arXiv:2403.05085v1 [math.DS] 8 Mar 2024

Unifying Lyapunov exponents with probabilistic uncertainty quantification

Liam Blake, John Maclean and Sanjeeva Balasuriya
School of Computer and Mathematical Sciences, University of Adelaide, Adelaide SA 5005, Australia
(Dated: March 11, 2024)

The Lyaponuv exponent is well-known in deterministic dynamical systems as a measure for quan-
tifying chaos and detecting coherent regions in physically evolving systems. In this Letter, we show
how the Lyapunov exponent can be unified with stochastic sensitivity (which quantifies the un-
certainty of an evolving uncertain system whose initial condition is certain) within a finite time
uncertainty quantification framework in which both the dynamics and the initial condition of a
continuously evolving n-dimensional state variable are uncertain.

INTRODUCTION

Many physically evolving systems can be modelled as
nonlinear dynamical systems for a high-dimensional state
variable x; evolving in continuous time ¢. A simple ex-
ample is the motion of fluid parcels, for which z; € R?
is a position vector driven by the Eulerian velocity field.
Systems modelled via spatially-discretized partial differ-
ential equations also fall within this framework, with
each component of x; containing the value of the vari-
able (such as a temperature, chemical concentration or
charge density) at a grid location. Alternatively, in cou-
pled component models, the state-vector x; may for ex-
ample contain the pressure, volume and temperature of
a thermodynamic system, or the COs-concentration in
each of atmosphere, land, ocean and biomass.

Predicting «; into the future requires excellent knowl-
edge of the rules for its evolution, as well as precise knowl-
edge of the current measurement xy. Both these pro-
cesses inevitably possess uncertainty: respectively, uncer-
tainty in the model dynamics (phenomena not completely
explained by the theory, numerical errors from data, res-
olution and discretization) and uncertainty in the initial
condition xo (resolution and knowledge of ‘nowcasting’
data). All modern models used in forecasting and predic-
tion should ideally seek to incorporate these two types of
uncertainty; an example in climate modelling is the idea
of stochastic parameterization [1].

A recent article by Blake et al [2] is able to address the
uncertainty quantification (UQ) of the state vector x; at
any later finite time ¢ > 0 due to both these types of
uncertainties. While the methods are related to stochas-
tic differential equations (SDEs) and their linearizations
[3, 4, e.g.], we show in this Letter that this formulation
[2] allows the amalgamation of two hitherto unconnected
entities: stochastic sensitivity [5] and the Lyapunov ex-
ponent [6, 7].

‘Stochastic sensitivity’ (S?) was introduced by Bala-
suriya [5] as the variance of the maximal projection of
the deviation of a noisy trajectory from its deterministic
counterpart at a later time, in the presence of small noise
but with a deterministic initial condition. This is a natu-
ral theoretical tool within the probabilistic UQ viewpoint

[3-10], and has seen usage in identifying more robust re-
gions within unsteady fluid flows [5, 11] An explicit ex-
pression for S? was derived in two dimensions [5], and
bounds exist in higher dimensions [12].

Lyapunov exponents, on the other hand, do not im-
mediately appear to be connected to UQ. This purely
deterministic concept quantifies the maximal stretching
of an infinitesimal sphere centered at a fixed initial con-
dition. Highly-used in detecting chaos [0, viz.] because
they quantify ‘sensitivity to initial conditions,” there is
nonetheless no formal connection to UQ in the sense
of probability distributions. Lyapunov exponents com-
puted over a finite time, when considered as a field over
all initial conditions, have seen tremendous use in de-
tecting coherent regions and separators between them in
fluids/geophysics |7, 13]. Suitable modifications of Lya-
punov exponents continue to be used extensively across
many other areas of physics: e.g., quantum [14-17],
cosmology [18, 19], electromagnetic [20-22], and statis-
tical/thermal [17, 23, 24]. Currently, connections of
Lyapunov exponents to stochastics is heuristic: com-
parison with correlations in quantum chaos [14-17, 25]
(based on semi-classical expectations, but displaying dif-
ferences), and numerical estimation of stochastic flow
barriers [206, 27].

In this Letter, we develop a UQ-formalism which posi-
tions Lyapunov exponents within the probability frame-
work. We first describe modifications to Blake et al [2]
in the next Section. We show in the next two Sections
how these specialize to S? and to finite-time Lyapunov
exponents respectively, thereby unifying these concepts.

