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Abstract. We show that bifurcations of periodic orbits with multipliers (−1, i,−i)

can lead to the birth of pseudohyperbolic (i.e., robustly chaotic) Lorenz-like attractors

of three different types: one is a discrete analogue of the classical Lorenz attractor, and

the other two are new. We call them two- and four-winged “Simó angels”. These three

attractors exist in an orientation-reversing, three-dimensional, quadratic Hénon map.

Our analysis is based on a numerical study of a normal form for this bifurcation, a

three-dimensional system of differential equations with a Z4-symmetry. We investigate

bifurcations in the normal form and describe those responsible for the emergence of

the Lorenz attractor and the continuous-time version of the Simo angels. Both for the

normal form and the 3D Hénon map, we have found open regions in the parameter space

where the attractors are pseudohyperbolic, implying that for every parameter value

from these regions every orbit in the attractor has positive top Lyapunov exponent.

Keywords: normal forms, Lorenz attractor, pseudohyperbolicity.

1. Introduction

A remarkable discovery by Arneodo, Coullet, Spiegel, and Tresser [5, 6, 7] is that the

triple instability of an equilibrium state or a periodic orbit can lead to chaos. The reason

is that local bifurcations corresponding to three zero Lyapunov exponents are described

by normal forms which are nonlinear systems of differential equations in R3. Numerous

scenarios for the emergence of chaotic dynamics in such systems are known, see e.g.

[60, 4, 62, 36]. The most celebrated examples of normal forms with chaotic behavior are

the Arneodo-Coullet-Spiegel-Tresser models [6, 7], Morioka-Shimizu system [57, 63, 58],

Lorenz model [41, 59]. They have interesting and rich dynamics and, because the phase

space dimension is not high, they can be studied in depth. This is particularly important,
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because the knowledge of the properties of chaos in a normal form can be transferred

to any system undergoing the local bifurcation that is described by this normal form.

In this way, systems of absolutely different physical nature can be shown to exhibit the

same universal patterns of chaotic behavior.

All strange attractors can be divided into two groups: genuinely chaotic attractors

and quasiattractors. Each orbit of an attractor of the first type has positive

maximal Lyapunov exponent and, most importantly, this property persists under small

perturbations. Therefore, such attractors demonstrate chaotic dynamics robustly. The

other type of strange attractors, the quasiattractors, either contain stable periodic orbits

(with extremely narrow, so elusive in experiments, absorbing domains) or such orbits

appear inside the attractor under arbitrarily small perturbations [3]. Thus, one can

never be sure wether a chaotic attractor is observed or it is just a transient dynamics,

and finally orbits would converge to a simple attractor. A natural question arises here:

how to distinguish genuinely chaotic attractors from qusiattractors?

An answer to this question was given in [23] where “P or Q” conjecture was

proposed. According to this conjecture a property of an attractor to be genuine is

equivalent to its pseudohyperbolicity – a weak version of hyperbolicity. A theory

of pseudohyperbolic attractors was developed in [64, 65]. The common property of

pseudohyperbolic attractors is the existence of a continuous splitting of the tangent

space in a neighborhood of an attractor into a direct sum of two invariant linear

subspaces Ess and Ecu: the linearized system restricted to Ess is uniformly contracting,

whereas in Ecu it uniformly expands volumes. In the case of classical hyperbolic

attractors, the field of subspaces Ecu is given by tangents to the unstable manifolds.

In the case of pseudohyperbolicity, the linearized system can contract some directions

in Ecu, however, the total volume expansion in this subspace ensures that the maximal

Lyapunov exponent for every orbit of the attractor is always positive. It is important

that any possible contraction in Ecu should be uniformly weaker than any contraction

in Ess. This property guarantees that both the positivity of the maximal Lyapunov

exponent and the whole pseudohyperbolic structure are preserved at small perturbations

of the system.

In [64, 65] it was also shown that the class of pseudohyperbolic attractors, besides

the classical hyperbolic attractors, also includes singular-hyperbolic (Lorenz) attractors

and “wild” attractors which contain periodic orbits with homoclinic tangencies. Both

these types of attractors are not structurally stable due to bifurcations occurring inside

them when parameters change (the appearance of homoclinic loops in the case of

singular-hyperbolic attractors and inevitable homoclinic and heteroclinic tangencies

between invariant manifolds of saddle periodic orbits in the case of wild attractors).

However these bifurcations do not produce stable periodic orbits, only saddles occurs

inside the attractor.

In this paper, we show that bifurcations of periodic orbits with multipliers

(−1, i,−i) can lead to the birth of wild pseudohyperbolic Lorenz-like attractors of three

different types. The first type is a discrete analogue of the classical Lorenz attractor.
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Figure 1. Pseudohyperbolic attractors in map (1): (a) period-2 Lorenz attractor,

(B,M1,M2) = (−0.854, 2.783,−1.25); (b) two-winged Simo angel, (B,M1,M2) =

(−0.877, 1.703,−0.85) (c) four-winged Simo angel, (B,M1,M2) = (−0.875, 1.7,−0.85).

In (a) and (b) red and blue are two components of the same attractor (the map takes

red component to blue and blue – to red).

This attractor contains a saddle point of period 2, see Fig. 1a. The other two types of

attractors are new. The attractor of second type also has two separated components,

see Fig. 1b. When these two components merge we observe an attractor of third type,

see Fig. 1c. We note that this attractor was first observed numerically by Carles Simó

in [27]. Therefore, we call the attractors of second and third types as two-winged and

four-winged Simo angels. Formal definitions for all three types of attractors are given

in Sec. 2.

We find these attractors in an orientation-reversing, quadratic, three-dimensional

Hénon map 
x̄ = y,

ȳ = z,

ż = M1 +Bx+M2y − z2
(1)

with parameters M1,M2, and B. The Jacobian of this map is equal to B. Since we

consider the orientation-reversing case, B is always negative. This map has up to 2 fixed

points. At (B,M1,M2) = (−1, 7/4,−1) one of its fixed point P (x, y, z) : x = y = z =

(B +M2 − 1+
√

(B +M2 − 1)2 + 4M1)/2 has multipliers (−1, i,−i). We find that two

regions with pseudohyperbolic attractors adjoint this codimension-3 point: in one region

we find a period-2 discrete Lorenz attractor, see Fig. 1a; while in another one, depending

on parameters, we observe the two- or four-winged attractors presented in Fig. 1b and

Fig. 1c. All these attractors inevitably contain orbits of homoclinic tangencies and, as

a result, wild hyperbolic sets [46, 47, 48, 30, 31, 32, 50]. Therefore we say that they are

wild.

In [38] we derive a normal form for bifurcations of a periodic orbit with multipliers
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Figure 2. Pseudohyperbolic attractors in system (2): (a) a pair of Lorenz attractors,

(α, β, µ) = (0.1, 0.2, 0.04); (b) two-winged Simo angel, (α, β, µ) = (0.08, 0.004, 0.04);

(c) four-winged Simo angel, (α, β, µ) = (0.08, 0.006, 0.04).

(−1, i,−i). In the case of map (1) this normal form is given by
ẋ = −αx− βy − 1

2
z(x− y) + 1

2
(x2y + xy2) + 3

8
z2x− 1

8
z2y,

ẏ = βx− αy + 1
2
z(x+ y) + 1

2
(x2y − xy2) + 1

8
z2x+ 3

8
z2y,

ż = µz + x2 − y2 − 1
4
z3 − 1

2
z(x2 + y2),

(2)

where α, β, and µ are small parameters. Note that this system possesses a Z4-symmetry

S : x → y, y → −x, z → −z. (3)

This is a normal form for map (1) in the sense that in the neighborhood of the fixed

point P for (B,M1,M2) close to the critical value (−1, 7/4,−1) the fourth iteration of

this map, after some change of coordinates and parameters, becomes close to the time-1

map of system (2) composed with S.
For each values of parameters, system (2) has the trivial equilibrium O(0, 0, 0).

When µ > 0, it has an additional S-symmetric pair of equilibria O+(0, 0, 2
√
µ) and

O−(0, 0,−2
√
µ). The equilibrium O corresponds to the fixed point P of map (1), and

the pair (O+, O−) corresponds to an orbit of period-2.

In [38] it is proven that the normal form (2) has parameter regions where there

exist continuous-time analogues of the discrete period-2 Lorenz attractor and the Simo

angels, see Fig. 2. In the present paper, we perform a numerical analysis of the normal

form (2), describe main bifurcations leading to the formation of these attractors, and

determine the boundaries of their existence regions in the parameter space.

We apply the results to the study of map (1) and find the regions of existence of

the discrete Lorenz attractors and Simo angels near the bifurcation of the point P with

multipliers (−1, i,−i). We check numerically the pseudohyperbolicity (hence – robust

chaoticity) of these attractors.

