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We consider transitions to chaos in random dynamical systems induced by an increase of noise amplitude. We
show how the emergence of chaos (indicated by a positive Lyapunov exponent) in a logistic map with bounded
additive noise can be analyzed in the framework of conditioned random dynamics through expected escape
times and conditioned Lyapunov exponents for a compartmental model representing the competition between
contracting and expanding behavior. In contrast to the existing literature, our approach does not rely on
small noise assumptions, nor refers to deterministic paradigms. We find that the noise-induced transition to
chaos is caused by a rapid decay of the expected escape time from the contracting compartment, while all
other order parameters remain approximately constant.
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It is well-known that adding noise to a nonlinear
system with a non-chaotic attractor can cause the
attractor to become chaotic. This phenomenon
is known as noise-induced chaos. In the litera-
ture, studies of such bifurcations have focused on
asymptotic properties of order parameters near
criticality under small noise assumptions, with
reference to deterministic paradigms. We con-
sider noise-induced chaos from a novel perspec-
tive, employing concepts from the theory of con-
ditioned random dynamical systems, such as the
recently proposed conditioned Lyapunov expo-
nent, that exist independently of the strength of
the noise. In particular, we find that in a pro-
totypical random logistic map, the noise-induced
transition to chaos is caused by a noise-induced
(rapid) decrease of the average escape time from
the original attractor. This paper successfully
pilots conditioned dynamics as a mathematical
framework to study bifurcations in random sys-
tems beyond the small noise setting.

I. INTRODUCTION

Chaos theory is considered to be one of the scientific
revolutions of the 20th century, providing new paradigms
for the understanding of predictability and stability with
broad repercussions, from fundamental science to applied
engineering.

A key question in this theory addresses the mecha-
nisms through which chaos arises. In low-dimensional
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deterministic systems, various universal routes to
chaos have been identified, e.g. via period-doubling
cascades1, intermittency2, torus bifurcations3 and homo-
clinic bifurcations4.

There is recently a growing recognition of the im-
portance to study dynamics in the presence of noise,
for instance in the context of quantum mechanics5,
turbulence6 and ecology7. Such random dynamical sys-
tems display behaviors that are different from their de-
terministic counterparts.8,9 The corresponding theory,
however, remains in its early stages of development.
In particular, noise-induced transitions such as noise-
induced order10,11 (where adding noise to a determinis-
tic chaotic systems suppresses chaos) and noise-induced
chaos12 (where adding noise to a non-chaotic determin-
istic system causes chaos) have been long recognized but
remain poorly understood.13

In this paper, we study noise-induced chaos using con-
cepts from conditioned random dynamical systems, pro-
viding the first practical application of the recently in-
troduced conditioned Lyapunov exponent.14,15

Previous studies on noise-induced chaos12,13,16–20 have
primarily focused on asymptotic properties of order pa-
rameters near criticality, relying on certain insights into
long chaotic transients in deterministic systems and re-
lating escape times to fractal properties of the repeller.20

Consequently, these studies assume a perturbative small
noise setting. Nonetheless, noise-induced chaos arises
only beyond a determined finite noise strength, with
markedly different dynamics at smaller noise levels. The
interplay between noise and underlying deterministic
equations of motion lies at the heart of random dynami-
cal systems theory. While in the limit of small noise the
resulting dynamics is almost deterministic, it is beyond
this limit where truly novel dynamical phenomena, like
noise-induced chaos, emerge.

This pilot study provides motivation for further re-
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search into the development of effective compartmental
models for random dynamical systems. Despite progress
in the theory of conditioned random dynamics14,15,21,22,
further theoretical progress is necessary to gain deeper
insights. Similarly, efficient computational tools for the
analysis of concrete examples remain only in their early
stages of development.

