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Studentská 1402/2, CZ-461 17 Liberec, Czech Republic

(Dated: December 30, 2024)

The width of a resonance in a nearly integrable system, i.e. in a non-integrable system where
chaotic motion is still not prominent, can tell us how a perturbation parameter is driving the
system away from integrability. Although the tool that we are presenting here can be used is quite
generic and can be used in a variety of systems, our particular interest lies in binary compact object
systems known as extreme mass ratio inspirals (EMRIs). In an EMRI a lighter compact object, like a
black hole or a neutron star, inspirals into a supermassive black hole due to gravitational radiation
reaction. During this inspiral the lighter object crosses resonances, which are still not very well
modeled. Measuring the width of resonances in EMRI models allows us to estimate the importance
of each perturbation parameter able to drive the system away from resonances and decide whether
its impact should be included in EMRI waveform modeling or not. To tackle this issue in our study
we show first that recurrence quantifiers of orbits carry imprints of resonant behavior, regardless of
the system’s dimensionality. As a next step, we apply a long short-term memory machine learning
architecture to automate the resonance detection procedure. Our analysis is developed on a simple
standard map and gradually we extend it to more complicated systems until finally we employ it in
a generic deformed Kerr spacetime known in the literature as the Johannsen-Psaltis spacetime.

I. INTRODUCTION

Nonintegrable dynamical systems exhibit a high level
of complexity in their dynamics due to the absence
of sufficient conserved quantities (integrals of motion).
Unlike a completely integrable system in which the num-
ber of integrals matches the degrees of freedom and
the dynamics is always regular (and thus predictable),
a nonintegrable system, in general, allows for chaotic
dynamics, which makes long-term predictability impos-
sible [1]. Nevertheless, in the weakly nonintegrable sys-
tem, deterministic chaos is typically not a prominent
feature, and chaotic layers in its phase space are rather
thin (i.e., the phase space is still dominated by regu-
lar dynamics). Instead, the most relevant hallmark of
nonintegrability in a weakly nonintegrable system is the
presence of so-called Birkhoff chains, which reflect the
increasing width of resonances [2].
The width of a resonance generally grows with the

strength of (still weak) nonintegrable perturbation pa-
rameter [3] and, especially for the most prominent reso-
nances characterized by frequency ratios given by small
integers (e.g., 1:2 or 2:3 resonances), it may grow to a
significant size and occupy a considerable portion of the
phase space. Therefore, these resonances may become
an important factor affecting the overall dynamics of the
system and must be taken into account in the analysis
of trajectories that may approach the resonant region of
associated Birkhoff islands of stability.

The investigation of resonant features in weakly non-
integrable dynamical systems is important for a wide
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range of disciplines, including various branches of funda-
mental and applied research and engineering. Our moti-
vation comes from the field of relativistic astrophysics.
In particular, we investigate a dynamical system con-
sisting of a smaller body orbiting a much more massive
rotating black hole. An astrophysical system of this
type is not perfectly conservative, and the energy and
the angular momentum of the orbiting body are slowly
decreasing and radiated away in the form of gravita-
tional waves; the orbit gradually shrinks and the system
is actually evolving as an Extreme Mass Ratio Inspiral
(EMRI) [4]. Gravitational waves emitted by EMRIs will
be detectable by future gravitational observatories (e.g.,
LISA [5]).

Nevertheless, the complete integrability of the EMRI
system is only guaranteed as far as the idealization of
the orbiting point mass is concerned. This is hardly
the case, and integrability will be inevitably perturbed
to some degree, and Birkhoff chains will grow in the
phase space. The question arises whether and how such
prolonged resonances induced by nonintegrable pertur-
bations [6] (caused, e.g., by the presence of extra matter
around the central object [7] or by finite size and rota-
tion of the smaller body [8]) may affect emitted gravita-
tional waveforms and detectability of EMRIs modeled
as systems with three or more non-reducible degrees of
freedom.

