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Abstract

An interesting feature of the brain is its ability to respond to disparate
sensory signals from the environment in unique ways depending on the
environmental context or current brain state. In dynamical systems, this
is an example of multi-stability, the ability to switch between multiple
stable states corresponding to specific patterns of brain activity/con-
nectivity. In this article, we describe chimera states, which are patterns
consisting of mixed synchrony and incoherence, in a brain-inspired
dynamical systems model composed of a network with weak individ-
ual interactions and chaotic/periodic local dynamics. We illustrate the
mechanism using synthetic time series interacting on a realistic anatom-
ical brain network derived from human diffusion tensor imaging (DTI).
We introduce the so-called Vector Pattern State (VPS) as an efficient
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way of identifying chimera states and mapping basin structures. Cluster-
ing similar VPSs for different initial conditions, we show that coexisting
attractors of such states reveal intricately “mingled” fractal basin bound-
aries that are immediately reachable. This could explain the nimble
brain’s ability to rapidly switch patterns between coexisting attractors.

Keywords: brain, synchronization, chimera states, cluster synchronization,
fractal, fractal basin boundary, riddled basin, complex networks, dynamical
systems

1 Introduction

It is known that the complex dynamics of the brain exhibits numerous spa-
tiotemporal patterns associated with its many capable responses to a given
stimulus, as seen in various imaging techniques. Yet, there has not been a
good theory to explain how the system is able to switch among these patterns.
Rapidly changing patterns of active brain regions, each containing different
types of interconnected neurons that have continuously changing electrochem-
ical properties and environments, only begins to touch on the complexity of
a full-scale brain model. This challenge is often countered by course-graining
the system to reduce the dimensionality and simplify the model. For instance,
instead of analyzing the brain at the neuronal level, even the observational
scale of tens of thousands of voxels containing blood oxygenation level depen-
dent (BOLD [1]) signals from functional magnetic resonance images (fMRI)
are down sampled to many fewer anatomical or functional brain regions so
that functional brain networks of smaller sizes can be analyzed [2, 3].

Experiments using fMRI and other imaging technologies reveal that the
brain exhibits a rich variety of activity patterns. While it is generally accepted
that certain brain regions are more, or less, active when specific tasks are
performed or certain sensory systems such as vision, hearing, or touch are stim-
ulated, it is the global activity patterns that are particularly of interest to us
here. An active brain region also implies active neurons, which share informa-
tion with other neurons and other brain regions. They transmit their signals
along axonal pathways via electrical events called action potentials and com-
municate with other neurons through diverse electrical and chemical synapses
[4]. Neural transmission, the process of sharing information along constrained
neuroanatomic pathways, can result in neurons exhibiting synchronous large-
scale firing patterns, for instance, the collective firing of neurons generating
cortical oscillations [5]. In order to understand how the brain processes envi-
ronmental cues to generate our experiences, thoughts, and/or emotions it
is essential that we better understand these ever-changing, i.e. dynamical
patterns of synchronous brain activity [5].

Brain activity can be described mathematically as a complex networked
dynamical system which exhibits a key property of multi-stability between
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numerous states, each associated with different patterns of synchronous activ-
ity. The burgeoning field of network neuroscience has used functional brain
connectivity [6] to identify regions of synchronous brain activity, typically
assessed using correlations, to show that various patterns of synchrony are
associated with distinct cognitive processes [7–9] or brain disorders [10, 11].
Epilepsy, for example, might be understood as a neurological disease of excess
synchrony [12]. Most of the time the brain exhibits patchy or partial synchrony,
which is a state in which a subset of nodes (or brain regions) synchronizes while
activity in other nodes is incoherent [13]. This state of partial synchrony is
often referred to as a chimera state, including cluster synchronization [14–16].
We use the term chimera state broadly to describe the presence of coexist-
ing synchronous and asynchronous (meaning disordered) patterns, and saving
ourselves the issue of modifiers to allow for various kinds of synchrony in the
definition, see details in the SI. Thus, we consider chimera states as an activ-
ity pattern where some subset of the system is synchronous and the rest may
be incoherent [17].

Chimera states have been observed in brain networks at various scales,
from small to moderate size neural networks composed of spiking neurons [17]
to brain networks from C. elegans and cats [18, 19]. More recently, researchers
have extended their investigations to analyze large-scale functional patterns
of simulated brain activity using various oscillator models interacting on DTI
structural brain networks [20–22]. Spatiotemporal activity patterns over dif-
ferent brain regions fluctuate over time during resting state, so describing
brain dynamics in terms of chimera states holds promise, particularly con-
cerning the multistability and metastability of brain activity patterns [23, 24].
The key feature of the litany of potential chimera states is that, in a healthy
brain, the different organized and disorganized activity patterns coexist with
the potential for rapid switching between various states in response to stimuli.
Mechanism for the nimble brain. It has been previously observed that the
brain is capable of relatively fast task switching and this has been suggested,
with both experimental and numerical support [25–30] to be related to the
stability of the basins of attraction involved. Yet, the dynamical mechanisms
that underpins the ability of the brain to perform such switching in a rapid
manner remain unknown. In particular, why does the basin of attraction of
a particular task appear to be quite stable when it is being performed, while
simultaneously allowing for ease of switching between tasks? In this work, we
propose a potential mechanism for the agile switching between brain activity
patterns/states, a process that supports the nimble brain. Using a perspective
of dynamical systems, the nimble brain is explained by a complex basin of
attraction for each chimera state with multiple states highly intermingled into
a fractal basin boundary. Fractal basin boundaries generally involve a large
uncertainty in the final state of a multi-stable system [31]. That is, which initial
conditions will lead to a particular final state depends on the detailed intrica-
cies of closely packed and intermingled sets associated with disparate basins of
attraction [31–35]. In particular, there is an apparently rich “intermingling” of
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these boundaries, as the present phenomenon of what is called riddled basins
[36–38], that we present in the results. This offers a potential mechanism for
agile switching between disparate but complex dynamical patterns, i.e. nimble
brain activity, because small changes in current state caused by environmental
stimuli would be enough to switch between distinct stable brain states.

An accurate model for capturing the dynamics of the whole-brain has been
elusive [24] and even if such a model existed, it would be premature to use such
a complex, high-dimensional system to map the basin structures investigated
here. Hence, we adopt a simplified model of spiking neurons on a structural
brain network generated using DTI data from a prior study [39]. Much like
prior neuroscience research modeling chimera states [20–22], we located brain-
inspired dynamical models, Hindmarsh-Rose (HR) neurons in our case, at each
node in the DTI network. As a recent research has demonstrated that when
coupled, they can exhibit chimera states under specific parameter settings [18].
Others have used models such as Wilson-Cowan oscillators [20, 22], FitzHugh-
Nagumo neurons [21], as well as Kuramoto oscilators [22]. Regardless of the
chosen neural model, this approach allows us to minimize computational com-
plexity while still providing a mechanism to emulate the essential features of
the nimble brain’s behavior. Furthermore, we assess the robustness and gen-
eral applicability of our findings by testing various individual node dynamics,
including Kuramoto oscillators and Hénon maps.

We map regions of stability of chimera states to allow us a better under-
standing of how these disparate patterns co-exist. To make it possible we
introduce a technical innovation called the Vector Pattern State (VPS) that
characterizes generalized synchronous behaviour from multivariate time series,
allowing for phase and approximate synchronization. Using the VPS technol-
ogy we are able to cluster similar states from different initial conditions and
uncover the underlying riddled basin structure of our brain model. This obser-
vation sheds light on a biologically important assertion: fine-scale topological
structure of the basins of coexisting chimera states is potentially underlies
the ability of our nimble brain to rapidly switch between various spatial
synchronization patterns.

2 Results

2.1 Neuronal model and brain regions

Our phenomenological approach is to leverage the presence of chimera states
in neuronal systems as a simplified, yet neurologically relevant, model to illus-
trate our claims regarding the topological fractal basin boundaries in the brain
model dynamics. First, we illustrate the concept of how the brain could switch
between disparate pattern states with a semi-synthetic complex coupled sys-
tem consisting of the well-accepted HR model of spiking neurons, where the
coupling structure is a true structural brain network with 83 cortical regions
connected by white matter fiber tracts measured using DTI. Fig. 1 illustrates
the the organization of this network in brain space.
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A general model of coupled identical units is given by:

ẋi = f(xi) + σ

N∑

j=1

[A]i,jh(xi,xj), (1)

where xi ∈ Rd is the state vector, f : Rd → Rd represents the individual
node dynamics, σ ∈ R+ is the coupling strength, A is the adjacency matrix
describing the coupling structure, and h : Rd → Rd is the coupling function.
We consider the individual node dynamics given by HR [40, 41] oscillators. For

this model, xi =
[
xi, yi, zi

]T
, and the individual node dynamics is

f(xi) =



yi − ax3

i + bx2
i − zi + I

c− dx2
i − yi

r(s(xi − xR)− zi)


 . (2)

Above x represents the membrane potential, y is the rate of transfer of sodium
and potassium ions through the fast channels, and z is the adaptation current
which reduces the spiking rate after a spike has occurred, see SI (Sec. 5.1) for
more details about the parameters. We consider diffusive coupling through all
variables

h1(xi,xj) =



xj − xi

yj − yi
zj − zi


 . (3)

