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Reservoir computing can embed attractors into random neural networks (RNNs), generating a
“mirror” of a target attractor because of its inherent symmetrical constraints. In these RNNs, we
report that an attractor-merging crisis accompanied by intermittency emerges simply by adjusting
the global parameter. We further reveal its underlying mechanism through a detailed analysis of
the phase-space structure and demonstrate that this bifurcation scenario is intrinsic to a general
class of RNNs, independent of training data.

Neural networks (NNs) are crucial for machine learning
and modeling. However, employing them requires care-
ful recognition of their intrinsic properties that should be
appropriately harnessed. Transient and intermittent dy-
namics arise not only in biological neural activity [1–3]
but also in artificial intelligence [4, 5]. Moreover, such
dynamics have been applied in engineering fields, includ-
ing information processing and optimization [6, 7]. This
study mainly focuses on intermittency in NNs.
Crises serve as a mechanism for the emergence of in-

termittency [8, 9]. This is a typical bifurcation charac-
terized by a discontinuous change of a chaotic attractor
due to contact with an unstable periodic orbit. In sym-
metric systems, multiple attractors can simultaneously
touch an unstable orbit on their basin boundary, causing
an attractor-merging crisis (AMC). The system then ex-
hibits crisis-induced intermittency, alternating between
staying within and escaping the attractor’s remnants,
which is called “attractor ruin” [10].
In this paper, we discuss crises and intermittency ob-

served in random NNs (RNNs) within the machine learn-
ing framework called reservoir computing (RC) [11–13].
In RC, an RNN called “reservoir” is employed. This has
a D-dimensional input uk and an N -dimensional state
xk, evolving as

xk+1 = R(xk,uk). (1)

By mapping xk to a target output yk, RC conducts var-
ious signal processing of uk. The output zk is given by

zk = φ(W⊤

outψ(xk)), (2)

where the functions ψ and φ are nonlinear functions, in-
cluding the identity map.
When yk = uk, RC performs a one-step-ahead predic-

tion of the input, and feeding back the predicted value
zk as an alternative input constructs an autonomous sys-
tem:

xk+1 = R(xk, zk) = R̂(xk). (3)

This closed-loop configuration enables the attractor re-
construction from a finite-length time series [14, 15].

Several previous studies have approached transient dy-
namics in RC. Kong et al. [16, 17] utilized parameter-
aware RC [18], which learns multiple samples of a para-
metric family to infer bifurcation structure. They esti-
mated crises from pre-crisis time series and reproduced
plausible transients. Flynn et al. [19] reported that
in multifunctional RC (MFRC), which embeds multiple
training data to achieve multistability, a certain param-
eter region leads to the collapse of multistability and the
emergence of intermittency. Flynn [20] further showed
that even well-trained MFRC models can exhibit simi-
lar behavior when parameters are adjusted post hoc, and
Flynn and Amann [21] analyzed its underlying mecha-
nisms in specific settings.

In contrast, we focus on cases where both multi-
stability and transient responses emerge intrinsically—
independent of learning—and approach the general prop-
erties of RNNs. In reservoir (Eq. 1) and readout (Eq. 2),
if the symmetries R(−x,−u) = −R(x,u) and φ(−y) =
−φ(y) hold, the closed-loop system (Eq. 3) exhibits the
symmetry R̂(−x) = −R̂(x). Therefore, when an attrac-
tor Λ is embedded, it will also have the “mirror” attractor
−Λ, and the system is multistable if Λ 6= −Λ.

As for the reservoir R, we consider the following echo
state network (ESN) [22]:

R(x,u) = (1− a)x+ a tanh(ρWx+ σWinu), (4)

WhereW ∈ R
N×N is a randommatrix where the propor-

tion of nonzero elements is p, and the values are drawn
from a normal distribution and then scaled to have a
unity spectral radius so that ρ is the spectral radius of
the internal matrix ρW . Each element of the random
matrix Win ∈ R

N×D is drawn from a uniform distribu-
tion on [−1, 1], and σ represents the input intensity. The
parameter a is the leaky rate. Unless otherwise speci-
fied, we fix the parameters as (N, p, a) = (1000, 0.01, 0.5)
in this paper.
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The parameter ρ is crucial for the reservoir’s conver-
gence properties and memory capacity [22–25]. When
σ is fixed, the conditional Lyapunov exponent of the
input-driven reservoir increases with ρ [14, 26]. In par-
ticular, when the input is constant, the attractor of
xk+1 = R(xk, c) transitions from a fixed point to chaos,
given a sufficiently large N (see Supplementary Material
(SM) Sec. IV).
Owing to the symmetry of ESN, the attractors of

R(x,+c) and R(x,−c) are symmetric about the origin.
This property enables the construction of the following
binary-feedback system:

xk+1 = R(xk, sgn(w
⊤

outxk)). (5)

The vector wout ∈ R
N serves as a linear classifier that

distinguishes between the attractors Λ± of R(x,±1) for
a given ρ, and it is obtained using a support vector ma-
chine. If Λ± are linearly separable, the system (Eq. 5)
becomes bistable. In particular, if the attractors are
fixed points ±p, they are clearly linearly separable, and
wout = p/‖p‖2.
When (ρ, σ) = (0.9, 0.2), the obtained system has two

fixed points at z = w⊤
outx = ±1. The system can be

destabilized by fixing wout and increasing ρ. To distin-
guish this bifurcation parameter from the hyperparame-
ter in training, we denote it as ρ̂. Figure 1(a) shows that
as ρ̂ increases, fixed points transition to periodic orbits
and then to chaos around ρ̂ = 1.3, resulting in two coex-
isting chaotic attractors. A crisis occurs at ρ̂ = ρ̂c ≃ 1.47,
where the attractors merge. This is likely triggered by
the expansion of both the attractor and the preimage set
of the decision boundary w⊤

outxk = 0, leading to their
collision at ρ̂ = ρ̂c.
When ρ̂ > ρ̂c, intermittency is observed as the al-

ternating sign of z, and the frequency increases with ρ̂
(Fig. 1(b)). The mean span of sign reversals (i.e., the
average residence time in attractor ruin) 〈τ〉 decreases
with a power law to ρ̂ − ρ̂c (Fig. 1(c)). This power law,
〈τ〉 ∝ (ρ̂ − ρ̂c)

