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We integrate machine learning approaches with nonlinear time series analysis, specifically utilizing recurrence measures
to classify various dynamical states emerging from time series. We implement three machine learning algorithms:
Logistic Regression, Random Forest, and Support Vector Machine for this study. The input features are derived
from the recurrence quantification of nonlinear time series and characteristic measures of the corresponding recurrence
networks. For training and testing we generate synthetic data from standard nonlinear dynamical systems and evaluate
the efficiency and performance of the machine learning algorithms in classifying time series into periodic, chaotic,
hyperchaotic, or noisy categories. Additionally, we explore the significance of input features in the classification
scheme and find that the features quantifying the density of recurrence points are the most relevant. Furthermore, we
illustrate how the trained algorithms can successfully predict the dynamical states of two variable stars, SX Her and
AC Her from the data of their light curves. We also indicate how the algorithms can be trained to classify data from
discrete systems.

The application of techniques based on the recurrences in
dynamical systems using recurrence plot based methods,
such as recurrence quantification analysis and recurrence
networks, is of growing interest in many different scientific
disciplines. One specific advantage of this approach
compared to purely statistical approaches is that these
techniques bring out underlying dynamical details and
characteristics that may not be apparent otherwise. The
suggested methods in these cases can be easily tailored to
fit any relevant requirements like diagnosis, classification,
control and compression of data and signals. The power
of such measures in identifying different dynamical states
like periodic, chaotic, hyperchaotic or random variations
based on available data from complex systems is being
tested in specific case studies.

We present an exhaustive and exploratory study on the
use of various recurrence measures as input features in
predicting different dynamical states like periodic, chaotic
and hyperchaotic that emerge from a given time series
and differentiating them from noisy or stochastic data.
We investigate the role of the recurrence threshold by
considering two choices, with a fixed recurrence rate of
0.1 and 0.5 in standard deviation units. We generate
time series data from standard dynamical continuous
systems in different dynamical states and apply three
supervised machine learning algorithms, namely, Logistic
Regression, Random Forest, and Support Vector Machine.
We estimate their efficiency to classify multiple dynamical
states associated with the nonlinear time series, in terms
of average accuracy as well as class-specific accuracy,
precision, sensitivity, specificity, and F1 score.

Our analysis reveals that, on an average, the three
classifiers perform well. However, Random Forest
in particular, exhibits higher accuracy than Support
Vector Machine and Logistic Regression in classifying the
multiple dynamical states underlying the nonlinear time

series. We also find that random forest and support vector
machine classifiers can tolerate noise contamination in
data up to 5%. Moreover, we observe the relative
importance of various input features in determining
the dynamical states accurately. We demonstrate
how the algorithms, trained on nonlinear time series
generated from synthetic models, correctly predict the
dynamical states of two variable stars from their time
series data.Further we extend our analysis for the data
generated from discrete systems.Thus, the algorithms,
developed with proper training using a large amount
of data and incorporating built-in codes for extracting
relevant features from recurrence measures, provide a
unique and efficient tool for determining dynamical states
from time series data.

I. INTRODUCTION

Time series analysis is an indispensable field of recent
research involving large and multiple data sets with
far-reaching implications across various disciplines, including
finance1, economics2, climate science3, healthcare4 and
beyond. It encompasses the study of features collected
sequentially over time, offering a dynamic perspective on
trends, patterns, and dependencies within the data. In this
context, nonlinear time series analysis represents an essential
facet of analysis, offering profound insights into complex
systems across diverse domains5–7. Unlike traditional linear
models, which assume simple relationships, nonlinear time
series analysis delves into the intricate, dynamic interactions
within sequential data, shedding light on hidden patterns
and emergent phenomena. These techniques are driven
by the recognition that many real-world processes exhibit
nonlinear behavior, rendering linear models inadequate for
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capturing the complexities inherent in the data. The Lyapunov
exponent serves as a potent tool for assessing the dynamical
state of a system by analyzing its dynamical equations.
However, its utility is not universal, as it may not always be
applicable due to either the absence of accurate models8 or
the inadequacy of models in capturing the correct dynamics of
real systems. Numerous studies are underway to develop more
broadly applicable tools for detecting dynamical states. For
example, embedding techniques have emerged, which refer
to the process of transforming a one-dimensional time series
into a higher-dimensional phase space representation. This
transformation enables the exploration of hidden dynamics
and intricate dependencies that may not be discernible in the
original data.

Recurrence is a natural characteristic of bounded dynamical
systems and found to occur in numerous real world systems
in atmospheric science9, astrophysics10, and physiological
systems11. We note that various dynamical behaviours
like periodic, chaotic and hyperchaotic as well as noisy
patterns are observed in many systems from climate12,13

to biology14,15. The extent to which a system repeats its
patterns speaks a great deal about its underlying dynamics.
The techniques in recurrence analysis explore the temporal
dependencies and patterns within a time series by identifying
and quantifying instances when the system revisits or recurs
near to a previously encountered state in its phase space. This
is achieved by constructing the recurrence plot, which is a
pictorial representation of the recurrences in the trajectory
reconstructed from the data16.