Note that the three-dimensional Hénon map (1) is the universal approximation for

the rescaled first-return map near a homoclinic tangency of the class where dynamics

are not reducible to two-dimensional maps [25]. Chaotic dynamics in such a map has
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been studied in [22, 26, 21, 28, 20, 34, 35]. Since robustly chaotic attractors persist at

small perturbations, it follows that the new types of attractors we have found in the

Hénon map (1) emerge at bifurcations of arbitrary homoclinic tangencies of this class.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we explain what is meant by

the pseudohyperbolicity. We also present geometric models for attractors shown in

Fig. 2 and give formal definitions for them. Section 3 is devoted to the study of

pseudohyperbolic attractors in the normal form (2). We show numerically that these

attractors satisfy the conditions given in Sec. 2, we also determine the bifurcations

leading to each type of attractors and describe their boundaries of existence. In Section 3

we transfer these results to the case of the 3D Hénon map (1).

2. Main definitions

The Lorenz attractor was discovered in [41]. Nowadays there exist different definitions

of Lorenz-like attractors [44, 1, 33, 66, 2, 45, 51, 52, 9]. In this paper, by a Lorenz-like

attractor we mean a chaotic attractor of a system of ODEs whose Poincaré map satisfies

the conditions similar to the conditions of the Afraimovich-Bykov-Shilnikov geometric

model [1, 2]. To formulate these conditions we use the notion of pseudohyperbolicity

introduced in [64, 65], see also [49, 13, 23].

Definition 1 A system of ODEs or a diffeomorhism F , given in Rn, is pseudohyperbolic

in a compact forward-invariant set A ⊆ Rn if it possesses the following properties.

1) At each point x ∈ A there exist two continuously dependent on x linear subspaces,

E1(x) with dimE1 = k and E2(x) with dimE2 = n − k, which are invariant with

respect to the differential DF of the system, i.e., for all t ≥ 0

DFtE1(x) = E1(Ft(x)), DFtE2(x) = E2(Ft(x)),

where Ft is the time-t map if F is the system of ODEs, and it is the t-th iteration

of F if F is a diffeomorhism.

2) The splitting to E1 and E2 is dominated, i.e., there exist constants C1 > 0 and

β > 0 such that

∥DFt(x)|E2∥ · ∥(DFt(x)|E1)
−1∥ ≤ C1e

−βt

for all t ≥ 0 and x ∈ A.

3) The differential DF in E1 stretches all k-dimensional volumes exponentially, i.e.,

there exist constants C2 > 0 and σ > 0 such that

det(DFt(x)|E1) ≥ C2e
σt

for all t ≥ 0 and x ∈ A.
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The first two conditions guarantee that the decomposition of the tangent space of

the system to the invariant continuous subspaces E1 and E2 is robust with respect to

small perturbations. The third condition guaranties the positiveness of the maximal

Lyapunov exponent for each forward orbit in A.

If the forward-invariant set A is an attractor, we say that the attractor is

pseudohyperbolic. Following [64, 29], we use the Ruelle’s definition of the attractor [55]:

Definition 2 An attractor is a stable, compact, chain-transitive invariant set.

We call a set stable if for any δ > 0 there exists ε > 0 such that ε-orbits that start at

this set never run away from its δ-neighborhood. The set is chain-transitive if any its

two point are connected by an ε-orbit for every ε > 0.

2.1. Geometric model for the two- and four-winged attractors

For simplicity, we further only consider three-dimensional systems of ODEs Ẋ = F (X).

Assume that this system:

(A1) possesses Z4-symmetry S, as in (3);

(A2) has a pair of equilibria O+ and O− such that O+ = S(O−) and O− = S(O+), and

eigenvalues γ, λ1, and λ2 of these equilibria satisfy the conditions: λ2 < λ1 < 0 < γ

and −λ1/γ < 1, i.e., O+ and O− are pseudohyperbolic with dimE1 = 2 and

dimE2 = 1;

(A3) is pseudohyperbolic with dimE1 = 2 and dimE2 = 1 in an open forward-invariant

domain D that contains O±.

Then, we introduce two cross-sections Π+ and Π− that lie in D and are transversal

to the two-dimensional stable manifoldsW s(O+) andW s(O−), respectively, see Figure 3.

Π+ (Π−) is divided by W s(O+) (W s(O−)) into two parts Π+
1 and Π+

2 (Π−
1 and Π−

2 ).

Assume that:

(A4) every forward orbit in D either belongs to W s(O+)∪W s(O−) or intersects Π+
1 and

Π+
2 (or both);

(A5) every forward orbit starting in Π+
1 ∪ Π+

2 or in Π−
1 ∪ Π−

2 returns to Π+ ∪ Π−.

It follows from [65] that the pseudohyperbolicity and the existence of the cross-

sections Π+ and Π− imply that the stable manifold W s(O+) ∪W s(O−) is dense in D.

Therefore, for any point Q ∈ D at least one of the two equilibria O+ and O− is attainable

by ε-orbits from Q. This implies that there can be no more than two attractors in D:

the attractor A+ is the set of all points attainable from O+ by ε-orbits for every ε > 0,

and A− is the set of all points attainable from O− by ε-orbits for every ε > 0. Note

that if O+ is attainable from O− and (by the symmetry) O− is attainable from O+, then

A+ = A− is the only attractor in D.

Conditions A4, A5 imply that the dynamics of the system in D are defined by the

Poincaré map Π+ ∪ Π− → Π+ ∪ Π−. Here we can have two cases: the orbits starting
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Figure 3. Geometric models for (a) the Lorenz attractor and (b) the Simo angels: O+

and O− are a pair of S-symmetric equilibria (O+ = S(O−) and O− = S(O+)) with

two-dimensional stable (W s) and one-dimensional unstable (Wu) invariant manifolds.

Γ±
1,2 are the unstable separatrices forming together with O± the unstable invariant

manifold of these equilibria. T+ and T− are maps from Π+ to Π+ and from Π− to Π−

in the case (a), and from Π+ to Π− and from Π− to Π+ in the case (b).

at Π+
1 ∪ Π+

2 return to Π+ without an intersection with Π− (as in Fig. 3a), or they

first hit Π− (as in Fig. 3b). By the symmetry, in the first case the orbits starting at

Π−
1 ∪ Π−

2 return to Π− without an intersection with Π+, and in the second case they

hit Π+ first. To distinguish between these two cases, one looks at the behavior of the

one-dimensional unstable manifolds of O+ and O−. The unstable manifold W u(O+)

consists of two separatrices Γ+
1 and Γ+

2 , W
u(O−) consists of two separatrices Γ−

1 and Γ−
2 ;

we have the first case when Γ+
1,2 return to Π+ without intersecting Π− (by the symmetry,

Γ−
1,2 return to Π− without intersecting Π+), and in the second case Γ+

1,2 intersect with

Π− first (by the symmetry, Γ−
1,2 intersect with Π+ first). See an illustration in Fig. 3.

In the first case, the absorbing domainD consists of two connected components: one

contains the equilibrium O+ and the orbits which intersect Π+, and another contains the

equilibrium O− and the orbits which intersect Π−. Thus, we have two disjoint attractors

A+ and A−, and we will say that the system Ẋ = F (X) has a symmetric pair of Lorenz

attractors in this case.

In the second case, the domain D is connected and we say that the system

Ẋ = F (X) has a Simo angel attractor. We have two possibilities in this case.
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• The equilibria O+ and O− belong to two different chain-transitive sets. In this case

we say that the system has a pair of two-winged Simo angels A+ and A−.

• The equilibria O+ and O− belong to the same chain-transitive set A+ = A−. In

this case we have a four-winged Simo angel which contains both equilibria.

The pseudohyperbolicity implies that the Poincaré return map to Π+ or Π− is

hyperbolic: it has an invariant foliation F+
ss in Π+ and F−

ss in Π− such that the map is

contracting along the leaves of the foliation and expanding in the direction transverse

to the leaves. Thus, in the case of a pair of Lorenz attractors we have in each of the two

components of D the classical Afraimovich-Bykov-Shilniov geometric model, see Fig. 3a.

We denote as T+ the map acting from Π+ to Π+, and as T− the map acting from Π−

to Π−. The map T+ has a discontinuity line Π+
0 = W s(O+) ∩ Π+. All orbits starting

at Π+
0 tend to O+ as t → +∞. All other orbits in Π+ reach the cross-section Π+ in a

finite time. By continuity, we define the image T+(Π+
0 ) by the points M+

1 and M+
2 of

the first intersection with Π+ of the separatrices Γ+
1 and Γ+

2 , respectively, see Fig. 3a.

Thus, the images T+(Π+
1 ) and T+(Π+

2 ) are “wedges” with the end points M+
1 and M+

2 .

By the symmetry, we have the same picture on the cross-section Π−.

A similar geometric model for the Simo angel is shown in Fig. 3b. We denote as

T+ the map from Π+ to Π−, and as T− the map from Π− to Π+. As before, the lines

Π+
0 = W s(O+) ∩ Π+ and Π−

0 = W s(O−) ∩ Π− are the discontinuities of T+ and T−,

respectively. The images T+(Π+
1 ) and T+(Π+

2 ) are “wedges” in Π− with the end points

M−
1 and M−

2 , and the images T−(Π−
1 ) and T−(Π−

2 ) are “wedges” in Π+ with the end

points M+
1 and M+

2 , see Fig. 3b.

