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a b s t r a c t
Chaotic systems are ubiquitous in the real world, but often analytical models remain
inaccessible. We find that a machine-learning method known as ‘‘reservoir computing’’
provides an alternative feasible way for modeling chaotic systems rather than conventional dynamical equations. Specifically, we show that recurrence in temporal and spatial
scales of the trained reservoir system are indistinguishable from that of an observed
chaotic system. Furthermore, by sharing a common signal, dual synchronization between
a chaotic system and its learned reservoir system can be achieved successfully. In the
same manner, we show that the identical synchronization also emerges on their coupled
system. These findings reveal that reservoir computing approach would be excellent
candidate for modeling a great variety of chaotic systems.
© 2022 Elsevier B.V. All rights reserved.

1. Introduction
Since the seminal work of Lorenz [1], the concept of chaos has attracted considerable interest over many decades [2–5].
The importance of chaotic dynamics originates from its broad relevance in our life — ranging from the solar activity [4],
weather forecasting [3], financial markets [6], to human health [7]. Meanwhile, a growing number of studies reveal that
chaotic systems have a great variety of intriguing features, for example, self-similar structure [3] and unstable periodic
orbits [8]. Generally, if one wishes to predict, classify or control a chaotic system, the most effective way is to model such
system via the analytical equations. Unfortunately chaotic systems with extant dynamical equations are scarce.
Recently, significant advances have been achieved in model-free prediction of chaotic systems via methods of reservoir
computing [9–15]. In particular, a substantial body of research demonstrated that this approach is capable of predicting
low-dimensional chaotic systems [9], inferring unmeasured variables [16,17], detecting chaotic signals [18], and even
forecasting large spatiotemporally chaotic systems [11]. Beyond prediction, there is a growing industry in exploring
long-term ergodic behavior contained in the trained reservoir system, such as Lyapunov exponents [19], attractor
reconstruction [20], and correlation dimension [21]. In this context, an intriguing problem arises: can we use reservoir
computing approach to accurately describe chaotic systems instead of dynamical equations?
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In this paper, we consider the equivalence between a reservoir computer model and dynamical equations in the context
of recurrence — a fundamental characteristic of a dynamical system [6,22]. Specifically, we show that a great variety
of recurrence properties of a chaotic system remain constant when moving from its dynamical model to the reservoir
computer system. We further show that by transforming both into networks, a number of network statistics are also
the same. Remarkably, we find that synchronization can be achieved between a chaotic system and its learned reservoir
system as well as in their coupled system. Our work reveals that rather than dynamical equations, reservoir computing
approach provides a new path for accurately modeling chaotic systems.
2. Model description
2.1. Reservoir computing approach
We start with introducing the framework of the reservoir computing approach. Generally, its architecture contains
three basic parts: an input layer coupled with an input vector u, a reservoir network in the middle layer, and an output
layer coupled with an output vector v. Following Jaeger’s design [9], we define the evolving equations of the reservoir
vector r and the output vector v as follows:

(

r(t + 1) = (1 − α )r(t) + α tanh Ar(t) + Win

))

bin
u(t)

,

bout
u(t)
,
r(t + 1)

(1)

)

(
v(t + 1) = Wout

(

(2)

where A, Win , α , bin , and bout are the reservoir parameters. They are usually given in advance before training. Here, we
set these reservoir parameters according to the commonly used method [23]. In this context, the output weighted matrix
Wout is the sole fitting parameter to be determined in the training phase. For a chaotic system of interest, this parameter
can be in fact expressed in terms of the training data analytically [24,25]. After training phase, when v(t + 1) is adopted
as u(t + 1), the reservoir computing system becomes a self-evolving dynamical system based on Eqs. (1) and (2). Next,
we will explore how the trained reservoir computer related to its learned chaotic system.
2.2. Recurrence time of chaotic systems and their learned reservoir systems
We first apply the reservoir computing approach to learn the Hénon map given by:
xn+1 = 1 + yn − 1.4x2n ,

(3)

yn+1 = 0.3xn .

