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ABSTRACT

Permutation Entropy and statistiCal Complexity Analysis for astRophYsics (PECCARY) is a com-

putationally inexpensive, statistical method by which any time-series can be characterized as predomi-

nately regular, complex, or stochastic. Elements of the PECCARY method have been used in a variety

of physical, biological, economic, and mathematical scenarios, but have not yet gained traction in the

astrophysical community. This study introduces the PECCARY technique with the specific aims to

motivate its use in and optimize it for the analysis of astrophysical orbital systems. PECCARY works

by decomposing a time-dependent measure, such as the x-coordinate or orbital angular momentum

time-series, into ordinal patterns. Due to its unique approach and statistical nature, PECCARY is

well-suited for detecting preferred and forbidden patterns (a signature of chaos), even when the chaotic

behavior is short-lived or when working with a relatively short duration time-seriesor small sets of

time-series data. A variety of examples are used to demonstrate the capabilities of PECCARY. These

include mathematical examples (sine waves, varieties of noise, sums of sine waves, well-known chaotic

functions), a double pendulum system, and astrophysical tracer particle simulations with potentials

of varying intricacies. Since the adopted timescale used to diagnose a given time-series can affect

the outcome, a method is presented to identify an ideal sampling scheme, constrained by the overall

duration and the natural timescale of the system. The accompanying PECCARY Python package and

its usage are discussed.

Keywords: Theoretical techniques(2093) — Galaxy dynamics(591) – Orbits(1184) — Orbit determi-

nation(1175) — Time series analysis(1916) — Exoplanet dynamics(490)

1. INTRODUCTION

Permutation Entropy and statistiCal Complexity

Analysis for astRophYsics (PECCARY) is a statistical

method used to characterize a time-series as regular,

stochastic (i.e., random or noisy), or complex, and iden-

tify its relevant timescales (Bandt & Pompe 2002; Rosso

et al. 2007; Weck et al. 2015). The use of Permutation

Entropy and Statistical Complexity measures has been

Corresponding author: Sóley Hyman, Kathryne J. Daniel

soleyhyman@arizona.edu, kjdaniel@arizona.edu

gaining traction in a wide variety of physical, biologi-

cal, and mathematical scenarios, including plasma tur-

bulence (Maggs & Morales 2013; Gekelman et al. 2014;

Weck et al. 2015; Maggs et al. 2015; Zhu et al. 2017),

Solar wind and space plasma (Suyal et al. 2012; Weck

et al. 2015; Ribeiro et al. 2017; Olivier et al. 2019; Wey-

gand & Kivelson 2019; Good et al. 2020), geological pro-

cesses (Donner et al. 2015), river flow (Serinaldi et al.

2014; Thaxton et al. 2018), economic trends (Zunino

et al. 2010; Bariviera et al. 2013; Araujo et al. 2020),

biological or medical rhythms (Jordan et al. 2008; Li

et al. 2010; Aronis et al. 2018), and for understand-
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ing the spread of the COVID-19 virus (Fernandes et al.

2020).

One of the drivers of the evolution of a dynamical

orbital system depends on the relative fraction and dis-

tribution of regular and complex orbits, as well as the

timescales associated with each. Indeed, the formula-

tion of chaos theory itself is firmly rooted in the study

of chaotic behavior in astrophysical dynamical systems

(e.g., the three body problem, Poincaré 1891) and con-

tinues to inform studies of the secular evolution of galax-

ies (e.g., Fux 2001; Pichardo et al. 2003; Patsis 2006;

Manos & Athanassoula 2011; Valluri et al. 2016), plane-

tary systems (e.g., Malhotra 1993; Gladman 1993; Saha

& Tremaine 1993; Astakhov et al. 2003; Lithwick & Wu

2011; Deck et al. 2013), and black hole dynamics (e.g.,

Contopoulos 1990; Suzuki & Maeda 2000; Merritt &

Poon 2004), to name a few. The role of chaos in the evo-

lution of dynamical systems is not the same as that of

stochastic processes (whether physical or computation-

ally induced, see Pfenniger 1986; Kandrup & Willmes

1994; Murray-Clay & Chiang 2006; Sellwood & Debat-

tista 2009; Neyrinck et al. 2022, for various treatments),

though they can be nearly indistinguishable in practice

(Rosso et al. 2007) and quite often both are confusingly

labeled “stochastic.” Differentiating between the two is

particularly relevant in understanding the difference be-

tween dynamical processes and issues that arise from the

limited resolution in discretized computation, like shot

noise (e.g., Schaap & van de Weygaert 2000; Dehnen

2001; Varadi et al. 2003; Sellwood & Debattista 2009;

Sellwood 2014).

The PECCARY method is able to discern the na-

ture of fluctuations in a time-series through its de-

composition into a distribution of the occurrence fre-

quency of patterns (described in Section 2.1). PEC-

CARY can be set apart from well-known methods for

determining regions of orbital chaos or irregularity, such

as Lyapanov exponential divergence (e.g., Pichardo et al.

2003), Kolmogorov-Arnold-Moser (KAM) theory analy-

sis (Weinberg 2015a,b), Frequency Map Analysis (e.g.,

Laskar et al. 1992; Papaphilippou & Laskar 1996, 1998;

Valluri & Merritt 1998; Valluri et al. 2012; Price-Whelan

et al. 2016; Beraldo e Silva et al. 2019), and Surface

of Section (SoS) analysis (e.g. Martinet 1974; Athanas-

soula et al. 1983) since it is optimized to identify chaotic

behavior on relatively short timescales and is agnostic

to underlying physics. PECCARY expands the tool-

box that astrophysical researchers have at their disposal

for understanding dynamical systems. It provides an

analysis technique that is suitable in situations where

long-standing traditional techniques may not be as ap-

plicable, such as simulations with time-dependent po-

tentials (e.g., a slowing bar or in systems that are ac-

creting mass).

This work introduces the theoretical framework of

PECCARY and explores its applicability and limitations

in astrophysical systems. §2 gives an overview of the

theory, how ordinal patterns are determined, how the

metrics of Permutation Entropy and Statistical Com-

plexity are computed, and the usage of the HC-plane.

§3 discusses the usage, interpretation, and limitations of

the method, as well as an idealized sampling scheme. §4
demonstrates the capabilities of PECCARY via a variety

of mathematical, physical, and astrophysical examples.

§5 provides an outlook into future work and tests to be

done with PECCARY, and §6 summarizes the conclu-

sions.

2. OVERVIEW OF THE PECCARY METHOD

PECCARY is comprised of two different statistical

measures: Permutation Entropy and Statistical Com-

plexity. The Permutation Entropy and Statistical Com-

plexity measures were developed in the early 2000s (e.g.,

Bandt & Pompe 2002; Rosso et al. 2007) as a way to dis-

tinguish noise from discrete chaotic maps, such as the

logistic map or bifurcation diagram.

