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Predicting and characterizing diverse non-linear behaviors in dynamical systems is a complex chal-
lenge, especially due to the inherently presence of chaotic dynamics. Current forecasting methods
are reliant on system-specific knowledge or heavily parameterized models, which can be associated
with a variety of drawbacks including critical model assumptions, uncertainties in their estimated
input hyperparameters, and also being computationally intensive. Moreover, even when combined
with recurrence analyses, these approaches are typically constrained to chaos identification, rather
than parameter inference. In this work, we address these challenges by proposing a methodology
that uses recurrence plots to train convolutional neural networks with the task of estimating the
defining control parameters of two distinct non-linear systems: (i) the Logistic map and (ii) the
Standard map. By focusing on the neural networks’ ability to recognize patterns within recurrence
plots, we demonstrate accurate parameter recovery, achieving fairly confident levels of prediction
for both systems. This method not only provides a robust approach to predicting diverse non-linear
dynamics but also opens up new possibilities for the automated characterization of similar non-linear
dynamical systems.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Making accurate predictions in the field of nonlinear
dynamical systems can be a challenging task because
the evolution of nonlinear relations gives rise to different
types of dynamical behavior [1, 2]. Leaving aside induced
or inherently stochastic effects, these behaviors can in-
clude periodic, quasi-periodic and chaotic dynamics [3].
Periodic motion follows well-defined and regular cycles,
whereas quasi-periodic dynamics lack a fixed period but
still exhibit ordered motion [4, 5]. Chaotic dynamics,
characterized by extreme sensitivity to initial conditions
(ICs), evolves unpredictably despite being governed by
deterministic rules [6, 7]. Identifying, understanding and
especially characterizing this behavior is essential to gain
deeper insights into the fundamental nature and proper-
ties of dynamical systems of interest.

Parallel to that, developments in the field of neural
networks have flourished in the last decade [8], with the
introduction of several robust and versatile architectures
that allow accurate identification of images in classifi-
cation problems. Recently, the relevance of neural net-
works has been highlighted by the 2024 Nobel Prize in
Physics, awarded to Geoffrey E. Hinton and John J. Hop-
field. Convolutional Neural Networks (CNN) [9, 10] are
a subset of feed-forward neural networks that are widely
used in image, text and audio recognition tasks, provid-
ing a strong foundation for natural language processing
techniques that are now state of the art in artificial intelli-
gence, while remaining relevant due to their effectiveness
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in many areas. In nonlinear dynamical systems, CNNs
have also been shown to identify chaotic dynamics when
combined with recurrence analysis, achieving over 92%
accuracy [11, 12].

Alongside these neural network advancements, Recur-
rence Plots (RPs) have become a well-established ap-
proach in nonlinear data analysis for visualizing the re-
currence of states in dynamical systems [13–15]. Differ-
ent types of dynamical behavior, such as regular, chaotic
or even stochastic motion, produce different visual re-
currence patterns. [16, 17] and RPs are essentially im-
ages composed of white and black pixels representing
non-recurrent and recurrent state, respectively, making
them particularly suitable inputs for CNNs. These neu-
ral networks can then be trained to identify patterns that
correspond to the underlying dynamics, offering an au-
tomated process for the characterization of different dy-
namical behaviors. While RPs have been widely used
to detect and study chaotic dynamics [18–21], their po-
tential for parameter estimation remains relatively unex-
plored. By encoding a system’s dynamics into a struc-
tured visual format, RPs provide a direct method for an-
alyzing behavior and, when combined with CNNs, open
up possibilities for inferring system control parameters
from recurrence patterns.

In this paper, we propose a methodology that uses
CNNs to both classify dynamic behavior and recover con-
trol parameters in both one- and two-dimensional nonlin-
ear systems, specifically the logistic and standard maps.
By training a CNN on the RPs of these systems, the
neural network can predict key control parameters with
a fairly high degree of accuracy. Furthermore, the same
framework is able to effectively classify different dynamic
regimes within the logistic map. Our results demonstrate
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that CNNs combined with RPs can serve as a powerful
numerical approach for characterizing system behavior
and identifying the specific parameters that govern it,
providing a novel way to apply deep learning to the study
of nonlinear dynamics.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section
II discusses both the methodology and the models in de-
tail, including the construction of the RPs, the logistic
and standard maps and their range of dynamic behaviors,
and the architecture of the CNN. Section III presents the
results, analyzing the performance of the CNN in both
classification and parameter prediction tasks, and dis-
cussing the broader implications of these results for the
study of nonlinear systems. Finally, section IV concludes
the paper with a summary of the results and suggestions
for future work, including potential improvements and
applications to real-world systems.