−γ , is a characteristic of crisis-induced in-
termittency [9, 27].
We analyzed the power spectral density (PSD) of a

106-step time series of z. For the distribution P (f), we
focused on low-frequency components (f < 10−4) and
estimated the slope on a log-log scale using linear regres-
sion: lnP (f) ∼ α ln f + C. The results for ρ̂ = 1.56
and ρ̂ = 1.80 are shown in Figs.1(d)-(i) and 1(d)-(ii), re-
spectively. As ρ̂ increases, |α| decreases (Fig.1(d)-(iii)).
Notably, near ρ̂c, the low-frequency spectrum is well ap-
proximated by f−1, and around ρ̂ = 1.9, the slope nearly
flattens. This suggests that destabilization weakens tra-
jectory autocorrelation, leading to a continuous transi-
tion from intermittency to fully merged chaos.
The same bifurcation occurs regardless of the training

point ρ as long as Λ± are fixed points. However, ρ influ-
ences both ρ̂c and γ by determining the distribution of
the preimages of the decision boundary (SM Sec. IV).

FIG. 1. Bifurcation of a binary-feedback system induced by
ρ̂. (a) Bifurcation diagram plotting the extrema of z = w

⊤

outx.
This system is trained at ρ = 0.9 (the solid line), and the
critical point is ρ̂c ≈ 1.47 (the dashed line). (b) z trajectories
for (i) ρ̂ = 1.56 and (ii) ρ̂ = 1.80. (c, d) Statistical analysis
of z time series over 106 steps with 50 different initial states
for each ρ̂ > ρ̂c. (c) Average interval 〈τ 〉 of sign changes. (d)
(i, ii) PSD at ρ̂ = 1.56 and ρ̂ = 1.80, with fitted lines for
f < 10−4, showing slopes α of −0.88 and 0.00, respectively.
(iii) Slope α at each ρ̂.

Next, the constant input is extended to a time series
{uk} by constructing the switching-driven system:

zk = W⊤

outxk, e
±

k = || ± uk − zk||, (6)

xk+1 =











R(xk,uk) (e+k < e−k ),

R(xk,0) (e+k = e−k ),

R(xk,−uk) (e+k > e−k ),

(7)

where Wout is trained for the one-step-ahead prediction.
Now, a three-dimensional trajectory of the Lorenz sys-

tem is used as {uk}, focusing on the bifurcation in-
duced by ρ̂. Let zk = [Xk, Yk, Zk]

⊤. The readout is
trained with the appropriate ρ, such that e+k < e−k al-
ways holds for ρ̂ = ρ. Here, the parameters are set
to (ρ, σ) = (1.0, 0.025). The attractor at ρ̂ = ρ corre-
sponds to the response attractor Λ± driven by {±uk}.
As ρ̂ increases, the attractors expand, as seen in input-
driven ESNs, and eventually collide (Fig. 2(a)-(i)). Con-
sequently, zk transitions irregularly between the two at-
tractor ruins, which maintain the shape of the original
Lorenz attractors to some extent (Figs. 2(a)-(ii) and 2(a)-
(iii)). The dynamics of this system is dominated by inter-
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FIG. 2. (a) Bifurcation of the switching Lorenz-driven sys-
tem trained at ρ = 1.0. The critical point is ρ̂c ≈ 1.41. (i)
Bifurcation diagram plotting the extrema of the mean internal
activity x̄. (ii, iii) Output at ρ̂ = 1.4, 1.5. (b) Bifurcation of
the Lorenz-embedded system. (i–iii) Output at ρ̂ = 1.0, 1.001,
and 1.01, respectively. The critical point is ρ̂c ≈ ρ = 1.0.
(iv, v) Statistical analysis of the Z component time series
over 105 steps from 20 different initial conditions; slope α of
the PSD for f < 10−4 on a log–log scale and the avarage in-
terval 〈τ 〉 of the sign changes at each ρ̂.

mittent fluctuations in the prediction accuracy of Wout.
Two factors likely contribute to this phenomenon: the
robustness ofWout and the robustness of generalized syn-
chronization, which breaks down accompanied by inter-
mittent desynchronization [28–30].
By feeding back zk directly, this model becomes fully

closed loop:

R̂(x) = (1− a)x+ a tanh([ρ̂W + σWinW
⊤

out]x) (8)

which reconstructs the Lorenz attractor (Fig. 2(b)-(i)).
Increasing ρ̂ again induces an AMC accompanied by in-
termittency [20] (Fig. 2(b)-(ii) and 2(b)-(iii)). We refer
to this type of intermittency as “double Lorenz.”
Let ∆ρ = ρ̂ − ρ and ∆ρc = ρ̂c − ρ. Based on the

time-series observation for 107 steps, the estimated crit-
ical point is −7 × 10−8 < ∆ρc < −6 × 10−8. Therefore,

the crisis has already occurred at ρ̂ = ρ. The statistical
properties of output Z are consistent; the slope α of the
low-frequency PSD continuously changes from negative
to zero, and the average residence time 〈τ〉 decreases as
a power law to ρ̂− ρ̂c (Fig. 2(b)-(iv) and 2(b)-(v)).

In contrast to systems such as (Eq. 5) and (Eq. 7), ρ̂
directly affects the feedback value z in (Eq. 8). Thus,
understanding the emergence of the double-Lorenz at-
tractor requires analyzing it as an autonomous system.