In this context , PECCARY uses a discretized time-

series through a sampling scheme (described in Sec-

tion 2.1) and calculates the Permutation Entropy and

Statistical Complexity values in order to determine what

type of behavior (regular, stochastic, complex) is ex-

hibited. This is done by extracting and counting the

occurrence frequency of the sampled data, which are

called “ordinal patterns.” Ordinal patterns are groups

of points that are ordered from smallest to largest rel-

ative amplitude. The resulting order of indices is that

ordinal pattern. For example, if a series of points had

values [8, 3, -2, 5] the resulting pattern would be “3241”

since the third value of the array is the smallest, the sec-

ond one is the second smallest, etc. Section 2.1 gives a

more in-depth discussion of how these ordinal patterns

are extracted and determined.

PECCARY operates on the principle that ordinal pat-

terns may be found within any time-series that has N

discrete, sequential measurements, calculations, or sim-

ulated quantities taken at fixed separation. Since the or-

dinal patterns are determined purely by comparing rel-

ative amplitudes, PECCARY is agnostic to the physics

and other parameters of the system (which often factor

into other chaos/noise differentiation methods).

2.1. Determination of Ordinal Patterns

In their pioneering work, Bandt & Pompe (2002) de-

veloped the Permutation Entropy (H) measure as a
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means to identify chaotic behavior. Their approach re-

lied on what they called “ordinal patterns.” An ordinal

pattern is defined as the order in which a subset of n se-

quential, discrete measurements from a given time-series

appears such that their values increase from lowest rel-

ative amplitude to highest relative amplitude. In cases

where there exist two equal values, the original order of

points in the time-series is preserved. The values them-

selves are irrelevant since the magnitude of change be-

tween steps plays no role in this analysis.

Figures 1 and 2 illustrate this definition. In Fig-

ure 1(a), a set of N = 19 points is shown representing

an arbitrary time-series along the horizontal axis. The

three shaded regions highlight sets of n = 5 time-steps,

which in this case are both sequential and contiguous.

These sequences are again shown in Figures 1(b), (c),

and (d), with the ordinal pattern written at the bottom

of each panel. The ordinal pattern for these sets of five

points is found by first determining which ordinal po-

sition has the lowest value, then which ordinal position

has the next lowest value, and so on through each of

the five points. This pattern can be represented by the

numerical sequence shown at the bottom of each of the

lower panels in Figure 1.

Ordinal patterns are extracted through a method that

uses two parameters: the sampling size n and the sam-

pling interval ℓ. The sampling size n is the number

of sequential points extracted to construct the ordinal

patterns. Any time-series can be decomposed into con-

secutive, overlapping sets of n time-steps, where the

number of possible permutation orders is n!. The sam-

pling interval ℓ is the integer number of timesteps from

one sampled point to the next and probes the corre-

sponding physical timescale in PECCARY (e.g., Zunino

et al. 2012; Gekelman et al. 2014; Weck et al. 2015).

The timescale for an extracted ordinal pattern associ-

ated with a given sampling size and sampling interval

(known as the “pattern timescale”) is given by,

tpat = ℓ δt(n− 1) , (1)

where δt is the time-step resolution and the pattern

length spans n− 1 sampling intervals ℓ.

The sampling interval for consecutive points is given

by ℓ = 1. It is not necessary, and often not optimal, for

the n extracted time-steps used to construct an ordinal

pattern be contiguous (i.e., ℓ = 1). Figure 2 illustrates

how ordinal patterns using sampling interval ℓ = 3 are

constructed using the same pattern from Figure 1. Here,

every third point is grouped as shown by a given color.

These three sets of five points are shown in panels (b)-

(d) in Figure 2 and the numerical representation of their

ordinal patterns are also indicated, as in Figure 1.

1 2 3 4 5| | | |

Ordinal Pattern:

(b)

5 3 4 2 1| | | |

Ordinal Pattern:

(c)

4 1 3 2 5| | | |

Ordinal Pattern:

(d)

(a)

Figure 1. An arbitrary time-series ofN = 19 discrete points
used to construct embedding dimension n = 5 ordinal pat-
terns. Shaded regions in panel (a) indicate three examples
of patterns using sampling interval ℓ = 1. Shaded points
in panels (b)-(d) show the ordinal pattern from lowest value
(bottom) to highest value (top) of the five points within each
shaded region. This ordinal pattern can be represented by
the numerical sequence listed at the bottom of each panel.

Note that Bandt & Pompe (2002) called the sampling

size the “embedding dimension” and the sampling in-

terval the “embedding delay.” These refer to the same

parameters, but this paper adopts different language for

a more intuitive framing.

In order for PECCARY to produce meaningful results,

the sampling size n must be large enough that the set

of possible ordinal patterns can be robustly used to de-

scribe the time-series (n>2, Bandt & Pompe 2002), but

not so large that the number of patterns becomes in-

tractable. To the second point, PECCARY requires the

condition n! ≪ N be met, where N is the total number

of sequential points in the time-series (Rosso et al. 2007).

Bandt & Pompe (2002) noted that a practical choice lies

between 3 ≤ n ≤ 7. They did not attempt a thorough

proof; rather, they showed that chaotic behavior is well

identified (even for noisy data) using values of n within

these bounds, with a slightly clearer signal near n = 6.

A sampling size of n = 5 is adopted throughout this

study, following the practice of several studies that ef-

fectively use Permutation Entropy (e.g., Cao et al. 2004;

Rosso et al. 2007; Weck et al. 2015). A more thorough

theoretical treatment is beyond the scope of this work

but would yield useful justification for one’s choice of n

in future studies.

2.2. Pattern Probability and Pattern Probability

Distributions

After extracting the ℓ(n − 1) ordinal patterns from

the time-series, the pattern probability distribution P

(also called the “pattern distribution” by Weck et al.
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1 4 5 2 3| | | |

Ordinal Pattern:

(b)

4 1 5 3 2| | | |

Ordinal Pattern:

(c)

4 3 5 2 1| | | |

Ordinal Pattern:

(d)

(a)

Figure 2. The same arbitrary time-series of N = 19 dis-
crete points from Figure 1, but with color coded shading
corresponding to embedding dimension ℓ = 3 (i.e., skipping
every two time-steps). Each highlighted pattern is projected
in panels in (b)-(d) to illustrate the ordinal pattern extracted
from the ℓ = 3 sampling. The ordinal patterns extracted us-
ing ℓ = 3 are different than those using ℓ = 1 in Figure 1.

(2015)) can be produced for the n! possible patterns.

The probability p(πi) for each pattern πi in P is found

by normalizing the occurrence frequency of that pattern

so that
n!∑
i

p(πi) = 1 , (2)

where the subscript i denotes one of the n! possible pat-

terns. The nature of a time-series as regular, stochastic,

or complex, can be discerned by calculating two statis-

tical measures, the Permutation Entropy H and Statis-

tical Complexity C of the resulting pattern probability

distribution P , for a given sampling size n and sampling

interval ℓ. Section 2.3 introduces and describes these

measures in depth.