The diffusive coupling mimics electrical interactions between the neurons: a
higher difference of ’+’ and ’-’ ions between pre-synaptic and post-synaptic
neurons causes a proportionally higher flow of these ions through channels. We
also consider a more realistic model of the neuronal dynamics, which includes
coupling through two terms,

h2(xi,xj) =




0
yj − yi

0


− α(xi − Vsyn)



[1 + e−λ(xj−θsyn)]−1

0
0


 . (4)

The first coupling term in Eq. (4) describes simple diffusive coupling through
the y-variables only, while the second represents a “chemical coupling”
function. This coupling scenario was presented in [18] as a more realistic con-
sideration of two types of neuronal connections, one set which interacts through
electrical signals and the other does so chemically. An interesting feature of this
model was the coexistence of multiple different chimera states, even though
the network did not contain any non-trivial automorphism (symmetry) groups.
Recently it has been shown that such symmetries are a sufficient [42, 43],
but not necessary [44, 45] condition for a graph to support a stable chimera
state. This is an important distinction since, in fact, the DTI network that
we examine here contains no such non-trivial automorphism group. Indeed, as
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the number of nodes in a network increases, the lower the likelihood that the
network will contain such symmetries [46].
Simplification is the first step. Our model of the brain dynamics incor-
porates simplifications, where we employ a single-neuron model to represent
the dynamics of a node. While more complicated approaches such as the
Wilson-Cowan nonlinear oscillator [20, 47] or the neural mass model [24]
could better represent large pools of neurons, the intricacies involved, such as
higher-dimensional descriptions and noise, might obscure the essence of our
observations. Addressing these challenges in more elaborate models is a task
for future research.

2.2 Vector Pattern State

At some chosen initial time (t = 0) the network is in a particular initial state,
see Fig. 1. Each node undergoes some dynamics, shown as a time series, and
after a transient time, reaches a final state. Out of all time series generated by
the network, three are depicted in Fig. 1. Each of the nodes can be classified
based on their level of activity by assigning each node a color based on intensity,
and nodes with approximately the same level of activity are given the same
color.

A chimera state generally describes a scenario amongst N coupled dynam-
ical nodes [16, 49] whereby their time variables z(t) = (x1(t),x2(t), ...,xN (t))
(in the notation here, xi(t) ∈ R3 denotes one of the coupled HR oscillators;
in Eqs. (1)-(2), z(t) ∈ R3N encompasses the set of all the coupled variables)
eventually converge to a state where some of the variables at nodes synchro-
nize, t > 0, possibly including a phase shift, while others of the variables are
incoherent to those, but possibly synchronous amongst themselves. The latter
scenario, with the remaining variables being synchronous amongst themselves,
is also called cluster synchrony [42, 50].

Traditionally, activity patterns have been identified in terms of the level of
synchrony of the overall system [24, 51]. However, the system may exhibit syn-
chronous, asynchronous, and partial synchrony, which encompasses chimera
states. However, partial synchrony limits a richer characterization of the pos-
sible activity patterns. Indeed, for a large system such as the DTI network of
N = 83, the chimera states can be plausibly quite complex, with exponentially
many plausible groupings, and many in fact are feasible. Thus, the characteri-
zation of different chimera states requires deciding which variables synchronize
in the complex networked system of HR oscillators.

To characterize a chimera state of the 83 brain regions, we quantify the
level of synchrony between pairs of nodes in the network. More precisely, after
a large time T0 > 0 to allow transients to settle, the time series xi(t) are
compared to xj(t − τ) for each i, j pair, as depicted in Fig. 1. Allowing for
phase shift synchrony by a possible shift, we must decide if

L(i, j, τ) = lim
T→∞

1

T

∫ T0+T

T0

∥xi(s)− xj(s− τ)∥22ds, (5)



Springer Nature 2021 LATEX template

Fractal Basins as a Mechanism for the Nimble Brain 7

alignment matrix
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DTI network Time series  matrix 

vectorization 
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Encoding chimera state

6 nodes motif

Complete 
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Phase shift
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initial state final state

Fig. 1 Schematic diagram of the Vector Pattern State construction. (Top) The
actual DTI network used in this work mapped to brain space, generated by BrainNet Viewer
1.7 (www.nitrc.org/projects/bnv/) [48], is shown on the left. Nodes are structural brain
regions and the edges are anatomical connections via white matter fiber tracts. The size of
each node is scaled by the degree centrality. From some initial state the dynamics of the three
individual brain regions are shown as hypothetical time series, reaching a final state. The
time shift τ and alignment between states of all pairs of nodes is recorded at the final state,
yielding the τ and alignment matrix L(τ). (Bottom) To create a feature vector associated
with this final state, we stack and concatenate these matrices into a single vector, defining
the Vector Pattern State (VPS). The VPS encodes patterns of synchrony, with or without
phase shift. All states correspond to different VPSs, and are here distinguished in the 6 node
network, shown as different colored patterns.

is small for any phase shift τ > 0, which may be decided by minimizing
L(i, j, τ). Here the limit to infinity means large enough integration time, see
SI for practical implementation for finite time series. Since the maximum of
the cross-correlation has the property that,

argmax
τ

(xi ⋆ xj)(τ) = argmin
τ

L(i, j, τ), each i, j = 1, 2, . . . , N, (6)

www.nitrc.org/projects/bnv/
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it is convenient to estimate when variables xi(t) and xj(t) settle into a
synchronous state by maximization of the discrete cross-correlation,

Rxi,xj (τ) =
∑

t

xi(t)xj(t− τ), (7)

in terms of the scalar xi, the first index of each xi.
After all pairs are taken into account, we construct the corresponding τ

matrix and the alignment matrix via L(τ). From these matrices, we create the
feature vector, the vectorization and concatenation of the two matrices into a
single vector, which we call the vector patterns state (VPS)

el = (τ∗1,2, τ
∗
1,3, . . . , τ

∗
N−1,N , βL(1, 2, τ∗1,2), βL(1, 3, τ

∗
1,3), . . . , βL(N−1, N, τ∗N−1,N )),

(8)
where the parameter β ≥ 0 scales the importance of contrasting the opti-
mal phase shift τ∗i,j for comparison of the coupled components, and that best
matched difference between components L(i, j, τ∗i,j). Whether complete syn-
chrony, cluster synchrony, or chimera, with or without phase shift, all patterns
are encoded via the VPS, as illustrated in Fig. 1.

2.3 Fractal basin structure supports the nimble brain

Basin of attraction is defined as the set of all the initial conditions in the phase
space whose trajectories eventually fall into a particular attracting state. In
our case, different initial conditions may lead to the same final state (and are
assigned to the same color when visualized) according to the VPS. It is the
pairing of the initial state with the final state which we are interested in. This
represents the structure of the basin of attraction to various final states.

Recently, there has been significant research into unraveling the basin struc-
ture of attractors in high-dimensional systems [52–55]. Typical questions about
basin structure have centered around the size and shape of these basins, both
quite challenging in our specific case. We are dealing with a system compris-
ing 83 nodes, each associated with a three-dimensional dynamical model, with
a phase space that is 3 × 83 = 249 dimensional. In contrast to many current
studies that rely on characterizing states based on identical synchronization,
our focus is on achieving approximate synchrony. We find this approach more
versatile and applicable to a broader range of neuroscience questions where
identical synchrony is unlikely. Hence, mapping the basin of attraction struc-
ture of the various chimera states based on approximate synchrony becomes
a problem of associating many long-time patterns from distinct initial condi-
tions, and so this requires a way to match similar signals corresponding to
occurrences of disparate chimera states. The full basin structure is too complex
to visualize, hindering any chance to uncover its structure, and consequently,
the mechanism of the nimble brain. To this end, we use the introduced VPS
to solve this mapping problem.
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We wish to partition a randomly selected “slice” of the phase space into
those regions with similar asymptotic behavior, by observing a sample of M
initial conditions which we index by l, Z = {zl(0)}Ml=1. To this end, we wish
to decide the synchrony pattern of any one zl(0), by comparing the long time
state of component time series according to Eq. (5) at optimally matched phase
shift, according to Eq. (7). With the VPS, we can now assert that two initial
conditions zk1

(0) and zk2
(0) yield asymptotically similar complex synchrony

patterns only if their VPS are relatively close, i.e. ∥ek1
− ek2

∥2 is small.
Now the problem of partitioning the phase space into like asymptotic

chimera states reduces to a clustering problem of all VPSs relative to the dif-
ferent initial conditions. To this end we apply the k-means method to the set
of VPS, {el}Ml=1, to cluster the space into k-regions (colors) and we map the
phase space by associating these colors to each corresponding initial condition
zl(0). Thus the clustering is a partition function, P : Z → {1, 2, .., k}, as shown
in Fig. 2. We describe these as basin plots since in any like colored region, the
orbits of the initial conditions map asymptotically to similar patterns. Relevant
details concerning the experimental methods are included in the figure cap-
tion. As noted above, a key component of our method in determining how to
group the final states into their various attractors is clustering. While numerous
clustering methods exist, we chose, for reasons of computational complexity,
k-means. Thus a general description of the k-means algorithm as a clustering
method, and the manner in which we choose how fine to partition the space
with the selection of a specific k are both presented in the SI.