II. METHODOLOGY AND MODELS

This section is divided into three sub-sections. Firstly,
the process of constructing the RPs is outlined, provid-
ing a detailed explanation of how a given percentage of
recurrences is determined. Next, the two dynamical sys-
tems of interest, namely the logistic and standard maps,
are described in detail. Finally, a discussion of the cho-
sen neural network architecture and metrics is presented.
Essentially, the whole methodology has been designed to
recover the characteristic control parameters of the mod-
els through efficient pattern recognition of the RPs.

A. Recurrence Plots

The essence of the proposed methodology relies on
the generation of many distinct recurrence plots (RPs),
which serve as the fundamental visual representation of
the different non-linear dynamical behaviors of interest.
It is common to define recurrence if at time tj , a given
trajectory x(tj) ≈ x(ti) approximately returns to a pre-
vious state φ(ti), with ti < tj , meaning it returns to a
neighborhood of a past state. Since it is a finite-time
analysis, it is worth remarking that 0 < ti < tj ≤ T ,
where T is the trajectory’s maximum iteration time.
Depending on the model, its control parameters and

initial conditions, different dynamical behaviors may ap-
pear and all respective RPs should be constructed consid-
ering these differences. Consequently, all RPs were built
with a fixed recurrence rate (RR) i.e., the percentage
of recurrent points [14], allowing for an unbiased and ap-
propriate comparison among chaotic, periodic, and quasi-
periodic dynamics.

The process of building RPs with the same recurrence
percentage begins with computing a pairwise distance
matrix D ∈ RT×T , where each element Dij defined as
follows

Dij = ∥φi − φj∥, (1)

where φi = φ(ti), φj = φ(tj) and ∥ · ∥ is a suitable
norm. Typically, the Euclidean norm is often used for
measuring distances in the respective phase space, which
was also employed for this methodology. Note that the i
and j are time indexes.

To ensure that the RP has a desired RR, a suitable
distance threshold ε must be determined, such that the
proportion of points within this distance is equal to the
RR. Mathematically, this requirement can be expressed
as

1

N2

N∑
i=1

N∑
j=1

Θ(ε−Dij) = RR, (2)

where Θ(ε−Dij) is the Heaviside step function, which is
equal to 1 if (ε−Dij) ≥ 0, and 0 otherwise.
The next step to determine ε is to consider the set of

all distinct pairwise distances from the distance matrix
D, excluding the diagonal elements since Dii = 0 by def-
inition. Let the sorted set of these distances be denoted
as

{d1, d2, . . . , dM}, where M =
N(N − 1)

2
. (3)

The threshold ε is then selected such that approxi-
mately RR × M of the distances are less than or equal
to ε. Specifically, for a rate RR = p, the particular
threshold ε = εp is chosen such that it corresponds to
the ⌊p × M⌋-th smallest value in the sorted set of dis-
tances as follows

ε = εp = d⌊p×M⌋. (4)

Once the best suited ε is determined, the binary Re-
currence Matrix (RM) R ∈ {0, 1}T×T , composed by the
elements Ri,j can be computed in terms of the distance
matrix D as follows

Rij = Θ(εp −Dij). (5)

Notice that RM is also a symmetric matrix, as the pair-
wise distancesDij = Dji for most commonly used norms,
ensuring that recurrence relationships are bidirectional.
Additionally, while selecting ε = εp, the recurrence rate
of this RM is ensured to be RR = p.
Finally, the visual representation of the RM is the

RP of interest. Typically, RPs represent each zero en-
try (Rij = 0) of the RM as a white pixel, while each 1
entry (Rij = 1) is represented by a black pixel. To en-
sure that each recurrent point is represented by a unique
pixel, the desirable resolution of an RP is T × T pix-
els, where T is the maximum iteration time of the dy-
namics being analyzed. This resolution ensures that the
recurrence patterns are accurately represented without
overlap, making it easier to visually distinguish between
different dynamic behaviors. The optimal choice of reso-
lutions and T is further explored in the appendix A.