In the Simo angel case, due to the symmetry (3), the map T− is conjugate to T+:

T− = S−1 ◦ T+ ◦ S.

This means that the first-return map T = T− ◦ T+ from Π+ to Π+ is given by

T = −(S ◦ T+)2. (4)

Indeed, this follows since T = T− ◦ T+ = S−2 ◦ S ◦ T+ ◦ S ◦ T+ and S ◦ S = −id.

We call T̂+ = S ◦ T+ : Π+
1 ∪ Π+

2 → Π− the half-return map. Due to the symmetry

we have

T̂+ ◦ (−id) = (−id) ◦ T̂+.

By (4), the dynamics of the first-return map T is completely captured by the iterations

of the half-return map T̂+.

Note that the half-return map T̂+ has the same properties as the map T+ in the case

of the pair of Lorenz attractors and is also described by the Afraimovich-Bykov-Shilnikov

geometric model. In particular, the pseudohyperbolicity implies that one can introduce

coordinates on Π+ such that the conditions (*) in [1] or (1.1) in [2] are fulfilled. As we

mentioned, this implies the existence of the strong stable invariant foliation F+
ss which

contains the line Π+
0 and all its preimages, see Fig. 4a. These preimages fill the cross-

section Π+ densely [2]. The existence of the invariant foliation F+
ss allows to consider the
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Figure 4. (a) Strong stable invariant foliation Fss in Π; (b) quotient map τ by the

leaves of Fss.

quotient map – a piece-wise smooth, expanding, one-dimensional map whose dynamics

completely determine the dynamics of T̂+ (T+) [42], see Fig. 4b. In particular, the

structure of both Lorenz attractors and Simo angels are completely determined by a

kneading-invariant of the quotient map (an infinite symbolic sequence which codes the

behavior of the unstable separatrices, see Sec. 3.4).

Note an interesting detail about the Simo angels. The minus sign in formula (4)

implies that the first-return map T changes orientation in the strong-stable foliation F+
ss.

Therefore, the Simo angels should be classified as non-orientable Lorenz-like attractors

in the terminology of [2].

Further, we perform numerical study of the return maps and their quotients, and

compare the results with the predictions of the Lorenz attractor theory. Note that in

numerical experiments the wedges T+(Π+
1,2) are very thin due to the strong contraction

along the leaves of the foliation F+
ss. Therefore, to compute the quotient maps, we

do not need to actually compute the foliation, as was done e.g. in [14]. Instead, we

use the following procedure, using the fact the attractor on the cross-section is well-

approximated by smooth curves, see Fig. 5a.

First, we numerically construct the attractor on a cross-section. For that, we take

the unstable separatrix Γ−
1 (O

−) and compute 2·105 its intersection points with the cross-

section z = −0.3. The separatrix alternatingly intersects the cross-section from below

(upwards) and from above (downwards). The points corresponding to the downward

intersections lie in the region Π− (the blue points in Fig. 5a), the points of the upward

intersections lie in the region Σ− (the green points), see the corresponding enlarged

fragments in Fig. 5b and Fig. 5c, respectively. We approximate one of these curves (the

rightmost one‡) as the graph of an interpolating polynomial y = L(x) (the red curve

‡ Strictly speaking, for conformity with the geometric Lorenz model, we need to take the curves lying
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in Fig. 5c). For uniformly distributed values xi > 0, for each point (xi, yi = L(xi))

we find its image (x̄i, ȳi) by the 2D return map T+, and take the map xi 7→ x̄i as the

numeric approximation to the quotient map τ . Utilizing the symmetry, we consider only

positive x, and study the map x 7→ |τ(x)|. The graph of the resulting 1D map is shown

in Fig. 5d. More details on the computation of the quotient maps can be found in [37].

For the Simo angels we apply the same procedure to compute quotients for both

2D first- and half-return maps T and T̂+ . The detailed analysis of 2D and 1D maps for

the Lorenz attractors and Simo angels is presented in Sections 3.1 and 3.2, respectively.

3. Pseudohyperbolic attractors in the normal form

In this Section we present a detailed bifurcation analysis for system (2). We pay special

attention to bifurcations leading to the appearance of pseudohyperbolic attractors.

Bifurcation curves on the (β, α)-parameter plane superimposed with the chart of

Lyapunov exponents are presented in Figure 6. Most of bifurcation curves are found

with the help of the MatCont package [15, 67]. To compute Lyapunov diagrams we

take, at each pair of parameter values, a sufficiently long orbit with initial conditions

near the equilibrium O+ and estimate the maximal Lyapunov exponent Λ1. Depending

on its sign, the corresponding pixel of the (β, α)-parameter plane is colored according

to the palette presented in the bottom-left corner of Fig. 6.

Recall that in system (2) the trivial equilibrium O(0, 0, 0) is always saddle with a

two-dimensional stable and a one-dimensional unstable invariant manifolds W s(O) and

W u(O). The unstable separatrices Γ+ and Γ− forming together with O the unstable

manifold W u(O) always tend to the equilibria O+ and O−, respectively, see Fig. 7a,

which, depending on parameter values, can be either stable or saddle. Passing through

a supercritical pitchfork bifurcation curve PF0, the equilibrium O+ (and, by the S-
symmetry, O−) changes stability. As a result, a pair of stable equilibria O+

1 and O+
2

(O−
1 and O−

2 ) are born near O+ (O−) below the PF0-curve, see Fig. 7b. This pair of

equilibria undergoes a supercritical Andronov-Hopf bifurcation on a curve AH. As a

result, stable limit cycles C±
1,2 are born around O±

1,2, see Fig. 7c.

Let λ2, λ1, and γ be the eigenvalues of the linearization of the system at the

equilibria O+ and O−. Then, after the pitchfork bifurcation PF0, we have λ2 < λ1 <

0 < γ, and one can define the so-called saddle index ν(O±) = −λ1/γ. The curves ν = 1

and ν = 1/2 are presented in Fig. 6. We say that on the curve ν = 1 the saddle equilibria

O± are neutral, above this curve they are contracting, and below – expanding.

The curves l1, l2, and lB, shown in Fig. 6, correspond to homoclinic bifurcations

of equilibria O±. Since system (2) is Z4-symmetric, the appearance of one homoclinic

orbit (loop), e.g. for the equilibrium O+, automatically leads to the appearance of

in Π− as the attractor of the cross-section. However, computationally it is more convenient to take the

curves in Σ−: the resulting 1D map is the same (up to a coordinate change) because the region Σ− is

the image of Π− by the orbits of the system. Also, by the symmetry, it is enough to consider only the

curve in Σ−
1 , see Fig. 3a
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y = L(x)

P 

S 

S -

P -

2
- P 1

-

T    (P  )1
--

T    (P  )1
--

-
1

Figure 5. To an explanation of the procedure for constructing the 2D and 1D first-

return maps. As an example we consider the Lorenz attractor of system (2) for

(α, β, µ) = (0.144, 0.15, 0.04). (a) We take the unstable separatrix Γ−
1 and compute

2 · 105 its intersection points with the cross-section z = −0.3, intersections from above

are colored in blue (these points lie in the region Π−), from below – in green (these

points lie in the region Σ−), see the scheme in Fig. 3; (b) enlarged fragment of the

2D first-return map with intersections from above; (c) enlarged fragment of the 2D

first-return maps with intersections from below for x > 0, the red curve is the graph

of interpolating polynomial y = L(x); (d) quotient map constructed by the points of

the first return to the cross-section z = −0.3 from below.

a homoclinic butterfly bifurcations (symmetric pairs of homoclinic loops) with both

equilibria O±, see the corresponding phase portraits in Figs. 8a,b,c.

The curve lB winds around the Bykov point T0 corresponding to the appearance of

a codimension-two heteroclinic connection between the saddle O+ and saddle-focus O+
1 .