2.4 Coupled HR oscillators in a DTI network

Even with these simplified dynamical models of the brain, there is still rich
complexity that demonstrates interesting phenomena in the basin structure. In
Fig. 2 we show that using the coupled HR oscillator model, the basin boundary
between the states has a non-integer Hausdorff dimension, and thus fractal
basin boundaries. In the parameter regime a = 1, b = 3, c = 1, d = 5, s = 4, r =
0.005, xR = −1.6, I = 3.25, σ = 0.5, α = 0.03, Vsyn = 2, θsyn = −0.25 and λ =
10, which is known to contain chimeras [18], we use the electrical and chemical
coupling functions, Eq. (4), where the corresponding adjacency matrices are
assumed to be the same, unlike in [18]. Here for the first time, we map the
manner in which these states are intricately co-mingled. On an arbitrary plane,
in this case, which we selected randomly as a slice of the full phase space
restriction for the sake of visualization, a uniform grid of 750 × 750 initial
conditions is chosen. The various colors label initial conditions associated with
differing chimera state states. Furthermore, “zoom” restrictions of the domain
are also shown to illustrate the fractal-like structure of the basins of attraction
at a finer scale. We validate this assertion by computation, that the basin
boundaries projected into the planes shown to have a box counting dimension
that is not an integer. The box counting dimension of the boundary sets was
found to be fractal in Fig. 2 (b), where the dimension was estimated to be
dbox ∼ 1.8, by the method described in Eq. 11.
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Fig. 2 Fractal riddled basin of the full featured HR oscillator model on the
DTI network. a) An arbitrary plane “slicing” through the full high dimensional space was
selected on which initial conditions are sampled uniformly. Here the x component of the
29th oscillator and the x-component of the 80th oscillator, at t = 0 define the plane. In
this basin, the initial conditions associated with different chimera are each a different color.
Note that in a region that appears to alternate between just a few states, actually exhibits
a rich structure with many different interleaved states when zoomed in at higher resolution.
b) The basin boundary set shown in a). The box counting fractal dimension of the basin
boundary in this plane, which is computed dB ∼ 1.8, being non-integer indicates a fractal
set. We consider full featured HR oscillator model Eqs. (2),(4) with a = 1, b = 3, c = 1, d =
5, s = 4, r = 0.005, xR = −1.6, I = 3.25, σ = 0.5, α = 0.03, Vsyn = 2, θsyn = −0.25 and
λ = 10. The partition into basin structure associated with distinct dynamical chimera states
follows k-means clustering on the VPS structure, Eq. (8), using the cost Eq. (5), inferred
with cross-correlation, Eq. (7), using k = 8, the result of a classic elbow method.

The basin structure in Fig. 2 appears to exhibit complexity beyond simple
fractal basin boundaries. A riddled basin structure appears, which is the sce-
nario that regions exist where points in the domain of one attractor have the
property such that small neighborhoods of nearby points have a nonzero prob-
ability of being in the basin of another attractor [36–38]. In practical terms,
this means that there are large regions in phase space where it is likely that
even small perturbations can send the outcome to regions corresponding to a
different state. This has significant implications for the possibility of nimble
switching between states, since switching between multiple states that may
be co-mingled in the phase space may require only vanishingly small control
inputs.

2.4.1 Fractal basins are ubiquitous

HR oscillators coupled in small networks. To illustrate the generality
of our results, we present fractal basins in different networks. Fig. 3 displays
complex patterns that can be found in the basin of a smaller network of 6
oscillators, as shown in Fig. 3 (a). We use the electrical coupling scheme with h1

given in Eq. (3), and the parameter values based on earlier research works, see
[56, 57]. We chose to examine a small synthetic network, which does not have
any non-trivial automorphism group, to demonstrate the ability of a coupled
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Fig. 3 A simplified HR model with diffusive coupling Eqs. (2)-(3) on a small graph
illustrates the ubiquity of fractal basin structure of chimera states. (a) A network of 6
nodes that does not contain non-trivial symmetries. Nonetheless, there are many stable
chimera states (at least on the time scale examined), and the basin structure shown in 8
colors indicates distinct patterns that can be derived by VPS structure, Eq. (8), by the
same method as in Fig. 2. (b) Fractal basins for HR oscillators on this network when
xR = −0.5(1 +

√
5), I = 3.27, r = 0.017, σ = 0.0004, and β = 1. All other xi, yi, and zi

values at t = 0 are initialized to be −0.5. (c) and (d) are zoomed regions indicated by the
black rectangles in (b) and (c). (e) Centroid locations of two of the clusters in τ − L space,
which resembles the approximate form of most of (or all) VPSs inside (see SI for a detailed
view of all el vectors inside each cluster).

HR model to form a basin that has fractal boundaries. In fact, in Fig. 3 (b),
the corresponding estimate is dbox ∼ 1.27, where it shows the basin structure
grouped into 8 different states using k-means. Figs. 3 (c) and (d) are shown
in zoomed (restricted) in regions of Fig. 3 (b) and Fig. 3 (c). The structure of
the basin is quite complex at all scales examined.

We further explore two more examples of local dynamics and network struc-
ture to support the generality of our claims on the nimble brain. In Fig. 4 we
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illustrate these examples, and thus the ubiquity of complex basin structure
between various chimera states.
Identical Kuramoto oscillators. We consider the following equations of
motion for the identical oscillators

θ̇i = σ

N∑

j=1

[A]i,j sin(θj − θi − α), i = 1, . . . , N, (9)

where σ is the overall coupling strength and α = π/2− γ with γ = 0.025. The
adjacency matrix A represents a network that does not have full permutation
symmetry. To generate this network we initiate two populations of 5 nodes
that are globally coupled akin to [58], and remove uniformly at random one
edge from the graph, see details in the SI. Fig. 4(a) shows the complex basin
structure that is captured using our VPS.
Hénon map. Additionally, we study the network of coupled Hénon maps,

[
xi(t+ 1)
yi(t+ 1)

]
=


fx(xi(t), yi(t)) + σ

N∑
j=1

[A]i,j

(
fx(xj(t), yj(t))− fx(xi(t), yi(t))

)

fy(xi(t), yi(t))




(10)
for i ∈ {1, 2, ..., N}, with fx(x, y) = 1 − px2 + y, fy(x, y) = bx and t ∈ N,
as discussed in [59]. The parameters chosen are p = 1.44, b = 0.164, σ =
0.8. The network used is the DTI brain network from Fig. 1. Fig. 4(b) again
highlights the generality of the complex structures and also the utility of the
VPS technology. Further details of both of these examples are presented in SI
(Secs. 5 and 6).

3 Discussion

The brain has proven to be extremely nimble in its ability to switch between
states in response to stimuli, thoughts, and/or decisions. As observed by
various imaging techniques, this is associated with rapid switching between
patterns of synchronous, chimera, and incoherent states.
Basin structure of network dynamics. Several prior works have studied
the basin structure of chimera states in networked systems. There have been
observations of chimera states with an intermingled basin structure in a special
case of a strongly self-coupled cluster network specifically designed to empha-
size chimera; see an explanation of critical switching behavior [60]. Authors in
[61] found highly riddled basins in small and highly symmetric all-to-all net-
works of coupled phase oscillators. Fractal basins of chimeras states were found
in small networks of coupled complex maps [62]. In [54] the authors use a low-
dimensional description valid for the infinite size system [63] to characterize
the basin structure of different patterns in a model of two populations of all-
to-all coupled Kuramoto oscillators [58]. Likewise and related, in [22] analyze
the same highly symmetric two population network model for chimera, but
then illustrate chimera states for a DTI network with coupled Wilson-Cowan
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Fig. 4 Riddled basins for different networked systems. (a) The left panel shows a two-
dimensional section of the state space for a system of coupled phase oscillators on a network
showing basins of 12 (clustered) distinct states. Right panel Zoomed in from inset of a)
showing basins of 7 (clustered) distinct states. To construct the VPS, we use β = 1 in
Equation (8) and a grid with 1248×1248 and 624×624 for left and right panels, respectively,
uniformly sampled initial conditions. (b) Hénon map dynamics on a DTI network with no
non-trivial symmetry. See further details in the SI.

oscillators. They define chimera states in terms of a highly approximate syn-
chrony, which is not a general approach such as our VPS that would allow for
analysis of basin structure. Similarly, in [19] chimera premised on approximate
synchrony was described for a cat brain connectome data set [64] describing
coupled HR oscillators as coupled through one variable only, but again, no
basin structure was found. In [59], authors use the chaotic Hénon map coupled
by again a highly symmetric network, the circulant (ring) stricture, and thus
to find fractal basins for chimera premised on identical synchrony.
Dynamical systems theory is useful to explain the brain. Dynamical
systems theory has been adopted as an approach to gain insights over the brain
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dynamics across various scales [65–72]. Instead of an empirical or quantitative
investigation, e.g. trying to observe attractor-like states [65, 73], most investi-
gations have focused on proposing theoretical dynamical mechanisms [68, 70].
For example, dynamical systems theory has contributed to the development
of theories of consciousness, by so-called integrated information theory (IIT)
[67], or the description of complex switching phenomenon in biological systems
by the concept of chaotic heteroclinicity [69].