RELEVANT UNCERTAINTY RESULTS

This Section contains modifications and slight exten-
sions to Blake et al [2]. The evolution of a state vector
x,; € R" from an initial time 0 to a general time ¢ € [0, 7]
with T' < oo is assumed to be governed by

dey = u (wy, t) dt + co (x4, 1) AW, 2o =&, (1)

where u is the best-available deterministic dynamics
(possibly given by data on a spatiotemporal grid), and
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the Tto form [28] is assumed for the SDE. The uncer-
tainty in the dynamics is captured via the presence of
W, the classical n-dimensional Wiener process, modu-
lated by the state- and time-dependent n x n matrix o.
The model noise is therefore multiplicative, and scaled
by ¢ where 0 < ¢ < 1. The initial-condition uncer-
tainty is reflected through the fact that & is sourced from
the Gaussian distribution N (50, 5250), where the mean
& € R™ is constant, and the matrix 2y € R"*" is con-
stant, positive-definite and symmetric, such that covari-
ance 622 has the scaling § where 0 < § <« 1. Thus,
¢ and J respectively provide measures of the model and
initial-condition uncertainties, each following a natural
Gaussian interpretation. When the expectation E[.] and
variance V[.] terminology is used, these are with respect
to the joint event space of the independent random vari-
ables W; and €.

An equivalent understanding of the solution of (1)
is that the distribution p(x,t) of x; obeys the Fokker—

Planck equation

2
%—FV'([)U):E—V'V'([)UUT) , (2)
ot 2
with initial condition p(x,0) being the probability den-
sity function of NV (&0, 62E).

If both uncertainties are turned off (¢ = 0 = ¢), the
fully uncertain model (1) becomes purely deterministic:

der = u (e, t)dt; co =& . (3)

Solutions to this certain model will be denoted with the
‘low-map’ notation ¢; = F¢ (&), the location to which
&o is pushed from time 0 to time ¢ by the deterministic
flow (3).

In seeking validation of a commonly used practice
[3, 4, 29], Blake et al [2] study the formal linearization
of (1) with respect to solutions perturbed around the de-
terministic solution. The linearized (but still random)
solution I; then satisfies

dly = [u (F{(&0),t) + Vu (Fi (&), t) (It — Fi(&0))] dt +eo (Fj (&), t) AWy Lo =€, (4)

subject to the same realization of the randomness (W, €)
as used in (1). Both I; and x; depend on the two uncer-
tainty parameters, and when important we write I;(¢, )
and x¢(g,0). Now, the assumptions of Blake et al [2]| can
be stated as

w (@, t)]| + [lo (@, 8)[| < Uo (1+ |]) ,
|V (z,t)|| <UL, [|[VVu(z,t)|| < Us,
o (z,t)|| < Wy and ||Vo (a,t)| < W,

independent of (x,t) € R™ x [0,T]. The standard Eu-
clidean norm is used here for vectors, and for higher-
ranked tensors, the norm when used in this Letter is the
operator norm induced by the tensor of lower rank. The
main theorem of Blake et al [2] can, in the language of
the current paper, be modified to: for any r > 1,

in which A, B and C do not depend on ¢, 4, &y or ¢, but
depend on Up 1,2, Wo.1, n and Ep. Obtaining (5) from
the result of Blake et al [2] requires some manipulations,
including establishing that the rth moment of & — &y in
relation to the distribution N (50, 5250) is proportional
to 0", as can be seen by working with the probability den-
sity function [30]. Hence, we have the strong statement
(5) on how the true random solution x; to (1) approaches
the solution I; to the linearized equation (4) in the sense
of expectation of all moments, as the noise parameters
(e,0) — 0. Blake et al [2] also derive an exact result: the
strong solution to the linearized equation (4) is Gaussian
with

lt NN(Fg(g())aAt(éOva(S)) ) (6)

El||lx; —1;||"] < Ae* + B6"e" + C 6%", (5)  where the covariance matrix is
|
¢
- T T

Ai(&o3e,8) == 6° VFy (&) Bo [VF;(€0)] +*VF;(&o) [/M(EOJ)M(anT)TdT [VE; (&) (7)

0

[

in which approximated by the Gaussian probability density func-

M (é0,7) = [VFy (&))" o (F5 (§0),7) -
By (5), the distribution p for a; in (2) is well-

tion (6) for small £ and ¢.



CERTAIN INITIAL CONDITIONS AND 5

We quickly consider the case where the initial condi-
tion is assumed certain, which is the setting of stochas-
tic sensitivity S2, originally defined by Balasuriya [5] as
the supremum over all projections of the variance of the
scaled deviation from the deterministic solution, i.e.,

§%(€0,1) = lin sup v[pT (wﬂ - ®)

lpll=1

Since & = &£ is considered certain, d = 0. The original pa-
per [5] was able to derive an analytical expression based
on u and o only in two-dimensions. While a bound was
found in R™ [12], Blake et al [2] showed that an analytic
expression was possible. Setting 6 = 0 in (5) and estab-
lishing that the limit € — 0 of V[z;] /e and V[l;] /&? are
identical, S? emerges as a special case of the covariance
(7) as [2]

5(60,) = =5 | A+ (€35, 0] )

In the above and subsequently, we remark that the oper-
ator norm ||A]| of a square matrix A is easily computed
as the square-root of the largest eigenvalue of AT A.

