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We investigate the temporal dynamics of the Ikeda Map with Balanced Gain and Loss and in the
presence of feedback loops with saturation nonlinearity. From the bifurcation analysis, we find that
the temporal evolution of optical power undergoes period quadrupling at the exceptional point (EP)
of the system and beyond that, chaotic dynamics emerge in the system and this has been further
corroborated from the Largest Lyapunov Exponent (LLE) of the model. For a closer inspection,
we analyzed the parameter basin of the system, which further leads to our inference that the Ikeda
Map with Balanced Gain and Loss exhibits the emergence of chaotic dynamics beyond the EP.
Furthermore, we find that the temporal dynamics beyond the EP regime leads to the onset of
Extreme Events (EE) in this system via attractor merging crisis.

PACS numbers: XXXX

Of the numerous models proposed to investigate the
temporal instabilities of light, the Ikeda Map [1-2],
Lorenz-Haken model [3-4] and the Lang-Kobayashi model
[5] play an influential role in such endeavours. The
Ikeda map is a discrete-time nonlinear system proposed
to describe the temporal evolution of light propagating
in a ring cavity filled with a dielectric nonlinear me-
dia. Chaotic dynamics emerge in the system as a conse-
quence of the time-delayed feedback in the system. The
Lorenz-Haken model is a nonlinear system of coupled dif-
ferential equations which describes the analogy between
a fluid close to the convection instability and a homoge-
nously broadened single-mode gas laser close to the lasing
threshold. And last of all, we have the Lang-Kobayashi
Model, a nonlinear time-delayed system, which delineates
the temporal dynamics of a semiconductor laser with ex-
ternal optical feedback. This model has been considered
to be a historical milestone in research concerning chaotic
dynamics in semiconductor lasers [6-10]. Over the pre-
vious three decades, there has been numerous reports
on the nonlinear dynamics in semiconductor lasers both
in theoretical and experimental domains and phenom-
ena such as synchronization [11], stochastic resonance
[12-13], quorum sensing [14], crowd synchrony [14], etc.
have been reported in such systems. Furthermore, in
the recent years with the advent of all-optical reservoir
computing [15-19], nonlinear optical systems with time-
delayed feedback are playing a vital role in the experi-
mental realization of recurrent neural networks that are
indispensable in such computational endeavours. Hence,
it could be that optical systems have indeed facilitated
the experimental realization of numerous exotic nonlin-
ear phenomena that are observed in their mathematical
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modelling.

Now, Carl M. Bender and his student Stefan Boettcher
reported that certain non-Hermitian Hamiltonians that
are invariant under the joint operation of the parity (P)
and time-reversal (T ) operator possess a real eigenspec-
tra [20-23]. Such Hamiltonians are defined as (PT ) Sym-
metric Hamiltonians. The presence of Exceptional Point
(EP) in the eigenspectra is an interesting feature of such
Hamiltonians, which signifies a phase transition of the
eigenspectra from real to imaginary or vice-versa, pre-
ceded by a coalescence of the eigenvalues. Several years
later, Prof. D. N. Christodoulides and his research group
at the University of Central Florida reported the novel
idea that optics could provide the background for the
experimental realization of the PT -Symmetric quantum
potentials [24]. And in 2012, Rüter et al. demonstrated
the observation of PT -Symmetry in evanescently cou-
pled waveguide structure with balanced gain and loss
[25]. Since then, PT -Symmetry has been investigated in
complex optical potentials [26], optomechanics [27-28],
optical lattices [29], microring lasers [30], solitons [31-
33], wireless power transfer [34], multilayered structures
[35-36], many-body ultracold systems [37], Liénard oscil-
lators [38] and so on.

Modelling - In this work, we report on the exotic non-
linear phenomena that could be observed in the Ikeda
Map with Balanced Gain and Loss (see Appendix for the
schematic and the detailed mathematical modelling of
the system). Previously, we investigated a similar model
with Kerr nonlinearity and we reported optical power
saturation, blow-up of the LLE and intermittent surge
in optical power [39]. Now, our focus is on the temporal
dynamics in the Ikeda Map with Saturation Nonlinearity
and with Balanced Gain and Loss in the two feedback
loops of the system. In addition, we shall concentrate
mostly on the regime beyond the EP of the system. The
mathematical model of the system could be expressed as
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FIG. 1. Eigenspectra of the Transfer Matrix T for β = η = 0.
The black-colored vertical line is drawn at the EP of the
system.

given below.