(4)

We generate the 4 × 10 observations from this map and use the first 2600 points with α = 0.25 and the input
u = (x, y) for training. After the training stage, we consider a trajectory of length N = 4 × 105 of this reservoir
system and randomly choose a reference point X0 . For a given radius ϵ , we computer the set S(ϵ ) of recurrence points
such that S(ϵ ) = {Xti :∥ Xti − X0 ∥< ϵ}. Then, we extract the recurrence times from this recurrence set defined as
T = {T (i) : T (i) = ti+1 − ti }. Interestingly, when observing the mean recurrence time ⟨T ⟩ and the variation σ of the
recurrence times T , a clear scaling law emerges such that ⟨T ⟩ ∼ ϵ d and σ ∼ ϵ γ , see Fig. 1(a) and (b). We find that these
scaling behaviors match that expected of the Hénon map exactly. Meanwhile, the slopes estimated from these lines are
d = −1.22 and γ = −2.47, which are consistent with the results reported in Refs. [22,26]. We further apply the same
calculation to the Lorenz system (dx/dt = 10(y − z), dy/dt = −xz + 60x − y, dz /dt = xy − 8/3z). Remarkably, equally
convincing scaling behaviors are achieved between the Lorenz system and its reservoir computing model, as described in
Fig. 1(c) and (d). Our findings reveal that the recurrence times of the reservoir computing system are indistinguishable
from that of a chaotic system for modeling.
5

3. Simulation results
3.1. Recurrence networks of chaotic systems and their learned reservoir systems
Besides the recurrence times, we further explore their equivalence from complex network perspective for which a
number of network metrics can be employed. In fact, network science has recently been widely employed to characterize
chaotic systems of interest [6,7]. Here, we adopt a network transform based on the recurrence method [27–29].
Specifically, for a dynamical system given by {Xi }Ni=1 , the resulting network is
Aij (ϵ ) = Θ (ϵ− ∥ Xi − Xj ∥) − δij ,

(5)

where Θ (·) is the Heaviside function, ϵ is a threshold value, and δij is the Kronecker delta. After constructing the
transformed network, we observe its local, intermediate, and global network properties in terms of the mean degree
2
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Fig. 1. Comparison of the Hénon map and its reservoir computing system with respect to (a) the mean recurrence time ⟨T ⟩ and (b) the variation

σ of recurrence times. (c) and (d) The similar comparison taking place on the Lorenz system.

⟨K ⟩, the clustering coefficient C , and the energy E [30], respectively. We then apply these network statistics to analyze
the previous chaotic systems and their associated reservoir computing systems. Interestingly, we find that for either the
Hénon map or the Lorenz system, the three network measurements of the reservoir computing system are almost the
same as that of the original chaotic system, see Fig. 2. In particular, we show that the mean degree ⟨K ⟩ and the clustering
coefficient C monotonically increase with increasing the threshold value ϵ , while for the energy E, it increases on small
threshold values and then gradually decreases. These findings reveal that the reservoir computing system is identical to
a chaotic system of interest even from complex network perspective.

3.2. Synchronization between chaotic systems and reservoir computing systems
Moreover, we show that synchronization can occur between the dynamical equations and the reservoir computing
representation of a chaotic system. This synchronization can be achieved by sharing a common variable [31,32]. In previous
studies, we have confirmed that by transmitting a signal from a dynamical system to its learned reservoir computer,
synchronization will emerge [32]. Conversely, we will show that it is still possible to maintain synchronization even
when the trained reservoir computer is used as the driving system. In particular, we find that by sending the x signal for
driving, the y-variable of the Hénon map rapidly approaches
⏐
⏐ to that of the trained reservoir system, see Fig. 3(a). This is
further supported by observing the difference ∆y = ⏐y′ − y⏐, which converges toward zeros, as shown in Fig. 3(b). Note
that y′ and y are generated from the reservoir computing system and the Hénon map, respectively. In addition, the same
phenomenon also emerges on the Lorenz system for which the y component of the reservoir system is adopted as the
driving signal (see Fig. 3(c) and (d)). These interesting synchronization phenomena can be referred to the sub-Lyapunov
exponents, where there are the negative values [31,33]. Collectively, these findings point out that by sending a common
signal, a chaotic system can synchronize with its learned reservoir computer and vice verse. This indirectly demonstrates
that the trained reservoir computer can successfully model a chaotic system as an alternative to its dynamical equations.
Finally, to address the ability of reservoir computing approaches to model chaotic systems, we show that synchronization can still emerge in their coupled system. Here, we take the previous Hénon map as an example and use the x-variable
3
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Fig. 2. Comparison of the Hénon map and its learned reservoir computer with respect to different network statistics: (a) the mean degree ⟨k⟩, (b)
the clustering coefficient C , and the energy E. (d–f) The same comparison taking place on the Lorenz system.

