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INTRODUCTION

This Focus Issue “Global Bifurcations, Chaos, and Hyper-
chaos: Theory and Applications” is dedicated to the 85th an-
niversary of the great mathematician, one of the founding fa-
thers of dynamical chaos theory, Leonid Pavlovich Shilnikov.
His works decisively influenced the nonlinear dynamics. Re-
search of many scholars from various sciences is deeply
rooted in Shilnikov’s legacy.

In 1965, he discovered and described what is now known
as spiral, or Shilnikov chaos, and since that he had made
the study of global bifurcations and transition to chaos the
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central topic of his work. Shilnikov, and the dedicated sci-
entific group he had created, investigated a multitude of ho-
moclinic phenomena, gave the first comprehensive theoretical
description of the classical Lorenz attractor, discovered the
synchronization-to-chaos transition via the torus breakdown.
Shilnikov’s pioneering results have long become classical and
are included in text- and reference books on dynamical sys-
tems and bifurcations.

As a true great scientist, L.P. Shilnikov had a “magical vi-
sion” gift that let him establish connections between seem-
ingly unrelated topics, find an unexpected formulation of a
problem, or propose an approach that would suddenly become
evident only many years later. Perhaps, because of that he be-
came a global “attractor” for many colleagues and researchers
from mathematics to physics, biology, neuroscience, chem-
istry, and engineering, who deeply valued personal and pro-
fessional contacts with L.P. Shilnikov. Many scholars ac-
knowledge that his ideas and charisma vastly influenced their
own development.

For all of us, Leonid Pavlovich was more than just a wise
advisor. He was a wonderful individual, our dear colleague
and a role model in science and life. We miss him greatly.
As a tribute to his memory, we put together this Focus Issue
with the overall idea to highlight a recent progress in the study
of higher-dimensional dynamics done by Shilnikov’s students
and followers. This goes back to our many conversations with
Shilnikov. He stressed that chaotic dynamics were reasonably
understood mostly for three-dimensional systems of differen-
tial equations or two-dimensional maps and that the focus of
the dynamical systems research must move to higher dimen-
sions.

We decided to start with an overview of Shilnikov’s life
work on the theory of dynamical systems, which will be fol-
lowed by the description of the papers contributed to this Fo-
cus Issue. We selected to discuss the following themes:

• Global bifurcations of high-dimensional dynamical sys-
tems,

• Shilnikov saddle-focus and spiral chaos,

• Homoclinic chaos,

• Homoclinic tangency,

• Mathematical theory of synchronization,

• Lorenz attractor, quasiattractors, and pseudohyperbol-
icity.
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His interests were much broader and included a variety of
other topics, such as the theory of Hamiltonian chaos, non-
autonomous systems, Markov chains and symbolic dynamics
of hyperbolic systems, the theory of solitary waves and its ap-
plications, to name a few. The part of Shilnikov legacy, which
we have chosen to elucidate, contains the most pioneering and
fundamental results which made the greatest impact on the
chaos theory and determined the major directions for the fu-
ture research.

I. EARLY WORKS: GLOBAL BIFURCATIONS

The theory of bifurcations had grown from the pioneering
works of A.A. Andronov and E.A. Leontovich in the 30s of
the XX-th century1–4. Motivated by the development of radio-
physics (the theory of oscillations), they showed that a stable
periodic orbit of a system of ordinary differential equations
on a plane can be born either out of a semi-stable periodic
orbit, or from an equilibrium state in what is now called the
Andronov-Hopf bifurcation, or from a homoclinic loop to a
saddle or to a saddle-node. Their results relied on the pre-
viously developed Poincaré-Bendixson-Dulac theory of sys-
tems on the plane. The mathematical methods for the analysis
of multi-dimensional systems were not developed at the time,
so the higher-dimensional theory of bifurcations was reserved
for the next generations.

Some 20 years later, Shilnikov became interested in the
problem of the generalization of the Andronov-Leontovich
theory of homoclinic loops onto systems of an arbitrary di-
mension. The challenge was to develop new theoretical ap-
proaches and mathematical techniques to generalize the pla-
nar results for high-dimensional systems; no one expected the
groundbreaking discoveries which he was going to make.

First, he studied two homoclinic bifurcations that result in
the emergence of a single stable periodic orbit out of a homo-
clinic loop. These are:

1. The bifurcation of a homoclinic loop Γ0 to a saddle
equilibrium O with eigenvalues such that Re λi < 0
(i = 1, ...,n− 1),λn > 0 and the so-called saddle value
σ ≡ λn +maxRe λi is negative; see Fig. 1.

2. The bifurcation of a homoclinic loop Γ0 to a saddle-
node equilibrium O satisfying Re λi < 0, i = 1, ...,n−
1,λn = 0; see Fig. 2.

These results were published in the papers6,7 which became
chapters of his PhD5 that was defended in 1962. The results
were indeed in line with what happens on the plane. The rea-
son is the strong dissipation (area-contraction property) of the
phase space of system near the homoclinic loop. However,
the new techniques were ready to be applied to the general
case, which Shilnikov did next. The crucial finding was that
when the strong dissipation is violated, the behavior near the
homoclinic loop depends on whether the eigenvalues of the
linearization matrix at the saddle are real or complex, and in
the complex case the dynamics near the loop can be chaotic!

FIG. 1. Bifurcation of a homoclinic orbit Γ0 to a saddle giving
rise to the emergence of a single stable periodic orbit provided
that the characteristic exponents fulfill the condition −Re λi(0) >
λn(0), i = 1, ...,n− 1. This and the next figure are hand-drawings
from Shilnikov Ph.D. thesis5.

FIG. 2. Bifurcation of a homoclinic saddle-node equilibrium state
resulting in the appearance of a single stable periodic orbit after the
saddle-node is gone.

This result was published in 19658; the word “chaos” was
not a scientific term at that time, so the result was formulated
as the existence of infinitely many saddle periodic orbits near
the homoclinic loop. This fact, that a simple orbit (a homo-
clinic to a saddle-focus) can cause complex dynamics, was an
amazing and disturbing discovery, one of the critical events
(alike the Smale horseshoe and the Anosov torus) that initiated
the dynamical chaos theory. We discuss the type of chaotic be-
havior associated with the Shilnikov saddle-focus loop in the
next Section.

In the other case, when the nearest to the imaginary axis
eigenvalue is real, Shilnikov showed9 that a single periodic
orbit emerges out of a homoclinic loop to a saddle equilib-
rium provided the four genericity conditions are satisfied: (i)
the saddle value σ must be non-zero, (ii) the separatrix value
A must be non-zero, (iii) when the homoclinic loop enters the
saddle it must be tangent to the leading direction, and (iv)
there must be only one, and simple, leading eigenvalue, see
Fig. 3.

