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Abstract

We consider a Zs-equivariant flow in R* with an integral of motion and a hyperbolic
equilibrium with a transverse homoclinic orbit I'. We provide criteria for the existence of
stable and unstable invariant manifolds of I'. We prove that if these manifolds intersect
transversely, creating a so-called super-homoclinic, then in any neighborhood of this super-
homoclinic there exist infinitely many multi-pulse homoclinic loops. An application to a
system of coupled nonlinear Schrédinger equations is considered.
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1. Introduction

1.1. Background

Consider a Hamiltonian system (or more generally, a system with a smooth first integral)
defined for = € R?", n > 2 with an integral H, and a hyperbolic equilibrium O at the origin.
An orbit I' = {x (¢) : t € R} of this system is said to be "homoclinic to O’ or ’a homoclinic loop’
if it belongs to both stable and unstable invariant manifolds of O, or equivalently, x (t) — O as
t — +oo. Existence of homoclinic orbits for systems with a smooth first integral is known to
be a robust phenomenon. This is due to the fact that the n-dimensional stable and unstable
invariant manifolds of O lie in the same (2n — 1)-dimensional level H = constant, and they
may intersect transversely in that level along the homoclinic orbits. A natural question which
arises here is the possible dynamics near homoclinic orbits in the level H (z) = H (O).

When z(t) oscillates as it converges to O (this happens when the leading, i.e. the nearest
to the imaginary axis, eigenvalues of the linear part of the system at O are complex), the
dynamics in H~! (O) is highly non-trivial [Dev76,BS90, Ler91, Ler00, Ler97, BS96, BIR16]. On
the other hand, when the leading eigenvalues are real and ||z (¢) || decays to zero monotonically
as t — +00, the generic dynamics in H~! (O) are very simple. Thus, the only orbits staying in
a small neighborhood of a finite bunch of generic homoclinic loops to a saddle with real leading
eigenvalues are only the homoclinic loops themselves and the point O [T'S89, Turl4).

In this case, to have interesting behavior, we need degeneracies or symmetries. It was shown
in [ST97] (based on an earlier work [EKTS89]) that symmetries can lead to the emergence of the
so-called super-homoclinic orbits which, in turn, serve as limits of infinite series of multi-pulse
homoclinic loops. Namely, as shown in [ST97, Tur01], in certain situations, the homoclinic
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loops or bunches of homoclinic loops can have stable or unstable invariant manifolds; the
super-homoclinics correspond to the intersection of these manifolds.

In the non-conservative setting, super-homoclinic orbits and the non-trivial dynamics asso-
ciated with them were discovered and studied by Homburg [Hom96]. Eleonsky et al. [EKTS89]
spotted super-homoclinic orbits in the numerical investigation of an electromagnetic field in a
nonlinear medium. Barrientos et al. [BRR19] found super-homoclinics near a homoclinic loop
to a saddle-focus in the context of reversible systems, similar to the structure described for
the Hamiltonian case by Belyakov and Shilnikov in [BS90]. Chawanya and Ashwin [CA10]
built an example of a heteroclinic network that possesses a super-homoclinic in the sense of
an orbit which connects sub-networks. In general, super-homoclinic orbits may potentially
appear in heteroclinic networks, especially if the network undergoes a chaotic behavior, see
e.g. [NADP20).

In this paper, we consider the simplest case of Zso-symmetry which results in the emergence
of stable and unstable invariant manifolds for homoclinic loops, enabling the creation of super-
homoclinic orbits, and describe the multi-pulse homoclinics associated to them.

1.2. Problem setting and results
Consider a C*°-smooth 4-dimensional system of differential equations
(1.1) i=X(z), =ecRY
with a C*®-smooth first integral H : R* — R, i.e.
(1.2) VH(z)  X(z)=0.
Assumption 1. X has a hyperbolic equilibrium state O at the origin.

By (1.2), we have H'(0)X’(0) = 0. Since X’(0) is nonsingular by Assumption 1, the linear part
of H at O vanishes.

Assumption 2. The quadratic part of H at O is a nondegenerate quadratic form.

It is easy to see (see e.g. [Bak20]) that when Assumptions 1 and 2 are satisfied, system (1.1)
near O can be brought to the following form by a linear transformation:

(1.3) i=—Auto(lul,|v]), ©=ATv+o(ullv]),

where u = (u1,us) € R%, v = (v1,v2) € R? and A is a matrix whose eigenvalues have positive
real parts. Moreover, the first integral takes the form:

(1.4) H = (v,Au) + o (u2 + v2) ,
where (-,-) is the standard inner product on R2.

Assumption 3. System (1.3) is invariant with respect to the symmetry
(1.5) (u1,v1) < (—u1, —v1).

Assumption 3 implies that the plane {u; = v; = 0} is invariant with respect to the flow of
system (1.3).
Note that we can always assume that H is invariant with respect to symmetry (1.5), i.e.

(1.6) H (—uy,uz, —v1,v2) = H (uy,uz,v1,v2) .
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Figure 1: The transverse homoclinic loop I' in the invariant plane {u; = v; = 0}.

Otherwise, ﬁ(ul,UQ,Ul,Ug) = % [H (u1,u2,v1,v2) + H (—uy,ug, —v1,v2)] can be taken as the
first integral.

The equilibrium state O is a saddle with 2-dimensional stable and unstable invariant mani-
folds W*# (O) and W* (O) which are tangent at O to the u-plane and v-plane respectively. Both
the invariant manifolds lie in the 3-dimensional level {H = 0} and may intersect transversely
in that level, producing a number of homoclinic loops. We consider the following specific case:

Assumption 4. In the invariant plane {uy = v = 0}, there exists a homoclinic loop T' of
the transverse intersection of W#(O) and W™ (O) (see Figure 1).

Since the action of this symmetry commutes with the linear part of system (1.3), the matrix
A is diagonal and takes the form
A1 0
A=
< 0 X > ’

for some positive real numbers Ay and Ay. Without loss of generality, let A\; < As.
Assumption 5. Ao # 2A1.

This is not a technical assumption. Indeed, we will see that the cases Ay < 2A; and 2A; < A9
are dynamically different.

Let U be a sufficiently small neighborhood of I' U {O} in the zero level-set {H = 0}. The
main issue which is addressed in this paper is giving a complete description of dynamics in U.

Definition 1.1. Let A=T17UI'yU---UTI,,, where I'; are homoclinic to an equilibrium O,
and m > 1. Consider a sufficiently small open neighborhood U of AU {O} in the energy level
of O. The local stable (resp. unstable) set of A, denoted by W (A,U) (resp. Wi (A U)), is
the union of A itself and the set of the points in U whose forward (resp. backward) orbits lie in
U and their w-limit sets (resp. a-limit sets) coincide with AU{O}. We may use the notations
We.(A) and W} (A) for the stable and unstable sets of A when the neighborhood U is clear
from the context.

By this definition, the local stable and unstable sets of I' always contain I'. Note that these
sets lie in the zero-level set {H = 0}. Denote by W} (O) (resp. W} (O)) the set of the points
in Wg,(O) (resp. Wy,(O)) whose forward (resp. backward) orbits lie entirely in ¢/. Obviously,

Wiz (0) N Wige (T) = Wy (0) N Wi (T) =T

1.2.1 Dynamics near a single homoclinic orbit
Our first result is the following:

THEOREM Al. Under Assumptions 1-5, the forward (backward) orbit of a point in U lies
entirely in U if and only if it belongs to W3 (O) UW} (') (resp. W (O) U Wi ().
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Figure 2: This figure shows the positions of the cross-sections IT* and IT* to the homoclinic loop T'.
The green and blue curves correspond to the maps 7'°¢ and T8, respectively. Namely, 7'°¢ maps the
green point on II* to the blue point on IT* and then T8 maps the blue point to the red point on II*.
The red point is the image of the green point by the Poincaré map T = T8!° o T,

By this theorem, to understand the dynamics near the homoclinic orbit I', we need to study
the local stable and unstable sets of this orbit. This is done in the following two theorems.

THEOREM A2. If Ao < 2X\1 and Assumptions 1-4 hold, then Wj; (I') = W} (I') =T'. Thus,
by Theorem A1, the forward and backward orbits of any point in U either leave U or converge
to O.

The next theorem describes the local stable and local unstable sets of I' when 2A1 < As.
The formulation uses a specific choice of coordinates near the equilibrium O. We introduce
this coordinate system in Section 2 (see normal form (2.12)). For this choice of coordinates,
system (1.3) keeps its form and its invariance with respect to symmetry (1.5). Moreover, the
first integral takes the form

(1.7) H (uy,u2,v1,v2) = A\uivy — Agugva + 0 (u2 + 02) ,

and satisfies (1.6). The local stable and unstable, as well as the local strong stable and strong
unstable, invariant manifolds of O are straightened (i.e. W (O) = {vi = vo = 0}, W (O) =
{u1 = up = 0}, Wi (0) = {u1 = v1 = va =0}, W (O) = {uq = ug = v1 = 0}), and the loop
I" leaves O along vs-axis toward positive vy and enters O along us-axis toward positive ug (see
Figure 2).

Take a small § > 0 and consider two small 2-dimensional cross-sections to the loop I' inside
the level {H = 0}: II* = {ug =} N{H = 0} and II* = {v2 = §} N {H = 0} (see Figure 2).
On each of the cross-sections II° and II%, the variables us and vo are uniquely determined by
(u1,v1) (see Lemma 2.14). This allows us to parametrize I1* and IT* by the (u;, v;)-coordinates.

Orbits which lie in U define a Poincaré map T that takes a subset of II° to II°. This map
can be written as a composition of a local map T'°¢ from a subset of II® to II* which is defined
by the flow inside the §-neighborhood of O, and a global map T%° from II* to II* which is
defined by the flow near the global piece of I' outside the d-neighborhood of O (see Figure
2). Since the flight time from IT* to II° is bounded, the global map 78" is a diffeomorphism.
Consider the points M* = I'NII* and M* = T'NII* (note that both points correspond to (0, 0)
in II*). The Taylor expansion of T8 at M" has the form

(1.8) T8l (u1,v1) = (aug + bvy + o (ug,v1), cuy + dvy + o (ug,v1)),

for some a, b, ¢,d € R. Since the local unstable manifold of O corresponds to {u; = 0}, and the
local stable manifold corresponds to {vi = 0}, the transversality assumption (see Assumption
4) is equivalent to d # 0.
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Figure 3: A pair of transverse homoclinic loops (I'y UT'2) in the invariant plane {u; = vy = 0}.

THEOREM A3. Let 2\ < Ay and Assumptions 1-4 hold. Suppose that system (1.3) near
the equilibrium O is brought to the form (2.12) and let b, ¢ and d in (1.8) be non-zero.

