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Abstract:

Strange nonchaotic attractors (SNAs) are observed in peidsdically driven
time—delay systems. Since the largest Lyapunov exponemripositive, trajectories
in two such identical but distinct systems show the propefrphase—-synchronization.
Our results are illustrated in the model SQUID and Rosdeillator systems.

1 Introduction

Extensive studies over the past twenty or so years on stramgehaotic attractors|[1]
have helped to establish that such behavior is not excegd{23,/4]. By now several
examples are known where it may be clearly shown that therdigsais both strange
and nonchaoti¢|1,/5]6] 7], namely that the attractor haaadl geometry, and that the
largest Lyapunov exponent is either zero or negative. A rerobquestions relating
to the origins of such dynamics remain open. Most studiealyéinal or numerical)
of SNA dynamics have been on low—dimensional quasiperadigidriven systems.
One open question relates to the need for external forcingkn®wn examples of
systems where SNAs occur have a skew—product structurat anstill not entirely
clear whether this feature is necessary or merely sufficiéntrther, in all known
examples the external drive is quasiperiodic in time: itisaot clear whether this
form of drive is necessary for the creation of strange noattbanotion or merely
sufficient [3].

For chaotic attractors, there can in principle be severaitipe Lyapunov expo-
nents (the phenomenon of hyperchaos). Although the SNAgemetrically similar
to chaotic attractors, any further analogy between thenleiarly not possible, and
thus it is of interest to investigate the nature of SNAs irhhigimensional dynamical
systems.

In the present work we consider model time—delay quasigaadly driven dy-
namical systems and study the nature of the dynamics. Tlasioa of time—delay
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through a diffusive self-feedback coupling term makes ttstesn effectively infinite—
dimensional. The SNAs that are created, however, contialeetlow—dimensional
[8] and are very similar to those created in the absence @-telay seen in earlier
studies[[9]. A second motivation for the present study istical. In order to create
SNAs in an experiment, the physical set—-up may involve tidedays and thus it is
important to know the effects of including such couplingm@~delay coupling has
attracted considerable interest since this can causesgtieg dynamical phenomena
such as amplitude death [10] or novel bifurcations [12, 11] .

Since all Lyapunov exponents on SNAs are nonpositive, andiste property
of such attractors is that trajectories with differentialitonditions do not separate
from each other. Indeed, on two identical but separate s\ystérajectories started
with the same phase will completely synchronize with eadteio{13]. If the ini-
tial phases are different, then trajectories show phasehsgnization[14]. Similarly,
on a given SNA, trajectories starting from different inlit@nditions also coincide or
phase—synchronize in this manner, which is one of our airhigygaper.

In the next section of this paper we study the occurrence &sSN time—delay
driven dynamical systems. This is followed by a discussibphase synchronization
in Section Ill. Finally, a brief summary is given in Section |

2 Delay SNAs

We study two model quasiperiodically modulated systemsoAgrthe earliest demon-
strations of dynamical systems with SNA was the driven amdpid pendulum equa-
tion [9] used to model a driven SQUID with inertia and dampivé introduce a delay
feedback term, to get the equation of motion as

F+yE+ T+ gesin2nz = qpsin(wit) + B sin(wat)
+e[z(t — 1) — z(t)]. (1)

The drive is made quasiperiodic by requiring the ratio of filegjuencies to be an
irrational number. Here we take this ratio as inverse goldean, i.ew; /ws = w =
(VB -1)/2.

In a similar manner, we also consider a driven Rossler sy{i&] with delay
feedback and quasiperiodic parameter modulation,

T = —y—z
y = x—l—a(l—l—%(cost—l—coswt))y
Fely(t —7) —y(@)]
io= 0.1+ 2(x— 14). )

The above dynamical systems are integrated using staretdmditiued [16] and we
compute the largest several Lyapunov exponénts [17] asctifumof parameters. For
a wide range of parameter values, we find that the dynamigsrienchaotic attractors
in both systems, and representative results are shown irLFig
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The largest Lyapunov exponent is shown in Figs. 1 (a) anddbjhe SQUID
and Rossler systems respectively. (See the caption failslef the parameter values).
The symbols” andC' denote quasiperiodic torus and chaotic attractors relspsct
and AD indicates the amplitude—death region, where oscillatitiago a fixed point
[12]. The corresponding variance of finite—time Lyapunopa@xents, which has been
used as an order parameter for detecting the torus to SNAitian (see Ref. [[18]
for details), is shown in Figs. 1 (c) and (d) and this suggtstspresence of SNAs
in the region marked by arrows. Examples of such nonchatitactéors are shown in
Figs. 1 (g, h) for the two cases. The route to SNAs appears taabfactalization
[2,14] (see Figs. 1 (e, f)); in this transition, a torus attoagets wrinkled progressively
as parameters are increased and transform to SNAs [19] vatbvaincrease in the
variance of finite—time Lyapunov exponents as shown in Fig, ).