The papers8–10 gave an initial impulse to a rich theory
of homoclinic phenomena. This theory became an endless
source of examples and conceptual models of chaotic behav-
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FIG. 3. (a) Example of a homoclinic loop Γ0 to a saddle O with real
eigenvalues λss < λs < 0 < λu in 3-dimensional phase space. If the
saddle value σ = λu + λs < 0, a stable periodic orbit is born from
such loop, see Fig. 1. When σ is positive, then additional conditions
are needed for a single saddle periodic orbit to be born. In some local
coordinates (x,y,u) near O the unstable and stable manifolds are the
y-axis and the (x,u)-plane; the leading eigen-direction is the x-axis,
and the eigen-direction corresponding to the non-leading eigenvalue
λ ss is the u-axis. We require that the separatrix Γ0 does not lie in the
strong-stable manifold W ss. Hence, Γ0 enters O as t → +∞ along
the x-axis. In order to see that the separatrix value A does not vanish,
we build two cross-sections to the homoclinic loop: Π0 across the
local stable manifold W s

loc and Π1 across the local unstable manifold.
Orbits starting on Π0 pass near O and hit Π1 at the points of a thin
wedge tangent to the x-axis; the flow along Γ0 returns this wedge to
Π0. The condition A 6= 0 means that the image wedge on Π0 is not
tangent to W s

loc, as shown in panels (b,c) that represent the cases of
the orientable (b) and non-orientable (c) homoclinic loop.

iors. Many of the results are now a folklore, however they
have a single origin – the entire theory has grown out of the
early Shilnikov’s works.

Shilnikov’s work on the general case of the homoclinic to
a saddle-node is less known to the applied research commu-
nity, but it also led to a remarkable discovery. In Refs.10,11, he
examined the homoclinic bifurcation of a saddle-saddle equi-
librium state, see Fig. 4a. Unlike the homoclinic saddle-node
from his early publication7, the saddle-saddle has positive real
parts in addition to the zero eigenvalue and the eigenvalues
with negative real parts. So, both its unstable and stable man-
ifold have dimension larger than one. Shilnikov proved that
if (i) the homoclinic loop Γ0 leaves the saddle-saddle O and
comes back along the eigen-direction corresponding to the
zero eigenvalue and (ii) the stable and unstable manifolds of
O intersect along Γ0 transversely, then a single saddle periodic
orbit emerges from the homoclinic orbit to a saddle-saddle af-
ter the latter vanishes, see Fig. 4b. This looks like the saddle-
node case, where a stable periodic orbit is now replaced with
a saddle one.

Let us emphasize that the saddle-saddle can have more than
one homoclinic loop, see Fig. 4c. Shilnikov11 showed that
after a saddle-saddle with p homoclinic loops disappears, then
(i) each loop produces a saddle periodic orbit, and (ii) there
emerges a non-trivial hyperbolic set, which is in one-to-one
correspondence with orbits of the topological Bernoulli shift

FIG. 4. (a) A saddle-saddle equilibrium O in 3-dimensional
phase space with a single homoclinic orbit Γ0, along which the
2-dimensional stable and unstable invariant manifolds W s(O) and
W u(O) intersect transversely. (b) Once the saddle-saddle vanishes,
the homoclinic transitions to a single saddle periodic orbit Lµ . (c)
A saddle-saddle can have several transverse homoclinic orbits; from
Ref. [12].

FIG. 5. As a saddle-saddle O with two homoclinic loops Γ1 and Γ2
disappears, the stable and unstable manifolds of the saddle cycles L1
and L2 intersect transversely, which causes the onset of a hyperbolic
set by virtue of Shilnikov theorem13, see Section III.

on p symbols, see Fig. 5.
No matter how many homoclinic loops the saddle-saddle

has, this bifurcation remains of a codimension-1. Thus, in
any one-parameter family which crosses the bifurcation sur-
face corresponding to the Shilnikov saddle-saddle, one should
observe a sudden transition from simple dynamics (a pair of
saddle equilibria) to chaos (the hyperbolic set after the saddle-
saddle is gone).

This was the first example of a scenario of the transi-
tion to chaos. The search for the transition-to-chaos sce-
narios and their analysis became one of the main topics of
Shilnikov’s research for many years: such scenarios explain
how chaotic dynamics can arise in real-world applications
and determine the further development of the theory. Other
scenarios, like period-doublings and torus breakdown, were
found later. However, the Shilnikov saddle-saddle scenario is
special because the chaotic dynamics is fully formed in just a
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FIG. 6. Shilnikov saddle-focus loop in 3D phase space: a homoclinic
orbit Γ0 to a saddle-focus equilibrium O with a two-dimensional sta-
ble manifold and a one-dimensional unstable manifold. When the
saddle value is positive, there are infinitely many Smale horseshoes
in the return map on a cross-section Π+ transverse to the local stable
manifold W s

loc(O).

single bifurcation. Another scenario with the same property
was discovered much later – the birth of a hyperbolic attractor
through the blue-sky catastrophe14, see Section V.

II. SPIRAL CHAOS

The Shilnikov loop is a homoclinic orbit to a saddle-focus
with positive saddle value. In the pioneering paper8 Shilnikov
showed that the existence of such homoclinic loop in the
three-dimensional phase space implies the existence of in-
finitely many saddle periodic orbits near it. Next, he ex-
tended this result onto the four-dimensional case15 where all
eigenvalues at the saddle-focus are complex. In the following
paper16 he analyzed the general multi-dimensional case and
proved that a neighborhood of the homoclinic loop contains
a hyperbolic (chaotic) invariant set which includes infinitely
many Smale horseshoes. He also gave a detailed description
of the chaotic set and showed that its structure is far more
complex than that of the Smale horseshoes. In particular,
along with the chaotic set, a neighborhood of the Shilnikov
saddle-focus loop can contain infinitely many stable periodic
orbits17,18.

Figure 6 illustrates the geometric idea behind the proof of
the existence of chaos near the saddle-focus loop. We consider
the three-dimensional case where the saddle-focus has eigen-
values λ± iω and γ such that ω 6= 0 and λ < 0 < γ , so the sta-
ble manifold of the saddle-focus is two-dimensional, and the
unstable manifold is one-dimensional. Let λ + γ > 0. Here,
as in the case of a homoclinic loop to a saddle (see Fig. 3),
the dynamics are determined by the first-return map T of a
two-dimensional cross-section Π

+
0 transverse to the loop Γ0.

Due to the complex eigenvalues, the image T (Π+
0 ) has a spi-

raling shape, see Fig. 6, so the pre-image T−1(Π+
0 )∩Π

+
0 is a

sequence of disjoint strips σk accumulating on W s
loc(O)∩Π

+
0 .

The positivity of the saddle value λ + γ implies that the snake
T (Π+

0 ) is large enough, so that for each k the image T (σk)
intersects σk and T acts as the Smale horseshoe map on σk.
Moreover, T (σk) intersects other strips too. As Shilnikov
proved16, this creates an infinite Markov chain whose struc-
ture is controlled by the value of ρ = λ/γ . The latter result
became a model for the theory of homoclinic tangencies. It
also directly implies the sensitive parameter dependence of the
fine structure of the Shilnikov chaos, which, in fact, results in
the utmost complexity of its dynamics and bifurcations (see
Section IV).

