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Abstract

This paper presents some simple feedback control laws to study global stabilization and global synchronization for a
special chaotic system described in the generalized Lorenz canonical form (GLCF) when t = —1 (which, for conve-
nience, we call Shimizu—Morioka system, or simply SM system). For an arbitrarily given equilibrium point, a simple
feedback controller is designed to globally, exponentially stabilize the system, and reach globally exponent synchroni-
zation for two such systems. Based on the system’s coefficients and the structure of the system, simple feedback control
laws and corresponding Lyapunov functions are constructed. Because all conditions are obtained explicitly in terms of
algebraic expressions, they are easy to be implemented and applied to real problems. Numerical simulation results are
presented to verify the theoretical predictions.
© 2009 Published by Elsevier Ltd.

1. Introduction

The discovery of the Lorenz chaotic attractor [1] has led to a new era in the study of chaos and its applications. Since
the 1960s of the last century, based on the Lorenz system, many researchers from different disciplines such as mathe-
matics and physics extensively investigated the property and applications of chaotic systems.

For a quite long period, due to the high sensitivity of a chaotic system to its initial condition, people thought that
chaos was not controllable, and two same type of chaotic systems could not be synchronized. However, the OGY
method [2] developed in the 1990s, and in particular the concept of the synchronization proposed by Pccora and Garrol
[3] in 1990, have completely changed the situation. This has attracted more researchers to study chaos control and
synchronization.

One goal of chaos control is: for a given unstable or locally stable equilibrium point, to design a feedback control law
such that the equilibrium point becomes globally, asymptotically stable or even globally, exponentially stable. Up to
now, a number of efficient methods have been proposed mainly for the Lorenz system, Chen system and Lii system
[2,4-13], but very little has been achieved for global and exponential stability.
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Although many results have been obtained for the study of the synchronization of two chaotic systems [1,3,11,12,14—
24] most of them were focused on the Lorenz system, Chua circuit, Chen system and Lii system. The results obtained
for global synchronization are less than that of local synchronization, and that for globally exponential synchronization
are even lesser.

State feedback control is perhaps the most generally and universally applicable method. However, to design the pos-
sibly simplest feedback control law requires good experience and skills. Generally, when the vector field of a chaotic
system satisfies global Lipschitz condition (such as Chua circuit), or a system has a globally attractive set (such as
the Lorenz system), the global and exponential stability can always be obtained by using a linear feedback control
law. When a chaotic system does not belong to the above two types of chaotic systems (or has not been proved to have
a globally attractive set), linear feedback controls cannot be used to reach global and asymptotic stability, and global
synchronization. In this case, nonlinear feedback controls must be considered. To design the possibly simplest feedback
control law, which does not change or only partially changes the structure of the original system, experience and skills
are needed. Just as the construction of Lyapunov functions, there are no general rules to follow. The researchers have to
develop their own methodologies to solve the problem.

We have thoroughly studied the general methods of chaos control and chaos synchronization for the six types of
existing Rossler systems, which are relatively more difficult in the study of chaos control and synchronization
[25,26]. These methods are general and can be easily extended to consider other chaotic systems.

Recently, Célikovsky and Chen [27] have used a canonical form to utilize different chaotic systems, including the
Lorenz system, Chen system, and Lii system. This canonical form is called generalized Lorenz canonical form (GLCF),
given by

dyy

a A4 0 0 » » 0 0 -1
Lol =10 4 0|y ]|+l =1 0)»]|0 0 =1, (1)
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where /; >0, 4,3 <0, and 7 € R.
It has been shown in [27] that with any © # —1, system (1) is state-equivalent to the following system:

% ay ap 0 X1 00 0 1
L f=lay an O|[x|+x]|0 0 —sign(z+1)|]|x |, @)
% 0 0 )\.3 X3 0 1 0 X3
where
A — A
a||—21+ i_+117
4 _722—/11
=TT (3)
/lz Al
aZI—)l—iz“l‘ ‘C+1 )
A —
an =i i+;l’

via the following linear transformation of coordinates:

xi = /[t+ U —»),
x3 = /|t + 1y + ), (4)

x3 = |t + 1]y;.

