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ONE DIMENSIONAL DYNAMICS AND THE ROSSLER ATTRACTOR

ERAN IGRA

ABSTRACT. The Rossler system is one of the most famous dynamical systems, mostly due to its numerically-

observed attractor - which is generated by a fold mechanism. In this paper we state and prove a topological

criterion for the existence of an attractor for the Rossler system - and then analyze the periodic dynamics of the

non-wandering set by reducing the flow dynamics to a well-known one dimensional model: the quadratic family,
2 1

z? +c, ce[-2 7]
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INTRODUCTION
Recall the Rossler system, first introduced in [R3s76]:

X=-Y-Z

Y =X + AY (0.1)

Z=B+Z(X -C)
With parameters A, B,C € R3. Inspired by a taffy-pulling machine (see [R&s83]), this dynamical system was
originally introduced in 1976 by O.E. Rossler to model a suspended stretch-and-fold operation. By varying the
A, B, C parameters, Rossler numerically discovered that at (A, B,C) = (0.2,0.2,5.7) the flow generates a chaotic
attractor, which had the shape of a band stretched and folded on itself (see the illustration in Fig.1). In more
detail, in [R0s76] Rossler observed that for (A, B,C) = (0.2,0.2,5.7) the flow had an attracting, invariant set,

whose first return map had the shape of a Smale horseshoe (see [Sma67]) - which he used to explain the seemingly
complex dynamics of the flow.

FIGURE 1. The Réssler attractor at (A, B,C) = (0.2,0.2,5.7)

Since its introduction in 1976, the Rossler system was the focus of many numerical studies - despite the sim-
plicity of the vector field, the Rdssler system gives rise to many non-linear phenomena, which are often linked
to homoclinic bifurcations (see, for example, [Mal+20], [BBS12], [Gal10], [BBS14], [BSS13] and the references
therein). One particular feature is that varying the parameters A, B, C leads to a rise in the complexity of the
system. In more detail, as the A, B, C' parameters are varied, more and periodic trajectories for the flow appear
via period-doubling and saddle-node bifurcations, until they finally collapse to a chaotic attractor (see [Mal+20],
[BBS12],[WZ09] and [R6s76]). In addition, as observed numerically in [KKC13], the Rossler system includes a
period-doubling route to chaos and satisfies a form of Feigenbaum Universality with a constant § ~ 4.669 - the
same as the constant originally observed for the Logistic Family, Az(1 — z), A € (0,4] (see [Fei]).

In contrast to the large corpus of numerical studies, analytic results on the Rossler system are few. The existence
of chaotic dynamics for the Rossler system in the original parameters considered by O.E. Rossler was first proven in
[Zgl97] and later on, also in [YYSO03] - both with the aid of rigorous numerical methods. The existence of periodic
orbits for some parameter values was proven in [TP99], while later on, in [LL11] the dynamics of the Rossler
system at oo were studied by applying the Poincare sphere method. More recent results include [CDV20], where
the existence of an invariant torus (and its breakdown) was analyzed - as well as [GZ22] and [GZ21], where the
existence of infinitely many periodic trajectories was proven at specific parameter values, using rigorous numerical
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methods.

To our knowledge, to this date no study on the Rdossler system ever attempted to study the existence of the
Rossler attractor and analyze its dynamics - and it is precisely this gap this paper aims to address. Namely, in this
paper we prove a topological condition, which, when satisfied by the Rossler system, implies the existence of an
attracting invariant set for the flow, A. As we will see, A strongly resembles the numerically observed attractor.
Later on, inspired by [GZ22] and [GZ21] (and by the numerical studies cited above), by applying previous results
obtained by the author in [Igra] we prove the dynamics of the Rossler system on its non-wandering set can be re-
duced to the dynamics of a one-dimensional model - namely, those of the quadratic family, given by p.(z) = 22 +d,
de[-2, %] - thus giving an approximate geometric model for the flow.

To introduce our results in greater detail, let us first recall that whenever we have C? — 44AB > 0, the
Rossler system (as given by Eq.0.1) generates two fixed points, both saddle-foci (of opposing indices), P, =
(C—\/C22—4AB,_C—\/C2'Z—4AB’ C—\/c2‘1—4AB) and Poy; = (C+ C;—4AB7_C+\/62'124—4AB’ C+\/(é"124—4AB). In particular,
Pr,, has a two-dimensional unstable manifold W7}, , while Po,; has a two-dimensional stable manifold W§,,, (see
the illustration in Fig.2). Conversely, Pr,, generates a one-dimensional stable manifold W7, , while Po,; generates
a one-dimensional unstable manifold W§,,,. By qualitatively analyzing the vector field, we first prove the following

topological criterion for the existence of an attractor (see Th.2.5 in Sect.2):

Theorem 1. Consider any (A, B,C) s.t. C —4AB > 0. Then, there exists a hyperplane S, varying smoothly with
B, s.t. whenever W§,,, NS is a closed curve homotopic to S* the flow generates an attractor A. Moreover, A is
robust under sufficiently small C' perturbations.

As we will see, the attractor A closely correlates with the results of the numerical studies. Moreover, it is easy
to see Th.1 is essentially an existence theorem - as such, it does not teach us too much about the dynamics of the
said attractor: for example, it is easy to see it does not teach us if A is a chaotic attractor or not. And indeed,
by the numerical evidence there is no reason to assume the attractor A is necessarily chaotic - as observed in
many numerical studies, there are parameter values at which the Rdossler attractor is a stable, attracting periodic
trajectory (see, for example, [Gall0], [Mal+20] or [BBS12]). Therefore, in order to describe the dynamics of the
Rossler system on its non-wandering set we take a different approach - which we do in Th.2.

In order to introduce Th.2, let us first recall the notion of a trefoil parameter (see Def.1.2 in the next section).
Roughly speaking, a parameter (A4, B, C) is a trefoil parameter provided the corresponding Rossler system generates
a heteroclinic trefoil knot in the 3—sphere S3. Trefoil parameters were originally introduced by the author in [Igra]
as an idealized form of the Rossler system - and as proven in [Igra], at trefoil parameters the dynamics of the
Rossler are essentially those of a suspended Smale Horseshoe and include infinitely many periodic trajectories (for
more details see Th.3.15 in [Igra], or Th.1.4 in the next section). Now, let P denote the parameter space of Eq.0.1,
and recall that for d € [-2, %} we denote by pg the polynomial 22 + d. Using the properties of trefoil parameters,
we prove the following (see Th.3.4):

Theorem 2. Let p € P be a trefoil parameter. Then, there exists a function IT : P — [—2, i] s.t. the following is
satisfied:

o Set d = II(v). Then, there exists a cross-section U, and a non-empty subset I, C U, on which the first-
return map for the flow f, : I, — I, is well-defined. Moreover, there exists a map m, : I, — R s.t.
Ty © fo = Pa 0 Ty.

o Given any n > 0, provided v is sufficiently close to the trefoil parameter p, I, includes at least n distinct
periodic orbits for f,, denoted by Qq,...,Q,. Moreover, m, is continuous on q,...,2, - and for every
1<i<n, m(Q;) = P; is a periodic orbit for pg of the same minimal period.

o II is continuous at trefoil parameters p, and satisfies I1(p) = —2. Moreover, m,(I,) includes all the periodic
orbits of p_o on the real line.

Th.2 has the following meaning - given a parameter v sufficiently close to a trefoil parameter p, the flow dynamics
around its periodic trajectories are essentially those of a suspended quadratic polynomial (for illustrations, see
Fig.23 and Fig.24). Let us recall the dynamics of the Rossler attractor are long known from numerical studies
to behave similarly to the quadratic family (see, for example, [Mal+20], [GKN84] and [BBS12])- therefore, Th.2
can be considered as an analytic counterpart of these numerical observations. Finally, let us remark that even
though it is not at all obvious from the text, the results of this paper were strongly influenced by notions and ideas
originating in [MY82] , [Str81], [BH95], [YA85], and [Pin23]. In particular, Th.2 originated by an attempt to prove
the existence of a period-doubling cascade for the Rossler system.
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1. PRELIMINARIES

In this section we discuss and introduce many facts and notions on which the results of this paper are based.
This section is organized as follows - we begin with a survey of the basics of the Rossler system and its dynamics
(see Section 1.1). Following that, in Section 1.2 we go over several basic facts about the dynamics of real, quadratic
polynomials.

1.1. Chaotic dynamics in the Réssler system. From now on given (a,b,c) € R?, we switch to the more
convenient form of the Rossler system:
T=—-y—2z
j= o+ ay (L1)
Z=bx+ z(x —¢)
We always denote this vector field corresponding to (a,b,c) € R? by Fopc. This definition is slightly different from

the one presented in Eq.0.1 - however, setting p; = =S¢+ =448 VZCAZ_MB, it is easy to see that whenever C? — 4AB > 0,
(X,Y,Z) = (x —ap1,y + p1,z — p1) defines a change of coordinates between the vector fields in Eq.0.1 and Eq.1.1.
Since the vector field in Eq.1.1 depends on three parameters, (a, b, ¢), we now specify the region in the parameter
space in which we prove our results. The parameter space P C R? we consider throughout this paper is composed
of parameters satisfying the following:

e Assumption 1 - for every parameter p € P,p = (a,b,c) the parameters satisfy a,b € (0,1) and ¢ > 1.
For every choice of such p, the vector field F}, given by Eq.1.1 always generates precisely two fixed points
- Pr,, = (0,0,0) and Poyt = (c —ab,b— £, ¢ —b)

e Assumption 2 - for every p € P the fixed points Pr,, Po,: are both saddle-foci of opposing indices.
In more detail, we always assume that Pr, has a one-dimensional stable manifold, W7, , and a two-
dimensional unstable manifold, W}, . Conversely, we always assume Pp,; has a one-dimensional unstable
manifold, W§4,,;, and a two-dimensional stable manifold, W§,,, (see the illustration in Fig.2 and Fig.10).

e Assumption 3 - For every p € P, let vy, < 0 and prp, £ %1s, pr > 0 denote the eigenvalues of J,(Pr,,),
the linearization of F, at Pry, and set vy, = |§§n . Conversely, let yout > 0, pout + iWour 8t. pour < 0
denote the eigenvalues of J,(Poy:), the linearization at Po, and define vo,, = g Qut |. We will refer to
Vin,Vout as the respective saddle indices at Py, Poyt, and we will always assume (v, < 1)V (Vou: < 1) -
that is, for every p € P at least one of the fixed points satisfies the Shilnikov condition (see Th.13.8 in
[Chu+01] or [Shi67] for more details on the connection between the Shilnikov condition and the onset of
chaos).