To this end, we first develop a robust and generally
applicable technique for the detection of resonances in
the phase space of a (weakly) nonintegrable dynamical
system with an arbitrary number of degrees of freedom.
Our method combines the benefits of recurrence analysis
[9] with the machine learning approach. In the current
paper, we first describe the method and demonstrate
its abilities on simple systems (standard and de Voge-
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Figure 1. Phase portrait of the standard map (see Eqs. 14)
with K = 0.8, showing the standard hallmarks of chaotic
maps: KAM curves, Birkhoff chains, and chaotic layers. The
regular, resonant, and chaotic orbits which produce the re-
currence plots of Fig. 2 are highlighted in red, blue, and
green, respectively.

leare maps). Then we shift to a 4D map, to show that
our method works on higher dimensional systems. Fi-
nally, we employ our method on a generically deformed
Kerr black hole spacetime [10] as an application on the
astrophysical problem of EMRIs.

The rest of the article is organized as follows. Our
experimental setup is provided in Sec. II, in which we
brief an introduction into dynamical systems, recurrence
analysis, embedding, the employed machine learning ar-
chitecture and its training. Sec. III presents our ob-
tained results from the machine learning method we
employed. Our conclusions are given in Sec. IV.

II. EXPERIMENTAL SETUP

A. Dynamical systems

1. Hamiltonian systems

Many systems in physics can be written in the form
of a Hamiltonian system. With d degrees of freedom, it
consists of

• generalized coordinates qi, i = 1, . . . , d ,

• canonical momenta pi, i = 1, . . . , d ,

• a Hamiltonian function H
(
qi, pi

)
.

The equations of motion then have the form

dqi

dt
=

∂H

∂pi
, (1a)

dpi
dt

= −∂H

∂qi
. (1b)

In such a system it holds that the Hamiltonian H is
itself an integral of motion.

A special case is a so-called integrable system. When
d linearly independent conserved quantities F1, . . . , Fd

in involution

dFi

dt
= 0 ,

d∑

k=1

(
∂Fi

∂qk
∂Fj

∂pk
− ∂Fi

∂pk

∂Fj

∂qk

)
= 0 . (2)

exist, there exists a set of action-angle coordinates θi, ωi

such that

dθi

dt
= ωi ,

dωi

dt
= 0 . (3)

The motion then takes place on a set of invariant tori
which foliate the entire phase space. The actions ωi

correspond to fundamental frequencies of the individual
degrees of freedom. A torus whose fundamental fre-
quencies are commensurable (i.e. their ratio is a ra-
tional number) consists of periodic orbits and is called
resonant.
The application of a small perturbation transforms

the phase space into a near-integrable system, which
follows two elementary theorems:

• the Kolmogorov-Arnold-Moser theorem [11–13]:
some of the non-resonant tori survive deformed,

• the Poincaré-Birkhoff theorem [14]: the reso-
nances form thinner tori which cross the surface
of section multiple times before connecting back
to the initial circle, surrounded by a thin chaotic
zone.

2. Dynamical maps

The structure of a d = 2 Hamiltonian system’s phase
space is commonly visualized using a Poincaré section.
A surface of section is defined in the phase space such
that the Hamiltonian flow is not tangent at any point
of the surface, and successive intersections of the orbit
and the surface of section are recorded and form the
Poincaré section. The mapping of an initial condition
on the surface of section to the next intersection is called
the return mapping.

In an integrable system, all successive interactions of
an orbit with the surface of section lie on the intersection
of the corresponding invariant torus with the surface of
section, which is topologically a circle. In the case of
a resonant torus, the intersections form isolated points,
while a quasiperiodic torus produces gradually fills the
circle densely.
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The typical behavior of return mappings of near-
integrable systems, such as a main island of stabil-
ity containing chaotic layers and Birkhoff chains sur-
rounded by a chaotic sea, can be observed in general
dynamical maps.

This includes the return mapping of a Hamiltonian
system, which is thus also a dynamical map.

B. Recurrence analysis

Recurrence analysis is based on systematic observa-
tions of a dynamical system visiting a similar state re-
peatedly. The recurrence plot (RP) of a system is based
on the recurrence matrix [9]

Ri,j =

{
1 : |x⃗i − x⃗j | ≤ ϵ ,

0 : |x⃗i − x⃗j | > ϵ ,
i, j = 1, . . . , N , (4)

Clearly, the main diagonal is filled with ones, as
∀i |x⃗i − x⃗i| = 0. This is a structure which is unde-
sirable for some of the further steps, therefore a Theiler
window is applied, which zeros out all elements on the

main diagonal. Optionally, this can apply to elements
up to a fixed distance from the main diagonal; however,
this is a feature not used in this paper.