Within a dynamical systems perspective, numerous possible mechanisms
exist, necessitating research to pinpoint the one that aligns most closely with
empirical data. In this context, we provide numerical evidence of fractal basin
boundaries that have non-integer box counting dimension, and riddled basin
boundaries.This evidence corroborates a theoretical explanation for resting-
state brain dynamics, as investigated in [68], which shows the promise of this
dynamical mechanism. We observe these properties in numerical simulations
of multiple different systems of coupled dynamical oscillators, using an exper-
imentally determined human structural brain network as well as small test
networks. With this evidence, we have identified a potential mechanism that
would allow a nimble brain to switch between various distinct states with only
small changes in the system parameters.

From a dynamical systems perspective, we argue that coexisting attractors
corresponding to the various chimera states may seemingly suggest that large
perturbations would be required to transition from deep in the well of one
stable state to another. A brain with such dynamics would be at odds with the
idea of a system that can nimbly switch between states. From a neuroscience
perspective, it may seem that to transition from one brain state to a distinctly
different brain state, one would have to traverse many unique states on a
trajectory to the final desired state. We offer an explanation for how to resolve
this seeming contradiction in the form of fractal basin boundaries. The fractal
basin boundary allows for different stable states to be mixed together closely,
creating the opportunity for small perturbations to lead to entirely different
stable states, as patterns of chimera.

Thus, the main results of this work are summarized as follows:

1. Our main proposal is that brain activity switching, that is, the nimble
brain, is explained by fractal intermingled (riddled) basins. Complex basins
of attraction for each chimera state are intrinsically highly intermingled.
Thus, significantly different states are nonetheless near each other, in the
dynamical variables of the phase space, and so available for nimble control
manipulations by internal cognitive processes or external environmental
events.

2. Even though the networks in the system have no symmetries, a general-
ized interpretation of synchrony allows fractal (intermingled) riddled basins,
including relatively small model networks.

3. A crucial technology that underpins these above two assertions is based on
clustering the VPSs corresponding to chimera states. Here, the k-means of
a metric between VPS is a convenient clustering approach. Implementation
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of the computational task in mapping fractal basins is a key technical inno-
vation that we have developed as background for this new description of
the neuronal dynamics of the brain. Our approach can be extended to more
complex models of brain dynamics.

Our approach allows the first step to find basin structure of complex high-
dimensional systems. Our initial description of such fractal basins necessitated
a somewhat simplistic, though biologically inspired, brain model. Now that we
have presented this potential mechanism for nimble brain state shifts, exper-
imental neuroscientific studies are needed to empirically validate, or reject,
the hypothesis that we have presented. We also envision studies that further
investigate the structure of these basins. Promising directions include octopus-
like basins for basin structures for chimera states [55], narrowing down other
potential mechanisms for the nimble brain.

4 Methods

4.1 Fractal basins: box counting dimension

The assertion of fractal basin boundaries is a matter of considering the approx-
imate boundary set SBL, such as the one shown in Fig. 2(b), from the basin
set in Fig. 2(a), shown in cross-section with respect to the variables.

The box counting dimension can be estimated by counting a covering of
squares of side length ϵ, and then consideration of this count N(ϵ) upon
refinement by decreasing ϵ. The box dimension is defined [74]:

dbox(SBL) = lim
ϵ→0

ln(N(ϵ))

ln(1/ϵ)
, (11)

that is equivalent to the Minkowski-Bouligand dimension. While SBL is sim-
ply a slice of the full high-dimensional boundary set, the non-integer result,
dbox(SBL) = 1.8, together with the statistically self-similar structure shown,
supports the assertion of a fractal set. Likewise, in Fig. 3(b), the corresponding
estimate is dbox ∼ 1.27.

Data availability. The network structure used here was derived from dif-
fusion tensor imaging, and parcellated by the Lausanne anatomical atlas into
83 anatomical regions. This structure is publicly available [39], see the link
https://rb.gy/q3o71, from which we selected “Subject 1” as used in [75].
The visualization of the DTI network is generated by BrainNet Viewer 1.7
(www.nitrc.org/projects/bnv/) [48].

Supplementary information. A supplementary information file of further
details, theory, and explanations is included.
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Here we expand concepts with further details as they appear in the body
of this work. Specifically, network concepts for complex systems, dynamical
systems, fractals concepts, and machine learning concepts for neuro-inspired
models of the brain.

1 Networks and Complex Systems

1.1 Networks

Networks play an important role in many complex systems, including the
brain. A networked representation of the human brain, where different re-
gions are treated as vertices and interactions between them as edges, allows
us to explore both the structural and dynamical properties.

In this work, we use the phrase network synonymously with the mathe-
matical conception of a graph G = (V (G), E(G)) which is a set of vertices
(nodes) V = {v1, v2, ..., vN}, with cardinality |V (G)| = N and edges (links)
E ⊆ V × V with |E(G)| = M . The adjacency matrix A is a matrix repre-
sentation of the graph with entries

[A]i,j =

{
wi,j if (vi, vj) ∈ E

0 otherwise,
(1)

where wi,j is a weight. A simple graph is an unweighted graph with no self-
loops or multiple edges. Thus, each entry [A]i,j ∈ {0, 1} and [A]i,j = 0 if i = j.

1.2 Subgraphs

Informally, a subgraph is a graph that results from the erasure of some of the
vertices and edges of the original graph. That is, a graph H = (V (H), E(H))
is called a subgraph of a graph G if V (H) ⊆ V (G) and E(H) ⊆ E(G) and
|V (H)| = N ′ ≤ N , |E(H)| = M ′ ≤ M . Now suppose the vertices in G
are relabeled so that the corresponding vertices in H have the same label,
that is V (G) = {v1, v2, ...vN}, and V (H) = {v1, v2, ..., vN ′}. Then we call
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H an induced subgraph of G if E(H) = (V (H) × V (H)) ∩ E(G). In other
words, if for every vertex in H, the edges formed between each pair of those
vertices in the graph G are also found in H, then H is an induced subgraph.
A graph is called a proper subgraph if it is a subgraph of G and it is not
identically the same as G, i.e., it has strictly fewer nodes than G. Suppose a
graph is partitioned into two proper induced subgraphs H,K ⊂ G such that
V (H)∪V (K) = V (G) and V (H)∩V (K) = ∅; that is, H and K are mutually
exclusive induced subgraphs. Then G is called connected if for every such
H and K pair in G, E(H) ∪ E(K) ̸= E(G). That is, if for every pair of
proper induced subgraphs satisfying the properties above, there is at least
one edge between the pair, then G is connected. Said another way, there is
a path from every vertex to every other vertex. If G is not connected, then
it is called disconnected.

1.3 Graph Symmetries

Symmetry is an important property of graphs that feature prominently in
the topic of dynamics on networks, specifically synchrony, though it is not
a necessary condition [42]. By symmetry, we mean an automorphism of a
graph. A graph automorphism is a permutation of the vertices that preserves
the neighbors of any given vertex, meaning the graph remains “essentially”
the same. Stated in terms of the adjacency matrix A of a graph, there is a
similarity transformation by a permutation matrix P such that A = P TAP ,
where P can be constructed from the identity matrix by permuting rows and
columns only, also here P T is the transpose of P . Such an automorphism is
called a symmetry of a graph if it exists and the graph is called symmetric.
Note that the term symmetric here does not mean a symmetric adjacency
matrix, but the phrase is usually only used when there exists such a non-
trivial permutation. Also, P ̸= I, the identity matrix, which otherwise always
works.

1.4 Diffusion Tensor Imaging (DTI) Graphs

Diffusion Tensor Imaging (DTI) is a magnetic resonance imaging technique
used to find the structural organization of white matter tracts in the human
brain. Since its formation invention in 1994, the technique has been widely
used in brain research. The DTI data can be processed to estimate the brain
fiber tracts using a technique called tractography. For the graph shown in
Fig.1 of the main text, which is Subject 1 from [9], a process called deter-
ministic tractography, which is available in a software package [45] called the
diffusion toolkit, was performed. The brain was parcellated into 83 regions of
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interest (ROIs) and fiber tracts from each were computed. Using the ROIs
as individual vertices and fiber tracts between ROIs as edges, a weighted
structural brain network was generated. The DTI network is then converted
to a simple graph as seen in Fig.1 of the main text by changing all non-zero
weights to 1 as was done in [13]. When we refer to a DTI network throughout
the main text and in the SI, it is this graph that we are referring to.

2 Dynamics On Networks, Synchronization,

and Chimera States

2.1 Synchronization

In a coupled dynamical system, synchronization means a ‘rhythm’ or ‘a kind
of sympathy’ between two or more of its dynamical entities. The simultaneous
firing of neurons in the human brain, synchronized flashing of light by fireflies,
and synchronized clapping by an audience are some of the popular examples
[34]. Synchronization arises due to interactions between dynamical elements:
while the individual units try to move according to their own set of rules,
attractive interactions or coupling with others try to bring harmony between
them, which in turn leads to synchronization. Below, different forms of
synchronization are discussed, each of which serves a role in our analysis of
patterns in the brain, as deduced by our Vector Pattern States (VPS) to
distinguish basins.

2.2 Identical Synchronization

The most basic and perhaps standard version of synchronization is called
“identical synchronization” (IS) or “complete synchronization” (CS). In a
complex system of coupled dynamically evolving units, this state occurs when
all units asymptotically “beat together”, identically.