II. RANDOM LOGISTIC MAP

As a paradigmatic prototypical model for noise-
induced chaos, we consider a logistic map with uniform
bounded additive noise:

xn+1 = f(xn) + ωn =: fωn
(xn),

ωn ∼ P := Unif(−ε, ε),
(1)

where f(x) := 3.83x(1−x) is the logistic map with growth
factor 3.83 and ε > 0 is the noise amplitude. In the ab-
sence of noise (ε = 0) almost all initial conditions in [0, 1]
are attracted to a period-3 orbit while the complement
of the domain of attraction contains a chaotic repeller.
At each iteration, ωn is chosen i.i.d. from [−ε, ε] with
uniform probability P. We refer to the semi-infinite se-
quence ω = ω0ω1 . . . as a noise realization and write
fn
ω (x0) := fωn−1

◦ . . . ◦ fω0
(x0).

Eq. (1) was considered in Ref. 23 with unbounded
Gaussian noise. In many modeling settings, bounded
noise is natural24 and unbounded noise may have un-
intended dynamical consequences. For instance, with
Gaussian unbounded noise, trajectories of Eq. (1) almost
surely tend to −∞, whereas the bounded noise version
has a bounded attractor for modest noise amplitudes. As
a result, numerical results in Ref. 23 concern empirical
statistics of finite time observations, which are transient.

Eq. (1) is known to exhibit three dynamical regimes de-
pending on the value of the noise amplitude25, ε, which
are characterized by the support of the (unique) station-
ary density, p, and the sign of the Lyapunov exponent, Λ.
Recall that the Lyapunov exponent is an indicator of a
system’s stability in the sense that it measures the expo-
nential rate of expansion (when positive) or contraction
(when negative) of the distance between forward orbits
of two infinitesimally close points26. For the random lo-
gistic map with bounded additive noise in Eq. (1), the
Lyapunov exponent is given by25:

Λ := lim
N→∞

1

N

N−1∑
n=0

ln |a(1− 2xn)|

=

∫
A

ln |a(1− 2y)|p(y)dy,

where the latter equality holds for p-almost every x0 by
Birkhoff’s ergodic theorem. Here, A = supp p is the
unique attractor of the random logistic map identified in
Ref. 27.

The limiting dynamics of this system are sketched in
FIG. 1. We briefly summarize the main features of inter-
est from Refs. 25 and 27. In the absence of noise, ε = 0,
almost all orbits converge towards a period three attrac-
tor. If noise is small, ε < εD ≈ 0.000251, this attracting
cycle fattens into a random periodic attractor A, consist-
ing of three disjoint intervals that are cyclically permuted
by the dynamics. Orbits in this attractor uniformly con-
verge to each other if and only if they start in the same
interval.
As the noise level ε increases, at εD, a topological bi-

furcation merges these three intervals into one connected
attractor, after which any two orbits in this attractor
almost surely converge to a single random point attrac-
tor. This topological bifurcation is naturally viewed from
a set-valued perspective28 and associated with a saddle-
node bifurcation of a map with extreme noise realization,
cf. Ref. 25 in the context of Eq. (1). In this regime, noise-
induced synchronization (in the sense of almost sure con-
vergence of trajectories) is ensured29 by the negativity
of the Lyapunov exponent Λ although the convergence
to the random fixed point is no longer uniform.30 At
ε = εL ≈ 0.00146, the Lyapunov exponent becomes pos-
itive and the random point attractor bifurcates into a
random chaotic attractor.
Following Ref. 25, we refer to the three corresponding

dynamical regimes as phase I (ε < εD), phase II (εD <
ε < εL) and phase III (εL < ε).
In this paper we focus on the transition from (non-

uniform) synchronization in phase II (εD < ε < εL) to
chaos in phase III (εL < ε). To reveal the mechanism
driving this transition, we consider the two-point motion
of pairs of initial conditions (x0, y0) under the random
dynamics with identical noise realization:

xn+1 = axn(1− xn) + ωn,
yn+1 = ayn(1− yn) + ωn.

To track the relative exponential expansion and contrac-
tion we introduce the coordinates

un := ln |xn − yn| and vn :=
xn + yn

2
,

in terms of which we rewrite the two-point motion as

un+1 = un + ln |a(1− 2vn)|,
vn+1 = avn(1− vn) + ωn − a

4
exp(2un).