Here, the unstable separatrix Γ+
1 (O

+) and one of the stable separatrices of O+
1 coincide,

while the two-dimensional manifolds of O+ and O+
1 intersect transversally. Thus, we

have here a heteroclinic cycle connecting O+ and O+
1 . By the Z4-symmetry, we have
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Figure 6. Colored diagram (see the palette in the bottom-left corner) for the normal

form (2) on the parameter plane (β, α) for µ = 0.04: PF0 – supercritical pitchfork

bifurcation of the equilibria O+ and O−, stable equilibria O+
1 , O

+
2 and O−

1 , O
−
2 are

born near O+ and O− below this curve; AH – supercritical Andronov-Hopf bifurcation

of the equilibria O±
1,2; l1, l2, and lB – homoclinic, doubled homoclinic, and winded onto

the Bykov point T0 homoclinic butterflies, see Figs. 7a–c; hB – homoclinic bifurcation

of the saddle-focus equilibria O±
1,2 (Fig. 8d); curve h1 ∪ h2 separated by the point P2

(where the equilibrium O has a pair of equal negative eigenvalues) onto two parts

corresponds to the heteroclinic bifurcation when the unstable separatrices Γ±
1,2(O

±)

return to O (Fig. 8e,g,h); h – heteroclinic bifurcation when Γ±
1,2(O

±) tends to O∓

(Fig. 8f). Point P1 of the intersection of l1 with the neutral saddle curve ν = 1 gives

the origin of the Lorenz attractor existence region LA. Point P2 gives the origin for

the LA region and for the Simo angel existence region SA. Codimension two points T1

and T2 correspond to Bykov-like cycles, when Γ±
1,2(O

±) become get to two-dimensional

manifolds W s(O∓
1,2). By the circles 1○, 2○, and 3○ we mark points for which phase

portraits are shown in Fig. 7, phase portraits for other circles are shown in Fig. 8.

four such cycles. The phase portrait at the point B is shown in Fig. 8c. Bifurcations

of such heteroclinic cycles were studied in Refs. [10, 11]. In particular, it is known from

these works that the homoclinic bifurcation curve hB corresponding to the appearance

of a Shilnikov loop of the saddle-focus O+
1 (Fig. 8d) starts at the point B. Note that

the curves l1, l2, and lB play an important role in the structure of the boundary of the

region LA of the existence of the Lorenz attractors pair, see more details in Sec. 3.1.

Curves h, h1, and h2 correspond to heteroclinic bifurcations. On the curves h1 and

h2 the unstable separatrices of O
+ (and O−, by the symmetry) lie in the two-dimensional
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Figure 7. Phase portraits at the points 1○, 2○, and 3○ marked in the bifurcation

diagram presented in Fig. 6.

stable manifold of the saddle-focus O (Figs. 8e,f,h,i). On the curve h they tend to the

saddle O+ (O−), see Figs. 8g. Note that, in the restriction to W s(O), the equilibrium

O is a stable focus except for β = 0 where it becomes a dicritical node due to a pair

of equal negative eigenvalues. When β > 0 the rotation around O is counterclockwise,

when β < 0 – clockwise, see Figs. 8e and 8h. The region SA of the existence of the Simo

angels attractors adjoins to the point P2 where the heteroclinic cycle with the “dicritical

saddle” O occurs, see Sec. 3.2 for more details.

Among regions with chaotic dynamics the LA- and SA-regions are of special interest,

since they are free of visible stability windows. In the following two subsections, we show

that, indeed, there are no stability windows in these regions, because the corresponding

strange attractors (a pair of the Lorenz attractors, or a two- or four-winged Simo angel)

are pseudohyperbolic.

3.1. The Lorenz attractors in system (2)

The detailed bifurcation diagram for the LA-region is shown in Fig. 9. We supplement

this diagram with enlargements of some of its fragments and with 1D first-return maps

(numerically evaluated quotients of the 2D return maps).

For 1/2 < ν < 1 the bifurcation diagram is very similar to the bifurcation diagram

for the Shimizu-Morioka system [57, 58]. This is not a coincidence. Indeed, as shown

in [38], a suitable renormalization of system (2) has, in the limit µ = 0, a pair of

symmetric equilibrium states O+ and O− undergoing triple-zero bifurcation for which

the Shimizu-Morioka system is a normal form. Therefore, as we take µ sufficiently small,

in this part of the (β, α)-plane we observe the same classical scenarios of the creation of

the Lorenz attractor as in the Shimizu-Morioka system. These scenarios were proposed

in [2, 60].

As an example consider the rectangle (1) in the bifurcation diagram (inset (1) in

Fig. 9). Above the curve l1 the unstable separatrices Γ+
1 and Γ+

2 tend to the equilibria

O+
1 and O+

2 , respectively. The curve l1 corresponds to the homoclinic butterfly to
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Figure 8. Phase portraits corresponding to homo- and heteroclinic bifurcations

occurring on the curves (a) l1, (b) l2, (c) lB , (d) hB , (e)–(f) h1, (g) h, (h)–(i) h2.

O+ (by the symmetry, we also have a homoclinic butterfly to O−). Upon crossing l1,

the butterfly splits, and a pair of saddle periodic orbits C+
1 and C+

2 together with a

nontrivial hyperbolic set ∆+ are born. This set becomes the Lorenz attractor below

the curve lLA on which the unstable separatrices Γ+
1 and Γ+

2 get to the stable two-

dimensional manifolds of the periodic orbits C+
2 and C+

1 , respectively. An illustration of

this bifurcation for the numerically computed 1D first-return map is shown in the inset

(a) in Fig. 9. An orbit starting at x = 0 corresponds to the unstable separatrix Γ+
2 ,

the left fixed point corresponds to the saddle periodic orbit C+
1 . By the S-symmetry, in

system (2) after this bifurcation a pair of the Lorenz attractors is born.

The second part of the upper boundary of the LA-region, to the left of the curve

ν = 1/2, is a saddle-node bifurcation curve SN where the saddle cycles C+
1 and C+

2
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Figure 9. Organization of the Lorenz attractor existence region LA. SN and PF –

saddle-node and subcritical pitchfork bifurcations of periodic orbits. lLA, l2LA, l4LA, . . .

– heteroclinic bifurcations when the unstable separatrices Γ+
1,2(O

+) get the saddle

periodic orbits which are born below the curves l1, l2B , l4B , . . .. Illustrations for the

bifurcations occurring on the curves lLA, SN , and l2LA with the help of the 1D first-

return maps are shown in the insets (a), (b), and (c), respectively. The insets (1),

(2), and (3) show the enlarged fragments of the diagram. l2B and l4B – two-round

and four-round homoclinic butterflies, these curves are winded onto the Bykov point

T0. Codimension-two points IF1 and IF2 on the curves l2 and l2B correspond to the

inclination flip bifurcations. Between these curves the boundary of the LA-region

is associated with the curve lA=0 on which the subspaces Ess and Ecu intersect non-

transversally. Codimension-two point P1 – homoclinic butterflies to the neutral saddles

O+ and O−.

merge with the stable ones, see inset (2). The illustration for this bifurcation for the

1D first-return map is shown in inset (b).

The lower part of the boundary of the LA-region consists of many fragments l2LA,

l4LA, . . . corresponding to heteroclinic bifurcations of the unstable separatrices Γ+
1,2(O

+)

lying on the stable manifolds of, respectively, 2-round, 4-round, . . . saddle periodic

orbits, the illustration of this for the curve l2LA is shown in insets (3) and (c).

Let us describe in details bifurcations along the pathway AB: β = 0.15, α ∈
[0.1451, 0.1397] crossing the upper and lower boundaries of the LA-region at 1/2 < ν <

1. The corresponding 2D and 1D first-return maps are shown in Figure 10. The Lorenz

attractor is born below the curve lLA where the separatrices Γ+
1 (O

+) and Γ−
2 (O

+) lie

on the stable manifold of the periodic orbits C+
2 and C+

1 , respectively. Here, the newly

born Lorenz attractor coexists with a pair of stable fixed points S+
1,2, see Fig. 10a. Then,

on the curve SN the stable fixed points S+
1 and S+

2 merge with saddles C+
1 and C+

2 , see
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Fig. 10b, and disappear altogether. The next important bifurcation occurs when both

unstable separatrices Γ+
1 (O

+) and Γ+
2 (O

+) get the stable manifold of the symmetric

2-round saddle cycle C+
0 , see Fig. 10c. After this bifurcation a lacuna occurs inside the

attractor: the periodic orbits C+
0 is no longer its part, see Fig. 10d. On the curve PF

the periodic orbit C+
0 undergoes the subcritical pitchfork bifurcation: it becomes stable

below this line, and a pair of saddle periodic orbits C+
01 and C+

02 is born, see Fig. 10e.

The Lorenz attractor disappears below the curve l2LA where the unstable separatrices

Γ+
1 (O

+) and Γ+
2 (O

+) lie on the stable manifolds of C+
01 and C+

02, see Fig. 10f.
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Figure 10. Bifurcations along the pathway AB: β = 0.15, α ∈ [0.1451, 0.1397]: first

row – 2D first-return maps with the cross-section z = 0.3; second row – corresponding

quotient maps. (a) α = 0.1451, (b) α = 0.1449, (c) α = 0.1426, (d) α = 0.142, (e)

α = 0.14, (f) α = 0.1397.

The right boundary of the LA-region is associated with the curve l2. To the left

of this curve, a pair of doubled saddle cycles C2+
1 and C2+

2 together with a nontrivial

hyperbolic set are born from the corresponding doubled homoclinic butterfly. This

hyperbolic set become the Lorenz attractor when Γ+
1 (O

+) and Γ+
2 (O

+) get on the stable

manifolds of C2+
1 and C2+

2 , respectively§.
The bottom boundary of the LA-region region is most complicated, it is associated

with the curve lA=0, where the strong stable and central unstable subspaces Ess and Ecu

§ This heteroclinic bifurcation curve is very close to the curve l2, thus, it is not shown in Fig. 9.
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Figure 8. (Continued).

intersect non-transversely. For the Lorenz system such a curve was found by Bykov and

A. Shilnikov in [12] (see also [8, 14]) by means of the 1D first-return maps analysis. For

the Shimizu-Morioka system this curve was computed by A. Shilnikov in [57, 58] Above

the curve lA=0, the corresponding 1D map has non-zero derivative, see e.g. Fig. 9a.

