
VOLUME 71, NUMBER 4 PH YSICAL REVI EW LETTERS 26 JULY 1993

Characterization of Spatiotemporal Chaos from Time Series
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The analysis of time series generated by spatiotemporal chaotic systems is discussed, We find
that a Grassberger-Procaccia algorithm with a suitable normalization for the correction of systematic
errors caused by the shape of the attractor is a reliable method for distinguishing between high-
dimensional chaos and noise. We show that even a quantitative description of the attractor is
possible by means of dimension densities. The results obtained from the time series are in good
agreement with values calculated directly from the generating equations of motion.

PACS numbers: 05.45.+b

Computer based methods for the analysis of time sig-
nals have become an important tool to characterize the
dynamics of deterministic chaotic systems [1]. In this
context, the most established method is the Grassberger-
Procaccia algorithm (GPA) [2,3], which provides the frac-
tal dimension D2 of the attractor. It is a common fea-
ture of such algorithms that the number of required data
points increases exponentially with the dimension of the
attractor [4], resulting in exponentially growing require-
ments on measuring time, computer time, and data stor-
age capacity. Because of this fact the GPA has been
applied in most cases only to low-dimensional (typically
D2 5) systems.

However, there is a large class of physical and technical
systems which cannot be described by low-dimensional
attractors. Typical examples are spatially extended sys-
tems showing chaotic behavior in time and space [5]. The
dimension D of the chaotic attractor grows with the size
of the system and it is not unusual to find values for D
much larger than 100. In those cases it is impossible to
calculate the dimension Dz directly by applying the GPA
to the attractor of the system.

Because of this fact it is generally believed that the re-
strictions of the GPA exclude the treatment of spatially
extended systems showing high-dimensional chaos. To
overcome this, it has been suggested by Grassberger [6]
and Mayer-Kress and Kaneko [7] to calculate "dimen-
sion densities" for spatially extended systems with the
GPA. However, the results have often been criticized. It
is argued that inherent systematic errors of the GPA typi-
cally lead to an underestimation of the calculated density
which might be interpreted erroneously as an indication
of deterministic behavior. Torcini et al. [8] have carried
out very careful investigations of this topic, concluding
that it is not possible to distinguish between spatiotem-
poral chaos and noise relying on the estimate of the di-
mension density calculated with the GPA or similar tech-
niques.

In this Letter we present numerical results for different
model systems showing spatiotemporal chaos. It was not
possible to get unequivocal results from an unmodified
GPA when applying it to comparatively short time series.

We correct these inherent systematic errors by normal-
izing the results to the correlation sums calculated ana-
lytically for an equivalent random attractor. With this
modification we show that on the basis of the GPA, one
cannot only distinguish between noise and spatiotempo-
ral chaos, but one is also enabled to obtain good quanti-
tative estimates of the dimension density. In addition, we
attain a quantification of the space-time coupling which
allows us to distinguish between systems consisting of
many regions of uncoupled temporal chaos and systems
consisting of coupled regions producing real spatiotern-
poral chaos.

The Letter is structured in the following way. First we
will describe the characteristics of the GPA followed by
the introduction of our modification to the interpretation
of the results. After this we will briefly review the defini-
tion and the practical calculation of dimension densities
using Lyapunov spectra. In the last part the dimension
densities of spatiotemporal chaotic systems, calculated
with the modified GPA, will be compared with the results
obtained from the Lyapunov spectra using the equations
of motion.

In the Grassberger-Procaccia analysis, the attrac-
tor is represented in an m-dimensional space, thus
the considered time series consists of vectors x(t)
(xi(t), xq(t), . . . , x (t)). The components z, (t) represent
different dynamical variables of the system [9]. After-
wards, for a set of Nz reference points, we calculate
the probability to find a second point in a distance less
than a given radius r by evaluating the correlation sums
C(r, m) = limiv, (1/N2) Q,.&. 0(r —~x(t~) —x(t, )~).
The correlation dimension Dg can now be determined
from the slope:

d log C(r, m)
D2 ——lim limr~o m —+oo Q log f'

In the practical application we have to deal with finite
numbers of vectors and with a finite noise level. For that
we have to evaluate the slope (1) at finite length scales.
In principle the slope can be calculated even for large
values of r requiring less data points, but the estimation
of D2 is believed to be reliable only if the same dimension
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dimensional system to characterize the dynamical prop-
erties of the attractor [17,18]. It turns out that for a
sufBcient size N of the system the distribution of the
N Lyapunov exponents A, can be described by a unique
function L(i/N) = A, [6,19]. The Lyapunov exponents
are connected to the fractal dimension of the attractor via
the Kaplan-Yorke formula [1,20], allowing us to calculate
a Lyapunov dimension DI, directly from the spectrum.
This leads to the conclusion that the dimension of such
a system is an "extensive" quantity that grows linearly
with the size of the system. For that, it is reasonable to
define a size independent "speci6c" dimension or dimen-
sion density pl, .= lim~ ~ Dl, /N.

We calculate this quantity for many parameter values
of the considered systems and find a very good conver-
gence of pl. in dependence of ¹ Therefore the attrac-
tor's dimension of a large system can be determined from
the properties of a smaller system. If the boundary con-
ditions can be neglected, the considered smaller system
may also be a subsystem of the larger system. We have
checked this idea by calculating the Lyapunov dimension
Dl, in a chaotic network, considering only subsystems of
size N, while the influence of the rest of the system is
neglected. It turns out that in this ease the dimension
D~ is growing linearly with the size of the subsystem N,
and the slope is consistent with the dimension density pl.
calculated for larger systems.