(i) If cd > 0, then Wi (T') = T. If cd < 0, then W;_(T) is a C'-smooth 2-dimensional
invariant manifold which is tangent to Woio (O) at every point of T'.

1 < 0, then =TI. > 0, then 18 a C*-smooth 2-dimensiona
(i) If bd < 0, then W (L) = T. If bd > 0, then W} (T') ct h 2-d l

invariant manifold which is tangent to Wg“lo (O) at every point of T'.

To stress the smoothness of W (I') and W ('), we further call them local stable and
unstable invariant manifolds.

We remark a parallel to the case of a general homoclinic loop, considered in detail by
Homburg [Hom96], see also [Tur84, San00, ST99], for which the existence of stable/unstable
manifolds depends on the sign of a certain coefficient in the Poincaré map (the so-called sepa-
ratrix value [SSTC98]).

1.2.2 Dynamics near a homoclinic figure-eight

Next, we consider the existence of a pair of homoclinic loops in the invariant plane {u; =
vy =0}

Assumption 6. There exist two homoclinic loops T'1 and T'y of transverse intersection of
W5 (0O) and W™ (O) in the invariant plane {u; = v1 = 0} such that they leave and enter O
along opposite directions (see Figure 3).

Such scenario happens generically, when the level-set { H = 0} is compact. Let V be a small
neighborhood of I'y U {O} UT; in the level-set {{ = 0} and denote by W3 (O) (resp. W15 (O))
the set of the points in Wy (O) (resp. Wi, (O)) whose forward (resp. backward) orbits lie
entirely in V. Then

THEOREM B1. Under Assumptions 1-3, 5 and 6, the forward (resp. backward) orbit of a
point in V lies entirely in V if and only if it belongs to Wy (O) U W (I'1) U W (I'1 UT's) U
Wi (L2) (resp. Wy; (O) UWg, (1) U Wi, (Th UT9) UWg, (I'2)).

The next two theorems give analogues of Theorems A2 and A3 for the case of homoclinic
figure-eight.

THEOREM B2. If Ao < 2X{, and Assumptions 1-3 and 6 hold, then W} (I''UT2) =
We. (T1Ul'y) = I'y Uy, Thus, by Theorem B1, the forward and backward orbits of any
point in V either leave V or converge to O.
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Consider the cross-sections 11§ = {ug = 6} N {H =0} and II{ = {va =0} N{H =0} on I'y,
and IT§ = {ug = =0} N{H =0} and IT§ = {vy = =0} N {H = 0} on I'y (see Figure 7). We can
choose (u1,v;)-coordinates on each of these cross-sections (see Lemma 2.14). Let T}, T/°¢ and
Tiglo be the associated maps along I';. For ¢ = 1,2, consider the points M;"" = T'; N IL;"", and
let a;, b;, ¢; and d; be the corresponding Taylor coefficients of nglo, as in (1.8).

THEOREM B3. Assume 2\; < Ay and Assumptions 1-3 and 6. Suppose that system (1.3)
near the equilibrium O is brought to the form (2.12) and let b;, ¢; and d; (i = 1,2) be non-zero.

(i) If cidi > 0 and cady > 0, then W (I'1UT2) is a Cl-smooth 2-dimensional invariant
manifold which is tangent to W, (O) at every point of I'y UTg.

(1) If bidy < 0 and bady < 0, then W} (IT'1UT2) is a Cl-smooth 2-dimensional invariant
manifold which is tangent to W, (O) at every point of Ty UTs.

(tit) Otherwise, we have Wj; (I'yUTy) = Wi (ThUTe) =T UTs.

Let 0 <~ = i—; < 1, and consider a one-parameter family {X,} of the vector fields of the
form (1.3) that satisfy the assumptions stated above. In particular, suppose that X, possesses
a homoclinic orbit Iy which persists as v varies. Then, according to our results, when v > 0.5,
there is no dynamics near the homoclinic orbit I', in its energy level, while when v < 0.5,
depending on how the global map behaves (i.e. what the coefficients a, b, ¢ and d are), there
may exist stable and unstable invariant manifolds to the homoclinic loop I',. This lets us to
conjecture that saddle periodic orbits can be born in the level H = 0 as v crosses 1. This

2
question requires a further investigation.

1.2.3 Dynamics near a super-homoclinic orbit

Coming back to the case of the single homoclinic loop I', we consider the case in which both
W . (I) and W, (I') are non-trivial. Notice that, according to Theorem A3, in order for these
two manifolds to coexist, we require c¢d < 0 and bd > 0. Continuing these two local manifolds
by the flow of the system gives the global stable and unstable invariant manifolds of I', denoted
by Wg, (I') and Wi, ('), respectively. These manifolds lie in the 3-dimensional level {H = 0}
which means that it would be reasonable if we assume that they intersect transversely in that
level. Any orbit at this intersection is bi-asymptotic, or in other words, homoclinic to the union
of I and the equilibrium O, i.e. converges to I' U{O} as t — +oo. We refer to such an orbit
as ’homoclinic to homoclinic’ or ’super-homoclinic’ orbit.

Assumption 7. There exists a super-homoclinic orbit S of the transverse intersection of
we (T) and W4 (T).

glo glo

THEOREM C1. Under Assumptions 1-4 and 7, there exist infinitely many multi-pulse ho-
moclinic loops in a small neighborhood of SUT U{O} (i.e. the closure of S).

A similar result holds for a homoclinic to homoclinic figure-eight:

Assumption 8. There exists a super-homoclinic orbit S of the transverse intersection of

;lo (Fl UFQ) and gulo (Fl Urz).

THEOREM C2. Under Assumptions 1-3, 5, 6 and 8, there exist infinitely many multi-pulse
homoclinic loops in a small neighborhood of SU{O} UT 1 UTy (i.e. the closure of S).



8 INVARIANT MANIFOLDS OF HOMOCLINIC ORBITS

(u1,v1)

Figure 4: The orbit I' (brown) is homoclinic to the saddle equilibrium O. The super-homoclinic orbit
S (blue) is homoclinic to I' U {O}.

The multi-pulse homoclinic orbits in Theorem C1 (and Theorem C2) refer to homoclinic
loops that intersect the cross-section IT* (resp. IIf UII$) in n points. We call such orbits n-
pulse homoclinic. We prove that the existence of super-homoclinic orbits implies the existence
of n-pulse homoclinic orbits for arbitrarily large n.

1.3. Coupled nonlinear Schrodinger equations

The coupled nonlinear Schrédinger equation (CNLSE) is one of the basic models for light
propagation. This equation also has various applications in different branches of physics since
it appears as a universal model of behavior near a threshold of instability (see e.g. [KSM92]).
In this section, we discuss this equation as an application of our theory.

The CNLSE is written as

Wy + Uy + 2 (a w|? 4 y<1>\2) v =0,
(1.9) | ) )
z<1>t+<1>m+2(|\1/| + 3| )@:o,

where ¥ and ® are complex-valued functions of (¢,2). We consider the case where o and 3 are
positive real constants. We consider the steady-state solutions of (1.9) which are of the form

U(tz) =ity (z), @ (tx) =Sl (x),

for some real valued functions ¥ and ¢. By a rescaling, we can assume w; = 1 and wy = w
(w > 0). Thus, the stationary solutions of CNLSE satisfy

Yaz =P — 2 (0”/)2 + ¢2) Y, Gre = w2¢) -2 (1[)2 + /8¢2) ®.
Define ¢1 (z) = ¥, ¥2 (x) = ¥z, ¢1(2) = ¢ and ¢2 (¥) = ¢5. Then,

1/}1278}] = g, ¢2=—78H =11 — 2 (o} + ¢3) ¥,
O O
(1.10) ' OH ' OH
1 = ¢, by = ——— = w o1 — 2 (Y7 + BT) o1,

962
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where H = % [¢§ + @3 — P — W2P? + anht + 2932 + ﬁqbﬂ. This system is Hamiltonian with
two degrees of freedom. Diagonalizing the linear part reduces this system to

1
’[1,1 = —u1 + El (U,U) s 1'71 = tv1 + 7E1 (’LL,U) )
(1.11) .

e = —wug + Fa (u,v), Uy = +wvg — §E2 (u,v),

where E; and E3 are cubic functions of (u,v), and transforms the Hamiltonian H to the form
H = ujvy — wuvy + O (|| (u,v) ||*). This system is invariant with respect to symmetry (1.5)
and the symmetry (ug,ve) <> (—ug, —v2). Therefore, assuming 1 < w # 2, system (1.11) meets
all Assumptions 1-3 and 5. In addition, it possesses a pair of homoclinic solutions (homoclinic
figure-eight):

(1.12)
KweX” Kw?e~wT
— 0’ = —, = 0’ = 5 — :l:l .
w (@) uz () /B cosh? (wx) v (2) vz () 21/B cosh? (w) (x )
These solutions correspond to the following solutions of (1.9):
w2t

we
V/Bcosh (wz)

We consider the case where the homoclinic figure-eight (1.12) is transverse, i.e. Assumption
6 is met. Therefore, the dynamics near this homoclinic figure-eight in the level {H = 0} can
be analyzed by Theorems B2 and B3. For w < 2, Theorem B2 implies that both forward and
backward orbits of any point close to the homoclinic figure-eight leave a small neighborhood of
it (in the level {H = 0}) unless it lies on the stable or unstable invariant manifolds of O. For
the case of w > 2, in order to apply Theorem B3, one needs to reduce system (1.11) to normal
form (2.12) and compute the coefficients a;, b;, ¢; and d; (i = 1,2).

System (1.11) is reversible with respect to the linear involution u; <> vy, ug <> ve. In
general, a system & = f (z) on R" is said to be reversible with respect to an involution R, i.e.
a diffeomorphism on R™ with the property R? =id, if dRo f = —f o R. It is easily seen that
when x (t) is a solution, so does R o x (—t). The reversibility of system (1.11) implies

(1.13) U(ta)=0, @t z) ==+

PROPOSITION 1.2. For A =T1'1,T'9,T'1 UT'y, the manifold W} . (A) is non-trivial if and only
if Wi (A) is non-trivial.

Reducing system (1.11) to normal form (2.12) preserves the invariance of the system with
respect to the symmetry (ug,v2) <> (—u2,—v2). This implies that the loops I'y and T's are
symmetric, and a3 = a2 = a, by = by = b, ¢ = co = ¢ and d; = do = d. Because of the
symmetry, Proposition 1.2 implies

PROPOSITION 1.3. Simultaneously, all the manifolds W} ('), Wi (T'1), Wk, (I'2) and
W . (La) are either trivial or non-trivial.