It is useful to consider the following two extreme cases:

(1) a distribution where every pattern is equally repre-

sented (e.g., white noise), as in Figure 3(a), and (2) a

periodic time-series dominated by very regular patterns

(e.g., a sine wave), as visualized by a histogram of the

occurrence frequency in Figure 3(c). Most distributions

have a more complex set of occurrence frequencies, as

exemplified by the distribution in Figure 3(c). Such dis-

tributions reveal favored (high occurrence frequency) or

forbidden patterns (low or zero occurrence frequency).

Time-series data analyzed using PECCARY must ad-

equately populate the n! patterns in order to ensure the

value for each occurrence probability p(πi) is statisti-

cally significant. In practice, either the time-series must

be sufficiently long or multiple time-series can be com-

bined. The first case is appropriate for long datasets

where the characteristic behavior of the time-series is

not time-dependent, as in the case study in §4.2. The

latter is appropriate for shorter characteristic timescales

and requires an ensemble of time-series. In any case,

PECCARY is only able to probe the characteristic be-

havior of a time-series at timescales corresponding to an

appropriately sampled time domain. Section 3.2 dis-

cusses a method for determining the minimum time-

series duration as well as a range of appropriate sam-

pling intervals.

2.3. Permutation Entropy and Statistical Complexity

The core of the PECCARY method is the calculation

of the Permutation Entropy and Statistical Complexity,

which are used in combination to evaluate whether a

given time-series is regular, complex, or stochastic. Ta-

ble 1 provides a glossary of the terms used in this section,

as well as equation references.

2.3.1. Permutation Entropy

A common metric for a pattern probability distribu-

tion P is the Shannon Entropy (or information entropy)

(Shannon 1948), expressed as,

S[P ] = −
n!∑
i

p(πi) log p(πi) . (3)

The value of S normalized to its maximum possible

value, i.e.,

H[P ] =
S[P ]

log n!
, (4)

is the Permutation Entropy (Bandt & Pompe 2002;

Rosso et al. 2007). Using this metric, a time-series that

is dominated by a single pattern (e.g., a linear ramp),

would have H = 0, while an equally probable distribu-

tion of patterns (e.g., white noise, as in Figure 3(a)),

would have H = 1. An intermediate pattern, as in Fig-

ure 3(b), would have an intermediate value for H.

Periodic time-series, such as sine waves or triangle

waves, have limited numbers of possible permutations,

as in Figure 3(c). There are upward and downward or-

dered ramp patterns and some additional patterns from

permutations that include local maxima or minima in

the periodic function.

The number of possible patterns does not change with

embedding delay since the same patterns are possible no

matter the sampling resolution. However, the probabil-

ity for a given pattern does depend on the sampling res-

olution. For example, the probability for ramp patterns

increases as the sampling interval decreases.

The lower limit for the value of H for a periodic func-

tion is the limit when only two ramping patterns (up-

ward and downward) are measured. That is,

Hmin
per (n) =

log 2

log(n!)
. (5)
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Figure 3. Left: Sample section of time-series from t = 0 to t = 175 out of t = 0 to t = 5× 104 for (a) white noise (stochastic),
(b) Hénon Map (chaotic), and (c) sinusoidal (periodic), where the inset is a zoom-in of a short timescale segment of the series.
Right: Ordinal pattern probability p(π) for possible ordinal patterns π for each time-series given an sampling size n = 5 and
sampling interval ℓ = 1. The stochastic time-series has a uniform distribution of patterns, the periodic time-series has a small
number of preferred patterns, and the chaotic time-series has a variety of preferred, underpreferred, and forbidden patterns.

The limiting minimum possible value for the Permuta-

tion Entropy of a periodic function when n = 5 is thus

Hmin
per (n=5) = 0.14478.

The limiting maximum possible value of H for a pe-

riodic function is the case when the probability of each

possible pattern is equal. The number of possible pat-

terns for any periodic function composed of two ramping

patterns is conjectured to be

Nperiodic(n) = 2[2(n− 2) + 1]. (6)

This can be understood in the case of a triangle func-

tion. There is one upward ramping pattern (last term

in brackets), and there are (n − 2) non-ramp patterns

around the crest where any evenly spaced sampling will

either have points sampled on the right side staggered

with higher than values than on the left or vice versa

(second term in brackets). There is also a symmetry for

downward ramping points and points around the trough.

The same ordinal patterns exist for single-frequency pe-

riodic functions, like sine and cosine, which are indistin-

guishable from a triangle function with the same max-

imum/minimum frequency. This hypothesis has been

tested for the range of sampling sizes between 3 < n < 8.

It follows that,

Hmax
per (n) =

logNperiodic(n)

log(n!)
. (7)

Since Nperiodic(n=5) = 14, a periodic function sam-

pled with an sampling size of n=5 is expected to have

H≤Hmax
per =0.55124.

2.3.2. Disequilibrium and Complexity

The pattern probability distribution P can also be

characterized by how poorly it is described by the pat-
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tern probability distribution for the uniform case, Pe,

where each possible pattern has equal probability pe =

1/n!. The divergence of ensemble P from Pe is called

the “disequilibrium” and is defined as,

d[P, Pe] = S

[
P + Pe

2

]
− 1

2
S[P ]− 1

2
S[Pe] , (8)

where S[P + Pe] is the Shannon Entropy for the sum of

pattern probability distributions P and Pe. The value

of the disequilibrium d(P, Pe) is normalized by its maxi-

mum possible value (d/dmax) is given by (Lamberti et al.

2004),

D[P, Pe] =
2d[P, Pe]

2 log(2n!)− log(n!)− n!+1
n! log(n! + 1)

,

(9)

and scales in the opposite direction to the Permutation

Entropy (e.g., D → 1 as H → 0). Statistical Complex-

ity, also known as the Jensen-Shannon Complexity, is

given by the product (Lamberti et al. 2004; Rosso et al.

2007),

C[P, Pe] = D[P, Pe]H[P ]. (10)

Low values for C indicate a system with a distribution

of ordinal patterns that are either far from the uniform

distribution, as H approaches zero, or very near the

uniform distribution, as D approaches zero. Maximum

complexity occurs in an intermediate range when both

H and D are non-zero.

The Statistical Complexity (C) measure has been

compared to several established (e.g., Lyapanov anal-

ysis) and emerging (e.g., the LMC measure López-Ruiz

et al. 1995) methods for identifying chaotic or complex

behavior and is shown to be robust for a wide range

of scenarios (Lamberti et al. 2004; Rosso et al. 2007),

including logistic maps, the skew tent map, the Hénon

map, the Lorenz map of Rossler’s oscillator, and Schus-

ter maps (Schuster 1988). Further, C is an intensive

measure that can be used to provide insight into the

dynamics of a system (Lamberti et al. 2004), such as

relevant timescales (explored in Sections 2.4 & 4). It is

also reliably able to quantify the degree of chaos in sys-

tems that also have some degree of periodicity (Lamberti

et al. 2004) or stochasticity (Rosso et al. 2007; Zunino

et al. 2012).