The stunning discovery of chaos near a homoclinic to a
saddle-focus was a defining moment in Shilnikov’s scien-
tific career and the starting point of his life-long quest for
homoclinic structures underlying the many faces of dynam-
ical chaos. His works gained a recognition in the West af-
ter a series of papers by Arneodo, Coullet, and Tresser19–21

who emphasized the importance of the Shilnikov homoclinic
loop for the chaos theory. Starting with late 70s, the spiral
chaos – strange attractors due to the Shilnikov saddle-focus
– keeps been discovered as the most prominent dynamical
regime in various models from hydrodynamics, electronics,
optics, astrophysics, chemistry, biology, mechanics, neuro-
science, etc.22,23.

FIG. 7. Formation of the Shilnikov whirlpool near a saddle-focus
equilibrium O with the two-dimensional unstable manifold W u pre-
cedes the homoclinic bifurcation.

This explosive development got Shilnikov by surprise: why
the spiral chaos occurs in so many diverse models, regardless
of their nature? As an answer, he proposed a universal sce-
nario of spiral chaos formation24 along the following lines.
It is common that the system, at some parameter values, op-
erates at a stationary regime (a globally stable equilibrium),
but a change in parameters makes the dynamics chaotic. The
transition to chaos requires the loss of stability of the equilib-
rium state, and this usually happens via the Andronov-Hopf
bifurcation where a pair of complex-conjugate eigenvalues of
the linearized system crosses the imaginary axis. Shilnikov
emphasized that the equilibrium becomes a saddle-focus af-
ter this bifurcation. As parameters change further, the two-
dimensional unstable manifold of the saddle-focus can form
the so-called Shilnikov whirlpool, see Fig. 7, which bounds
the basin of an attractor. After that, homoclinic loops can form
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that give rise to the spiral chaos24.
In the same paper24 Shilnikov described several realizations

of this scenario: “safe”, related to a period-doubling cascade
or to a torus breakdown, and also “dangerous” ones, where
the spiral chaos emerges immediately after the subcritical
Andronov-Hopf bifurcations. He proposed several geometric
models for them, and detailed phenomenological principles of
the onset of other types of chaotic attractors, as was further de-
veloped in25,26. In an unpublished manuscript, he built a the-
ory of the emergence of hyperbolic attractors through saddle-
focus homoclinic bifurcations.

III. HOMOCLINIC CHAOS

One of the most fundamental statements of the theory of
dynamical chaos concerning the dynamics near a Poincaré ho-
moclinic orbit. This is an orbit which tends to the same saddle
periodic orbit both in forward and backward time, i.e., it be-
longs to the intersections of the stable and unstable invariant
manifolds W s and W u of the periodic orbit. A homoclinic or-
bit Γ0 is called transverse when W s and W u cross transversely
at the points of Γ0, see Fig. 8a.

The possibility of the existence of transverse homoclinic or-
bits was established by H. Poincaré in 188927. This moment
is universally accepted as the beginning of dynamical chaos
history. Poincaré was awestruck by the complexity of the ho-
moclinic tangles (see Fig. 8a) and stressed a special role of
the transverse homoclinic as the universal mechanism of non-
integrability. However a more or less detailed picture of the
orbit behavior near the Poincaré homoclinic had remained un-
known until mid 60s (the only partial result was obtained by
D. Birkhoff in 1934 who showed the existence of infinitely
many periodic orbits for the special case where the map is
two-dimensional and area-preserving28).

In 1965, S. Smale29 established the existence of a nontrivial
hyperbolic set (the Smale horseshoe) near the transverse ho-
moclinic (Fig. 8b). In 1967, Shilnikov closed the problem by
providing a complete description of the structure of the set N
of orbits entirely lying in a small neighborhood of a transverse
Poincaré homoclinic orbit. He proved13 that

• the set N is hyperbolic and is in one-to-one correspon-
dence with the set of infinite sequences of two symbols
(see Fig. 8c).

We stress that Shilnikov was the first to pose and solve the
problem of a complete description of the dynamics near a
transverse homoclinic orbit, thus demystifying the Poincare
homoclinic tangles. He himself considered this result as
fundamentally important and never tired of re-emphasizing
that the Poincaré homoclinic orbit is “an elementary building
block” of chaos, see his survey30.

One should also note that Smale’s proof of the existence
of the horseshoe was only done for a model case where the
system near the saddle is assumed to be linear. However, this
assumption cannot always be justified, e.g., it is not true for
resonant saddles. Shilnikov’s approach was free of this draw-
back.

FIG. 8. (a) Poincaré homoclinic tangles. (b) Smale horseshoe due to a trans-
verse homoclinic intersection. (c) The Shilnikov method allows to account
for all orbits in a small neighborhood (the orange boxes) of the transverse ho-
moclinic orbit Γ0. Each of these orbits is uniquely coded by a sequence of 0s
and 1s: the symbol “0” corresponds to an iteration in a small neighborhood of
the periodic orbit and “1” corresponds to an excursion along the homoclinic.

To get rid of the linearization assumption, he had to over-
come significant technical difficulties. Shilnikov had created
a new mathematical technique for constructing solutions near
saddle equilibrium states and periodic orbits, using the so-
called “method of boundary value problem” (this method is
described in detail in his original papers13,31 and book32).
He systematically applied this powerful method to the anal-
ysis of various homoclinic phenomena. He described ho-
moclinic structures associated with invariant tori33 and, to-
gether with L.M. Lerman, the dynamics near homoclinic or-
bits in infinitely-dimensional34 and general non-autonomous
systems35. These works were far ahead of their time. We re-
fer the reader to the recently published collection of selected
Shilnikov’s papers36.

After these breakthrough results Shilnikov launched a new
research program of the systematic study of plausible scenar-
ios of transition to chaos. Since the early 70s, a vastly grow-
ing team of students and like-minded colleagues started get-
ting centered around L.P. Shilnikov. His first students were
N.K. Gavrilov, V.S. Afraimovich, L.M. Lerman, A.D. Mo-
rozov, V.Z. Grines, L.A. Belyakov, and V.V. Bykov, who
themselves later became the world-known researchers. With
time, the teams were further extended with V.I. Lukyanov,
Ya.L. Umanskii, N.V. Roschin, A.N. Bautin, S.V. Gonchenko,
M.I. Malkin, I.M. Ovsyannikov, A.L. Shilnikov, V.S. Bi-
ragov, D.V. Turaev, M.V. Shashkov, O.V. Stenkin, I.V. Be-
lykh, V.S. Gonchenko, and others, all from Nizhny Novgorod.
The rapidly growing activity of the Shilnikov scientific school
ultimately led to the creation of a new branch in dynamical
systems theory – the theory of global bifurcations of high-
dimensional systems.