Coupled elements are each modeled as differential equations with a vector
field defined by a function f described on a graph as vertices, with the edges
describing communication between the vertices, through a coupling function
h. A generic model used for study in such systems in continuous time is
written as:

ẋi = fi(xi) + σ

N∑

j=1

[A]i,jh(xi,xj). (2)

Here, ẋi represents the derivative of xi ∈ Rd with respect to time, the pair
ẋi = fi(xi) represents the isolated dynamics associated with an individual
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vertex, [A]i,j are entries of the adjacency matrix and h : Rd → Rd is the
coupling function between a pair of vertices. In the case where we have
fi = f (∀i) (meaning that the uncoupled oscillators obey identical dynamics)
and h(xi,xj) = 0 when xi = xj a synchronization manifold can be defined
as

M = {(x1,x2, ...,xn)|x1 = x2 = · · · = xn}. (3)

Any collective state of all units which occurs in M is called identically syn-
chronous. Generally, states that asymptotically converge to the synchroniza-
tion manifold are of interest, initial conditions which do so are defined as
being in the basin of synchronization. Thus the set,

B = {(x1(0),x2(0), ...,xn(0))|(x1(t),x2(t), ...,xn(t)) ∈ M as t → ∞}, (4)

of all initial conditions that are asymptotically attracted to the synchroniza-
tion manifold is known as the synchronization basin.

Stability of identical synchronization

In their seminal work relating to identical synchronization, Pecora and Car-
roll [33] analyzed the (local) stability of the synchronous state of a net-
work coupled system. Let x⃗(t) = (x1(t), x2(t), ..., xn(t)), then a synchronous
state is called stable if starting with x⃗(t) ∈ M, there exists a δ > 0 and

x⃗(t)+ ∆⃗ = (x1(t)+∆1, x2(t)+∆2, ..., xn(t)+∆n), with ∆i ̸= ∆j if i ̸= j and

|∆i| < δ such that x⃗(t)+∆⃗ ∈ B. That is the synchronous state is called stable
if an infinitesimal perturbation to that state away from the synchronization
manifold returns to M asymptotically. In [33] details of the conditions under
which an identical system will have a stable synchronous state are stated.

2.3 Phase Synchronization

Phase synchronization between two signals xi(t) and xj(t) is a generalization
of identical synchronization. Whereas for identical synchronization, xi(t) →
xj(t), as t → ∞, for phase synchronization, a slightly weaker but otherwise
similar condition must hold after one of the signals is shifted by a phase. If
there exists a phase shift, τ > 0 such that ∥xi(t)− xj(t− τ)∥ → 0 as t → ∞,
then the two signals are defined as phase synchronous. This property is
prominent in our analysis of brain patterns.

2.4 Generalized Synchronization

Generalized synchronization is another weakening of the concept of syn-
chrony. Two signals xi(t) and xj(t) are defined as generalized synchronous if
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∥xi(t)− f(xj(t))∥ → 0 for some nonidentity function f(x) ̸= x. In the iden-
tity case that f(x) = x, then this would simply be a statement of identical
synchronization. Usually, the statement is in terms of a smooth function f ,
and the set of points D = (x, f(x)) on which orbits (xi(t), xj(t)) are attracted
is called the synchronization manifold, and this phrase can be used even in
the identical case. It is certainly possible for a system to exhibit phase and
generalized synchrony.

2.5 Approximate Synchronization

If two signals xi(t) and xj(t) approach a synchronous state, such as identical
synchrony, but they do not converge to that state, then the synchronous
state is stable but not asymptotically stable. In other words, if for some
time T > 0, and small ϵ > 0, then ∥xi(t) − xj(t)∥ < ϵ for all t > T , but
they do not converge to zero, then the signals are approximately (identically)
synchronous.

2.6 Chimera States

A chimera state is defined by the presence of both synchronous and asyn-
chronous behaviors in a complex system. Specifically, if a collection of cou-
pled dynamical systems with corresponding signals, {x1(t), x2(t), ..., xn(t)}
results in at least one subset of these that synchronizes (in terms of one
of the types of synchronization noted above), and a distinct other subgroup
that does not synchronize, then this is called a chimera state. Amongst those
that synchronize, there may be just one large synchronous cluster, or perhaps
several clusters that synchronize but not with each other, this is still called
chimera, as long as there is also a subset that is asynchronous.

Chimera states have long fascinated the synchronization community, be-
ing first named chimera states (in an identical synchronization context) by
Abrams and Strogatz in 2004 [2] though this phenomenon was reported ear-
lier by Kuramoto and Battogtokh [20]. Though originally the term chimera
state was reserved for identical oscillators, the literature is now filled with
examples in which the term chimera state is used for non-identical oscillators
[21, 38, 27, 18, 22] and so we have chosen to use the term in the broadest
sense. The definition used here allows states that are sometimes called clus-
ter synchronization or simply a clustered state [19, 28, 46, 6, 7], however, it
has been observed that a change in the coupling strength is enough to create
a chimera state by isolated desynchronization of all clusters except for one
[32]. An example of one such representation of a chimera state can be found
in Fig. 1(j).
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Supplementary Figure 1: All VPSs in Fig. 3 of the main text. (a)-(h) show
all el vectors (Eq. 12) in each of 8 clusters. The x-axis represents vertex
pairs while the y-axis contains initial conditions forming a cluster. The color
intensity represents entries of el. (i) The color-coded network shows the
chimera state in (f). The vertices with a higher degree of synchronization,
such that L(i, j, τ ∗i,j) ≈ 0, are colored white, while the remaining ones are
shown in black. (j) shows xi versus time for this chimera state and is plotted
as follows: first, xi(t) and xj(t − τ ∗i,j) for nodes i and j having the smallest
L(i, j, τ ∗i,j) value is plotted; thereafter, the phase-shift for any new node k is
decided such that L(i, k, τ ∗i,k) minimum over all the pre-existing nodes i.

The kind of synchrony present defines the details of the chimera state,
whether the synchronous group is identical, generalized, phase synchronous,
or approximate. In our synthetic model of HR oscillators on the DTI network
as well as smaller models, we observe all of these. The stability of synchrony
associated with a chimera state has some dependence on symmetry [32].
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2.7 Nearly Synchronous States
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Supplementary Figure 2: Time series of the x-coordinate of the HR neuron
model evolving on the DTI network without phase shift. (a) An x-coupled
HR neuron model with no chemical coupling (i.e. α = 0 and σ = 1.7),
where we only observe identically synchronized oscillators. (b) Zoom in the
panel of (a) for better visualization. (c) For chemical coupling α = 0.03 (and
σ = 1.7) oscillators still spike at the same time, but have different sized peaks
creating a spread in the heights, though they still fully synchronize in phase.
(d) Zoom in the panel of (c) for better visualization. (e) The HR model with
the same coupling parameters as (c) but with the model parameter a drawn
from a normal distribution a ∼ N (1, 0.1). (f) Zoom in the panel of (e) for
better visualization. In this case, the oscillators peak in the same general
time frame but these spikes have different peaks and different shapes. This
represents a more generalized synchronization pattern.

Expanding upon the concept of approximate synchrony, Sec. 2.5, here for
the HR model, we synonymously state as nearly synchronous. Consider Fig. 2
(a) and (b) in the model with only electrical coupling, Eq. 2 with dynamics
f given by Eq. 18 and coupling function h1 from Eq. 19, yield identical
synchronization as shown in Fig. 2 (a). However, in Fig. 2 (c) we have added
a chemical coupling term changing the coupling function h2 to the one from
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Eq. 20, which is the model used by [18] (see Sec. 4). As can be seen, while the
neurons still appear to be synchronized in phase, the peaks no longer match.
In Fig. 2 (e) we have included both the electrical and chemical coupling
terms, and additionally, we have introduced a slight parameter mismatch.
The model parameter a, which was previously set to 1 for all oscillators is
now drawn from a normal distribution a ∼ N (1, 0.1). This is an example of
nearly synchronous states of which is possible to examine the linear stability
[44], even in the context of chimera [39].

3 Basin Structure and Fractals

3.1 Fractal Dimension

Examples of fractals are abundant in nature: they exhibit patterns across
many scales that are self-similar, in some form. Real world examples, where
the self-similarity is approximate and fine details do not continue indefinitely,
include the coastlines of Britain (fractal dimension ≈ 1.21) and Norway (frac-
tal dimension ≈ 1.52) [12]. Newton’s fractals, Von-Koch curves, Cantor sets,
Sierpinski’s triangle, and the Koch Snowflake [12] are examples of mathe-
matical fractals that continue indefinitely. Fractals can be understood as
structures with a roughness that can be represented by a real number, called
their dimension. A definitive property of fractals is the concept of non-
integer dimensionality [12], as this fractional dimension motivates the very
naming of sets as “fractals”. Whereas fractals are all defined on the scaling
of data density relative to an exponent describing the dimensionality, mani-
fold dimensionality describes the integer number of coordinates necessary to
uniquely parameterize a point. For instance, a straight line is 1 dimensional,
a plane surface is 2 dimensional, and a cube is 3 dimensional. Fractal dimen-
sionality is generally a description of the scaling behavior of a set with respect
to decreasing window perspective; a non-integer fractal. It is a concept that
applies to smooth as well as “rough” sets. From this perspective, the coast-
line of Norway is rougher than Britain, and correspondingly, its dimension is
also farther from nearby integer numbers 1 and 2 [23, 5, 4, 40].