Below this curve, a critical point with zero derivative appears which manifests itself in

characteristic hook-shape of the attractor on the cross-section, see Fig. 9b.

(a)

x
n

x
n+1

(b)

x
n

x
n+1

Figure 9. 1D first-return maps above and below the curve lA=0. β = 0.2: (a) α = 0.1,

(b) α = 0.092.

In system (2), we have 1/2 < ν < 1 along the curve lA=0. Therefore, this curve
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does not form the exact boundary of the LA-region [58] (this is different from the

Lorenz system where 0 < ν < 1/2 along lA=0). The fact that ν > 1/2 implies that

stable periodic orbits exist above this curve, and the Lorenz attractor is formed after

additional heteroclinic bifurcations at the curves l2LA, l4LA, . . . mentioned above; a

detailed description of the fractal boundary of the LA-region above the curve lA=0 see

in [58].

Below the curve lA=0, we observe the so-called Shilnikov flames – the region of

existence of non-orientable Lorenz attractors [58, 59, 69]. It is important to note that

the non-orientable Lorenz attractors are pseudohyperbolic (for the Shimizu-Morioka

model the pseudohyperbolicity of these attractors was confirmed in [24]). Thus, robustly

chaotic attractors exist also below lA=0.

As we mentioned, the structure of the LA-region in system (2) is very similar to

that in the Shimizu-Morioka system (cf. Fig. 6 with e.g. Fig. 1 in [58]). In both systems

the LA-region adjoins the codimension-two points P1 corresponding to the homoclinic

butterfly to a neutral saddle equilibrium and IF1 where the separatrix values for doubled

homoclinic loops (occurring on the curve l2) vanish. By the Shilnikov criterion [61], a

region with the Lorenz attractor indeed originates from these codimension-2 points.

However, in system (2) there exists a third codimension-2 point belonging to the

boundary of the LA-region. It is the point P2 where a heteroclinic connection between

O+ and the saddle equilibrium O with a pair of negative multiple eigenvalues occurs.

In the next section, we study how the SA-region with pseudohyperbolic attractors also

adjoins to this point.

3.2. Simo angels in system (2)

The region SA in the (β, α) plane corresponding to the existence of Simo angels is shown

in Figure 10 (this is an enlarged fragment of Fig. 6). The right boundary of this region

is formed by a curve SNs on which a saddle-node bifurcation of a symmetric periodic

orbit occurs. To the right of this curve a pair of symmetric periodic orbits (stable and

saddle) exists, the stable orbit attracts almost all orbits from the neighborhoods of O+

and O−. To the left of this curve the four-winged Simo angel appears, see Fig. 11a.

The left boundary of the SA-region consists of two fragments. Above the point r

the boundary is a heteroclinic bifurcation curve lSA for which the unstable separartices

Γ+
1,2(O

+) get to the stable manifold of a non-symmetric two-round saddle periodic orbit

C1. By the symmetry (3), the unstable separatrices of O− lie on the stable manifold

of another saddle periodic orbit C2 which is S-symmetric to C1. A pair of two-winged

Simo angels is born to the right of lSA, see Fig. 11a. One of them contains O+, another

– O−.

Below r, the SA-region is bounded by the subcritical pitchfork bifurcation curve

PFs. Here, to the left of PFs, a symmetric two-round stable periodic orbit C0 exists,

which attracts orbits from the neighborhoods of O+ and O−. The pair of saddle periodic

orbits C1 and C2 merges with the stable periodic orbit C0 on the curve PFs, and the
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Figure 10. (a) Organization of the Simo angels existence region SA. h – heteroclinic

bifurcation when the unstable separatrices Γ±
1,2(O

±) get to the stable manifolds

W s(O∓), a pair of periodic saddle orbits are born as a result of this heteroclinic

bifurcation to the left of the curve h; these two periodic orbits merge with the stable

ones on the saddle-node bifurcation curve SNs; lSA – heteroclinic bifurcation when

Γ±
1,2(O

±) get to the stable manifolds of the pair of periodic saddle orbits; PFs –

subcritical pitchfork bifurcation of a symmetric periodic orbit; PDs – period-doubling

bifurcation: this bifurcation is subcritical between the points g1 and g2 corresponding

to a degenerate period-doubling bifurcation. CD, EF, and GH three pathways along

which we study bifurcations leading to the appearance and destruction of the Simo

angels. (b) and (c) two enlarged fragments of the Lyapunov diagram marked by the

rectangles in the panel (a).

four-winged angel containing both equilibria O+ and O− is born to the right of PFs.

This attractor is shown in Fig. 11b.

The bottom boundary of the SA-region also consists of several fragments. Between

the points g1 and g2, it is formed by a subcritical period-doubling bifurcation occurring

on a curve PDs. Below this curve, four stable periodic orbits exist, which attract orbits

from the neighborhood of equilibria O+ and O− (each of the four separatrices Γ±
1,2(O

±)
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Figure 11. Phase portraits for different types of Simo angels: (a) (α, β) =

(0.08, 0.006), four-winged attractor containing both equilibria O+ and O−; (b) (α, β) =

(0.08, 0.004), a pair of two-winged attractors, one of them contains O+, another one

– O−; (c) (α, β) = (0.04, 0.0075), four-winged attractor containing both equilibria O+

and O− above the curve PDs.

is attracted to its own stable periodic orbit). Above this curve, these periodic orbits

become saddle due to the collision with saddle double-round periodic orbits, and the

four-winged Simo angel is born, see Fig. 11c. To the left of the point g1, as well as to

the right of g2, the period-doubling bifurcation is supercritical. The transition to the

Simo angel attractor here, as well as near the bottom part of the curve PFs, is more

complicated and we do not study it in this paper.

The curves PFs, SNs and h were found with the help of MatCont package [15, 67].

All three curves end at the point P2 on the line β = 0. At this point the unstable

separatrices Γ±
1,2 lie in the two-dimensional stable manifold of the point O which has

two equal real negative eigenvalues (−α). This is in agreement with the theory of

Ref. [38].

Recall that the orange color in Fig. 10 corresponds to the positivity of the

numerically computed maximal Lyapunov exponent. As we mentioned, this is not

enough to claim that the attractor is indeed chaotic: one also needs to check the

pseudohyperbolicity. Not in all of the orange region of Fig. 10a the chaotic attractors

are pseudohyperbolic. The stability windows at the bottom part of the SA-region

confirm this fact, see the enlarged fragments of the Lyapunov diagram in Figs. 10b,c.

In the upper part of the SA-region the pseudohyperbolicity is restored, see Sec. 3.3.

Theoretically the pseudohyperbolicity of the Simo angel near the point P2 is shown in

[38].

3.2.1. Scenarios of the angels appearance. A detailed picture of the transformations

of the Simo angel is described below with the help of the 2D and 1D return maps

introduced in Sec. 2. We start with the pathway CD: α = 0.06, β ∈ [0.0038, 0.0088]

corresponding to the formation of the four-winged Simo angel shown in Fig. 11b. The

corresponding illustrations are given in Figure 12. The top row corresponds to the 2D
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Figure 12. Bifurcations along the pathway CD: α = 0.06, β ∈ [0.0038, 0.0088]: first

row – 2D first-return maps T of the cross-section z = 0; second row – corresponding

quotient maps; third row – quotients of the 2D half-return maps T̂+ from the cross-

section Π+ : z = 0.1 to the cross-section Π− : z = −0.1. (a) β = 0.0038, (b) α = 0.0041,

(c) α = 0.0086, (d) α = 0.0087.

first-return maps T of the cross-section z = 0 to itself, the middle row – quotients of

these 2D maps, and in the bottom row we plot quotients of the 2D half-return maps T̂+

from the cross-section z = 0.1 to the cross-section z = −0.1.

To the left of the curve PFs below the point r a symmetric fixed point (bold green)

corresponding to the periodic orbit C0 attracts almost all orbits from neighborhoods of

the equilibria O+ and O−. A pair of non-symmetric fixed points (bold blue and brown)

corresponding to the saddle periodic orbits C1 and C2 exists near it. For the half-return

map T̂+ these non-symmetric points correspond to a period-2 orbit. Illustrations for

this case are shown in Fig. 12a. On the curve PFs, the non-symmetric points merges

with the stable fixed point and the four-winged attractor is born to the right of this

curve, see Fig. 12b. Note that this attractor contains both equilibria O+ and O−, the

attractor is shown in Fig. 11b.

At the curve SNs (see Fig. 12c), the attractor gets destroyed due to the saddle-

node bifurcation. After this a pair of symmetric fixed points appears near the former
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attractor. The stable fixed point (colored in red) attracts almost all orbits from the

neighborhoods of O+ and O−, see Fig. 12d.