Machine learning algorithms play a highly relevant role
in modern technology and address automation problems in
many fields as these techniques can be used to identify
features with high sensitivity. Over the past decade,
many studies are reported that implement machine learning
models using existing data repositories and investigate the
idea and feasibility of introducing a generalized classifier.
The development of such machine learning(ML) techniques
helps to automate complex manual programs. In addition,
the availability, scale, and complexity of datasets demands
the need for faster, more accurate, and more reliable
automation methods for extracting information, reforming,
pre-processing, and analyzing them in the most effective
ways. With the advent of machine learning, many attempts
are being made to extract features from the time series that can
be used for the binary class classification17,18 and multi-class
classification19 methods. Recently, numerous studies have
emerged combining machine learning approaches with
network analysis to predict diverse patterns within complex
systems20–22. It is reported that the channel-frequency
convolutional neural network (CFCNN), combined with
recurrence quantification analysis (RQA), helps in the
robust recognition of electroencephalogram (EEG) signals
collected from different emotion states23. Also, RQA, with
the well-known machine learning algorithm like support
vector machine, is useful for the binary classification
of protein sequences24. An effective paroxysmal atrial
fibrillation predictor, which is based on the analysis of
the RR-interval signal using recurrence plot-based features,

is also reported25.While these approaches establish the
efficiency of RQA measures, each is developed for specific
case studies employing one or two ML techniques.

The methods in data analysis employ machine learning
algorithms, mostly using statistical measures for detection,
control and predictions in studies related to climate,
astrophysics etc.26–32. However, recent trends indicate that
a more effective classification is possible by considering the
dynamical features of data. Among them, the most powerful
are the ones that combine recurrence-based measures with
machine learning33. In the present work, we report a detailed
and exhaustive study on the classification of dynamical states
using three different ML techniques.

We start with the synthetic time series data generated
to encompass periodic, chaotic, hyperchaotic, and white
noise patterns. We generate synthetic data from the
standard nonlinear continuous dynamical systems. The
input features for the machine learning algorithms are
derived from the recurrence quantification of nonlinear time
series and characteristic measures of the corresponding
recurrence networks. We implement three machine learning
algorithms: Logistic Regression, Random Forest, and Support
Vector Machine for this study and evaluate their efficiency
and performance in classifying time series into periodic,
chaotic, hyperchaotic, or noisy categories. We choose the
recurrence threshold in two different ways and check their
efficiency. We also study the relative importance of all
the features in identifying and predicting the dynamic state
from the given data and deduce that the features quantifying
recurrence points are the most important ones in classification.
Furthermore, we illustrate how the trained algorithms can
successfully predict the dynamical states of two variable stars,
SX Her and AC Her, from the data of their light curves
relying on RQA measures and Recurrence Network (RN)
characteristics as features for classification.We also indicate
how the same machine learning algorithms can be trained to
classify data from discrete dynamical systems.

In the following sections, we present the methodology,
classification algorithms and the main results of this study.
Our conclusions are summarized in the last section.

II. METHODOLOGY

We focus on the multi-class classification of nonlinear
time series into four distinct classes: periodic, chaotic,
hyperchaotic and noise.

We first generate a set of time series data (FIG.1(a)) from
synthetic models, including standard nonlinear systems like
Lorenz34, Rössler35, Duffing40, and Chen37, 4D Rössler39 and
4D Lorenz38 systems. We then use the x-variable time series
for the reconstruction of their trajectory or attractor (FIG.1(b))
in higher dimensions employing Taken’s embedding. Then,
we construct the corresponding recurrence plots ((FIG.1(c))
and recurrence networks ((FIG.1(d)). The essential features
for machine learning algorithms are extracted through
recurrence quantification analysis of the recurrence plots and
average network characteristics derived from the recurrence
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TABLE I. Details of continuous dynamical systems and their parameter values used to generate synthetic data with dynamical states of
periodic, chaotic hyperchaotic and noisy behaviours.

Time Series
Generator

Dynamical Equations Parameter Values Dynamical
Behavior

Lorenz
System34

ẋ = σ(y− x)

ẏ = x(ρ − z)− y

ż = xy−β z

σ = 10, β = 8/3, ρ ∈ (28,85)
σ = 10, β = 8/3, ρ ∈ (99.6,99.8)

Chaotic
Periodic

Rössler
System35

ẋ =−y− z

ẏ = x+ay

ż = b+ z(x− c)

a = 0.2, b = 0.2, c ∈ (5,7.5)
a = 0.2, b = 0.2, c ∈ (0.8,4.1)

Chaotic
Periodic

Duffing
System36

ẋ = y

ẏ = x− x3 −δy+asin(ωt)

δ = 0.5, ω = 1, a ∈ (0.6,0.8)
δ = 0.5, ω = 1, a ∈ (0,0.35)

