty V),

My = (p2 + pg’j)b?)cf))\ﬁvfﬂyg, (3.16)

B = JiaJa1 (M dom) (vivey2)!

and vl = O(" + 7 + 17", 7), py = O <<X/A1) + (ﬁ/ij)'

It is easy to see that the rescaled first return map in Cases II and III is asymptotically
close to the 3D Henon map (1.1). In Case I for system (3.11) we make an additional change of
coordinates Xipew = X1 — M2X> and scale X by (—J;;), bringing it again to the form (1.1). Next,
the statement of Theorem 1 follows immediately — as shown in [7, 8], this three-dimensional Henon
map possesses the discrete Lorenz attractor for an open set of parameters (M;, Ms, B). Hence for
each sufficiently large ¢ and j, for which the Jacobian J;; stays finite, the corresponding domain d;; in
the original parameters (1, p2, p3) is determined from formulas (3.12), (3.14) or (3.16) respectively
in Cases I-1II. These domains accumulate to the origin when ¢ and j unboundedly grow. This proves
Theorem 1.

4. Proof of the rescaling Lemma 1.

Note that the first return map 7;; is rescaled differently in cases I-11I, however, there is a
preparation part of the proof that is conducted in the same way for all the cases.

Using formulas (3.1), (3.2), (3.3) and (3.4), we obtain the following expression for the first return
map Tj; = TonTh,TioTy, « I — IO

un =i = al) (N + XN,y 1)) + a3y Neou(, 0 0) +0 (s = y7)+
+OO 22 + Al - |y =y~ |+ (v —y7)?),

uz —uf = aly) (M + Néw(w, y, p) + aby Néailw, y, p) + b5 (y —y7)+
FOO 2] + Al - |y — v~ |+ (v —y7)?),

9570+ (/1) o3 0, 0) = 47 O + X,y ) + ¢ Méoi(ar )+
+dW(y —y7) + OO [l2]* + Adllzll - |y — 57|+ (y —y7)?),
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T1 -2y = af) (ur + 59€45(u, v, 1) + a3 D95 (u, v, ) + 0P (0 = v7)+
+O [ull? + vlul - [v = v~ | + (v = v7)?),

By — af = aly (s + 09€a;(u, v, 1)) + a5y 99€5; (u, v, 1) + 05 (0 — v7)+
+O07 [ull? + lul - Jo — v~ | + (v —v7)?), (4.2)

VG + (/)7 i@, 5, ) = o+ 5D (un + 9945 (u, v, 1))+

+e509€55(u,0,10)) + d (0 = v7)2 + O [lull? + v Jul| - [v — v |+
+o—v7)%),

Make a coordinate shift u,e = v — ut + gozlj, Unew = UV — 0V + gofj, Tnew =T — T + l/},lj, Ynew =
y—y + wa’ where go}j, wm =0(vy’ 4 AY) and gplj, ZJ = O(y{). With that, the nonlinearity
functions in the left parts of the third equations of (4.1) and (4.2) can be expressed as Taylor
expansions &g;(u +ut + SOiljv vtu + 9012]'7 n) = fgj + féjv + fgj(ua v) + fgj(v)a &3i(Z +at + 7/)1], Y+
Y+ wfj, w) =&+ &7+ &5,(2,9) + &3,(y) respectively, where coefficients §gj, fé]w £3;, &, are
uniformly bounded in ¢ and j for all small ¢ and §§j(u, v) = O(u), &,(z,7) = O(2), fg’j (v) = O(v?),
£3.(y) = O(y?). We select constants go}j, 9022]-, 1-1]-, 12]
equations (4.1), the constant terms in the first two equations and the linear in vy, term in the last
equation of (4.2) vanish. In addition, we plug the expressions for u coordinates from the first two

in such a way that all constant terms in

equations of (4.1) into the third one, this will cause additions of order 4, 7 to all the coefficients.
The system is rewritten as:

ur = a$P Ny + O + Niyg ) O(a]) + by + MO(|2]| - [y]) + O),
ug = aS) Ny + O + Xy ))O([l])) + b5y + XiO(||z] - [y]) + O(y2),

