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C om m ent on \Shadow ability ofStatisticalA ver-

ages in C haotic System s"

Lai et al. [1] investigate system s with a stable

periodic orbit and a coexisting chaotic saddle. They

claim that, by adding white G aussian noise (G N),

averages change with an algebraic scaling law above a

certain noise threshold and argue that this leads to a

breakdown ofshadowability ofaverages. Here,we show

that (i) shadowability is not wellde�ned and even ifit

were,no breakdown occurs. W e clarify m isconceptions

on (ii) thresholds for G N. W e further point out (iii)

m isconceptions on the e�ect of noise on averages.

Finally,weshow that(iv)thelack ofa properthreshold

can lead to any (m eaningless)scaling exponent.

(i) Shadowing deals with m acroscopic error propaga-

tion ofnoise bounded by a sm allvalue (e.g. com puter

accuracy of 10� 16), com paring a noisy and a ‘true’

trajectory [2]. Since the authors use G N,one cannot

properlyspeak ofshadowing.However,even forbounded

noise,their claim s are stilldoubtful. In a recent work,

the error ofan average was found to be am pli�ed by a

factorofup to 1012,although the trajectory neverexits

the attractor [3]. This renders a reliable com putation

truly unfeasible.In [1],though,thee�ecton theaverages

is only ofthe sam e order as the variation ofthe noise

levelD . Furtherm ore,the averagesin Figs. 1a and 2a

in [1]do change even lessbelow D = 10� 2:5. Therefore,

shadowability isnotcom prom ised atall.

(ii) The authors of [1] m ention a threshold for G N

above which the periodic orbit and the chaotic saddle

would becom e connected. Yet, such a threshold does

not exist, since the m ean �rst exit tim e h�i is given

by K ram ers’law h�i � exp(� U

D
),where D is the noise

variance and �U is either the potential [4] or, for

nonequilibrium and chaotic system s,the quasipotential

di�erence [5]. Thus, h�i varies with D , yielding a

di�erentaverage for every noise level.

(iii) G enerally, averages depend on the noise for all

noise levels,im plying that no threshold can exist,even

with only one m etastable state. For the linear m ap

xn+ 1 = axn + b+ �n with a �xed point x? = b

1� a and

white G N onegetshx2i= x2
?
+ 1

1� a2 D .Thisispictured

in Fig. 1a, �tting perfectly the data. Although the

averageappearsto be constantforlow noise,itdepends,

in fact,on the noise for allD .The sam e appliesalso to

nonlinearsystem s(cf.�tin Fig.1b)and bounded noise.

(iv)Becausethevalueofthethreshold isarbitrary,any

scaling can be achieved,justby tuning D c,as�ttingsof

the form ofEq.(1)of[1]are very sensitive to the value

ofD c.Toverify this,weshow in Fig.1b thelogisticm ap

xn+ 1 = axn(1� xn)+ D �n with h�n;�m i= �nm asin [1].

The putative threshold ofD c = 10� 5 is m arked by an

arrow.The graph isevidently notconstantthere.W ith

D c � 7� 10� 6 (�rstarrow),a scaling �G � (D � D c)
�

results,with �G of[1]. This yields � � 2:1 (Fig. 1c),

in clearcontrastto � � 1 reported in [1]. Therefore,no

reliable (i. e. any)exponentcan be obtained,since D c

isnotwellde�ned from the outset.
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FIG . 1: (a) hx
2
i for the linear m ap vs. D with a = 0:7

and b = 0:75 (circles) and analytical�t hx
2
i= x

2

? +
1

1� a2
D

(fullline). (b) hsin xi for the logistic m ap with a = 3:8008

and a polynom ial�tforD � 1:4� 10
� 5

(fullline)(c)Scaling

�G � (D � D c)
�
with D c � 7� 10

� 6
(circles)and leastsquares

�t(fullline).Allaveragesare for10
8
iterations.

Asto thereply,theauthorsclaim to have\a theoreti-

caljusti�cation fortheexistenceofa threshold" through

D c =
p

��=ln� � 1, with �� the quasipotential(see

(ii)) and � the probability resolution. Contrary to Ref.

[5]ofthe reply,where � drops out since only propor-

tionalitiesunderparam etervariation areconsidered,D c

in [1]dependsfor�xed param eterson � and hence � is

notuniquely de�ned.Applied to (iv)with D c = 10� 5 of

[1]and �� � 7:8� 10� 10 (notshown)yields� = 0:0004.

But a �ner resolution � = 10� 7 gives D c = 7 � 10� 6,

with � � 2:1 (cf. (iv)), whereas � = 10� 2 results in

D c = 1:3� 10� 5 and � � 0:21 (notshown). Again,this

invalidatesany properscaling.
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