Chaotic
Periodic

Chen
System37

ẋ = a(y− x)+ eyz

ẏ = cx−dxz+ y+u

ż = xy−bz

ẇ =−ky

a = 35, b = 4.9, c = 25, d = 5, e = 35
k ∈ (0,171),(241,297)

Hyperchaotic

4D Lorenz
System38

ẋ = a(y− x)

ẏ = bx− xz− cy+w

ż = xy−dz

ẇ =−ky− rw

a = 12, b = 23, c = 1, d = 2.1, r = 0.2
k ∈ (2.35,8.03),(12.80,15.69)

Hyperchaotic

4D Rössler
System39

ẋ =−y− z

ẏ = x+ay+w

ż = b+ xz

ẇ =−cz+dw

a = 0.25, c = 0.5, d = 0.05
b ∈ (3,5)

Hyperchaotic

Gaussian
distribution

X ∼ N(µ,σ2) µ =0
σ=(0,100)

White noise

networks (FIG.1(e)).
Next, we gather labeled datasets for machine learning

algorithms, setting aside 80% of the data for training and
allocating 20% for prediction. We employ three machine
learning algorithms as classifiers (FIG.1(f)) and assess their
performance. In the following subsections, we present a
brief overview of the methods for reconstructing attractors
from a single nonlinear time series, creating recurrence plots
and networks, and extracting features. We also provide the
methodology of the three machine learning algorithms for
the multi-class classification of the dynamical states, namely,
periodic, chaotic, hyperchaotic and noise (Fig.1(g)).

A. Phase space reconstruction from time series

We reconstruct the higher dimensional phase space
trajectory of each time series, applying Taken’s embedding
technique41. The reconstruction process involves the creation
of m dimensional vectors from a single time series u(ti).
These points separated by delay time ’τ’42 form the vectors

representing the point at a given time in the reconstructed m
dimensional phase space.

xi = [u(ti),u(ti + τ), . . . ,u(ti +(m−1)τ)] (1)

Following the standard procedure, the delay parameter ’τ’
is chosen as the time when the autocorrelation function first
decreases to 1/e of its value43. To find the embedding
dimension, we consider the false nearest neighbour (FNN)
approach44. This method iteratively examines the fraction
of FNNs for increasing embedding dimension and finds the
minimum embedding dimension m, where this fraction goes
to zero.

B. Recurrence Plots and Recurrence Networks

The construction of a recurrence plot looks for pairwise
closeness of all possible pairs of points on the reconstructed
attractor. Basically, the state of the system is compared using
this tool at two different times, i and j, to construct a binary
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and symmetric matrix R45, where Ri j = 1 if the state x j is a
neighbour of xi within the chosen threshold ε in phase space,
and Ri j = 0 otherwise46. Different methods are available
for fixing the value of the threshold ε16,47. We follow two
methods in our analysis to choose its value; the value such that
the recurrence rate is 0.116(henceforth ε1), and the value of
0.5 in standard deviation units48 (henceforth ε2). Recurrence
network is defined by the adjacency matrix derived from the
recurrence matrix using Ai j(ε) = Ri j(ε)−δi j where δi j is the
identity matrix of the same dimensions that helps to remove
the self-loop within the network49.

C. Features Extraction

From the recurrence plots constructed as described
in the above section, we compute measures relevant for
feature identification. RQA is used for quantifying different
structures such as dots, diagonal and vertical lines, in a
recurrence plot. Here, we consider six statistically significant
recurrence measures50 for the quantification of recurrence
plots. These features are extracted using PyUnicorn
package49 in python.

Recurrence Rate(RR) is the measure of the density of
recurrence points. It excludes the line of identity from the
calculation51.

RR =
1

N2

N

∑
i, j=1

Ri, j (2)

Determinism(DET) gives the density of recurrence points
forming diagonal lines47

DET =
∑

N
l=lmin

lP(l)

∑
N
l=1 lP(l)

(3)

where P(l) is the frequency distribution of the lengths l of
the diagonal lines and lmin is the least length considered.
Similarly, the density of recurrence points forming vertical
lines is given by Laminarity(LAM)

LAM =
∑

N
v=vmin

vP(v)

∑
N
v=1 vP(v)

(4)

where P(v) is the frequency distribution of the lengths v of the
vertical lines andvmin is the minimum length considered. The
length of the longest diagonal line is given by Lmax

Lmax = max{li}Nl
i=1 (5)

where Nl = ∑l≥lmin
P(l) is the total number of diagonal lines.

Shannon entropy (ENTR) gives the entropy of the diagonal
lines in the recurrence plot as

ENT R =−
N

∑
l=lmin

P(l) lnP(l) (6)

Another important measure which calculates the average time
the system remains in the given state is Trapping Time(TT).

T T =
∑

N
v=vmin

vP(v)

∑
N
v=vmin

P(v)
(7)

We also consider two measures from the recurrence networks
which are computed as follows:
Average path length (L) gives the average of the shortest path
between all possible pairs of the nodes of a network52.