3

FIG. 1. (Upper panel) Typical bifurcation diagram of the Logistic map; (Lower panels) Three RPs from different values of the
control parameter r. For A, the pair IC and parameter was set (x0 = 0.1, r = 3.20) – permanent periodic dynamics; In B, the
pair was (x0 = 0.1, r = 3.70) – chaotic dynamics; In C, (x0 = 0.1, r = 3.85) – chaotic, but close to stability islands. RPs were
build from T = 100 and fixed RR = 20%.

B. Models

The two dynamical systems studied in this paper are
well known nonlinear maps. The first, introduced by
Lorenz in the 1960s [22] and popularized by May in 1976
[23], the logistic map, is a standard example of how com-
plex and chaotic behavior can arise from a simple one-
dimensional nonlinear equation, with applications rang-
ing from population dynamics, pseudo-random number
generators to bifurcation theory [1].

In addition to the logistic map, the Chirikov standard
map, an example of a two-dimensional near-integrable
Hamiltonian system, was also selected. First conceptual-
ized in the 1970s in the context of plasma physics [24, 25],
the standard map exhibits a rich variety of dynamical
behaviors, in particular Hamiltonian chaos, making it an
ideal subject for this investigation.

The next subsections provide a detailed explanation
along with examples of the dynamics presented by the
logistic and standard maps.

1. The Logistic map

As briefly introduced earlier, the logistic map brings
its non-linearity from a simple quadratic term as follows

xt+1 = rxt(1− xt), (6)

where the defining control parameter r in the range of
[0,4] produces values of xt bounded on [0,1], with diver-

gences presented when r > 4. Here, it will be restricted
to the former range.
The logistic map can have several behaviors accord-

ing to the values taken by r, which are briefly described
below.

• 0 < r < 1.0: Independently of the initial condi-
tions, limt→∞ xt → 0;

• 1.0 < r < 2.0: limt→∞ xt → r−1
r , also without

regard to the initial conditions;

• 2.0 < r < 3.0: Similar to the previous range, how-
ever presenting fluctuations around the final value
before convergence;

• (A) 3.0 < r < 3.56995: Permanent oscillatory be-
havior is observed, with the number of modes of
oscillation depending on r;

– (A1) 3.0 < r < 3.44949: The dynamics oscil-
lates between two values;

– (A2) 3.44949 < r < 3.54409: Four oscillatory
solutions are observed;

– (A3) 3.54409 < r < 3.56995: Oscillations in-
crease even further, allowing for κ values, with
κ even and increasing according to r.

• (B) 3.56995 < r < 3.82843: onset of chaos;

• (C) 3.82843 < r < 4.0: certain values of r result in
the emergence of islands of stability.
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FIG. 2. Twenty different dynamical behaviors displayed by
their respective RP constructed from the dynamics of the Lo-
gistic map. All RPs were build from T = 100 iterations and
fixed RR = 20%. All correspondent approximated value of
the parameter r is displayed inside each RP.

For this study, data generation and analysis were re-
stricted to values r ∈ [3.0, 4.0], and the previous ranges
will be employed to define multiple labels (A1, A2, A3,
B and C) for the upcoming classification task.

Figure 1 shows the classical bifurcation diagram along
with three distinct RPs, each considering different val-
ues of r that properly display the diversity of dynamical
behaviors. In agreement with the discussions presented
at Sec. II A and Appendix A, all RPs from the dynamics
of the logistic map were constructed considering a fixed
RR = 20%, and T = 100 iterations.

Since it is important to produce multiple distinct RPs,
knowing that neural networks benefit greatly from large
volumes of samples, a thorough numerical experiment
was conducted to extract as many behaviors from the
map as possible. The range r ∈ [3.0, 4.0] was uniformly
divided into 104 values, generating the same 104 differ-
ent RPs, each differing in the value of r up to the fifth
decimal place. The parameters of the dynamics, namely
the IC x0, and the maximum iteration time T were set to
0.1 and 100 respectively. The RP parameters, including
the RR and resolution, were set to 20% and 100 × 100
respectively. A sub-sample of this analysis, consisting of
20 RPs, is shown in Fig. 2, and all 104 images were com-
pressed into a Graphic Interchange Format (GIF) made
available in the supplemental material.