Remark 1 Note that the transition “a symmetric fixed point → a chaotic attractor →
a symmetric fixed point” is different from the transition through the LA-region (compare

Figs. 9b,c and Figs. 12c3, b3). Such transition is theoretically described in [56].

Another scenario leading to the birth of the Simo angel corresponds to the pathway

EF: α = 0.08, β ∈ [0.0038, 0.0072] which lies above the point r, see Figure 13. The first

row corresponds to 2D first-return maps T of the cross-section z = 0, the second row
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Figure 13. Bifurcations along the pathway EF: α = 0.08, β ∈ [0.0038, 0.0072]: first

row – 2D first-return maps with the cross-section z = 0; second row – quotients of these

maps; third row – corresponding phase portraits. (a) β = 0.0038, (b) β = 0.00396, (c)

β = 0.00405, (d) β = 0.00475, (e) β = 0.006, (f) β = 0.0072.
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– the quotients of these maps, and the third row – corresponding phase portraits. As

in the previous case, at the beginning, the symmetric stable fixed point (corresponding

to the periodic orbit C0) attracts orbits from the neighborhoods of O+ and O−, see

Fig. 13a. In Fig. 13a3, this orbit is colored in green, a pair of periodic orbits C1 and

C2 are colored in blue and brown. Then, a heteroclinic bifurcation occurs: the unstable

separatrices Γ+
1,2(O

+) get to the stable manifold of C1. By the symmetry, Γ−
1,2(O

−) lie

on the stable manifold of C2. As a result, the pair of two-winged Simo angels are born

after this heteroclinic bifurcation, see Fig. 13b (in Fig. 13b3 we show only the attractor

containing O+).

The next important bifurcation occurs on the curve PFs, where the pair of non-

symmetric saddle fixed point merges with the symmetric stable one. After this, the
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Figure 14. Bifurcations along the pathway GH: β = 0.0075, α ∈ [0.03, 0.05]. (a)

Phase portrait for α = 0.0039: here we plot a pair of solid green periodic orbits and

a pair of dashed black periodic orbits. (b) Phase portrait for α = 0.004: Simo angel

containing these four (saddle) periodic orbits; (c) and (d) corresponding 2D Poincaré

and 1D first-return maps.

symmetric fixed point becomes saddle, while the pair of two-winged Simo angels is

still separated, see Fig. 13c. They merge into one four-winged attractor after another

heteroclinic bifurcation, when all four unstable separatrices Γ±
1,2(O

±) get to the stable

manifold of the symmetric saddle periodic orbit C0, see Fig. 13d. As in the previous

case, the attractor gets destroyed when a pair of stable and saddle fixed points emerges

via a saddle-node bifurcation, see Fig. 13f (blue and red periodic orbits correspond to

these fixed points in Fig. 13f3).

Remark 2 The transition “a symmetric fixed point → a pair of isolated chaotic

attractors → one chaotic attractor” is similar to the transition in the LA-region to

the right of the curve ν = 1/2 (when 1/2 < ν < 1) where the Lorenz attractor with a

lacuna is born via a heteroclinic bifurcation (compare Figs. 10 and Figs. 13).

As we showed the both scenarios described above are similar to the scenarios leading

to the birth of the Lorenz attractor inside the LA-region. However, crossing the curve

PDs, we observe a scenario which is different from those for the Lorenz attractor.
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Figure 15. Chaotic attractors at the points (a) I: α = 0.04, β = 0.004; (b) J:

α = 0.04, β = 0.011. First row – 2D first-return maps T with the cross-section z = 0,

second row – 1D first-return map constructed by the upper branch marked by red

curve in the 2D maps.

Namely, consider the pathway GH: β = 0.0075, α ∈ [0.03, 0.05]. At the beginning, we

observe four non-symmetric stable periodic orbits. The four separatrices Γ±
1,2(O

±) tend

to these periodic orbits, each to its own, see Fig. 14a. On the curve PDs, these periodic

orbits undergo the subcritical period-doubling bifurcation simultaneously and become

a part of the four-winged Simo angel, see Fig. 14b. The intersection of the attractor

with the cross-section z = 0 is shown in Fig. 14c. In addition to the four non-symmetric

saddle periodic orbits (to pairs of white points), it also contains the symmetric periodic

orbit C0 (the green point). Note that the points of the attractor visibly do not lie on a

smooth curve as it was in the previous cases. We consrtuct the 1D first-return map in

this case only for the upper branch of the attractor marked by the red curve in Fig. 14c.

The resulting 1D map is shown in Fig. 14d. One can see that this map is indeed close

to the period-doubling bifurcation near the white points.

As we wrote above, not all attractors in the orange-colored domains of the SA-

region (Fig. 10) are pseudohyperbolic. In Figure 15 we show two examples of chaotic

attractor found at points I: α = 0.04, β = 0.004 and J: α = 0.04, β = 0.011. In the first
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row we show the intersection of attractors with the cross-section z = 0. In the second

row we show the approximate 1D first-return maps. The critical points corresponding

to the zero derivative in these 1D maps confirm that the attractors at the points I and

J are not pseudohyperbolic.

3.3. Numerical verification of pseudohyperbolicity

In this section we study pseudohyperbolic properties of the found Lorenz and Simo angel

attractors. The pseudohyperbolicity conditions are much weaker than the hyperbolicity

conditions. Nevertheless, they ensure the existence of a positive maximal Lyapunov

exponent for all orbits in the attractor and the robustness of this property with respect

to small perturbations (changes in the parameter values). Therefore, the verification of

the pseudohyperbolicity of attractors takes the first priority in the general problem of

studying their dynamics.

System (2) is three-dimensional; for all its chaotic attractors we have one positive,

one zero, and one strongly negative numerically evaluated Lyapunov exponents.

Therefore, in the search of pseudohyperbolicity, we must assume that the invariant

subspaces E1 and E2 in Def. 1 are two- and one-dimensional, respectively. We call these

subspaces central-unstable and strong-stable, and denote them Ecu and Ess. To verify

the pseudohyperbolicity, we need to check that [64, 65]:

(A) such splitting exists at every point of the attractor and depends continuously on

the point;

(B) Ess corresponds to strong contraction (stronger than any possible contraction in

Ecu);

(C) the differential of the system expands two-dimensional areas in Ecu.

Numerical methods for the verification of these conditions were developed in

Refs. [18, 68, 39, 40, 23, 24]. To check conditions (B) and (C), one just should calculate

the spectrum of Lyapunov exponents and check that:

• Λ2 > Λ3, which implies the fulfilment of condition (B);

• Λ1 + Λ2 > 0, which implies the fulfilment of condition (C).

Both these conditions are fulfilled for all chaotic attractors observed in system (2).

Checking condition (A) is a much more difficult problem. It is based on the

calculation of Lyapunov co-variant vectors [39, 40] and either constructing the so-called

Ess- and Ecu-continuity diagrams, as was proposed in Ref. [23], or computing the angles

between Ess and Ecu, as was done in Ref. [39, 40]. Since in our case dimEcu = 2, the

continuity of Ecu is equivalent to the continuity of the field of normals N cu to Ecu.

The Ess-continuity diagram is a graph showing how angles φ(vi, vj) between

Lyapunov co-variant vectors vi ∈ Ess(xi) and vj ∈ Ess(xj) depend on the distance

ρ(xi, xj) between xi and xj for all pairs of points xi and xj in the attractor, see Ref. [23].

Similarly, the N cu-continuity diagram is built for vectors wj ∈ N cu(xj). One of the

following three situations are possible for chaotic attractors (see Fig. 16):
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(a) (b) (c)

Figure 16. Dependence of the subspaces Ess and Ecu on the point for: (a) orientable

pseudohyperbolic attractor; (b) not pseudohyperbolic attractor; (c) non-orientable

pseudohyperbolic attractor.

(i) If φ(vi, vj) → 0 and φ(wi, wj) → 0 when ρ(xi, xj) → 0, one can conclude that the

subspaces Ess and Ecu depend continuously on the point of the attractor (Fig. 16a).

(ii) If, at ρ(xi, xj) → 0, the angles φ(vi, vj) or φ(wi, wj) take arbitrary values, then the

continuity is broken and the attractor is definitely non-pseudohyperbolic (Fig. 16b).

(iii) If the values of φ(vi, vj) or φ(wi, wj) jump between 0 and π when ρ(xi, xj) → 0 then

the attractor is either pseudohyperbolic non-orientable (i.e., with a non-orientable

field Ess, like in the case of Simo angels, see Sec. 2) or it is non-pseudohyperbolic

(Fig. 16c). To distinguish between these two possibilities one can compute the

angles between the subspaces Ess and Ecu at each point of the attractor: if the

angles are bounded away from zero, this confirms the continuity of Ess and Ecu.