The fractal dimension is formally defined by the Hausdorff dimension, and
various popular methods serve as useful estimates. For example, the simi-
larity dimension, the correlation dimension, and the box dimension are each
useful data-driven estimators of the fractal dimension with certain underly-
ing assumptions on the data. For practical computational reasons, here we
use the box dimension method to calculate the fractal dimension [35, 15, 37].
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3.2 Box Dimension

The box counting dimension [15] is a popular estimator for fractal dimension.
Squares (boxes or hyperboxes in higher dimensions) of side length ϵ are chosen
and the number of ‘boxes’ (N(ϵ)) of this size needed to cover the entire set
are counted. The box dimension (d) is understood as the scaling exponent,
in the limit as the area (or volume) of the box goes to zero with:

dbox(SBL) = lim
ϵ→0

ln(N(ϵ))

ln(1/ϵ)
, (5)

supposing the limit exists [43]. If the above limit does not exist, one may
still find the upper and lower box dimensions of the set. Efficient algorithms
for estimating the box dimension exist [37]. Fig. 3(a) shows an example of a
boundary set obtained using Eq. 19, while Fig. 3(b) shows the plot of ln(1

ϵ
) vs

ln(N) for this boundary set. The slope of the line of best fit is interpreted as
the limit given in Eq. 5, which in this example is equal to 1.27. As expected,
the dimension of the boundary set is non-integer. Note that in practice due
to finite data set size, as ϵ → 0, N(ϵ) saturates after a certain ϵ value is
reached, which is due to the fact that N(ϵ) can not increase further once
each point in the set is covered by a unique square.

3.3 Fractal Boundaries and Riddled Basins

Complexity can be found even in the structure of the basins of attraction in
multi-stable systems. The feature of interest to this work is the possibility of
the concept of a high level of “non-smoothness” of a fractal basin boundary
when moving between sets of initial conditions attracted to one basin and
those leading to a different one. In particular, we described a scenario that
arises for the HR system and some parameters where a particularly highly
intermingled fractal basin boundary called riddled basins occurs. We shall
describe these scenarios.

In general, a boundary point of a set has the property that every neigh-
borhood of the point, no matter how small, includes some points both in the
set and not in the set. The boundary set of a given set is thus the union of all
such boundary points. The boundary of an open disc in the plane, for exam-
ple, is a circle, which clearly is a smooth set. However, in dynamical systems,
it is not uncommon that boundary sets of basins of attraction can be frac-
tals. The set of points forming the boundary between the basins of different
attractors need not form a smooth curve, and instead, this boundary set may
have a fractal dimension [26]. Our proposal herein is that the key feature of
complex networked models of the brain with the observed behavior of rapid
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Supplementary Figure 3: (a) The boundary set obtained from Fig.3(b) in
the main text. (b) The graph of ln(1

ϵ
) vs lnN(ϵ), calculating the dimension

of the boundary set in (a). The fitted slope of 1.27 estimates the fractal
dimension.

switching between various patterns is the presence of fractal basin bound-
aries [14, 26]. In particular, there is an apparently rich “intermingling” of
these boundaries as the present phenomenon of what is called riddled basins
[3, 29, 10, 30]; see Fig. 6. Riddled basins occur in many physical settings,
notably in the basin structure, for example, of magnetic potential wells [47],
but the fact that we point this out in neurophysiology as shown in Fig. 6, as
a crucial mechanism behind the ability to quickly switch focus, the nimble
brain theory, is a unique and new interpretation of this now classical concept
from dynamical systems.

4 Computational Methods

4.1 Vector Pattern States

Here, we describe in more detail what we have introduced as Vector Pattern
States (VPS) that allow comparisons between different initial conditions.
The purpose of the VPS is to classify the various fully synchronous, chimera,
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and incoherent states that may coexist in the basin. Thus, we associate
which components of the complex network are in some form of synchrony,
including the weaker approximate synchrony and phase-shifted synchrony as
presented in Section 2. This is a crucial technological step for mapping the
basins as described in the next section.

In general, synchrony is defined asymptotically (i.e. as t → ∞), which is
impractical. Instead for a finite time interval time series

xi(t), for t ∈ [T0, T0 + T ], i ∈ {1, ..., N}, (6)

a similarity measure must be introduced to determine if nodes are ‘close
enough’ to be considered synchronized. Let I ⊂ R and ∥u∥L2(I,M) be the
norm given by

∥u∥2L2(I,M) =

∫

I

∥u(t)∥22dt, (7)

where M is a compact subset of Rd and ∥ · ∥ is the Euclidean norm ∥u∥2 on
Rd. We abuse notation and also denote ∥u∥L2(I,M) by ∥u∥22. Also, we denote
uτ (t) = u(t− τ) as the function u evaluated at t− τ . Other Lp norms could
be used to define the similarity measure, due to the equivalence of Lp norms
in finite-dimensional spaces. We will investigate the influence of different
norms in future research.

An example of the similarity measure between the trajectories xi(t) and
xj(t) of a pair (i, j) could be an average over I = [T0, T0 + T ]

L(i, j) =
1

T
∥xi − xj∥22 =

1

T

T0+T∫

T0

∥xi(t)− xj(t)∥22dt. (8)

This is fine in the CS case, however as we are interested in a more general
synchronization case, the similarity measure should also allow for the possi-
bility of a non-zero time shift τ between the time series. Thus, we consider
the following similarity measure

L(i, j, τ) =
1

T
∥xi − xτ

j∥22 =
1

T

T0+T∫

T0

∥xi(t)− xj(t− τ)∥22dt. (9)

The time shift that minimizes Eq.9, τ ∗i,j, is of interest in this work since
synchronization is viewed from a less restrictive criterion than CS, allowing
for time shifts. For real-valued time series (d = 1), note that L(i, j, τ) is
related to cross-correlation, in the sense that

(xi ⋆ xj)τ =

T0+T∫

T0

xi(t)xj(t− τ)dt (10)
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is maximized at a particular τ̃ , which happens to be the same τ ∗i,j that min-
imizes L(i, j, τ). In other words,

τ ∗i,j = argmax
τ

(xi ⋆ xj)τ = argmin
τ

L(i, j, τ). (11)

Thus, it is possible to find τ ∗i,j using the well-studied method of cross-correlation.
In practice, not only is the time interval finite, but the sampling rate is finite
as well, allowing the integrals to be replaced by sums and the cross-correlation
Rxi,xj

(τ) can be found using the xcorr function in MATLAB. Since we define
τ ∗i,j = argmax

τ
Rxi,xj

(τ), when T − |τ ∗i,j| > 0, we calculate L(i, j, τ ∗i,j) using

the formula

L(i, j, τ ∗i,j) =
1

T − |τ ∗i,j|

T0+T∑

t=T0+|τ∗i,j |
∥xi(t)− xj(t− τ ∗i,j)∥22.

In our simulations, the time interval and sampling rate are chosen so that
Rxi,xj

(τ) gives a good approximation of τ ∗i,j. For instance, for the HR system,
we select the fast variable (x-coordinate), so the time series has a sufficiently
large number of cycles for the chosen time interval and step size.

For the case of phase synchronization (where only phase difference is
relevant), the τ ∗i,j for every i ̸= j encodes all information about different final
states, that is, they distinguish between chimera, complete synchronous, and
completely incoherent states. In the generalized version of synchronization
discussed here, not only are the τ ∗i,j important but so is the difference between
the ‘profile’ of the time series, so L(i, j, τ ∗i,j) should be taken into consideration
as well. Therefore the state of the pair (i, j) can be further characterized by
the ordered pair (τ ∗i,j, L(i, j, τ

∗
i,j)).

We are now ready to define the Vector Pattern State (VPS) for all (i ̸= j)

el = (τ ∗,l1,2, τ
∗,l
1,3, . . . , τ

∗,l
N−1,N , βL

l(1, 2, τ ∗,l1,2), βL
l(1, 3, τ ∗,l1,3), . . . , βL

l(N−1, N, τ ∗,lN−1,N),
(12)

where β > 0 allows for scaling the relative importance of the phase shift vs.
the similarity measure between the time series. Each initial condition will
lead to its own VPS. Though such states may not be unique, for instance,
an initial condition that leads to CS will have the VPS: el = (0, 0, 0, ..., 0)
(in the limit as t → ∞), and thus each initial condition that leads to CS will
have the same VPS. In the above mentioned case of phase synchronization,
the VPS will be given by el = (τ ∗1,2, τ

∗
1,3, . . . , τ

∗
N−1,N , 0, 0, . . . , 0) (in the limit

as t → ∞).
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4.2 Mapping the Basin Structure

In the last section, we described our VPS so as to compare components of
network coupled dynamics. With this, we can map the entire space of initial
conditions to decide on a basin structure. The VPS allows for the charac-
terization of states that may have both a phase shift as well as differences
in the ‘shape’ of the time series. As discussed above, in the CS scenario, all
components of the VPS will be ≈ 0. Similarly in the phase synchronization,
all components corresponding to L(i, j, τ ∗i,j) will be 0, while the τ ∗i,j them-
selves become bounded from above. However, the utility of the VPS is best
expressed in chimera states and generalized synchronization. When some of
the vertices become asynchronous and others follow a CS state, the VPS will
have some components nearly 0 and others large.