A visualization of the recurrence matrix using
black/white dots for the 1/0 values is called a RP. Pro-
vided a suitable choice of parameters, it can reveal many
properties of a dynamical system: a quasiperiodic orbit
forms diagonal lines that are offset from each other by
the time the system takes to return to an ϵ distance
from a previous state as seen in the left panel of Fig. 2.
A chaotic orbit, on the other hand, forms structures
that are generally less organized but resemble those of a
quasiperiodic orbit when in a sticky zone. These man-
ifest themselves as separated squares along the main
diagonal, see the right panel of Fig. 2.

Besides visual survey of RPs, one can also perform re-
currence quantification analysis (RQA) and employ the
recurrence matrix Ri,j to calculate various statistical
measures related to characteristic structures appearing
in RPs. In particular, we make use of the RQA measures
based on the distributions of diagonal lines of length l,
P (ϵ, l), and vertical lines of length v, P (ϵ, v) which are
defined as follows:

P (ϵ, l) =

N∑

i,j=1

(1−Ri−1,j−1 (ϵ)) (1−Ri+l,j+l (ϵ))

l−1∏

k=0

Ri+k,j+k (ϵ) , (5a)

P (ϵ, v) =

N∑

i,j=1

(1−Ri,j (ϵ)) (1−Ri,j+v)

v−1∏

k=0

Ri,j+k . (5b)

First of all, the recurrence rate RR is calculated to
measure the relative number of recurrences (i.e., the av-
erage density of black dots in the respective RP):

RR =
1

N2

N∑

i,j=1

Ri,j (ϵ) . (6)

The value of RR has an obvious dependence on thresh-
old ϵ. Higher ϵ means more recurrences and higher RR.
In some applications, it appears useful to use the fixed
recurrence rate option, i.e., to first specify the value of
RR and find the corresponding ϵ, which is then used to
calculate other RQA measures and to construct the RP.
In our analysis we employ the following RQA indica-

tors based on the distribution of diagonal lines:

• determinism

DET =

∑N
l=lmin

lP (l)
∑N

l=1 lP (l)
, (7)

• average diagonal line length (of minimal length

lmin)

L =

∑N
l=lmin

lP (l)
∑N

l=lmin
P (l)

, (8)

• longest diagonal line and divergence

Lmax = max
(
{li}Nl

i=1

)
, DIV =

1

Lmax
, (9)

• entropy of the diagonal line distribution

Lentr = −
N∑

l=lmin

P (l) logP (l) , (10)

and the following RQA measures based on the distribu-
tion of vertical lines:

• laminarity

LAM =

∑N
v=vmin

vP (v)
∑N

v=1 vP (v)
, (11)
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Figure 2. Examples of recurrence plots of trajectories of the standard map with K = 0.8. Different recurrence thresholds
are used in order to achieve a fixed RR = 0.05, and all three are generated using the Euclidean metric. a) KAM trajectory
starting at (x0, y0) = (π, −4π/5), using ϵ = 0.16471. b) Resonant trajectory starting at (x0, y0) = (π, −37π/50), using
ϵ = 0.045881. c) Chaotic trajectory starting at (x0, y0) = (π, −27π/50), using ϵ = 0.286985.

• and the longest vertical line

Vmax = max
(
{vl}Nv

l=1

)
. (12)

The explicit dependence of the above indicators on
threshold ϵ is not stressed anymore for the brevity.
The values of lmin and vmin are independent parameters
which specify the lengths of the shortest diagonal and
vertical lines considered for the analysis. Both values
are set to 2 by default. For more details and definitions
of another RQA measures, we refer to [9].
The RQA quantifiers encode many dynamical prop-

erties of the underlying system, such as the correlation
entropy and dimension, or the maximum Lyapunov ex-
ponent [9]. Nevertheless, the relations between these dy-
namical invariants and RQA measures are not straight-
forward due to their dependence on parameters of the
recurrence analysis [15]. In particular, RQA quantifiers
do not directly recognize whether the trajectory is reso-
nant (i.e., belonging to the particular Birkhoff chain) or
nonresonant (i.e., represented by a KAM curve in the
two-dimensional phase portrait).