Figures 3(a)-(i) and 3(a)-(ii) show the inner activity xk

for ∆ρ = −10−7 and ∆ρ = 10−3, respectively, which are
projected onto the space spanned by the first three prin-
cipal components (PC1–PC3), obtained at ∆ρ = −10−7,
which we call “PC space.” The Poincaré section at PC1 =
10 shows parabolical curve (Fig. 3(b)-(i)). Trajectories
are initially attracted to one of the four lobes of a pair of
Lorenz attractors, distinguished by the signs of Z and Y .
From this perspective, the state space can be divided into
four regions, whose configuration on the PC1 = 0 plane
is shown in Fig. 3(b)-(ii). At the region boundaries, two
pairs of saddles, P± and Q±, exist. The points P± are
located at the junctions of the four regions, while Q± lie
along the Z-sign boundary, visible at the left and right
edges of Fig. 3(b)-(iii). The upper panel of Fig. 3(c) de-
picts trajectory fragments with PC1 > 0 after the AMC,
where the flow around Q+ is observed. The lower panels
present multiple Poincaré sections along PC1, with each
point clustered according to its near-future state, similar
to Fig. 3(b)-(ii). An escape pocket from the attractor
ruin is identified at the tip of the surface, which emerges
from the contact between the attractor and the stable
manifold of P±. A schematic summary of the flow be-
fore and after AMC is presented in Fig. 3(d) (see also
SM Sec. V). This case study elucidated the details of a
bifurcation scenario in which an acquired attractor comes
into contact with a basin boundary that is intrinsically
formed.

The bistability of symmetric chaotic attractors realized
by system (Eq. 3) generally has the potential to induce
intermittency via AMCs. In particular, AMCs are closely
related to chaotic itinerancy (CI) [27, 32–35], and these
results suggest the possibility of designing itinerant dy-
namics through machine learning.

Since the induction of AMC in RNNs without feed-
back error utilizes the general properties of ESN, consid-
ering ρ̂ as the control parameter is reasonable. While the
emergence of the double-Lorenz attractor in this setup is
somewhat universal—observed in all 200 ESN with dif-
ferent random realizations (SM Sec. V)—the induction
of crisis by increasing ρ̂ is not necessarily guaranteed.
It may lead to other bifurcations, such as saddle-node
or period-doubling bifurcations. If untrained attractors
other than the targets exist, they can also be influential.
Thus, when utilizing the bifurcations of a trained RNN
as a method for designing intermittency, it is essential to
consider this uncertainity. We propose two approaches to



4

FIG. 3. AMC in the Lorenz-embedded model. (a) Orbit
in the PC space at (i) ∆ρ = −10−7 with bistability and (ii)
at ∆ρ = 10−3 with intermitency. (b) For ∆ρ = −10−7: (i)
Poincaré section at PC2 > 0; (ii) color-coded initial points
on PC1 = 0 (max|xi| < 1) based on the sign of (Z, Y ) when
reaching |Z| = 27; (iii) sample trajectories (200 steps). (c) For
∆ρ = 10−3: trajectories with PC2 > 0 in the PC3–PC1 plane
and Poincaré sections at PC1 ∈ 0.0, 2.5, 5.0, with colored
points as in B-ii. (d) Geometric flow model (i) before and
(ii) after the crisis, based on [31]. The colored plane in (i)
corresponds to (b)-(ii).

address this issue. One approach is to explore other bi-
furcation parameters, such as the (ρ, σ) plane. The other
involves intervention at the training stage—specifically
ensuring the robustness of Wout so that the emergence

of untrained periodic orbits is avoided. Therefore, poten-
tial countermeasures include introducing regularization
(Method 1) or training Wout across multiple values of ρ
as follows (Method 2):

[X(ρ); αX(ρ′)]Wout ≈ [Y ; αY ]. (9)

Method 2 can be extended into a parameter-aware ap-
proach [16–18] by setting the training data Y to the tra-
jectories Y ′.
Based on the above considerations, we examine sev-

eral cases of AMC induction in RNNs. First, we con-
sider an artificial case in which the governing equation
of the target chaotic system is not explicitly defined. In
RC-based embedding, training a periodic orbit with an
excessively large ρ can form a chaotic attractor along the
periodic orbit [36]. Figures. 4(a)-(i) and 4(a)-(ii) depict
a chaotic attractor formed along a Lissajous curve and
crisis-induced intermittency induced by destabilization,
respectively. A similar phenomenon can be observed even
when attractors overlap in the output space; Fig. 4(b)
shows an “at”-shaped chaotic attractor, constructed us-
ing a handwritten pattern, and the obtained intermit-
tency. Here, the parameter is set to p = 1.0.
Next, we explore applying this method to estimate

AMC in target systems only by showing a single trajec-
tory. Specifically, we use Chua’s circuit [37, 38], which
has an AMC scenario whereby two symmetric spiral at-
tractors merge to form a double-scroll attractor. Here,
a time series of a single spiral attractor is learned with
Method 2; (ρ, ρ′, α) = (1.5, 2.0, 0.25). At ρ̂ = 1.5, spi-
ral attractors are observed (Fig. 4(c)-(i)). By increas-
ing ρ̂, the double-scroll attractor is successfully induced
(Fig. 4(c)-(ii)). Even without Method 2—training with
only one ρ, the birth of a double-scroll attractor can be
observed in the RC model, but it is induced by other
parameter manipulations (SM Sec. VI).
We also consider a case with an asymmetric combi-

nation of attractors. Figure 4(d)-(i) illustrates the case
where a pair of Lorenz attractors is embedded using
the MFRC with Method 2; (ρ, ρ′, α) = (1.3, 1.31, 10−7)
(SM Sec. VII). Due to symmetry, each attractor has
a corresponding twin, making the system four-stable.
These two pairs of attractors undergo crises and form
a “quadruple Lorenz” attractor (Fig. 4(d)-(ii)).
We compare our approach with the existing design

method for intermittent dynamics using RC by Inoue
et al. [39]. In [39], artificially designed CI can be con-
structed by specifying quasi-attractors and probabilistic
transition rules between them. While this method offers
high controllability, it requires pretraining of the inter-
nal matrices of the RNN with online learning [40]. In
contrast, our approach only requires embedding precur-
sors of attractor ruins. While parameter exploration is
necessary, the computational cost of a single trial re-
mains low. Furthermore, due to the general properties
of crises, the average residence time in the attractor ruin
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FIG. 4. (a) AMC of Lissajous curve–shaped chaos. (i)
Chaotic attractor designed at ρ = 1.4440. (ii) Behavior at ρ̂ =
1.4445. (b) AMC of “at”-shaped chaos. (i) Chaotic attractor
designed at ρ = 1.300. (ii) Behavior at ρ̂ = 1.305: Output in
intervals t ∈ [0, 1000], [1000, 2000], and [2000, 3000]. (c) AMC
of the RC system trained on Chua’s circuit spiral attractor.
(i) Trajectory at ρ̂ = ρ = 1.5. (ii) Double-scroll attractor
at ρ̂ = 1.55. (d) Crisis in the asymmetric case. (i) Two
trajectories at ρ̂ = ρ = 1.3 with different initial conditions
(IC1 and IC2) of the MFRC system trained on a pair of Lorenz
attractors. (ii) A trajectory at ρ = 1.301 from IC1.

can be continuously adjusted by fine-tuning. This kind
of controllability was not available in [39]. Additionally,
a more reliable method based on this study is proposed
in SM Sec. VIII.