We examine the CS case in more detail, noting it is analogous to the more
generalized synchronization. Finding the basin structure is straightforward
if the pairwise distances (under whatever measure is chosen) between all
oscillators are small enough. The system may be considered in CS and the
initial condition leading to this state may be marked as one color. Any
initial condition not leading to CS will then be assigned a different color.
However, this becomes much more challenging in chimera states, since not
all pairs will reach CS. It may seem that classifying all states that have at
least one synchronized pair as well as at least one desynchronized pair in
the same basin will be sufficient, but chimera states range from being nearly
incoherent to being nearly coherent, and classifying all as the same may hide
very rich structure.

To resolve this, each VPS (el) is stacked into a matrix,

E =




e1

e2

...
eS


 , (13)

where S is the number of VPSs or sample size. This matrix encodes all final
states evolving from each initial condition, which are indexed by l. E is
then clustered, in this case using k-means (see Section 4.3), with each cluster
assigned a color in the basin plot. This leaves the choice of k, which was
done using a variation on the elbow method. An example of how this is done
is shown in Fig. 5.

In the elbow method, after a cluster has been chosen from k-means, the
value of W (C) from Eq. 16 becomes the dependent variable, with k as the
independent variable. When examining this relationship across multiple k’s
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Supplementary Figure 4: The bifurcation diagram for an isolated HR oscil-
lator. The parameters are a = 1, b = 3, c = 1, d = 5, xR = −0.5(1 +

√
5),

s = 4, and I = 3.27 [11].

generally there will be a discontinuity that is clearly visible, which will be
the optimal value, though there are situations where this can fail [16]. In a
slight variation, to identify the elbow, a log-log plot is used instead, and the
last k before the majority of values fall on the linear trend is selected as the
‘elbow’ as shown in Fig. 5 (b).

The effects varying k has on the basin structure are shown in Fig. 6,
the initial conditions chosen from the random plane shown here were drawn
from a 1, 500× 1, 500 grid, sampled over the unit square ([0, 1]2). The initial
conditions for all other oscillators were initially chosen uniformly at random
from the uniform distribution U(−1, 1) and were then held constant with the
exception of the initial conditions drawn from the random plane (which were
sampled as discussed above). The complexity of the basin can be seen even
for small values of k, the optimal k balances between too little and too much
detail in the basin structure. In Fig. 6, k = 8 was found to be optimal using
the version of the elbow method discussed above. Note that the basin used in
this example differs from the one shown in Fig. 5, hence the different values
of k.
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Supplementary Figure 5: The elbow method. (a) The traditional version
of the elbow method relies on examining the plot of W (Ĉ) and finding a
point discontinuity, which is then chosen as k. Here it is challenging to find
a clear elbow. (b) Instead, ln(k) vs. ln(W (Ĉ)) is plotted, with a linear fit
determined. The best k value is chosen to be the last value before which the
majority of the points fall on the line of best fit, in this example k = 5.

4.3 Clustering and k-Means

Often insights into a problem can be drawn by clustering data together to in-
fer meaningful relationships. Numerous methods exist to perform clustering,
however, k-means is a popular, robust, and relatively computationally inex-
pensive method for clustering a ‘cloud’ of data points together. With data
x ∈ RS×d, where S is the sample size and d is the dimension, and making
the assumption that data is all of the quantitative types so that distance has
meaning, then k-means is performed by minimizing the within cluster mean
squared Euclidean distance between points. Choosing 1 ≤ k ≤ S, let C be a
clustering C = {C1, C2, ..., Ck}, with Ck ⊂ {1, 2, ..., S}. Then we define the
dissimilarity measure d to be the squared Euclidean distance [16]:

d(x, y) = ||x− y||22, (14)
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Supplementary Figure 6: Effect of varying k on the basin plots. Even for
small k, a complex basin structure is observed. The choice of k can be seen
as a trade off between too much and too little detail in this context.

and the within cluster mean

x̄k =
1

Nk

S∑

i=1

I(i ∈ Ck) · xi, (15)

where Nk =
S∑

i=1

I(i ∈ Ck) and I is the indicator function. The within cluster

squared error (W ) is defined as,

W (C) =
k∑

j=1

S∑

i=1

I(i ∈ Cj)d(xi, x̄j). (16)

Note that d(xi, x̄j) is the distance between a data point and the centroid of
the cluster it is in. The k-means problem is to minimize this within cluster
squared error, that is to find the cluster Ĉ with

Wk(Ĉ) = min
C

W (C). (17)

As noted above, there are numerous clustering techniques, and one can
even generalize k-means by designing the distance function d(x, y) to be a
different dissimilarity measure than the more common squared Euclidean
distance, such a clustering method is called k-medoids [16].
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5 Networks of coupled oscillators

Here, we show that the construction of basins of attractions via VPS can also
be applied to networks of coupled oscillators. First, we give details about
the network dynamics used in the main text. Subsequently, we illustrate our
approach to other network dynamics: Kuramoto oscillators and Hénon maps.
In all cases our approach is able to capture the basin structure, illustrating
its applicability.

5.1 Coupled HR neurons

Hindmarsh and Rose (HR) developed a model of neuronal firing in the brain
[17]. We have used this model as a complex network of coupled oscillators as
a semi-synthetic system using a true DTI network. Each HR neuron follows
the following dynamics:

f(x) =



y − ax3 + bx2 − z + I

c− dx2 − y
r[s(x− xR)− z],


 (18)

where x = [x, y, z]T . The parameters a, b, c and d are all polynomial param-
eters, generally they are chosen to be a = 1, b = 3, c = 1, d = 5 following [17]
and in this work we do the same. Varying b allows for switching between
bursting and spiking behavior, I mimics the membrane input potential, r
controls how quickly the slow variable (z) varies, s governs adaptation, and
xR represents the resting potential. Additionally, two different coupling func-
tions were used, the first one,

h1(xi,xj) =



xj − xi

yj − yi
zj − zi


 , (19)

and the other one with

h2(xi,xj) =




0
yj − yi

0


− α(xi − Vsyn)



[1 + e−λ(xj−θsyn ]−1

0
0


 (20)

For the standard coupling scheme with h1 given in Eq. 19, the values of
a, b, c, d, xR, and s are selected based on earlier research works, see [11, 17]. In
this work, we set these parameters to xR = −0.5(1+

√
5), s = 4, and I = 3.27.

This will be referred to as the standard HR model. The value of xR is chosen
from the condition ẋi = ẏi = 0 while zi (the slow variable) is neglected. With
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this choice of parameters, and depending on r, an isolated HR neuron can
exhibit a periodic time evolution. To decide if the time evolution is periodic
or not, we follow the approach of Poincare [43]. Fig. 4 highlights how the
behavior of the system changes when the parameter r is varied. For a given
set of parameters, the number of cuts a moving HR neuron makes on the
Poincaré plane is counted. The Poincaré plane is any plane transverse to a
time-continuous flow, which in this case is the y − z plane located at x = 0.
Fixing I and decreasing r towards 0, the y coordinates of all intersections
on the Poincare plane are shown, such that x(t) < 0 and x(t + dt) > 0,
where dt denotes the integration time step. The resulting plot (Fig. 4) is
called a bifurcation diagram and the type of bifurcation is a period-doubling
bifurcation of limit cycles. A finite number of cuts (let’s say Nc) indicate a
periodic trajectory with period Nc, while the limit Nc → ∞ shows a chaotic
evolution.

An alternative model, which includes chemical coupling in addition to
the electrical coupling, that is with h2 from Eq. 20, the parameters are:
a = 1, b = 3, c = 1, d = 5, s = 4, r = 0.005, xR = −1.6, I = 3.25, σ = 0.5, α =
0.03, Vsyn = 2, θsyn = −0.25 and λ = 10, which is known to contain chimeras
[18]. Here the chemical and electrical adjacency matrices are assumed to be
the same, unlike in [18]. This will be referred to as the chemical coupling
model. An example of the dynamics is shown in Fig. 2 (c) and (d), and a
version of this model where the parameter a for each oscillator is drawn from
a normal distribution is shown in Fig. 2 (e) and (f).

5.2 Two populations of globally coupled oscillators

Here, we consider the case of two small size populations that are globally
coupled to each other [1]. We consider two coupled populations as illustrated
in Figure 7 a)

θ̇ki = ω +
2∑

k′=1

σkk′

Nk′

Nk′∑

j=1

sin(θk
′

j − θki − α), i = 1, . . . , Nk, (21)

where θki is the phase of the i-th oscillator in population k ∈ {1, 2} and ω is
the oscillator frequency. Based on earlier works [1, 24, 31], we suppose that
σ11 = σ22 = µ > 0, and σ12 = σ21 = ν > 0, with µ > ν. Also, by rescaling
time, we may set µ+ ν = 1 and introduce useful parameters A = µ− ν and
γ = π/2 − α that determine the existence of chimeras states in the system.
For identical oscillators, we can change coordinates to the rotating frame ω,
θki 7→ θki − ωt, so the natural frequency can be fixed at ω = 0.