As pointed out in [27], the GLCF with 7> —1 is equivalent to the generalized Lorenz systems (GLS), while the
GLCF with t < —1 is equivalent to the hyperbolic-type generalized Lorenz systems (HGLS). It is easy to see that
the case of 1 = —1 is well defined in (2), but cannot go through transformations of (3) and (4). Yet, this case is not equiv-
alent to the GLS, nor to the HGLS, it in fact stands for the transform between the hyperbolic and non-hyperbolic cases.
Since the two cases have qualitatively different structures in their nonlinear parts, they cannot be continuously changed
from one to another. Actually, this special case corresponds to two models reported in the literature: one is the Shi-
mizu—Morioka model developed in the 1970s of the last century [28], while the other is a model studied recently
[29]. It has been shown in [27] that these two models are state-equivalent. Thus we call such a model as SM system.
The classification of the GLCF is shown in Table 1.
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Since chaos control and chaos synchronization for the GLCF system (2) with T # —1 have been extensively studied
(e.g., see [5-9,14,15]), in this paper we will particularly consider chaos control and chaos synchronization for the CLCF
when t = —1, i.e., for the SM system. A series of constructive and simple algebraic methods are obtained.

2. The SM system, the definitions of chaos control and synchronization, and the relative lemmas

The original Shimizu—Morioka model is described by the following equations [28]:

b
- dt y’
d
=3 =1 -2~ By, (5)
_d 0z + 12
Z=—=—
dt o
which can be transformed to the GLCF (1) with t = —1 via the following transformations:
( ) )
X=W =V an
(=hha)?
A=
y=(ly — 42¥2) N )
= 2)5/2
Jo — A
z
y} /11/12 9
t =t\/ =2,
d — 3 _ A1+
and « AN B 17
The model studied recently by Liu et al. [29] is given by
X = a(j/ - 56)7
Y =bx — kxz, (6)
2= —cz+ hi?,
where a, b, ¢, k and h are positive numbers. For example: ¢ =10, b =40, c=2.5, k=1 and h =4.
To reduce the number of the coefficients, introduce the following transformations:
x=xVhk, y=3Vhk, z=*kz,
into (6) to obtain
x=a(y—x),
y=bx—xz, (7)
f=—cz+x%
Table 1

Classificaion of the GLCF and their equivalents [27]

GLCF

Equivalent systems

7€ (—o0, —1)
T=—1
T=(-1,0)
=0

7 € (0,00)

HGLS

Shimizu-Morika model or Liu-Liu-Liu-Liu model
GLS with aj,a;; <0, Chen system

GLS with dajzdy = 0, Li system

GLS with aj,a5; > 0, Lorenz system
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It has been shown in [27] that system (7) is also state-equivalent to the GLCF (1) via linear transformations. This indi-
cates that the model (6) is state-equivalent to the Shimizu—Morioka model (5) via a linear transformation of coordinates
and a constant time scaling. Therefore, in the remaining of the paper, for convenience, we will call this model as SM
system.

Based on the SM system (5), in this paper we will present a detailed study on chaos control and chaos synchroni-
zation. With the aid of the general method developed in [25,26], we can construct the possibly simplest linear feedback
or nonlinear feedback control law and the corresponding Lyapunov function to achieve the algebraic conditions for
chaos control and chaos synchronization.

First note that the equilibrium points of (5) are:

E, =(0,0,0), E,=(v2,0,1), E;3=(—v2,0,1),

where o = 0.03, f = 0.3 are positive constants. Let (x*, y*, z") represent any one of the equilibrium points E;, E,, E3, and
further let

X=x—Xx", y=y—y, Z=z-2z".
Suppose the feedback control law is given by
w(x%,y,2), wEyz), w72,
where u;’s are linear or nonlinear functions which satisfy #,0,0,0) =0, i = 1, 2, 3. Then, adding the above feedback con-
trols to system (5) yields

);C =y- ”I(?_ﬁfv?)7
y=X—xz+x7 — fy—w(%,5,2), (8)
Z=—z+x —x? —u3(%,7,2).

We will study how to select the simplest linear feedback controls u, uy, us or the possibly simplest control law of the
combination of linear and nonlinear feedbacks, such that the zero solution of (8) is globally, exponentially stable, and
thus to achieve the global and exponential stability of an arbitrarily equilibrium point.