It is worth remarking that the initial periodic behav-
iors, displayed by the first row of RPs in Fig. 2, may
exhibit patterns that do not necessarily match the typ-
ical appearance of fully periodic RPs [13, 14]. This is
because, instead of using a predefined threshold distance
ε, these RPs were constructed with a fixed RR. Hence,
as periodic dynamics presents multiple recurrences, es-
pecially for r ≈ 3.0, the RP is proportionally filled by

points until reaching the desired RR = 20%. It is also
interesting to observe the diversity of patterns within the
chaotic regime, followed by an unambiguous periodic be-
havior produced by the stability islands for r ≈ 3.83,
before returning to chaos as r increases.

2. The Standard map

The Standard map, also known as the Chirikov Stan-
dard map, can be used to describe the motion of a par-
ticle constrained to a movement on a ring while kicked
periodically by an external field. It is possible to define
a sympletic non-linear discrete map that gives the par-
ticle’s generalized position q and momentum p for the
(t+ 1)th iteration by the following equations

pt+1 = pt + k sin(qt) mod (2π), (7)

qt+1 = qt + pt+1 + π mod (2π), (8)

where the parameter k controls the intensity of the non-
linearity and the added term +π, on the Eq. (8), is to
centralize the main island on the phase space. It is also
important to note that this is an area-preserving map
since it comes from a Hamiltonian system, and the de-
terminant of its Jacobian matrix is equal to unity.
The characteristic mixed phase spaces of the Standard

map are shown in Fig. 3. These phase spaces are said
to be mixed as chaotic areas can coexist with periodic
regions [5]. As illustrated by the gray points in the back-
ground, depending on the pair of ICs (q0, p0) a given
trajectory may fill invariant spanning curves i.e. curves
that span throughout the whole phase space; fill peri-
odic structures within stability islands, also known as
Kolmogorov-Arnold-Moser (KAM) islands [4]; or fill the
chaotic area.
As predicted by the theory of near-integrable Hamil-

tonian systems, chaos emerges in the vicinity of unstable
fixed points as the control parameter increases [26]. It
can be observed that Eqs. (8) and (7) have a stable fixed
point at (π, π) and an unstable one at (0, π) or (2π, π)
due to the modulo (2π) condition. Hence, for sufficiently
large values of k, the region in the near surroundings of
(0, π) will always be filled by chaotic orbits, as evidenced
by the inset zoom on the first panel of Fig. 3, where
k = 0.3. Figure 3 also displays the growth of the chaotic
region for larger parameter values, namely k = 0.9 and
k = 1.8 for the remaining upper panels.
The second panel of Fig. 3, shows a particular phase

space configuration close to an important topological
transition that happens in the Standard map. For the
critical value k = kc = 0.971635, the last invariant span-
ning curve is destroyed and the map transits from local
to global chaos [27, 28], where for a sufficient long evolu-
tion, any chaotic orbit may fill out the whole phase space,
with the only exception to the inside of the KAM islands
embedded to what is now called the chaotic sea. This
configuration is exemplified by the third panel of Fig. 3.
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FIG. 3. (Upper panels) Phase spaces of the Standard map (gray background) for three increasing values of the control parameter
k, along with a chosen chaotic orbit depicted by the black points; (Lower panels) RPs of each of these orbits. Orbits A, B and
C were evolved from a fixed IC (q0, p0) set as (10

−9, π), while the RPs were build from T = 100 and fixed RR = 10%.

In addition to the mixed phase spaces, the lower panels
of Fig. 3 also display three RPs associated with orbits A,
B and C. These particular trajectories, represented by the
black points on their respective phase spaces, are chaotic
orbits initiated from a fixed IC (q0, p0) = (10−9, π),
meaning that they start extremely close to the unstable
fixed point. Indeed, at the beginning of their dynamical
evolution, the influence of the fixed point is still domi-
nant, as evidenced by the initial black squares in all RPs.
Nevertheless, since it is a neighborhood of an unstable
fixed point, the chaotic behavior eventually emerges as
the orbits lose stability and explore the available chaotic
areas.