2.4. The HC-Plane

Any time-series can be qualitatively sorted into its

degree of regular, stochastic, and/or complex behavior

by combining the metrics for the Permutation Entropy

H (normalized Shannon Entropy) and Statistical Com-

plexity C (normalized Jensen-Shannon Complexity) for

a given sampling interval ℓ and sampling size n (Rosso

et al. 2007). Specifically, H provides a quantitative scale

for how stochastic or noisy the time-series is, while C

measures the degree of complexity or chaos by how many

statistically preferred and/or forbidden patterns there

are.

These regimes can be visualized as locations on a co-

ordinate plane where the Permutation Entropy (H) is

on the x-axis and the Statistical Complexity (C) is on

the y-axis. Figure 4 illustrates the HC-plane with max-

imum and minimum limiting values for C(H) indicated

with solid curves, where the grey regions outside these

curves are forbidden. The bounding curves are com-

puted following a technique from Calbet & Lopez-Ruiz

(2001) using a Lagrange multiplier technique for each

fixed Permutation Entropy from Equation 10. Regular

time-series generate coordinates that occupy the left-

hand region of the HC-plane while noisy time-series oc-

cupy the lower right. Complex or chaotic time-series oc-

cupy the upper middle region (Rosso et al. 2007; Zunino

et al. 2012; Gekelman et al. 2014; Weck et al. 2015).

Pure periodic functions (see discussion in §4.1.1) and

circular orbits (see §4.3.1) fall on or within the region

bounded by the dashed boundary line.

There are three example time-series plotted on the

HC-plane in Figure 4. These time-series are shown in

Figure 3, where sampling parameters of sampling inter-

val ℓ = 1 and sampling size n = 5 were used to produce

each [H,C] coordinate in Fig. 4. The time-series gen-

erated from a uniform random number generator shown

in Figure 3(a) (purple) is labeled as white noise and

occupies the most extreme lower-right position in the

HC-plane. The Hénon Map is a system described by

(Hénon 1976),

(xm, ym) =

xm+1 = 1− ax2
m + ym

ym+1 = bxm

, (11)

which produces the chaotic time-series shown in Fig-

ure 3(b) (yellow) using the selected parameters, a = 1.4

and b = 0.3. The [H,C] coordinate from this time-series

lies near the very top of the complexity region. The sine

wave shown in Figure 3 falls on the pure-periodic region

boundary line on the left side of the HC plane.

3. USAGE AND INTERPRETATION

3.1. Setting up PECCARY

To use PECCARY, the code can be installed from

the Python Package Index (PyPI) via the command

pip install peccary or downloaded from the GitHub
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Table 1. Glossary of Statistical Terms

Symbol Name Definition Eq. no

P
Pattern probability
distribution

All possible n! ordinal pattern permutations §2.2

Pe
Equilibrium pattern
probability distribution

Uniform distribution of all possible
n! ordinal pattern permutations

§2.3.2

πi i-th ordinal pattern
A possible pattern permutation of the pattern
probability distribution P

§2.2

S Shannon Entropy Information entropy §2.3.1, Eq. 3

H Permutation Entropy
Normalized Shannon Entropy, measure used
in HC-plane analysis

§2.3.1, Eq. 4

Hmin
per (n)

Minimum possible
Permutation Entropy
for a periodic function

Smallest value of H for a periodic function
(e.g., sine wave); dependent on sampling size

§2.3.1, Eq. 5

Hmax
per (n)

Maximum possible
Permutation Entropy
for a periodic function

Largest value of H for a periodic function
(e.g., sine wave); dependent on sampling size

§2.3.1, Eq. 7

H(ℓ) H-curve
Permutation Entropy as a function of the
sampling interval

§3.2

d Disequilibrium
Measure of how far pattern probability
distribution P is from a uniform
distribution of patterns

§2.3.2, Eq. 8

D Normalized disequilibrium
Normalized measure of disequilibrium used
in calculation of C

§2.3.2, Eq. 9

C
Jensen-Shannon
Statistical Complexity

Measure used in HC-plane analysis §2.3.2, Eq. 10

C(ℓ) C-curve
Statistical Complexity as a function of
the sampling interval

§3.2

repository.1 Documentation and tutorials for running

the code can be found on the PECCARY website.2 At

its most basic, all that is needed is a time-series and

a chosen sampling interval ℓ. By default, the sampling

size is set to n = 5 (see Section 2.1).

Typically, the time-series measures used are deter-

mined by the system and the symmetry in question. For

example, when investigating orbital behavior in a barred

disk, the appropriate choice may be the Cartesian coor-

dinate along the length of the bar in the rotating frame

to discern the behavior of those orbits.

3.2. Idealized Sampling Scheme and Limitations

Due to the flexibility of the PECCARY method, it is

possible to probe the orbital behavior on a variety of

different timescales. This can be done by calculating H

and C for a range of different sampling intervals ℓ and

producing H- and C-curves, or H(ℓ) and C(ℓ). Alterna-

tively, a single pattern timescale or sampling interval can

be chosen to probe the timescale of maximum Statisti-

1 https://github.com/soleyhyman/chaos-orbits
2 https://peccary.readthedocs.io

cal Complexity or any generic timescale. However, if the

chosen sampling interval, ℓ, is poorly matched with the

natural timescale of the system, or the overall duration

of the time-series, tdur, is insufficient, the interpreted re-

sults may be inaccurate. For example, if a continuous

chaotic time-series is sampled at small enough intervals,

ramping behavior will dominate. Similarly, if the same

time-series is sampled with too large of a sampling in-

terval, it will appear stochastic.

Any given time-series has three primary timescales of

interest. These are the overall duration of the time-series

tdur, the natural timescale of the system tnat, and the

pattern timescale tpat of the ordinal pattern sampling

scheme. One can find ratios to relate these timescales

to one another. Below is a description of the method

adopted by this study to guide in the selection of appro-

priate parameters for a given time-series that is based

on these ratios. Table 2 lists the relevant timescales and

sampling parameters, their definitions, and references to

their descriptions in this text.

The number of natural timescales (e.g., orbital peri-

ods) in a given time-series is represented by the ratio

tdur/tnat. The time-resolution required to capture the

https://github.com/soleyhyman/chaos-orbits
https://peccary.readthedocs.io
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Figure 4. The HC-plane is an effective visualization of
Permutation Entropy and Statistical Complexity, where the
value for the Permutation Entropy H, for a time-series as-
suming given sampling interval is plotted on the x-axis and
the value for Statistical Complexity C, is plotted on the y-
axis. The upper and lower limits for C are indicated by
the solid (black) crescent shaped curves, here specifically for
n = 5. The relative scale of these boundaries depends on the
embedding dimension, though it varies only slightly n = 3
through n = 6. The regions are associated with stochastic-
ity fall in the lower right, while those associated with com-
plex behavior fall in the upper central part of the plane.
The dashed line indicates the boundary for the region for a
purely periodic function, with the regular orbits outside of it.
The [H,C] coordinates are shown for the time-series in Fig-
ure 3 with sampling size n = 5 and sampling interval ℓ = 1.
Vertical dashed lines represent the minimum and maximum
Permutation Entropy values for a purely periodic function
(i.e., Hmin

per and Hmax
per ).

nature of the time-series can be represented by the ratio

tpat/tnat.