CPL =
1

N(N −1)

N

∑
i j=1,i̸= j

di j (8)

where N is the number of nodes and di j is the shortest path
between nodes i and j.
Global clustering coefficient (GCC) is the average of local
clustering coeffients Ci

53

GCC =
∑

N
i=1 Ci

N
(9)

where Ci is the local clustering coefficient of the ith node of
degree ki.

Ci =
∑ jk Ai jA jkAki

ki(ki −1)
(10)

D. Machine learning approach to classification of time series

In machine learning, the classification problem is related to
identifying the category (class) of the new instance among the
set of categories (classes). When the categories contain more
than two different classes, the problem is called a multi-class
classification. The primary objective of multi-class classifiers
is to assign an object to a specific class from a given set
of classes based on the object’s features and a training
dataset. In our case, the object of interest is a time series.
We employ supervised machine learning methods to analyze
datasets and build models capable of categorizing data into
predefined and distinct classes. Specifically, we utilize
three widely recognized machine learning algorithms33:
Logistic Regression (LR), Random Forest (RF) and Support
Vector Machine (SVM). These algorithms play a vital
role in supervised classification methods. In the following
paragraphs, we provide brief descriptions of these algorithms,
including the ranges of the input parameters.
Logistic Regression (LR): In the one versus rest approach,
each class in a dataset is treated as the positive class one at
a time, while all other classes are grouped together as the
negative class. This means that binary logistic regression
models are built for each class individually. When it comes
to predicting on new data, the algorithm generates probability
estimates for each class in the dataset. The class with the
highest probability among these estimates is then chosen as
the algorithm’s prediction54.
Random Forest (RF): It is a powerful tool in machine
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(c)  Recurrence plot (d) Recurrence network

Chaotic

Noise

Periodic

Hyperchaotic

(f) Machine Learning Algorithms  (g) Classes for Classification of time series 

(a)      Time series (b) Reconstructed Attractor

ENTRDET LAM 𝑳𝒎𝒂𝒙RR TT
Path 

Length

Global

cc

Recurrence Measures(e) Features: Network Properties

M

Random

Forest

Logistic 

Regression

Support Vector

Machine

FIG. 1. Schematic of the methodology developed for the classification of the time series data using recurrence quantification and machine
learning algorithms. From the given (a) nonlinear time series, we reconstruct the attractor (b) using time delay embedding. Following this, we
generate (c) recurrence plots and (d) recurrence networks (nodes are shown in red color and edges are shown in blue color). Then, we extract
(e) six recurrence measures from the recurrence plots and two measures from the recurrence networks. These measures serve as features for
the machine learning algorithms (f) Logistic Regression, Random Forest and Support Vector Machine. The final step(g) classifies the time
series into four classes: periodic, chaotic, hyperchaotic, or noise.
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(H)

Noise (N)
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Performance for a Class

FIG. 2. Confusion matrix for multi-class classification of time
series data into Periodic, Chaotic, Hyperchaotic or Noise. To find the
overall accuracy of the classifiers, we use the multi-class confusion
matrix shown in the left panel (a), and to find performance for each
class, we use the binary confusion matrix as shown in the right panel
(b) for the periodic class for reference.

learning that combines many decision trees to make accurate
predictions. The decision trees can be considered as a series
of questions that lead to a conclusion. RF creates a "forest"
of these trees55. Each tree operates on a random subset of
data during training, contributing to the collective inference
of the forest55. This ensemble nature enables RF to achieve
superior prediction accuracy compared to individual trees,
with errors diminishing and stabilizing as more trees are
added. Hyperparameter tuning, facilitated by methods like
’GridSearchCV’56, further optimizes RF models by adjusting
parameters such as the number of estimators and maximum
samples. Through meticulous hyperparameter tuning, RF
maximizes its predictive capabilities, leveraging the collective
knowledge of its decision tree ensemble.
Support Vector Machine (SVM): This is a widely used
technique that performs intricate data transformation
as determined by the chosen kernel function. These
transformations are aligned to maximize separation
boundaries between data points of different classes.
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FIG. 3. Data sets generated for training and testing of the classification scheme. The four types of nonlinear time series data (a)Periodic
time series obtained from Rössler system with parameters a = 0.2, b = 0.2, c = 1; (b) Chaotic time series obtained from Rössler system
with parameters a = 0.2, b = 0.2, c = 7; (c)Hyperchaotic time series obtained from Chen system with parameters a = 35, b = 4.9, c = 25,
d = 5, e = 35 and k = 24; and (d)White Noise obtained with Gaussian distribution with mean=0 and standard deviation=1. The re-constructed
phase-space structure of the attractors (e-h), recurrence plots (i-l) and recurrence networks (m-p) corresponding to each time series

with red dots as nods and blue lines as edges.

