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1 Abstract

In this paper, conformal fractional order discretization [31, 35, 36] is used to analyze bifurcation analysis
and stability of a predator-prey system. A continuous model has been discretized into a discrete one while
preserving the fractional-order dynamics. This allows us to look more closely at the stability properties of
the system and bifurcation phenomena, including period-doubling and Neimark-Sacker bifurcation. Through
numerical and theoretical methods, this research investigated how the modification in system parameters
affects the overall dynamics, which may have implications for ecological management and conservation strate-
gies.
Keywords. Predator-Prey model; Fractional differential equations; Bifurcation; Stability results; simula-
tions

2 Introduction

The fractional-order predator-prey system [1, 2] is a development of the classical predator-prey model, such
as the Lotka-Voltera system that describes the interaction between two species of predator and prey. In
conventional models, ordinary differential equations with derivatives of integer order are typically used to
illustrate population dynamics. The use of fractional calculus that deals with the derivatives and integrals
of non-integer order gives rise to the fractional order predator-prey system [4]. The classical Lotka-Volterra
predator-prey model is represented by the following set of ordinary differential equations (ODEs):

dP

dt
= αP − βPH,

dH

dt
= δPH − γH,

(2.1)

where:

• P represents the population of prey (e.g., rabbits),

• H represents the population of predators (e.g., foxes),
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• α, β, δ, and γ are parameters representing the birth rate of prey, predation rate, natural death rate of
prey, and death rate of predators, respectively.

To introduce fractional-order derivatives into this model, one replaces the integer-order derivatives with
fractional-order derivatives. For example, the fractional-order predator-prey model can be represented as
follows:

dαP

dtα
= αP − βPH,

dαH

dtα
= δPH − γH,

(2.2)

Here, dα

dtα denotes the fractional derivative of order α, which introduces memory effects and non-local
interactions into the system, allowing for a more accurate representation of real-world ecological dynamics.
It has been noted that the specific form of the fractional derivative depends on the chosen fractional calcu-
lus approach (e.g., Riemann-Liouville, Caputo, etc.), and the choice of order α affects the dynamics of the
system.
Recently, some researchers have explored the applications of fractional order differential equations in various
biological scenarios, such as ecological systems with delays [15, 16, 17], epidemiological systems rooted in
control [18], and ecological systems involving diffusion [19, 25], among others. These equations also find util-
ity in a range of scientific and engineering disciplines [20, 23, 24]. Furthermore, in [21, 22] author discusses
the Hopf bifurcation and chaos control in a fractional-order modified hybrid optimal system and fractional-
order hyperchaotic system. Recent research delves into topics like approximating solutions for non-linear
fractional-order differential population models [27, 28]. We refer the reader [26] while others investigate the
qualitative dynamics of nonlinear interactions within biological systems [29, 30]. For more details on the
bifurcation we refer the reader to [32, 33].
This study investigates the stability analysis of a discrete-time predator-prey model using fractional-order
discretization, clarifying the complexities of ecological dynamics through a lens that transcends traditional
boundaries. By utilizing the power of fractional calculus, the study aims to shed more light on the intri-
cate dynamics of predator-prey interactions, revealing new perspectives and enriching the understanding
of ecological systems. Through rigorous analysis and simulation, the study seeks to clarify the underlying
mechanisms governing system stability and resilience, paving the way for more informed conservation and
management strategies in the face of environmental change.

In this paper, we study the following Lotka-Volterra systems
xn+1 = xne

(r(1−xn)−byn)
hα

α

yn+1 = yne
(bxn−d)

hα

α

(2.3)

where r, b, d, h > 0 and 0 < α ≤ 1 The Jacobian of the system (2.3) is
J(E∗) = 

e
−
hα(r(−1 + xn) + byn)

α

(
−hαrxn + α

α

)
−e

−hα(r(−1 + xn) + byn)

α

(
bhαxn

α

)
e

hα(−d+ bxn)

α

(
bhαyn
α

)
e

hα(−d+ bxn)

α

 (2.4)

Section Existance and Stability of fixed points

Lemma 2.1. The system (2.3) has the following positive fixed points if 0 < α ≤ 1 and b > d