Concerning the coefficients a, b, ¢ and d, notice that the Hamiltonian structure of the
equations implies that the map 7% is area- and orientation-preserving; hence ad — bc =
1. Therefore, (‘é 3)_1 = (_dc _ab), so the reversibility implies b = —c. Recall also that the
transversality condition implies d # 0.

It follows from Theorem B3 that if bd > 0, then the local unstable invariant manifold
of each of the loops I'1 and I's is non-trivial, while the local unstable invariant manifold of

the homoclinic figure-eight I'y U Ty is trivial (i.e. coincides with I'y U {O} UT). In contrast,
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when bd < 0, the local unstable invariant manifold of the homoclinic figure-eight is non-trivial,
while the local unstable invariant manifold of each of the loops I'1 and I's is trivial. The
same conclusion holds for the corresponding stable manifolds. This analysis together with
Propositions 1.2 and 1.3 yields

PROPOSITION 1.4. Let w > 2 and suppose that the coefficients b, ¢ and d are non-zero.
Then, one (and only one) of the following two scenarios holds:

(i) The manifolds W} (I'y UT'2) and W} (I'y UT'2) are non-trivial, i.e. bd = —cd < 0.

(i) The manifolds W (1), Wi (1), Wi (T'2) and W _(T'2) are non-trivial, i.e. bd =
—cd > 0.

To figure out which of the scenarios above happens for CNLSE, one needs to find the
corresponding coefficients a, b, ¢ and d. For any particular values of o, 8 and w, this can be
done numerically by solving the linearization of system (1.10) along the solution (1.13). It is
also easy to show that as w — oo, the coefficient d changes sign infinitely many times. When
d = 0, we have b?> = 1, so crossing d = 0 leads to a change of sign of bd. Thus, both cases of
the above proposition are realized in CNLSE. In either case, there are non-trivial local stable
and unstable invariant manifolds of the homoclinic orbits in the CNLSE. Globalizing these
manifolds, we conjecture that they intersect transversely along some super-homoclinic orbits:

CONJECTURE 1.5. The coupled nonlinear Schrodinger equations given by (1.9) possess
transverse super-homoclinic orbits.

Our conjecture is based on the fact that the stable and unstable manifolds of the homoclinic
loops are 2-dimensional manifolds lying in the same compact 3-dimensional energy level, and -
by Poincaré recurrence - come infinitely close to each other. Hence, they are likely to intersect
transversely along super-homoclinic orbits. Moreover, numerical evidence [EKKS93, EK96,
Yan97, Yan98] points to the existence of infinitely many multi-pulse homoclinic orbits in the
CNLSE. This supports our conjecture since, by Theorems C1 and C2, the existence of these
multi-pulse homoclinics might be a bi-product of the existence of super-homoclinic orbits.

1.4. The methods and organization of the paper

The standard approach for investigating the dynamics near homoclinic orbits is to study
the Poincaré maps along these orbits. The main difficulty in dealing with these maps is that
the Poincaré map along a homoclinic orbit is a singular map defined on a non-trivial domain.
Let T be a homoclinic orbit, ¥ be a small cross-section to it, 7" be the Poincaré map defined
on some domain D C X, and M be the intersection point of I' and ¥. The point M does not
belong to the domain D, however, it is in the closure of this set. The domain D in our case
consists of several (at least two) connected components each with non-empty interior, while
the set DU {M} is connected, but DU {M} does not contain an open neighborhood of M
in Y. The point M is a singularity for the Poincaré map T: as z — M for z € D, we have
||dT (z) || — oo, so, extending the map T to DU {M} by defining T (M) = M and turning M
to the fixed point of T', does not remove this singularity.

Due to these properties, the smooth theory of Hadamard-Perron cannot be applied directly
to study the invariant manifolds of the Poincaré maps along homoclinics. Our approach for
investigating the invariant manifolds is applying the method of Shilnikov cross-maps [SSTC98,
GL10]. To describe this method, assume that the Poincaré map 7T is written by
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where f and g are some functions defined on D such that

(a:,y%gI%O,O) f(@,y) (m’yl)g%’o) g9(z,y) =(0,0),

and the point M corresponds to (z,y) = (0,0). Suppose that y in the second equation can be
solved in terms of (x,7), i.e. y = G (x,7) for some function G. This leads us to introduce the
map T defined by

T=F (w )

y=G ($, y) >
where F' (z,y) = f(z,G(x,7)). In other words, the Poincaré map T takes (z,y) to (Z,y) if
and only if the cross-map T maps (z,y) to (Z,y). Denote the domain of T by D*. Note
that the point M = (x,7) = (0,0) is not in the domain D>, however, it lies in the closure of
Dx.

The advantage of dealing with the cross-map T over the Poincaré map T is that despite
1dT (z,y) || — oo as (z,y) — M, the limit lim, 5,3, T (2,%) may exist. This property, if the
(x,y) coordinates system on ¥ is chosen appropriately, enables us to extend the cross-map 7%
to an open neighborhood of M smoothly. Then, according to Theorem D.3 (see Appendix D),
if extended T satisfies certain properties, the Poincaré map T possesses an invariant manifold
that contains the w-limit points of every forward orbit of the domain. This is exactly the
procedure that we follow in this paper to prove the existence of invariant manifolds of the
Poincaré maps along the homoclinic orbits.

In order to obtain necassary estimates for the Poincaré map, we first bring our system
near the equilibrium state O to a normal form. Notice that our system is not necessarily
linearizable. Indeed, since the spectrum of the linear part of the system is {—MXa, —A1, A1, A2},
for some 0 < A1 < Mo, resonances prevent the linearization. In this paper, we follow the
approach of Ovsyaninkov and Shilnikov [OS86] (see also [Tur01] and [SSTC98]) for the normal
form reduction. In contrast to the standard normal form approach in which the system near a
hyperbolic equilibrium reduces to a polynomial vector field that consists of only resonant terms
up to some order (see e.g. [IL99] and [BK92]), in the approach of [OS86], some non-resonant
terms remain in the normal form, while some resonant terms of low-orders are eliminated.

Once the system is brought to a normal form, we need to investigate the behavior of the
orbits near the equilibrium state O. This enables us to compute the Poincaré maps. To do
this, we apply the method of successive approximations (more specifically, Shilnikov’s method
of solving boundary value problems, see [SSTC98]) to estimate the flow near the equilibrium
0.

This paper is organized as follows: Section 2 is dedicated to the study of the local map
T'¢. In Section 2.1, we define this map and its domain precisely. Then, in Section 2.2, we
bring our system near the equilibrium state O to a normal form. In Section 2.3, we investigate
the behavior of the orbits near the equilibrium state O. Finally, in Section 2.4, we analyze the
domain and the behavior of the local map.

In Section 3, we use the results of Section 2 to study the dynamics near the homoclinic
orbits. In Section 3.1, we introduce some notations. In Section 3.2, we study the dynamics
near the homoclinic orbit I' when Ay < 2X;. Theorems A2 is proved in this section. The
dynamics near I' when 2A; < Ay is studied in Section 3.3. We prove Theorem A3 in this
section. Theorem A1 is also proved in these two sections. The case of homoclinic figure-eight
is studied in Section 3.4. The proofs of Theorems B1, B2 and B3 are provided in this section.
Finally, we discuss the case of superhomoclinics in Section 3.5. We prove Theorems C1 and
C2 in this section.
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Most of the technical lemmas and calculations are postponed to appendices. We also give
a brief introduction to the method of cross-maps in Appendix D.

2. Analysis near the equilibrium state O

2.1. Set-up and notations

Our approach for studying the dynamics near the homoclinic loop I' (and homoclinic figure-
eight I';y UT'2) is based on the study of the behavior of the corresponding Poincaré map(s). As
was mentioned earlier, the Poincaré map T along the homoclinic loop I' can be written as the
composition of a global and a local map. This section is dedicated to the study of the behavior
of the local map T'¢. To this end, we first need to choose appropriate coordinates near the
equilibrium state O of system (1.3). This is done in Section 2.2 below. We consider three
different cases of A\ = A9, A1 < Ay < 2)\; and 2\; < A9, and introduce a specific normal form
for each case. In Section 2.3, we employ the Shilnikov technique for solving boundary value
problems to compute the flow near the equilibrium O. This allows us to find an approximation
for the local map. Finally, in Section 2.4, we study the behavior of this map and investigate
some of its properties.

In comparison to the global map, the local map has more complicated behavior. Indeed,
T9% is a diffeomorphism and can be approximated by its Taylor polynomial while the local
map T'°¢ is a singular map with a non-trivial domain.

Let us now give a more precise meaning to the above terminologies. Recall the cross-sections
IT° and II*. In all of the normal forms considered in Section 2.2, the local stable and local
unstable as well as the local strong stable and local strong unstable invariant manifolds of O
are straightened. Therefore, the homoclinic loop I' intersects II® and II* at M*® = (0,4,0,0)
and M" = (0,0,0,9), respectively. As it is proved later (see Section 2.4.1), we can choose a
(u1,v1) coordinate-system on each of these cross-sections. Both M?* and M*" correspond to
(0,0) in this coordinate-system.

Consider a point (u19,v19) on II° close to M*® (e.g. the green point in Figure 2) whose
forward orbit goes along the homoclinic loop I', after a certain time 7 it crosses II* at a point
(u1r,v17) (e.g. the blue point in Figure 2), and after a finite time it comes back to II* at a
point (u19,v10) (e.g. the red point in Figure 2). Obviously, 7 — oo as (u19,v10) — M?®. Let
D C II® be the set of all such points (u10,v19) that satisfy

(2.1) [(u10, v10)|| <€ and  [|(u1r, v1r) ]| < €u,

for some sufficiently small constants 0 < € < ¢, < J (see Figure 5). It is trivial that M* ¢ D.
When D # (), we define the Poincaré map T' : D — II® by (u10,v10) — (@10, 710). The local
map T'°¢ : D — II* is defined by

(2.2) (w10, v10) = (w17, v17) -

The global map is defined on the ¢,-ball B, in II* centered at M¥, i.e. T9° : B., — II*, and
its restriction to T (D) C B, is

(23) (ulT, 7)17—) — (ﬂlo,ﬁlo) .

Obviously, T' = T9% o Tloc,
Not every orbit starting from II° goes along I' and intersects the cross-section II*. Trivial
examples are the orbits that start at Wy (O)NII°. Other examples are the orbits that go along
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( / ’ 1T iy ,/ -) (u1,1)
M )
M g\} ,:'\I
O‘ (0] Y%
I IT°

Figure 5: The e-ball around M*® in II° and the €,-ball around M* in II* are shown by green and red
colors, respectively. The domain D of the Poincaré map T is the set of the points (u19,v19) in the green
ball whose forward orbits intersect IT* at (ui,,v1,) in the red ball (see relation (2.1)).