Fig. 3. (a) Complete synchronization of the trained reservoir computer and the Hénon map in terms of the y variable. (b) The associated difference ∆y
in function of time for the Hénon map. (c) Synchronization of the Lorenz system and the trained reservoir computer with the y-driven configuration.
(d) The corresponding differences ∆x and ∆z between the trained reservoir computer and the Lorenz system.
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as the coupling component. Specifically, the coupled system is defined as follows:
xn = xn + ρ (x′n − xn ),
x′n = x′n + ρ (xn − x′n ),
xn+1 = 1 + yn − 1.4x2n ,
yn+1 = 0.3xn ,

(

(

r(n + 1) = (1 − α )r(n) + α tanh Ar(n) + Win

⎛
(

′

xn+1
y′n+1

)
= Wout

bin
x′n
y′n

))
,

(6)

⎞

bout
⎜ x′n ⎟
⎝ y′ ⎠ ,
n
r(n + 1)

where ρ is the coupled strength lying in the interval [0,1] and α = 0.25. Here, the reservoir parameters A, Win , bin , and bout
are given in advance before training [11–13]. Wout is predefined based on training as we done for learning the previous
′
Hénon map. The initial values of x1 , y1 , x′1 , and
√y1 are chosen randomly.

∑N

1
′ 2
′ 2
Fig. 4(a) depicts the average differences
i=1 (xi − xi ) + (yi − yi ) as a function of the coupled strength. The
N
differences tends to zeros when ρ is larger than 0.2. Interestingly, we find before realizing the synchronization, the periodic
regime occurs at the interval ρ ∈ [0.102, 0.138] (see Fig. 4(b)). This is further supported by observing the largest Lyapunov
exponent λ of the coupling system for which λ < 0. We also notice that with increasing coupling strength ρ , the largest
Lyapunov exponent λ gradually decreases and then sharply increases to approach a constant value. This means that the
coupled system transitions from chaotic regime to periodic one and then to chaotic regime again. Remarkably, we observe
that in the synchronization regime, the mean recurrence time ⟨T ⟩ presents a similar power law behavior regardless of the
coupled strength as shown in Fig. 4(c). The associated scaling exponents d are almost keeping constant, see the inset in
Fig. 4(c). Meanwhile, besides the mean recurrence time ⟨T ⟩, we find that the variation σ of the recurrence times exhibits
an almost identical profile in synchronization regime as illustrated in Fig. 4(d). These findings further support that the
trained reservoir system can play the same role as the analytic equations in describing a chaotic system.

4. Conclusions
In summary, we re-examined reservoir computing approach for modeling chaotic systems. We find that reservoir
computer model provides an alternative to dynamical equations for describing a chaotic system. Specifically, we show
that recurrence properties of the reservoir system are the same as that of dynamical equations. This equivalence is further
confirmed in complex network domain for which a great variety of network statistics are almost identical. Moreover, we
show that synchronization can occur between a chaotic system and its learned reservoir computer as well as in their
coupled system, which indirectly evidence that reservoir computer model plays the same role as analytical equations in
characterizing chaotic systems. Our work reveals that reservoir computing approach provides a new path for modeling
and characterizing chaotic systems, whose equations of motion are unknown.
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Fig. 4. (a) The differences vs coupling strength ρ . Synchronization occurs at the interval ρ ∈ [0.2, 1]. (b) The diagram of the x-variable and the
maximum Lyapunov exponent λ as a function of the coupling strength ρ . (c) The mean recurrence time ⟨T ⟩ as a function of ϵ over different coupling
strength ρ . (d) The variation σ as a function of ϵ over different coupling strength ρ . In the insets, we show the profiles of the estimated values of
d and γ vs ρ .
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