The benefit of this change of coordinates is two-fold.
First, it allows for accurate computation of fluctuations
of the distance between two trajectories close to syn-
chronization. Secondly, exponential growth or decay of
the distance between two orbits manifests itself as linear
growth or decay of un.
In FIG. 2 we illustrate the typical evolution of un for

a pair of close initial conditions and for three represen-
tative values of ε: one in phase II (εD < ε < εL,Λ < 0),
one at the transition point (ε = εL,Λ = 0), and one
in phase III (ε > εL,Λ > 0). On each time series,
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FIG. 1. On the left, bifurcation diagram for the deterministic logistic map xn+1 = axn(1 − xn), with a ∈ [3.6, 4]. The value
a = 3.83 shows to be inside the three periodic window, where almost all orbits converge towards a three periodic orbit. On
the right, bifurcation diagram for the random logistic map xn+1 = 3.83xn(1− xn) + ωn, together with the system’s Lyapunov
exponent, Λ, with ωn ∼ Unif(−ε, ε) and ε ∈ [0, 0.0025]. The three phases are separated by two dashed vertical lines at the
bifurcation points εD and εL.
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FIG. 2. Time series evolution of un for an initial condi-
tion (x0, y0) of the two-point motion for phase II (εD < ε =
0.00125 < εL,Λ < 0), at the transition point (ε = 0.00146 ≃
εL,Λ = 0), and phase III (εL < ε = 0.00175,Λ > 0).

characteristic bursts stand out as finite-time trajecto-
ries where un grows or decays linearly for relatively long
time intervals, representing desynchronising and synchro-
nizing excursions, respectively. Moreover, we observe in
each time-series that desynchronising bursts have simi-
lar growth rates and, likewise, desynchronising ones have
similar decay rates.

III. A CONDITIONED RANDOM DYNAMICS
PERSPECTIVE

We view the noise-induced transition to chaos as char-
acterized by the change of sign of the Lyapunov expo-
nent due to a competition between stable and unsta-
ble regimes. This leads us to propose a compartmen-
tal model, partitioning the attractor A into two regions,
Mexp and Mcont, with predominantly expanding and con-
tracting dynamics, respectively. Each compartment is
characterized by its own expected escape time, τexp and
τcont, as well as its effective exponential rate of expan-
sion and contraction, Λexp and Λcont. Thus, the overall
exponential growth rate of the model can be expressed
as the weighted average

Λ :=
τexpΛexp + τcontΛcont

τexp + τcont
. (2)

If the two-state model correctly reflects the dynamics of
the random logistic map in Eq. (1), then of course Λ ≃ Λ.
We note that a compartmental point of view towards

noise-induced chaos, and Eq. (2), were also proposed in
Ref. 19, cf. also Ref. 13. The crucial difference between
their treatment and ours is that the former relies on prop-
erties of transient dynamics in the deterministic limit.
In particular, growth rates are identified with local Lya-
punov exponents of attractors and non-attracting chaotic
sets, which are established in a heuristic way, supported
by numerical observations. Expected escape times are
related to phenomenological quasipotentials, in a pertur-
bative - small noise - setting. In contrast, in this paper
we identify the escape times and exponential growth rates
in Eq. (2) with expected escape times31 and conditioned
Lyapunov exponents14,15 from the theory of conditioned
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random dynamical systems.32,33 These are mathemati-
cally precise and do not rely on small noise assumptions,
nor refer to deterministic limits.