Vg
f ot

Hu

Uy

Figure 6: The domain D of the Poincaré map is defined as the set of the points on II* close to M*
that go along the homoclinic loop I" and intersect II* = {vs = ¢} N {H = 0} at points close to M™.
For instance, the blue point on II° belongs to D. Similarly, we define D as the set of the points on IT*
close to M*® that go along I' until they get close to O and then go along the negative side of ve-axis and
intersect the cross-section ¥ = {vo = —§} N {H = 0} at points close to the point of the intersection of
Y and wve-axis (e.g. the pink point on IT* belongs to D).

the other branch of W (O) (negative side of vy-axis). Consider a cross-section ¥ = {vy =
—0} N {H = 0} to the negative branch of W} (O). It will be shown that (u;,v;)-coordinates
can be chosen on this cross-section. Then

Definition 2.1. We denote by D the set of the points (uip,v10) on II° close to M*® whose
forward orbits go along the negative branch of W (O), and after a certain time T they cross
Y at (u1r,v17) such that (2.1) holds (see Figure 6).

For the case of homoclinic figure-eight, we define the domains D and D for each loop:

Notation 2.2. Fori= 1,2, we denote by D' and D' the corresponding domains D C I and
D C II{ of the loop I';, respectively.

An orbit starting from D! C TI§ (resp. D? C II$) goes along I'y (resp. I's) and intersects 1%
(resp. 11%), while an orbit which starts from D C IT§ (resp. D? C II) goes along the negative
(resp. positive) side of ve-axis and intersects Iy (resp. IIY}).

We introduced the Poincaré, local and global maps along a single homoclinic loop above.
For the case of homoclinic figure eight, we also define these maps for each loop:

Notation 2.3. We denote by Tj, Tz-loc and Tiglo the Poincaré, local and global maps along I';
(i =1,2), respectively (see Figure 7).

To study the case of a homoclinic figure-eight, we consider two extra local maps:
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Figure 7: (left) The positions of the cross-sections II5, II%, II§ and IIY are shown. (right) I'; and I'; are
homoclinic orbits. The blue, brown, green, yellow, red and pink curves correspond to the maps Tflo,
Tige, T8, Tioe Tloc and To¢, respectively. The Poincaré maps T; (along T';) and Ty (along T'y) are
defined by Ty = T8 o T1°¢ and T, = TE" o TI°¢, respectively.

Definition 2.4. We define the map T} : D' C 1§ — MY (T : D? C Ty — T1¥) by
(u10,v10) = (u1r,v17) where (uip,v19) € D' (€ D?) and (u1,,v1,) € Y (€ I¥) (see Figure 7).

2.2. Choice of coordinates near the equilibrium state O

This section is dedicated to finding suitable coordinate systems near the equilibrium state
O. As it was mentioned above, we consider three different cases of A\ = Ao, A1 < Ay < 21 and
2A\1 < A2, and for each case we bring system (1.3) into a particular normal form. The proofs
of the results stated below are postponed to Appendix A. We start with the following:

LEMMA 2.5. Consider system (1.3) and first integral (1.4). There exists a C*°-smooth
change of coordinates which brings system (1.3) to the form

U = —Mur + fu
U = —Au2 + fo1

U1 = +A1v1 + 911

(UI,UQ,Ul,UQ)U,l + f12(u17u27 U1, UQ)UQ7
(U1,UQ,1}1,U2)’U,1 + f22(u17u2a U1, 02)'“/27
’LL1,U2,’U1,'1)2)U1 + 912(U1, uz,v1, U2)“27

)

U1, u, v1,v2)v1 + go2(u1, u2, v1, v2)v2,

(2.4) (
V2 = +A2v2 + g21(

where the functions fi;, gi; are C°°-smooth and vanish at the origin, i.e.

(2.5) £ (0,0,0,0) = g3 (0,0,0,0) = 0,

and transforms first integral (1.4) to

(2.6) H = Muiv1 — Aaugvs.

Moreover, system (2.4) remains invariant with respect to symmetry (1.5). In particular,

(27) le(O,UQ,O,'UQ) = 07 912(0,U2,0,'l)2) =0.

The statement of Lemma 2.5 holds for arbitrary 0 < Ay < Ao. However, we will particularly
use this normal form for analyzing the case A\ = \s.
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LEMMA 2.6. Consider system (1.3) and first integral (1.4), and assume A\; < Aa. There
exists a C*°-smooth change of coordinates which brings system (1.3) to the form

1 = —Aug + fi1 (u1,v) ug + fio (u1, ug,v) usg,
(2.8) Uy = —Agug + fa1 (u1,v) w1 + faz (u1, uz, v) ug,
01 = +A\1v1 + g11 (w,v1) v1 + g12 (u, v1,v2) v,
U2 = +A2v2 + g21 (u, v1) v1 + gaz (u, v1,v2) v,
where the functions fi;, gij are C*-smooth and satisfy the identities
f100,0) =0, fii(u,0)=0, fio(w,00=0, for(0,0)=0, far(0,0)=0,
g11(1,0) =0, ¢11(0,v1) =0, ¢12(0,v) =0, g21(u,0) =0, goz (u,0) =0.

This change of coordinates transforms first integral (1.4) to

(2.9)

(2.10) H = Mg [1+ Hy (u,v)] — Aqugve [1 + Ha (u,v)],
where Hy and Hy are C*> functions that vanish at O. We can write (2.10) as
(2.11) H = Mujvg [1 + o0 (1)] — AgUgUg [1 + o0 (1)] .

Moreover, normal form (2.8) and first integral (2.10) remain invariant with respect to symmetry
(1.5). In particular, (2.7) holds.

The statement of Lemma 2.6 holds for arbitrary A1 < Ay. However, we will particularly use
this normal form to analyze the local dynamics near O when A1 < Ao < 2A;. The normal form
that is used for analyzing the case 2\ < Ag is given by the following:

LEMMA 2.7. Consider system (1.3) and first integral (1.4) and assume 2X\; < Xo. Let q be
the largest integer such that gh1 < Ao. There exists a Ci-smooth change of coordinates which
brings system (1.3) to the form
(u1,v)ur + fi2 (u1, u2,v) ug,
(u1

u ,UQ,’U) u2,

U = —Mur + fu

Ug = —AoUs +
(2.12) 12 2u2 + f22
01 = +Av1 + g11 (w, v1) v1 + 912 (u, v1,v2) v,

Uy = +A202 + ga2 (u, v1,v2) V2,

where fi; and g;j are C1~'-smooth and satisfy identities (2.9). This change of coordinates
transforms first integral (1.4) to

(2.13)  H = Muvy [1 + Hy (u,v)] — Agugvs [1 4 Hy (u,v)] 4 ugvi Hs (u, v) 4+ vout Hy (u,v)

where H is C, and Hy, Ho, Hs and Hy are some C4~ 1, C4, C9=2 and C12 functions, respec-
tively, such that H1(O) = H2(O) = 0. Moreover, system (2.12) and first integral (2.13) remain
invariant with respect to symmetry (1.5). In particular, (2.7) holds.

Remark 2.8. For simplicity, we can write (2.13) as
H = Muivi 14 0(1)] = Mgy [1 + 0 (1)] + up0?0 (1) + v2u20 (1) .

A common structure of all of normal forms (2.4), (2.8) and (2.12) is that the local stable
and unstable as well as the local strong stable and strong unstable invariant manifolds of the
equilibrium O are straightened, i.e. W = {v =0}, W’ = {u =0}, W = {u; = v1 =
vp = 0} and W = {u; = up = v; = 0}. For the particular case of normal form (2.12), the
local extended stable and extended unstable invariant manifolds of O are straightened too, i.e.

WiE = {vg = 0} and WE = {uy = 0}.

loc loc
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2.3. Trajectories near the equilibrium state O

In this section, we estimate the solutions of systems (2.4), (2.8) and (2.12) near the equi-
librium state O by using the technique of successive approximations.
Consider the system

Ui = —Nu; + Fi (w1, ug, v1,v2)

(2.14) (i=1,2)

. b
0; = +Av; + G (ur, ug, v1, v2)

where Fy, F5, G1 and G4 and their first derivatives vanish at the origin. By [SSTC98| (Theorem
2.9), for given 7 > 0 and sufficiently small u1g, ugg, v1r and ve, there exists a unique solution
(ug (t),u2 (t),v1 (t),v2(t)) of system (2.14) such that

(215) (75} (0) = U190, u9 (O) = U0, (%] (7’) = U1r, () (T) = Vor.

The dependence of this solution on each of the variables 7, u1g, w29, v1+ and vo, is as smooth
as the original system (2.14).

The following lemmas estimate the solutions of systems (2.4), (2.8) and (2.12) that satisfy
boundary condition (2.15). We prove these lemmas in Appendix B.

LEMMA 2.9. Let A = A\y = Xo. There exists M > 0 such that for any sufficiently small
d > 0, and any uig, ug, vir and vy, where max{|uiol, |ugol, |v1i-|, |v2r|} < 0, the solution
(u(t),v(t)) of system (2.4) that satisfies boundary condition (2.15) can be written as

uy(t) =e Mugg + & (2), ug(t) = e Mugg + & (2)

(2.16) () =e 2Dy 4 ¢ (@), va(t) = e Dy, 1 6 (),

where x = (t, T, u10, U20, Vir, V2r), t € [0, 7], max{|&1], |€a]} < Me 762 and
max{|¢1], |Ga|} € Me MT1§2. We can also write

uy (t) =e M [u10 + O (52)] , ug(t) = e M [ugo + O ((52)] ,

(2.17) 01(8) == [0y, 40 (62)] oa(t) = X0 [y, 40 (67)] .