To further study the global and exponential synchronization of two such systems, consider system (5) as a drive sys-
tem (transmitter):

jcd =&
Va = X4 — xaza — Pyq, )
éd = —0zgq +x§,

where the subscript d indicates the “drive”. The corresponding receiving system is:

5‘1‘ =)V~ ul(exyey»ez)v
j/r =Xr — X¢Zr — ﬂyr - uZ(exveyaez)v (10)

. 2
zp = —oz, +x; — uz(ex, ey, €:),

where r represents the “receive”, and e, = xq — X;, €, = 4 — Jr, €- = zq — z; denote the errors. The error system is given
by
éx = ey + U (ex7 eya 62)7
&, = e, —xgzq +x:2; — fe, +ur(ey, e, e.), (11)
. 2 2
e, = —oe, + x5 —x: +uszey, ey, e;).
Next, we will show how to choose the possibly simplest linear or nonlinear feedback control laws u, u5, u3 such that

the zero solution of (11) is globally, exponentially stable, and thus the two systems (9) and (10) are globally, exponen-
tially synchronized.

Definition 1. For any arbitrary given initial condition x4(fo), ya(fo), za(fo) € R® of the drive system and the
corresponding initial condition x.(y), y:(?o), z:(#y) of the receiving system, the zero solution of (11) satisfies the following
inequality:

(1) + eﬁ(l) + e2(1) < k(e(ty))e ), (12)
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where k(e(to)) is a constant depending on e(#y), and « > 0 is a positive constant independent of e(xg). Then, the zero
solution of (11) is globally, exponentially stable, and the two systems (9) and (10) are globally, exponentially
synchronized.

For convenience in the following analysis, we present a lemma on global and exponential stability about the zero
solution of (11).

Lemma 1. For a system given in the form of (11), if there exists a positive definite quadratic form:
V=(e e e)Ple. e e )T,
where P = PY is a positive definite quadratic matrix, such that the derivative of V w.r.t. time t along the trajectory of (8)

satisfies

14
d_ < ( ex € € )Q( e € e )T7
dt | ’
where Q = QY is negative definite, then the zero solution of (11) is globally, exponentially stable, and so systems (9) and (10)
are globally, exponentially synchronized. Further, we have the following estimation:

j-max P max(0)
&ﬂ+%m+ém<7f%%émwwwM+émmmmvm. 13

where Jmin(P) and Amax(P) are the minimum and maximum eigenvalues of P, respectively, while Jyax(Q) is the maximum
eigenvalue of Q.

Proof. Due to the symmetry of P, we have

%§m<@M)g® e(0)0(ex() &(t) ()" <imn(Q)EX0) + (1) + ()]
<) o) el ) o) =Gy
Thus,

/max (Q)

Zmax (&), /max (Q)

Fmin(P)[E2(0) + (1) + ()] < V(1) < V(1) ) < (Y[ (10) + €(10) + €10 ),

and finally we obtain

imax (P) /max (Q)(t—to)

€0+ €0+ () < TG + € lt) + el D (14)

Remark.

(1) Because the study of globally asymptotic stability (globally exponential stability) requires that the constructed
positive definite Lyapunov function must be radially unbounded. Therefore, in the following, all the constructed
Lyapunov functions are positive definite, quadratic forms, which are certainly radially unbounded. Thus, we shall
not repeat the property of radially unbounded in the rest of the paper.

(2) Although Lemma 1 is based on system (11), it is applicable to system (8), since this is a special case for
ex=X=x—x,e,=y=y—)y,e.=Z=z—1z2".

Lemma 2. If with a proper feedback control law, system (8) or (11) becomes a linear system, then the necessary and suf-
ficient condition for the zero solution of the corresponding linear system being globally, exponentially stable is that the coef-
ficient matrix of the linear system is a Hurwitz matrix.

This is a standard result (e.g., see [13]) and thus the proof is omitted. The following result is also well known.

Lemma 3. The necessary and sufficient conditions for the cubic-degree polynomial 32 + P2* + QJ. + R with real coefficients
being a Hurwitz polynomial are: P> 0 and PQ > R> 0 (see [ 13]).
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3. Globally exponential stabilization of the SM system

In this section, we consider the global, exponential stabilization of an arbitrary equilibrium point of system (5), E,
E> or E5 denoted by X* = (x",y",z"). First we define the global, exponential stabilization.

Definition 2. When a proper feedback control law, given by uy, u,, u3, is chosen such that the zero solution of system (8)
becomes globally, exponentially stable, then it is said that X* = (x",»",z") is globally, exponentially stabilized.

Theorem 1. Under the following control law: u; =0, uy = —xz — 0,%(0; = 0), uz = xx, when 0; < —1, any equilibrium
point of system (8), E\, E,, or Es, is globally, exponentially stabilized. When 6, <0, E, or E5 are globally, exponentially
stabilized.