This paper analyzed several cases of AMCs and in-
termittency in RNNs. For further details on RNNs in
different settings, refer to SM Sec. III.

The manifestation of AMCs as intrinsic bifurcation
scenarios in RNNs is also of interest from the perspec-
tive of neuroscience. Flynn [20] utilized bifurcations in
MFRC to construct a mathematical model of epilepsy
from EEG time series. Hadaeghi et al. [41, 42] proposed a
mathematical model for bipolar disorder based on crisis-

induced intermittency. In the context of a constructive
approach to neural dynamics, exploiting crisis-induced
intermittency in RNNs may offer a promising option.
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I. TRAINING METHODS OF RESERVOIR COMPUTING

In this section, we overview of the training method for RNNs using RC [1–3], especially for the attractor recon-
struction task. This approach employs an RNN referred to as a “reservoir,” which has a D-dimensional input uk and
an N -dimensional state xk, to perform one-step-ahead prediction of the input time series (Eq. S.1). By feeding back
the predicted value zk ≈ uk as alternative input, an autonomous system is constructed (Eq. S.2).

xk+1 = R(xk,uk), zk = φ(W⊤

outψ(xk)) ≈ uk, (S.1)

xk+1 = R(xk, zk) = R̂(xk) (S.2)

The readout layer Wout ∈ R
N×D is trained using the following process: The reservoir is driven by the teacher input

(teacher forcing), and the set of the response is obtained for Tinit + Ttrain steps, with the initial Tinit steps discarded.
This yields the paired learning data:

X = [ψ(xTinit
) · · ·ψ(xTinit+Ttrain

)]
⊤
,Y = [uTinit

· · ·uTinit+Ttrain
]
⊤
. (S.3)

When φ is the identity function, Wout is determined by ridge regression or linear regression:

Wout = (X⊤X + βI)−1X⊤Y , (S.4)

where β is the regularization parameter.
When φ is a sign function and D = 1, the readout layer wout ∈ R

N can be trained, for example, using a linear
support vector machine (SVM):

wout = argmin
wout

1

2
||wout||2 s.t. yk(w

⊤

outψ(xk)) ≥ 1. (S.5)

The output z is a low-dimensional projection of inner activity x. Thus, we refer to z as the “output space” plot.

II. PRINCIPAL COMPONENT ANALYSIS

The method of principal component analysis used in this paper is outlined below. For an N -dimensional RNN, let
X ∈ R

T×N be the matrix storing each state xk along a trajectory of T steps. To preserve symmetry concerning the
origin, the principal component weights pi are obtained from the covariance with a mean of 0 as follows:

X⊤X = PΛP⊤ (S.6)

Λ = diag(λ1, . . . , λN ), λ1 ≥ λ2 ≥ · · · ≥ λN , (S.7)

P = [p1, . . . ,pN ]
⊤
, ||pi|| = 1 (S.8)

The i-th principal component (PC) of the state x is given by PCi = p⊤
i x. The projection onto the first three PCs

[PC1,PC2,PC3] is referred to as the “PC space” plot.
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III. ATTRACTOR-MERGING CRISIS IN RANDOM NEURAL NETWORKS WITHOUT TRAINING

A. Input-free RNN

Consider the following RNN:

xk+1 = R(xk) = (1− a)x+ a tanh (ρWxk) , (S.9)

where W ∈ R
N×N is a random matrix whose elements follow a normal distribution, with a sparsity ratio of p (i.e.,

the fraction of nonzero elements). The matrix is scaled to have a unity spectral radius. Thus, ρ corresponds to the
spectral radius of the internal coupling matrix ρW . The parameter a represents the leaky rate. This system has the
origin as a stable fixed point for ρ < 1. For sufficiently large N , it is known that this type of RNN exhibits chaos
when ρ > 1 [4–6]. An example of bifurcation for (N, p, a) = (1000, 1.0, 0.5) is shown in Fig. S1(a). Here, the origin
destabilizes through a supercritical Neimark-Sacker (NS) bifurcation, leading to a periodic orbit and eventually a
chaotic attractor. In high-dimensional cases, the eigenvalue with the largest absolute value is likely to be complex,
making this bifurcation pathway common. However, if the corresponding eigenvalue is real, a pitchfork bifurcation
occurs, resulting in two stable fixed points around the origin. An example of this scenario is shown in Fig. S1(b).
In this system, the two fixed points generated by the pitchfork bifurcation develop into chaotic states, and around
ρ = 1.55, they undergo an AMC.

FIG. S1. The two examples of bifurcation diagrams of the input-free RNN without training (Eq. S.9). For each case, PCA is
performed at ρ = 1.5, and the extrema of PC1 are plotted for each ρ. (a) Case where the maximum eigenvalue at the origin is
complex. (b) Case where the maximum eigenvalue at the origin is real.

B. Periodically driven RNN

AMC can also be observed in an RNN driven by external input. As an example, consider a case where the RNN
(Eq. S.9) is driven by a sinusoidal wave:

xk+1 = R(xk, uk) = (1 − a)xk + a tanh (ρWxk + σwinuk) (S.10)

uk = sin
π

t
(k − t0). (S.11)

In this system, the symmetry R(−x, uk+t) = −R(x, uk) holds. Thus, multistability can emerge, consisting of sym-
metric attractors: depending on the initial condition (x0; t0), the trajectory is attracted to different attractors. We
set x0 at the origin for simplicity. Figure S2(a) visualizes the bistable state in terms of principal components for
(ρ, σ, t) = (1.16, 0.01, 50). Each attractor corresponds to t0 = 0 and t0 = t. As ρ increases, this bistability collapses
at a point, leading to intermittency as shown in Fig. S2(b). This phenomenon can be interpreted as analogous to the
“symmetry recovery” observed in the Duffing equation [7].
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FIG. S2. Bistability and crisis in the periodic-driven RNN (Eq. S.10). (a) Visualization of the bistable state at ρ = 1.2 in PC
space. (b) Time series of PC1 for ρ = 1.2, 1.25, 1.30 (i–iii).