Recurrence analysis proved very useful in analyses
of strongly nonintegrable systems [16, 17] in which the
Birkhoff chains are typically surrounded by prominent
chaotic regions (”islands of stability in the chaotic sea”).
In such a case, the detection and localization of the reso-
nant region in the phase space is based on the distinction
between chaotic and resonant quasiperiodic orbits. For
this task, the recurrence analysis appeared very effec-
tive, allowing us to distinguish between both dynamic
regimes on a shorter time scale compared to standard
tools like Lyapunov characteristic exponents.

Nevertheless, in a weakly nonintegrable system, the
problem becomes more subtle as the Birkhoff chains

are typically surrounded by KAM tori of (nonresonant)
quasiperiodic orbits (very thin chaotic layers are not
relevant in this context). In order to localize the reso-
nance, we, therefore, need to unambiguously distinguish
between the regular quasiperiodic orbits belonging to
the resonance and nearby KAM tori. In a system of
two degrees of freedom, the method of choice for this
specific task would be a rotation number, which is di-
rectly related to the characteristic frequency ratios of
the orbits. However, for the system of three or more de-
grees of freedom, the rotation number (computed from
the Poincaré surface of section) has not been defined
yet, and more general methods need to be applied. We
propose employing recurrence analysis, which is appli-
cable regardless of the number of degrees of freedom.
On the other hand, the relations of RQA measures to
frequencies of the orbit are not direct, and they are fur-
ther obscured by dependence on the parameters of the
recurrence analysis (in particular, the threshold ϵ).

However, as one can observe in Fig. 3 which shows
the dependence of several RQA measures on initial con-
ditions of trajectories for several values of ϵ, the reso-
nances clearly do affect the values of recurrence quan-
tifiers, and their behaviour thus in principle allows to
distinguish between resonant and nonresonant orbits
and measure the width of the resonance. Neverthe-
less, unlike rotation numbers which remain constant
within resonances and allow to detect resonances easily
as plateaus in respective rotation curves, the interpreta-
tion of RQA curves is more complicated. In particular,
the values of RQA parameters are not constant within
the resonance, and their behavior depends critically on
the threshold ϵ whose optimal value is not known a pri-
ori.

For example, the recurrence rate values in the top
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Figure 3. Example of RQA curves of the standard map at K = 0.8 as a function of the initial condition taken along the
y-axis of Fig. 1 with x0 = 0. Each of the three panel corresponds to one of the recurrence quantifiers: the recurrence rate,
the laminarity, and the entropy of the diagonal lines distribution, in Eqs. (6), (11), (10), respectively. The color-coding
corresponds to different recurrence thresholds given in the legend. The pale blue areas in the background show the locations
of resonances as marked during the training data labeling procedure.

panel of Fig. 3 clearly respond to resonances; however,
while they show peaks in most cases, the values in the
resonance at approximately y0 ∈ [−2, −1.9] follow this
behavior for most thresholds but the opposite is true
for the curve with recurrence threshold ϵ = 1. Thus,
one should always take into account ensembles of many
RQA curves with different values of ϵ covering a suf-
ficiently wide range of recurrence rates (≈ 1 − 20%).
Moreover, in order to fully exploit the potential of re-
currence analysis, we want to gather and combine in-
formation from the behavior of several RQA measures.
In order to achieve this, we propose to employ machine
learning (ML) methods.

C. Embedding

Recurrence analysis as described above relies on our
knowledge of all components of the state vector. When
applied to data where this is not true, such as observa-
tions of radiation from a complex source, spurious cor-
relations pollute the recurrence matrix and reduce the
faithfulness of the analysis.