Proof. Under the given control law, system (8) becomes:

X

=7,
J=%— fy—2'T+ OiF, (15)
Z=x"% — oZ.

Since x*, y* and z* are constants, system (15) is a linear system with constant coefficients. Let

0 1 0
A] = (1 +51 *Z*) *ﬁ 0
x* 0 —ua
Then
A -1 0
det(AE; —4))=|—-(1+06,—2") A+p O =AA+PA+a)—(1+6 —z)(A+a)
—x* 0 A+ o
— ()2 + pi— (1461 — =), (16)

where >0, §>0. When 6; <0 and z* =1, | +; — z" =7 <0. 4, is a Hurwitz matrix. When é; < —1 and z* =0,
1+06, —z"=1+0,<0. 4, is still a Hurwitz matrix. According to Lemma 2, when §; < —1, any equilibrium point

of system (8), E|, E,, or Ej, is globally, exponentially stabilized. When ¢, <0, E, or Ej are globally, exponentially sta-
bilized. [

Remark. Because the control law is constructed according to a given equilibrium point, i.e., the control law depends on
the choice of the equilibrium point (x*, y*, z*). Once the equilibrium point is determined, the control law can only be
designed for the specific equilibrium point. However, the necessary condition of the global, asymptotic stability requires
the uniqueness of the equilibrium point, so under the control law, all other equilibrium points of system (5) disappear
and thus chaos is vanished. With this regard, it has shown the importance of the special dynamics and asymptotic
behavior of the global, exponential stability of the designated equilibrium point.

Theorem 2. For system (8), when the control law is chosen as: u; =kX, u,= —zX, u3=Xx, assuming
kya +aff + ki f—1>0, (ks + f+ a)koo +off + ko — 1) > afky — o + x* >0, then the zero solution of (8), i.e., an arbi-
trary equilibrium point of system (8), (x*, y*, z%), is globally, exponentially stabilized.

Proof. Under the given control law of Theorem 2, system (8) can be written as:

X=—kX+7,
=% fy—xZ, (17)
Z=Xx"% — oZ.

The coefficient matrix of linear system (17) is
k1 0
A2 = 1 — ﬁ —x*
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Thus,
A+ k -1 0
det(2Es —A) =| =1 24+p x |=0Q+k)A+P)A+o0)+x2—Q+a) =2+ (ki +p+ )2’
—x* 0 A+
+ (kjo+af+kf)i+afky —h—o4+x2 =10+ (ki + f+ )22
+ (ko +oaf+ ki fp— 1)1 —a+x7% + afk;. (18)

According to Lemma 3, the necessary and sufficient conditions for the cubic-degree polynomial (18) having a Hurwitz
matrix are

{kld+dﬁ+k1ﬁ—l>07
(ky + B+ a)(kjo +af +k f— 1) > apk; = 2pk; — o+ x> 0,

which shows that the zero solution of (18), i.e., any equilibrium point, E, E, or Ej, is globally, exponentially stable.
Obviously, when

{k1a+aﬁ+k1ﬂ— 1>0,
(k] +ﬂ+0€)(k10(+0(,8+k1ﬂ— 1) > 2pky — o >0,
equilibrium point E; = (0,0,0) is globally, exponentially stabilized. [

Theorem 3. For system (8), if the control law is chosen as: u; = 0, uy = —zx + |y + 922, u3 = Xx — 9-X, where
5 >0, when x* >0,
< 0, when x* <0,

when (o + B4 hy)[o(f + hy) — 1] > 205x" + 85 +x*2 — o > 0, any equilibrium point, E,, E, or E, is globally, exponentially
stabilized; when (o+ B+ h)[a(f+h) —1] > —a >0, equilibrium point E, = (0,0,0) is globally, exponentially
stabilized.