E∗ =

(
d

b
,
(b− d)r

b2

)
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The Jacobian of the system (2.3) at any point

(
d

b
,
(b− d)r

b2

)
can be evaluated as

 1− drhα

bα
−dhα

α
hα(b− d)r

bα
1

 (2.5)

Next, to discuss the stability of the fixed point of (2.3), we follow Lemma 1 from [37, 24], therefore the
characteristic equation of the Jacobian matrix (2.5) is the following:

λ2 + pλ+ q = 0 (2.6)

p = −2 +
drhα

bα

q =
−drhα(dhα + α) + b

(
h2αdr + α2

)
bα2

Theorem 2.2. The following conditions hold about the stability of the positive fixed point E∗

1. The positive fixed point E∗ is sink if d < b and bhα < hαd+α and one of the following condition holds

• hα ≥ 2α

b− d

• r <
4bα2

cd(−bhα + hαd+ 2α)

2. The positive fixed point E∗ is Saddle if the following condition holds

• d < b, bhα < hαd+ 2α and b
(
h2αdr + 4α2

)
< hαdr(hαd+ 2α)

3. The positive fixed point E∗ is Source if d < b, hαd + α < bhα and one of the following condition are
hold

• hα ≥ 2α

b− d

• r <
4bα2

hαd(−bhα + dhα + 2α)

4. E* is non-hyperbolic and observed a flip bifurcation if the following conditions are hold

• hα >
2α

r
and b =

hαdr(hαd+ 2α)

dh2αr + 4α2

•
hαdr

bα
̸= 2, 4

5. The positive fixed points E∗ are complex if the following conditions are hold

• 0 <
hαdr

bα
< 4

• b = d+
α

hα

3 Neimark Sacker Bifurcation and Flip Bifurcation

Now, we investigate the Neimark-Sacker and Flip bifurcation at the positive fixed point E∗

Let us define a set

ANS =

{
(α, b, h, d, r) : α, b, h, d, r > 0, 0 < α ≤ 1 and b = d+

α

hα
and 0 <

hαdr

bα
< 4

}
Let b be a bifurcation parameter. The Neimark-Sacker bifurcations vary in a small neighborhood of ANS .
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Choose ϵ as a small perturbation parameter, where (|ϵ|≪ 1), then the perturbation of system (2.3) is as
follows: 

xn+1 = xne
(r(1−xn)−(b+ϵ)yn)

hα

α

yn+1 = yne
(bxn−d)

hα

α

(3.1)

where r, b, d, h > 0 and 0 < α ≤ 1

Let us define a translation un = xn−
d

b
and vn = yn−

(b− d)r

b2
that translate the positive equilibrium point

of the system (2.3) to the origin and we have the following{
un+1 = C1un + C2vn + C3u

2
n + C4v

2
n + C5unvn + C6u

2
nvn + C7unv

2
n + C8u

3
n + C9v

3
n +O((|un|+|vn|)4)

vn+1 = D1un +D2vn +D3u
2
n +D5unvn +D6u

2
nvn +D8u

3
n +O((|un|+|vn|)4)

(3.2)
where C ′

is and D′
is are given below

C1 =
−h2αdr + dαhα + α2 + αhαϵ

α(dhα + α+ ϵhα)
, C2 = −hαd

α
, C3 =

rhα
(
h2αdr − 2dαhα − 2α2 − 2αϵhα

)
2α2(dhα + α+ ϵhα)

,

C4 =
dhα(dhα + α+ ϵhα)

2α2
, C5 =

−h2αdr + dαhα + α2 + αϵhα

α2
,

C6 = −
rhα

(
h2αdr − 2dαhα − 2α2 − 2αϵhα

)
2α3

, C7 =
(dhα + α+ ϵhα)

(
−h2αdr + dαhα + α2 + αϵhα

)
2α3

,

C8 = −
(
h2αr2

(
h2αdr − 3dαhα − 3α2 − 3αϵhα

))
6α3(dhα + α+ ϵhα)

, C9 = −
(
dhα(dhα + α+ hαϵ)2

)
6α3

D1 =
hαr(α+ hαϵ)

α(hαd+ α+ hαϵ)
, D2 = 1, D3 =

hαr(α+ hαϵ)