The key challenge of this new theory was to identify and
investigate the typical scenarios of the emergence of Poincare
homoclinic orbits and, hence, chaotic dynamics. We have al-
ready discussed the transition to spiral chaos in Section II. Be-
low, we review the following major scenarios where Shilnikov
made decisive contributions:

1. transition to chaos via a homoclinic tangency (a non-
transverse Poincaré homoclinic orbit, see Section IV);

2. the breakdown of an invariant torus (transition from
quasi-periodic motions to chaos, see Section V);
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FIG. 9. Various types of homoclinic tangencies in 2D diffeomor-
phisms.

3. the onset of the Lorenz attractor (see Section VI).

IV. HOMOCLINIC TANGENCIES

It is well-known that the main property of chaotic dynam-
ics is its structural instability (non-hyperbolicity): a typical
chaotic system usually changes its behavior with arbitrarily
small changes of parameters. A homoclinic tangency (a non-
transverse intersection of invariant manifolds of a saddle peri-
odic orbit) is a primary object in the theory of nonhyperbolic
chaotic systems, see the book37.

The systematic study of homoclinic tangencies was started
by N.K. Gavrilov and L.P. Shilnikov in two papers38,39. First
of all, they classified different types of quadratic homoclinic
tangencies and described the structure of non-uniformly hy-
perbolic sets entirely lying in a small neighborhood of the or-
bit of a homoclinic tangency. They also studied main bifurca-
tions accompanying the splitting of the tangency in a generic
one-parameter family and discovered that stable periodic or-
bits, coexisting with hyperbolic sets, can emerge at these bi-
furcations.

Let us illustrate the Gavrilov-Shilnikov results for the case
of two-dimensional diffeomorphisms. Let a saddle fixed point
O have multipliers λ , γ , such that 0 < |λ | < 1 < |γ| and
σ ≡ |λγ| < 1. Let there exist a homoclinic orbit Γ0 asso-
ciated with a quadratic tangency of the stable and unstable
manifolds W s(O) and W u(O). To be specific, assume λ > 0,
γ > 0 (the cases with λ and/or γ negative were also considered
in Refs.38,39). Then, there are 4 different types of homoclinic
tangencies, see Fig. 9.

Systems with homoclinic tangencies from below
(Figs. 9a,b) belong to the first class. In this case, Gavrilov and
Shilnikov proved that the set N0 of all orbits that lie entirely
in a small neighborhood U of O∪Γ0 is trivial: N0 = {O,Γ0}.
They also showed that

• systems with homoclinic tangencies of the first class
can form the boundary between the systems with sim-
ple dynamics (the Morse-Smale systems) and systems
with chaotic dynamics.

Thus, bifurcations of homoclinic tangencies of the first class
(along with the bifurcation of a saddle-saddle with several ho-
moclinic loops11) became the very first examples of what is
known today as the homoclinic Ω-explosion, when chaos (due

to transverse homoclinics) emerge instantaneously, see more
in Refs.40–43.

In this connection, we also mention the review44 by
Shilnikov, where he described key bifurcations that make
Morse-Smale systems transition to chaos. One type of these
bifurcations corresponds to an Ω-explosion, as described
above; saddle-node bifurcations that lead to the destruction
of a two-dimensional invariant torus45,46 are another exam-
ple of the Ω-explosion, see Section V. L.P. Shilnikov also de-
scribed boundaries of the second kind that could be reached
only through an infinite sequence (cascade) of bifurcations –
for example, he mentioned the period-doubling cascade that
became famous after the work of M. Feigenbaum47.

Systems with homoclinic tangencies from above
(Figs. 9c,d) belong either to the second or to the third
class. A homoclinic tangency of the second class is shown in
Fig. 9c. In this case, Gavrilov and Shilnikov gave a complete
description of N0: it is a nontrivial non-uniformly hyperbolic
set in one-to-one correspondence with the Bernoulli shift
on three symbols 0,1,2 where the two homoclinic orbits
(...,0, ...,0,1,0, ...0, ...) and (...,0, ...,0,2,0, ...0, ...) are glued
together. They also showed that

• systems with homoclinic tangencies of the second class
can form a boundary of the set of structurally stable sys-
tems with nontrivial uniformly-hyperbolic dynamics.

The partition of quadratic homoclinic tangencies into
classes was of great importance for the formation of the bi-
furcation theory of chaotic dynamical systems. Depending on
the tangency class, the global phase space transformations as-
sociated with the splitting of the tangency can lead to a drastic
change in the system behavior – from regular to chaotic, or
from structurally stable to non-hyperbolic.

The tangency shown in Fig. 9d is of the third class. Here,
the set N0 has a much more complicated structure than in the
previous two cases. Gavrilov and Shilnikov described a large
hyperbolic subset of N0 and showed that

• the structure of the set N0 depends essentially on the
value of

θ =− ln |λ |
ln |γ|

,

and, as a consequence, bifurcations of periodic orbits
happen densely in the set of systems with homoclinic
tangencies of the third class, see also Refs.48,49.

It was later shown by S.V. Gonchenko and
L.P. Shilnikov50–52 that the Gavrilov-Shilnikov parame-
ter θ is an invariant (“modulus”) of the Ω-equivalence
(the topological equivalence on the non-wandering set) for
systems with homoclinic tangencies of the third class (for
other classes, θ is not an Ω-modulus but, as follows from
the results of J. Palis on heteroclinic tangencies53, it is an
invariant of topological equivalence). The further research
revealed

• the existence of infinitely many independent Ω-moduli
for tangencies of the third class54–56.
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Informally, this means that one needs infinitely many in-
dependent parameters to describe the dynamics of any given
system with a homoclinic tangency of the third class. There-
fore, for any finite-parameters family of systems which has
a homoclinic tangency at some parameter value, a complete
description of the dynamics and bifurcations is not possible!

Another fundamental discovery in this theory was the para-
doxical, at first glance, fact37,54,55 that bifurcations of any sys-
tem with a quadratic homoclinic tangency create homoclinic
tangencies of arbitrarily high orders. This means that the tra-
ditional logic of cancelling the degeneracy of a bifurcation by
means of unfolding it within a parametric family of general
position that depends on a sufficient (finite) number of param-
eters is not applicable to the study of non-hyperbolic chaos.

The following is a direct quote from L.P. Shilnikov30,57:

• This discouraging result is even more important due to
the denseness of the systems with homoclinic tangen-
cies of the third class in the Newhouse regions, that is
we have the whole regions in the space of smooth dy-
namical systems for which a complete description of dy-
namics ... can never be achieved. When we realized all
this, I remembered the words of E.A. Leontovich con-
cerning the discovery of chaos near a homoclinic loop
to a saddle-focus: It just cannot be!

In his report on the memoir of Poincaré, K. Weierstrass
wrote that the results of that paper eliminate many illu-
sions of the theory of Hamiltonian systems. In essence,
this was the starting point for the development of now
qualitative methods which represent the essence of non-
linear dynamics. Today we see that the illusion of the
possibility of a complete qualitative analysis of dynam-
ical systems should also be abandoned. And in both
cases, the cause of the crisis were Poincaré homoclinic
curves.