It is easy to see the parameter space P we are considering is not only open in R? - moreover, it also includes the
region considered in many numerical studies (see, for example, [Mal+20], [BBS12] and [GKN84] - among others).
As proven in [Igra], given any parameter (a,b,c) = v € P we have the following result about the global dynamics
of the flow:

Theorem 3. For every parameter v € P, the vector field F, satisfies the following:

o F, extends to a continuous vector field on S, with oo added as a fized point for the flow (in S*). As such,
F, has precisely three fized points in S® - Pr,, Pow and co.

o There exists an unbounded, one-dimensional invariant manifold I'r, C W7, , s.t. T, connects Pry, 00

o There exists an unbounded, one-dimensional invariant manifold I'owy € W5, s.1. Tout connects Poyy, 00

o Moreover, U1y, Tour are not knotted with one another (see the illustration in Fig.3).

For a proof, see Th.2.8 in [Igra] (for an illustration, see Fig.3). To continue, we now introduce the following
notion:

Definition 1.1. Let F be a C' vector fields of R3, and let ¢,, t € R denotes the corresponding flow. Then, the
non-wandering set would be defined as {x € R3|lim;_,oo ¢y(x) # o0} - i.e., the collection of initial conditions
whose trajectories are not attracted to oco.

It is easy to see the non-wandering set w.r.t. to any C! vector field F' includes all the periodic trajectories
for the flow. Now, given a parameter v € P,v = (a,b, ¢), begin by considering the cross-section Y = {y = 0} =
{(z,—Z,2)|z,z € R} (see Eq.1.1), and consider its sub-curve [, = {(z,—%, )|z € R}. Because the normal vector
to Y is N = (1,a,0), it follows by direct computation that I, = {s € Y|F,(s) ¢ N = 0}, and Pr,, Pout € l,. It
follows Y\ I,, constitutes of two components, both half planes, parameterized as follows:

o U, ={(x,—%Z,2)|r € R, Z < z} - that is, the upper half plane (see the illustration in Fig.2). .
o L, ={(z,-2 z)|x € R = > z} - that is, the lower half plane (see the illustration in Fig.2).

By the definition above, the Vector field F,, is transverse to both U, and L,. It is also easy to see both U, and
L, vary smoothly when the parameter v are varied smoothly in P. As proven in Lemma 2.1 and Lemma 2.2 in
[Igra] we have:
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FIGURE 2. The local dynamics around the fixed points on Y}, - [, is the straight line separating
Up, L. The green and red flow lines are the one-dimensional separatrices in Wy, , W§,,,-

Corollary 1.2. For any v € P, the cross-section U, defined above satisfies the following:

o The two-dimensional W}, W§,,. are transverse to U, at Pry, Pou: (respectively).
o Let T be a periodic trajectory for F,. Then, T is transverse to the closed half-plane U, in at least one
point.

Remark 1.3. In fact, one can prove something stronger - namely, that if x is an initial condition in the non-
wandering set for F,, which does not lie on the one-dimensional invariant manifold W7, , its trajectory eventually
intersects U, transversely (see Lemma 2.1 in [Igra]). We, however, will not need it.
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FIGURE 3. A heteroclinic trefoil knot (see Def.1.2). © denotes the bounded heteroclinic trajectory,
while I'7,,, U'oyut denote the unbounded heteroclinic trajectories given by Th.3.

As stated in the introduction, in [Igra] the author had proven a criterion for the existence of complex dynamics
for the Rossler system. Since the proofs of both Th.2.5 and 3.4 are heavily based on that criterion, let us now
introduce it. In order to do so, we first make the following observation - assume p € P is a parameter s.t. the vector
field F), generates a bounded heteroclinic trajectory © which flows from Po,, to Py, (in particular, © = W; NW4,,
- see the illustration in Fig.3). Now, consider the set A = W} U WY, U{ P, Pout,>0}. Since W7, = ©UTy,
and W4,, = © Ul o4 by Th.3 it immediately follows A is a knot in R3. Motivated by this observation, from now
on we consider a very specific type of such heteroclinic knots, trefoil parameters, defined below:

Definition 1.2. With the notations above, we say p = (a,b,c) € P is a trefoil parameter for the Rdssler
system provided the following three conditions are satisfied by the vector field F),:

e There exists a bounded heteroclinic trajectory © as in Fig.3. Consequentially, A (as defined above) forms
a trefoil knot in S3.

o The two-dimensional manifolds W, and W§,,, coincide. This condition implies W = Wy, forms the
boundary of an open topological ball - which, from now on, we always denote by B,. It is easy to see
O C B, while I'y,, Toyut € Ba-

e O©NU, ={Py} is a point of transverse intersection - see the illustration at Fig.4.

Trefoil parameters were originally introduced in [Igra] as an idealized form of the Rdssler system (see the
discussion at the beginning of Section 3 in [Igra]) - in particular, the existence of parameters in P at which the
Rossler system generates a heteroclinic trefoil knot was observed numerically (see Fig.5.B1 in [Mal+20]). For
more details on the dynamics of the Rossler system at trefoil parameters, see [Igra] and [Igrb]. The reason we are
interested in trefoil parameters is because at trefoil parameters the Rossler system is chaotic. Namely, as proven
at Th.3.15 and Cor.3.26 in [Igra], we have the following:



ONE DIMENSIONAL DYNAMICS AND THE ROSSLER ATTRACTOR 5
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FIGURE 4. The heteroclinic trajectory © (for a trefoil parameter) winds once around Pr, - hence
it intersects the half-plane U, at Py and the half-plane L, at P;.

Theorem 1.4. Let p € P be a trefoil parameter for the Réssler system, and let f, : U, — U, denote the
corresponding first-return map (wherever defined). Additionally, let o : {1,2}N — {1,2}N denote the one-sided
shift - then, we have the following:

There exists a curve p C U, s.t. U, \ p consists of two components, D1, Dy (see the illustration in Fig.6).
Py, € Dy (see the illustration in Fig.6).

There exists an f,-invariant set Q C U, \ p s.t. Q is a subset of the non-wandering set for the flow.
There ezists a factor map m: Q — {1,2}N s.t. wo f, = 0 ow. Additionally, both f, and © are continuous
on Q.

o If s € {1,2YN is periodic of minimal period k > 0, then 7=1(s) includes at least one periodic point x4 for
fp- Moreover, the minimal period of xs w.r.t. f, is k.

In particular, at trefoil parameters the Rdssler system has infinitely many periodic trajectories.

See the illustration in Fig.6. The idea behind the proof of Th.1.4 is that at trefoil parameters the topology
of the heteroclinic trefoil knot forces the first-return map to behave essentially like a Smale Horseshoe (see the
illustration in Fig.5) - for more details, see Th.3.25 and Th.3.15 in [Igra]. Consequentially, at trefoil parameters
one can describe the dynamics of the first-return map on initial conditions in 7]0 \ p by using a symbolic coding
(w.r.t. Dy, Dy mentioned above).

FIGURE 5. Flowing 7y along the trefoil. © is the green trajectory. Since f,(7) is a closed loop, we
expect the first-return map for the flow to behave similarly to a Smale Horseshoe.

To continue, as stated at the introduction, in this paper we will match the flow dynamics with one-dimensional
polynomial dynamics by studying their shared symbolic dynamics - and it is Th.1.4 which allows us to do so. To
begin, given a trefoil parameter p € P, recall that by Cor.1.2 when we deform the vector field F}, to F,, through
the parameter space (for some v € P) the cross-section U,, varies continuously to U, (both are closed half-planes).
As such, it follows the curve p C U, is continuously deformed to some p, C U,. Consequentially, since p divides

71, to Dy, Ds, p, divides U, to D4y, Dy, (see the illustration in Fig.6). Since by Th.1.4 we have Py, € Dy, it is
easy to see P, € D1 .

Now, let f, : U, —>E denote the first-return map for F, (wherever defined), and let I,, denote the collection of
initial conditions x € U, \ p, satisfying the following:
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e z is in the non-wandering set of F, - i.e., the trajectory of = is not attracted to oo (see Def.1.1).
e For every k > 0, f¥(z) is defined and lies in U, \ p,.

By the discussion above it follows we can again define a symbolic coding on I, - that is, there exists a function
7o+ I, = {1,2}N (not necessarily continuous) s.t. m, o f, = oom, (again, with o : {1,2}N — {1,2}N denoting the
one-sided shift). Moreover, let us note that since for all v € P, Py, € I,,, by f,(Prn) = Pry, (as Pry, is a fixed-point)
it follows the constant {1,1,1...} is in [, - i.e., for all v € P, I, is never empty. We therefore summarize our results
as follows:

Corollary 1.5. For any v € P, the set I, is non-empty, and includes the fized point Pr, - hence, {1,1,1,...} €
my(Iy). Moreover, I, is a subset of the non-wandering set of the vector field F,.