2α2
, D5 =

(hαd+ α+ hαϵ)

α

D6 =
(hαd+ α+ hαϵ)2

2α2
, D8 =

hαr(α+ hαϵ)(hαd+ α+ hαϵ)

6α3
,

Let,

λ2 − p(ϵ)λ+ q(λ) = 0 (3.3)

be the characteristic equation of the above system, where p(ϵ) and q(ϵ) are given by the following

p(ϵ) = −h2αdr − 2α2 − 2chαα(d+ ϵ)

α(α+ hα(d+ ϵ))

q(ϵ) =
α3 + h3αdrϵ+ hαα2(d+ ϵ)

α2(α+ hα(d+ ϵ))
since (α, b, c, d, r, h) ∈ ANS , then |λ1|= 1 and |λ2|= 1, where λ1 and λ2 are solutions of (3.3) and are given
by

λ1,2 =
p(ϵ)

2
± i

√
4q(ϵ)− p(ϵ)2

2

Since |λ1|= |λ2|=
√
q(ϵ) and at ϵ = 0, we have the following result

d|λ1|
dϵ

=
d|λ2|
dϵ

=
h3αdr

2α2(hαd+ α)
̸= 0 and

p(0) =
−h2αdr + 2hαdα+ 2α2

α(hαd+ α)
̸= −2, 2

and moreover

1. p(0) ̸= 1 if d ̸= α2

h2αr − hαα

2. p(0) ̸= 0 if d ̸= 2α2

h2αr − 2hαα

4



which is equivalent to say that λm, λ
m ̸= 1, (m = 1, 2, 3, 4) if the above two conditions hold.

Let us define a transformation(
un

vn

)
=

 −hαd

α
0

h2αdr

2hαdα+ 2α2
−1

2

√
h2αdr

(
−h2αdr + 4hαdα+ 4α2

)
α2(hαd+ α)2

( en
fn

)
we get the following canonical form of the system (3.2)

(
en+1

fn+1

)
=


−h2αdr + 2hαdα+ 2α2

2α(hαd+ α)
−1

2

√
(hα)2dr

(
−(hα)2dr + 4hαdα+ 4α2

)
α2(hαd+ α)2

1

2

√
h2αdr

(
−(hα)2dr + 4hαdα+ 4α2

)
α2(hαd+ α)2

−(hα)2dr + 2hαdα+ 2α2

2α(hαd+ α)


(

en
fn

)
+

(
F (en, fn)
G(en, fn)

)
Where F (en, fn) and G(en, fn) are given by{

F (en, fn) = C11e
2
n + C12f

2
n + C13enfn + C14e

2
nfn + C15enf

2
n + C16e

3
n + C17f

3
n +O((|en|+|fn|)4)

G(en, fn) = D11e
2
n +D12f

2
n +D13enfn +D14e

2
nfn +D15enf

2
n +D16e

3
n +D17f

3
n +O((|en|+|fn|)4)

(3.4)
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and C ′
ijs and D′

i,js are given by

C11 = −
h2αdr

(
h2αdr − 4hαdα− 4α2

)
8 (α3(hαd+ α))

,

C12 =
h2αdr

(
h2αdr − 4hαdα− 4α2

)
8α3(hαd+ α)

,

C13 = −h2αdr − 2hαdα− 2α2

2(α(hαd+ α))
−

(√
−
h2αdr

(
h2αdr − 4hαdα− 4α2

)
α2(hαd+ α)2

(
h2αdr − 2hαdα− 2α2

))
4α2

,

C14 = −
h2αdr

(
h2αdr − 4hαdα− 4α2

)
8α3(hαd+ α)

−

(
h2αdr

(
h2αdr − 4hαdα− 4α2

)√
−
h2αdr

(
h2αdr − 4hαdα− 4α2

)
α2(hαd+ α)2

)
16α4

,

C15 =
h2αdr

(
h2αdr − 4hαdα− 4α2

) (
h2αdr − 2hαdα− 2α2

)
16α5(hαd+ α)

,

C16 = −
h4αd2r2

(
h2αdr − 6hαdα− 6α2

)
48 (α5(hαd+ α))