E1,j+1 = ieiψ(|E1,j |2)A+ ei[ψ−(|E2,j |2)+ψ(|E1,j |2)]B (1a)

E4,j+1 = ieiψ(|E4,j |2)C + ei[ψ+(|E3,j |2)+ψ(|E4,j |2)]D
(1b)

where A = e−γ/2Ein/
√
2, B = e−γ (E1,j + iE4,j) /2,

C = eγ/2E
′

in/
√
2 and D = eγ (iE1,j + E4,j) /2. γ

is the gain/loss coefficient and saturation nonlinear-
ity is incorporated into the model through the terms

ψ
(
|Ei,j |2

)
= β

[
1 + η

(
|Ei,j |2

)]−1
and ψ±

(
|Ei,j |2

)
=

βe±γ
[
1 + η

(
|Ei,j |2

)]−1
, where β is the coefficient and

η is the strength of saturation nonlinearity. j is the iter-
ation number and physically, one iteration step is char-
acterized by the time taken by light to make a complete
loop around the feedback loop in the two feedback loops.

In the absence of nonlinearity (η = β = 0), Eq. 1a and
1b could be rewritten in the matrix form as follows.(

E1,j+1

E4,j+1

)
= T

(
E1,j

E4,j

)
+

i√
2

(
e−γ/2Ein
eγ/2E

′

in

)
(2)

where T = 1
2

(
e−γ ie−γ

ieγ eγ

)
is the transfer matrix

of the system. The eigenvalues of T are λ1,2 =(
coshγ ±

√
cosh2γ − 2

)
/2 and the exceptional point of

this system could be evaluated to be γth = cosh−1
√
2 =

0.88116, where ‘th’ stands for threshold. This has been
further elucidated in the plots in Fig. 1.

Onset of Chaotic Dynamics - From the spectral anal-
ysis in Fig. 1, it could be clearly seen that at γth =
0.88116, the real component of the eigenvalues merges
into the x-axis, whereas the imaginary component bifur-
cates into two distinct divisions. We will now investigate
the temporal dynamics of the system in the presence of
saturation nonlinearity and for our analysis, we have cho-
sen β = 1 and η = 0.001. In Fig. 2(a), we have presented
the bifurcation analysis of the optical power in the am-
plified feedback loop P4 as a function of the gain/loss
coefficient γ. For our analysis, we have considered up to
3500 iterations and we have considered 1500 iterations

FIG. 2. (a) Bifurcation Diagram and (b) LLE of the Ikeda

Map with Balanced Gain and Loss for Ein = E
′
in = 0.65.

as transient and 2000 iterations as steady state. First
of all, we see that as γ is increased, there is tiny win-
dow between γ = 0.7 and γ = 0.735 where P4 suddenly
starts to display quasiperiodic oscillation and this could
further be seen from the LLE plot in Fig. 2(b). In this
region, the LLE is seen to be approximately zero and
this characterizes the quasiperiodic dynamics exhibited
by the system. From 0.735 ≤ γ ≤ γth, the system ex-
hibits period - 2 temporal evolution and at the EP, this
undergoes a phase transition from period - 2 to period
- 4 temporal evolution and it further undergoes bifur-
cation into period - 8 dynamics at γ = 0.8945 before
descending into the chaotic regime. And hence, we can
say that our system exhibits the period doubling cas-
cade to chaos. Moreover, it must be noted that within
the chaotic regime, there are regions where we observe
period dynamics and from this, we can infer that our
system exhibits intermittency in the parametric regime
of γ. This has been further validated by the LLE of the
system in Fig. 2(b). In the 0.735 ≤ γ ≤ γth regime, the
LLE is a negative quantity which means that the period
- 2 temporal evolution of optical power in the two two
feedback loops is asymptotically stable. Beyond the EP,
the system is seen to exhibit stable period - 4 evolution.
But such dynamics eventually descend into the chaotic
regime as γ is further increased.

To analyze the system in-depth, we have presented the
parameter-basin of our model as a function of γ and the
input field amplitude, taking into account Ein = E

′

in in
Fig. 3. This would give us additional leverage before we
can conclude that our system exhibits chaotic dynamics
beyond the EP for any choice of input field amplitudes.
So, one of the first inference that we can have from Fig.
3 is that at the EP of the system, the optical power in
the two feedback loops undergoes bifurcation from period
- 2 to period - 4 temporal evolution and furthermore,
there are regions in the parameter basin beyond the EP
where we could observe period - 8 temporal evolution of
optical power. But the purple region in the parameter
basin which indicates chaos is predominant far beyond
the EP and this, we believe, is sufficient evidence for us
to conclude that our system portrays chaotic dynamics
beyond the EP of the system.
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FIG. 3. Parameter Basin for Periodic Temporal Evolution.
Red - Period 2, Blue - Period 4, Green - Period 8 and
Purple - Chaotic.