Since a complete description of non-hyperbolic chaos is be-
yond reach, one should concentrate on its most interesting
properties. Such most general property is the coexistence of
periodic orbits of different stability types. This fact, the emer-
gence of the so-called “windows of stability” within chaos,
is well known to anyone who performed numerical experi-
ments with systems with strange attractors. The very first re-
sult about this belongs to Gavrilov and Shilnikov39:

• in the case σ < 1, for a generic one-parameter unfold-
ing Xµ of a two-dimensional map with a quadratic ho-
moclinic tangency, there exists a converging to µ = 0
infinite sequence of non-intersecting intervals δk of the
values of the parameter µ , such that Xµ has a stable or-
bit of period-k.

A few years later, S. Newhouse showed58,59 that there are
open regions in the space of dynamical systems where sys-
tems with homoclinic tangencies are dense and a generic sys-
tem from the Newhouse region with σ < 1 has infinitely many
stable periodic orbits whose closure contains a non-trivial hy-
perbolic set.

Shilnikov knew well that the bifurcation of a homoclinic
tangency is the most fundamental among bifurcations of

chaotic systems. Therefore, the coexistence of hyperbolic sets
with stable periodic orbits of sufficiently long periods is al-
most unavoidable for non-hyperbolic chaos. This, along with
the work on the Lorenz model60–62, led him to the concept of
a quasiattractor63, which we discuss in some detail in Section
VI.

Here, we would like to attract attention to another theory
rooted in this research. Replacing σ < 1 condition by σ > 1
for a two-dimensional diffeomorphism f is equivalent to re-
placing f by its inverse, f−1. Therefore, Gavrilov-Shilnikov’s
result on periodic sinks near a homoclinic tangency trans-
forms to the problem on the existence of periodic sources
(unstable periodic orbits with all multipliers larger than 1
in the absolute value). As discovered by S.V. Gonchenko,
L.P. Shilnikov and D.V. Turaev64, there exist open regions in
the space of two-dimensional diffeomorphisms, the so-called
absolute Newhouse regions, where systems with homoclinic
tangencies are dense with both σ < 1 and σ > 1. This implies
that

• a generic diffeomorphism from an absolute Newhouse
region has infinitely many periodic sinks, sources and
saddles, and the closure of the set of sinks has a non-
empty intersection (which contains a non-trivial hyper-
bolic set) with the closure of the set of sources.

The intervals of parameter values which belong to the ab-
solute Newhouse regions exist64 in any generic one-parameter
unfolding of a two-dimensional diffeomorphism with a non-
transverse heteroclinic cycle which contains at least one sad-
dle periodic orbit with the Jacobian (of the return map) greater
than 1 and one saddle periodic orbit with the Jacobian less
than 1, see Fig. 10a. Therefore, a non-hyperbolic chaotic
map can fall into the absolute Newhouse domain whenever
there are regions where the map expands areas and the re-
gions where the map contracts areas and these regions are not
dynamically separated.

Such situation is, in fact, quite common for reversible maps
and for maps on closed surfaces. There are several competing
definitions of what is “an attractor of a dynamical system”.
However, in any such definition, the attractor must contain all
periodic sinks. Similarly, all periodic sources must belong to
the repeller. Thus64,

• for systems from the absolute Newhouse domain the at-
tractor and the repeller are inseparable in a persistent
way.

For generalizations, e.g. to higher dimensions, see
Refs.65–69. Importantly, the robust intersection of the numer-
ically observed attractor and repeller has been detected for
many examples70–78. This phenomenon was called mixed dy-
namics in Ref.66 and can, in addition to the classical conser-
vative and dissipative chaos, be considered as a new type of
chaotic dynamics79.
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FIG. 10. (a) A sketch of a 2D diffeomorphism f0 with a non-transverse het-
eroclinic cycle containing two saddle fixed points O1 and O2 and two hetero-
clinic orbits Γ12 and Γ21 such that 0 < J(O1)< 1 < J(O2), and W u(O1) and
W s(O2) intersect transversely at the points of the orbit Γ12, while W u(O2)

and W s(O1) have a quadratic tangency at the points of the orbit Γ21. (b)
Celtic stone model70 produces the mixed dynamics: an attractor (red points)
co-existing with a repeller (blue points) – their intersection makes the picture
to appear purple.

V. MATHEMATICAL THEORY OF SYNCHRONIZATION,
AND CHAOS THROUGH TORUS-BREAKDOWN

The classical theory of synchronization studies the effect
of an external periodic forcing on a self-oscillatory system or
the interaction of two self-oscillating systems. The goal of the
theory is to identify synchronization regions in the parameter
space corresponding to the existence of asymptotically stable
periodic orbits and to to describe dynamical phenomena oc-
curring on synchronization boundaries.

The interest in this problem was originally motivated by ap-
plications, starting with the experimental studies by B. Van
der Pol and J. Van der Mark80, and by theoretical works
by A.A. Andronov and A.A. Vitt81. Mathematical mod-
els that appear in synchronization problems are multidimen-
sional, and can exhibit nontrivial dynamics and chaos, as
was, for the first time, discovered by M.L. Cartwright and
J.E. Littlewood82–84. Modern mathematical theory of syn-
chronization started off in the fundamental works by V.S.
Afraimovich and L.P. Shilnikov45,46,63,85 who proposed and
developed new universal mechanisms of transitions from syn-
chronized states to chaos. Prior to their work, it was mostly
believed that the exit out of the synchronization region should
necessarily lead to a quasi-periodic regime, i.e., to the appear-
ance of a smooth two-dimensional invariant torus (by analogy
with systems in a plane, where the disappearance of a homo-
clinic saddle-node results in the emergence of a stable limit
cycle). Their papers destroyed the dogma by showing that the
resonant torus could be non-smooth, and its breakdown could
result in the onset of a chaotic invariant set45,46,63,85.

When a dissipative self-oscillatory system is perturbed by
an external signal of a small amplitude, then the initial limit
cycle transforms into a two-dimensional asymptotically sta-
ble, smooth invariant torus τ in the extended phase space. The
behavior of orbits on the torus can be studied using a two-
parameter family Tµω of Poincaré maps of some cross-section
S transverse to the torus. Here, parameters µ and ω are the
amplitude and frequency of the external forcing, respectively.