,

C17 =

h2αdr
(
h2αdr − 4hαdα− 4α2

)√
−
h2αdr

(
h2αdr − 4hαdα− 4α2

)
α2(hαd+ α)2

48α4
,

D11 = −
h4αd2r2

(
h2αdr − 4hαdα− 4α2

)
8

(
α4(hαd+ α)2

√
−
h2αdr

(
h2αdr − 4hαdα− 4α2

)
α2(hαd+ α)2

) ,

D12 =
h4αd2r2

(
h2αdr − 4hαdα− 4α2

)
8α4(hαd+ α)2

√
h2αdr

(
−h2αdr + 4hαdα+ 4α2

)
α2(hαd+ α)2

,

D13 =

(
−hαd(hαd+ α)

α2
−

h2αdr
(
h2αdr − 2hαdα− 2α2

)
4α3(hαd+ α)

)
,

D14 =

(
−
h4αd2r2

(
h2αdr − 4hαdα− 4α2

)
16α5(hαd+ α)

+
d2
(
h4αd2 + 2h3αdα+ h2αα2

)
2α4

)
,

D15 =
h4αd2r2

(
h2αdr − 4hαdα− 4α2

) (
h2αdr − 2hαdα− 2α2

)
16α6(hαd+ α)2

√
−
h2αdr

(
h2αdr − 4hαdα− 4α2

)
α2(hαd+ α)2

,

D16 = −
d3
(
h8αdr4 + 8h7αd3rα− 6h7αdr3α+ 24h6αd2rα2 − 6h6αr3α2 + 24h5αdrα3 + 8h4αrα4

)
48

(
α6(hαd+ α)2

√
−
h2αdr

(
h2αdr − 4hαdα− 4α2

)
α2(hαd+ α)2

) ,

D17 =
h4αd2r2

(
h2αdr − 4hαdα− 4α2

)
48α5(hαd+ α)

,

To examine the Neimark-Sacker bifurcation, let us consider the first Lyapunov exponent, derived as follows:

a =

[
−Re

(
(1− 2λ)λ

2

1− λ
ξ20ξ11 −

1

2
|ξ11|2−|ξ02|2+Re(λξ21)

)]
ϵ=0
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where

ξ20 =
1

8
[(Fenen − Ffnfn + 2Genfn) + i(Genen −Gfnfn − 2Fenfn)] .

ξ11 =
1

4
[(Fenen + Ffnfn) + i(Genen +Gfnfn)] .

ξ02 =
1

8
[(Fenen − Ffnfn − 2Genfn) + i(Genen −Gfnfn + 2Fenfn)] .

ξ21 =
1

16
[(Fenenen + Fenfnfn +Genenfn +Gfnfnfn) + i(Genenen +Genfnfn − Fenenfn − Ffnfnfn)] .

Theorem 3.1. Let (α, b, h, d, r) ∈ ANS and b ̸= 0, then the system (2.3) observes a Neimark-Sacker
bifurcation at the positive fixed point E∗ when the bifurcation parameter varies in a small neighbourhood of
b. Furthermore, when b is negative, an attracting invariant curve emanates from E∗. When b is positive, a
repelling invariant curve emanates from E∗.

Let us define a set

APD =

{
(α, b, d, h) : α, b, d, h > 0, 0 < α ≤ 1, hα >

2α

r
, b =

hαdr(hαd+ 2α)

dh2αr + 4α2
and

hαdr

bα
̸= 4

}
The system (2.3) observes a period-doubling bifurcation within a domain APD. Let b be a bifurcation
parameter and ϵ∗(|ϵ∗|≪ 1) be a perturbation parameter, then the perturbation of the system (2.3) is the
following: 

xn+1 = xne
(r(1−xn)−(b+ϵ∗)yn)

hα

α

yn+1 = yne
((b+ϵ∗)xn−d)

hα

α

(3.5)

Let un = xn − d

b
and vn = yn − (b− d)r

b2
, then the positive fixed point E∗ transform the system (3.5)

into origin and we get the following:

(
un+1

vn+1

)
=


c11un + c12vn + c13u

2
n + c14v

2
n + c15unvn + c16unϵ

∗ + c18u
3
n+

c20u
2
nvn + c21u

2
nϵ

∗ + c22unvnϵ
∗ +O((|un|+|vn|+ϵ∗)4)

d11un + d12vn + d13u
2
n + d15unvn + d18u

3
n + d20u

2
nvn+

d21u
2
nϵ

∗ + d22unvnϵ
∗ +O((|un|+|vn|+ϵ∗)4)

 (3.6)

where cijanddij are given by

c11 =
−h2αdr + hαdα− 2α2

α(dhα + 2α)
, c12 = −dhα

α
, c13 =

d
(
h3αr2 − 2h2αrα

)
2α2(dhα + 2α)

,

c14 =
h3αd2(drhα + 2rα)

2α2 (h2αdr + 4α2)
, c15 =

h2α
(
h2αd2r2 − (hα)d2rα+ 2drα2

)
α2 (h2αdr + 4α2)

,

c16 =

(
h4αd2r2 + 8h2αdrα2 + 16α4

)
drhαα(dhα + 2α)2

,

c18 = −
h2αr2

(
h2αdr − 3dhαα− 2α2

)
6 (α3(dhα + 2α))

, c20 = −
h4αr2

(
hαd2r − 2d2α

)
2 (α3 (h2αdr + 4α2))

c21 =

(
−h4αd2r2 − 8h2αdrα2 − 16α4

)
2dα2(dhα + 2α)2

, c22 = −hα

α
, d11 =

2(hαr − 2α)

hαd+ 2α

d12 = 1, d13 =
h2αdr(cr − 2α)

α (h2αdr + 4α2)
, d15 =

h2αdr(hαd+ 2α)

α (h2αdr + 4α2)
,

d18 =
h4αd2r2(hαr − 2α)(hαd+ 2α)

3α2 (h2αdr + 4α2)
2 , d20 =

h4αd2r2(hαd+ 2α)2

2α2 (h2αdr + 4α2)
2 , d21 =

h2αr

2α2
, d22 =

hα

α

Construct an invertible matrix

T =

 −hαd+ 2α

hαr − 2α
−hαd

2α
1 1
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and define a transformation (
en
fn

)
= T

(
un

vn

)
we get the following

(
en+1

fn+1

)
=

 −1 0

0
−h2αdr + 3hαdα+ 2α2

α(hαd+ 2α)

( en
fn

)
+

(
F (en, fn, ϵ

∗)
G(en, fn, ϵ

∗)

)
(3.7)

where F (en, fn, ϵ
∗) and G(en, fn, ϵ

∗) are defined by
F (en, fn, ϵ

∗) = c1e
2
n+c2enfn+c3f

2
n+c4ϵ

∗+c5enϵ
∗+c6e

2
nϵ

∗+c7fnϵ
∗+c8enfnϵ

∗+c9f
2
nϵ

∗ +O((|en|+|fn|+|ϵ∗|)4)
G(en, fn, ϵ

∗) = d1e
2
n + d2enfn + d3f

2
n + d4ϵ

∗ + d5enϵ
∗ + d6e

2
nϵ

∗ + d7fnϵ
∗ + d8enfnϵ

∗ + b9f
2
nϵ

∗

+O((|en|+|fn|+|ϵ∗|)4)
where ci and di are given by

c2 =
h4αd3r + 4h3αd2rα+ 4h2αdrα2

2α2 (h2αdr + 4α2)
,

c3 =
h5αd3r(d+ r)(hαr − 2α)

4α3(dhα + 2α) (h2αdr + 4α2)
, c4 =

(rhα − 2α)
(
h4αd2r2 + 8h2αdrα2 + 16α4

)
2rα2(hαd+ 2α) (−h2αdr + 4hαdα+ 4α2)

c5 =

(
h4αd2r2 + 8h2αdrα2 + 16α4

)
hαdrα (−h2αdr + 4hαdα+ 4α2)

, c6 =
(hαd− 2α)(hαd+ 2α)2

(
h2αdr + 4α2

)
2d(hαr − 2α)α2 (h2αdr − 4hαdα− 4α2)

c7 =
(hαr − 2α)