FIG. 4. Temporal evolution of optical power depicting the
emergence of EEs for γ = 0.96.

Emergence of Extreme Events - Our investigation of
the temporal dynamics further beyond the EP regime
revealed the interesting emergence of Extreme Events
(EEs) in the system. In nonlinear optical systems, the
emergence of such phenomenon could be attributed to
the Benjamin-Feir (Modulational) Instability for certain
choice of parameters and nonlinearity. EEs have been
reported in optical fibers [40-41], space plasmas [43], op-
tically injected semiconductor laser [44], Liénard oscilla-
tors [45] and so on. The temporal evolution of optical
power in the two feedback loops of our system depicting
the emergence of EEs has been shown in Fig. 4. First of
all, it should be noted that EEs are observed in our model
for γ = 0.96, which is far beyond the EP of the system.
EEs in any system could be characterized by a histogram
analysis of the time-series and this has been presented be-
low in Fig. 5, where we used probability normalization
of the data. It could very well be seen that the histogram
depicts two sharp peaks for high optical power and it is
infinitesimal in the extremely high optical power regime.
This means that our system exhibits chaotic evolution
of low optical power and intermittently it also exhibits
an abrupt sharp surge in the optical power, which we
can observe in Fig. 4. Even though the probability of

FIG. 5. Probability histogram of the Temporal Evolution of
P4 for γ = 0.96.

the sharp surge in optical power is infinitesimally small,
it shall still occur. Furthermore, our histogram analy-
sis depicts a Poisson-type probability distribution for the
time-series and as such, we can conclude that our system
also exhibits EEs of optical power beyond the EP of the
system.

We would now like to investigate the temporal evolu-
tion of the field amplitude E4 of the amplified feedback
loop, so as to ascertain the cause for the onset of EEs
in the system. It could be seen from Fig. 6(a) that
the temporal evolution of the imaginary component of
E4 (y4) depicts two distinct regions clearly demarcated
by the x-axis. These regions form the attracting sets of
the time-series. But as γ is increased to γ = 0.945 in
Fig. 6(b), it could be seen that the two attracting sets
are tending to approach each other and for γ = 0.95 in
Fig. 6(c), the attracting sets could be seen to merge with
each other. And when finally, the attracting sets merged
into each other for γ = 0.96 as shown in Fig. 6(d), we
observe the emergence of EEs in the system. Further-
more, in Fig. 7, we have plotted the Re(E4) vs. Im(E4)
and the corresponding probability histogram for the two
cases shown in Fig. 6(c) and Fig. 6(d). It could be seen
in Fig. 7(a) and 7(b) that for γ = 0.953, the Re(E4)
vs. Im(E4) plot is showing the onset of the merge of
the two attracting sets of the system and the probabil-
ity histogram is depicting two peaks. For γ = 0.957
on the other hand, the attracting sets could be seen to
merge with each other and intermittent separation from
the attractor takes place and this has been further cor-
roborated by the probability distribution histogram in
Fig. 7(d). Hence, from this, it could be concluded that
our system exhibits the attractor merging crisis route to
EEs.
Conclusion - We have investigated the Ikeda Map with

Balanced Gain and Loss beyond the EP regime and dis-
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FIG. 6. Temporal evolution of Im(E4) for (a) γ = 0.93, (b)
γ = 0.945, (c) γ = 0.95 and (d) γ = 0.96.

cussed the emergence of chaotic dynamics in the sys-
tem. It has been shown that temporal evolution of op-
tical power in the system undergoes a phase transition
from stationary to quasiperiodic dynamics, which is then
followed by a period doubling cascade to chaos. The
discussion has further been corroborated by the LLE of
the system. Our further analysis of the system beyond
the EP led us to the emergence of EEs, which occurred
due to attractor merging crisis. Hence, it could be said
that our analysis has thrown light into the generation of
Chaotic Dynamics and EEs in the Ikeda Map with Bal-
anced Gain and Loss by tuning the gain/loss coefficient
of the system externally and the same could be said for
the experimental distinguishability of temporal dynamics
in time-delayed feedback systems with saturation nonlin-
earity.