We check for the regularization parameter C values
in the set [0.1,1,10,100]. In the case of utilizing
the Radial Basis Function (RBF) kernel, an additional
hyperparameter, γ57 must be specified before model training.
The parameter γ plays a crucial role in determining the
curvature of the decision boundary. Commonly, γ values
like [1,0.1,0.05,0.01,0.001] are considered, and the
GridSearchCV is used to choose the best values for these
parameters.

E. Performance analysis of the machine learning algorithms

For estimating the performance of the LR, RF and SVM
machine learning algorithms or classifiers, we apply cross
validation that involves dividing the dataset into k equal
sections, ensuring that the proportion of samples from each
class is maintained within each fold. In our investigation, we
adopt the widely used 10-fold cross-validation scheme.
The performance58 of the classifiers are assessed in terms
of sensitivity, specificity, accuracy, precision, recall and

F1-score to distinguish among all the four types of classes
that may emerge in the time series. For the performance
evaluation, in our study, first, we generate the confusion
matrix to assess the model’s performance collectively and
comprehensively. In our study, first, we find a multi-class
confusion matrix of 4× 4 dimension to classify four patterns
underlying the time series (FIG.2(a)). Then, we extract a set
of binary confusion matrices for the performance analysis
for each class; for example, the performance of the periodic
class is evaluated as shown in (FIG.2(b)). The performance
of binary confusion matrix corresponding to each class is
determined in terms of accuracy, sensitivity, specificity,
precision, and F1-score by counts of true positives (TP),
false positives (FP), false negatives (FN), and true negatives
(TN)59. The mathematical formula to extract the performance
measures for the classifiers for each class is as follows:

The accuracy score overall tells about the performance of the
specific classifier, and it is defined as the number of instances
for a particular class that are correctly predicted by the model
and divided by the total number of instances of that class in
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the dataset.

Accuracy =
TP+TN

TP+TN+FP+FN
(11)

Sensitivity indicates out of all the actual positive cases, how
many the model correctly identifies. A high sensitivity value
means the model is good at finding the most relevant positive
cases in the data.

Sensitivity =
TP

TP+FN
(12)

Specificity estimates, out of all the actual negative cases, the
number that the model correctly identify as negative. Thus,
it is the opposite of sensitivity (or recall), which focuses on
detecting positive cases. High specificity means the model
is good at correctly classifying true negatives, reducing the
chances of mistakenly flagging something as a positive event
when it is not.

Specificity =
TN

TN+FP
(13)

Precision gives the number of cases that are actually correct
out of all the positive predictions made by the model. So a
high precision value means that the model is good at making
positive predictions that are highly likely to be true.

Precision =
TP

TP+FP
(14)

The F1 score is a way to find a good compromise between
having a trustworthy friend (high precision) and a diligent
detective (high recall). It considers both aspects of a model’s
performance. A high F1 score indicates the model balances
between minimizing false positive errors (precision) and
ensuring it doesn’t miss actual positive cases (Sensitivity).

F1 Score = 2 · Precision ·Sensitivity
Precision+Sensitivity

(15)

To measure the performance of the classifiers for multi-class
classification, we find accuracy using a multi-class confusion
matrix. Accuracy measures the performance of an algorithm
irrespective of the class and it is defined as:

Accuracy =
∑

N
i=1 TP(Ci)

∑
N
i=1 ∑

N
j=1 Ci, j

(16)

where N in the number of classes, TP(Ci) is the number of
correctly predicted instances for class Ci and Ci, j represents
the element in the ith row and jth column of the multi-class
confusion matrix.

III. RESULTS

We begin by collecting time series data by simulating
four standard dynamical models, namely, Lorenz, Rössler,
Duffing, and Chen systems (see table I). We choose parameter

values of these systems such that the time series shows
three different dynamical states like periodic (FIG.3a), chaotic
(FIG.3b), and hyperchaotic (FIG.3c). In addition we consider
white noise (FIG. 3d) which is generated using a Gaussian
distribution with the mean zero. We reconstruct the phase
space trajectories from each time series using appropriate
time delay and embedding dimension. We then create its
recurrence plot (FIG.3i,j,k,l)) and recurrence network (FIG.
3m,n,o,p). Further, we extract various recurrence measures
through recurrence quantification analysis of recurrence plot
and extract average network properties from the recurrence
network(FIG.1e). We use these measures as input features for
the machine learning algorithms (FIG.1f). The results of our
analysis for the recurrence measures, as depicted in (FIG.4)
at recurrence threshold ε2, reveal interesting observations.
When all the feature values are at the lower end of their
respective ranges, it suggests that the time series may be
noisy. Conversely, suppose the feature values are concentrated
towards the upper end, especially for measures that quantify
diagonal lines, such as DET, Lmax, and LAM we can say that
the time series is more likely to exhibit periodic behaviour.