The theory of conditioned random dynamics concerns
the behavior of trajectories that stay within a domain M
of the state space for asymptotically long times. The cor-
responding statistics are described by the so-called quasi-
stationary density m, which is the leading eigenmode of
the conditioned transfer operator LM :33

LMm := E(m ◦ fω · 1M ◦ fω) = λMm, (3)

where the expectation E is taken with respect to the noise
realizations ω, g ◦fω is the evolution of the density under
the dynamics, 1M ◦ fω controls survival of trajectories
within M , and λM ∈ (0, 1) is the largest eigenvalue of
LM . Indeed, the conditioned time evolution of any initial
density converges - up to scalar multiple - to the quasi-
stationary density m.33

The eigenvalue λM is the so-called (asymptotic) escape
rate from M since it follows from Eq. (3) that

λM =

∫
M

P(fω(x) ∈ M)m(x)dx, (4)

i.e. λM expresses the probability that trajectories remain
in M given that their initial conditions are distributed
according to m. The associated expected escape time
from M is given by31

τM =

∞∑
n=1

n(1− λM )λn−1
M =

1

1− λM
, (5)

where (1− λM )λn−1
M is the average over m of the proba-

bility that a trajectory leaves M for the first time at the
n-th iterate.

The theory of conditioned random dynamics admits a
version of Birkhoff’s ergodic theorem involving averages
over so-called quasi-ergodic, rather than quasi-stationary,
densities.21,32,34 A probability density q is quasi-ergodic
if in the limit n → ∞, the expectation of the time average
for any observable g conditioned on survival on M equals
the expectation of g with respect to q. In particular,
the conditioned Lyapunov exponent ΛM for the random
logistic map in Eq. (1) is given by

ΛM :=

∫
M

ln |a(1− 2y)|q(y)dy.

This conditioned Lyapunov exponent represents the in-
finitesimal exponential growth rate of orbits that remain
asymptotically long within M . Like Lyapunov expo-
nents, conditioned Lyapunov exponents provide useful
dynamical insights.14

The formal relationship between the quasi-stationary
and quasi-ergodic densities is given by (see e.g. Ref. 21,
Theorem C)

q(x) =
v(x)m(x)∫

M
v(y)m(y)dy

, (6)

where v is the unique non-negative continuous eigenfunc-
tion of the adjoint operator of LM with eigenvalue λM :

λMv(x) =

∫
M

v(y)P(fω(x) ∈ dy).

In practice, quasi-stationary and quasi-ergodic distri-
butions rarely admit analytic expressions, but numer-
ical approximations of these densities can be obtained
using Ulam’s method.35–37 This entails a coarse-grained
approximation of the conditioned transfer operator on
a k-component partition of M , represented by a k × k
sub-stochastic transition matrix P, where the matrix el-
ements Pij denote the probability to evolve from the i-th
to the j-th component. The maximal eigenvalue λ of P
approximates the escape rate λM in Eq. (4) as k → ∞.
The left probability eigenvector m = (m1, . . . ,mk) of
P associated with λ approximates the quasi-stationary
density m, and the right probability eigenvector v =
(v1, . . . , vk) of P associated with λ approximates the
function v.34 Therefore, the quasi-ergodic density q of
the conditioned process in Eq. (6) is approximated by
the probability vector q = (q1, . . . , qk) with

qi =
vimi∑k

j=1 vjmj

, i = 1, . . . , k.

Returning to our two-state model, with expanding and
contracting compartments Mexp and Mcont, we propose
to approximate the escape times τexp and τcont with
the expected asymptotic escape times τMexp

and τMcont

obtained from the respective quasi-stationary densities,
cf. Eq. (5). Similarly, we approximate the rates of expan-
sion and contraction Λexp and Λcont with the respective
conditioned Lyapunov exponents. In other words,

τexp := τMexp , τcont := τMcont ,
Λexp := ΛMexp , Λcont := ΛMcont .

This choice implies the assumption that conditioned
long-term asymptotic behavior dominates the dynamics
in each compartment, neglecting short-term transients to
this asymptotic behavior.
Inspired by the three-periodic attractor of the underly-

ing deterministic logistic map, we consider the partition
of the attractor A into the following compartments:

Mexp := {x ∈ A | |(f3
ω)

′(x)| ≥ 1, ∀ω},
Mcont := {x ∈ A | ∃ω s.t. |(f3

ω)
′(x)| < 1}.