To mitigate this issue, phase space reconstruction is
necessary. The most common way to do this is to apply
time delay embedding [9, 18], which replaces the un-
known components out of time delayed elements of the
known data. For simplicity, let us assume the known
data to consist of a single element ui at any given dis-
crete time i. Then the reconstructed phase space vector
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Figure 4. LSTM network architecture. Taken from [20].

is defined as

x⃗i =
(
ui+(j−1)τ

)m
j=1

, (13)

where m and τ are parameters called the embedding
dimension and time delay, respectively.
This method of phase space reconstruction is known

to faithfully reproduce the full dynamics of the system.
In fact, it has been proven that there exists a diffeo-
morphism between the original and reconstructed phase
spaces [18].

D. Model architecture

A long short-term memory (LSTM) network is built
of an arbitrary number of LSTM cells, one of which is
depicted in Fig. 4. They are specifically designed to
handle time-series data: Xt serves as the input and ot
as the output at time t. The individual LSTM cells
communicate through the short-term memory ht and
the long-term memory Ct. For more details on LSTM
architectures, see [19].
While in the original motivation the LSTM cells are

stacked along the time direction of a time series, we
follow a different approach: time-related properties of
the system’s orbits are encoded in the RQA quantifiers,
and we stack the LSTM cells in the direction along
which we pick initial conditions. This allows our net-
work to accept arbitrary-length inputs and return series
with the same length. Furthermore, we apply a bidi-
rectional LSTM architecture, which employs the same
type of cells as shown in Fig. 4, in two sets: one running
in each direction.

The network depth is kept as a parameter which
we vary to determine an optimal value. Furthermore,
dropout layers are included inside the LSTM network as
well as before the output layer with a variable dropout
rate which is also optimized later.

To build an input data sample, let us have a sequence
of N initial conditions, each producing a trajectory of a
fixed length of 10000 points of a discrete-time system.
The phase space is shifted and rescaled such that each
dimension covers the interval [0, 2π]. For each trajec-
tory, we compute RR, DET, LAM, L, Lentr, DIV, and
Vmax at the threshold values ϵ = 0.001, 0.002, 0.005,

0.01, 0.02, 0.05, 0.1, 0.2, 0.5, 1. This produces a total
of 70 RQA indicators for each orbit. The network ac-
cepts as its input tensors of shape N × 70 and produces
an output in the shape N × 1, meant to correspond to
the network’s degree of confidence that the correspond-
ing orbit is part of a resonant island of stability, in the
range (0, 1).

The network is composed of the torch.nn.LSTMmod-
ule with input and hidden sizes set to 70, followed by a
dropout layer, a fully connected layer combining its in-
put to a single output, and finally a Sigmoid layer maps
it to the interval [0, 1].

Each dataset sample is a collection of these 70 recur-
rence quantifiers for a set of different trajectories of the
system and represents a sweep of initial conditions along
a line in the phase space.

E. Training and validation data

For training and validation data, we make use of a
simple system typical for demonstrations of dynamical
system properties. This is the Standard map [21] de-
fined as

xn+1 = xn + yn+1 , (14a)

yn+1 = yn +K sin (xn) , (14b)

with K a perturbation parameter. We have chosen the
Standard map, since it is essentially a kicked pendulum
and the dynamics of a pendulum essentially encapsu-
lates the dynamics of a resonance [22]. Each dataset
sample is generated for a fixed value of K using a set of
1001 equidistant initial conditions covering the interval
y ∈ [−π, π] at x = 0. In particular, the training dataset
consists of K = 0, 0.1, . . . 1, while the validation dataset
K = 0.05, 0.15, . . . 0.95.

The data are hand-labeled: each initial condition is
assigned the value 1 if it is part of a resonant island of
stability, and 0 if it is not. As the purpose of this model
is to detect the resonances based on correlations between
recurrence quantifiers of different initial conditions, we
only mark islands as resonant if there are at least two
neighboring initial conditions in the island.

F. Test data

To demonstrate the effectiveness of the trained net-
works, we use test data coming from three different sys-
tems with specific properties.
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1. Dynamical mapping: de Vogeleare map

For the simpler test data, we use the de Vogeleare
map [23], defined as

xn+1 = −yn +Kxn + x2
n , (15a)

yn+1 = xn −Kxn+1 − x2
n+1 , (15b)

with K ∈ R a perturbation parameter.