(
h4αd2r2 + 8h2αdrα2 + 16α4

)
2rα2(hαd+ 2α) (−(hα)2dr + 4hαdα+ 4α2)

c8 = −
(
h6αd4r + 3h5αd3rα− 2h5αd2r2α+ 8h4αd2rα2 − 12h3αd2α3 − 4h3αdrα3 − 16h2αdα4 − 16hαα5

)
2 (α3(hαd+ 2α) (−h2αdr + 4hαdα+ 4α2))

c9 = (hαr − 2α)(h7αd5r + 4h6αd4rα− 2h6αd3r2α− 4h5αd4α2 + 4h5αd3rα2 − 16h4αd2rα3

+ 48h3αd2α4 + 32h2αdα5)(8(α4(hαd+ 2α)2(−h2αdr + 4hαdα+ 4α2)))

d1 = 10, d2 = − h3αdr(d+ r)(hαd+ 2α)

(hαr − 2α)α ((hα)2dr + 4α2)
,

d3 = − h4αd3r(hαr − 2α)2

4α3(hαd+ 2α) (h2αdr + 4α2)
− h3αd2r(hαd+ 2α)

2α2 (h2αdr + 4α2)

d4 =
−h2αdr + 3hαdα+ 2α2

α(hαd+ 2α)
−

hα
(
h4αd3r2 + h4αd2r3 + 8h2αd2rα2 + 8h2αdr2α2 + 16dα4 + 16rα4

)
rα(hαd+ 2α)2 (−h2αdr + 4hαdα+ 4α2)

,

d5 =
2
(
h4αd3r2 + h4αd2r3 + 8h2αd2rα2 + 8h2αdr2α2 + 16dα4 + 16rα4

)
dr(hαr − 2α)(hαd+ 2α) (h2αdr − 4hαdα− 4α2)

,

d6 = −
(hαd+ 2α)

(
h2αdr + 4α2

) (
h2αd2 + 2hαdα− 2hαrα+ 4α2

)
d(hαr − 2α)2α (h2αdr − 4hαdα− 4α2)

,

d7 = −
hα
(
h4αd3r2 + h4αd2r3 + 8h2αd2rα2 + 8h2αdr2α2 + 16dα4 + 16rα4

)
rα(hαd+ 2α)2 (−h2αdr + 4hαdα+ 4α2)

,

d8 = (−h6αd4r + h6αd2r3 − 5h5αd3rα− 5h5αd2r2α+ 2h4αd2rα2 + 2h4αdr2α2 − 4h3αd2α3 − 4h3αdrα3 + 8h2αdα4

+ 8h2αrα4)/((hαr − 2α)α2(hαd+ 2α)(h2αdr − 4hαdα− 4α2))

d9 = − (hαd+ 2α)(−h4αd2r + 4h2αdα2)

4α3(−h2αdr + 4hαdα+ 4α2)
−

h2αd(hαr − 2α)
(
h4αd2r2 − 8h2αd2α2 + 8h2αdrα2 − 32hαdα3 − 16α4

)
4α3(hαd+ 2α)2 (−h2αdr + 4hαdα+ 4α2)

Next we determine the center manifold W c(0, 0, 0) of the system (3.7) at the fixed point (0, 0) in a small
neighborhood of ϵ∗ = 0. Let

W c(0, 0) = {(en, fn, ϵ∗) ∈ R : fn = W (un, ϵ
∗) = h0ϵ

∗ + h1e
2
n + h2enϵ

∗ + h3ϵ
∗2 +O(|en|+ϵ∗)3} (3.8)
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fn+1 = W (en+1, ϵ
∗)

fn+1 = W (−en + F (en, fn, ϵ
∗), ϵ∗)

fn+1 = W (−en + F (en,W (en, ϵ
∗), ϵ∗), ϵ∗)