Following the approach used for the Logistic map in
the previous subsection, Fig. 4 shows the diversity of RPs
constructed from various chaotic trajectories in the Stan-
dard map. This figure also employs ICs with trajectories
fixed as (q0, p0) = (10−9, π), while the control parame-
ter k was changed thoroughly within the range [0.1, 2.0).
Similar to the Logistic map, this range was uniformly di-
vided into 104 values, generating 104 different RPs, each
differing in the value of k up to the fourth decimal place.
The RP parameters, including the RR and resolution,
were set to 10% and 100 × 100 respectively. While Fig.
4 shows twenty examples of these RPs with increasing
values of k, all 104 images were compressed into a GIF,
which is also available in the supplementary material.

It is important to point out that these sets of RP im-
ages, exemplified by Figs. 2 and 4, provide effective vi-
sual representations of various finite-time dynamical be-
haviors. In this sense, understanding all the recurrence
patterns associated with these RPs is essential to their

FIG. 4. Twenty different chaotic behaviors displayed by their
respective RP constructed from the dynamics of the Standard
map. All RPs were build from T = 100 iterations and fixed
RR = 10%. All correspondent approximated value of the
parameter k is displayed inside each RP.

characterization. To achieve this, a convolutional neural
network is trained to effectively obtain the characteris-
tic control parameters associated with these dynamical
behaviors.
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FIG. 5. General architecture of the CNN implemented. Layers indicated in solid colors were used for both dynamics, with
the hatched blocks employed solely for the dynamics of the Standard map, and dropout used only for the Logistic map.

C. CNN and metrics

The architecture of all convolutional neural networks
employed in this investigation was defined as shown in
Fig. 5, using the structure available at TensorFlow [29].
As for the choice of hyperparameters, the model con-
sists of: 100 batch size; Conv2D(3,3) for each convolu-
tional layer; AveragePooling2D(2) as the pooling layers;
ReLu() as the activation function with Adam as chosen op-
timizer. Root Mean Squared Error (RMSE) and Categor-
ical Cross Entropy are used as loss functions for regres-
sion and classification tasks respectively. The training
employed 300 maximum epochs, allowing for early stop-
ping with the criteria of interruption being 0.001 and 20
epochs.

In terms of the amount of samples generated that are
being used as inputs, the main models had access to
4 × 104 unique RPs for the training step, which were
composed of 104 uniformly chosen values of r and k for
four sets of ICs: x0 = 0.10, 0.25, 0.50 and 0.75 for the
Logistic map; (q0, p0) = (δ × 10−γ , π) where γ = 8 is
fixed and δ = 2, 4, 6 and 8 for the Standard map. Dif-
ferent values of γ were also considered and are further
explained in Appendix A.

As a way to quickly access the control parameters in
the training stage, those are saved while naming each
sample, and latter being imported to the respective train
and test vectors while loading the images to the models.

Each network was trained independently in two differ-
ent RP train sets: the first set containing data from the

Logistic map generated with parameters r ∈ [3.0, 4.0],
and the second with r immediately after the onset of
chaos; while for the Standard map, k ∈ [0.1, 0.971635)
and a larger range k ∈ [0.1, 2.0] were used to generate
the data sets for this dynamic. The amount of sam-
ples, originated from the same sets of ICs, remained con-
stant for the analysis focused on the onset of chaos and
k < kc ≈ 0.971635, resulting in larger training sets for
these regions where the chaotic behavior is predominant.
When evaluating the trained neural networks, 103 non-

interloping samples were generated as the hold-out test
set by randomly sorting the defining parameter of each
map and fixing the IC x0 = 0.4 (Logistic) and (q0, p0) =
(5× 10−8, π) (Standard).
The evaluation of the performance of the trained mod-

els used the following metrics: the weighted f1 score was
employed to assess the accuracy of predictions across the
defined intervals of r to which the testing RP samples
belonged in the Logistic map. For the regression tasks,
a point-wise error, based on the absolute differences be-
tween the actual and predicted parameter values, was
used to evaluate the estimated r and k values for the
Logistic and Standard maps, respectively.

Additionally, considering an acceptable margin m, a
given prediction can be categorized as follows:

Ci(m) = Θ(m− |yi − ŷi|), (9)

where yi and ŷi represent the actual and predicted pa-
rameter values for sample i, respectively. The Heaviside
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TABLE I. Accuracy presented for the classification task on
the logistic map, employing f1 score as the metric; and the
regression task, using RMSE, both for the test set, for each
interval of r as described in Sec. II B 1.