2. Poincaré section: motion around a black hole

One of the aims of the method developed in this pa-
per is the search for extended resonances in the motion
of a test particle around a black hole. Knowledge of
their locations will allow us to properly model the qual-
itatively distinct behavior of the passage through these
resonances.

We consider a particle moving along a geodesic in the
vicinity of a perturbed black hole, which could model
the evolution of an EMRI in modified gravity. The
Johannsen-Psaltis spacetime is given by the line ele-
ment [10, 24]

ds2 = gttdt
2+grrdr

2+gθθdθ
2+gϕϕdϕ

2+2gtϕdtdϕ (16)

with metric components

gtt = − (1 + h)

(
1− 2Mr

Σ

)
, (17a)

gtϕ = −2aMr sin2 θ

Σ
(1 + h) , (17b)

gϕϕ =
Λsin2 θ

Σ
+ ha2

(
1 +

2Mr

Σ

)
sin4 θ , (17c)

grr =
Σ(1 + h)

∆ + a2h sin2 θ
, (17d)

gθθ = Σ . (17e)

using the functions

Σ = r2 + a2 cos2 θ , (18a)

h =

∞∑

k=0

(
ϵ2k + ϵ2k+1

Mr

Σ

)(
M2

Σ

)k

, (18b)

∆ = r2 + a2 − 2Mr , (18c)

ω2 = r2 + a2 , (18d)

Λ = ω4 − a2∆sin2 θ . (18e)

We do not go into detail on properties of geodesic mo-
tion in the Johannsen-Psaltis spacetime; for a summary,
see [24]. Points on the Poincaré section given by the

equatorial plane θ = π/2, θ̇ > 0 parametrized by r, pr

are used for recurrence analysis. In this system, points
from the outermost orbits which reach near the tip of
the main island of stability are highly concentrated in
this region, with much lower densities at higher values

of r. This affects the RQA quantifiers and is therefore
a good test case for the present LSTM networks.

Following [24], we choose the spacetime parameter
values a = 0.5M , ϵ3 = 0.3, and ϵk = 0 for any k ̸=
3. For integrals of motion we choose the values E =
0.95µ, Lz = 2.85µM . The initial conditions are taken
along the pr = 0 line on the Poincaré section in r ∈
[6.36M, 6.43M ] spaced at 0.001M . This sweep of initial
conditions includes the ωr/ωθ = 2/3 orbital resonance.

3. Higher-dimensional example: 4D map

In a Hamiltonian system with 2 degrees of freedom,
alternative methods exist which can detect resonances,
such as the rotation curve and its estimation using the
2-dimensional Poincaré section. However, already in a
system with 3 degrees of freedom, the Poincaré section
becomes 4-dimensional and these simple methods are no
longer applicable.

As a result, one of the goals of the method devel-
oped in this article is to allow detection of resonances
in higher-dimensional systems. Since the recurrence
plots and quantifiers are fairly universal measures of the
system’s properties, we apply the model trained on 2-
dimensional data to 4-dimensional data generated by a
map defined as [25, 26]

xn+1 = xn −K
sin (xn + yn)

(cos (xn + yn) + cos (zn + tn) + 4)
2 ,

(19a)

yn+1 = yn + xn mod 2π , (19b)

zn+1 = xn −K
sin (zn + tn)

(cos (xn + yn) + cos (zn + tn) + 4)
2 ,

(19c)

tn+1 = tn + zn mod 2π . (19d)

The x and z coordinates correspond to actions, and y
and t angles in a 2-degree-of-freedom map, and K is a
perturbation parameter (the standard notation would
be ϵ [25], which would clash with the recurrence thresh-
old in this work).

While the full structure of this map’s phase space is
difficult to understand, we can visualize the resonances
in the space of the actions (corresponding to angular
frequencies) x and z using the chaotic indicator APLE,
defined as

APLE = sup
t1<t≤T

(
log (ξ (t) /ξ (t1))

log (t/t1)

)
. (20)

This expression converges to 1 or diverges when ξ (t) is a
linear or exponential function, respectively. Therefore 1
is frequently chosen as a threshold to distinguish regular
from chaotic trajectories. The geography of resonances
in the 4D map of Eq. (19) is shown in Fig. 5.