fn+1 = W (−en + F (en, h0ϵ
∗ + h1e

2
n + h2enϵ

∗ + h3ϵ
∗2

+O(|en|+|ϵ∗|)3, ϵ∗), ϵ∗)
fn+1 = W (−en + c1e

2
n + c2en(h0ϵ

∗)) + c3h
2
0ϵ

∗2

+ c4ϵ
∗ + c5enϵ

∗ + C7h0ϵ
∗2

O(|en|+|ϵ∗|)3, ϵ∗

fn+1 = W (−en + c4ϵ
∗ + c1ϵ

2
n + (c5 + c2h0)ϵ

∗en + h0(c3h0 + c7)ϵ
∗2

+O(|en|, ϵ∗)3), ϵ∗

fn+1 = h0ϵ
∗ + h1(e

2
n + c24 + ϵ∗

2

− 2c4enϵ
∗) + h2(−enϵ

∗ + c4ϵ
∗2

) + h3ϵ
∗2

+O(|en|, ϵ∗)3

fn+1 = h0ϵ
∗ + h1e

2
n + (h1c

2
4 + h3 + h2c4)ϵ

∗2

+ (2h1, c4 + h2)enϵ
∗ +O(|en|+|ϵ∗|)3

Also

fn+1 = α1fn +G(en, fn, ϵ
∗),where α1 =

−h2αdq + 3hαdα+ 2α2

α(hαd+ 2α)

fn+1 = α1fn +G(en, w(enϵ
∗), ϵ∗)

fn+1 = α1W (en, ϵ
∗) +G(en, h0ϵ

∗ + h1e
2
n + h2enϵ

∗ + h3ϵ
∗2

+O(|en|+ϵ∗)3, ϵ∗)

fn+1 = α1(h0ϵ
∗ + h1e

2
n + h2enϵ

∗ + h3ϵ
∗2

) + d1e
2
n + d2en(h0ϵ

∗) + d3(h
2
0ϵ

∗2

) + d4ϵ
∗ + d5enϵ

∗ +O(3) + d7h0ϵ
∗2

fn+1 = (d4 + α1h2 + d2h0)enϵ
∗ + (d7h0 + h3α1 + d3h

2
0)ϵ

∗2

+O(3).

compare coefficients we get the following

d4 + α1h0 = h0 → h0 =
d4

1− α1
,

h1 = α1h1 + d1 → h1 =
d1

1− a22
,

−2h1c4 − h2 = α1h2 + d2h0 + d5 → −2h1c4 − d2h0 − d5 = α1h2 + h2 → h2 =
−2h1c4 − d2h0 − d5

1 + α1

h3 = h1c
2
4 + h2c4 = d7h0 + h3α1 + d3h

2
0 → h3 =

d3h
2
0 + d7h0 − h1c

2
4 − h2c4

1− α1
Thus the center manifold can be approximated as

fn = h0ϵ
∗ + h1e

2
n + h2enϵ

∗ + h3ϵ
∗2

+O(|en|+ϵ∗)3

where h0, h1, h2 and h3 are given above. Substitute this in
en+1 = −en + F (en, fn, ϵ

∗),
we get the following equation that will describe the dynamics of the given system

en+1 = −en + c1e
2
n + c2en(h0ϵ

∗ + h1e
2
n + h2enϵ

∗ + h3ϵ
∗2

) + c3(h0ϵ
∗2

+ 2h0ϵ
∗e2n) + c4ϵ

∗ + c5enϵ
∗ + c6e

2
nϵ

∗ + c8enϵ
∗(h0ϵ

∗) + c9ϵ
∗(h2

0ϵ
∗2

) +O(|en|+|ϵ∗|)4

en+1 = −en + c1e
2
n + c4ϵ

∗ + c5enϵ
∗ + c6e

2
nϵ

∗ + c2h0enϵ
∗ + c3h0enϵ

∗2

+ c3h
2
0ϵ

∗2

+ c9h
2
0ϵ

∗3

+ c7h1e
2
nϵ

∗

+ 2c3h0h1e
2
nϵ

∗ + c2h2e
2
nϵ

∗ + ...O(4)

Let us define the right-hand side of the above equation by ”Φ”, then the following are holds about the flip
bifurcation at (0,0)

β1 =

(
∂2Φ

∂en∂ϵ∗
+

1

2

∂Φ

∂ϵ∗
∂2Φ

∂e2n

)
̸= 0

β2 =

(
1

6

∂3Φ

∂e3n
+ (

1

2

∂2Φ

∂e2n
)2
)