LEMMA 2.10. There exists M > 0 such that for any sufficiently small 6 > 0, and any uyg,
ug0, V1 and ver, where max{|uiol, |uzol, |[vir], |ver|} < 6, the solution (u(t),v(t)) of system
(2.8) that satisfies boundary condition (2.15) can be written as

u(t) —e My + & (x), ug(t) = e M2tugg + & (x),

2.18
(2.18) vi(t) =e My 4+ ¢ (2), va(t) = e 2Dy 1 (o (2),

where x = (t,T,u10, u20, V17, v27), t € [0,7], and

& <M [e_mé]um! + e‘Al(T_t)—AZtayvqu : 6] < Me 2152,
|G| <M [G_Al(T_t)5|vl-r| + 6_)‘2(7_t)_>‘1t5|u10|] , &) < Me2(m—t) 52
We can also write
(2.19)
uy (t) =e Mg [1+ O (0)] + e MDA (u1,) us(t) = e [ugg + O (6%)],

v1(t) =MDy 140 (0)] + e 20 D7MO (Surg),  wa(t) = e 27D [ug, + O (6%)] .
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LEMMA 2.11. There exists M > 0 such that for any sufficiently small 6 > 0, and any u1g,
w20, vir and var, where max{|uipl, |uaol, [vir|,|ver|} < 8, the solution (u(t),v (t)) of system
(2.12) that satisfies boundary condition (2.15) can be written in the form (2.18), wheret € [0, 7]

and
&1 <M [ 8 ung| + e ooy, €] < Me 2162,

Gl <M [0l |+ e MO O], o] < Me 0,

Remark 2.12. For simplicity, we can write the solution given by Lemma 2.11 as
(2.20)
uy (t) = e Mg [1 4 0 (0)] + e MO (6vy,), up (t) = e 2" [ugg + O (6%)]

v (t) = e My 140 0)] + e MPD0 (Burg), w2 (t) =e 2 [y, + 0 (62)].

2.4. Local maps and their properties

In this section, we use the results of the previous two sections to study the local maps for
each of systems (2.4), (2.8) and (2.12). Recall (2.2) and write

(2.21) 7' (u10,v10) = (u1r,v17) = (M1 (w10, v10) 72 (10, v10) ),

where 77 and 7y are some functions. In the previous section, for each of systems (2.4), (2.8) and
(2.12), we have approximated the unique solution (u*,v*) which satisfies boundary conditions
(2.15) (see Lemmas 2.9, 2.10 and 2.11). We write this solution as

uj (t) = uy (t, 7,u10, u20, V17, V27 ) ,
(2.22) U% (t) = u (t, T, u10, U20, V17, V2r) ,
vy (t) = vy (L, 7, u10, U0, V1r, V2r)
v5 (t) = w3 (L, 7, w10, U0, V1r, V2r)

to emphasize that it explicitly depends on ¢, 7, uig, w20, v1r and wvo,. This solution repre-
sents an orbit which at ¢ = 0 is at the point (u19, u20, v10,v20) and at ¢ = 7 is at the point
(ulTa U2r, Vir, U27’)-

To study the map T'°°, we consider the case in which usy = va, = 0§, i.e. the points
(u10, u20, V10, v20) and (uir,usr,v17,v2r) belong to II¥ and II*, respectively. Evaluating the
first equation of (2.22) at ¢ = 7 and the last two equations of (2.22) at ¢ = 0 gives

*
Uy (T, T,U10, 5, Vir, (5) y
ES
(223) V10 = V1 (07 T,U10, 57 U1r, 6) )
ES
Voo = 1}2 (0, T, U10, 5, Vlr, 5) y
which is an implicit relation between wujg, vig, v20, u1r = M (u10,v10), Vi = N2 (w10, v10) and

7. On the other hand, 7 and vy can be expressed as functions of (u10,v19). This allows us to
approximate the functions 7; and ..

Notation 2.13. Hereafter, we use the following notation: v = :\\—;

2.4.1 Choice of coordinates on the cross-sections

We point out here that we can always choose (u1,v1)- coordinate system on each of our
cross-sections:



18 INVARIANT MANIFOLDS OF HOMOCLINIC ORBITS

LEMMA 2.14. In each of the cases Ay = Ao, Ao < 2A1 and 21 < A, for any arbitrary point
(u1,ug,v1,v2) of each of the cross-sections 1%, TI*, 115, 11}, 115, 114 and X, the variables ug
and vy are uniquely determined by (uy,vy).

Proof. We only prove the statement for II° and II*. The proof for the other cross-sections is
the same.

Consider system (2.4) and suppose A\; = \a. Let (uqg, 9, v10,v20) and (w1, u2r, v1r,9) be
two points on IT° and II%, respectively. By virtue of the relation {H = 0}, where H is as in
(2.6), we have

(2.24) Voo = (57111,101)10 and  uo, = (571’11,17—1)17.

This proves the lemma for the case Ay = Ao.

A straightforward calculation (see [Bak20]) shows that for the cases of systems (2.8) and
(2.12), and their corresponding first integrals, we have Hy, (0,4, 0,0) # 0 and H,, (0,0,0,d) # 0.
Then, the proof for the cases Ay < 2A\; and 2A\; < Ao follows from the implicit function
theorem. O

2.4.2 Local maps: case A\ = Ay

We prove D = () by showing that (2.1) never holds. This implies that the Poincaré map
along I' cannot be defined when Ay = Ay. This also proves Theorem A2 for the particular case
of )\1 = )\2.

Let A = A1 = X9 and consider the case usg = vo, = §. Evaluating the first two equations of
(2.17) at t = 7 and the last two equations at ¢ = 0 gives

uir = [ug + 0 (8%)] ugyr = e M1+ 0 (6)],

(2.25) 10 —e AT [UlT +0 (52)] , V9o = e~ S [1 +0 (5)] .

Substituting (2.24) into this relation gives e 7 = 19310 [1 + O (§)]. Therefore,
vir = e Mvig + O (6%) = §%uyg [1+ 0 (8)] + O (0%) = uyy 6? [1 + O (9)].
For a given sufficiently small §, we have

lim |[(uir,v17)]] > lim |vi-| = lim |u10|_162 14+ O (J)] = 0.
u10~>0 u10~>0 u10~>0

This means that (2.1) does not hold when € and ¢, are chosen sufficiently small. On the other
hand, it is easily seen that the same happens for the points (u19,v10) in D. The same also holds
for the case of homoclinic figure-eight. Therefore,

PROPOSITION 2.15. When A\ = A2, we have D =D = D! =D! = D? =D? = (.

2.4.3 Local maps: case A\ < Ay < 2\
Let A < A9 < 21 and consider the case ugg = vor = §. Evaluating the first two equations
of (2.19) at t = 7 and the last two equations at ¢t = 0 gives
U1y = M uo [1+ 0 (0)] + 7270 (dv14), ugr = e 275140 (8)],

(226) -7 —AoT —XoT
vig =e ! U17—[1+O(5)]+6 2 O((Sulo), Vog = e 2 (5[14-0((5)]
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This, in particular, implies
(2.27) vir = Moo [1 4 0 (6)] + eM1722)70 (Suyg) .

First integral (2.10) vanishes at (u10,,v10,v20) € II°. Thus vog = ¥ - u19v19 [1 + 0(1)]. There-
fore, (2.26) implies

(2.28) e 2T = 46 Pusguio [1 4 O (9)],

and therefore

(2.29) e M = (0 2urovi0) | [L+ O (9)].

By these relations, we rewrite (2.27) as

(2.30) 12 (10, v10) = vir = €701 [1 4+ O (6)].
Substituting this into the equation of u;, in (2.26) gives

(2.31) m (u10,v10) = w1y = € Muig [1 4 O (8)] + e 2270 (bvyg) .

Let us now explore the domain D of the map T'°°. By choosing ¢ sufficiently small such
that |O (6)| < 1, we have

luto] Ary 5
m +e 2T <L 52 (ufo + |u101;10‘) < §62'

Ulr

U1r

S 267)\27'

Therefore, for any given (fixed) sufficiently small §, we have ui, = v1,0 (62). Thus,

(urr, v10) | = y/ui, + 03, = vie| [1+ 0 (€2)] = (707%) " fuso| fvsol ™7 [1 + O ()]

Therefore, ||(u17,vi7)|| < €, if and only if

(2.32) [v10] < €™ (Y072) 7 Jugg] TF 1+ 0 (8)], (v =Myt > 0.5).

By virtue of (2.28), we see that if (u19,v10) € D, then ujgvig > 0. It is also easy to see that
analogous statements hold for the points in ID. This gives:

PROPOSITION 2.16. Let A < Ao < 2X1. For a given sufficiently small §, we can choose €
and €, so that the domain D (resp. D) becomes the set of all points (u1g,v1p) in II° such that
0 < wuigvip (resp. uiovio < 0), ||(w10,v10)|| < € and (2.32) holds (see Figure 8).

Remark 2.17. The case of homoclinic figure-eight is the same. Relation ui, = v1,0 (62)

holds for any (ui0,v10) on I, and the domains D' and D' are given by Proposition 2.16
(i=1,2).
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V10

Bf

{ o \
> Ui

Figure 8: The regions D and D for the case A\; < Ay < 2A; are shown in green and blue, respectively.
They are surrounded by horizontal axis, e-ball B, and the curves characterized by (2.32). Since v =
AMA2 ' > 0.5, these curves are tangent to the horizontal axis at M* = (0,0).

2.4.4 Local maps: case 2)\; < Ay

Let 2A\1 < Ao. Evaluating the first two equations of (2.20) at ¢ = 7 and the last two
equations at ¢ = 0 gives
Uy = e Mug[14+ 0 (0)] +e72M70 (Jv1,),  ugy = e 27 [uzo + O (6%)],

2.33
( ) V10 = €_>\1T1j17- [1 =+ O (5)} + 8_2)\17—0 (5“10) 5 Vo0 = €_>\27— [U2T + O (52)] .

For the particular case of ugy = vo, = d, we have

(2.34) Uiy :e_;\\”ulo [14+0(8)]+ e M0 (8|vr7|), Uz = € 2275 [1 4 0 ()],
vip = M1, [14 O (0)] + e 2270 (Slugg)) vao = e 2751+ O (5)].

This, in particular, implies

(2.35) 12 (u10, v10) = V1, = Mg [1 4 O (8)] + e 270 (8|uso) -

Substituting this into the equation of ui, in (2.34) gives

(2.36) m (u10,v10) = U1y = € M Tuig [1 4 O (6)] + e M70 (8|vyo]) -

Then, local map (2.21) maps (u10,v10) to (uir,vir), where w1, and v, are as in (2.36) and
(2.35), respectively, and 7 is a function of (u19, v19). It is not as straightforward as the previous
two cases to express 7 as a function of (ujp,v10). This is not straightforward either to find the
domain D of T'°¢. Below, we divide D into three regions (it is shown that D # (}) and study
each region separately.

Let B¢ be the e-ball in II° centered at M*®. For a given m > 1 define

V" = {(u10,v10) € Be : Jvio| < m ™ |uiol},
(2.37) Y2m = {(ulo,vlo) € BE : m_1|u10| § |U10| S m|u10|}
Y3™" = {(u10,v10) € Be : mlugg| < |vio|}

see Figure 9). Obviously, B, = Y™ U YJ"™ U Y3". We define
1 2 3
(2.38) 1 =DnY/", D5:=DNYy", Ds:=DNYy".