However, one can say more. As proven in Th.4.1 in [Igra], w.r.t. this coding we have the following result, with
which we conclude this subsection:

Theorem 4. Let p € P be a trefoil parameter, and let s € {1, 2}N be periodic of minimal period k. Then, provided
the parameter v is sufficiently close to p, m, 1(s) includes a periodic point x for f,, of minimal period k. Moreover,
both f,, T, are continuous at T, fo(Ts), ..., f¥~1(xs). Consequentially, for every n > 0 there exists some € > 0 s.t.
whenever ||v — p|| < ¢, the Rdssler system corresponding to v generates at least n distinct periodic trajectories.

T TN . P u — -
///// \‘\\() t ////

/ P, 0 / \ / D 2,v

|
. D

P}\,\\ 4 Proe_ Piy/

FIGURE 6. the deformation of U, where p is a trefoil parameter (on the left) to U, (on the right)
- for simplicity, Up, U, are drawn as discs rather than half-planes. As can be seen, the curve p is
deformed to p,.

In other words, Th.4 states that the closer a parameter v is to a trefoil parameter, the more complex are the
dynamics of the Réssler system corresponding to v - i.e., as v — p the number of periodic trajectories for the flow
increases. At Section 3 we will apply both Th.1.4 and Th.4 to reduce the dynamics of the Rossler system to those
of quadratic polynomials on the real line - in order to do so we will also need several facts from the theory of
one-dimensional dynamics, which brings us to the following subsection:

1.2. Symbolic dynamics for the quadratic family. Recall that given any quadratic polynomial p(z) =
az?+bxr+c, a,b,c € R, p can be conjugated to a normal form of the type p.(z) = 22+ ¢ (for some ¢ € R). Further
recall that when ¢ & [-2, i], for a generic x € R, we have p?(z) — oo. However, when ¢ € [—2, i], there is always
a non-trivial closed, bounded interval V. C R, s.t. p.(V.) C V_ - and for every = ¢ V., p(x) — oco. Moreover,
writing V. = [x2,c, 21,c] we always have 2 . < 0 < 1, i.e., the sequence {p?(0)}, is bounded - that is, p. folds V.
on itself in some way (see the illustration in Fig.7). For a proof of these results, see, for example, Ch.1.10 in [GN02].

With these ideas in mind we define the Quadratic Family by p.(z) = 2% — ¢, c € [-2, %] Now, let g € V. be
some periodic point for p. of minimal period k (for some ¢ € [-2, %]) Following the terminology of [DV93] and
[CG92], we classify its type as follows:

k
e When 0 < |dpd7(;°)| < 1, we say ¢ is a hyperbolic or attracting (we use these two terms interchangeably)

- in that case, there exists some open interval Vy C V, s.t. for 2 € Vj, lim,, oo p¥"(z) = z0.
dp* (z0)

e 1o is super-attracting if =~ = 0 - similarly, there exists an open interval V5 C V. s.t. for x € g,
limnﬁoopg"(x) = 1p.
e When |dpi17(x$0)| = 1, we say xz¢ is weakly attracting (or parabolic). In that case, there exists an open

interval Vo C V., w9 € OVp s.t. lim,, o pF"(z) = z0.
e Finally, we say zg is repelling if |%| > 1. By Th.2.2 in [CG92], for every ¢ € [—2, i] pe has at most
one periodic point xy € V. which is not repelling.
Now, recall o : {1,2}N — {1,2}N denotes the one-sided shift, and that given any ¢ € [2, 1] the critical point 0
is strictly interior to V,. Therefore, we can consider the sub-intervals (0, z1,c] = I, [z2,¢,0) = I and define a sym-
bolic coding for initial conditions in the maximal invariant set of p. in 1.\ {0}, denoted by I. - that is, there exists
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FIGURE 7. The invariant interval I, = [z2,, %1,c], for some —2 < ¢ < 0. p. has one fixed point in
[2,c,0) and another at z1 ..

a continuous map &. : I, — {1,2}N s.it. L. op. = g 0&,, s.t. E(x) = {in(p?(2)) }n>0, Where iy, (y) = 1 when y € I,
and 2 where y € 5. For example, with previous notations, for every ¢ € [—2, %], &:(x1,c) is the constant {1,1,1...}
- while &.(z2,c) is the pre-periodic symbol {2,1,1,...}. Following Ch.IL.3 in [DV93], we extend £, to 0 as follows -
for ¢ € [-2, 1], define the Kneading Invariant of p. by K(c) = {i,/(p(0))}n, where i;} (x) = limyt, in(y). See
the illustration in Fig.8.

@ @ Q— @ @ L — @ @
Toc pa2(0) pt(0)  pz2(0) 0 p2(0)  p7t0) p2(0)  wie

FIGURE 8. The invariant interval I, = [z2 , %1,c], divided to different components by U,>op;"(0).

Given any ¢ € [~2, 1], the kneading invariant determines which symbols can (and cannot) appear in &:(I;). In
fact, using Kneading Theory one can prove that given ¢ € [-2, %] s.t. &.(1.) includes every periodic s € {1,2},
then ¢ = —2 - see Th.5 below. We conclude this section the following result, which will be useful in the proof of
Th.3.4 (for a proof, see Th.I1.3.2 and Cor.I1.10.1 in [DV93]):

Theorem 5. With previous notations, given ¢ € [—2, i], provided ¢ > —2, there exists some periodic s € {1,2}N
s.t. s & E(1.). Moreover, given —2 < d < ¢ we have &.(I.) C £4(14) - that is, the dynamical complexity can only
increase as ¢ | —2. In particular, p_o is dynamically mazimal, i.e., &_o(I_3) includes every periodic s € {1,2}N.

1

Remark 1.6. Given any c € [-2, 1], it is easy to see the constant {1,1,1...} is always in I..

Th.5 essentially states that given ¢ € [—2, %}, pe covers V. twice precisely when ¢ = —2 - as such, given ¢ € [—2, %],
Th.5 proves that the dynamics of p. are essentially a singular Smale Horseshoe precisely when ¢ = —2 (we will
return to this idea in Section 3 - see Cor.3.1). Capitalizing on this idea, let x C {1,2}N denote the set of symbols
which are not strictly pre-periodic to the constant {1,1,1,...}. By computation, the kneading invariant for ¢ = —2
is the pre-periodic symbol {2, 1,1, ...} (see the illustration in Fig.9). Now, recall we denote by o : {1,2}N — {1,2}N
the one-sided shift - then, the dynamics of p_o on I_5 satisfy the following (see Ch.2.6 in [GLO03]):

Lemma 1.7. The invariant interval V_go for p_o is [=2,2], and p_q is a (branched) double cover of [—2,2] on
itself (see the illustration in Fig.9). Moreover, &_o: I_o — K is a homeomorphism, satisfying §_o op_g 0 5:; =0
- consequentially, every component of I_o is a singleton.

B B — ap o(=2
) S :i_jm |
o s ’

-2 0 2

FIGURE 9. p_s acts on [—2,2] by folding it twice on itself.
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As we will prove in Section 3, the dynamics of the Rossler system at trefoil parameters are essentially those of
p—2 on I_o (see Cor.3.1) - however, in order to generalize this result to every parameter v € P, not necessarily a
trefoil parameter, we will also need the notion of the real Fatou and Julia sets. Following Ch.VI in [DV93], we
define these sets as follows:

Definition 1.3. Let g : I — I be a continuous interval map. Then, the Fatou set of g, F(g), is defined as the
set of points around which the sequence {g"}n is compact (in particular, every component of F(g) is open in I).
Conversely, we define J(g), the Julia set of g, to be I\ F(g).

Now, let us consider how these ideas manifest for polynomials p.(x) = 22 + ¢. By Lemma VL1 in [DV93] we
know that the real Julia set of p. at the invariant interval Vi, J(p.), is simply the a—limit set of 0. Additionally,
let us recall that by Th.II1.2.2 and Th.II1.2.3 in [CG92] we have the following result:

Theorem 6. For c € [—2, ﬂ, pe has at most one periodic orbit in Vg that is either attracting or weakly attracting.
Consequentially, given O1,...,0, C V., distinct periodic orbits for p., O1,...,On_1 are repelling and lie at the Julia
set.

‘We conclude this Section with the following fact, which is a corollary of Th.6 and previous discussion about the
symbolic dynamics of the quadratic family:

Corollary 1.8. For c € [-2, %], let J(p.) denote the Julia set of p., and let F(p.) denote the Fatou set. Then,
given a repelling periodic point x € J(p.) s.t. x does not lie on the boundary of a component in F(pg), setting
s =&(x), we have £;1(s) = {x}.