. . R (4.3)
% (14 ¢ )0 +4570(w?) = o My + OV + My 7)O(la])) + dWy+
+M0([lz] - [y]) + O,
71 =l viuy + a3 uz + 00 + 059 |ull? + v Jul| - [v] + v?),
To = a( )ylul + a( )Iﬂuz + b( v+ O ||ul|? + v ||ul| - |v] + v?), (4.4)

YL+ a5 +AT0@) +AT02) = MY + P vfuy + &) Diuy + d2o>+
+O (A [[ull® + v |Jull - [v] + [v]*),

where ql(; ) =0 ((% /71)_i> ql(]) = (('3/2 Jy2)7? ), coefficients marked with “tilde” are uniformly

bounded for small 1 and the following expression is valid for M1

M =+ vl =2y +OGT + 7 + 7757, (4.5)

Next, we take the right-hand side of the third equation of (4.3) divided by factor v, J (1+

)

((’yg /y2) ¢ ) O(v?) = y. We substitute this formula instead of the y variable to all equations.

from the left-hand side as the new variable y — the equation becomes the following v +

Defining e, = u — (b(l)/d(l))’yg_jv + O(’yz_jv2) we eliminate all terms in the equation for u which
depend on v alone. In addition, we substitute the expressions for Z to the last equation of (4.4).
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These actions cause the linear in v term of order O(4; guE 1/1’)/2 ) to appear in the equation for .
We will make it zero again later. Thus, we obtain

1) y4 3i i

ur = ANz + 0N + Xiya ) O(|l2]]) + Nivs 2O || - o)),
1)y4 3i i

ug = AS) Nz + 0N + Xiya ) O([l2]]) + Nivy PO - o)),

71 = afYvur + a3 ius + 000 + O ull? + v [lull - o] + v?),

Ty = ag’?ylul + @D 0iuy + 6P + 0@ |Ju))? + v |ul| - [v] +v2), (4.6)
'71d('17)2 (1 + q,gj)) +7 '?Q_jO(EQ) =M+ cgz)y{ul + égz)ﬁjug—k
+O(3; " + vivg o + dPv? + O |[ul® + v ul - v] + [vf?),
where g = O ((31/71) ™" + (32/72) ) and
Agll) = a1l — (1) /d 1) A ) = a21 — b /d(l) (4-7)

Next, we substitute u as a function of z and v from the first two equations to the last three ones.
After this, in addition, we make a shift of (z,v) coordinates by a constant of order O(%; " + 11, 9

to nullify the linear in v term in the last equation. This gives us the following formula for the map
Tij : (x,v) = (Z,0):
I = Aﬁl)aﬁ)x vixy + a128( Jz + b(z)v + O + Xiovd o ) O(||lz)12)+
N O(|z]| - [v]) + O(v?),
= :A( ) (2)>\z (2) b(2) o) )\z )\z Ja = 19 2
T2 11 A1 ATV 1 + G228;5 T2 + by v 4 O( T+ X))oz %)+
+A A0 - o)) + O(v?),

vy’

20 @(1 + q()) + ’Yfi’A)/;jO(T}Q) = ]\41 + Agll)cf) 1V1$1 + CQS( )932 + d( )2

ij
+ON + M35 )O(l2l%) + A Ol - [vl) + O?),
k X
where sgj) =0\ '+ )\ll/l’y2 ).
Case I. The second parameter in the first case is introduced as ps = b§2) (1) and we also recall

that 052), bg) and Agll) are bounded from zero due to (3.6). We make the following change of
coordinates:

Tinew = T1 + ) ((5\/)\1> + '72_J> O(||$”) y L2new — L2 5, Unew = U

such that all the terms which depend only on z—coordinates are now put into Zi,e, in the third
equation. Then (4.8) is rewritten in the form:

AR a@ N 2 + drosl) w2 + (12 + pl)o + ONV] + Nivdng ))O(|z %)+

AN O(J] - v]) + Ow?),

e A i @0 1O L o 4+ O]

2 11 A1 A\ 21+ G228;5 T2 + by v + O(N'1 + Ay, 7 )O([[= %)+
+AAO([[z] - [v]) + O(w?),