CERTAIN DYNAMICS AND LYAPUNOV
EXPONENTS

While $%’s connection to the covariance (7) is antic-
ipated given its stochastic interpretation, the Lyapunov
exponent is based on a deterministic model. As our main
result, we now establish that this too is a special case of
the covariance (7) for finite times. For the purely deter-
ministic system (3) the ‘finite-time Lyapunov exponent’
(FTLE) is [7]

|75 (&0 + 08) — F(&o) ||
16€]|

- 1
A t) = —1
(&o,1) : nsglgp oam

1 IV F§(£0)0¢||
= —lnsup ——m———
PY: 16€]

1
= g1n||VF§(§O)|| ) (10)

If an infinitesimal ball with radius vector §¢& positioned
at &y at time 0, the flow from time 0 to ¢ pushes it to be-
come an infinitesimal ellipse, and its ‘maximal stretching’
[V F{(&)|| is the ratio of the longest axis of the ellipse
to the original radius. The FTLE converts this to an
exponential-in-time stretching rate, and is often viewed
as a field over & to determine initial conditions which
are prone to most stretching or chaos in physical systems
[6, 13], as well as a tool for determining flow separators
in Lagrangian coherent structures |7, 31, 32].

Consider now the general stochastic model (1). Com-
paring with (8), we define the uncertainty measure

w)] (11)

2 . 1 T
Q*(&o,t) := 15%1 sup V[p < 3

lpll=1

by inverting the roles of ¢ and d. To proceed, we note
[33] that for any w € R™,

waTH < Trace (ww ') = w|? . (12)

Now, since (6) with e = 0 tells us that

1]

14(0,8) ~ N (F§(€0),0* VEY (€0) =0 [VF§ (&0)] ) -

we have E[(1;(0,8) — F{(&)) /0] = 0 and

V[ BE)] o)z, [ Ren)]
Upon defining

w — :vt(O,é) 5— lt(O,é) :

and applying € = 0 in the bound (5) with the choices
r=1and r = 2 yields

E[|w]] <5 and E[kuﬂ <08, (13)
Hence the norm of the covariance matrix of w satisfies

EF(}HW[w]” = léiFolHE[wa] —]E[w]IE[wT]H

E[w] im E[w ]

< lim HE[wa] H + lim
510 510 510

< lmE[lw]?] +0
510
by virtue of (13) and (12). Since w then has expectation

and variance 0 in the limit § | 0, we are now in a position
to compute Q? in (11) as

2 T T
Q*(&o,t) = 15%1 sup V{p <
lpl=1

_ 5 T
o [
lpll=1
— T
= sup p' VF}(&)E [VF}(&)] p
[lpll=1
-
= sup p' VF(&) 0¥, [VF(&)] p
[lpll=1
T2
= sup H‘I’J [VEF;(&)] pH
[Ilpll=1

g (VRS €| = IV Es 0wl

lt(0a5)gFot(€o) +w)]

lt@ﬁ)gﬂf(ﬁo))] »



where we have used the Cholesky decomposition
o= PP, (14)

for positive definite symmetric =y, in which ¥ is lower
triangular, as well as the standard definition of the oper-
ator norm of a matrix in the penultimate step. We define
the Stochastic Non-Isotropic Finite-Time Lyapunov Ex-
ponent (SNIFTLE, pronounced ‘sniffle’) by

A (&0, 1 E) == %m |V F; (&) %ol , (15)

which is probabilistic since it is associated with an ini-
tial condition in A/ (So, 52\IIQ\IIOT). SNIFTLE clearly gen-
eralizes the standard FTLE (10) since it is stochastic,
and allows for a non-isotropic Gaussian probability dis-
tribution with non-infinitesimal extent. Notably, insert-
ing a radially-symmetric Gaussian distribution with or-
thogonal equi-distributional axes by making the choice
By = I, the n-dimensional identity matrix (for which
W, = I,, as well) recovers the deterministic FTLE.

Utilizing the general covariance (7), we note that

Q(&0.0) = 55 A (€0:0,0)] (16)

symmetric with the observation (9). Thus, SNIFTLE can
also be written as

AEotiBo) = V@EE,H, (1)

clarifying its interpretation (11) as a stochastic deviation
from the deterministic expectation.

CONCLUSIONS

We have established how the uncertainty covariance
matrix A; unifies the FTLE framework with that of
stochastic sensitivity. These are respectively related to
the uncertainty in the initial condition and the uncer-
tainty in the evolving dynamics. Through the definition
of SNIFTLE (15), this means that the FTLE emerges
in terms of the variance of the probability distribution
which satisfies the Fokker-Planck equation (2). We ex-
pect these novel understandings to facilitate new inter-
pretations of old concepts in evolving physical systems
with uncertainty.
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