Proof. Under the given feedback control law, system (8) can be written as

=l
Il

y’
V=X—(+m)y— (" + &)z (19)

= (x" + 8)x — oz

IR
Il

The coefficient matrix of (19) is

0 1 0
A3 = 1 —ﬂ—hl —x* —52
xX*+ 0, 0 —u

The corresponding characteristic polynomial is

A -1 0
det(AE; — 43) = -1 I+ B+h X406 | =i+ P+ )+ o)+ (& +8) — (h+a)
—x* — 0, 0 A+
=P+ B+l +a(B4+m) =12 +5+2x70 +x2 —a (20)

By Lemma 3, the condition ( + f8 + &) [a(B + A1) — 1] > 20,x* + 3 + x2 — o > 0 guarantees that 43 is a Hurwitz ma-
trix. Therefore, all the equilibrium points of system (8), i.e., E;, E, and E3 can be globally, exponentially stabilized.
When (a+ f+ ) [o(f+ 1) — 1] > 8 — > 0, E; = (0,0,0) is globally, exponentially stable. [

Theorem 4. If'in Eq. (8) choose the following control law: uy = k)X, u, = —Xz, us = —xx, then when the positive number k,
satisfies (o + f + ky)(aff + ko + aky) > (2Pks + o), Ey or E5 can be globally, exponentially stabilized; when ky > lﬂ, E| can
be globally, exponentially stabilized.
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Proof. For the control law given in this theorem, system (8) can be rewritten as

)_c:szy_c+y,
=% fy—xZ—2'%, (21)
Z=x"% — oz

The coefficient matrix of system (21) is

[ —k, 1 0
Ay=|1—-2z¢ —p —x*
x* 0 —o
When z* =1 and x* = ++/4,
[k, 1 0
d=| 0 -p 3vi|.
£V 0 —«

the corresponding characteristic polynomial is
Atk -1 0
det(AE; —4y)=| 0 i+ B tVu|=0U+k)A+ (A +a)+o
Fao 0 4«
=24 (a+ B+ k) 2? + (0f + ko f 4 0tky) A + afky + ot

When (o + f + ko)(aff + ko + aks) > afiks, + o, according to Lemma 3, E, or Ej is globally, exponentially stable. When
x* — y* — Z* — 0,

k1 0
A= 1 = 0
0 0 —«
Obviously, if and only if &y > % A} is a Hurwitz matrix. Thus, if and only if k; > % E| is globally, exponentially sta-
ble. O
Theorem 5. Under the following control law: u; = xZ + k3X, u, = 0, u3 = —xy, when kz > max[“%ﬁm,%}, any equilibrium

point of system (8), E, E, or E5 can be globally, exponentially stabilized, when k3 > %, equilibrium point E| can be globally,
exponentially stabilized.
Proof. Under the given control law, system (8) can be written as:

X = —ksX +7 — xZ,
y=(1-2)x-py-2, (22)
Z=XX+XT+ XV — oz

For the above system, construct the quadratic, positive definite Lyapunov function,

V=% +7 42 (23)
Let P =diag(1,1,1) = 5. Then, Ayax(P) = Amin(P) = 1. Evaluating the ‘i‘—’[’ along the trajectory of system (22) results in
dr

= 2% + 299 + 222 = —2k% + 259 — 2% + 2(1 — 2)XF — 287" — 2% + 200 + 24°XZ 4 245% — 202

(22)
T —2k; 27 x
= [0.5ex]2 —z  =2f 0
x* 0 —2u

Thus, for Ey, i.e., for x* =y" =z"=0, Q; becomes
—2ky 2 0

o=|2 -2 0
0 0 —2a

dr

)“if(x y Do v o)

NI <l =l
NI <] =l
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Hence when k; > 1, O} is a symmetric negative definite matrix.
Next, for (x*, y*, %) # 0, i.e., for E, and E3, Q; becomes

) S B

of=| 1 =28 0
+o 0 2«

Obviously, when —8afks + 2af + 20 <0, i.e., k3 > max[“:/f) , }{] O/ is a symmetric negative definite matrix.

By Lemma 1, for E|, we have the following estimation:
(1) + 3 (6) + 2(0) < [F(to) + 7 (to) + 2 (t) e/ @)=0);
while for E, or Ej, the estimation is:

() + 7 (1) + (1) < [Plto) + 7 (t0) + P (to) )@= O

Theorem 6. If the following control law: u, = k4X — z*V + xZ, u, = 0, u3 = —xy is chosen for Eq. (8), then when ky > 1,
E, = (0,0,0) is globally, exponentially stabilized, and when k4 > max[/}zg“, ﬁ} E, or E5 can be globally, exponentially

stabilized.