IV. ATTRACTOR-MERGING CRISIS IN BINARY FEEDBACK SYSTEM

The binary feedback system is described as follows:

xk+1 = R̂(xk) = (1− a)xk + a tanh
(

ρ̂Wxk + σwinsgn(w
⊤

outxk)
)

(S.12)

=











R+(xk) (w⊤
outxk > 0)

R0(xk) (w⊤
outxk = 0)

R−(xk) (w⊤
outxk < 0)

, (S.13)

where

R0(x) = (1− a)x+ a tanh (ρWx) (S.14)

R±(x) = (1− a)x+ a tanh (ρWx± σwin) . (S.15)

As ρ̂ increases, the attractors Λ± of the dynamical system R±(x) evolve from fixed points to chaos, and these chaotic
attractors expand their regions. Figure S3(a) shows the bifurcation diagram of the system R+.
In the binary feedback system, wout is introduced as a linear separator for the two symmetric sets Λ+ and Λ− using

the linear SVM method. In particular, we focus on the case where Λ± are fixed points p± at the trainnig point ρ̂ = ρ.
In this case, wout is given by wout = wout(ρ) = p/‖p‖2 and the system has at least two fixed points at ρ̂ = ρ. As ρ̂
increases, these fixed points develop into chaos, following a similar transition as in the systems R±. At a certain point
ρ̂c, these chaotic attractors collide with the set M , which is the set of preimages of the decision boundary w⊤

outx = 0,
leading to a crisis.
The set M at each ρ̂ is determined by the training point ρ. Thus, the critical point ρ̂c and the behavior after the

crisis are also governed by ρ. Here, we analyze the relationship between ρ and the setM . Since directly identifying M
is difficult, we introduce an approximate approach by considering the set S of “switching points” defined as follows:

xs ∈ S if (w⊤

outx
s) · (w⊤

outR̂(xs)) ≤ 0. (S.16)

Figure S3(b)-(i) shows the proportion of switching points among the points randomly sampled from a uniform distri-
bution [−1, 1], for each (ρ, ρ̂). As indicated by the red line, the proportion of switching points at the training point
ρ̂ = ρ increases as ρ becomes larger. Furthermore, the rate of increase in this proportion when ρ̂ is increased is also
larger for greater values of ρ.
The quantitative differences in S that depend on the hyperparameter ρ influence the decay of the mean residence

time 〈τ〉. Figure S3(b)-(ii) shows log〈τ〉 for each (ρ, ρ̂), along with a fitted curve based on the power law approximation
〈τ〉 = aρ−γ + b. For the same ρ̂, the scale 〈τ〉 becomes smaller as ρ increases.
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FIG. S3. (a) Bifurcation diagram of R+ (Eq. S.15), where the extrema of the node averages are plotted for each ρ. (b) Effect
of the training point ρ toward the bifurcation of the binary feedback system (Eq. S.12). Each color corresponds to ρ ∈ [0.8, 1.2].
(i) The proportion of points that cross the decision boundary in one step for each ρ̂. The red line represents the learning point
ρ̂ = ρ. (ii) The average residence time for each ρ̂, along with the double logarithmic linear approximation against ρ̂.

V. BIRTH AND DEATH OF DOUBLE LORENZ

A. Embedding of Lorenz attractor

The training data is obtained from the Lorenz system:

ẋ = 10(y − x)

ẏ = x(28− z)− y

ż = xy − 8

3
z.

(S.17)

We employ the echo state network (ESN) as follows:

xk+1 = (1 − a)xk + a tanh (ρWxk + σWinuk) , (S.18)

and attractor reconstruction process results in the following autonomous system:

xk+1 = (1− a)xk + a tanh
(

[ρW + σWinW
⊤

out]xk

)

. (S.19)

The training data consist of trajectories obtained by solving the differential equation (Eq. S.17) using the fourth-order
Runge-Kutta method. In this experiment, the trajectories were computed with a time step of dt = 0, 01.
Noting the invariance of the system under the transformation (x, y) 7→ (−x,−y), trajectories were computed for two

initial conditions, (10, 10, 10) and (−10,−10, 10), and both of them are used as teacher data after the first 30,000 steps
were discarded. This was done to mitigate the impact of trajectory residence time bias around the two equilibrium
points C± = (±

√
72,±

√
72, 27): if the stability of the two saddles embedded in the reservoir is asymmetric, this

untrained asymmetry originates from the reservoir’s properties rather than the teacher time series.
In the experiment, the hyperparameters for training were set as follows:

(N, p, a, ρ, σ, Tinit, Ttrain, β) = (1000, 0.01, 0.5, 1.0, 0.025, 5000, 5000, 0). (S.20)

B. Saddle Points and the Flow Around Them

The trained system (Eq. S.19) has four saddle points C±

± , which form the centers of the two lobes of the Lorenz-like
attractor. In addition, it has three pairs of saddle points S±, P±, and Q±, which contribute to the flow in the phase
space. The eigenvalues of these saddles are shown in Fig. S4(a). The saddle S± has one unstable real eigenvalue and
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FIG. S4. Saddle points and flow around them in the Lorenz-embedded model. (a) Eigenvalues of the saddle points P , Q,
and S. Red represents unstable eigenvalues, and blue represents rate-limiting stable eigenvalues. (b) Distance between P and
attractor at each ρ̂. (c) The flow along each unstable direction at the saddle points P , Q, and S. (d) Schematic visualization
of the stable and unstable manifolds at the saddle points P , Q, and S.

one pair of stable complex eigenvalues with magnitudes close to one, which become the flow’s rate-limiting factor.
This point lies on the surface of the attractor.

As ρ̂ increases, each attractor gets close to P±. Figure S4(b) shows the distance between attractor and P± which
is calucurated by obtaining minimum value of ‖x− x(P )‖ in 106-step trajectory.