Proof. Let us write I, = £, 1(s). It is easy to see I, is generated by the infinite intersection of nested intervals -
hence, by Caratheodory’s Theorem on planar convex sets, I, is the convex hull of either one or two points in V/,
i.e., I is either an interval or a singleton (for a proof see, for example, [Sol15]). It would therefore suffice to prove
I, is a singleton - to do so, let us first note that since J(p.) is the a-limit set of 0, if I, is not a singleton but
an interval, its interior must be a component of F(p.). Consequentially, if I is an interval it immediately follows
x € 01, which implies z lies on the boundary of some component in F(p.). Since this is not the case per our
assumption on z, I, must be a singleton and Cor.1.8 now follows. ([

2. SUFFICIENT CONDITIONS FOR THE THE EXISTENCE OF THE ROSSLER ATTRACTOR.

Let p € P,p = (a,b,c) be a parameter value for the Rossler system, and recall we always denote by F, the
corresponding vector field (see Eq.1.1). As stated earlier, in this section we prove a topological criterion for the
existence of an attractor for the Rossler system (see Th.2.5 and Prop.2.1). To begin, recall that given parameter
values p = (a,b,¢) € P, we always assume the parameters a,b, ¢ satisfy a,b € (0,1),¢ > 1. Moreover, we
assume the corresponding vector field F}, always generates precisely two fixed points in R3 - P, = (0,0,0) and
Pout = (¢ — ab, %, %‘“’), both saddle foci, satisfying the following:

e Poy: has a stable, two-dimensional invariant manifold W§,,,. Conversely, Pr, has a two-dimensional
unstable, invariant manifold W}, (see the illustration in Fig.10).

e Pp,; has a one-dimensional unstable invariant manifold W§,, which consists of two separatrices - I'oy,
connecting Poyt, 00 (see Th.3) and Aoy (Aoy: may, or may not, be bounded). Conversely, Pr, has a
one-dimensional stable manifold W7, , composed of two separatrices I'oy:, connecting Py, 00 (again, see
Th.3) and Ay, (which, again, may, or may not, be bounded). See the illustration in Fig.10.

A[n vv/FOut

P
Ou
PIn '
- W§
WD AOut Out
Fln

FiGURE 10. The local dynamics around the saddle foci Py, and Poy¢. 'y, arrives at Pp, from
0o, and g, tends to co. Conversely, each of Ay, and Ag,; may (or may not) be bounded.

Now, given any parameter value (a,b,c), let us consider the hyperplane S, = {(z,y, —b)[z,y € R} (see the
illustration in Fig.11) - from now on, we denote by Sj, the closure of Sj, in the three-sphere S (it is easy to see Sj,
is homeomorphic to S? - see the illustration in Fig.12). We first prove the following fact:



ONE DIMENSIONAL DYNAMICS AND THE ROSSLER ATTRACTOR 9

Proposition 2.1. Let p € P, p = (a,b,¢) be a parameter s.t. 6 = W§,, NSy is a closed curve on the sphere Sy,
which homotopic to the circle S (as illustrated in Fig.12 or Fig.11). Then, the Réssler system corresponding to p
generates a compact attractor A - moreover, Pow ¢ A, and A attracts the component Aowr of W,

Proof. We first begin by analyzing the local dynamics of the vector field F}, on Sy. To begin, note the normal
vector to Sy is (0,0, 1), and that by computation Fj,(z,y,—b) e (0,0,1) = bz — b(xz — ¢) = be - per our assumption
on the parameter space, since a,b € (0,1) and ¢ > 1, it follows that F(z,y,—b) e (0,0,1) > 0. Or, in other
words, on every point of s € Sy, F,(s) points inside the set Qp = {(z,y,2)|z > —b} (see the illustration in
Fig.11). Moreover, by Pr, = (0,0,0) and by Po,: = (¢ — ab, %, %‘“’) it is easy to see Pr,, Poy: are both inte-
rior to Q. Consequentially, it follows the two dimensional unstable manifold W7y, for Pr, is also trapped inside Q.

_ . A /FOut
I
PIn " f POut
I—‘In i?out / Wgut

0

S
FIGURE 11. The plane Sy, the directions of F, on it, and the region @), above it. In this illustration,
W&t NSy is the blue circle §, while Q; is the cone trapped between S, and W§, ,. In this scenario

Pr, € Q- it is easy to see @ \qut includes two components, s.t. one of them is @ (note
AOut g Ql)

Now, let us consider the set Q = Q, \ W}, - by our assumption that W§,, N Sy it is easy to see @ is composed
of two components, ¢); and ()2, as illustrated in Fig.12 and 11. Since the one-dimensional unstable manifold W§,,,
is transverse to W3, at the saddle-focus Poyt, by W§,,; = Lout N Aoy it follows W, separates I'oy: and Aoy
in @ (see the illustration in Fig.12). Therefore, let us denote by @1 the component of @ s.t. Apu: C Q1 (see the
illustration in Fig.12 and Fig.11).

L]
PO“t W(S)ut v

FIGURE 12. The set Sy, sketched as a sphere in S% (with co on it). The region Qy is the region
trapped inside the sphere, while W3, is the purple surface. The set @)1 is the component of
Qb\m which includes Po,; (it also includes Aoy, and in this scenario, we also have Pr, € Q).
In this scenario, W§,,, NSy is the blue curve § which is homotopic (and not homeomorphic) to S?,
with singularities at co. The dark orange curve is .

To continue, let S; denote a local cross-section transverse to Ap,; - moreover, we choose S; to be sufficiently
small s.t. it is transverse to the flow. Per our assumption that WgutﬂSib, it follows there exists a curve v C Sp,NIQ
(where both boundaries are taken in R?) s.t. the forward trajectory of any s € ~ hits S; transversely (see the
illustration in Fig.12 and Fig.13). Now, consider the region @ 4, trapped between S, and the flow lines connecting
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~ and S, as illustrated in Fig.13. It is easy to see Q4 is bounded in R3 - and furthermore, it is also easy to see
Pout € Q 4. By definition, since every s € 9Q 4 either lies on either Sy, Sp, or on some flow line connecting v and
S1, it follows the vector field is either tangent to 0@ 4, or points inside @4 - consequentially, no trajectories can
escape Q4 under the flow. Therefore, recalling we denote the flow by ¢¥, t € R, we conclude A = lim;_, », ¢V (0Q )
is a compact, invariant set. In particular, A is strictly interior to @4, hence Poys & A.

POut

F1GURE 13. The cross section S; - by the continuity of the flow, the trajectory of every initial
condition on v flows to 1, some curve on S; (where S is a cross-section transverse to the flow and
to Aput). Consequentially, there exists a connected region Q4 C Qi from which no trajectories
can escape.

Since no trajectory can escape @ 4, by Th.6.1 in [Chu72], it follows A is an attractor for the flow. Having proven
the existence of A, to conclude the proof of Prop.2.1 it remains to prove the invariant manifold Agp,; is attracted
to A - that is, that for all s € Apyt, limg_0o @Y (s) € A. That, however, is immediate - recalling S; C 9Q 4 is
transverse to Aoy (see the illustration in Fig.13), it follows that for every s € Ag,; there exists some tg > 0 s.t.

b (s) € Qa. Since A is the accumulation set under the flow for initial conditions in @4, Prop.2.1 now follows. [

s
WOut

,'

FIGURE 14. Per Prop.2.1, the two-dimensional W§,,, shields trajectories from escaping to oo,
while Apy: repels them towards the attractor A (and gets attracted to A in itself).

Let x C P denote the parameter set s.t. for v € k, the Rossler system corresponding to v satisfies the as-
sumptions (and conclusions) of Prop.2.1. Even though it is not at all obvious from our arguments above that s
is non-empty, from the numerical evidence of [Mal+20], [Gall0] and [BBS12], it appears this is the case. In more
detail, as observed numerically in [BBS12] and [Mal+20] (among others), in many parameters the two-dimensional
invariant manifold W§,,, appears to shield trajectories from escaping to oo - while Aoy pushes them towards
the attractor, as illustrated in Fig.14. Finally, before moving on, let us further remark the argument used to
prove Prop.2.1 in fact holds whenever b,c¢ > 0. That is, Prop.2.1 holds even outside our parameter range - say,
for example when Pp,: is a real saddle rather than a saddle focus. This correlates with [BBS14], where it was
observed that even for parameter values outside of P the flow can still generate an attracting invariant set.
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Having proven a sufficient condition for the existence of an attracting invariant set, we are now concerned with
the converse - i.e., we prove the existence of a repeller for the flow. Taking a different approach to the one used to
rove Prop.2.1, by direct qualitative analysis of the vector field we now prove:

Lemma 2.2. Let p € P, p = (a,b,c) be parameter value - then, there exists an unbounded repeller R for the
corresponding Rossler system.

Proof. Consider the region R = {(z,y,2)ly < 0,& > 0,y > b+ 1} (where £ = —y —z and § = = + ay -
see Eq.1.1). It is easy to see R is trapped between the three surfaces Ry = {(z,—2,2)ly > b+ 1,—2z > £},
Ry = {(z,—2z,2)|t —az < 0,z < =b—1} and Ry = {(z,b+ 1,2)| —2—b—12> 0,z +a(b+ 1) < 0} (see the
illustration in Fig.15). By computation, the normal vectors to each surface are r; = (1,a,0), ro = (0,1,1) and
rs = (0,—1,0) (respectively) - moreover it is easy to see r1, 79 and r3 all point outside of R, as illustrated in Fig.15.

T2 I
Rs Ry

™\

Ro
1
—

FIGURE 15. The body R, trapped between Rj, Ry and Rs (where r1,79 and 73 are the respective
normal vectors). As we prove, for v; € R;, F,(v;) er; > 0 - i.e., F, points outside of R throughout
OR.