For random dynamical systems like the logistic map in
Eq. (1), and with this type of compartments (that do
not contain the support of any stationary density), it is
known21 that unique quasi-stationary and quasi-ergodic
densities exist, so all proposed expected escape times and
conditioned Lyapunov exponents are well-defined.
Importantly, the theory of conditioned random dynam-

ics applies equally to the bounded and unbounded noise
settings. In particular, this theory can in principle also
be used to give the numerical observations on transient
dynamics for the random logistic map with unbounded
Gaussian noise in Ref. 23 a rigorous mathematical foot-
ing.
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IV. NOISE-INDUCED CHAOS

The numerically obtained Lyapunov exponent Λ of the
corresponding two-state model is presented in FIG. 3 for
a range of noise amplitudes ε increasing from phase II
to phase III. For comparison, the Lyapunov exponent Λ
of the random logistic map is also depicted. We obtain
excellent qualitative and good quantitative agreement.
We discuss the reason for the slight overestimation of Λ
by Λ later in this section, but first focus on the insights
we obtain about the noise-induced transition to chaos
from the compartmental model.

0 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3 3.5 4

10
-3

-0.5
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0.2

0.3

0.4

FIG. 3. Lyapunov exponent Λ of Eq. (1) as a function of
noise amplitude obtained from the stationary density, and Λ
obtained from the quasi-stationary and quasi-ergodic densi-
ties.

Λ is calculated from the expected escape times and
conditioned Lyapunov exponents in the compartments
Mexp and Mcont, which in turn are obtained through the
quasi-stationary and quasi-ergodic densities. For illus-
tration and comparison, these densities are depicted in
FIG. 4 for Mexp and noise amplitude ε = 0.00125 (in
phase II). The function v that provides the connection
between these densities, cf. Eq. (6), is also given.

The behavior of the Lyapunov exponent as a function
of ε can be understood from the corresponding behavior
of the constituents of Λ in Eq. (2). As the noise strength
ε increases from phase II to phase III we track the con-
ditioned Lyapunov exponents Λexp and Λcont in FIG. 5,
as well as the expected escape times τexp and τcont in
FIG. 6. We observe in FIG. 5 that the growth and decay
rates of the compartmental model are almost unchanged
as a function of the noise amplitude, compared to the
Lyapunov exponent Λ. In FIG 6 we observe minor vari-
ability of τexp and fast decay of τcont. Thus, with τexp,
Λexp and Λcont effectively constant, it is the significant
decay of the expected escape time from the contracting
region τcont that drives the noise-induced transition to
chaos.

(a) quasi-stationary density, m

(b) right eigenfunction, v

(c) quasi-ergodic density, q

FIG. 4. From top to bottom, the quasi-stationary density
m, the function v and the quasi-ergodic density q, on the
expanding region Mexp for ε = 0.00125. These have been
obtained using Ulam’s method with 214 components. The
compartment Mexp has been highlighted in bold on the bot-
tom horizontal axis.
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FIG. 5. Conditioned Lyapunov exponent on the expanding
and contracting components, Λexp and Λcont, as a function of
ε. The Lyapunov exponent Λ is presented to illustrate the
role of the escape times in Eq. (2) as Λexp and Λcont remain
almost constant.

We conclude this section with a discussion of the slight
overestimation of the Lyapunov exponent Λ by Λ. This
is ultimately a consequence of the fact that the dynamics
in each component are not entirely dominated by asymp-
totic conditioned behavior. It turns out that the expected
escape time from Mcont and effective contraction rate in
this compartment are well approximated by τcont and
Λcont, respectively. The accuracy of the corresponding
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FIG. 6. Expected escape times τexp and τcont from the ex-
panding and contracting regions, respectively, as a function
of the noise strength ε. Note that the intersection of τexp and
τcont near the transition point εL is not an indicator of phase
change.

