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Tt has recently been shown that nonlinear skew product dy—
nam ical system s w ith Invariant subspaces which are capable
of displaying on{o intem itency can show supersensitivity
to am all input signals.

Here we show that this supersensitivity is absent for m ore
generaldynam ical system s w ith non{skew product structure,
capable of displaying a generalized form of on{o Intem i
tency, and is therefore in this sense fragile. This absence of
supersensitivity is of In portance In view of the fact that dy—
nam ical system s are generically expected to be of non {skew
product nature.

M any dynam ical system s of interest possess symm e—
tries or constraints which force the presence of invariant
subspaces. A great dealofe ort has recently gone into
the study of such system s (seeeg. ﬂ{ﬂ]) . A sub{classof
these m odels, nam ely those w ith skew product structure
(@and nom alparam € ), have been shown to be capa—
bl of producing a num ber of novel m odes of behavior,
Incliding on{o interm ittency H] and bubbling E].

Recently, Zhou and Lai E] have shown that system s of
this type can display supersensitiviy, in the sense that
an all constant or tim e varying inputs to the system can
Induce extrem ely large responses. The authors further
clain that with an additional odd sym m etry condition,
this supersensitivity is robust to addition of noise. Such
supersensitivity could be of In portance In many elds,
Incliding the study of synchronization of coupled chaotic
system s E] and the design of sensor devices E].

The results on on{o intem ittent system s reported
by these authors can allbe described w ithin the fram e~
work of skew product system s. G enerically, how ever, one
would expect typical dynam ical system s to have non{
skew product structure W ith non{nom al param eters).
System s ofthis type have recently been studied and have
been found to be capabl ofdigplaying a num ber of addi-
tionalnoveldynam icalm odes ofbehavior, absent in skew
product system s, Including a generalization ofon{o in—
tem ittency, referred to as in{out interm ittency ﬂ].
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1P aram eters that leave the dynam ics on the invariant m ani-
fold unchanged are called nom al, otherw ise they are referred
to as non{nom al.

The easiest way to characterise in{out interm ittency
is by contrasting it with on{o intem itency. Brie y,
ket M 1 be the invariant subspace and A the attractor
which exhbits either on{o or In{out intem ittency. If
the Intersection Ao = A \ M ; is a m Inin al attractor,
then we have on{o intem ittency, whereas if Ay is not
am inim al attractor, then we have in{out intem itency.
In the latter case there can be di erent invariant sets in
A associated w ith attraction and repulsion transverse
to Ay, hence the nam e in{out. A nother crucialdi erence
between the two is that, as opposed to on{o intem i—
tency, in the case of n{out Intem ittency the m inim al
attractors in the invariant subspaces do not necessarily
need to be chaotic and hence the tra fctories can (and
often do) shadow a periodic orbit in the but’ phases ﬂ].

Ourain hereisto nd out whether thistype of super-
sensitivity, observed in on{o intemm ittent system s, per-
sists In m ore general non{skew product system s which
are capabl of displaying in{out interm ittent behaviour.

A sinple classofm apsthat can m odelboth on{o and
In{out types of ntermm ittency is given by

Xn+1 = F &Kniynid)i ¥n+1= G Knivnidli 1€)

where G (x,;0;a) = 0, the variables x, and y, represent
the dynam ics w ithin the invariant subm anifold (y = 0)
and the transverse distance to it respectively anda 2 R™
are the control param eters of the system . A special sub—
set of these system s, w ith skew product form over the
dynam ics in x, can be w ritten as

Xn+1=F ®Knja); ¥n+1= G Kniynidl: )

By considering a skew product system of type E), Zhou
and Lai E] m odelled the m otion near the nvariant sub-
m anifold y = 0, using a Fokker{P lanck equation. In this
way they were able to predict that the sensitivity S of
them ap in the neighbourhood of a blow out bifircation,
lading to on{o intem ittency, is given by
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where hyi is the average of the transverse variablk y, p
is the lnput signaland is the threshold below which y
goes through a lam inarphase. They were able to con m
this prediction num erically.