By computation, F,(z,—%,2) e (1,a,0) = £ — z, Fy(z,b+1,2)(0,—1,0) = —(x + a(b + 1)), which implies that
given v; € R;, i = 1,3, Fp(v;) e7; > 0. For ¢ = 2, let us note the equation F,(z,—z,2) e (0,1,1) is positive
precisely when z < ((llfcl_)i Set f(z) = ((llfcl_)i - it is easy to see f is non-decreasing on x € (—o0,a + ¢) and that

lim, o f(z) = =b—1 - which, by 2 < —=b—1 < f(z), € (—00,a + ¢) implies that for all (z — z,z) € Ry we

have z < ((l}fclj"; Therefore, again, for vs € R3, F,(v3)  (0,1,1) > 0. Consequentially, it follows F,, points outside
of R throughout OR, which implies R is a repeller. Moreover, since R is unbounded the assertion follows. O

Remark 2.3. Recall we denote the flow corresponding to F, by ¢V, t € R. With just a little more work, one
can easily prove that for any v € R and all t < 0, ¢¥(v) € R - and that there are no fized points in R. Since by
definition R C {y < 0}, for every v € R we have lim;_, o, ¢} (v) = oo.

Remark 2.4. In addition to the well-known attractor, the existence of repelling, invariant sets for the Rdssler
system was observed numerically in [BBS12]. However, in [BBS12] the said set is composed of periodic trajectories.

FIGURE 16. The attractor of the Rossler system given by Eq.0.1 at (a,b,¢) = (0.8.0.2,15.7),
sketched in Matlab. The fixed-points are represented as black dots.

Having proven Prop.2.1 and Lemma 2.2, we now summarize our results as follows:

Theorem 2.5. Let p = (a,b,c) be some parameter in the parameter space P. Then, the corresponding Rdssler
system satisfies the following:

(1) There exists an unbounded repeller for the flow.
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(2) Recall Sy = {(x,y,—b)|z,y € R} and that W,,, denotes the two-dimensional stable manifold of the saddle
focus Poy;. Then, provided § = W§,, N Sy is a closed curve on S, homotopic to S* (where both closures
are taken in S®), we have the following:

o There exists a compact attractor for the flow, A. Moreover, Poy: € A.

o A component Ao of W§,, is attracted to A, as illustrated in Fig.14.

o The attractor A is robust - i.e., it persists under sufficiently small C' perturbations of the vector field
F,

-
Proof. By Prop.2.1 and Lemma 2.2, the only thing we need prove is the robustness of A. To do so, recall A is
compact - and that its basin of attraction, Q4 (as defined in the proof of Prop.2.1) is pre-compact in R3. It is
easy to see that by deforming Q) 4 with the flow we generate a pre-compact set B4 C Q4 s.t. A is strictly interior
to By, and the vector field F, points inside B4 throughout B4 - moreover, since S? is homeomorphic to S? we
can also ensure 9B, forms a smooth surface, diffeomorphic to S?. Consequentially, by the pre-compactness of B
it follows that for any sufficiently small C'! perturbation of F},, denoted by F, the vector field F' points inside B
throughout 0B and Th.2.5 now follows. O

FIGURE 17. The attractor of the Rossler system given by Eq.0.1 at (a,b,¢) = (0.8.0.2,18.33),
sketched in Matlab (the fixed points correspond to the black dots) - at these parameters, the
attractor appears to be a stable periodic trajectory (with a very long period).

Before we conclude this section, let us discuss several remarks arising from Th.2.5. The first is that Th.2.5
correlates closely with the numerical results on the Rossler attractor. As observed numerically, it is the invariant
manifolds of Pp,; which are responsible for the creation of the attractor (see, for example, [Mal420], [BBS12], and
[BBS14] - among others) - that is, the two-dimensional stable manifold W, shields trajectories from escaping to
0o, while a bounded component of W§,,, (i.e., Apu:) propels them towards the attractor (see the illustration in
Fig.14). It is easy to see Th.2.5 (or more precisely, Prop.2.1) is an analytic counterpart of these observations.

A second (and final) remark is that Th.2.5 is essentially an existence theorem - that is, it does not teach us
anything about the dynamics on the attractor A. In particular, Th.2.5 does not give us enough information to
determine the chaoticity of the attractor. As observed numerically, the Rossler attractor, for whichever (a,b,c)
parameters it may exist in P, need not be chaotic. In fact, one of the widely observed facts about the Rossler
attractor is that at some regions of P it is chaotic - yet in others it is a stable, attracting periodic trajectory. This
leads us to ask the following question: can we analytically describe the evolution of the Rossler attractor
from order to chaos?

In the next section we will give a partial answer to this question. In more detail, we will prove that at least
around trefoil parameters (see Def.1.2), the dynamical complexity of the Rdssler system can be described by the
discrete-time dynamics of a family of one-dimensional maps: the quadratic family, i.e., p.(z) = 2® +¢, ¢ € [-2, %]

3. ONE-DIMENSIONAL FIRST RETURN MAPS IN THE ROSSLER SYSTEM

From now on unless said otherwise, v = (a,b,¢) would always denote a parameter in P, while F, would al-
ways denote the vector field generating the corresponding Rossler system (see Eq.1.1). Similarly, from now on
p = (a,b,c) would always denote a trefoil parameter for the Rossler system and F, would always denote the cor-
responding vector field (see Def.1.2). Additionally, recall that given a C'-vector field of R3, F, its non-wandering
set is the collection of initial conditions whose trajectory is not attracted to oo (see Def.1.1) - in particular, the
non-wandering set includes every periodic trajectory generated by F'. Our main objective in this section is to prove
Th.3.4 - where we prove that given any parameter v € P sufficiently close to trefoil parameter, the dynamics of
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the Rossler system corresponding to v can be described by those of a quadratic polynomial.

This section is organized as follows - we begin by proving the dynamics of the Rossler system at trefoil param-
eters on a certain invariant set can be reduced to those of p_a(x) = 2% — 2 on the interval [—2,2] (see Cor.3.1).
Following that, we give a rough intuition to Th.3.4, after which we prove the said Theorem. Unlike Th.2.5, the
proof of Th.3.4 would be heavily based on ideas from Th.1.4 and Th.4 - that is, it will be strongly based on
describing the flow dynamics (or more precisely, those of the first-return map) by symbolic means.

p—2(0)
-2

A

B L 5
H(CD) H(AB)
p—2(2) = p_2(-2)
FIGURE 18. Crushing a Smale Horseshoe map H : ABCD — R? to an unimodal map which
covers the interval twice - i.e, to p_s on [—2,2].

To begin, we first recall some formalism and facts about polynomial dynamics from Section 1.2. Specifically,
recall we denote the quadratic family by pc(z) = 2 + ¢,c € [~2, 1], and that o : {1,2}N — {1,2}N denotes the
one-sided shift. As explained at the beginning of Section 1.2, for ¢ € [-2, i], the polynomial p, admits a maximal
bounded interval [xa.,x1.] = Ve, s.t. the following is satisfied:

e pe(Ve) CVe.

e ( is interior to V..

e Forz ¢ Ve, [p¢(z)| — oc.
See the illustration in Fig.7. Moreover, recall we denote by I. as the maximal invariant set of p. in V. \ {0}.
Denoting [z2,.,0) by 2 and (0, z1,] by 1, in Section 1.2 we showed there exists a continuous map &, : I — {1,2}N
s.t. E.ope. = o0&, (see Section 1.2 for more details and references). In particular, for ¢ = —2 we have V_g = [—2, 2]
- and moreover, p_y covers [—2,2] twice, i.e., p_2([—2,2]) = [-2, 2] (see Lemma 1.7).

Now, let x C {1,2}N denote the set of all symbols s € {1,2}N which are not strictly pre-periodic to the con-
stant {1,1,1,...}. Per Lemma 1.7, for ¢ = —2, {_5 : I_5 — K is a homeomorphism, satisfying &_20p_s o0 f:; =o0.
Consequentially, we conclude the dynamics of p_5 on [—2,2] are a singular model of the Smale-Horseshoe map
in the following sense: given a Smale Horseshoe map H : ABCD — R?, when we collapse H by a homotopy to
an interval map, we get a unimodal map which covers the interval twice - i.e., we get p_2 on [—2,2] (up to some
conjugation - see the illustration in Fig.18).

We now recall some facts about the dynamics of the Rossler system at trefoil parameters - namely, Cor.1.2
and Th.1.4. In more detail, recall there exists a universal cross-section for the flow, the half-plane U, (see Cor.1.2
and the illustration in Fig.19), and that we denote the first-return map by f, : 71, — 7,, (wherever defined) - by
Cor.1.2, every trajectory of the non-wandering set for Rossler system at trefoil parameters intersects U, transversely
infinitely many times. Per Th.1.4, there exists a bounded curve p C U,, a bounded, f,-invariant set Q@ C U, \ p
and a map 7 : Q — {1,2}N s.t. the following holds:

Q is a subset of the non-wandering set for the vector field F},.
mo fp=0o0T.
fp and 7 are both continuous on Q.
7(Q) includes every periodic s € {1,2}N.
If s € {1,2}N is periodic of minimal period k, 7~!(s) includes at least one periodic point of minimal period
k for fp.
See the illustration in Fig.22 and Fig.19. Combined with Lemma 1.7 from Section 1.2, by the discussion above
we conclude:

Corollary 3.1. Let p € P be a trefoil parameter, let Q be as above, and let I_5 be as in Lemma 1.7. Set ¢ = f:%OW
(with {_o as in Lemma 1.7 and m as above) - then, the function ¢ : Q — I_q is continuous, satisfies o f, = p_s0t
- and moreover, (Q) includes every periodic orbit for p_o in the interval V_s.
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FIGURE 19. The symbolic dynamics at trefoil parameters, generated by D; and Dz, the compo-
nents of U, \ p. © denotes the bounded heteroclinic trajectory (see Def.1.2), while I'z,, and I'oys
denote the unbounded heteroclinic trajectories (see Th.3).

Remark 3.2. The function p_o is not special - in fact, we can replace it with any unimodal map f : [0,1] — [0, 1]
s.t. f covers [0,1] twice (for example - the tent map).