Analogously, we define D := DN YY", DS :=DNYy" and D§ := DN Y;". We may drop the
subscript € and m, when no confusion arises.
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v, —Y3

HS

Figure 9: We divide the e-ball in II° centered at M® into three disjoint regions: Y; (blue), Y5 (green)
and Y3 (pink), shown in the left figure. To investigate the sets D and D when Ay > 21, we consider
the intersection of each of these sets with the regions Y7, Y5 and Y3. We then define D, = DNY; and
D; = DNY;. The regions Dy, Dy, D; and Dy are shown by blue, green, yellow and gray, respectively in
the right figure. The sets D3 and D3 are subsets of the pink region.

For (u10,v10) € Y{" UYS", we have |v1p| < m|ujo| and therefore vig = O (u19). By virtue of
this relation and taking into account that first integral (2.13) vanishes at (uj0, d, vi0,v20) € II°,
we derive

(2.39) 20 =6 turovio [1 4 O (6)] .

This relation together with (2.34) implies that any point (ujo,v19) € Y{™ U Yy" reaches IT* if
uiov1o > 0, and reaches ¥ if ujpvig < 0. Therefore, to find D; U Dy (D; U Dy), it is sufficient
to find the points in Y™ U Y5™ for which |[(uir,vir)| < €.

Like the preceding two cases, relation (2.39) yields (2.28) and (2.29). Let ¢ be sufficiently
small. With (2.35), (2.36) and some straightforward calculation, we derive

lurr| < (24 8) e M7, lvi7] < [47711_7 (527_1)’y +1] el =2,
This gives the following:

PRrROPOSITION 2.18. For given m, sufficiently small 6 and sufficiently small €,, we can
choose € sufficiently small such that for i = 1,2 we have

D; = {(u10,v10) € Y;™, wipvip > 0}, D; = {(u10,v10) € Y™, wuiovio < 0}.

Now, consider (ujg,v10) € Y5 U Y3"™. We have |ujg| < m|vip| and hence w19 = O (vi0). By
virtue of this relation and relation (2.33), we obtain

(2.40) vig = e Moy, [1 4+ O (9)] and v = Mo [1 4 O (9)].
This relation together with (2.33) gives
wir _ e Muy 140 (8)] + e *M70 (dvir) _ o2 [

V1r U1r

(2.41)

“10+0(5)] —o(1),

V10

which implies uj; = o(vi;). Thus, when (ui0,v10) € Y3 U YJ", we have

H (u1r,v17) H =V ui, + i, = [vir| [L+0(1)].

Note that it was relation (2.39) that enabled us to, first, identify the points in Y™ for
which ||(u1r,v17)|| < €, holds, and second, distinguish D; from D; for i = 1,2. For the case of
i = 3, we cannot deduce such a relation from first integral (2.13). However, as we see later, the
dynamics on Y3™ is quite simple and can be analyzed without knowing D3 and D3 precisely.

Meanwhile, we have shown the following

PropPoOsITION 2.19. If (ulo,vw) € Y2m’ then (2.39), (2.28), (2.29), (2.40), U = O(’Ulo)
and vig = O (u1g) hold. If (u1p,vi0) € Y3", then (2.41) and uir = o(viy) hold.
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3. Analysis near homoclinics and super-homoclinics

The purpose of this section is to study the dynamics near (single and figure-eight) homoclinic
and super-homoclinic orbits. In particular, we prove in this section, all the theorems stated in
the Introduction. In the first section below, we introduce some concepts and notations. The
second and the third sections are dedicated to study the dynamics near a single homoclinic
orbit. We prove Theorems A1, A2 and A3 in these two sections. The ideas and techniques
which are used to prove these theorems are also used in the later sections. In the fourth section,
we extend the results obtained for a single homoclinic to the case of the homoclinic figure-eight.
The proofs of Theorems B1, B2 and B3 are provided in this section. Finally, we study the
case of a super-homoclinic and prove Theorems C1 and C2 in the fifth (and the last) section.

3.1. Set-up and notations

Choose a sufficiently small § > 0 such that all the statements of the previous sections hold.
Fix this §. According to (2.3) and (1.8), for (ui0,v10) € D C II*, we have

(3.1) (“10 > :T< 110 > _ ( [+ 0 (1)] uir + [+ 0(1)] v1r >

U10 v10 [c+o(1)] uir +[d+o0(1)] vir

where a, b, c and d are real constants (in fact, these coefficients are functions of § but since J is
assumed to be fixed, we treat these coefficients as constants). Our job is to analyze this map
for different values of a, b, ¢ and d, and for each of the cases Ay < 2A1 and 2\; < Ag. In this
strand, we first introduce some notations:

Notation 3.1. Let N C M be two arbitrary sets and f : N — M be an injective map. We
denote the set of the points in N' whose forward orbits lie entirely in N by Af\/’f or A%, when
no confusion arises. Indeed,

Ayy=Ay={zeN:f"(x)ecN, Vn2>0}

We denote the set of the points in N' whose backward orbits lie entirely in N by Axf,f or Ay,
when no confusion arises. Indeed,

A}(/’f =Ay={z¢ N foralln >0, f~"(x) exists and belongs to N'}.

Remark 3.2. Recall W} (O) and W} (O) from the Introduction. Taking into account that
W5 (0) N AL =0 and Wy (0) N Ap 7 =0, we can reformulate Theorem Al as follows: The
forward (resp. backward) orbit of any point on A}, 1 (resp. Af ) converges to the homoclinic
orbit T.

Notation 3.3. Given a point (uig,vi0) on a given cross-section, we denote the quantity Zng
(when uig # 0) by w(uig,vi0) or w. Consider the case (u10,v10) € D and let (U10,010) € II° be

its image under the Poincaré map T. We denote the quantity %g (when iy # 0) by W (u10,v10)
or w.

Notation 3.4. We denote the straight line {vip = %um} in II° by 0*.
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Figure 10: Case A\; < A2 < 2)\;: the domain D of the Poincaré map 7' is shown in green. The images of
the points in D under the Poincaré map T accumulate near the straight line £* (the line whose slope is

%) in the gray region. As it is shown, the green and the gray regions have no intersection which means

DNT (D) =0. This implies that the backward and forward orbits of any point of the domain D leaves
D. The left and right figures correspond to the cases bd > 0 and bd < 0, respectively.

3.2. Dynamics near the homoclinic orbit I': case Ay < 2\

Here, we show that when Ao < 2\, any point in the domain D of the Poincaré map T
leaves D by both forward and backward iterations of the Poincaré map. The proof of the case
A1 = Ag directly follows from Proposition 2.15 in which we have shown that the domain D of
the Poincaré map is empty. For the case of \; < Ay < 2A;, we prove that the image of the
domain D under the Poincaré map T" has no intersection with D (see Figure 10). We formalize
this discussion in the following lemma:s:

LEMMA 3.5. When Ay < 2A1, we have A%7T = A%7T = 0.

Proof. When \; = A9, the statement follows from Proposition 2.15.
Suppose A\; < A2 < 2A1. By Proposition 2.16, the domain D of the Poincaré map is

0
{(u10,v10) € II°  ugov1g >0,  [[(u10,v10)|| <€, |vi0| < K¢, |u1o| ™7 [1 + O ()]},

where % <7y = % < 1 and K., is some constant (see (2.32)). Since u1, = v1,0 (62), Poincaré
map (3.1) can be written as

(W10, 710) = < [b+0 ()] vir, [d+ O ()] vlT)’

which implies w = %l +0 (62). This means that the images of the points in the domain D under
the Poincaré map T' accumulate near £*. However, for a fixed § and a sufficiently small €, this
line has no intersection with the domain D (see Figure 10). This implies A}, 7 = A} 7 = 0, as
desired. O

We can now prove Theorems A1l (case A2 < 2A;) and A2. The proof of Theorem A1l for
the case 2A1 < Ao is provided in the next section.

Proof of Theorem A1l: case Aa < 2A1. The proof is an immediate consequence of Remark 3.2
and Lemma 3.5. O

Proof of Theorem A2. Any orbit in W7 (I") other than I must intersect II° at A% . However,
by Lemma 3.5, we have Ay, 7 = 0. This implies Wp;,, (I') = I'. The proof of Wy (I') =T' is the
same. O
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Figure 11: When 2X\; < Ay, we write the domain D of the Poincaré map T as the disjoint union of
three subsets Dy, Dy and D3, i.e. D = Dy U Dy U D3. The subset D; is shown in blue and D5 is shown
in green. The set D3 is a subset of the purple region.

3.3. Dynamics near the homoclinic orbit I': case 2)\; < A9

In this section, we study the dynamics near the homoclinic orbit I' for the case 2A; < Ao,
and prove Theorems A1l (case 2\; < A2) and A3.

Recall from Section 2.4.4 that when 2\; < A9, we divide the domain D of the Poincaré
map 7 into three subsets Di, Dy and D3, i.e. D = D; U Dy U D3 (see Figure 11). In order
to understand the dynamics near the homoclinic loop I', we need to investigate the set of
the points on the domain D whose forward or backward orbits (under the iterations of the
Poincaré map T) lie in D, i.e. the sets A% 7 and A, 1 (see Notation 3.1). To this end, we take
the following three steps:

e Step 1: Investigating the set of the points in Dy U D3 whose forward or backward orbits
lie entirely in Dy U Ds, i.e. the sets A}, p, 1 and Ap, p. -

o Step 2: Investigating the set of the points in D; whose forward or backward orbits lie
entirely in Dy, i.e. the sets AL,  and Ap, 7.

Obviously, Ap, 7 and A, p, o are subsets of Aj In addition, Ap p and Ap, p, o are
subsets of ADT In the third step, we show that the reverse d1rect1ons also hold: ASDT -
Ap, 7 UAD,up, 7 and Ap 1 C Ay 7 UAD, p, - Equivalently,

o Step & We show ASD7T = A%l Y A%Quz)g,T and A%7T = A%l U A%gupg,T-

Notice that the statement of Step 3 is not trivial. In fact, at the first stage, one can consider
the possibility of the existence of a point z € D such that its forward orbit lies entirely in D,
ie. x € A%’T, but it does not lie entirely in only one of the sets Dy or Dy U D3, i.e. = ¢ Ale,T
and x ¢ A%, p, 7- In other words, the forward orbit of z stays in D but switches between Dy
and Dy U D3. In Step 3, we indeed show that this scenario does not happen.