However, discerning chaotic and hyperchaotic patterns
require exploring permutations of these features. This
challenge is evident in FIG.4, indicating that it is hard to
classify these patterns based solely on the feature ranges.
We also observe similar results when recurrence threshold
is ε1. Therefore, we use machine learning algorithms to
enhance the classification capabilities for dynamic behaviour.
We apply the already mentioned machine-learning algorithms,
each following different fundamental approaches, such as LR,
RF and SVM. For the data sets, we consider seventy-five time
series corresponding to each class, resulting in three hundred
time series for all four classes. We take twenty-five time
series from each of Rössler, Lorenz, and Duffing oscillators
for the periodic and chaotic class. For hyperchaotic class we
take 25 time series from each of the Chen , 4D Rössler and
4D Lorenz systems, resulting in a total of 75 time series.
We divide the total time series into an 80 : 20 ratio for
training and testing purposes while ensuring that the number
of time series corresponding to each class is equal, thus
creating balanced data sets. We check the performance of
machine learning algorithms in terms of accuracy, sensitivity,
precision, F1 score, and specificity for each class. We also
find the accuracy using multi-class confusion matrix to check
the performance of multi-class classifiers. We find that LR,
RF and SVM algorithms give the accuracy 86.67%, 95%, and
93.3%, respectively, irrespective of the recurrence thresholds
ε1 and ε2 (see table II). Therefore, we can conclude that RF
is a better classifiers than LR and SVM for the multi-class
classification problems related to classifying the states of time
series among periodic, chaotic, hyperchaotic and white noise.

By analysing the performance of the machine learning
algorithms for each class, our results reveal that the RF
classifier achieved the highest accuracy for each class across
both thresholds, outperforming the other two algorithms
considered. The accuracy of both RF and SVM algorithms
decreased as the complexity of the data increased, from
periodic to chaotic and hyperchaotic classes. However,
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FIG. 4. Ranges of the recurrence measures evaluated from the time series of dynamical states, periodic (green), chaotic (red), hyperchaotic
(orange), and noisy data (blue)

for the noisy class (Fig. 5d) – characterized by features
concentrated within a lower concentrated range (Fig. 4) –
both RF and SVM achieved perfect accuracy of 100%. In
terms of overall performance balance between precision and
sensitivity, as measured by F1 score, RF emerged as the
better choice for periodic and chaotic classes (5a,b). For
the hyperchaotic class, however, SVM demonstrated slightly
superior performance. Additionally, SVM’s high specificity
value for the hyperchaotic class reinforces its ability to
accurately identify true negatives (data points that don’t
belong to the class) (5c).

Time required for the training data sets: We also examine
the training time for all ML algorithms corresponding to both
recurrence thresholds. According to the table III, we observe
that RF takes the longer time than LR, and SVM requires the
least amount of time to train the same data, regardless of the
threshold value.

Tolerance to noise in data: To investigate how white
noise contamination in the time series affects our analysis,
we introduce varying proportions of white noise into the
randomly chosen 30 chaotic time series. Our findings are
presented in the table IV for noise addition at four different
levels: 5% (Signal-to-Noise Ratio, SNR of 20), 6% (SNR of
16.67), 7% (SNR of 14.29), and 8% (SNR of 12.5)60. We
use SVM and RF algorithms since both of them show higher
accuracy than LR for chaotic class. We find that both SVM

and RF algorithm can tolerate noise up to 5%. We can say
that up to 5% noise addition, the original chaotic behaviour
is predictable. However, accuracy drops signifcanly faster
for SVM as compared to RF algorithm as we increase the
percentage of white noise.

Importance of features: The next step in our analysis is
to determine each feature’s relative importance to classify
the patterns that emerge in nonlinear time series. Assessing
the significance of the various features plays a pivotal
role in ranking features, deciphering data, and gaining
insights into the underlying phenomena in various practical
scenarios. We arrive at the importance of features using the
RF classifier. Figure 6(left) shows that average path length is
the most influential feature, which contributes more than the
other features in the multi-class classification at recurrence
threshold ε1. However, from figure 6(right), we find that at
ε2, the recurrence rate is a most influential parameter. Both
these features are related to the density of the close points; for
instance, the recurrence rate is the density of the recurrence
points, and the average path length is the average of the
shortest paths. Therefore, we can say that for the multi-class
classification of patterns of time series, the features that
measure the density of the closest recurrence points are the
most important ones and the features that focus only on the
measurement of the diagonal lines, like entropy and Lmax, are
comparatively less important.
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FIG. 5. Performance analysis of the three machine learning algorithms, namely Logistic Regression (blue), Random Forest (orange), and
Support Vector Machine (grey). The left panel corresponds to choice recurrence threshold ε1 and the right panel corresponds to ε2. The
performance of each algorithm is evaluated in terms of accuracy, sensitivity, specificity, precision, and F1 score for all the classes of patterns.
We can see the performance evolution of all machine learning algorithms for periodic patterns (a,e), chaotic patterns (b,f), hyperchaotic patterns
(c,g), and for noise patterns (d,h).

TABLE II. Accuracy scores of the three ML algorithms calculated
using multi-class confusion matrices for the time series data using
two recurrence thresholds ε1 and ε2.