Remark 3.3. In [Mal+20], it was observed the dynamics of the first-return maps for the Réssler attractor at
homoclinic parameters behaved like those of Misiurewicz maps - that is, unimodal maps for which the critical point
lies away from Up>1p7(0) (see [Mis81] for more details). As 0 is a pre-periodic point for p_s(z) = x? — 2, Cor.5.1
is a possible explanation for this observation.

A B A B
H(CD) H(AB) H'(CD) H'(AB)
FIGURE 20. Isotoping a Smale Horseshoe map H : ABCD — R? to a rectangle map H’ :
ABCD — R? which is not a horseshoe map. H’ includes less periodic orbits than H..

Having proven Cor.3.1, we are now ready to state prove Th.3.4. Even though the proof is relatively long due
to several technicalities, the motivation behind it is rather simple. To introduce it, recall the motivation behind
Cor.3.1 was that the dynamics of the first-return map at trefoil parameter essentially those of a horseshoe map
(see Fig.5) - therefore, these dynamics can be homotopically collapsed to an interval map which covers the interval
twice (see Fig.18 for an illustration). It is also easy to see that given a trefoil parameter p € P, the dynamics of its
corresponding vector field F,, are structurally unstable under arbitrarily small C'! perturbations of F}, - therefore,
as we perturb the dynamics of the Rossler system from those of some trefoil parameter p to those some nearby
parameter v, we expect the Rossler system corresponding to v to include less periodic dynamics (at least when
compared to those at trefoil parameters). Or, in other words, we expect the symbolic dynamics of the first-return
map to include less periodic symbols. Therefore, inspired by Cor.3.1 and Th.5, we would expect the dynamics of
the perturbed flow to be similar to those of p. on the interval V, for some ¢ € (-2, i] (see Fig.21).

In order to make this heuristic into a rigorous proof, first recall that given any parameter v € P, we denote by
fo : U, — U, the first-return map generated by the corresponding Réssler system - while F, always denotes the
vector field. Additionally, recall that by Cor.1.2 the trajectory of periodic trajectory in the non-wandering set for
F, intersects transversely with the half-plane U,. Furthermore, recall that as described in Section 1.1, when we
vary the parameter v to some v’ in the parameter space P, the cross-section U, is continuously deformed to the
cross-section U, - consequentially, given a trefoil parameter p € P, as we smoothly deform the vector field F}, to
F, through the parameter space, the curve p C 7,, is continuously deformed to defined above p, C U, (see the
discussion immediately before Cor.1.5, and the illustrations in Fig.22). Now, recall that for any parameter v € P,
we denote by I, the collection of initial conditions = in U, \ p, satisfying the following:
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o I
C D f(0)
— ¢ 0
A B
o T2

!/ /
epy ) fan) = @)
FIGURE 21. Collapsing a rectangle map H' : ABCD — R? to a unimodal map f which does not
cover the interval twice - consequentially, its symbolic dynamics are expected to not include all
the periodic symbols in {1,2}N.

e The trajectory of x is not attracted to co.
e Forall k >0, f¥(z) € U, \ py.

Recalling the discussion preceding Cor.1.5, we know U, \ p, is composed of two components, D; , and Ds,, -
both of which vary continuously with v (see the illustration in Fig.22). Therefore, by Cor.1.5 and Th.4 we have
the following:

e The set I, is non-empty. Moreover, it is a subset of the non-wandering set for F, (see Cor.1.5).

e There exists a map 7, : [, = {1,2}N s.t. m, 0 f, = om,.

e Given any periodic s € {1, 2} of minimal period k, provided v is sufficiently close to the trefoil parameter
p, m, 1(s) includes x5, a periodic point for f, of minimal period k.

e With the notations above, f,, ..., f¥ are all continuous on z. Similarly, 7, is continuous on s, ..., f¥~1(x,).

FIGURE 22. the deformation of U,, where p is a trefoil parameter (on the left) to U, (on the right)
- for simplicity, U,, U, are drawn as discs rather than half-planes. As can be seen, the curve p is
deformed to p,.

We are now ready to state and prove Th.3.4. With these ideas in mind, we prove:

Theorem 3.4. Let p € P denote a trefoil parameter for the Rdéssler system. Then, there exists a function
II: P— [-2,1], s.t. settingd =11(v), v = (a,b,c) € P we have the following:
o When v — p, (v) = —2 - i.e., II is continuous at trefoil parameters.
o Let f, : U, — U, denote the first-return map corresponding to a given v € P. Then, there exist an
fo—tnvariant J, C I,,, a bounded, py-invariant J; C R, and a surjective {, : J, — Jq, s.t. (y0 fy = D30(y-
o Given any n > 0, provided the parameter v is sufficiently close to p, we have the following:
(1) the set J, includes 1, ...,Q, - n distinct periodic orbits for f,.
(2) Both f,,(, are continuous on Q;, 1 <i <n.
(3) (%) = Pi, 1 < i <n are periodic orbits for pg - moreover, Q; and P; have the same minimal period.
In other words, as v — p, the factor map (, becomes increasingly more continuous.

Before moving on to the proof, let us remark the formalism above has the following meaning - the closer a given
Rossler system is to the dynamics of a trefoil parameter, the more its behavior around periodic trajectories looks
like that of a deformed, suspended quadratic polynomial. In other words, the smaller ||v— p|| is (where p is a trefoil
parameter), the better the flow dynamics on the non-wandering set are described by the semi-flow generated by
suspending pg(x) = 22 + d, d = II(v) - see the illustrations at Fig.23 and Fig.24.

Proof. From now on p € P would always denote a trefoil parameter for the Rossler system - while F}, always
denoting the corresponding vector field. Similarly, given any v € P (not necessarily a trefoil parameter), we will
always denote by F, the corresponding vector field (see Eq.1.1). Additionally, from now on o : {1,2}N — {1,2}N
would always denote the one-sided shift. Before giving a sketch of proof, we first make some general remarks about
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the symbolic dynamics for the vector field F, (as defined at the discussion above).

To begin, for every v € P, set S, = m,(I,), and define Per(v) C S, as the set of periodic symbols in S,. Recall
that by Cor.1.5, for every v the constant {1,1,1...} is in Per(v) - i.e., for every v € P, Per(v) # (). Moreover, by
Th.4 we immediately conclude:

Corollary 3.5. Let p € P be a trefoil parameter, and let s € {1,2}N be some periodic symbol. Then, Per(v) # ()
- and provided v is sufficiently close to p, s € Per(v).

FI1GURE 23. An illustration of the semiflow created by suspending an interval and folding it into
a unimodal map. For an alternative illustration, see Fig.24.

In order to give a sketch of proof for Th.3.4, we now recall some notions from Section 1.2. Given a param-
eter ¢ € [—2, 1], recall the polynomial p.(z) = z? + ¢ there exists a maximal bounded interval V. = [z2,c, 21,c],
To,e <0< 28t pe(Ve) C Ve (e, pe folds V. on itself) - and that for x ¢ V., pl(x) — co. Additionally, recall
we denote by I, the maximal invariant set of p. in V. \ {0}, and that we defined a symbolic coding by denoting
the interval (0,1 ] with 1 and [z2,.,0) by 2 - consequentially, there exists a continuous &, : I, — {1,2}N s.t.
&0 pe = 0 0&. As an analogue of the set S,, we define It(c) = £.(I.) - that is, It(c) is the collection of symbolic
dynamics generated by p. on I.. Finally, for ¢ € [-2, i] define Per(c) C It(c) to be the set of periodic symbols
in It(c). By Th.5, we know that given any periodic s € {1,2}N, provided c is sufficiently close to —2 we have
s € Per(c).

Having introduced the sets S, Per(v), It(c) and Per(c) for v € P and c € [~2, ] (respectively), we now give
a sketch of proof for Th.3.4. We will prove Th.3.4 in two stages:

e At Stage I, we define and analyze the function IT : P — [—2, 1]. In more detail, given v € P, we will define
II(v) by considering the supremum over ¢ € [—2, 1] s.t. Per(v) C Per(c). As we will see, by our definition
it will follow II is continuous on regions of structural stability in P.

e At Stage II we prove that if II(v) = d, there exists a factor map (, between two invariant subsets J,,, J4,
for the first-return map f, and pg (respectively). Moreover, we will show that given n > 0, provided the
parameter v is sufficiently close to a trefoil parameter p, ¢, is continuous at least around n-distinct periodic
orbits in J, for f,. This will imply Th.3.4, thus concluding the proof.

FIGURE 24. An alternative illustration of the semiflow created by suspending an interval and
folding it into a unimodal map. Here we have a branch line torn in two at the critical point, with
the two strands glued together to create a unimodal map.

3.1. Stage I - defining I1: O — [-2, %]: As stated above, we prove Th.3.4 by optimally matching the symbolic
dynamics of a given Per(v) with the Per(d) (for some parameters v € P and d € [-2,1]). To do so, given a
parameter v € P first define the function d : P — [~2, 1] by d(v) = d = sup{c € [-2, }]|Per(v) C Per(c)} - since
Per(v) # 0 by Cor.3.5, we always have § > d(v) > —2. Let us note that when p € P is a trefoil parameter for the
Rossler system, by Cor.3.1 and Th.5 we have d(p) = —2. With these ideas in mind, given v € P we define II(v) as

follows:
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e For any trefoil parameter p € P, inspired by the discussion above we set II(p) = —2.
e Assume v € P is not a trefoil parameter. In that case, set II(v) = d(v).