approximations by τexp and Λexp in Mexp are somewhat
less reliable when the noise amplitude is not large. First
of all, τexp is theoretically correct when the empirical
distribution in Mexp equals the quasi-stationary distri-
bution. However, the true distribution is influenced by
the way trajectories enter this region from Mcont, leading
to an overestimation of escape times by τexp. The appro-
priateness of the conditioned Lyapunov exponent Λexp

similarly relies on the closeness of the empirical distri-
bution to the quasi-stationary distribution. In addition,
it requires a sufficiently long escape time so that finite-
time conditioned Lyapunov exponents at the time-scale
of the expected escape time are close to the asymptotic
conditioned Lyapunov exponent. We have observed in
numerical experiments that, at the time scale of the ex-
pected escape time, the finite-time Lyapunov distribution
is essentially bi-modal rather than entirely concentrated
around Λexp. As the right-most peak of the bi-modal
distribution lies around Λexp, Λexp overestimates the real
effective growth rate. All in all, inaccuracies in both τexp
and Λexp lead to a slight overestimation of Λ, as observed
in FIG. 3. The quantitative aspects of the compartmen-
tal model could be improved by taking account more ac-
curately of the inhomogeneity of escape times and the
actual distribution of finite-time conditioned Lyapunov
exponents, rather than relying on asymptotic values. We
envisage this to be achievable considering higher order
corrections beyond the leading asymptotics.

V. CONCLUSION AND OUTLOOK

In this paper, we have shown how the noise-induced
transition to chaos in a random logistic map can be un-

derstood from a conditioned random dynamics point of
view. In a two-compartment model, representing the
competition between expanding and contracting behav-
ior, we have found that the bifurcation is characterized
by a fast decay of the escape time from the contracting
compartment. We conjecture this feature to be universal
in noise-induced transitions of this type, and have indeed
observed this also in other examples, such as the two-
dimensional Hénon map with bounded additive noise in
the period 7 window.38 A full treatment of such higher
dimensional examples, analogous to the random logis-
tic map, is in principle possible, but requires substan-
tially more numerical effort. Firstly, bifurcations from
phase I to phase II in such examples require more anal-
ysis from the set-valued point of view.39 Secondly, the
computation of conditioned Lyapunov exponents relies
on estimating the quasi-ergodic density in the tangent
bundle of compartments.15 Examples of noise-induced
chaos in SDEs (with unbounded noise) involve similar
challenges for the determination of conditioned Lyapunov
exponents, as chaotic dynamics in such systems can arise
only in dimension two or higher.40 We intend to report
on higher dimensional examples in forthcoming publica-
tions.

Long transients near deterministic repellers have been
previously proposed as an essential ingredient for noise-
induced chaos in the small noise regime.13,20 However,
from our case study it transpires that small noise is not
essential, nor sufficient, to explain noise-induced chaos.
Indeed, while “stickiness” of the repelling region may well
be related to its deterministic limit, crucially, noise needs
to be sufficiently large in order to facilitate expedient
escape from the attracting region, enabling the transition
from negative to positive Lyapunov exponent. Moreover,
we have observed noise-induced chaos to arise also in the
random logistic map Eq. (1) with noise amplitude ε =
0.074 and parameter value a = 3.4 (between the first and
second period-doubling bifurcation in the deterministic
logistic map, where there are no chaotic transients).

Conditioned random dynamics is also useful to elu-
cidate the understanding of chaotic transients in deter-
ministic systems by considering the zero noise limit.41

Indeed, the quasi-ergodic measures that underlie condi-
tioned Lyapunov exponents are reminiscent of the “nat-
ural measures” on repellers introduced in Ref. 17 (see
Fig. 4 therein), which have been effectively used to de-
fine and compute local Lyapunov exponents13,19. While
quasi-ergodic measures in random systems have a solid
mathematical foundation21,32,34, in the context of long
chaotic transients, natural measures on repellers are de-
fined with reference to numerical explorations.13,17 It
turns out41 that quasi-ergodic measures near random hy-
perbolic repellers converge to such natural invariant mea-
sures in the zero noise limit, and closely relate to invari-
ant measures for deterministic dynamical systems with
holes.42
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