Systems with well-known periodic or chaotic behav-

ior are used to determine the minimum necessary con-

straints for tdur/tnat and tpat/tnat.

3.2.1. Minimum time-series duration, tdur/tnat

Several time-series with a range of durations, tdur,

were created for a sine wave with given fixed period,

where here tperiod = tnat. These were used to determine

the minimum duration necessary to diagnose a given

system, tdur/tnat. Ratios ranged between tdur/tnat =

0.5 − 10. For each of these time-series, values for

[H,C] were calculated for a range of selected tpat such

that tpat/tnat = 0.1 − 0.7. The resulting [H,C] values

were then plotted on the HC-plane and as H(tpat/tnat)

curves.

Pure periodic/closed functions such as sine waves have

a characteristic behavior in their H-curves in that they

increase from the Hmin
per lower limit (at small sampling

intervals) until they reach the upper limit of Hmax
per and

then oscillate between Hmax
per and lower values of H. On

the HC-plane, this corresponds to the [H,C] points

falling exactly on the periodic boundary line or zig-

zagging between that boundary line shown in Figure 4

and the region to the left of it.

Within the range of time-series durations sampled,

[H,C] values diverged to the right of the periodic bound-

ary and did not reach the Hmax
per upper limit when

tdur fell below critical thresholds. For the sine wave,

H(tpat/tnat) stopped reaching Hmax
per at tdur/tnat∼1.5,

while the HC-plane behavior significantly deviated

from the aforementioned characteristic behavior at

tdur/tnat∼1. The first two rows of Figure 5 illustrate

this behavior.

In cases where the duration of the orbital behavior in

question is shorter than this limit, one might consider

stacking time-series for multiple orbits. Initial explo-

rations indicate that stacking multiple, shorter duration

time-series can return reliable results. This will be fur-

ther explored in a later paper in this series.

3.2.2. Timescale resolution, tpat/tnat

To identify the largest value of tpat/tnat that should

be used with PECCARY, the same H(tpat/tnat) plots

created for identifying the minimum tdur/tnat (Sec-

tion 3.2.1) were used. To establish a conservative upper

limit, the maximum tpat/tnat was found by locating the

lowest value of tpat/tnat at which H(tpat/tnat) for a sine

wave fell significantly below the Hmin
per line, regardless of

the use of an appropriate tdur/tnat ratio. For the sine

wave, this occurred at tpat/tnat∼0.5 when tdur/tnat∼0.6.

The third row of Figure 5 shows this graphically.

For the lower limit of tpat/tnat, the x-coordinate time-

series from the chaotic Lorenz strange attractor sim-

ulation were used. Similar to the processes used to

constrain tdur/tnat and to establish an upper limit for

tpat/tnat, H-curves and HC-plane plots were generated

for a range of tpat/tnat values, ranging from 0.1 to

0.7 with the Hmin
per and Hmax

per lines overplotted. The

minimum tpat/tnat was set to be the value at which

the H-curve crossed the Hmax
per line (i.e., transitioning

from appearing regular to appearing complex). For the

tdur/tnat = 1.5, x-coordinate time-series for the Lorenz

strange attractor, this occurred at tpat/tnat∼0.25. For

a more conservative constraint, this was rounded up to

0.3. The fourth row of Figure 5 illustrates this.

3.2.3. Recommended sampling scheme constraints

The sampling scheme tests performed in Sections 3.2.1

and 3.2.2 used two systems with known behavior, i.e.,

a periodic (sinusoid) function and a continuous chaotic

system (Lorenz strange attractor). To obtain reliable
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[H,C] values, the time-series duration must be at least

on order the natural timescale (i.e., tdur/tnat >∼ 1) and

preferably tdur/tnat≳1.5, and the time-resolution should

fall in an approximate range of 0.3 ≲ tpat/tnat ≲ 0.5. In

practice, this ratio can be used to select an appropriate

value for sampling interval ℓ.

Note that all of these limits are derived using a sam-

pling size of n = 5 and a similar process will need to

be followed in order to find the appropriate constraints

when using other values for n. Figure 5 shows example

diagnostic plots used to obtain the constraints reported

in this paper.

3.3. Interpreting PECCARY Values

There are two methods by which one can interpret the

Permutation Entropy and Statistical Complexity values

produced by PECCARY. The most exact way is to plot

the H- and C-curves for each orbit within the system,

though this can be difficult with many particles. This

will show the different behaviors of the orbit(s) on differ-

ent timescale probes, as regular, complex, and stochas-

tic time-series all have different H(ℓ) and C(ℓ) shapes.

Should the system be evolving with time, the timescale

of the orbital behavior in question should be used to

approximate the duration of the time-series, tdur, when

considering the whether or not its nature can be dis-

cerned using a single orbit with PECCARY. As men-

tioned in Section 5, stacking techniques will be devel-

oped in a future publication.

For stochastic time-series, the Permutation Entropy

and Statistical Complexity curves are close to constant,

with H(ℓ) ∼ 1 and C(ℓ) ∼ 0. This is due to the fact

that generated noise or stochasticity do not have any

characteristic timescales.

Chaotic systems, on the other hand, have a character-

istic shape to their curves that depend on whether they

are discrete or continuous in nature. Discrete chaotic

systems have a characteristic timescale that is inher-

ently set to be ℓ = 1. As such, the maximum value

for the Statistical Complexity occurs when ℓ = 1. By

contrast, the maximum Statistical Complexity for con-

tinuous chaotic system depends on the approximate nat-

ural timescale. In terms of H- and C-curves, the value

for Permutation Entropy increases with increasing sam-

pling interval, while the value for Statistical Complexity

increases to some maximum value at a particular pat-

tern timescale, and then decreases. Examples of both

discrete and chaotic maps are given in Sections 4.1.3

and 4.2.

Compared to stochastic and complex signals, regu-

lar time-series generally have smaller values for H(ℓ=1)

that rise with increasing sampling interval. The H-

curves of purely periodic time-series (such as a sine

wave) also exhibit a characteristic pattern of H(ℓ) →
Hmax

per at tpat/tnat∼0.6 ratio and regularly returning to

that value as the sampling interval continues to increase.

This behavior is reflected in the C-curve as well (since C

depends on H), which results in a pure periodic function

falling on or within the periodic boundary of the HC-

plane for all sampling interval values. This is further

discussed in Section 4.1.1.

However for very large datasets and many particles,

generating H- and C-curves for each time-series can be

impractical. The next-best method is to choose a sam-

pling interval within the limits for tpat/tnat, as described

in Section 3.2. The location of where the values fall

within the HC-plane in Figure 4 result in the classifica-

tion of the orbit type.