We take Step 1 in the following lemma. This lemma helps us to understand the dynamics
of the Poincaré map T on the set Do UD3. We explore in this lemma how T behaves on this set,
with which rate the orbits of this set grow, and how ASDQUD&T and A%QUD&T look like. From
a technical point of view, part (vii) of this lemma which shows the existence of the unstable
manifold of the Poincaré map T is the main result of this section. The techniques which are
used in the proof of this part are also used in Section 3.4 for the proof of the existence of the
unstable manifold of the homoclinic figure-eight. We prove Lemma 3.6 in Section 3.3.1.

LEMMA 3.6. Let w and ¢* be as in Notations 3.3 and 3.4, respectively. Assume 21 < Ag
and consider (u19,v10) € Do UDs. Then
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~

Figure 12: The straight line whose slope is % is denoted by ¢£*. The left figure corresponds to the case

bd < 0 and the right one corresponds to the case bd > 0. The set Dy is shown in green. The set D3
is a subset of the purple region. the image of Dy U D3 under the Poincaré map, i.e. T (D2 U Ds), is a
subset of the wavy region. Informally speaking, the Poincaré map T preserves and expands the region
Dy U D3. We show in Lemma 3.6 that when bd > 0, there exists an unstable invariant manifold for the
Poincaré map T in the wavy region, tangent to £* at M?.

(i) w = w (T (ui0,v10)) = % + o(1), where o(1) stands for a function of (u1g,v10) that
converges to zero as (u1p,v10) — (0,0).

(ii) There exists a constant C > 0 such that ||(ui0,v10)||*"2" < C||T (u10,v10)| holds for
arbitrary (ui0,v10), where v = M7t < 0.5.

(iii) if bd > 0, then T (u10,v10) lies in Dy unless it leaves Be.
(Z'U) A%QUD3,T = @

(’U) %2 uDs, T = %2 T

(vi) when bd < 0 we have A}, p. 7 = 0.

(vii) when bd > 0, the set {M*}UA}, p, 1 is a one-dimensional Cl-manifold which is tangent
to 0* at M?.

It follows from this lemma that the image of Dy U D3 under the Poincaré map T lies near
¢*, and the Poincaré map increases the norm of any point of this set. Informally speaking, for
the particular case of bd > 0, this means that the Poincaré map T preserves and expands the
region Dy U D3. A geometrical picture of this behavior is illustrated in Figure 12.

We now take the second step in the next lemma. In this lemma, we study the dynamics
of T~! on the set D;. Most of the statements of the following lemma are analogous to the
statements of the preceding lemma. This is not a coincidence. In fact, we see later in the proof
of Lemma 3.7 that the dynamics of 7~ on D; can be obtained from the dynamics of T on
Ds U D3 by a permutation and reversion of time. The proof of this lemma is postponed to
Section 3.3.2.

LEMMA 3.7. Let 21 < Ay and (ulo,vlo) € Ds.
(i) if cd > 0, then T (D) N Dy = 0.

(it) if cd < 0, then w (T~ (u10,v10)) = 0(1), where o(1) stands for a function of (uio,v10)
that converges to zero as (ug,v19) — (0,0). In other words, T~' (D1) accumulates near
the horizontal axis.
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(iii) if cd < 0, then ||(u10,v10)]| %" < C |71 (w10, v10)|| for some constant C > 0.
(iv) if ed < 0, then T~ (u19,v10) remains in Dy unless it leaves Be.
(v) Ap p1 = 0. Equivalently, A%, o = 0.

(vi) if ed < 0, then the set {M*} UA} 1 (equivalently, the set {M*} U Ay, 1) is a one-
dimensional C*-manifold which is tangent to the horizontal axis at M?.

In the preceding two lemmas, we have shown that the sets A}, p, 7 and A}, 7 are always
empty. It was also shown that A, p, 7 = Ap, . This allows us to reformulate Step 3 as in
the following lemma:

LEMMA 3.8. (i) Afy 7 = A3, . (it) App = Ap, 7-

Proof. Let x € Dy U Ds. It follows from parts (i), (ii) and (iii) of Lemma 3.6 that if bd < 0,
then T (x) ¢ D, and if bd > 0, then for some k, T% (x) ¢ B.. Thus, any point in A% r must
belong to D;. This proves part (i).

To prove part (ii), notice that if A%, = 0, then A%, = 0 and therefore A}, , = A%, ;.
So we assume that A%T is non-empty. Let x € A%T. We need to show x € Dy. To do this,
we first prove x ¢ D;. Assume the contrary, i.e. x € Dy. It follows from parts (i) and (iii) of
Lemma 3.6 that if 7! (x) € Do UDs, then x =T (T~ (x)) either belongs to D, or lies outside
the domain D which contradicts the assumption x € D;. Therefore, T~! (x) ¢ Dy U D3, and so
T-1(x) € Dy. By virtue of part (i) of Lemma 3.7, this relation implies cd < 0. On the other
hand, when cd < 0, it follows from parts (iii) and (iv) of Lemma 3.7 that there exists a k > 0
such that 77" (x) ¢ B. and hence T~% (x) ¢ D. This contradicts the preliminary assumption
x € A} p. Therefore, if x € Ap, 7, then x ¢ Di, or equivalently, T~" (x) ¢ D; for all n > 0.

To finish the proof, it is sufficient to show that x ¢ Ds. Assume the contrary, i.e. x € Ds.
Since x € Ap p implies T7" (x) ¢ D for all n > 0, we have T71(x) ¢ D;. On the other
hand, parts (i) and (iii) of Lemma 3.6 imply that if 7~ (x) € Do U D3, then x = T (T (x))
either belongs to Ds or lies outside the domain D which contradicts the assumption x € Ds.
Therefore, x ¢ Ds, as desired. O

Recall that the local stable (unstable) set of the homoclinic loop I', denoted by W}’ (I')
(W (I')), is the union of I itself and the set of the points in a sufficiently small neighborhood
U of I" whose forward (backward) orbits lie in ¢ and their w-limit sets (a-limit sets) coincide
with T'U{O}. By this definition, the intersection of W}? (I") and II® must belong to {M*} UA,
and the intersection of W} (I") and II® must belong to {M*} UA%,. On the other hand, we have
shown in the above lemmas that when A3, (A%) is non-empty, any point on this set converges
to M? by the forward (backward) iterations of the Poincaré map T'. This leads to the following:

PROPOSITION 3.9. Let ¢ be the flow of system (2.12). Then
Wi (L) =T U ¢ (Ap ) fort >0, and — Wik, (D) =TU¢ (Ahr) fort<O0.

In system (2.12), the local unstable invariant manifold of the equilibrium O is straightened,
ie. W' (O) ={u = 0}. Thus, the intersection of this manifold and the cross-section II" =
{va = 0} N {H = 0} is the straight line {u; = 0}, i.e. vi-axis. Consider the restriction of this
line to a small neighborhood of M (in Figure 13, it is shown by blue color on II*). The global
map T#° maps this restricted piece to a curve, denote it by 4%, on II* (shown by blue color
on II* in Figure 13). This curve is in fact at the intersection of the global unstable invariant
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Figure 13: The local unstable invariant manifold of the equilibrium O intersects II* at the vq-axis.
Thus, the blue curve (vi-axis restricted to a small neighborhood of M* in IT*) lies at the intersection of
the local unstable invariant manifold of O and the cross-section II*. This curve is mapped to the blue
curve on II* by T8° which means that the blue curve on IT® lies in alo (O) NTI®. Since vp-axis on IT*

is mapped to £* on II® by dT8°, the straight line ¢* is tangent to the blue curve on II°® at M?.

manifold of O and the cross-section II*. Since T®!° is a diffeomorphism and the vector (9) is

tangent to vy-axis at M, the vector dT8° (9) = (%) is tangent to v at M in II°, i.e. 7% is
tangent to £* at M* (recall that £* is the line in IT® whose slope is %l). Therefore, it follows from
Lemma 3.8 and part (vii) of Lemma 3.6 that when bd > 0, W (O) N1I* and {M*} UAZ 1 are
tangent at M*®. On the other hand, it follows from Lemma 3.8 and part (vi) of Lemma 3.7 that
when cd < 0 the intersection of the local stable manifold of O and the cross-section II®, i.e. the
horizontal axis, is tangent to {M*} U A%,  at M*®. Moreover, by Assumption 4, the homoclinic
orbit T is at the transverse intersection of the global stable and unstable invariant manifolds
of the equilibrium O. Therefore, the intersection of these two manifolds with the cross-section
IT%, i.e. the horizontal axis and the curve v, intersect transversely at M*. Since 4" is tangent
to £* at M*®, we have that the intersection of W¥_(O) and W4 (O) at I is transverse if and

glo glo
only if the horizontal axis on II* and the straight line ¢* are distinct. These statements give

PROPOSITION 3.10. (i) When bd > 0, the 2-dimensional C*-smooth invariant manifold
Wi () is tangent to Wi, (O) at every point of I'.

(ii) When cd < 0, the 2-dimensional C'-smooth invariant manifold W§ (') is tangent to
glo (O) at every point of T'.

(iti) The intersection of Wy, (O) and W, (O) at I' is transverse if and only if d # 0.

By virtue of the above results, we can prove Theorems A1 (case 2A\; < A2) and A3:

Proof of Theorem Al: case 2\1 < Ag. The proof is an immediate consequence of Remark 3.2
and Lemmas 3.6, 3.7 and 3.8. ]
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Proof of Theorem A3. By Proposition 3.9 and the preceding Lemmas we have that W (I") =
I' when bd < 0, and W _(I') =T when cd > 0. The rest of the theorem is already proved (see
Proposition 3.10). O

The following remark suggests an alternative formulation of Theorem A3:

Remark 3.11. Consider the global stable and unstable invariant manifolds of the equilibrium
O of system (2.12). Let v (resp. v°) be a curve at the intersection of the global unstable (resp.
stable) invariant manifold of O and the cross-section I1° (resp. 1I*) which passes through M?®
(resp. M"™). Following the discussion above, the slope of the tangent line to the curve v* at
M? is %. Moreover, the slope of the tangent line to the curve v* at M" is —F. This suggests an
alternative way to detect sgn(bd) and sgn(cd) which are required in the statement of Theorem
A3. Indeed, instead of computing the coefficients a, b, ¢ and d in Theorem A3, one can look
at the slopes of the intersection curves of the global stable and unstable invariant manifolds of

the equilibrium O with the cross-sections II* and 11° at the points M* and M?.