Proof. Under the given control law, system (8) becomes
Yy=X—fy—z'% — iz, (24)
z

Taking the same positive definite and radially unbounded Lyapunov function (23) yields

dv

— 2%x + 29y + 22z
dr | oy

—2Uey X 4 22°Xy — 2xXZ + 2%y + 2%y — 27 — 22°Xp — 2XVZ + 2xXXZ + 2X'NZ — 20Z° + )z

T

X —2k4 2 x* X def
— — et . _ _ — — T

5 2 25 0 |(7])Ear) oG (25)
z x* 0 —20 z

For E;, 0> becomes
—2ky 2 0
0, = 2 =28 0
0 0 2«

Hence, in this case, when k4 > % 0, is negative definite. We have the following estimation:
20 + 50 +2() < [10) + 5 10) + 2(10)Je 2.
For E, and E;, O, becomes

—2ky 2 x*
o) = 2 =28 0
x* 0 2«
p+4a

Hence, when &y > max[E22 4], 0] is negative definite. We have the following estimation:

ap o pb

R0 + 70+ 2(0) < (1) + 7 (0) + 2 (a0) e B,

indicating that the conclusion of Theorem 5 holds. O



2500 X. Liao et al. | Chaos, Solitons and Fractals 39 (2009) 2491-2508
4. Globally exponential synchronization of two SM chaotic systems

In this section, we shall consider the global and exponential stability of the zero solution of (11), i.e., the global,
exponential synchronization between systems (9) and (10).

Theorem 7. In Eq. (10), if we take any one of the following control laws:

(1) up = 7]flex — X4e; — xze; + Zrey, Uy = 09 Uz = Xqéy,;
(2) wi = —kiex — xqe: — xee; + zrey, Up = xge;, U3 =0;
(3) U = _klex +Zr€ya Uy = Oa Uz = _(-xd + -xr) €x + Xd€y,

where ky > L, the zero solution of (11) is globally, exponentially stable and so systems (9) and (10) are globally, exponen-
tially synchronized.

Proof. With the designed control law (1) of Theorem 7, system (11) becomes:

e, = —]}16,( — (Xdez +)C|-€z) + Zrey + €y,
é, = e, — xqe. — z;e, — fle,, (26)

é. = (xq +x;)ex + xqe, — vte..

a o ‘ ‘ ‘ b 30
05
y o
—05
1.0 ‘ ‘ ‘ 0 ‘ ‘ ‘
10  -05 0 05 10 10  -05 0 05 10
X X
C 30 d s
25 14
20 13
z 15 z 12
10 11
0.5 1.0 Ex
O n n n n 09 n n
12 08 -04 0 04 08 0 0.1 0.2 0.3
y X

Fig. 1. Trajectories of system (5) with the initial condition, x(0) =2.88 x 107>, 3(0) = 0.3 x 107°, z(0) = 1.5 for chaotic attractor
without control: (a) projected on the x—y plane, (b) projected on the x—z plane, (c) projected on the y—z plane; and (d) with the control
law given in Theorem 1 for §; = —2, globally convergent to the equilibrium point, Ej: (0.1732,0,1).
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Under the designed control law (2) of Theorem 7, system (11) becomes:

é. = —kie, + e, — (xqe; + xce;) + zzey,
e, = e, — ze, — fley, (27)
e, = (xq +x)e, — ae..

By the designed control law (3) of Theorem 7, system (11) becomes:
e, = flAqex +e, +ze,,
éy = €y — Xd€; — Zy€y — ﬁeyv (28)

é. = xqe, — ue..
By constructing the positive definite and radially unbounded Lyapunov function,

222
V=e+e +e,

a 1.05 b 4
3 Ejs 1
2
1
z 1.00 z
0
-1
-2
0.95 ‘ : : ‘ 3 ‘ ‘ ‘
0.168 0.17 0.172 0.174 0.176 0.178 -0.6 -04 -0.2 0 0.2
X X

Fig. 2. Trajectories of system (5) with the control law given in Theorem 3 using the initial condition, x(0) =0.17, y(0) =0.3,
z(0) = 1.05: (a) convergent to the equilibrium point, E>: (0.1732,0,1) when /; = 100 and d, = 2; and (b) convergent to the equilibrium
point, E5: (—0.1732,0,1) when A; =100 and d, = —2.

a g b 3s
3 3.0
2.5
2
z z 20
;
15
0 E, 1.0 E,
-1 0.5
-0.2 0 02 04 06 08 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8
X X

Fig. 3. Trajectories of system (5) with the control law given in Theorem 4 using the initial condition, x(0) = 0.8, y(0) = 3, z(0) = 3: (a)
convergent to the equilibrium point, E;: (0,0,0) when &, = 10; and (b) convergent to the equilibrium point, E: (0.1732,0, 1) when
ky = 10.
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we obtain

dr
o = 2ece, + 2eey + 2e.é.