The structure of the bifurcation set of the map Tµω for small
µ is the following86,87: for each rational p/q, there is the point
(ω = p/q, µ = 0) on the µ-axis, which is a tip of the synchro-
nization region Ap/q in the (ω, µ)-parameter plane, as shown
in Fig. 11; it is also called the Arnold tongue. For sufficiently
small µ (µ < µ∗ in Fig. 11), different synchronization regions
do not intersect, and for (µ,ω) ∈ Ap/q the diffeomorphism
Tµω has a rational rotation number p/q. Thus, at least two pe-
riodic orbits exist on the invariant torus τ . For simplicity, let
there be exactly two such orbits. In the intersection with the
cross-section S, they correspond to a pair of period q orbits on
the invariant curve lµ = τ ∩S – one stable (Ps) and one saddle
(Pu). The boundaries of the region Ap/q consist of two bifur-
cation curves L+1

p/q and L+2
p/q which correspond to the existence

of a saddle-node orbit of period q, formed as a result of the
merger of Ps and Pu, see Fig. 11.
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FIG. 11. Synchronization regions in the (ω,µ)-parameter plane.

To explain the Afraimovich-Shilnikov’s discovery, we il-
lustrate an evolution of the resonant circle lµ in Fig. 12 (for
simplicity, we depict Ps and Pu as fixed points). Note that the
invariant curve lµ is the closure of the unstable manifold of
Pu, i.e., lµ =W u(Pu).

For small µ , the curve lµ is smooth: both the unstable sep-
aratrices of Pu enter Ps smoothly, see Fig. 12(a1). However, as
µ increases, the separatrices of Pu can begin to oscillate and
enter Ps non-smoothly, as shown in Fig. 12(b1). On the bound-
ary of the synchronization region, the points Ps and Pu merge
into a saddle-node O. If the invariant curve lµ is smooth at
this moment, see Fig. 12(a2), the disappearance of the saddle-
node does not break the invariant curve and dynamics remain
quasi-periodic or periodic. However, if the unstable manifold
of O returns to it in a non-smooth way, see Fig. 12(b2), then
the exit from the synchronization region, can be accompanied
by the emergence of chaotic dynamics. This is the main dis-
covery of the pioneering works45,46,85, along with the very fact
that the resonant torus can be non-smooth.

If the non-smoothness is strong enough, i.e., the so-called
“big loop condition” is satisfied24,45,85,88, then chaos exists for
all parameter values near the boundary outward of the syn-
chronization region. When the non-smoothness is “small”
and the big loop condition is not fulfilled, then intervals with
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FIG. 12. The behavior of the unstable invariant manifold W u of the
saddle point Pu is shown in the figures in the upper row; the manifold
W u(O) for the saddle-node O is shown in the figures in the lower row.
Parameter values are chosen from the corresponding regions in the
bifurcation diagram of Fig. 11; e.g., the upper row corresponds to the
inside of the synchronization region and the lower row corresponds
to its boundary.

L

W u(L)

S

FIG. 13. Illustration to the mechanism of the blue-sky catastrophe,
from Ref.32. The squeezing unstable manifold W u(L) returns to the
saddle-node periodic orbit L from its node region so that the circles
of its intersection with the cross-section S shrink more and more with
each subsequent iteration.

chaotic and simple dynamics can alternate as the synchroniza-
tion boundary is crossed over89,90.

Another related bifurcation, where the unstable manifold
of a saddle-node has a transverse intersection with its strongly
stable manifold, Fig. 12(d2), was studied by V.I. Lukyanov
and L.P. Shilnikov91. This paper provided a theoretical
foundation for the phenomenon of the alternation of reg-
ular and chaotic oscillations, which was later called the
intermittency92.

In the following papers14,93, L.P. Shilnikov and D.V. Turaev
presented a new type of homoclinic saddle-node bifurcations
known as the “blue sky catastrophe”, which is illustrated in
Fig. 13. This bifurcation produces a stable periodic orbit of
an unbounded length. This was an example of a new stability
boundary for periodic orbits, which was significantly differ-
ent from the other eight known ones32,94,95. Most probably,
there are no more such boundaries of codimension-1, so the

discovery of the blue-sky catastrophe completed the classical
problem of the stability boundaries for periodic regimes. It
was also shown96, that blue sky catastrophes offer new sce-
narios of the transition to chaos, e.g. some of them can lead to
an instant formation of nontrivial hyperbolic attractors.

In further works, it was established that the blue sky catas-
trophe is a natural phenomenon in slow-fast systems97, espe-
cially in those related to neuronal models98–100. This bifur-
cation is responsible for the transition from a regime of fast
oscillations to the so-called bursting regimes, when a series of
fast oscillations (bursts) follow one after another, alternated
after slow quiescent transients101,102, as illustrated in Fig. 14.
It is also interesting that the homoclinic saddle-node bifurca-
tion considered by Lukyanov and Shilnikov91 turned out to
be typical for many models of neurons, where it gives rise
to complex bursting dynamics, as well as to the coexistence
of fast spike and slow burst activity103,104. The Afraimovich-
Shilnikov torus bifurcations leading to complex dynamic ac-
tivity have, too, happened to be universal phenomena for var-
ious low- and high-order models of neurons, see Refs.105,106

FIG. 14. Shown in the dark blue color is the long bursting orbit
transitioning from spiking activity through blue sky catastrophe in
the 3D phase space of the neural model as soon as the saddle-node
limit cycle (in light blue) vanishes in the slow-motion manifold MLC;
from Refs.103,104.

VI. LORENZ ATTRACTOR AND BEYOND

In the late 70s, deterministic chaos became a hot topic in
nonlinear science. The question of to what degree the chaos
discovered by mathematicians is relevant to natural sciences
was widely discussed, and L.P. Shilnikov took an active part
in the conversation24,44,107–110.

The turning point – the de-facto proof that dynamical chaos
is a fundamentally natural phenomenon – was the discovery of
a strange attractor in the Lorenz system111. By that time, the
only chaotic attractors known in the theory of dynamical sys-
tems were abstract examples of hyperbolic strange attractors.
However, as these were not observed in applications, nonlin-
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FIG. 15. (a) Return map T generated by trajectories of the
Afraimovich-Bykov-Shilnikov geometric model. The map T has a
discontinuity line associated with the stable manifold of the saddle
equilibrium O. It maps the cross-section Π into a pair of triangles.
(b) The strong-stable invariant foliation on Π due to horizontal ex-
pansion and vertical contraction.

ear scientists treated them merely as purely mathematical con-
structs. Once he learned about the Lorenz’s work, Shilnikov
realized right away the importance of the Lorenz model and
that its study should lead to a new view on multidimensional
dynamics. It was clear to Shilnikov that in his previous re-
search on homoclinic bifurcations he already created all nec-
essary machinery for studying Lorenz-type systems. He com-
missioned V.S. Afraimovich and V.V. Bykov to start the team
work on the Lorenz attractor that resulted in a remarkable se-
ries of deep and influential publications.