We use two sweeps of initial conditions along x ∈
[0, 2π] at z = 1.7 and z = 2, respectively. The grid
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Figure 5. Geography of the resonances of the 4D map in
the x, z plane. The arrows on the right side show the z
values corresponding to the initial conditions taken in Figs. 9
and 10. The choice of the color mapping between 0.4 and 1
precludes us from identifying regular and chaotic trajectories
individually; however, it clearly shows thin chaotic layers
at the edges of resonances. The APLE is computed on a
501×501 grid and the perturbation parameter is set to K =
0.05.

along the x axis consists of 4001 samples with uniform
spacing over the whole interval. All initial conditions
satisfy y = t = 0. Following Fig. 5, the perturbation
parameter is set to K = 0.05 in both cases.

III. RESULTS

We train the networks for 1000 epochs using the
Adam optimizer [27] using a learning rate of η = 10−5

and the PyTorch default values β1 = 0.9, β2 = 0.999,
ε = 10−8. The loss used for optimization is the mean
squared error loss

MSE : Rmn × Rmn → R , (21a)

Ȳ, Y 7→ 1

mn

m∑

i=1

n∑

j=1

(
Ȳij − Yij

)2
. (21b)

Early experiments show that this produces much better
results than using a binary cross entropy which seems
the obvious choice for what is in principle a binary clas-
sification problem.
The network is trained on a grid of integer depths

from 1 to 10 and dropout rates of 0, 0.1, 0.2, 0.3, and
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Figure 6. Evolution of the training (blue) and validation
(orange) losses. Initial conditions are taken on the y = 0
line.

0.5. At each grid point, 4 independent networks are
initialized and trained to prevent corruption due to in-
sufficient sampling of the parameter space.

A. Basic network

The network which reached the lowest validation loss
is one of the networks with 2 layers and dropout rate
set to 0.5, its loss evolution is shown in Fig. 6.

1. de Vogeleare map

To demonstrate the effectiveness and robustness of
the resonance detection network, we apply it to test
data generated by a different system than the standard
map. Fig. 7 shows the results of testing on the de Vo-
geleare map data. The perturbation parameter is set
to K = 0.56 and 2001 initial conditions are used with
linear spacing in x ∈ [−0.44, 0.44] and y = 0. Initial
conditions which lead to escaping trajectories are ex-
cluded on the basis of either coordinate’s absolute value
exceeding 104 at any point of the evolution.

All resonances in Fig. 7 are detected clearly by the
network, with only few spurious jumps inside the main
island of stability and in the chaotic zone on its right
side. Besides these, the center of the main island of
stability is also marked as a resonance.

2. Motion around a black hole

Fig. 8 shows the result of the basic network applied
to the Poincaré section of a test particle following a
geodesic in the Johannsen-Psaltis spacetime metric (see
Sec. II F 2). The section contains a single resonance
ωr/ωθ = 2/3, which is detected by the network very
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Figure 7. Results on the de Vogeleare map. The Poincaré section is shown in black, displaying several prominent resonances.
The blue curve displays the outputs of the neural network from inputs based on initial conditions along the x axis with y = 0,
the dotted red lines corresponding to the values 0 and 1 of the neural network output. While the network output is based
on a total of 2001 initial conditions, the Poincaré section only uses 96 initial conditions to improve the clarity of the plot.

clearly. We note that while the figure shows surface of
section points with initial starting at initial r = 6.35M
in order to fill out the top and bottom left corners of
the plot, the network analyzes data starting at initial
r = 6.36M .

3. 4D map

Finally, let us focus on the 4-dimensional map. Fig. 9
shows the output of the basic network over the two
curves described in Sec. II F 3. For better orientation,
the corresponding APLE curves are also shown.

In this case, no resonances are clearly recognizable in
the network output.

B. Embedded network

While the full phase space contains more information
than its reconstruction through embedding, there are
cases where recurrence analysis may be more effective
when applied to embedded data.

We train the same network architecture as the basic
network with only one modification: the training re-
currence quantifiers are recomputed based on the same
original trajectories but only using the x coordinate with
embedding. We use embedding dimension m = 2 and

time delay τ = 1 for the embedded training data. These
parameters have been determined using the false near-
est neighbor algorithm and as minimum of the mutual
information, respectively, on several trajectories repre-
sentative of the dataset as a whole [28]. Again, the
lowest validation loss is reached by one of the networks
with 2 layers and a dropout rate of 0.5.