(26)

=2e,[~kie, — (xqe. +x:e.) + zee, + €] + 2e e, — xae. — zee, — fe,] + 2e.[(xq + xr)e, + xge, — 0e.]
= fZIQIei — 2xqece; — 2x.ece. + 2zee, + 2ece, + 2ece, — 2xqee. — 2zce0€, — Zﬁei + 2xqe.e.
+ 2xcece; + 2xqepe; — Zaef

T ~
ey —2k 2 0 €\ de
= e 20 28 0 |le|Ye e e)oie e ) (29)
e; 0 0 20| \ €

30

20 b

10 i b

40

20 b

T
1

10

30

20 7

10 b

50 100 150
t

Fig. 4. Error history of system (11) with the control law given in Theorem 7, (1) using the initial conditions, x4(0) = 10, y4(0) = 20,
24(0) = 8 and x,(0) = 5, y(0) = —13, z,(0) = —10; when &, = 4.
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dv
— = 2e.é, + 2e,é, + 2e.é.
dt Y=y
@7)
= Zex[—iclex + e, — (xqe; + xce.) + zrey] + 2e)[ex — zeer — Pe,] + 2e;[(xa + xi)ex — ;]
= 727(16)2{ + 2e.e, — 2xqece; — 2xcece; + 2ziece, + 2ece, — 2ze.e, — Zﬂef,
7 def T
+ 2x4ece; + 2xiece, — 206 = (e e, e.)0i(e. e, e) . (30)
dv . . . -
& =2e.e, + 2eye, + 2e.e, = 2e[—kie, + zie, + e,] + 2e,[e, — xge. — zre, — fe,]
(28)
+ 2e;[xge, — e, = —ZIAclei + 2z.ece, + 2ece, + 2e.e, — 2xqe,e, — 2zec€) — Q[fei
+ 2xqeye; — 20(efd:ef (e e e )Oi(er e e (31)

Here, Qs is symmetric. Since k; > %, Qs is negative definite. Consequently, by Lemma 1 we have
() + e () + €X(1) < [€(t0) + €] (1) + €2 (to)Je/m= &), (32)

The zero solution of system (11) is globally, exponentially stabilized and so systems (9) and (10) are globally exponen-
tially synchronized. O

Theorem 8. In Eq. (10), if any one of the following control laws were taken:

(D) w1 = —kiex — (xa + X1 )ez, s = Xge: + zeey, u3 = 0;
2) uy = —lflex — Xge; — ziex + zre,, U = 0, U3 = Xqge);
(3) uy = 7]flex + Zdey — Xd€: — Xy€;, Uy = Xy€z, U3 = 0>
4) uy = —kiex +zrey, ur =0, uz3 = —(xq + x;) ex + x4 €y

where k; > %, the zero solution of Eq. (11) is globally, exponentially stable and so systems (9) and (10) are globally, expo-
nentially synchronized with the same estimation Eq. (32).

Proof. With the control laws given in Theorem 8, system (11) can be written as

e, = —kje, + e, — (xq + x;)e,

&, = e, — Xgzq + X2, — fe, + xge. + zcey, (33)
e, = (xa +x)ex — e,

e, = —I}Iex + ey, — xqe; — xce. + z;ey,

éy = €y — Xd€; — Zr€x — ﬁeya (34)
e, = (xqg +x;)e; + xqe, — ve;.

éx = 71}16): + €y +Zdey — Xd€; — X;€z,

éy = €y — Xy€; — Z4ex — ﬁey + x:e;, (35)
é‘z = (xd +xr)ex — e,

and

ey = —kie, +e, + ze,

éy = €x — Xd€; — Zy€x — ﬁey7 (36)

e. = xqe, — oe,

respectively. We still construct the positive definite and radially unbounded Lyapunov function.