Another method of checking the condition (A) is based on computing the angles

between Ess and Ecu at each numerically generated point xi in the attractor. If angles

π/2 − |α(vi, wi)| are separated from zero at each point, then this is equivalent to the

fulfilment of the Ess- and Ecu-continuity conditions.

We apply both continuity and angle methods for the pair of Lorenz-like attractors

whose quotient 1D maps are shown in Fig. 9. The results are presented in Figure 17: in

the first row we check condition (A) for the attractor at α = 0.1, β = 0.2, in the second

row – for the attractor at α = 0.092, β = 0.2.

The Ess- and N cu-continuity diagrams shown in Figs. 17a1, a2 confirm that

the subspaces Ess and Ecu depend continuously on the point of the first Lorenz-like

attractor. The distribution of angles between Ess and Ecu for this attractor is shown

in Fig. 17a3. The envelope curve does not touch the line α = 0 of zero angles which

confirms the absence of tangencies between the subspaces Ess and Ecu. Together these

results allow us to conclude that the first attractor is pseudohyperbolic. The Ess- and

N cu-continuity diagrams for the second attractor (Fig. 17b1, b2) show that φ(vi, vj) and

φ(wi, wj) can take arbitrary angles when ρ(xi, xj) → 0. Moreover, the angles between

these subspaces are not separated from zero. Therefore, we conclude that the second
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Figure 17. Numerical verification of pseudohyperbolicity for the Lorenz-like

attractors whose quotient maps are shown in Fig. 6a (α = 0.1, β = 0.2) – first row and

in Fig. 6b (α = 0.092, β = 0.2) – second row. First and second columns – the Ess- and

N cu- continuity diagrams; third column – histograms of angles between Ess and Ecu

for these attractors. The results confirm pseudohyperbolicity of the first attractor and

non-pseudohyperbolicity for the second one.

attractor is not pseudohyperbolic. This fact is in a good agreement with the graph of its

1D first return map (Fig. 9b). The presence of a critical point with the zero derivative

prevents the attractor to be pseudohyperbolic.

Further, we check pseudohyperbolicity condition (A) for different types of Simo

angels. For the attractor shown in Fig. 11a the corresponding graphs are presented in

the first row of Fig. 18. The Ess- and N cu-continuity diagrams (Figs. 18a1, a2) show

that here we have the third case described above, i.e., the attractor may be either non-

orientable pseudohyperbolic or not pseudohyperbolic. In Sec. 2 we show that the first-

return map T for the Simo angels reverses orientation in Ess. Therefore, we conclude

that the results of Ess- and N cu-continuity verification (Figs. 18a1, a2) support the

pseudohyperbolicity of the observed attractor. Additionally we calculate the histogram

of angles between Ess and Ecu. This graph is shown in Fig. 18a3. The absence of

zero angles also confirms the pseudohyperbolicity of the attractor shown in Fig. 11a. In

the second and third rows of Fig. 18, we analyze the fulfilment of condition (A) for the
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Figure 18. Numerical verification of pseudohyperbolicity for the the Simo-like

attractors shown in Fig. 11a – first row, and in Figs. 15a and b – second and third

rows. First and second columns – Ess- and N cu- continuity diagrams; third column

– histograms of angles between Ess and Ecu for these attractors. The results confirm

pseudohyperbolicity of the first attractor and non-pseudohyperbolicity for the second

and third ones.

attractors presented in Fig. 15a and 15b, respectively. Here, the Ess- andN cu-continuity

diagrams (first and second columns of Fig. 18) as well as the histogram of angles (third

column of Fig. 18) show that both these attractors are not pseudohyperbolic.

Finally, for determining regions with pseudohyperbolic attractors in the (β, α)-

parameter plane we calculate minimal angle between Ess and Ecu for chaotic attractors
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(a) (b)

LA
SA

bb

a a

Figure 19. Diagrams of minimal angles between Ess and Ecu on the (β, α)-parameter

plane of the normal form (2) for (a) region with Lorenz-like chaotic attractors; (b)

region with Simo-like attractors. In the regions colored in dark blue the minimal angle

estimated along an orbit of length 105 is less than 0.01.

in the LA- and SA-regions shown in Fig. 9 and in Fig. 10a, respectively. If the minimal

angle estimated along an orbit of length 100000 is less than 0.01, we decide that the

attractor is not pseudohyperbolic and color the corresponding pixel in dark blue, other

regions with chaotic dynamics (a positive numerically evaluated Lyapunov exponent and

the minimal angle between Ess and Ecu) are colored in orange, i.e., the orange regions

correspond to pseudohyperbolic attractors. The corresponding diagrams are shown in

Figure 19. The results obtained for the region with the Lorenz-like chaotic attractors

(Fig. 19a) are in a good agreement with the results for the Shimizu-Morioka system [58].

Here, pseudohyperbolic attractors exist mainly above the curve lA=0. However thin

regions with non-orientable pseudohyperbolic attractors – the so-called Shilnikov flames

[69] – also exist below this curve. For the region with Simo angels (Fig. 19b) there are two

large regions where the pseudohyperbolicity is violated. It looks like the left part of the

boundary between pseudohyperbolic attractors and quasiattractors is similar to those

in the Lorenz system where it is formed exactly by the curve lA=0. The organization

of the right part of this boundary is unclear for us. We will return to this question in

future studies.

3.4. Structure of homoclinic and heteroclinic bifurcations

It is known that the existence region of the Lorenz attractor in the parameter plane in the

Shimizu-Morioka and Lorenz systems is foliated by curves corresponding to homoclinic

butterflies [2, 8, 69]. In [8, 69, 54, 53], a fast and effective method for computing such
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Figure 20. Kneading diagrams for the normal form (2) in the (β, α)-parameter plane.

Panel (a) shows the nice-foliated structure of the diagram inside the LA region. Panel

(b) shows the nice-foliated structure of the diagram inside the SA region. Regular

structure of kneading diagrams inside the regions LA and SA additionally confirms

that the corresponding attractors satisfy (a) Afraimovich-Bykov-Shilnikov geometric

model [1, 2] and (b) geometric model described in Sec. 2.

foliations – the so-called kneading diagrams – was proposed.

In this section we employ this method for the study of homoclinic bifurcations inside

and outside the region LA. We have also adapted this method for computing diagrams

of heteroclinic connections between the pair of equilibria O+ and O−, and employ it to

find heteroclinic connections inside the region SA. First, let us explain the essence of

this method and, then, demonstrate and discuss the resulting kneading diagrams.

As in [8, 69], one computes the kneading diagram in the following way. For any

given parameter value, take the unstable separatrix Γ+
1 (O

+) and use it to build the

kneading sequence s0, s1, s2, . . . (by the symmetry S, computations starting with any

other of three separatrices will give symmetrical results). If, on this separatrix, the first

point corresponding to the maximum of |x| gives x > 0, then put s0 = 1, and if the

first maximum of |x| corresponds to x < 0, then put s0 = 0. Repeat this procedure and
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compute the numbers sj equal to 0 or 1 for j = 1, . . . , q, where q is any aforehand given

integer. In fact, since we always take the same separatrix Γ+
1 , one always has s0 = 1, so

s0 can be removed from the sequence.

Then, for each kneading segment (s1, s2, . . . , sq) one defines the value D =∑q
i=1 si2

q−i. Note that D can take any integer values in the range [0, 2q − 1], and

two kneading segments of the length q are equal if and only if the corresponding values

D are equal. This means that the boundaries in the parameter plane between regions

with different values of D correspond to the appearance of a homoclinic loop. For the

visualization of these boundaries, one assigns a different color to different values of D.

The resulting picture is the kneading diagram. By construction, the change in color

on the parameter plane indicates the change in the kneading, hence – a homoclinic

butterfly bifurcation curve. In order to obtain contrasting color pictures, each integer

value from [0, 2q − 1] is converted to the RGB colors using the scheme proposed in [69].

The values of D from the segment [0, (2q−1)/2) are converted to the volumes of the red

channel, while the blue channel has intensity 0. The values of D ∈ [(2q − 1)/2, 2q − 1)]

are converted to the volumes of the blue channel, while the red channel has intensity 0.

In both cases the volume of the green channel takes a random value. We are grateful

to Andrey Shilnikov who explained this important know-how to us. We also grateful to

Vladislav Koryakin who computed the kneading diagrams described in this section.