̸= 0

4 Chaos Control

In this Section, we apply the hybrid control strategy to control the chaos generated by the period-doubling
and Neimark-Sacker bifurcation in the system (2.3).
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Consider the following controlled system:
xn+1 = xne

(r(1−xn)−byn)
hα

α + (1− β)xn

yn+1 = yne
(bxn−d)

hα

α + (1− β)yn

(4.1)

where 0 < β < 1 is the control parameter for the hybrid control method. It is interesting to note that the
fixed points for (2.3) and (4.1) are the same. The Jacobian of the system (4.1) at the positive fixed point
E∗ is given by:

J(E∗) =

 2− dhαr

bα
− β −dhα

α
(b− d)hαr

bα
2− β

 (4.2)

The trace and determinant of (4.2) are given below:

T = trac(J) = 4− dhαr

bα
− 2β

D = det(J) =
(b− d)dh2αr + α (dhαr + bα(−2 + β)) (−2 + β)

bα2

The Jury condition states that the fixed point E∗ of the controlled system (4.1) is stable if the following
conditions are met: 

T +D + 1 > 0

−T +D + 1 > 0

D − 1 < 0

(4.3)

5 Numerical Examples

Example 5.1. For fixed values of parameters α = 0.7, h = 0.3, d = 2, r = 1 and b = 3.62597, the system
(2.3) has the fixed point (0.551576, 0.12367). The Jacobian matrix of the system (2.3) has the following eigen
values λ1 = 0.830386 + 0.557189I and λ = 0.830386− 0.557189I. Since |λ1|= 1 and |λ2|= 1, so the system
(2.3) observe a Neimark-Sacker bifurcation. For the bifurcation parameter b ∈ [3, 4] and x0 = 0.5, y0 = 0.1,
the figure (1) describes the bifurcation of the system (2.3) and the figure (5) describes the bifurcation of the
controlled system (4.1). Figure (3) represents the graph of maximum Lyapunov exponent, and figure (4) is
the phase portrait for different values of b for the system (2.3).

(a) (b, xn) (b) (b, yn)

Figure 1: Bifurcation Diagrams for the System(2.3)
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(a) (b, xn), β = 0.9 (b) (b, yn), β = 0.9

Figure 2: Bifurcation Diagrams for the Controlled System (4.1)

(a) (xn, yn)

Figure 3: Graph of the Maximum Lyapunov Exponent for the System (2.3)
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(a) b = 3.6 (b) b = 3.61 (c) b = 3.62

(d) b = 3.621 (e) b = 3.622 (f) b = 3.623

(g) b = 3.624 (h) b = 3.625 (i) b = 3.626

(j) b = 3.627

Figure 4: Phase Portrait for the System (2.3)

Example 5.2. For α = 0.5, h = 1, r = 2, d = 2.5, d = 2.91667, x0 = 0.8 and y0 = 0.09 then the system (2.3)
has a positive fixed point (0.857143, 0.0979592). The Jacobian of the system (2.3) at this fixed point has the
eigenvalues λ1 = −1 and λ2 = −0.428571. Hence, system (2.3) observes a period doubling bifurcation.
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(a) (b, xn) (b) (b, yn)

Figure 5: Bifurcation Diagrams for the System (2.3)

6 Conclusion

In [34], the author uses the forward Euler scheme to discretize the system (2.1) and then investigates the
complex dynamics of the discrete-time predator-prey system (2.1) in the closed first quadrant R2

+. He ob-
served that the system undergoes the flip bifurcation and Hopf bifurcation in the interior of the R2

+ using
the centre manifold theorem and bifurcation theory. He also presented the numerical simulation not only to
illustrate the theoretical analysis but also to exhibit the complex dynamic behaviours, such as the period-
5,6,9,10,14,18,20,25 orbits, a cascade of period-doubling bifurcation in period-2,4,8, quasi-periodic orbits and
the chaotic sets. However, these results reveal much better results than those of the continuous system.
In our study, we use the piecewise constant argument technique, conformal fractional case, to discretize the
system (2.1) and then investigate its complex dynamics. We also presented numerical examples to illustrate
our theoretical work. We observe that it gives more accurate results than those in [34]. Graphical illustra-
tions are also presented to support numerical work.
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