To study whether non{skew product (in{out interm i-
tent) systam s can also display supersensitivity, we con—
sidered a particular exam ple of the m ap @) in the fom
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wherer 2 [0;4]and (s; ;aj;b) 2 R arethe controlparam —
eters. Notethat fors= 0, them ap @) hasthe skew prod—
uct form E) and for xed r, theparam eterss, a,bor are
nom al. T hus depending upon the choice of its param —
eters, thism ap is capable of digplaying both on{o and
n{out types of intemm ittency, Note also that this m ap
possesses the odd symm etry condition G ( y) = G )
that was found in E] to be required for the robustness
of supersensitivity w ith respect to noise. A Iso the trans—
verse Lyapunov exponent r forthism ap can be readily
calculated to be

r=h + bxi,; )

w here hxi, is the average ofthe variable x, foran initial
condition on the nvariant subm anifold y = 0.

To study the e ects of an input signalon n{out sys—
tem s, we considered a variant of thism ap given by

%)+ SX, Vi ®)
Vo + ay, + pi

rx, (1
ebxn

Xn+1 =

Yn+1 =

w here the real param eter p m odels the e ectsofa anall
nput signal.
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FIG. 1. Com parative study of bursting behaviour in

in{out (left panels) and on{o (rght panels) regin es, for an
input signalp= 10 '° . Note how in{out dynam ics (lower left
panel) is insensitive to the input signal, In com parison w ith
on{o (lower right panel). T he upper left paneland the inset
on the low er left panelalso dem onstrate clearly the presence of
the period 12 attractor In the invariant subm anifold. T he pa—
ram eters values are r = 3:8800045, = 182,b= 1:020625,
a= 1 and s = 03 for the In{out case and r = 3:82786,
=182, b= 1:006,a= 1and s= 0 fortheon{o case.

Tobegin w ith, wem ade a com parative num ericalstudy
of the sensitivity of n{out and on{o system s to Input
signals p, using @) . Fjg.ﬂ show s a com parative study
of the bursting behaviour in the two cases close to, but
below , their blowout points. A s can be seen from the
com parison ofthe low er panels, there is very little burst-
ng in the in{out case.

T o further dem onstrate this relative insensitivity in the
n{out case, wem ade a study of the sensitivity S ofthe
system s close to their blowout points, as a function of
the nput signalp. This is shown in Fig. E, which again
dem onstrates a distinct absence of supersensitivity for
the In{out case, specially forthe lower nput signal levels.
Furthem ore, it show s a saturation in sensitivity in the
in{out case for nput signalsp < 10 7.
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FIG.2. Dependence of the sensitivity S on the nnput

signalp for n{out and on{o cases. N ote the relative Insen-
sitivity ofthe in{out to the input signaland the saturation in
sensitivity in this case. The param eter values are as In F ig.

These results indicate a clear lack of supersensitivity
In the in{out case to am all constant input signals.

To understand this qualitative di erence between the
on{o and In{out cases, we brie y recall a num ber of
di erences between the two cases, relevant to our dis-
cussion here. In the case of on{o , the attraction and
the ection of the orbits near the invariant m anifold are
brought about by a single chaotic attractor in M ;. Thus
for the values of the control param eter close to but be-
Iow the blowout point, the chaotic attractor n M 1 be-
com es transversally weakly attracting, but there can be
repelling orbits w ithin this attractor that are transver-
sally unstable, leading to bubbling and allow ing the orbit
to access the low er and upperboundaries frequently. T he
system thusbecom es sensitive to an all Inputs, producing
large bursts and hence supersensitivity.

For the in{out case, on the other hand, the Yn’ and
but’ phases are govemed by tw o segparate invariant sets
In M 1: a chaotic saddle and a periodic attractor respec—
tively. Thus for the values of control param eter (o in
our case) above the blowout value, the chaotic saddle
In the nvariant subm anifold is transversally attracting
w hereas the periodic attractor in M 1 is transversally un—
stable w ith a positive transverse Lyapunov exponent r .
A s a result, an orbit drawn towards the invariant sub-—
m anifold by the chaotic saddle is thus efcted by the



transversally unstable periodic attractor, leading to in{
out interm itency. On the other hand, for the values of
control param eter b just below the blowout value, the
unigue periodic attractor in the invariant subm anifold
becom es transversally stable wih 1 < 0), whik the
chaotic saddle still rem ains transversally attracting. As
a result orbis drawn tow ards the Invariant subm anifold
by the chaotic saddle get attracted to the periodic orbit
there (see Fig.[] r a schem atic depiction).
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FIG .3. Schem atic diagram show Ing the m ain dynam ical
features of the in{out process near the blowout point with
r < 0. Thispicture doesnot qualitatively change in presence
of a Input signalp, even though the period 12 attractor and
the chaotic saddlk are slightly shifted from the previous M 1
(represented by the dotted line).