In Figure 20a we show a kneading diagram with q = 16 for the region with Lorenz-

like attractors shown in Fig. 19a. For the convenience we superimposed it with several

obtained by MatCont [15, 67] bifurcation curves described in Sec. 3.1. From this figure

one can see that:

(i) All homoclinic bifurcation curves found by the MatCont package are well fitted to

the colored kneading diagram, which confirm the applicability of the method of

kneading diagrams;

(ii) The kneading diagram is very similar to the kneading diagram for the Shimizu-

Morioka system [69], which is consistent with the fact that system (2) unfolds

the codimension three bifurcation when the equilibria O+ and O− have three zero

eignevalues [38];

(iii) Like in the Shimizu-Morioka system, inside the region LA homoclinic bifurcation

curves form a regular foliation with a same set of saddle singularities;

(iv) Also like in the Shimizu-Morioka system, below the curve lA=0, the kneading

diagram loses regularity (becomes blurred) which indicates that the chaotic

attractor stops to be pseudohyperbolic due to the appearance of homoclinic

tangencies [23, 69]. The regularity of the foliation is restored inside thin regions, the

so-called Shilnikov flames, which correspond to non-orientable (pseudohyperbolic)

Lorenz attractors, see Fig. 20a2, a3. These regions go out from the inclination-flip

points [19, 58, 59];

(v) We have three visible codimension-2 points from which the boundaries of the LA

region start: two inclination-flip bifurcations IF1,2 and the homoclinic butterfly
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with a neutral saddle P1 (the fourth point P2 with the four-winged heteroclinic

connection is not shown in the figure).

The kneading diagram for the region of the existence of the Simo angels is shown

in Figure 20b, it corresponds to the rectangular region of Fig. 19b. As one can see,

inside this region the heteroclinic bifurcation curves form a regular foliation which has

the same structure as the kneading diagram for the 1D Lorenz map x 7→ |1 − cxν |
on the plane of the parameters (c, ν) computed in [43]. This additionally confirms the

pseudohyperbolicity of the corresponding attractors.

In Figs. 20b2, c2 we present kneading diagrams in regions shown in Figs. 10b

and c, respectively. The blurred structure of these diagrams suggests the appearance

of homoclinic tangencies and the destruction of the pseudohyperbolicity of the

corresponding attractors.

4. Pseudohyperbolic attractors in the three-dimensional Hénon map

In this section we study chaotic attractors in the three-dimensional Hénon map (1) near

the codimension-3 point (M1,M2, B) = (7/4,−1,−1) where this map has multipliers

(−1, i,−i). Let us shift the fixed point P (the one which gives rise to chaotic attractors)

to the origin. The resulting map has the following form:
x̄ = y,

ȳ = z,

z̄ = Bx+ Ay − Cz − z2.

(5)

Its zero fixed point O0 has multipliers (−1, i,−i) when (C,A,B) = (1,−1,−1).

Recall that when studying the normal form (2) we fixed parameter µ and performed

two-parameter analysis in the (β, α) plane. It is shown in [38] that a constant value of

µ in the normal form corresponds to the following relation between the coefficients of

map (5):

B = eµA+ e2µC − e3µ. (6)

Therefore, in order to compare the results with the analysis of system (2), we will

perform the numerical study of map (5) when the Jacobian B satisfies the relation (6)

with µ = 0.04 and (C,A) running around the point (1,−1).

First, we compute the Lyapunov diagram on the parameter plane (C,A), see

Figure 21. Here we use the same color scheme as for system (2) supplementing it

with the additional crimson color for “strongly dissipative” chaotic attractors with

Λ1 > 0,Λ2 < 0, see the palette in the left-bottom corner.

One can see that this diagram is very similar to the Lyapunov diagram for the

normal form (2), cf. Fig. 21 and Fig. 6. Here one can see regions dLA and dSA

similar to the regions LA and SA of Fig. 6 which correspond to discrete Lorenz-like and

discrete Simo angel chaotic attractors. It is interesting to note that for the most part

of these regions the chaotic attractors are “flow-like”: the middle Lyapunov exponent is



Multi-winged Lorenz attractors 34

C

A

L1 > 0, L2 = 0
L1 > 0, L2 < 0
L1 = 0, L2 < 0
L1 < 0


dSA

dLA

p
3

p
4

p
1p

2

Figure 21. Lyapunov diagram for map (5) on the (C,A)-parameter plane. The

parameter B is determined by the parameters A and C according to the relation (6)

with µ = 0.04 (as in the normal form (2)). We use here the same colors as for system

(2) complementing them by the additional crimson color for “strongly dissipative”

chaotic attractors with Λ1 > 0,Λ2 < 0, see the palette in the left-bottom corner. The

threshold of a zero Lyapunov exponent is 0.002. dLA and dSA regions with discrete

Lorenz and Simo angel attractors. Pseudohyperbolicity of attractors at the points

p1, p2, p3, and p4 are studied in detail (see Figs. 22 and 23).

indistinguishable from zero in the numerical experiments. This confirms the closeness

of a certain iteration of our map (the fourth iteration in this case) to the time-1 map of

the flow of a system of differential equations (the normal form (2)).

As one can see, large parts of the regions dLA and dSA are free from stability

windows which allows us to assume that the corresponding chaotic attractors are

robust, hence pseudohyperbolic. The conditions (B) and (C) of the pseudohyperbolicity
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definition 1 are fulfilled here, since Λ1 > 0,Λ2 ≈ 0 and Λ3 ≪ 0. It only remains to check

the first condition (A) of the continuity of the subspaces Ess and Ecu.
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Figure 22. Numerical verification of pseudohyperbolicity for the discrete Lorenz-

like attractors existing at: (C,A) = (1.43,−1.2) (point p1 in Fig. 21) – first row and

(C,A) = (1.40,−1.2) (point p2) – second row. First column – the corresponding phase

portrait; second and third columns – Ess- andN cu- continuity diagrams; fourth column

– histograms of angles between Ess and Ecu for these attractors. The results confirm

pseudohyperbolicity of the first attractor and non-pseudohyperbolicity for the second

one.

We check these conditions for the discrete Lorenz-like attractors at the parameter

values p1 and p2 on the Lyapunov diagram. The point p1 corresponds to the first row

of Fig. 22 and p2 corresponds to the second row. The phase portraits of the attractors

are given in the first column of Fig. 22. They look similar to the attractor of system

(2) shown in Fig. 2a, with the difference that in system (2) we have a pair of Lorenz

attractors symmetric to each other, whereas for map (5) this is one period-2 attractors

(the pair of saddle equilibria of the normal form (2) becomes a saddle period-2 orbit for

map (5)).

The pseudohyperbolicity check is shown in Figs. 22a2–a4 and b2–b4. The subspaces

Ess and N cu depend continuously on a point of the first attractor (the parameter

point p1; Fig. 22a2, a3). The minimal angle between Ess and Ecu for this attractor

is clearly separated from zero (Fig. 22a4). This confirm pseudohyperbolicity of the first

discrete Lorenz attractor. On the other hand, the Ess- and N cu- continuity conditions

are violated for the second attractor (the parameter point p2; Fig. 22b2, b3), and the

minimal angle betweenEss and Ecu vanishes (Fig. 22b4). Therefore, the second attractor

cannot be pseudohyperbolic, even though it looks quite “Lorenz-like”. Indeed, the point

p2 lies outside the pseudohyperbolicity region of Fig. 24.
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Figure 23. Numerical verification of pseudohyperbolicity for the discrete Simo-like

attractors existing at: (C,A) = (1.05,−0.85) (point p3 in Fig. 21) – first row and

(C,A) = (1.05,−0.93) (point p4) – second row. First column – the corresponding

phase portrait; second and third columns – Ess- and N cu- continuity diagrams; fourth

column – histograms of angles between Ess and Ecu for these attractors. The results

confirm pseudohyperbolicity of the first attractor and non-pseudohyperbolicity for the

second one.

The results of the Ess- and N cu-continuity verifications for the discrete Simo angels

are shown in Figure 23: in the first row we study the attractor at the parameter point p3
(see its phase portrait in Fig. 23a1), in the second row we verify the pseudohyperbolicity

of the attractor at the parameter point p4 (its phase portrait is shown in Fig. 23b1).

The results confirm that the first attractor is non-orientable and pseudohyperbolic,

whereas the second one cannot be pseudohyperbolic, since there are no continuity of the

subspaces Ess and Ecu and the tangencies between these subspaces are present.

In Figure 24, we present results of the massive search for the pseudohyperbolic

attractors in map (5). We augment the Lyapunov diagram by computations of the

minimal angle between the subspaces Ess and Ecu for chaotic attractors at each point

of the parameter plane (C,A). Regions where the absolute value of the minimal angle

is less than a threshold value 0.001 are colored in blue (the same as it was done for

system (2)). In these regions chaotic attractor are not expected to be pseudohyperbolic,

in contrast to the orange colored regions where this angle is greater that 0.001.

Here we observe two large pseudohyperbolicity regions dLA and dSA, practically

the same as the regions LA and SA in the normal form (2). One can also see a sequence

of pseudohyperbolcity regions supposedly adjoining the meeting point of the regions dLA

and dSA. In the normal form (2) this point corresponds to the four-winged heteroclinic

connection. The theory of [38] indeed predicts that this bifurcation is an end point of a
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Figure 24. Diagrams of minimal angles between Ess and Ecu on the (C,A)-parameter

plane of map (5). Inside regions colored in dark blue the minimal angle estimated along

orbit of length 100000 is less than 0.001.

countable set of regions of existence of pseudohyperbolic Lorenz and Simo attractors. So,

these regions confirm the theory. The origin of the other regions of pseudohyperbolicity

in Fig. 24 is unknown to us.
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