The saddle P± has two unstable real eigenvalues, and Q± has one unstable real eigenvalue. These points lie on
the basin boundaries. Figure S4(c) shows the configuration of each point in the PC space and the flow along the
unstable directions, which is obtained by calculating short-term trajectories from initial points that are slightly offset
along the corresponding eigenvectors. The unstable manifold (UM) of S+ (U-S) is drawn into the left and right lobes
surrounding C+

± of the Lorenz-like attractor. The UM of Q+ (U-Q) is drawn into the lobes surrounding C+
− and

C−

+ of the upper and lower Lorenz-like attractors, respectively. The first UM of P+ (U-P1) approaches each of S±.
The trajectory corresponding to the second unstable eigenvalue is drawn into different attractor regions due to small
differences in the initial state along the first unstable direction (U-P2(1), (2)). At this boundary, it is hypothesized
that the flow is drawn into Q±.

A schematic summary of these flows is shown in Fig. S4(c). The crisis occurs when the attractor surface, which is
formed by the stable manifold swirling around S, collides with the stable manifold of P , which corresponds to the
basin boundary.

Near the critical point, the contribution of S to the attractor dynamics is relatively minor. Trajectories approaching
S follow the vortex flow associated with the second and third eigenvalues but, upon reaching a certain proximity to
P , diverge along the unstable directions (corresponding to the first eigenvalue of S and the second eigenvalue of P ).
For convenience, we refer to these unstable directions as the “normal direction” and define the plane that is neutral
about the normal direction as the “neutral plane.” The point S is a spiral sink within the neutral plane while being
unstable along the normal direction.
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FIG. S5. (a) Tracking of trajectories within the neutral plane near the saddle point S at ρ̂ = 1.00000 (PC1–PC2). (b) Changes
in the second and third eigenvalues of S concerning the increase in ρ̂. The eigenvalues exceed the unit circle at ρ̂ ≈ 1.00105.
(c) Trajectories on the neutral plane near S for ρ̂ ∈ {1.00100, 1.00101, 1.00103, 1.00104, 1.00105}, starting from the same five
initial points (i–v), and schematic summary of bifurcation (vi). Blue trajectories approach S, and red trajectories diverge from
it over time.

At ρ̂ = 1.00000, when constraining the trajectory within the neutral plane—suppressing divergence along the normal
direction—and tracking the flow near S, we can indeed observe a vortex attracted to S.

The stability of S within the neutral plane is gradually lost as ρ̂ increases. Figure S5(b) shows the second and third
eigenvalues of S for each ρ̂. These complex conjugate eigenvalues cross the unit circle near ρ̂ = 1.00105, leading to
the loss of stability in the neutral plane. This transition corresponds to a Neimark-Sacker (NS) bifurcation.

To capture the changes in flow near the bifurcation point in more detail, we track the trajectories around S within
the neutral plane for ρ̂ ∈ [1.00100, 1.00105] using the same five initial conditions. The results are shown in Fig. S5(c),
where trajectories approaching S over time are blue, while those diverging from S are red. At ρ̂ = 1.00100, all five
trajectories are slowly attracted to S. At ρ̂ = 1.00101, the outermost trajectory begins to diverge from S, suggesting
the emergence of a saddle invariant circle at the boundary between the blue (approaching) and red (diverging)
trajectory groups. This invariant circle is unstable not only in the normal direction but also in the radial direction.
At this point, the contribution of S to the double Lorenz attractor can be considered negligible. As ρ̂ increases
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further, this saddle invariant circle shrinks and completely disappears at ρ̂ = 1.00105, where all trajectories diverge
from S. Thus, this NS bifurcation is identified as a subcritical NS bifurcation, which is schematically summarized in
Fig. S5(c)-(vi)

C. Death of Double Lorenz and Emergence of Periodic Orbit

FIG. S6. (a) PC plots of trajectories for ρ̂ = 1.01, 1.0290, 1.0300, 1.0304 (i–iv). (b) Poincaré map for ρ̂ = 1.0290, and an
enlarged view of the Poincaré maps for ρ̂ = 1.0290, 1.0300, 1.0304.

When ρ̂ is increased further, the system continues to exhibit an increase in transition frequency between attractor
ruins, and at a certain point, a periodic orbit appears, causing the double Lorenz attractor to disappear (Fig. S6(a)).
The appearance of this periodic orbit is due to a saddle-node bifurcation. Considering the Poincaré section at
PC2 = 0, let Tk represent the PC1 coordinate at the k-th crossing point. The correspondence between Tk and Tk+2

at ρ̂ > 1.0290 is shown in Fig. S6(b). This Poincaré map exhibits a “channel” near Tk = Tk+2 at ρ̂ = 1.0290, and the
system demonstrates Pomeau-Manneville-type intermittency [8]. This “channel” is converted to a periodic orbit due
to the saddle-node bifurcation near ρ̂ = 1.0304.

D. Universality

Finally, we verify the universality of the results. Keeping the teacher data and hyperparameters fixed at (Eq. S.20),
we vary only the realization of the random matrices W and Win while performing training and destabilization. The
behavior during destabilization is observed at sample points ∆ρ = 10−4, 10−3, 10−2, and this process is repeated for
200 trials. We measure the transition probability as the fraction of a sign flip in the Z-component in the time series
for 105 steps. If this probability is nonzero, we can at least conclude that the bistability of the Lorenz-type attractors
has collapsed. Additionally, if the attractor ruin remains somewhat “Lorenz-type,” the system can be classified as
a double Lorenz attractor. To quantify the geometric similarity between the attractor ruin and the original Lorenz
attractor, we compare the probability density along the Y -axis. As an approximate method, we divide the Y -axis
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FIG. S7. Influence on the bifurcation scenario of the Lorenz-embedded model of the random realization of RNN. By fixing
each hyperparameter and varying the realization of the random matrix, 200 trials (training and destabilization) are performed.
A two-dimensional histogram showing the KL divergence between the model’s and the ground truth’s probability densities
of the Y coordinate, plotted against the probability of transitions (sign flip of the Z coordinate) at each sample point ρ̂ =
1.0001, 1.0010, 1.0100. The dotted line represents the threshold we defined to detect a double Lorenz attractor. The markers
indicate the value of the realization discussed in the main text.