These results imply that it might also be possible to
use the GPA for the calculation of a quantity

p2 = D2/m (4)
by choosing an equivalent procedure to analyze measured
time series. One will determine the dimension density
of a large system by reconstructing the attractor from
the time series of a small subsystem and calculating the
dimension D2 with the GPA. In contrast to the standard
GPA we do not expect a convergence but a linear growth
of the calculated dimension with increasing size of the
subsystem N, = m.

In order to test this assumption we try to calculate
the dimension density pz for a system of 1000 coupled
tent maps (a = 1.7, e = 0.2) [14] using a time series of
N„= 10s vectors x(t) = (xi, x~z, ... , xP). The results of
the original GPA as shown in Fig. 1(a) are not so easy
to interpret since a different value of p2 is calculated for
every radius r. There might be a convergence for smaller
values of r, but the number of 10~ points is too small
to achieve any reliable statistics in this region. The fact
that a set of completely difFerent values for p2 can be
concluded from this result and one cannot exclude that
p2(r) will reach 1 for smaller values of r was the main
point of criticism on the application of CPA on high-
dimensional systems. However, when we are normalizing
the results of the GPA in order to avoid the systematic
errors in the way described above according to (2) and (3)
we end up with a satisfying convergence of the dimension
density in a comparable large range of r [Fig. 1(b)]. Thus

0.8 -—

a

0

2
a

it is possible to determine p2 with an accuracy better
than 10%.

Applying this method to time series of different sys-
tems showing spatiotemporal chaos as well as to random
numbers we observe in any case a convergence of the cal-
culated dimension density as depicted in Fig. 2. The
dimension densities for all deterministic systems are well
below the value of p2 ——1 calculated for the random se-
quence. Furthermore, we find a good convergence of p2
towards the values of p& calculated directly from the Lya-
punov spectra via the Kaplan-Yorke formula, indicated
by the solid lines in Fig. 2 [21]. The dimension densities
for many difFerent systems are summarized in Table I. It
shows that normalized GPA enables us to calculate the
densities p2 from time series quite correctly. It should
be emphasized that the total dimension cannot be cal-

TABLE I. The dimension densities p2 calculated using the
normalized GPA are compared with the pL, calculated directly
from the Lyapunov dimension. Both methods are applied
to different systems with different sets of parameters [14,15]
showing that the results are consistent.

System
Random
Tent
Logist
Tent
Logist
Logist
Neural

Parameter

1,7, a=0.4
3.9, a=0.8
2.0, t =0.66
4.0, a=0.5
4,0, t =0.4
30, g=1

pl.
1.0
0.81
0.51
0.66
0.65
0.76
0.24

p2
1.0
0,70
0.51
0.63
0.67
0.77
0.24

GPA of the tent-map system using N„= 10 vectors indi-
cates that p2 is really smaller than pL, in this case.

10 12 14

embedding dimension m

FIG. 2. The convergence of the dimension density in de-
pendence of the considered size of the subsystem m is plotted
(symbols) and compared with the results calculated from the
analysis of the Lyapunov dimension (solid lines). A good
quantitative agreement can be observed. The results for the
following systems are plotted (compare [14,15]): o, Gaussian
random numbers;, CML with logistic map (a = 4, e = 0.4);
*, CML with tent map (a = 2, e = 2/3); v, CML with logistic
map (a = 3.9, e = 0.8); z, neural network (A: = 30, g = 1).
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TABLE II. The propagation velocities v of defects that are
calculated directly from the simulations are compared with
the quotient of the "spatial" and the "temporal" dimensions
o /p. Since an error of approximately 10%%uo can be assumed for
the calculated dimensions, the results are in good agreement.

System
Tent
Tent
Logist
Logist

Parameter
a = 1.7, t.=0.4
a = 2.0, a=0.66
a = 3.9, a=0.8
a = 4, a=0.4

'U

0.50
0.78
0.68
0.51

o/C
0.54
0.7
0.58
0.55

* Electronic address: bauerphysik. uni-frankfurt. de

culated directly with any realistic amount of data and
computer time, since a density of p2 = 0.8 means an
attractor dimension of Dp ——800 in our system of 1000
coupled maps.

Following an idea of Grassberger [6] we characterize
the coupling between the spatial and the temporal de-
gree of freedom by the average propagation velocity (or
"speed of light" ) v of defects [22]. In a system which is
not coupled spatially, defects would not propagate at all
(i.e. , v = 0). For finite spatial coupling we generally ex-
pect a velocity that increases with the coupling strength.
In simulations, an undisturbed and a disturbed system
can be iterated separately and the velocity v can be de-
termined directly from the difference of both results. If
solely the time series of a large system are available, v
can be calculated from the dimension density of a "space
series" of vectors formed from subsequent maps in spatial
direction acco~di~g to x(i) = (x'„x',+i, ..., x,'+m i). Us-
ing these vectors to represent the attractor and applying
our method we obtain a dimension density o that is con-
nected with the propagation velocity via v = cr/p [6]. In
Table II we compare the values calculated directly from
the simulations to the values obtained from the analysis
of the time series. Again we find a good quantitative
agreement of both results.

In conclusion, we have shown that time series of sys-
tems showing high-dimensional spatiotemporal chaos can
be analyzed successfully by calculating the dimension
density with a normalized Grassberger-Procaccia algo-
rithm. The good quantitative agreement with values
which are calculated directly from the equations of rno-
tion makes us believe that this is a reliable method even
for systems for which these equations are not known.
Since the normalization of the correlation sums on the
results for random numbers enables us to choose com-
parable large radii r, this method should work even for
signals with small additional noise.
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