W e shallnow show that the presence ofa am all input
signal p laves the above dynam ical picture essentially
unaltered, apart from displacing the location of the pe-
riodic attractor o the previous invariant subm anifold.
T here are tw o ways to see this. F irstly, for sm allvaluesof
the Input signalp O (1), the periodic orbit is expected
to persist by continuity. W e num erically con m ed that
the period 12 orbi involved in the in{out interm ittency
studied here (see ﬂ] for details) does indeed survive for
an all values of p, abeit shifted slightly o the invariant
subm anifold M 1 (see the left panels of Fig. f) .

A tematively, we can estin ate the transverse location
of the displaced periodic orbit. To do this we recall
that we are Interested In am all displacem ents from M 1,
which in pliesthatasa rstapproxin ation wem ay ignore
higher order dependence on y. W e therefore approxim ate
them ap @) by

Xn+1 = TXn (I 3)+ SXnVi; )

Yn+1 & Yn t Pi

w here the second order term in y has been kept in the
x map in order to ensure the essential overall non { skew
product structure of the system .

The period 12 attractor involved in this case has x,
values satisfying x,+ 12 = X, and y, values given by
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w here b ¢ denotes the integer part.

T he above expressions fory, change periodically (w ith
period 12), depending on the initial x. The asym ptotic
average valie of y can then be approxin ated by
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where we have used ). Interestingly this enables us to
nd the sensitivity S as a function of ¢
S = ! ; 9
ST o )
which is independent ofp, thus explaining the saturation
in sensitivity S dbserved in the in{out case in Fig.[d,
In clear contrast to expression for the on{o sensitivity
given by ) .
Tt now rem ainsto show that apart from the above shift
o the subm anifold, the periodic attractor rem ains es—
sentially Intact. To see this, recall that the e ect of a
non{zero p on x is given by

¥ps1  FP(x9;a) + sxahyi; (10)

where F" (x1;a) represents the x com ponent of the nt
Tterate ofthe m ap E). U sing ﬁ) this gives
2
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BXKnlyt B3O Q) — = (11)
1 er
Now for nput signals p

(0] (lioand for the param eter
regin es chosen here, 1 e P

p, which im plies
Bralyl  pi (12)

show ing that to this approxin ation the p-induced vari-
ations In x are extramely smnall (relative to p), hence
providing a good indication that the periodic attractor
rem ains essentially Intact.
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FIG .4. D ependence of the average blowout variable hyi

as a function of , for xed input signals. T he param eters
values are as In Fig. .

The above argum ents and results dem onstrate the
qualitative di erences between the responses of the on{
o and the n{out dynam ics to sm all input signals. In
particular, the survivalof the periodic orbit in the latter
case acts to trap the Incom ing orbits and therefore blocks
the possibility of supersensitivity in this case. W e expect
this picture to be comm on and thus supersensitiviy to
be absent In the generic non{skew product (inh{out) set-
tings.
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FIG.5. Dependence of the sensitivity S for a small in-

put signalp as a function of 1, together w ith the predicted
scaling ﬂ) . The param eter values are as in Fig.EI.

To further substantiate this nding, we calculated the
average blow out variabl hyi in system @) for xed nput
signals, as a function of 1 . The resuls are sum m arised
in Fjg.E, which show that or ¢ > 0, both cases are
relatively lnsensitive to input signals, whereasfor r < 0,
the on{o case ismuch more sensitive to input signals
than the in{out case, w ith the latter dependence in very

good agreem ent w ith our prediction @) .

F inally we calculated the dependence ofthe sensitiviy
S for the in{out case as a function of 1, wih di er-
ent input signals, as a function of 1. The resuls are
shown in Fig. ], together w ith our predicted expression
@), which show excellent agreem ent.

To summ arise, we have argued that the supersensitiv—
ity found in E] forthe case of skew product system sw ith
on{o interm ittency is absent in the m ore general set—
ting of non{skew product system s, capable of displaying
In{out interm ittency. W e have substantiated this clain
both analytically and through extensive num erical sin u—
lations. W e have also checked that the absence of super—
sensitivity in the In{out case rem ains robust to changes
In both the input signal (of the form psinh @2 x)) aswell
as to unbiased noise In the transverse direction (of the
order of the input signal).

T he absence of supersensitivity for system s displaying
In{out intem ittency is m portant, particularly given that
dynam icalsystem s are generically expected to be ofnon {
skew product type.
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