In the case of ambiguous cases, it may be necessary to

incorporate additional methods, such as Fourier analysis

in order to break some of the degeneracy/uncertainty.

This will be the subject of a future paper in this series.

See Section 5 for further discussion.

4. EXAMPLES

This section provides a variety of examples demon-

strating the performance of the PECCARY method in

systems with known outcomes. In Section 4.1, PEC-

CARY is applied to several well-characterized, mathe-

matical functions, while Section 4.3 demonstrates the

usage of PECCARY on tracer particle simulations of

four well-known orbital systems.

4.1. Well-Characterized Mathematical Examples

4.1.1. Sine wave

The sine wave is a classic example of a pure periodic

function. This example generates five sine waves of dif-

ferent periods. Each of these time-series have a duration

of tdur = 10 s, sampled at a resolution of δt = 2−8 s, and

the duration of each time-series is greater than at least

five completed cycles (tdur/tnat > 5).

Figure 6 shows how the values for the Permutation En-

tropy (top, left panel) and Statistical Complexity (top,

middle panel) depend on the choice of sampling inter-

val (ℓ). The patterns in these plots are clearer when

plotting both as a function of the pattern timescale di-

vided by the period (i.e., natural timescale), tpat/tnat
(bottom panels). These panels illustrate that there is

a characteristic shape to the Permutation Entropy and

Statistical Complexity curves that depends on the pe-

riod of the oscillatory behavior. The curve for the Per-
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Figure 5. Illustration of method diagnostic for identifying sampling scheme constraints. Top row: H(tpat/tnat) and HC-plane
plots for a sine wave time-series with a duration of tdur/tnat = 1.5, with tnat being the period of the sinusoid. The HC-plane
on the right demonstrates the characteristic behavior of a periodic function, and the H-curve plot on the left shows that
H(tpat/tnat), or H(ℓ) does not reach the Hmax

per upper limit. Second row: H(tpat/tnat) and HC-plane plots for a sine wave
time-series with tdur/tnat = 1, i.e., tdur = tnat. Both H-curve and HC-plane plots show that behavior deviates significantly
from the characteristic behavior. Third row: H(tpat/tnat) and HC-plane plots for a sine wave time-series with tdur/tnat = 0.6.
H-curve shows the value for tpat/tnat at which H < Hmin

per . Points on HC-plane do not fall on the periodic boundary line. Fourth
row: H(tpat/tnat) and HC-plane plots for a chaotic Lorenz strange attractor time-series with tdur/tnat = 1.5. H-curve shows
the location at which H(tpat/tnat) > Hmax

per , indicating the region where the chaotic time-series is reliably classified as complex.
A circle on the HC-plane marks the accurately-classified points.
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Table 2. Glossary of Sampling Terms and Timescales

Parameter Type Symbol Name Definition Eq. no

Sampling
n Sampling size

Number of data points for each extracted
pattern (i.e., sampling window)

§2.1

ℓ Sampling interval
Number of points in between each extracted
point (i.e., sampling interval)

§2.1

Timescales

δt Time-step
Time element associated with a single step
in the time-series

§2.1

tpat Pattern Timescale Timescale for an ordinal pattern §2.1, Eq. 1
tdur Time-series duration Total duration for a time-series §3.2

tnat Natural timescale
Natural or approximate period of oscillation
for the system

§3.2
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mutation Entropy has a maximum value set by Hmax
periodic

(Equation 7) with the exception of three spikes that are

numerical artifacts. The HC-plane (top, right panel)

shows the distributions for all choices for ℓ.

4.1.2. Noise varieties

PECCARY is effective for a variety of colors (or power

spectra) of noise. Figure 7 shows the values for the Per-

mutation Entropy (left panel) and Statistical Complex-

ity (middle panel) as a function of the sampling inter-

val (ℓ) for five varieties of noise. These are white noise

(power spectral density equal at all frequencies ν), blue

noise (power spectral density ∝ ν), violet noise (power

spectral density ∝ ν2), Brownian noise (also called red

noise, power spectral density ∝ ν−2), and pink noise

(power spectral density ∝ ν−1). Using PECCARY’s

examples.noiseColors class, five sample time-series of

104 discrete measures were created for the aforemen-

tioned noise colors.

Each noise spectrum has values on the HC-plane that

are indicative of stochasticity. Furthermore, the Permu-

tation Entropy and Statistical Complexity curves (i.e.

H(ℓ) and C(ℓ)) from any type of noise have nearly con-

stant values for all choices for sampling interval ℓ, where

the value for C is close to or near 0 and the value for

H is close to or near 1 at all scales. This is due to

the fact that the value of the time-series at each time-

step comes from a random distribution, which means

the occurrence frequency of patterns at every sampling

interval will always be at or very near uniform.

4.1.3. Chaotic systems

Two well-studied examples of chaos are the Hénon

map (Eq. 11) and the Lorenz strange attractor. The

Hénon map is a discrete chaotic map, while the Lorenz

strange attractor is continuous. The Lorenz strange at-

tractor is a system described by (Lorenz 1963),

dx

dt
= σ(y − x) (12)

dy

dt
= x(ρ− z)− y (13)

dz

dt
= xy − βz (14)

which produces chaotic time-series. Figure 8 shows a

3D plot of the system using the standard parameters of

σ = 10, ρ = 20, and β = 8
3 , which Lorenz used in his

1963 paper.

Four time-series are generated to diagnose PEC-

CARY’s effectiveness for well-characterized chaotic sys-

tems: one from the Hénon map and three for the Carte-

sian coordinates of the Lorenz strange attractor.

While the idealized sampling scheme described in Sec-

tion 3.2 uses the natural oscillatory timescale of a time-

series, it can be difficult to identify a baseline oscillatory

period for a chaotic time-series. This set of chaotic ex-

amples demonstrate two ways to approximate a relevant

tnat timescale.

If the timescale to probe is unknown, a rough oscilla-

tory timescale can be determined by identifying the lo-

cations (in time) of the local maxima (or local minima)

of the time-series, calculating the elapsed time between

each peak, and taking the average of those values. This

is called the “approximated tnat” method.

Alternately, the timescale at which the maximum Sta-

tistical Complexity (C) occurs can be used for the ideal

sampling. In this method, the sampling interval cor-

responding to the peak value in the C(ℓ) curve is de-

termined. From that value, the pattern timescale tpat
can be calculated (via Equation 1). Depending on the

tpat/tnat ratio used (typically 0.4), that tpat value can be

used to find the natural oscillatory timescale tnat. This

is called the “tnat from maximum C(ℓ)” method.

Figure 9 illustrates the difference in how discrete and

continuous chaotic maps behave inH(ℓ) and C(ℓ) curves

when applying PECCARY to the four different time-

series. While both types of chaotic maps increase in

Permutation Entropy H as the sampling interval ℓ in-

creases, in Statistical Complexity, the discrete map falls

from its initial value and stays constant, while the con-

tinuous map increases and then eventually drops as the

sampling interval increases. The HC-plane shows the

[H,C] values calculated from ideal sampling with the

“approximated tnat method” as circles and those calcu-

lated with the “tnat from maximum C(ℓ)” method as

diamonds. All points fall within the chaotic regime of

the HC-plane.