222
V=e+e¢ +e;.
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Similar to the proof of Theorem 7, we have
T

W ex 2k 2 0 e
o =|e 2 28 0 ||e|Yie e e)Oe e e,
VeI e, 0 0 -2 \e

where k; > 1, which leads to the same estimation given in the proof of Theorem 7:
ex(t) + e () + €2(r) < [e5(0) + €5 (t0) + €2 (1) Je @)

Thus zero solution of system (11) is globally, exponentially stabilized and so systems (9) and (10) are globally exponen-
tially synchronized. O

10

x 0
Nl |

-15 7

20 7

10 1

25

20 I, 7

151 b

10 7

-5 : ‘ : : ‘
0 2 4 6 8 10 12
t

Fig. 5. Error history of system (11) with the control law given in Theorem 8, (2) using the initial conditions, x4(0) = 10, y4(0) = 20,
24(0) = 8 and x,(0) = 5, y(0) = —13, z,(0) = —10; when &, = 4.
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5. Numerical simulation examples

In this section, we use a 4th-order Runge-Kutta method to simulate the stabilization of equilibrium points by using
system (5) with the control law given in Eq. (8). We also present numerical results for the synchronization between sys-
tems (9) and (10) under the feedback control. The system parameters take the values: « = 0.03 and = 0.3.

For the stabilization problem, we show three examples using the control laws given in Theorems 1, 3 and 4, respec-
tively, since the remaining three cases are similar to Theorem 4. The initial conditions are chosen as

x(0) =2.88x 107, y(0)=3x 1077, z(0) = 1.5, (37)
x(0) =0.17, »(0)=0.3, z(0)=1.05 (38)

40
30 -
2 -

107/\ .
I}

€x 0 V4

40

30 7

10 7

40

20 b

0 50 100 150
t

Fig. 6. Error history of system (11) with the control law given in Theorem 8, (3) using the initial conditions, x4(0) = 10, y4(0) = 20,
24(0) = 8 and x,(0) = 5, y,(0) = —13, z,(0) = —10; when &, = 4.
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and
x(0)=0.8, »(0)=3 z(0)=3, (39)
respectively.
Without the feedback control, the system exhibits chaotic motion, as shown in Figs. la—c. The strange attractor is
similar to Chen’s attractor [16]. When the control law given in Theorem 1, with §; = —2, is applied to system (5) and

using E, as the designed equilibrium point, the trajectory of the controlled system globally, exponentially converges to
E,, as depicted by Fig. 1d.

When the control law given in Theorem 3 is applied to system (5), with 4#; = 100 and ¢, = 2, and using E, as the
designed equilibrium point, it is shown (see Fig. 2a) that the trajectory converges to E,; while for #; = 100 and

30

20 b

40

20 b

, o U/\VAU/\VAVAVAVAVAVAVAV ’

=20

—40

40

30 b

20 7

10 7

-10
0 50 100 150 200

t

Fig. 7. Error history of system (11) with the control law given in Theorem 8, (4) using the initial conditions, x4(0) = 10, y4(0) = 20,
24(0) = 8 and x,(0) = 5, y(0) = —13, z,(0) = —10; when &, = 4.
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0> = —2, and using Ej3 as the designed equilibrium point it can be seen from Fig. 2b that the trajectory converges to Ej.
Similarly, applying the control law given in Theorem 4 to system (5), we obtain the convergence to E| or E; by taking
k, = 10, as depicted in Fig. 3.

For the synchronization problem, we present four examples by employing the four control laws given in Theorems 7
and 8, respectively. The initial conditions for the driving system are:

x:(0) =10, »,(0)=20, z(0)=23, (40)
while that for the receiving system are:
xr(o) = 57 yr(o) = _137 ZF(O) = _107 (41)

which are quite different from that of the driving system. The values of parameters k, is chosen the same for all the four
cases: k; = 4. The time histories for the error signals e(?), e,(t) and e.(f) obtained for the four cases are displayed in
Figs. 4-7. All the four cases show the convergence of the errors to zero exponentially as expected, but with irregular
vibrating motions during the transient period.

6. Conclusion

In this paper, we have studied in detail the chaos control and chaos synchronization of the SM (Shimizu—Morioka)
chaotic system. For a given equilibrium point, we designed various linear and nonlinear feedback control laws to glob-
ally, exponentially stabilize the equilibrium point. We also designed a variety of possibly simplest feedback control laws
for two SM chaotic systems such that the zero solution of the error system is globally, exponentially stable, and thus the
two SM chaotic systems are globally, exponentially synchronized.

Because all the control laws obtained in this paper are designed according to the properties of the given system, and
thus all the conditions are simple, constructional, and algebraic. Since all conditions are not abstract or describing the
existence theory, it is very convenient to apply the method and conclusion presented in this paper to in practical prob-
lems. The methods can be easily generalized to consider other systems to obtain similar results.
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