We perform the same experiment as in Fig. 9 using the
embedded network. To compute recurrence quantifiers
of the 4D map data, we use embedding with dimension
m = 4 and time delay τ = 2, set using the same algo-
rithms as for the training data. Fig. 10 shows the results
of the experiment. The classification is not as clear as,
e.g., in the case of the 2D mapping (see Sec. III A 1). At
the same time, the network is reacting to resonances in
their true locations, albeit with variable heights of the
output peaks as opposed to the 2D case.

We have also attempted to apply the embedded net-
work to non-embedded 4D map data, as well as the ba-
sic network to embedded 4D map data. In both cases,
the results were similar to those of Fig. 9 and no reso-
nances were recognizable. Hence, the only combination
that works is to use embedded network to embedded 4D
map data.
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Figure 8. Results of the basic network on the Poincaré section of geodesic motion in the Johannsen-Psaltis spacetime super-
imposed on the corresponding Poincaré section. Shown in black and red are successive intersections of orbits corresponding
to initial conditions along the pr = 0 line with initial r between 6.35 and 6.43, spaced at 0.001. 10000 intersections are shown
per initial condition, and the 1/3 resonance is highlighted in red, while the KAM orbits are in black. The blue line shows the
outputs of the neural network as a function of the intitial condition along the pr = 0 line, with green dotted lines showing
the edge values of 0 and 1.
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Figure 9. Results of the basic network on the 4D map. Each panel corresponds to 4001 initial conditions with x0 ∈ [0, π]
and linear spacing, and y0 = t0 = 0. In the left panel, it holds z0 = 1.7, and in the right, z0 = 2. The primary y axis on the
left corresponds to both model output curves, and the secondary y axis on the right corresponds to both APLE curves.
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Figure 10. Results of the embedded network on the 4D map. Each panel corresponds to 4001 initial conditions with x0 ∈ [0, π]
and linear spacing, and y0 = t0 = 0. In the left panel, it holds z0 = 1.7, and in the right, z0 = 2. The primary y axis on the
left corresponds to both model output curves, and the secondary y axis on the right corresponds to both APLE curves.

IV. CONCLUSION

In this work, we have developed a machine-learning
based method to uncover orbital resonances using re-
currence quantification analysis (RQA) in dynamical
maps. Using the Poincaré section method, applica-
tions to continuous-time data follow in a straightforward
manner.

We have demonstrated the effectiveness of our algo-
rithm on two primary test cases:

• the Poincaré section of a test particle near a per-
turbed black hole, as a model for the conserva-
tive portion of an EMRI, whose evolution is highly
non-homogeneous in the phase space,

• a dynamical map in a 4-dimensional phase space,
where the visualization tools which are critical for
conventional methods are absent.

While the identification of resonances in the 4-
dimensional case is not as clear as in 2-dimensional

cases, we conclude that this method is effective. Yet,
there are multiple network parameters which can be
optimized, along with engineering more general training
data which may improve the performance of the method.

One of the primary motivations for this research is to
identify orbital resonances due to the spin of the sec-
ondary in an EMRI. In this case, both issues above are
relevant, as the general shape of the phase space remains
similar in the orbital degrees of freedom, and another
degree of freedom is added when the secondary gains a
spin.

At the same time, Birkhoff chains arise generically in
near-integrable systems, and appear in a large portion of
problems in physics and related fields. As such, methods
which aid in their detection and proper treatment are
critical in many problems in physics and related fields.
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Appendix A: Codes

Code used to generate trajectories, train and evaluate
the networks has been implemented in Python 3.11.5.
The machine learning part has been done using the Py-
Torch framework version 2.1.0 through Python bind-
ings. A release of the code used in this article is under
preparation.

To determine optimal embedding parameters, the
programs mutual and false_nearest from the
TISEAN [29] package are used. All recurrence plots and
quantifiers are computed using the commandline recur-
rence plots tool [9, 30, 31].
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