Class RMSE c(0.1) c(0.01) f1 score support

3.0 < r < 4.0
(A1) 0.0179 99.8% 47.4% 0.997 439
(A2) 0.0181 100% 22.6% 1.000 93
(A3) 0.0185 100% 40.9% 1.000 22
(B) 0.1195 66.0% 7.9% 0.903 265
(C) 0.1162 59.7% 15.5% 0.871 181

weight. avg. 0.0626 - - 0.966 1000
3.56 < r < 4.0

(A3) 0.0069 100% 82.35% 0.971 17
(B) 0.0459 95.07% 24.34% 0.965 608
(C) 0.0722 86.93% 16.00% 0.947 375

weight. avg. 0.0551 - - 0.989 1000

step function ensures that if |yi − ŷi| < m, Ci = 1, indi-
cating that the predicted value is within the acceptable
margin m from the actual value; otherwise, Ci = 0, rep-
resenting an incorrect prediction.

The total number of predictions within them-tolerance

is then given by C(m) =
∑N

i=1 Ci(m), where N is the to-
tal number of test samples. Furthermore, the percentage
of correct predictions is defined as

c(m) =
C(m)

N
× 100%, (10)

where, in practical terms, if m = 0.01, the percentage
c(0.01) expresses how accurately the NN can predict the
parameter value up to the third decimal place.

The next section is dedicated to presenting and ex-
plaining the main results of the proposed methodology.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

The first set of results comes from applying the afore-
mentioned methodology to the Logistic map. 4 × 104

RPs, representing distinct non-linear dynamical behav-
iors from Eq. (6), were constructed considering fixed
RR = 20% and T = 100. The task of the trained NNs
is to predict both the value and range of the characteris-
tic control parameter r, respectively through a regression
and classification task. Table I presents the outcome of
the models for the hold-out test samples.

Notice that the weighted accuracy obtained, shown in
column “f1 score” for training the NN almost exclusively
on the chaotic region is higher than currently reported
in literature [9, 10], and also improved while compar-
ing with RPs originated from r ∈ [3.0, 4.0]. As for the
regression results displayed on columns “RMSE, c(0.1)
and c(0.01)”, the same improvement on characterizing
chaotic dynamics is observed when focusing solely on the

FIG. 6. Predicted values (r̂) compared to actual parameter
(r) values of the test set from the Logistic Map in the regres-
sion task. The colour axis illustrates the dispersion on the
absolute difference |r− r̂| in both cases: (a) r ∈ [3.0, 4.0] and;
(b) r ∈ [3.56, 4.0].

chaotic region, where at least 86.93% of predicted pa-
rameters r̂ are precise within two decimal places to the
actual parameter r.
Figure 6 illustrates the regression results for the Lo-

gistic map. From Fig. 6 (a), is clear that the proposed
NN is successfully predicting the parameter values, espe-
cially before the onset of chaos at r ≈ 3.57. After that,
the predictions weaken as the chaotic regime dominates
the dynamics. To further investigate, the same amount
of RP samples was used to train the NN, solely consider-
ing r ∈ [3.56, 4.0]. The regression for this specific range
is shown in Fig. 6 (b).
In comparison to (a), Fig. 6 (b) shows an inferior agree-

ment between the predicted and actual parameter val-
ues. This is due to the fact that the chaotic regime may
present many distinct recurrence patterns, as earlier ev-
idenced by the RPs within this range in Fig. 2. These
many faces of chaotic behavior are expected for a finite-
time analysis, making the predictions more challenging,
and consequently lowering the NN accuracy. Addition-
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FIG. 7. Predicted values (k̂) compared to actual param-
eter (k) values of the test set from the Logistic map in the
regression task. The color axis illustrates the dispersion on
the absolute difference |k − k̂| in both cases: (a) k ∈ [0.1, kc)
and; (b) r ∈ [0.1, 2.0).

TABLE II. RMSE and overall precision for the regression
task for RPs generated from the Standard map.

k interval RMSE c(0.1) c(0.01)

[0.1, kc) 0.0273 99.4% 47.8%
[0.1, 2) 0.0742 85.0% 14.6%

ally, regions between 3.8 < r < 3.9, where the agreement
is even less accurate, correlate to the rise of periodic and
quasi-periodic behaviors due to islands of stability of said
region. Yet, as observed in Tab. I, this region is success-
fully classified, presenting relatively high f1 score.