APPENDIX

The Ikeda Map with Balanced Gain and Loss is a con-
figuration of two input channels and two time-delayed
nonlinear feedback loops interacting via a passive 50:50
directional coupler. The schematic of the model is pre-
sented in Fig. 8. The two feedback loops (colored green)
transporting the field amplitudes E1 and E2 exhibit sat-
uration nonlinearity of equal strength. Now, as the field
amplitude E

′

1 propagates through the attenuated feed-
back loop from the output port of coupler region ‘DC I ’
to the attenuator, it suffers a linear and nonlinear phase
shift ϕL and ϕNL,1 and after it exits the attenuator, the
phase-shifted field amplitude suffers loss as well in the
blue-colored attenuator region. This could be then ex-

FIG. 7. Re(E4) vs. Im(E4) and its corresponding probability
histogram for (a, b) γ = 0.953 and (c, d) γ = 0.957.

FIG. 8. Schematic of the PT -Symmetric Ikeda Map. The
yellow-colored blocks are the passive input and output
channels and the black-colored blocks, labelled as DC I ,
DC II and DC III , are the 50:50 directional couplers. The
amplifiers are colored red and the attenuators are colored
blue. The feedback loops with saturation nonlinearity are
colored green, purple and brownish.

pressed in terms of the field amplitude E1 as follows.

E1 = ei(ϕNL,1+ϕL)e−γ/2E
′

1 (3)

where ϕNL,1 = ψ
(
|E1|2

)
= β(1 + η|E1|2)−1 is the non-

linear phase shift imparted to the field as it propagates
through the feedback loop. In addition to this, the field
amplitude also suffers loss by a factor of e−γ/2. Here, ‘γ’
is the gain/loss parameter, ‘β’ is the coefficient and η is
the strength of the nonlinear phase shift and ‘ϕL’ is the
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linear phase shift. In addition, we know

E
′

1 =
iEin + E

′

2√
2

(4)

where E
′

2 = e
i
(
ϕ
′
NL,2+ϕL

)
e−γ/2E2 and ϕ

′

NL,2 =

ψ−
(
|E2|2

)
= βe−γ(1 + η|E2|2)−1. Using the transfer

matrix of coupler region ‘DC II ’, E2 and E3 could be
expressed in terms of E1 and E4 as follows.(

E2

E3

)
=M

(
E1

E4

)
(5)

whereM is the transfer matrix of the coupler region ‘DC

II ’ and it is given by M = 1√
2

(
1 i
i 1

)
. Using Eq. 4 and

Eq. 5 in Eq. 3, we have

E1 = ei(ϕNL,1+ϕL)e−γ/2
(
iEin√

2
+ ei(ϕ

′
NL,2+ϕL)e−γ/2X

)
(6)

where X = E1+iE4

2 . Without any loss of generality, we

can set ϕL = 0 and take ϕi = ϕNL,i and similarly, ϕ
′

i =

ϕ
′

NL,i. To express Eq. 6 in the form of a discrete-time
iterative equation, we need to declare the parameter ‘tR’
which characterizes the total time the electromagnetic
field takes to complete one complete round trip across
the attenuated feedback loop. Taking time steps equal
to tR, we can rewrite the evolution of field amplitude E1

described by Eq. 6 in the form of an iterative equation
as given below.

E1,j+1 = eiϕ1,je−γ/2
(
iEin√

2
+ eiϕ

′
2,je−γ/2Xj

)
(7)

where Xj =
E1,j+iE4,j

2 . This equation relates the electric
field amplitude E1 in the (j + 1)-th iteration with the
same in the j-th iteration. Similarly, we can express the
field amplitude E4 in the form of a discrete-time iterative
equation as follows

E4,j+1 = eiϕ4,jeγ/2

(
iE

′

in√
2

+ eiϕ
′
3,jeγ/2Yj

)
(8)

where Yj =
iE1,j+E4,j

2 . One important point that must
be noted here is that the time-delayed feedback loops in
our system are driven periodically by the field amplitudes
Ein and E

′

in. The time period between each drive is the
time taken by the field amplitudes to complete one round
trip across the feedback loop tR. Hence, we can say that
the field amplitudes Ein and E

′

2 must reach the coupler

region ‘DC I ’ at the same instance. Similarly, E
′

in and

E
′

4 must reach the coupler region ‘DC III ’ at the same
instance.
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