To rigorously study chaos in the Lorenz model, they in-
troduced the so-called geometric model – a two-dimensional
piecewise smooth map whose derivatives satisfy certain spe-
cific inequalities. This is the Poincaré map on a cross-section
Π that intersects the stable manifold of a saddle equilib-
rium state O; the map is discontinuous at the intersection
line Π0, see Fig. 15. Near the intersection line, the con-
ditions on the derivatives are the same as for the Poincare
map near a homoclinic loop to a saddle with positive saddle
value and non-zero separatrix value9, see Section I. Globally,
these conditions have a form similar to the “annulus prin-
ciple” proposed in L.P. Shilnikov’s earlier papers45,46 with
V.S. Afraimovich (on the breakdown of invariant tori, see Sec-
tion V). In essence, these are hyperbolicity conditions – they
express the contraction in the direction parallel to the dis-
continuity line Π0 and expansion in the transverse direction.
Importantly, the Afraimovich-Bykov-Shilnikov hyperbolicity
conditions are explicitly verifiable. They were, first, numeri-
cally checked for the Lorenz model (at one value of parame-
ters) by Ya.G. Sinai and E.B. Vul112 as well as by V. Bykov
and A.L. Shilnikov113 who determined computationally the
region of the existence of the Lorenz attractor. At the classical
Lorenz parameters (σ = 10, b = 8/3, r = 28) the hyperbolic-
ity conditions were verified by W. Tucker114 who used interval
arithmetics to evaluate the numerical precision rigorously.

Using the geometric model, Afraimovich, Bykov and
Shilnikov obtained a detailed description of the structure of
the Lorenz attractor (see e.g. Theorems in Ref.62). They
showed that the attractor is a (singularly) hyperbolic set and

FIG. 16. (a) The “hooks” at the tips of T (Π+) and T (Π−) lead to
homoclinic tangencies and, hence, to stable periodic orbits. (b) The
heteroclinic cycle connecting a saddle and two symmetric saddle-foci
(in the Shimizu-Morioka model126).

that in its neighborhood there exists a strongly contracting in-
variant foliation which makes the dynamics of the Poincare
map effectively one-dimensional (i.e., it can be described by
a piecewise expanding map of an interval115,116). They also
established that the attracting limit set consists of a two-
dimensional transitive component where saddle periodic or-
bits are dense and, when the expansion is weak, it may also
contain a one-dimensional component where the dynamics is
described by a Markov chain. The latter case corresponds to
the emergence of lacunas inside the attractor where the one-
dimensional component resides. It was also shown in Ref.62

that the Lorenz attractor is structurally unstable: the attrac-
tor itself persists but homoclinic loops of the saddle O ap-
pear and disappear as parameters vary. Key bifurcations that
lead to the formation of the Lorenz attractor, to the emergence
of lacunas, and to the destruction of the attractor were also
described60,117.

The summary60 of their findings was first published in
1977, which was followed by the detailed paper62 containing
the rigorous theory with complete proofs that came out 5 years
(!) after its submission, due to bizarre circumstances, which
had nothing to do with science. A groundbreaking survey117

of the results was prepared by L.P. Shilnikov specifically to
disseminate mathematical findings about the strange attrac-
tor and its bifurcations in the Lorenz model for the Russian-
speaking nonlinear community.

Almost simultaneously and independently, a large num-
ber of publications on the Lorenz attractor appeared in the
West118–124, see also the collection of papers125. Nevertheless,
the Afraimovich-Bykov-Shilnikov theory remains the most
complete and convenient for practical analysis of Lorenz-like
attractors in various systems.

Shilnikov was very proud of these results, and the theme
of the Lorenz attractor remained his priority until the end of
his life127–129. First and foremost, Shilnikov was interested in
finding plausible bifurcation mechanisms leading to Lorenz-
like attractors. He described a set of particular bifurcations of
homoclinic loops130 which warrant existence of the Lorenz at-
tractor for an open set of parameter values nearby, without the
need for verifying the hyperbolicity conditions of the geomet-
ric model. These criteria were subsequently used to examine
the Lorenz attractor in the Shimizu-Morioka model131–134 and
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in other systems135,136. In the following paper137 the criteria
were extended and new mechanisms of the onset of the Lorenz
attractor at local bifurcations were proposed.

The Lorenz attractor is perfectly chaotic: every orbit in it
is unstable. However, during the work on the Lorenz attractor
papers60,62 it had become clear to Shilnikov that this prop-
erty does not always hold. In the Lorenz model itself, the
change of parameters keeps the dynamics chaotic but, even-
tually, stable periodic orbits start emerging in the attractor, as
was first reported in Ref.61. Shilnikov related this to the loss of
the hyperbolicity due to the so-called “hooks” in the Poincaré
map, see Fig. 16a; the boundary in the parameter space of the
Lorenz model where the hooks are formed was later found nu-
merically in Ref. 113. It was noted in Ref.61 that the formation
of the hooks and the birth of stable periodic orbits is connected
with the emergence of a symmetric heteroclinic cycle contain-
ing the saddle O and a pair of saddle-foci, see Fig. 16b. The
study of the bifurcations of the heteroclinic cycles involving
equilibria with different dimensions of the unstable manifolds
was done by V.V. Bykov138–140 in his PhD thesis.

The fact61 that by passing the “Bykov point” the strange
attractor in the Lorenz model could loose its hyperbolicity
property and gain stable periodic orbits served as an impe-
tus for proposing the concept of a quasiattractor – an attract-
ing invariant set which, along with nontrivial hyperbolic sub-
sets, can also contain long stable periodic orbits108. These
orbits emerged (via a homoclinic tangency, see Section IV)
in almost any scenario of the development of chaos. There-
fore, Shilnikov argued that the notion of the quasiattractors
provides the most adequate mathematical description of dy-
namical chaos observed in most computational models.

The need to explore this paradigm stipulated the particu-
lar focus of many works by Shilnikov and his research group
on the study of global bifurcations that produce hyperbolic
sets accompanied by stable periodic orbits. Thus, for multi-
dimensional systems with homoclinic loops to a saddle-focus,
I.M. Ovsyannikov and L.P. Shilnikov established17,18 the con-
ditions for the appearance of stable periodic orbits near the
homoclinic loop, as well as the specific criteria for their ab-
sence (both for the system itself and any system close to it).
The latter result led, subsequently, to the discovery of wild
spiral attractors141 in systems with the dimension four and
higher. Such attractor is obtained from the Lorenz one when
the saddle at the origin is replaced with a saddle-focus. Like
the Lorenz attractor, the wild spiral attractor does not con-
tain stable periodic orbits (due to a globalized version of the
Ovsyannikov-Shilnikov criteria) and, moreover, all its orbits
are unstable and remain such for any small perturbation of the
system. Figure 17 shows the wild spiral attractor in a four-
dimensional extension of the Lorenz system142.

Homoclinic tangencies occurring in the wild spiral attractor
make a complete description of its structure and bifurcations
impossible (see Section IV). Still, the main fact – the robust
instability of every orbit in the attractor – has been established,
based on its pseudohyperbolicity property. The concept and
the theory of pseudohyperbolic strange attractors were pro-
posed and developed127,141 by L.P. Shilnikov and D.V. Turaev.