19



a) b)

Supplementary Figure 7: Basin structure of two globally coupled populations.
(a) Two globally coupled populations of five nodes. The (intra-)coupling
strength inside a population and (inter-)coupling strength between popula-
tions are given by µ and ν, respectively, with µ > ν. (b) Two-dimensional
section of the state space showing basins of the 18 (clustered) distinct states
identified by the VPS of the two globally coupled populations. There is a
symmetry among the basins with respect to reflections across the diagonals,
which originates from the reflection symmetry of the network. To construct
the VPS, we use β = 1 in Equation (12) and a grid of 1, 257×1, 257 uniformly
sampled initial conditions.

The system (21) has full permutation symmetry, allowing a low-dimensional
description in terms of macroscopic variables in the thermodynamic limit
(Nk → ∞) [1]. In particular, the authors in [24] use the resulting reduced
system to describe the basins of attraction of chimera states. The basin
structure corresponds to the infinite size system, but it is expected to remain
roughly the same for large population sizes [31]. We tested our VPS con-
struction (results not shown), reproducing a basin structure that contains a
few distinct states, as predicted by the infinite size system [24]. Here, we con-
sider the interesting case when the population size is small, and the dynamics
of the full system deviate from the evolution of the reduced system [31]. In
fact, in this scenario, the evolution still has a low-dimensional description
but the macroscopic variables do not evolve in a closed-form equation, so the
reduced system becomes intractable analytically, see [25] for details.
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We consider the case of N = 5, A = 0.1 and γ = 0.025, where it is known
that stable chimeras exist [1, 24, 31]. For initial conditions we consider
equally spaced phases over the circle, i.e., for a fixed ϑ ∈ [0, 2π]

θ1i (0) =
2πi

N
, i = 1, . . . , N1,

θ2i (0) =
2πi

N
+ ϑ, i = 1, . . . , N2,

so the system starts close to an incoherence state.
We consider ϑ = 0.1, transient time of 2, 000 time steps, and integrate

over 1000 more time steps to obtain the final state, sampling every 0.02 time
step. The basin plot is performed in the plane (θ11(0), θ

2
1(0)) for which the

initial conditions are varied over the interval [0, 2π], see Figure 7 (b). We see
that the basin has a coexistence of different chimera states and (complete)
phase synchronization states, as described in [31], and our method is capable
of identifying these cases.

5.3 Coupled oscillators in networks

Here, we apply the VPS construction to networks that are not globally cou-
pled, but rather have some missing links. In this scenario, instead of the
network allowing all permutation symmetries, only a few permutations are
possible. We consider the following equations of motion for the oscillators

θ̇i = σ

N∑

j=1

[A]i,j sin(θj − θi − α), i = 1, . . . , N, (22)

where σ = 0.01 is the overall coupling strength. The adjacency matrix
A represents a network that does not have full permutation symmetry. To
generate this network we initiate the globally coupled network, as depicted in
Figure 7 (a), and remove uniformly at random one edge from the graph. The
resulting graph has two new clusters that are depicted in different colors,
which is calculated via Sage [41]. See Figure 8 for an illustration of the
(random) network used in our numerical results.

We consider a time interval of 5, 000 time steps and sample the trajectory
at every 0.02 time step. Also, the parameters are σ = 0.01 and as before
α = π/2− γ with γ = 0.025. Choosing the same two-dimensional section as
previously, we construct the basin structure via VPS, as illustrated in Figure
8 (b), using five clusters that are determined by the elbow method discussed
earlier. Here, we consider a transient time of 4, 000 time steps and calculate
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Supplementary Figure 8: (a) Network with one single link removed, breaking
the full permutation symmetry of the globally coupled network. Nodes with
different colors correspond to the new clusters formed from the permutation
symmetry group. The red edge corresponds to a randomly selected edge
that was removed from the globally coupled network. (b) Two-dimensional
section of the state space showing basins of 12 (clustered) distinct states.
To construct the VPS, we use β = 1 in Equation (12) and a grid with
1, 257× 1, 257 uniformly sampled initial conditions.

the similarity measure and cross-correlation, over the remaining 1, 000 time
steps.

We also test the performance of the method for another network structure,
where two links are removed, see Figure 9 a). We consider a time interval
of 15, 000 time steps, discarding the first 14, 000 time steps as transient, and
sample the trajectory at every 0.05 time step. The parameters are α =
π/2 − γ with γ = 0.075 and σ = 0.01. Figure 9 b) displays the basin
structure identified by our approach, where a zoom region has been enlarged,
confirming that the basin is intermingled.

In both cases, the basins show that the systems have a high sensitivity to
initial conditions, so our method is able to characterize such basins that have
intermingled structures. It remains an interesting line of research to describe
the mechanism behind the chaotic dynamics since it differs from the globally
coupled scenario where a low-dimensional description is available [8].

22



a) b)

Supplementary Figure 9: (a) Network with two links removed, breaking the
full permutation symmetry of the globally coupled network. Nodes with dif-
ferent colors correspond to the new clusters formed from the permutation
symmetry group. The red edges correspond to randomly selected edges that
were removed from the globally coupled network. (b) Two-dimensional sec-
tion of the state space showing basins of 7 (clustered) distinct states. To con-
struct the VPS, we use β = 1 in Equation (12) and a grid with 1, 257×1, 257
and 624 × 624 for the left and right panel, respectively, uniformly sampled
initial conditions. The parameters are γ = 0.075 and σ = 0.01.

5.4 VPS for phase oscillators

Different from the HR system, when we consider coupled oscillators, the time
series is given by phases {θi(t)}t≥0 in the circle. To construct the VPS, we
perform an embedding into R, so we can use the same similarity measure
introduced in Section 4.1. More precisely, for each oscillator time series, we
consider

xi(t) = cos(θi(t)), i = 1, . . . , N.

5.5 Coupled Hénon maps

To allow the system to settle on to the attractor we use 20, 000 time steps.
The final 1, 000 time steps are utilized for the construction of the VPS. Fol-
lowing several of the above examples, we use only the x-component for the
VPS. The basin shown contains 1, 000, 000 initial conditions sampled in a
grid of [−3, 3]2 for the x and y component of a randomly chosen node. The
initial condition for all other nodes is set to (0, 0)T . Though we are using
a different network structure, we find a very similar basin structure to that
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of [36]. This basin appears to be riddled, which indicates how general this
phenomenon is. Additionally, it is clear that non-trivial symmetry is not
necessary for riddled basins.

Supplementary Figure 10: Basin structure in the Hénon system for a ran-
domly chosen x,y plane. The network is the same DTI network shown in
Fig.1 in the main text. This structure appears to have a riddled basin.
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cardo Luiz Viana, Iberê Luiz Caldas, Yuri L Maistrenko, et al. Riddling:
Chimera’s dilemma. Chaos: An Interdisciplinary Journal of Nonlinear
Science, 28(8):081105, 2018.

[37] Nirupam Sarkar and Bidyut Baran Chaudhuri. An efficient differential
box-counting approach to compute fractal dimension of image. IEEE
Transactions on systems, man, and cybernetics, 24(1):115–120, 1994.

[38] Gautam C. Sethia and Abhijit Sen. Chimera states: The existence
criteria revisited. Phys. Rev. Lett., 112:144101, Apr 2014.

[39] Francesco Sorrentino and Louis Pecora. Approximate cluster syn-
chronization in networks with symmetries and parameter mismatches.
Chaos: An Interdisciplinary Journal of Nonlinear Science, 26(9):094823,
2016.

[40] Harry Eugene Stanley and Nicole Ostrowsky. On growth and form:
fractal and non-fractal patterns in physics, volume 100. Springer Science
& Business Media, 2012.

[41] William Stein and David Joyner. SAGE: Software for Algebra and Ge-
ometry Experimentation. https://www.sagemath.org, 2005. Accessed:
2023-05-04.

[42] Ian Stewart, Martin Golubitsky, and Marcus Pivato. Symmetry
groupoids and patterns of synchrony in coupled cell networks. SIAM
Journal on Applied Dynamical Systems, 2(4):609–646, 2003.

[43] Steven H Strogatz. Nonlinear dynamics and chaos with applications to
physics, biology, chemistry, and engineering. Westview Press, 2015.

[44] Jie Sun, Erik M Bollt, and Takashi Nishikawa. Master stability func-
tions for coupled nearly identical dynamical systems. EPL (Europhysics
Letters), 85(6):60011, 2009.

[45] Ruopeng Wang, Thomas Benner, Alma Gregory Sorensen, and Van Jay
Wedeen. Diffusion toolkit: a software package for diffusion imaging
data processing and tractography. In Proc Intl Soc Mag Reson Med,
volume 15. Berlin, 2007.

28



[46] Damián H Zanette and Alexander S Mikhailov. Condensation in globally
coupled populations of chaotic dynamical systems. Physical Review E,
57(1):276, 1998.

[47] Yuanzhao Zhang and Sean P Cornelius. A catch-22 of reservoir com-
puting. arXiv preprint arXiv:2210.10211, 2022.

29


	Introduction
	Results
	Neuronal model and brain regions
	Vector Pattern State
	black Fractal basin structure black supports the nimble brain
	Coupled HR oscillators in a DTI network
	Fractal basins are ubiquitous


	Discussion
	Methods
	Fractal basins: box counting dimension
	Data availability
	Supplementary information
	Author contributions
	Competing interests
	Acknowledgments