Recalling Cor.3.1, we now prove the following Lemma, with which we conclude Stage I:

Lemma 3.6. Given any {v,}, C P s.t. v, — p, we have I(v,) — —2. That is, II is continuous at trefoil
parameters for the Réssler system.

Proof. To begin, recall that given any periodic s € {1,2}N, by Th.IL.3.2 in [DV93] (i.e., Th.5 in Section 1.2)
there exists some ¢ € (—2, i] s.t. for ¢ < ¢, s € Per(c) - and moreover, the same Theorem also implies p_o is
dynamically maximal w.r.t. the quadratic family. That is, given any ¢ € [—2, i] s.t. Per(c) includes every periodic
symbol in {1,2}N we have ¢ = —2 - and additionally, when ¢ — —2, the number of distinct periodic symbols in

Per(c) increases as well.

Now, let p € P be a trefoil parameter, and consider a sequence v, — p. By Th.4 it follows that for every
periodic s € {1,2}N and any sequence {v,}, s.t v, — p, there exists some k, s.t. for n > k,, s € Per(v,).
Now, write ¢ = sup{c € [-2,1]|s € Per(c)} - by the definition of II it now follows that for every n > ki,
—2 < II(v,) < ¢s. By Th.5 we know ¢y > —2 - which implies there exists some periodic w € {1,2}N, w # s,
sit. ¢, = sup{c € [-2,]|w € Per(c)} satisfies c,, < ¢;. Again, using the same argument, it now follows there
exists some k, s.t. for n > k,, w € Per(v,) - which, using similar arguments, again implies that for n > k,,
-2 <T(v,) < ¢y < cs.

Or, in other words, we have just shown that the infimum inf{c € [-2, 1]|3k > 0,Vn > k,II(v,) < c} is precisely
—2 - consequentially, when v, — p, II(v,) — —2 and Lemma 3.6 now follows. O

3.2. Stage II - concluding the proof of Th.3.4: Having defined the function IT and analyzed its properties,
we are now ready to conclude the proof of Theorem 3.4 - namely, we now prove that if d = II(v), v € P, and if
fo : U, — U, is the first-return map corresponding to the Réssler system at v (wherever defined in U, ), there
exists a factor map between the dynamics of f, and those of pg(x) = 22 + d on the invariant interval V.

To begin, first recall we denote by o : {1,2}N — {1,2}N the one-sided shift. Additionally, recall that given
a parameter v € P, we denote by S, C {1,2}N the set of all symbols generated by f, : U, — U,. That is,
S, = my(I,), with 7, and I, C U, as before - i.e., 7, : I, — S, is surjective, and satisfies 7, o f, = o o m, (see
Th.4 or the discussion immediately before Th.3.4). Now, recall the coding map &; : Iy — {1,2}N, d € [-2, {]
defined at the end of Section 1.2 (and in particular, recall the set of itineraries It(d) = £4(14) defined at the begin-
ning of Stage I) - as shown in Section 1.2, , £, : I; — It(d) is continuous and surjective, and satisfies {gopy = 00&y.

Now, given v € P,d = II(v), we define the set T,, = It(d) NS, - or, written differently, T, = 4(14) N7y (I,). That
is, T, is the set of all symbols in {1,2}N generated by both the first-return map f, and the quadratic polynomial
pa - it is easy to see T, is invariant under the one-sided shift o : {1,2}N — {1,2}N. Let us remark that by Th.4
and the discussion at Section 1.2 the set T, is never empty - to see why, recall that by Th.4 (and Remark 1.6) for
all v € P and d € [-2, 1], the constant {1,1,1...} lies in both S,, It(d) - consequentially, the constant {1,1,1...}
lies in 7),. Now, define J, = m, }(T},) - by definition, J, C I, C U,, and J, is f,—invariant. By Th.4 and Th.5 we
immediately conclude:

Corollary 3.7. Let p € P be a trefoil parameter for the Réssler system, let s € {1,2}N be periodic of minimal
period k. Then, provided a parameter v € P is sufficiently close to p we have the following:

e s T, and m,1(s) includes x4, a periodic point of minimal period k for f, (in particular, x4 € J, ).

o f, is continuous at the orbit {x, ..., fF~1(x,)}.

o T, is continuous on the orbit {x, ..., fF(zs)}.

Having defined the set J,, for the first-return map f,, we now turn to define the corresponding set Jy C I for
pa, where d = II(v). To do so, consider &;*(T,) - let J; denote some pg—invariant set in &;'(T,), s.t. Jq satisfies
the following three properties:

o {a(Ja) =T,
e Every component of J; is a singleton - i.e., £; : J; — T is a bijection, satisfying £; o pg = 0 0 &4.
e Whenever s € T, is periodic of minimal period k for the one-sided shift, f;l(s) N Jg = {ys} is a periodic

point of minimal period & for pg.
Now, given a parameter v € P, d = II(v) € [-2, i] we define ¢, : J, = Jg by {, = §d_1 o m,. Recalling

fo : U, = U, denotes the first-return map for the Réssler system corresponding to v, we immediately conclude:

Corollary 3.8. For any parameter v € P for the Rdssler system, set d = II(v). Then, the function (, : J, — Jg
defined above satisfies:



18 ERAN IGRA

e (, 1is surjective.
® (yofy =pqoCy.

In other words, (, gives us a factor map between the flow dynamics on J, (or more precisely, the dynamics
of the first-return map f, on J,), and those of the polynomial pg on its invariant set J4. Since I is a subset of
a closed, bounded interval (see the discussion in Section 1.2), so is Jy - i.e., Jy is always bounded. Now, having
defined a factor map ¢, : J, — J4, d = II(v), all that remains to conclude the proof of Th.3.4 is to prove the
following: that given any n > 0, provided the parameter v is sufficiently close to a trefoil parameter p, (, maps
n—periodic orbits for f, to n periodic orbits for p; (without changing their minimal periods) - and moreover, (,
is also continuous at the said n periodic orbits.

We will do so in two steps - first, we will prove Lemma 3.9, where we show that given any n > 0, provided v is
sufficiently close to p, then J, and Jy both include at least n periodic orbits which are mapped on one another by
(. Second, we will prove Lemma 3.10 by proving (, is continuous at least on n — 3 of those orbits - from which
Th.3.4 would follow. We therefore begin with the following fact:

Lemma 3.9. Let p € P be a trefoil parameter for the Rassler system. Then, given any v € P and every collection
of distinct, periodic symbols sy, ..., 5, € {1,2}N with respective minimal periods ki, ..., k,,, provided v is sufficiently
close to p, setting d = II(F') we have the following:

® S1,....8, €T,.

e J, contains n—periodic orbits for f, of minimal periods ki, ..., ky, denoted by Q1,...,Q,. Moreover, f, is

continuous at 2y, ..., Q.
e J; includes n periodic orbits for pq of minimal periods ky, ..., ky, denoted by Py, ..., P,.
o For every 1 <i<mn, ((;) =P,

Proof. Let sy, ...,$, and kq, ..., k, be as above. To begin, recall that by Th.4 and Cor.3.7, whenever v is sufficiently
close to p we have s1,..,8, € S, - and consequentially, for every 1 < i < n, 7, !(s;) includes a periodic point x;
for f, of minimal period k;, 1 < i < n. To continue, set ;, 1 < i < n as the orbit of x; - by Th.4, provided v is
sufficiently close to p, f, is continuous at ;. Now, set d = II(v) and recall that when v — p we have II(F) — —2
(see Lemma 3.6) - therefore, provided v is sufficiently close to p, by Lemma 3.6 and Th.5 we have s1, ..., s, € It(d).

This implies that whenever v and p are sufficiently close, by T, = &4(14) N 7, (I,) we have s1,...,8, € T,,. As
such, by the definition of J; above, this implies there exist periodic orbits P, ..., P, C Jg, periodic orbits for pg of
minimal periods ki, ..., ky, s.t. £4(P;) = s; (for 1 <14 < mn). Therefore, all in all, by the definition of the factor map
¢v we conclude (,(;) = P;, 1 <i <n and Lemma 3.9 now follows. O

Having proven Lemma 3.9, we are almost done proving Th.3.4 - with the only part remaining is proving the
increasing continuity ¢, around periodic orbits in J, as v — p. We we will do so using the notions of the (real)
Julia and Fatou sets introduced at Section 1.2. To this end, recall we denote by o : {1,2}N — {1,2}N the one
sided shift. We now prove:

Lemma 3.10. Let p € P be a trefoil parameter for the Réssler system, and choose some n > 3. Then, provided
v € P is sufficiently close to p there exist at least n — 3 distinct periodic orbits Qq,...,Q,_3 C J, at which the
factor map (, is continuous.

Proof. Let s1,...5, € {1,2}N be periodic symbols s.t. each s;, 1 < i < n lies on a different periodic orbit for
the one-sided shift . Now, assume v is sufficiently close to p s.t. Lemma 3.9 holds - that is, w.r.t. d = II(v),
Gy = f;l o m, we have:
® S1,....8, €T,.
e J, contains n distinct periodic orbits for f,, denoted by €4, ..., Q,, - by the argument presented in the proof
of Lemma 3.9, we know s; € m,(Q;),i=1,...,n.
e J, includes n distinct periodic orbits for pg, denoted by Py, ..., P, s.t. (,(€;) = P;, 1 <i < n - moreover,
P; and Q; have the same minimal periods. Moreover, s; € £;(F;).