This exercise illustrates that a chaotic time-series may

appear to be entirely stochastic if it is sampled at sam-

pling intervals where favored or forbidden patterns can-

not be resolved. A chaotic signal may have multi-

ple characteristic timescales for favored and forbidden

patterns, but these can only be discerned within the

timescales explored by the selected range of sampling

interval. In addition, the optimal sampling size, n, can

be modified in consideration of sampling favored pat-

terns for more or less complex or lengthy patterns.

4.2. Double Pendulum

PECCARY’s examples.doublePendulum was used to

generate time-series for a double pendulum system. The

model assumes upper and lower pendulum masses of

1 kg each and pendulum lengths of 1 m. The system

was allowed to evolve for a range of times (i.e., 2.5 s, 5 s,
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Figure 6. Permutation Entropy and Statistical Complexity values for a range of sampling intervals for five sine waves of different
periods. Top left panel : Permutation Entropy values for sampling intervals ranging from 1 to 200, with the corresponding pattern
timescales on the top x-axis. Sine waves with smaller periods reach the Hmax

per (n = 5) limit more quickly. Horizontal dashed lines
in the two left panels represent the upper and lower limits of Hmin

per (n = 5) and Hmax
per (n = 5), respectively. Bottom left panel :

The same Permutation Entropy values except that the x-axis is the pattern timescale scaled by the period of each sine wave
(i.e., tpat/tnat). All five of the H-curves overlap exactly, with the exception of the numerical spikes. Top center panel : Statistical
Complexity values as a function of sampling interval/pattern timescale. As with the H-curves, the sine waves with shorter
periods reach the initial peak much more rapidly than those with longer periods. Bottom center panel : Statistical Complexity
values plotted against the tpat/tnat ratio show that the C-curves for the different sine waves have the same functional form.
Top right panel : The H and C values for the five sine waves with ideal sampling (tpat/tnat = 0.4, tdur/tnat ≥ 1) plotted on the
HC-plane all fall on or within the boundary region for a pure periodic function.

10 s, 50 s, and 100 s) at a time resolution (i.e., step size)

of δt = 2−6 s. Figure 10 shows that while certain dura-

tions (e.g., 5 s and 10 s) remain in the complex region

after turning off from the periodic/regular regime, too

short of a duration (e.g., 2.5 s) will appear regular. The

sampling for the longer durations (50 s and 100 s) show

that too large of a sampling interval will cause chaotic

behavior to appear as noise on the HC-plane. With the

idealized sampling scheme, all the [H,C] points fall in

the complex regime, with the exception of the too-short

2.5 s simulation.

4.3. Astrophysical Examples

The tracer particle simulations for the astrophysical

examples in the following subsections were created with

galpy (Bovy 2015), using the symplec4 c integrator.

4.3.1. Keplerian Potential

While there are many types of regular orbits in as-

trophysics, only the point-mass (i.e., Keplerian) poten-

tial produces a special case of non-circular orbits that

close in a single period, due to the fact that the ra-

dial and azimuthal frequencies are equal. As such, the

Keplerian potential is an ideal scenario for testing reg-
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Figure 7. Permutation Entropy and Statistical Complexity values for a range of sampling intervals for five different colors of
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the pattern probability distributions are close to uniform. Right panel : The [H,C] values for sampling interval of ℓ = 1 plotted
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Figure 8. Three dimensional plot of the Lorenz strange
attractor with parameters σ = 10, ρ = 20, and β = 2.667.

ular orbits that close after 2π. In this case, galpy’s

Orbit.from name(’solar system’) function was used

to create a tracer-particle simulation of the orbits of

the eight planets of the solar system for a duration of

100 years, at a resolution of 2.85 days. Figure 11 demon-

strates that all the values fall on and within the peri-

odic/regular boundary of the HC-plane when using the

x-coordinate for the orbits.

4.3.2. Globular Cluster

A spherical potential is a minimally intricate

astrophysical example for testing the PECCARY

method. Using a spherical Plummer potential

(galpy.potential.PlummerPotential) and self-

consistent isotropic and spherical Plummer distribution

function (galpy.df.isotropicPlummerdf), 104 tracer

particles (representing stars) were evolved for a dura-

tion of 1 Gyr and an orbit integration time resolution

of 0.1 Myr. Figure 12 shows a sampling of 50 stellar

orbits plotted on the HC-plane based on the [H,C]

values calculated from the x-coordinates of orbits with

tdur/tpat ≥ 1.5 and tpat/tnat = 0.4. Many orbits fall

on or within the periodic/regular boundary, with others

falling within the “regular” regime. The divergence from

the periodic boundary line is likely due to the fact that

these are not closed orbits. The PECCARY method

will be developed further for investigating regimes such

as this in a future paper.

4.3.3. Triaxial Halo

A triaxial potential will exhibit regular orbits,

as well as chaotic orbits. To verify that PEC-

CARY returns this same conclusion, a tracer-particle
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map, the values of C initially increase and then gradually decrease. Right panel : The [H,C] values plotted on the HC-plane for
the different chaotic systems span across the HC-plane at ideal sampling. [H,C] points calculated using the “approximated tnat”
method are shown as circles, while those determined with the “tnat from maximum C(ℓ)” method are represented as diamonds.
All values fall within the chaotic regime.
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Figure 12. HC-plane showing the [H,C] values when
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coordinates are used for the PECCARY method, with orbital
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of the [H,C] values fall on or within the periodic/regular
boundary/region, though some have lower complexity val-
ues. None of the [H,C] values for the orbits exceed the Hmax

per

limit for n = 5, consistent with the expectation that all of
the orbits for a spherical potential are regular.

simulation of a Navarro-Frenk-White (NFW) po-

tential (galpy.potential.TriaxialNFWPotential)

was created with an isotropic NFW distribu-

tion function that samples a spherical NFW halo

(galpy.df.isotropicNFWdf). The default galpy set-

tings were used for the triaxial prescription, with the

exception of the y/x and z/x axis ratios. These two
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Figure 13. HC-plane showing the [H,C] values when
tpat/tnat = 0.4 for triaxial NFW halo tracer particles. The x-
coordinates are used for the PECCARY method, with orbital
periods satisfying the tdur/tnat ≥ 1.5 requirement. As ex-
pected for a triaxial potential, there is a mix particles falling
in both the regular and complex zones.

ratios are referred to as b and c, respectively, and were

set to b = 1.66 and c = 3 with a normalization of 0.35

based on the reported values for a Milky Way-like halo

in Rojas-Niño et al. (2012); Hesp & Helmi (2018). 104

stars were evolved for a duration of 100 Gyr at a time

resolution of 15.625 Myr.

Figure 13 shows [H,C] values at tpat/tnat = 0.4 for

the x-coordinates of simulated stars with tdur/tnat ≥ 1.5.