Considering the Standard map, Tab. II summarizes the
performance of the trained NN with the RPs from the
different non-linear dynamical behaviors of Eqs. (7) and
(8). Again, 4 × 104 RPs were constructed considering
T = 100, but now RR = 10%. In contrast to the Logis-
tic map, all RPs of the Standard map represent chaotic
behaviors, specifically different finite-time trajectories in

Hamiltonian chaos. In that sense, employing the pro-
cess outlined in Sec. II A for a relatively high RR may
require longer computational simulations, so RR = 10%
was chosen. Additionally, since only chaotic behavior is
analyzed, classification tasks were neglected.
It is important to emphasize that by selecting trajec-

tories with specific ICs, namely (q0, p0) = (δ × 10−8, π),
where δ = 2, 4, 6 and 8, is possible to ensure chaotic be-
havior for k > 0.1. As detailed in Sec. II B, for k ≳ 0.1, a
chaotic layer surrounds the vicinity of the unstable fixed
point at (0, π) and, as k increases, the phase space is
filled by the expanding chaotic sea. These chaotic tra-
jectories are suitably represented by their respective RPs
as depicted earlier by Fig. 4.
Regression results for the Standard map are shown

in Fig. 7. Initially in (a), considering the interval k ∈
[0.1, kc), the agreement between the predicted and actual
parameter values is surprisingly notable for chaotic dy-
namics. A slight decrease in performance is observed in
(b) for parameters beyond the critical value kc. Although
regions above k > 2.0 were neglected, these results illus-
trate that particular finite-time chaotic behaviors, asso-
ciated with the different values of k, can be successfully
predicted with the proposed methodology.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

The main objective of this investigation was to enable
effective prediction of non-linear dynamical behaviors in
a dynamical system of interest. By evolving the system
from given initial conditions and control parameters, the
dynamics can be suitably described via recurrence plots.
These plots were used to train a neural network capa-
ble of recognizing recurrence patterns and distinguish-
ing between behaviors. In this study, two well-known
non-linear maps were used to exemplify the use of this
methodology. Nevertheless, the presented approach is
easily generalized within a broad scope, being readily
applicable to real-world phenomena. The presented re-
sults, along with the previous works on the classification
of chaotic behaviors in the literature, highlight the ef-
fectiveness of predicting non-linear dynamics on various
dynamical systems.

The chosen CNN architecture proved to be robust
to changes in recurrence patterns from both systems,
achieving relatively high accuracy in forecasting param-
eters for both the one-dimensional Logistic map and the
two-dimensional Standard map. Notably, performance
improvements were observed when focusing training on
specific parameter ranges, such as the chaotic regime in
the Logistic map or the pre-critical regime in the Stan-
dard map. These results suggest that further perfor-
mance improvements could be achieved through larger
sampling sizes and possibly the application of transfer
learning strategies.

To further extend the scope of this methodology, fu-
ture work could explore the use of state-of-the-art archi-
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tectures such as ResNet, EfficientNet, and InceptionV3.
Training these networks on a large-scale database of RPs,
similar to the ImageNet project [30] could enhance the
ability to identify real-world dynamical systems. This
would enable the neural network to characterize multiple
systems and relate them to unknown dynamical behav-
iors, providing a powerful tool for the classification and
prediction of diverse non-linear systems.
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Appendix A: Optimal parameters selection

This appendix is devoted to further explore the choice
of additional parameters involved in the methodology
outlined in Sec. II.

The first objective is to determine the optimal pixel
resolution for the RPs used by the main models. To
achieve this, several numerical simulations were con-
ducted using different sample sets of varying sizes, with
their performances compared. For each comparison, ev-
ery pixel represented a unique point in the RP, resulting
in images with a resolution of (T × T ) pixels, where T
denotes the number of iterations in each evolution, as
defined earlier in Sec. II A.

The Logistic map was selected for these tests due to
its ability to characterize the network’s precision across
various ranges, thus capturing its well-known behaviors
throughout the r range. The training dataset for the neu-
ral networks initially consisted of 104 unique RP images,
generated using uniformly selected values of r, while the
hold-out test set contained 500 examples. These sample
sizes were fixed across all simulations to manage mem-
ory consumption effectively, both in terms of RAM and
VRAM, as image resolution increased. The results are
presented in Fig. 8.