By Th.4, provided v is sufficiently close to p, the map m, : J, — T, is continuous on points on the orbits
Q4,...,Q,. Therefore, by {, = gd—l o m,, it would suffice to show that whenever v is sufficiently close to p,
&'+ Ty — Jy is continuous at &;(U7-*P;). To do so, recall that by Th.6, we already know that, without any loss
of generality, P, ..., P,_1 are all repelling and lie in the real Julia set of py (see Def.1.3). Now, consider the Fatou
set of pg, which lies in the invariant interval V; (see Def.1.3) - which we denote G4. By Th.6, it is an open set
which includes at most one periodic orbit, say, Oy - therefore, O lies at some finite collection of components of
G4, which we denote by C;. Since O; C G4 and since Py, ..., P,_1 are all at the Julia set, it is easy to see O1 # P,
1 <i<n—1 (see the illustration in Fig.25).
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Now, recall that by the No Wandering Domain Theorem (see [Sul85] or Theorem VI.A in in [DV93]), given any
component Co C Gy s.t. Co N Cy = (), there exists some k s.t. pg (C) = C;. Consequentially, there are no periodic
orbits for pg which intersect 0C5. Similarly, it follows dC7 may include at most two more periodic orbits for pg, say
O, and O3, both of which lie on the real Julia set - in particular, we conclude G4 includes at most three periodic
orbits. Therefore, it follows that without any loss of generality, for every 1 < i < n— 3, P; lies away from Gy - and
in particular, P; N 0Gq4 = 0.

/\
NI VA W2 .
J\ VAN J

€T Tn41 Tn Ci O Cs

FIGURE 25. The dynamics of pg in V; - Cs is a component in G4 which is eventually mapped on
Oy (C} includes a periodic point Oy for pg). = = &;*(s), while z,, = £;'(s,,), for some {s,,},, C Tr,

Sp — 8. In particular, z,, lie in components of I; which become smaller and smaller as s, — s -
consequentially, since fd_l(s) = {z}, it follows z,, — z.

To continue, recall I; denotes the maximal invariant set of pg in V4 \ {0} (see the end of Section 1.2 for more
details). As a consequence from previous paragraph, we conclude that given x € U?Z]BPZ-, x is a point in the real
Julia set which lies away from Gy. Therefore, writing &;(z) = s, by Cor.1.8 it follows £, '(s) is a singleton in
I4 - which implies that given any s, — s in T, fd_l(sn) = z, must tend to =z, i.e., fd_l is continuous at s (see
the illustration in Fig.25). Since z € U?:?Pi was chosen arbitrarily, it follows {;1 : T, — J; is continuous on
§d(U?;13Pi). Therefore, by previous discussion and by (, = f;l o, we conclude ¢, is continuous at U?;f’PZ- and
Lemma 3.10 now follows. O

Having proven Lemma 3.10, we now conclude the proof of Th.3.4. Summarizing our results, we have proven the

existence of a function IT: P — [~2, 1] s.t. given v € P, d = II(v) the following is satisfied:

14

e By Lemma 3.6, II is continuous at trefoil parameters.

e By Cor.3.7 and the discussion preceding Lemma 3.9, there exists an f,—invariant J, C U,, a bounded,
pqg—invariant Jg C R, and a function (, : J, = Jg s.t. (0 fu, = pao (y-

e Given any n > 0, by Lemmas 3.10 and Lemma 3.9, provided v is sufficiently close to a trefoil parameter
p, J, includes at least n distinct periodic orbits Q1, ..., Q,, for the first-return map f,. Moreover, both f,
and (, are continuous at 1, ...,€,.

e For every 1 <i <n, P, =(,(Q;) is a periodic point for pg of the same minimal period as ;.

The proof of Th.3.4 is now complete. O

Remark 3.11. Let us note Th.3.4 does not rule out the possibility I1 is in fact constant throughout the parameter
space P - however, in light of the rich bifurcation structure that was observed numerically for the Rdssler system,
this is very unlikely to be the case (see, for example, [Mal+20], [BBS12] and [Gal10]).

Remark 3.12. Let p be a trefoil parameter for the Rossler system, and assume v = (a, b, c) is s.t. the vector field
F, (see Eq.1.1) generates an attractor A. In conjunction with Th.2.5, Th.3.4 implies the following heuristic about
the dynamics on the Réssler attractor - provided v is sufficiently close to p, and provided the flow is sufficiently
contracting around A, Th.3.4 states the dynamics on A are essentially those of a suspended quadratic polynomial.

4. DISCUSSION

Before we conclude this paper, let us discuss how the Rossler system develops from order to chaos, and how
both Th.2.5 and Th.3.4 relate to it. To motivate this discussion, let us remark that even though Th.3.4 gives a
partial explanation why the ”seemingly polynomial” behavior of the Rossler system is something to be expected, it
does not provide us with clear topological mechanism explaining the appearance of such phenomena. We therefore
conclude this paper by proposing such a mechanism, inspired by both Th.3.4, the numerical studies (in particular,
[Mal+20] and [LDM95]), and the Kneading Invariant introduced in Section 1.2.

To begin, recall the component Aoy of the one-dimensional unstable manifold W§,,, introduced at the begin-
ning of Section 2. Additionally, recall that if p € P is a trefoil parameter for the Rossler system (see Def.1.2), when
v — P, v € P, the invariant manifold Ap,,; is continuously deformed to the heteroclinic trajectory © (see Fig.3).
Now, let v € P be a parameter s.t. Apy, is bounded for F,, - by Cor.1.2 it follows that for any such v, the sep-
aratrix Ag,,; either limits to a fixed point, or intersects with the cross-section U, transversely infinitely many times.
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This motivates us to define a sequence {z,},>0 as follows: let p denote the first intersection point of the
separatrix Aoy with U, (see Fig.27), and define the sequence {zy,}n>0 C (Aout N Uy) U {Pry, Pout} as follows
- g = Pout, x1 = p, and from then onward z,; = f,(x,). In the particular case where Ap,; is a heteroclinic
trajectory which intersects with U, a finite number of times, say, Aou:NU, = {Zo, ..., Tk }, we set Tpy; = Prp,j > 1
(see the illustration in Fig.27).

1—‘Out
AOut

[\ POut

FIGURE 26. The separatrices Ay, Aoyw:. The separatrices I'r,, 'oyur connect the fixed points to
oo (see Th.3).

Now, recall we partitioned the cross-section U, to two sets, D1, Dy - see the discussion preceding Th.4 and the
illustration in Fig.6. Now, define the sequence K (v) € {1,2}N, K(v) = {s0, 51,52, ...} by 8, = 1 when z,, € D; and
S, = 2 otherwise. Similarly to the one-dimensional kneading invariant, K (v) describes the symbolic dynamics of
Aoyt - 1-€., it describes how A, intersects with the cross-section U, which constrains the possible flow dynamics
in R3\ (Aout U {Prn, Pout}). Therefore, inspired by Th.5, the proof of Th.2.5 and Th3.4, we are led to the
following conjecture:

Conjecture 4.1. Let p € P be a trefoil parameter for the Réssler system (see Eq.1.1 and Def.1.2). Then, there
exists a positive € > 0 s.t. for every parameter (a,b,c) =v € {w € P|||lw—p|| < €} the sequence K (v) is well-defined
and satisfies:
o If K(v) = K(w), the vector fields F,, F,, define orbitally equivalent flows in R® - that is, K(v) completely
determines the dynamics of F,.
e There exists a parameter ¢ € [—2,1] s.t. K(v) is the kneading invariant for p.(z) = z® + c - that is, the
correspondence v — K (v) defines a map from a neighborhood of p in P to [-2, ﬂ Moreover, the map
v — K(v) is continuous and non-constant.
o Let p.(x) = 2% +c be a polynomial with a kneading invariant K (v) and an invariant interval V.. (see Section
1.2) - then, there exists a continuous surjection ¢, : Uy, = V. s.t. (o0 fo=pecoCy.
o If K(v) = {1,2,1,1,1...}, then v is a trefoil parameter - that is, the dynamics of the Réssler system at
trefoil parameter are dynamically mazimal.

e The function v — K(v) is continuous on structurally stable sets. Additionally, when v — p, K(v) —
1,2,1,1,1,...}

FIGURE 27. The trajectory of Apyt, connecting x,, to x,41,n > 0 (with g = Pouy).
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In other words, Conjecture 4.1 implies that at least around trefoil parameters, the dynamical complexity of
the Rossler system is completely determined by the invariant manifold Agp,:. Moreover, it also implies Aoyt
constrains the possible flow dynamics similarly to how the orbit of the critical point constrains the dynamics of
a quadratic polynomial p.. In addition, it also implies that continuous families of one-dimensional maps which
fold the space (like, say, the Quadratic family or the Tent family) serve as singular models for the dynamics of
the Rossler attractor - and more generally, of other C'! families of vector fields whose dynamics stretch and fold R?.

In this spirit, before concluding this paper let us remark there exists a generalization of the kneading invariant
to two-dimensional diffeomorphisms - the Braid Type (see [CH02]). In [CHO02], the Braid Type was applied to
study the dynamics of the Henon map (see [Hen76]). The Henon map, originally introduced in [Hen76] as a
diffeomorphism which folds the plane, is known numerically to have a similar bifurcation diagram to that of the
Rossler system - for example, one can compare the spiral structure observed for the Rossler system in [Gall0] with
the bifurcation diagram of the Henon map in [Gal93]. Of course, it is probably impossible to directly apply Braid
Types to study the dynamics of the Rossler system - if only because the is no reason to assume the first-return
map for the flow is even globally defined. However, due to the similarities cited above, it may well be possible
the dynamics of the Réssler system and those of the Henon map are somehow related. Due to the well-known
connection between the Henon map and the dynamics of quadratic polynomials, we conjecture further study of
Conj.4.1 could at least partially explain this connection.
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