Algorithms ε1 ε2
LR 86.7 86.7
RF 95.0 95.0

SVM 93.3 93.3

TABLE III. Time(in seconds) taken to train the three ML algorithms
using the time series data for two recurrence thresholds ε1 and ε2.

Algorithms ε1 ε2
LR 0.052 0.054
RF 0.143 0.137

SVM 0.024 0.026

Prediction of the dynamical state from real data: As an
illustration of our study to real world data sets, we apply
the same multi-class classification procedure on time series
data of two variable stars, SX Her (FIG 7(a)) and AC Her
(FIG 7(b)). The data for these variable stars is taken from the
AAVSO database (https://www.aavso.org/data-download).
For preprocessing of the data, we initially compute the

TABLE IV. Accuracy scores of the ML algorithms computed for
detecting the chaotic class within a set of chaotic time series, which
are contaminated by white noise.

Percentage of white noise RF SVM
5 98.3 98.3
6 76.7 43.3
7 63.3 14.3
8 36.7 3.3
10 6.7 0.0

three-day averages and employ the cubic spline with a
smoothing parameter to smooth and interpolate the data61,62.
We then embed the data in a 4-dimensional phase space
and generate recurrence plots (FIG 7(c,d)) and recurrence
networks (FIG 7(e,f)) for SX Her and AC Her. Since our
analysis with synthetic data showed RF as the best classifier,
we apply the same trained RF to the data from these stars. The
dynamics of these stars are reported as chaotic61,62 and we
observe that both their data are predicted correctly as chaotic
by the trained RF with recurrence threshold ε1. However, for
the recurrence threshold ε2, the time series corresponding to
AC Her is predicted as chaotic, but SX Her is predicted as
noise. When we extract the features corresponding to their
time series, we observe that the values of all the features
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FIG. 6. Importance of input features- recurrence measures to detect the actual behaviour of nonlinear time series. The analysis uses the
RF algorithm on the data sets generated at two recurrence thresholds ε1 (Left) and ε2 (right). We observe that the features that measure the
density of the closest recurrence points, like recurrence rate and average path length, are more important than the features that focus only on
the measurement of the diagonal lines, like entropy and Lmax.

FIG. 7. Normalized time series (a,b), recurrence plots(c,d) and recurrence networks (e,f) corresponding to the variable stars SX Her and AC
Her
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TABLE V. Feature values from data of variable stars compared with
the range from chaotic data with threshold as ε1

Feature Chaotic range SX Her AC Her
DET (0.813 , 1.000) 0.961 0.968
Lmax (175 , 19965) 2558 1761

ENTR (1.668 , 4.845) 2.072 2.278
LAM (0.921 , 1.000) 0.983 0.984
TT (3.088 , 33.426) 5.989 5.688
L (3.065 , 4.655) 3.133 3.287

GCC (0.650 , 0.732) 0.619 0.648

TABLE VI. Feature values from data of variable stars compared with
the range from chaotic data with threshold as ε2

Feature Chaotic range SX Her AC Her
RR (0.026 , 0.072) 0.024 0.031

DET (0.651 , 1.000) 0.814 0.916
Lmax (153 , 19959) 375 334

ENTR (1.774 , 4.646) 1.346 1.792
LAM (0.663 , 1.000) 0.916 0.942
TT (2.302 , 16.963) 3.588 3.838
L (5.177 , 6.280) 5.682 5.497

GCC (0.632 , 0.707) 0.547 0.575

except global GCC are lying inside the range of features for
the chaotic regimes when the recurrence threshold is set at ε1
(see table VI). Therefore, even though the GCC feature value
is outside the chaotic range, the RF classifier still accurately
predicts its class. In this context, we make the following
observations. Firstly, the GCC values for these stars are
not significantly deviated from the range for chaotic data.
Secondly, the GCC feature is less crucial for classification
than determinism, Lmax, trapping time, and average path
length (see Fig. 6). When the recurrence threshold is set
at ε2, the values of all the features except GCC are within
the range of chaotic, which is why the class of the AC HER
star is predicted correctly. However, for the star SX Her, the
values of the features ENTR, GCC are outside the range of
the values of trained data sets, including the important feature
RR. This may be the reason why its class is not predicted
accurately.

Dynamical states from data of discrete systems: We now
extend our analysis to classify the dynamical states from
time series data of discrete systems. We generate periodic
and chaotic time series using the Logistic Map63, Hénon
Map64 and the 2D Hénon-Logistic Map (2D-HLM)8 (see
Table VII). Our dataset comprises 20 time series from each
system for both chaotic and periodic classes, resulting in a
total of 60 chaotic and 60 periodic time series. As reported
in literature65,66 we get the recurrence plots and recurrence
networks from the reconstructed attractors, with a recurrence
threshold of 0.05 in standard deviation units67. The ranges of
features in this case differ from those of continuous systems
and hence the algorithms are trained using the new set of
features to classify the dynamical states from data of discrete

systems. The accuracy achieved by the three machine learning
algorithms, LR, RF, and SVM, for the discrete dataset is
presented in the Table VIII.