into 32 bins and compute the residence frequency distribution for each bin. Let p be the distribution obtained from
the training data (ground truth), and q be the distribution obtained from the system output. The similarity of q to
p is evaluated using the Kullback-Leibler (KL) divergence, DKL(p||q). Here, we define the trajectory as similar to
the original attractor if DKL(p||q) < 0.5. For example, in the system analyzed in the main text, the double Lorenz
attractor at ∆ρ = 0.001 yields DKL ≃ 0.2, while a periodic orbit emerging at ∆ρ = 0.04 results in DKL ≃ 8.2.
First, as a result, all systems in this experiment have a Lorenz-type attractor at the training point ρ̂ = ρ = 1.0;

the maximum value of DKL in 200 trials is 0.036. Here, one or more transitions occur in 25 cases, indicating ρ < ρ̂c.
Besides, the double Lorenz attractor was confirmed in all 200 trials at one or more of the three sample points. The
results of these points are summarized in a two-dimensional histogram, as shown in Fig. S7. The system’s quantitative
properties at each ρ̂ are concentrated around the mean without significant dispersion. Therefore, as long as the learning
conditions are the same, the system’s behavior changes with increasing ρ̂ exhibit quantitatively similar trends even
with variations in the random matrices. This confirms that the bifurcation scenario observed in this study has a
certain level of universality.
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VI. DOUBLE SCROLL IN RESERVOIR COMPUTING

The following Chua’s circuit-based dynamical system is used as the target [9, 10]:

ẋ = 9.0[y − x− (bx− 0.428 tanh(2x))]

ẏ = x− y + z

ż = −15y − 0.125z.

(S.21)

In this system, by varying b, a transition from a bistable state consisting of symmetric spiral attractors to a double-
scroll attractor via an AMC is observed.
Similar to the embedding of the Lorenz system, the trajectories obtained from numerical calculations are used to

train the RC system. Here, the time scale is set to dt = 0.05.
First, consider the learning of the spiral attractor obtained at the bistable state b = −0.5. Here, Method 2 is not

applied, and the hyperparameters are as follows:

(N, p, a, ρ, σ, Tinit, Ttrain, β) = (1000, 0.01, 0.5, 1.5, 1.0, 10000, 10000, 0.001). (S.22)

In this case, AMC is not observed when ρ̂ is increased. The bifurcation diagram concerning ρ̂ is shown in Fig. S8(a).
As ρ̂ increases, the system undergoes a reverse period-doubling bifurcation, and the spiral attractor degenerates into a
periodic orbit. As ρ̂ is increased further, a new periodic orbit appears, which undergoes a period-doubling bifurcation,
leading to chaos and the emergence of AMC. Conversely, the appearance of the double-scroll attractor due to AMC
is confirmed when ρ̂ is decreased from the training point.
It is also possible to focus on parameters other than ρ̂. For example, let (ρ̂, σ̂) = (cρ, cσ). The scalar c corresponds

to the gain of the nonlinear function tanh. In the bifurcation caused by c, as shown in Fig. S8(b), the appearance of
the double-scroll attractor due to AMC is confirmed in the increasing direction of c.

FIG. S8. Bifurcation of the system that learned a spiral attractor. (a) A bifurcation diagram with respect to ρ̂, and the
outputs at each point ρ̂/ρ ∈ 0.995, 1.000, 1.010, 1.033, 1.035 (i–v). (b) A bifurcation diagram concerning the gain c, and the
output at c = 1.02.

Next, the double-scroll trajectory obtained at b = −0.614 is learned using the same hyperparameters. The learning
results are shown in Fig. S9(a)-(i). The bifurcation of this system in the (ρ̂, σ̂) plane is analyzed. Figure S9(b) presents
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a color map that classifies the points (ρ̂, σ̂) based on their corresponding attractors: periodic or non-periodic. For
non-periodic orbits, the orbit is further categorized based on whether the symmetric pairs of attractors are linearly
separable (LS) in the output space, that is, obviously bistable. As shown in Fig. S9(a)-(ii–iv), the (ρ̂, σ̂) plane exhibits
bifurcation phenomena, where the double-scroll decomposes into two attractors through AMC, and this bifurcation
occurs through multiple pathways.

FIG. S9. Bifurcation of the system that learned the double scroll. (a) The outputs when (ρ̂/ρ, σ̂/σ) are set to (1.000, 1.000),
(0.965, 1.000), (0.955, 0.970), and (0.960, 0.970), respectively (i–iv). (b) Classification of the (ρ̂/ρ, σ̂/σ) plane based on the
attractor dynamics. Yellow corresponds to non-periodic dynamics, red corresponds to non-periodic dynamics with bistability,
where the attractors are linearly separable (LS) in the output space, and blue corresponds to periodic dynamics.

VII. QUADRUPLE LORENZ ATTRACTOR

FIG. S10. Visualization of the dynamics for ρ̂ ∈ {1.30, 1.31, 1.32} in the PC space defined by ρ̂ = ρ = 1.30.

The training data are reused from the Lorenz system used in the previous learning. After normalizing the scale of
each dimension to have zero mean and unit variance, the whole data is offset using the vector (±1, 0, 1), resulting in

the training data sets {u(A)
k } and {u(B)

k }. These are used for learning via multifunctional reservoir computing [11],
with modifications to train Wout for multiple values of ρ (Method 2). The hyperparameters are as follows:

(N, p, a, ρ, ρ′, σ, Tinit, Ttrain, α, β) = (1000, 0.01, 0.5, 1.30, 1.31, 1.0, 5000, 5000, 10−7, 10−7). (S.23)



12

At ρ̂ = ρ = 1.30, the system is four-stable: there are two pairs of Lorenz-type attractors. At ρ̂ = ρ′ = 1.31, AMC has
already occurred, and these four attractors are merging. Figure S10 shows the dynamics for ρ̂ ∈ {1.30, 1.31, 1.32} in
the PC space defined by ρ̂ = 1.30. The frequency of transitions between attractor ruins increases according to ρ̂.