T =

!
d®

o(1+ ) + 75, 70(%) = M + AR DXy + dP o+

A O([[z] - [v]) + O,
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12 I. I. Ovsyannikov

where p}, = O(u{ ). Now we rescale the coordinates as follows

—i,—] —i, ~2i —j.—2j (2), =i, —J
71 e 3) MM TV by i
v el 2(1 q-»)Y,xlz B 1 Xl,.%'gz— (2 XQ.
dMq(2) Cg )Agl)(d(l))2d(2) dMq(2)
Then system (4.9) is rewritten in the new coordinates:
Xl = _Jle2+M2Y+O()\1V1)
Xo = Y+ 0N + My + 1Y) (4.10)

Y = Ml—X1—Y2+O(’Y1_i’YQ_j),

where formulas (3.12) are valid for M; and Ms. Note, that the coefficient J;; is the Jacobian of
map (4.10) up to asymptotically small in ¢,j terms, and, hence, J;; coincides in the main order

with the Jacobian of map T21Tg2T12T(§1, i.e. it is given by formula (3.12).

Case II. Now we have ug = cgz) (1) and coefficients bgg), 52) and Agll) are not zeros. Introduce

the new coordinates as Tinew = 1 , Tonew = L2 — (ng)/bg2 )Z1 , Upew = v. Then (4.8) recasts as

11 = AR e N oy + dasl w2 + 00 + O(N + Mdry)O(|lz]2)+
A0 (3] - o) + O@w?),
By = A AS Ny + doas o + OV + Ny ) O(||a]|)+

(4.11)
XA O(||z]| - [v]) + O(v?),
'Vld(”f (1 +q)) + 9795 0(@%) = M+ (2 + p) AP Xiv w1 + Gasy et
+d@v? + 0N + Ny 1)O([|z)12) + M O(||z] - [v]) + O(?),
where p2 = O (X A) AP 5P)al? 20 d d
o2 =0 ( (A +@/m) ), AD = o — 62 /6P )a? # 0 due to (3.5) and (3.6). Now
we rescale the coordinates as follows
(2) —i (2) A1) 4(2)yi . —iyi
_ M 72 () b N 72 b A Asy N )‘272
RETEVFTE) >(1+ REE d(1>d(> X1, @2 = FONE) X2 .

After this, we can rewrite (4.11) in the following form

X1 = Y+ 0N +v7'%7)),
Xy = X1+ 0N +47, 7)), (4.12)
Y = M + MyXy + JijXa — Y2+ O(Nivd + 475 7)).

and formulas (3.14) are valid for My, My and J;;.

(2) .(2)

Case III. Here we have us = Agll) = a1 — bgl)cgl)/d(l), and coeflicients by, ¢;”’ are not zeros. In-

. . . 2) 5.(2
troduce the new coordinates as in the previous case: Tinew = T1 , Tonew = T2 — (bé )/bg ))xl s Unew =
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Discrete Lorenz attractors 13
v. The system (4.8) is then rewritten as:

21 = all (2 + p) N 21 + drzs s + 06P0 + O] + Nivdry O (]|2)+

Xl - o]) + O(?),
72 = AS) (2 + pl) N1 + daasT w2 + O(NV] + X, ?)O( )+ (4.13)
XAl - o]) + 02, |

iyt
20

(1 +a)) +717357 0@%) = M+ (na + ply) N1 + s} v+
+d@0? + O(N'v] + Mf 7, )O(|z]?) + M O[]l - [o]) + O(*),
where Ag) = ag) ( /b )‘111 and pfj45 = ((5\/)\1>Z + (ﬁ/yl)j>. Now we will select ps =
O ((5\/)\1>’ n (;}/yl)j> in the way to make the value of d0;; = pus + pfj asymptotically small as

i, — 00. Then we have A( )(,ug +p£’j) = Agzl)p?j =0 <(5\/)\1> (0/1n)? > # 0 as otherwise the

Jacobian of map TnggQTmTél would be vanishing when ¢;; goes to zero.
Finally we rescale the coordinates as follows

2) —i_—j b(z)A(Q) 6)\ 1)\]
ey 72 () _ _b1 Y1 V2 G U TR LT A 272
~4e >(1 tai) Y, a1 == ey X1, 2 = FOFe) Xz

After this, we can rewrite (4.11) in the following form

Xl = Y‘|‘O(A11/1 —|—'yl 72 ))
Xz = X+ 0N +97"7)) (4.14)
Y =M + Mo Xy + JijXo — Y2+ O(/\li’/{ +’71_i’72_j))‘
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