Several of the orbits fall within the regular regime, where

many of these were visually identified as tube orbits.

Some orbits, particularly those with shorter orbital pe-

riods, have time-series characteristics that are highly

complex. Future work will compare the results from

PECCARY to other known diagnostics of chaos.

4.3.4. Injected Noise

To test the sensitivity of PECCARY on several ideal-

ized examples of “noisy data,” different levels of noise

were injected to the various orbits presented in Sec-

tion 4.3.1-4.3.3. The noise injections were determined

by calculating the approximate amplitude of each or-

bital x-coordinate time-series (i.e., maximum absolute

value less the average value) and then adding a ran-

dom value to each time-step. The random “errors” were

drawn from a uniform distribution ranging from -1 to 1

and were then scaled by the amplitude of the time-series

and the fraction of the noise (i.e., 0.1, 0.5, or 1). The

noise injection “percentages” are defined as the ampli-

tude of the noise relative to the amplitude of the signal.
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Figure 14 compares values on the HC-planes of the

three noise levels at sampling intervals equivalent to

tpat/tnat = 0.4 and for orbits with tdur/tnat ≥ 1.5. Com-

pared to the original datasets, periodic and regular or-

bits with injected noise appear to increase primarily in

H, while complex orbits appear to have similar [H,C]

coordinates. To the level of 10% noise, the [H,C] values

have shifted significantly compared to the pure signals,

although they do not appear as stochastic. At 50% and

100% noise, almost all or all of the [H,C] points fall

primarily within the stochastic region.

5. FUTURE WORK

This paper introduces the PECCARY method for us-

age in astrophysics. While the measures of Permutation

Entropy and Statistical Complexity have been used in

other fields, including plasma physics (Weck et al. 2015),

to great success, those bodies of work involved systems

or models that were inherently discrete and could use a

sampling interval of ℓ = 1. The fundamentally contin-

uous nature of many astrophysical systems, as well as

the varied origin of stochasticity (i.e., natural noise or

background sources/behaviors), require great care with

choosing the appropriate sampling schemes. The PEC-

CARY method provides the first clear recommendations

for using Permutation Entropy and Statistical Complex-

ity measures to characterize the behaviors of continuous

systems.

This study investigates how well the method works

for several astrophysical systems with known behav-

iors (Section 4.3), but additional work is needed

for widespread uses. Future papers will develop a

method for estimating the confidence of the peri-

odic/regular/chaotic/stochastic diagnosis and run com-

parisons with existing methods for chaos identification,

such as frequency analysis mapping (Laskar 1990; Val-

luri & Merritt 1998; Valluri et al. 2012, 2016; Beraldo e

Silva et al. 2019, 2023) and potentially Lyapanov expo-

nents to test the robustness of PECCARY in this regime.

While Section 4.3.4 demonstrated an example of PEC-

CARY’s ability to handle noise injected into a known

system, additional work is needed on understanding

the sensitivities of the method for characterizing or-

bital behavior in a noisy signal. Future research will

center on developing more intricate astrophysical sim-

ulations (e.g., evolving, time-dependent potentials and

large-scale n-body simulations) to test the PECCARY

method. Other work will explore the efficacy of stack-

ing time-series in order to improve reliability for shorter

duration simulations and windowing, for understanding

how a system changes dynamically over time.

6. CONCLUSIONS

This paper introduces the PECCARY method to the

astrophysics community for the first time. PECCARY is

a statistical method that samples ordinal patterns from

any sort of time-series, creates a probability distribu-

tion of all possible permutations of those patterns, and

calculates the Permutation Entropy H and Statistical

Complexity C from that distribution. The location that

these Permutation Entropy and Statistical Complexity

coordinate values fall on the HC-plane indicate the clas-

sification of the orbital behavior.

This paper provides an overview of the underlying the-

ory and discuss best practices for initial implementations

of the PECCARY method. This work also demonstrates

that for pure periodic functions, the orbital period can

be easily extracted by using the shapes and initial peak

of the H(ℓ) curves.

The PECCARY method is effective for time-series

where the overall duration of the time-series is at min-

imum equal to the approximate period of the orbit,

though a ration of tdur/tnat ≳ 1.5 is ideal. While the

overall shapes of the H(ℓ) and C(ℓ) curves provide the

best indication for classifying the behavior of the data,

in many cases it is better to necessary or more efficient to

sample a single method. For cases such as these, the ra-

tio between the pattern timescale and the period should

be between 0.3 and 0.5, i.e., 0.3 ≲ tpat/tnat ≲ 0.5. The

corresponding sampling interval can be calculated with

the PECCARY package or using Equation 1.

Finally, a variety of different examples, both mathe-

matical and astrophysical, are presented as a proof of

concept of PECCARY. Additional tests of the method’s

sensitivity, limitations, and wider applications will be

presented in future papers in this series.

Extensive documentation and examples for the corre-

sponding PECCARY Python package are available on-

line.3 The source code can be found on GitHub4 and
builds can be found on the PyPI project page.5

The astrophysical simulations in Section 4.3 were cre-

ated using High Performance Computing (HPC) re-

sources supported by the University of Arizona TRIF,

UITS, and Research, Innovation, and Impact (RII) and

maintained by the UArizona Research Technologies de-

partment. SOH and KJD would like to acknowledge

support for the above resources. KJD also acknowl-

edges support provided by the Heising Simons Foun-

dation grant # 2022-3927.

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

3 https://peccary.readthedocs.io
4 https://github.com/soleyhyman/peccary
5 https://pypi.org/project/peccary/

https://peccary.readthedocs.io
https://github.com/soleyhyman/peccary
https://pypi.org/project/peccary/
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López-Ruiz, R., Mancini, H. L., & Calbet, X. 1995, Physics

Letters A, 209, 321

Lorenz, E. N. 1963, Journal of the Atmospheric Sciences,

20, 130,

doi: 10.1175/1520-0469(1963)020⟨0130:DNF⟩2.0.CO;2

Maggs, J. E., & Morales, G. J. 2013, Plasma Physics and

Controlled Fusion, 55, 085015.

http://stacks.iop.org/0741-3335/55/i=8/a=085015

Maggs, J. E., Rhodes, T. L., & Morales, G. J. 2015, Plasma

Physics and Controlled Fusion, 57, 045004.

http://stacks.iop.org/0741-3335/57/i=4/a=045004

Malhotra, R. 1993, Nature, 365, 819, doi: 10.1038/365819a0

Manos, T., & Athanassoula, E. 2011, MNRAS, 415, 629,

doi: 10.1111/j.1365-2966.2011.18734.x

Martinet, L. 1974, A&A, 32, 329

Merritt, D., & Poon, M. Y. 2004, ApJ, 606, 788,

doi: 10.1086/382497

Murray-Clay, R. A., & Chiang, E. I. 2006, ApJ, 651, 1194,

doi: 10.1086/507514

Neyrinck, M., Genel, S., & Stücker, J. 2022, arXiv e-prints,
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