VIII. IDEA OF A GENERIC INTERMITTENCY DESIGN METHOD USING A SWITCHING MAP

FIG. S11. Generic design of intermittent behavior using a bistable system consisting of Lorenz attractors. (a) Design of the
reference orbit connecting the attractors. (b) Smooth transition of the input. (c) Eigenvalues of the obtained saddle points A
and B. (d) Designed intermittent behavior.

We briefly describe the idea of designing intermittency based on a multi-stable system using the framework of a
switching map [12].
For example, we use the trained RNN with two Lorenz attractors discussed in this paper (ρ̂ = 1 − 10−7) as the

backbone bistable system (Fig. S11(a)). Here, the feedback function f (1) obtained through the attractor reconstruction
is defined as follows:

f (1)(x) = σWinW
⊤

outx. (S.24)

First, we define the points x(A) and x(B) corresponding to the “exit” and “entry” points, respectively, in the
attractors Λ±. Here, we choose x(A) and x(B), as shown in Fig. S11(a). Then, we place fixed points at these
locations. The bias input to the ESN that makes x(A) the fixed point is analytically determined as follows:

x(A) = (1− a)x(A) + a tanh(ρWx(A) + b(A))

∴ b(A) = arctanh(x(A))− ρWx(A).
(S.25)

Similarly, the bias input b(B) for x(B) is determined. Starting with the initial value x(A), we consider continuously
changing the input from b(A) to b(B) to move the trajectory towards x(B). First, we define the paths from b(A) to
±b(B) using the following Bézier curve:

b(±)(α) = −(b(A) ± b(B))α2 ± 2b(B)α+ b(A), (S.26)

where the following is held:

b(±)(0) = b(A), (S.27)

b(±)(1) = ±b(B), (S.28)

db(+)

dα
(0) = −db

(−)

dα
(0). (S.29)
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Along this path, the input bias is smoothly changed as follows:

b
(±)
k = b(±)(α(tk))) (S.30)

α̇ = −K(α3 − α) (S.31)

α(0) = 10−4 (S.32)

The rate of change at each step can be adjusted using a constant K and timescale dt. In this case, we chose
(K, dt) = (20, 0.01), and the change is set to complete the move in approximately 100 steps, as shown in Fig. S11(b).

By driving the reservoir at x(A) with this sequence {b(±)
k }, the trajectory indeed moves to ±x(B). The projection of

this trajectory onto the output space via Wout is shown in Fig. S11(a).

Next, the sequence {b(±)
k } is embedded into the reservoir. Here, it is necessary to ensure that the reservoir in a

closed-loop configuration, starting with an initial condition near x(A), stably outputs {b(±)
k }. This is equivalent to

making x(A) a saddle point with a one-dimensional unstable eigenvalue. The available methods include online training
through FORCE learning [13] and teacher forcing with noise; in this case, we use the latter. The reservoir is driven by

the sequence {b(±)
k } with small noise ηk ∼ N (0, 10−6) added, producing the response time series {xk}. By iterating

this process, 20 time series are sampled, and the weight Wpath is trained to map all of these to the vicinity of {b(±)
k }.

Then, the feedback function f (2) is obtained as follows:

f (2)(x) = Wpathx. (S.33)

Figure S11(a) shows the eigenvalues of x(A) under the feedback of f (2):

xk+1 = (1− a)xk + a tanh([ρW +Wpath]xk), (S.34)

where it is confirmed that x(A) indeed behaves as a saddle point with a one-dimensional unstable direction.
Based on the above, to design intermittency, the system can be constructed as follows:

xk+1 = (1− a)xk + a tanh(ρWxk + fk(xk))

fk+1 =







f (2) if ||xk ± x(A)|| < ǫ

f (1) else if ||xk ± x(B)|| < δ
fk otherwise.

(S.35)

In this system, the trajectory appears to probabilistically pass through the vicinity of ±x(A). When it gets sufficiently
close, a switching of the feedback map occurs, causing the trajectory to escape the attractor. The trajectory moves
along a path toward ±x(B) or ∓x(B) in phase space. Once the transition is complete, another switching of the map
occurs, and the trajectory remains in the attractor until the next switch.
The parameters (ǫ, δ) should be taken carefully because they need to be sufficiently large to introduce variability

at the points where the map switches. If they are too small, the switching may occur periodically.
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[6] H. Jaeger, M. Lukoševičius, D. Popovici, and U. Siewert, Optimization and applications of echo state networks with

leaky-integrator neurons, Neural networks 20, 335 (2007).
[7] H. Ishii, H. Fujisaka, and M. Inoue, Breakdown of chaos symmetry and intermittency in the double-well potential system,

Physics Letters A 116, 257 (1986).
[8] E. Ott, Chaos in dynamical systems (Cambridge university press, 2002).
[9] L. Chua, M. Komuro, and T. Matsumoto, The double scroll family, IEEE transactions on circuits and systems 33, 1072

(1986).

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-13-1687-6


14

[10] A. Sordi, Chua’s oscillator: an introductory approach to chaos theory, Revista Brasileira de Ensino de F́ısica 43, e20200437
(2020).

[11] A. Flynn, V. A. Tsachouridis, and A. Amann, Multifunctionality in a reservoir computer, Chaos: An Interdisciplinary
Journal of Nonlinear Science 31, 013125 (2021).

[12] K. Kaneko and I. Tsuda, Complex Systems: Chaos and Beyond: Chaos and Beyond: A Constructive Approach with

Applications in Life Sciences (Springer Science & Business Media, 2001).
[13] D. Sussillo and L. F. Abbott, Generating coherent patterns of activity from chaotic neural networks, Neuron 63, 544

(2009).


	 Supplementary Material for ``Attractor-merging Crisis and Intermittency in Reservoir Computing'' 
	Training Methods of Reservoir Computing
	Principal Component Analysis
	Attractor-merging Crisis in Random Neural Networks without Training
	Input-free RNN
	Periodically driven RNN

	Attractor-merging Crisis in Binary Feedback System
	Birth and Death of Double Lorenz
	Embedding of Lorenz attractor
	Saddle Points and the Flow Around Them
	Death of Double Lorenz and Emergence of Periodic Orbit
	Universality

	Double scroll in Reservoir Computing
	Quadruple Lorenz attractor
	Idea of a Generic Intermittency Design Method Using a Switching Map
	References