A number of measures [20] 3,]121] have been suggested in ardprantitatively
confirm that the attractors are indeed SNAs. We compute thi@pourier sum([21],

N

T(Q,N) = Z xy, exp(i27kQ) 3)
k=1

whereQ2 is proportional to the irrational driving frequeney21] and{z,, } is the time
series of one of the dynamical variables. The graph df'Re. ImT gives a “walk” on
the plane, with mean square displaceni(®, N)|2. The singular—continuous nature
of the SNA spectrum implie§[20] the scalifig(Q2, NV)|> ~ N* with 1 < u < 2. Plots
of log |T(Q2, N)|? versudog N in Figs. 1 (i,j) for the SNA dynamics corresponding to
Figs. 1 (g,h), show linear behavior, with slopes- 1.67 (for the SQUID system) and
u =~ 1.59 (Rossler system), suggesting that both the attractormdesd strange and
the dynamics is nonchaotic.

3 Synchronization

Since the largest Lyapunov exponent is negative, trajies@n SNAs have the prop-
erty that they eventually coincide and become identicadi¢®lly with a time—shift).
Explicitly, for two different initial conditions denotexl(0) andx’(0), the distance

[Ix(t) =x'(t +7)[[ =0 (4)

for somer. When it is possible to define a phase variable, then thismdasi to a
phase—shift.

Consider now two identical systems where the dynamics isNo&RsS Trajectories
starting from arbitrary initial conditions will therefoighow synchronization. If the
initial phases are the same, the synchronization will bepteta [13], but more gen-
erally, this will be a phase—synchronization|[14]. Sindse thenomenon occurs in the
absence of any coupling between the two systems, this notisynchronization also
applies to two trajectories in the same system.

The distance between two trajectories with random inittadditions is shown as
a function of time in Fig. 2 (a) (the solid line) for the SQUIRstem. This quantity
rapidly goes to zero. For the Rossler case, earlier workshawn that it is possible
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Figure 1: Results for the SQUID system with parameters 2, coupling strength

e = 0.01, ¢ = 2.768,¢q2 = v = 2 and the Rossler system with = 0.9. The
Lyapunov exponents are plotted as a function of drive a3 for the SQUID
system in (a) and as a function @fin the Rossler system in (b). The variance in the
Lyapunov exponents are shown in (c) & (d) for the cases (a) }&&bpectively. The
representative Poincare sections of periodic torus angsponding SNAs are shown
for the two systems in (e} =1 (y = ), & (f) « = 0.1, and (g)5 = 1.6 & (h)

a = 0.114. Here the Poincare section are takemrat 0, and therd = mod(t, 27)
are considered. Shown in (i) and (k) are the “walk” displaeats,T'(2, N) vs N on

a logarithmic scale for SNAs corresponding to (g) and (hpeesively at) = w/4.

to define a “phase” ag ~ tan~(y/x) [14]. For two trajectories on SNAs, the phase
differenceA¢ = ¢1 — ¢ = Awt does not grow with time (see Fig. 2 (b)) unlike
what happens in the case of very morphologically similaroticaRossler attractors.
As shown in Figs. 2 (c)-(d) on SNAs (namely in the parametageaindicated by
arrows ) the motion is phase locked in both the SQUID and Rbsgstems.

4 Summary

In the present work we have studied representative nomlitrea—delay dynamical
systems with quasiperiodic forcing and observe that theadhyos can be on strange
nonchaotic attractors. These attractors are low—dimaabend trajectories on these
SNAs have the property of phase—synchronization. We havigegethat these features
are shared by other delay systems such as the Mackey—Glaasoas [22], or the
time—delay Duffing oscillator when subject to an externagiperiodic drive.
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Figure 2: (a) Distance between two trajectories startini wifferent initial condi-
tions for SQUID, Eq.[(L) (solid line) and Rossler, Elg. (2agtied line) in SNA region
at parameterg = 1.6 anda = 0.114 respectively. (b) The phase differende for

a chaotic attractor (solid line) at = 0.2 and SNA (dashed line) at = 0.114 for
Rossler oscillator. (c) and (d) show the frequency diffieess for SQUID and Rossler
systems respectively. Arrows indicates the regimes of SNAg curves in (c)-(d) are
averaged oves0 random initial conditions sampled uniformly.
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