Shilnikov proposed to apply this theory to the proof

FIG. 17. (a) (x,y,z)-phase space and (b) the (x,z,w)-phase space
projections of the strange attractor in the following 4D Lorenz-like
system {ẋ = σ(y−x), ẏ = x(r−z)−y, ż = xy−bz+µy, ẇ =−bw−
µz} at σ = 10, b = 8/3, r = 25 and µ = 7; from Ref.142

of chaoticity and to the further investigation of coupled
Lorenz-like systems and periodically perturbed Lorenz-like
systems127. A particular example of pseudohyperbolic at-
tractors that appear in this setting is given by discrete Lorenz
attractors143. They look very similar to the classical Lorenz
attractor but, as the name suggests, occur in systems with dis-
crete time (i.e., diffeomorphisms). Such attractors have been
detected in a broad class of applications70,143,144. Universal
bifurcation scenarios that explain why the discrete analogues
of the Lorenz attractor are natural for diffeomorphisms in di-
mension 3 and higher are described in Ref.25.

VII. CONTENT OF THE FOCUS ISSUE

This Focus Issue contains 22 articles devoted to a variety
of topical problems in the theory of dynamical systems and
deterministic chaos.

The papers [145, 146, 147, 148] are focused on spiral
chaos.

T. Xing, K. Pusuluri and A.L. Shilnikov145 reveal an intri-
cate order of homoclinic bifurcations near the primary figure-
8 connection of the Shilnikov saddle-focus in systems with
central symmetry and reveal admissible shapes of the corre-
sponding bifurcation curves in parameter space of such sys-
tems. They illustrate their theory using a newly developed
symbolic toolbox to disclose the fine organization and self-
similarity of bifurcation unfoldings in two model symmetric
systems.

A. Gonchenko, M. Gonchenko, A. Kozlov, and
E. Samylina146 propose and investigate scenarios of the
birth of discrete homoclinic attractors in three-dimensional
non-orientable maps. These scenarios include the emergence
of discrete spiral figure-8 attractors and Shilnikov attractors.

E. Karatetskaia, A. Shykhmamedov and A. Kazakov147

study in detail discrete Shilnikov homoclinic attractors for
three-dimensional nonorientable Henon-like maps of the form
x̄ = y, ȳ = z, z̄ = Bx+Cy+Az− y2.

I. Sataev and N. Stankevich148 reveal scenarios of the
hyperchaos formation in the modified Anishchenko-Astakhov
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generator. It is shown that these scenarios include bifurcation
cascades leading to the emergence of discrete spiral Shilnikov
attractors.

The following three papers [149, 150, 151] focus on
Lorenz-like attractors.

M. Malkin and K. Safonov149 consider a two-parameter
family of Lorenz-like maps of the interval. They have found
the regions in the parameter plane where the topological en-
tropy depends monotonically on the parameters, as well as the
regions where the monotonicity is broken.

V.N. Belykh, N.V. Barabash and I.V. Belykh150 study ho-
moclinic bifurcations in a piecewise-smooth Lorenz-type sys-
tem. They analytically construct the Poincaré return map and
use it to establish the presence of sliding motions and, thereby,
rigorously characterize sliding homoclinic bifurcations that
destroy a chaotic Lorenz-type attractor.

S. Gonchenko, A. Gonchenko, A. Kazakov, and E.
Samylina151 review geometrical and dynamical properties
of discrete Lorenz-like attractors and propose new types of
discrete pseudohyperbolic attractors.

The four papers [152, 153, 154, 155] are devoted to hyper-
bolic attractors.

V. Kruglov, P. Kuptsov and I. Sataev152 provide analytical
and numerical evidence for the existence of a uniformly hy-
perbolic attractor of a Smale-Williams type in a simple self-
oscillating system with complex variables.

In the paper by P. Kuptsov and S.P. Kuznetsov153, a slowly
modulated self-oscillator system subject to a nonlinear delay
is studied. It is shown that the system operates as two coupled
hyperbolic chaotic subsystems and the transition to hyperbolic
hyperchaos can occur.

M. Barinova, V. Grines, O. Pochinka, and B. Yu154 estab-
lish the existence of energy functions for three-dimensional
diffeomorphisms with a hyperbolic attractor and a hyperbolic
repeller.

V. Grines and D. Mints155 describe restrictions on pos-
sible types of trivial and nontrivial hyperbolic basic sets of
A-diffeomorphisms of surfaces.

The following four papers [156, 157, 158, 159] discuss syn-
chronization and transition to chaos.

I. Garashchuk and D. Sinelshchikov156 study the process
of destruction of synchronous oscillations in a model of two
interacting microbubble contrast agents exposed to an external
ultrasound field.

S.A. Kashchenko157 considers the effect of two types of
unidirectional advective coupling in a ring chain of a large
number of coupled Van der Pol equations. The local near-
equilibrium dynamics are studied and the asymptotic behavior
of the solutions is described.

Y. Deng and Y. Li158 propose a simple chaotic memristor-
based circuit with an external stimulation and demonstrate its
dynamical properties.

V. Munyaev, D. Khorkin, M. Bolotov, L. Smirnov, and
G. Osipov159 investigate chains of locally coupled identical
pendulums with a constant torque. They show that chaos and

hyperchaos appear as a result of changes in the individual
properties of elements, and the properties of the entire
ensemble under consideration.

The four papers [160, 78, 161, 162] study reversible and
Hamiltonian systems and the new type of dynamical chaos –
the mixed dynamics.

D. Turaev160 gives criteria for non-conservative dynamics
in reversible maps with transverse and non-transverse homo-
clinic orbits.

A. Emelianova and V. Nekorkin78 describe the emergence
of mixed dynamics in a system of two adaptively coupled
phase oscillators under the action of a harmonic external
force. They show that the mixed dynamics prevent the forced
synchronization of the chaotic regime and, if an external force
is applied to a reversible core, its fractal dimension decreases.

L. Lerman and K. Trifonov161 study homoclinic and hete-
roclinic bifurcations in reversible Hamiltonian systems with a
saddle-center equilibrium and a saddle periodic orbit.

I. Bizyaev, S. Bolotin and I. Mamaev162 investigate the
dynamics of non-holonomic systems (the Chaplygin sleigh
and the Suslov system) with periodically varying mass
distribution.

The three papers [163, 164, 165] are devoted to systems
with simple dynamics, as well as the dynamics of foliations.

Yu. Iljashenko163 investigates the structure of the bifur-
cation diagrams of the families of vector fields in the plane.
Among other results, he constructs a countable number of
pairwise non-equivalent germs of two-parameter bifurcation
diagrams.

Ya. Bazaikin, A. Galaev and N. Zhukova165 formulate the
theory of the Cartan foliations and its relation to chaotic dy-
namics.

D. Malyshev, A. Morozov and O. Pochinka164 propose a
new approach to the classification of Morse-Smale diffeomor-
phisms on two-dimensional surfaces which allows for devel-
oping effective algorithms that can compute the topological
class of a Morse-Smale diffeomorphism in polynomial time
(as a function of the number of periodic points).
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