IV. CONCLUSION

We report a detailed and comprehensive study on the
application of three supervised machine learning algorithms,
LR, RF, and SVM, to classify the multi-classes of nonlinear
time series, such as periodic, chaotic, hyperchaotic, and
noise. The required input features for the machine learning
algorithms are extracted using recurrence quantification
analysis of recurrence plots and using average network
properties of recurrence networks. We collect synthetic time
series data by simulating four standard dynamical models
of Rössler, Lorenz, Chen, and Duffing oscillator systems
and time series generated from the Gaussian distribution.
We analyse the performance of the three classifiers on
the data sets generated at two recurrence thresholds. We
observe that irrespective of the recurrence threshold, all
the classifiers effectively predict the nonlinear time series’
dynamical behaviour and noisy patterns. Among the three
classifiers, the RF algorithm exhibits the highest accuracy
in identifying dynamical states and noise behaviour within
nonlinear time series. SVM follows RF as the second-best
classifier in this regard.

We extract feature importance using the RF method for the
data sets obtained using two different recurrence thresholds
ε1 and ε2. Our study indicates that among all the features
we used, the features related to the density of the recurrence
points or the closeness of points, like recurrence rate, average
path length and trapping time, are the most effective in
predicting the class of a given time series correctly. We
also observe that the classifiers can tolerate up to 5% noise
in the chaotic data set. This means the chaotic state of the
time series, which includes noise up to 5%, can be correctly
identified using machine learning algorithms.

Further, we apply the same procedure of the multi-class
classification to predict the dynamical state of the real
data of the time series from two variable stars, SX Her
and AC Her, and successfully predict the actual dynamical
state of both stars at the recurrence threshold value ε1.
Furthermore, we could train the algorithms and successfully
detect periodic and chaotic dynamical states emerging in the
discrete systems. Our analysis reveals that all three machine
learning algorithms predict these dynamical states with an
accuracy of 95.8%. This demonstrates the effectiveness of
our approach in accurately classifying the dynamical states
from the data obtained from both continuous and discrete
dynamical systems. In future, our aim is to enhance the
integration of algorithms designed for both continuous and
discrete systems. This involves expanding the training
dataset to incorporate additional systems with appropriate
recurrence thresholds, thereby improving the generalization
and robustness of the algorithms. We hypothesize that these
refined models will not only classify systems as continuous
or discrete but will also provide insights into their specific



12

TABLE VII. Details of discrete dynamical systems and their parameter values used to generate synthetic data with dynamical states of periodic
and chaotic behaviour

Time Series
Generator

Dynamical Equations Parameter Values Dynamical
Behavior

Logistic
map63

xn+1 = rxn(1− xn) r ∈ (3.57,4)
r ∈ (3,3.5699)

Chaotic
Periodic

Hénon
map64

xn+1 = yn +1−ax2
n

yn+1 = bxn

b = 0.4, a ∈ (1.4272,1.5)
b = 0.4, a ∈ (0.2,0.9)

Chaotic
Periodic

Hénon-logistic
map(2D-HLM)8

xn+1 = a+byn(1− cyn)−ax2
n

yn+1 = c2yn(1−byn)

a = 0.895, c = 2, b ∈ (1,4)
a = 0.895, b = 8, c ∈ (1.74,1.88)

Chaotic
Periodic

.

TABLE VIII. Accuracy scores of the three ML algorithms calculated
using binary class confusion matrices for the time series data of
discrete systems

Algorithms Accuracy
LR 95.8
RF 95.8

SVM 95.8

dynamics, such as periodic, chaotic, hyperchaotic, and noisy
behavior.Then the trained algorithm can be used to test
time series data derived from realistic systems, including
domains such as astronomy, oceanography, meteorology, and
satellite operations. This will contribute to assessing the
applicability of our models in real-world scenarios where
traditional models may fall short. Additionally, we can make a
GUI using our algorithm so that researchers and practitioners
can seek quick and accurate insights into the dynamics of
their time series data. Finally, our ongoing efforts involve
exploring the feasibility of classifying dynamical states based
solely on visual representations, such as images derived from
recurrence plots. This avenue of research has the potential
to simplify the process and broaden the applicability of our
methodology.
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nearest neighbours for selecting variables and embedding parameters for
state space reconstruction. Journal of Complex Systems, 2015, 2015.

45Jean-Pierre Eckmann, S Oliffson Kamphorst, David Ruelle, et al.
Recurrence plots of dynamical systems. World Scientific Series on
Nonlinear Science Series A, 16:441–446, 1995.

46BG Straiotto, Norbert Marwan, DC James, and PJ Seeley. Recurrence
analysis discriminates martial art movement patterns. The European
Physical Journal Special Topics, 232(1):151–159, 2023.

47Norbert Marwan. How to avoid potential pitfalls in recurrence plot
based data analysis. International Journal of Bifurcation and Chaos,
21(04):1003–1017, 2011.
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