Considering the lowest values of RMSE for all classes,
the optimal resolution is defined as 100 × 100 pixels,
meaning also that the dynamics is evolved up to 100 it-
erations. This resolution not only allows for the NNs to

FIG. 8. Results of the Root Mean Square Error (RMSE)
considering different maximum iteration number T and, con-
sequently, the RP resolution (T ×T ) pixels. The 5 classes are
the same as presented in Sec. II B 1.

TABLE III. RMSE and the defined percentage of correct
predictions c(m) for the regression tasks considering the Stan-
dard map with ICs (q0, p0) = (δ× 10−γ , π). Here δ = 1.0 and
k ∈ [0.1, kc).

γ RMSE c(0.1) c(0.01)

5 0.0365 98.3% 35.3%
6 0.0347 98.0% 46.9%
7 0.0277 98.9% 45.2%
8 0.0273 99.4% 47.8%
9 0.0410 98.1% 21.8%

efficiently learn the patterns of each class of the Logis-
tic map, but also capitalize on the lower computational
cost of the smaller sample sizes to warrant a significant
increase in the sampling size of the data, which in turn
benefits the learning process of all NNs. Consequently,
the sampling was enlarged to contain 4× 104 unique RP
images for the training set, and 103 for the hold-out test
set, which is the same sampling size used for the final
results, as discussed in Sec. III.
An argument can also be made for the increased com-

plexity of the dynamics when considering higher resolu-
tions, which result from allowing for more iterations of
the maps. These more complex RPs can compromise
the efficiency of the pattern recognition capability of the
NNs, which is especially true for chaotic behavior as ob-
served in classes B and C in Fig. 8. Indeed, Fig. 9 illus-
trates the compression of such patterns in an increasing
pixel resolution and, consequently, maximum iteration
time T .
The next additional parameter that needs to be care-

fully selected is order γ for the distance between the pair
of ICs (q0, p0) = (δ × 10−γ , π) and the unstable fixed
point at (0, π) in the Standard map. Since only chaotic

https://github.com/luizalober/chaotic_systems_NN
https://github.com/luizalober/chaotic_systems_NN


10

FIG. 9. Five examples of RPs with increasing maximum iteration time T and, consequently, their resolution (T × T pixels).
Here the Logistic map is evolved with fixed IC x0 = 0.1 and control parameter r ≈ 3.7004.

FIG. 10. Five examples of RPs considering the Standard map with fixed control parameter k ≈ 0.97137 and ICs (q0, p0) =
(δ × 10−γ , π). Here δ = 1.0 while varying the order γ, evolving these five trajectories up to T = 100 iterations.

dynamics is analyzed in this case, it is fair to assume that
the optimal resolution would be the same as previously
chosen for the Logistic map, especially considering the
low RMSE for the region of chaotic behavior, namely B
and C classes. With that, several simulations were per-
formed considering the range of the characteristic control
parameter k ∈ [0.1, kc), a fixed δ = 1 and different values
for the order γ = 5, 6, 7, 8 and 9. The results of RMSE
and the percentage of correct predictions c(m) are pre-
sented in Tab. III.

From the comparison of the results presented in Tab.
III, γ = 8 was chosen as the optimal order, meaning that
the pair of ICs (q0, p0) is effectively selected as (10−8, π).
As discussed in detail in Sec. II B, this special pair of ICs
warrants chaotic dynamics even for relatively small val-
ues of the control parameter k, allowing a suitable com-
parison between different behaviors within Hamiltonian
chaos. Nevertheless, the results shown in Tab. III are ex-

pected, but also intriguing. On the one hand, RMSE val-
ues should indeed be inversely proportional to γ, meaning
that the closer the ICs are to the unstable fixed point,
the NN would be able to recognize even more different
chaotic behaviors. On the other hand, γ = 9 produces an
unexpected outcome, since it should be the lowest value
of RMSE and c(m). This result is still unclear and will
be addressed in future works.
Finally, Fig. 10 exemplifies the differences between the

RPs of the Standard map considering different orders of
γ for the pair of ICs. It is worth noting that, as expected,
the size of the initial black square increases as γ also in-
creases, showing the influence of the unstable fixed point
at the beginning of the dynamical evolution. Moreover,
as an additional subject for future investigations, the rate
of expansion of the black square for increasing γ might
be inherently connected to the local Lyapunov exponent
associated with these chaotic trajectories.
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