3.3.1 Proof of Lemma 3.6

Proof of part (i). By (2.41) and Proposition 2.19, (u19,vi0) € D2 U D3 implies uir = o(vir).
Thus, Poincaré map (3.1) takes the form

(3.2) (W0, T10) = ([b+o(1)] vir, [d+ o0 (1)] vlT),

which implies W = ¢ + o (1). O

Proof of part (ii). For (ui0,v10) € D2, relations (2.29) and (3.2) imply

N

IT (w10, v10) || = || (@10, D10) || = [b* + d* + 0 (1)]? |vir| = K [uso] ™ Jvro]' ™7,

where K = K (u10,v10) = 7 76%/b2 +d? + o (1). For C > K~'m7 (1 + m)%, we have

u
ICuro0, vi0)ll - _ oroly 1+ g < K'm7 (14 m)? i < C (w0, v10) | >
T (u10, vi0)ll K |ugo] ™ Joro]*™7 ~ 10 10, v10) ||
as desired. -

Proof of part (iii). By part (i) of Lemma 3.6, T (u0,v19) is somewhere close to the line £* and
since, for bd > 0, the restriction of £*\ {M*} to B, lies in Dy we have that if T" (uj9, v10) lies in
Be, then it must belong to Ds. O

Proofs of parts (iv), (v) and (vi). All are easy consequences of the previous parts. O

Proof of part (vii). The proof is based on a theory of invariant manifolds for cross-maps (see
[SSTC98] and [GL10]). An introduction to this theory is provided in Appendix D.

Consider D5 for a sufficiently small ¢; > 0 (see (2.38)). Choose €2 < €1 such that X C D',
where X = {(uyg,v10) € II* : m~! < w0 <m, uio # 0, |vio] < €2} and m is as in (2.37) (see

Figure 14). Recall w in Notation 3.3 and define the new variable z by

(3.3) z = z (u10,v10) = sgn (v1g) |v10|, (0 < o will be specified later).
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Figure 14: The set X C D5' in (u10, v10)-plane is shown by green color.

Figure 15: The set Y (the set X equipped with (w, z)-coordinates) is shown by green color. It contains
two connected components (below and above the horizontal axis).

Let ) be the set X equipped with (w, z)-coordinates. Thus, Y = [m‘l, m] X ([—€e2%, e2?] \ {0})
(see Figure 15). Consider the restriction of the Poincaré map T' to the set X, i.e. T|y, and
denote the representation of this map in (w, z)-coordinates by 7. We write

(3.4) T (w,2) = (w,2) = (f (w,2),9 (w,2)),
for some smooth functions f and g defined on ). Note that by (2.29) and the relation z =

g (w, z) = sgn (v10) |U10|%, we can derive

(35 =gz =se(@2)|d" (55) w2 [L+06)] =0 (=)

and

(3.6) =0 (yaﬁ) :

We now make a statement which is proved in Appendix C:
LEMMA 3.12. g, (w, 2) is non-zero for any (w,z) € V.

According to this lemma and the implicit function theorem, the variable z is a C?-smooth (¢
is as in Lemma 2.7) function of (w, %) for w € [m™!,m] and z € g (). Denote this function by
G. Regarding the domain of this function, note that not every (w, z) necessarily belongs to the
domain of G. In other words, for an arbitrary (w, z), there might not exist z € [—e2®, 2]\ {0}
such that z = G (w,z). However, by (3.5), this relation holds if Z is chosen sufficiently small,
i.e. for a sufficiently small 8 > 0 we have

[m~",m] x ([-6,6] \ {0}) C domain (G).
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Denote this set by R, i.e. R = [m™,m] x ([-6,0] \ {0}). Without loss of generality, assume
0 < e*. Having the function G in hand means that we can write the Poincaré map 7T in
cross-form: we define the cross-map 7> : (w,z) — (w, z) by

(3.7) (w,z) = (F(w,z),G (w,%)), where F (w,Zz) = f (w,G (w,Z)),

and (w,z) € domain (G). It follows from part (i) of Lemma 3.6 (proved earlier), relation (3.6)
and the fact that z = 0 if and only if Z = 0 (follows from (3.5)) that 7> (R) C R. Hereafter,
we focus on the restriction of 7 on R. Our approach to prove the existence of the desired
invariant manifold for the Poincaré map 7T is to apply Theorem D.3 (see Appendix D) on the
cross-map 7 *. However, to do this, there are two issues that we need to take care of. The first
is that the domain R does not satisfy the assumption of Theorem D.3 (in that proposition,
the domain must be written as a Cartesian product of two convex closed sets but R is not of
this form since it does not contain the line Z = 0). Second, we need to compute the partial
derivatives of the cross-map 7 *. The second issue is resolved by the following lemma:

LEMMA 3.13. Let 8 = o 'min{4vy,1 — 2v}. We have

Fow2)=0(F75),  F@z=0(z"="),
Gu(w,7) = O (mﬁ) , Gs (w,2) = O (m*) .

This lemma is proved in Appendix C. We now extend the domain R to ﬁ, where R =
[m~1,m] x [~6,60]. We also extend the map 7 to the map 7 defined on R by

T (w,z) = (F (w,2),G (w,z)) z#0,

T (w,7) := {
d
(%.0) z=0,
Lemma 3.13 implies that for a fixed sufficiently small o, the map T*:R — R is a Cl-smooth
extension of 7> to R.
Now, let us come back to the Poincaré map 7 defined on ). We extend this map to

~ B T (w, 2) (w,z) €,
Tw.2) '_{ (4,0) 2 =0,

It is clear that the map T is in fact ‘the cross-map of T on R Note that since 0 < €%, we
have R C V. Thus, both of the maps T and T* are defined on R. Therefore, for a sufficiently
small 6, the map T _satisfies the assumptions of Theorem D.3 and Proposition D.4. This
implies that the map 7 possesses a C'-smooth invariant manifold

M*:{(w,z):w:h*(z)}cﬁ,

where h* is some C'-smooth function defined on [~6,0]. Moreover, by Proposition D.4, if
the backward orbit of a point in R remains in R, then it must belong to M*. Therefore,

A% F C M*. Removing the point ( ) from M*, we obtain a set which is invariant under the

map 7. Moreover, we have A% - C M*\ {(%, 0)}.

Let us now come back to (u1g,v1p)-coordinates and the Poincaré map 7. Equip R with
(u10,v10)-coordinates and choose 0 < € < #. Thus, D§ C R. Consider the manifold M* in
(u10, v10)-coordinates and restrict it to D§. Denote this restriction by M*. We have that
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M\ {M?} is invariant under 7', and AUS»T C M*\ {M?}. Choosing a sufficiently small € also

guarantees that M* is a connected piece of M* and hence is a C'-manifold.
The manifold M* is our desired manifold if we show Ap. 7 = M* \ {M?*}. So far, we have

shown that Af, ,, C M* \ {M?*} and so it is sufficient to show M*\ {M?*} C Aty - However,

this is just a direct consequence of part (ii) of Lemma 3.6 (proved earlier). The fact that M*
is tangent to ¢* at M* is also a direct consequence of part (i) of this lemma. This ends the
proof of part (vii). O

Remark 3.14. Lemma 3.6 states that when bd > 0, the set {M*}UAD, p. 7 is a Cl-smooth
curve which is tangent to £* at M*, and any point on this curve converges to M® by the backward
iterations of the Poincaré map T. It follows from part (iii) of Theorem D.3 and the proof of
Lemma 3.6 that, when bd > 0, if we take a curve ¢ in Da, then {T™ () |p,}32, converges
uniformly to the curve {M*} U A%, p. p-

3.3.2 Proof of Lemma 3.7

Reverse the time direction in system (2.12) (i.e. ¢ — —t) and exchange the stable and
unstable components, i.e. apply the linear change of coordinates

(38) (le,?jQ,%}l,%}Q) == (’Ul,'UQ,'U;l,'U,Q)

This gives a system which is of the form of system (2.12), where all the assumptions of Lemma

2.7 are satisfied. The global map along I'" for this system is .J (Tglo)_l J~1 where J = ( (1) (1) )

and T®° is the global map of system (2.12). Thus, the differential of this map at M* is

-1 1 d —b 1 a —c
glo s -1 _ 7. B S
J(dT (M)> J J ad—bc<—c a ) J ad—bc<—b d >

This implies that if we replace conditions bd > 0 and bd < 0 in Lemma 3.6 by c¢d < 0 and
cd > 0, respectively, and the line £* by the straight line whose slope is _Td, then all the
statements of Lemma 3.6 also hold for this system and the region Dy UD3 C II°. Consequently,
by applying the inverse of change of coordinates (3.8), all the statements of Lemma 3.6 also
hold for the system which is derived from system (2.12) by a reversion of time and the region
{(u,v1) € B, CH": 0 < ¢t <m, uy # 0} C 1" In this case, the line £ is replaced by the
straight line in IT* whose slope is —F. The homoclinic loop I' in this system leaves and enters
O along the positive sides of us and vy, respectively, and the corresponding Poincaré map, call
it T, is defined on IT*. Therefore, the statements of Lemma 3.6 also hold for the map

~ -1
(3.9) T8 6 T o (Tgb)
and the set
(3.10) K = T®&° ({(ul,m) €B, CcII*: 0< % <m, uy # O}) ,
1

where the line £* is replaced by the horizontal axis in II°. The later one is simply because

dTglO(MU)<_dC>: < ado—bc>'

Notice that map (3.9) is conjugate to the inverse of the Poincaré map T~ 1.
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The map (3.9) coincides with 7! on T (D). Note that, for sufficiently large m, the set
Tel ({(ul, v1) € Be, CH" 1 ug #0, m < %}) has no intersection with D;. Therefore, Lemma

3.7 will be proved once we show that D1 C K if ed < 0, and K N D1 = () if ed > 0. However,
this is an immediate consequence of the discussion above. In fact, it follows from the above
discussion that the line ¢* passes through Do U D3 if and only if the horizontal axis passes
through K. The later case, for sufficiently large m, is equivalent to the condition D; C K and
happens if and only if c¢d < 0. This ends the proof of Lemma 3.7.

Remark 3.15. Lemma 3.7 states that if cd < 0, then the set {M°} UAL 5.1 is a Cl-
smooth curve which is tangent to the horizontal axis at M*®. Moreover, any point on this curve
converges to M?® by the forward iterations of the Poincaré map T. It follows from Remark
3.14 and the proof of Lemma 3.7 that if we take a curve ¢ in K N Be, then {T7" (¢) |knB. }o21
converges uniformly to the curve {M*} UAZ ..

3.4. Dynamics near the homoclinic figure-eight

In this section, we study the dynamics near the homoclinic figure-eight I'1UI's. In particular,
we prove Theorems B1, B2 and B3 in this section. We start with recalling some definitions
and notations from Section 2.1.

For i = 1,2, we denote by D’ the set of the points (u19,v10) on IT; whose forward orbits go
along the homoclinic orbit I'; and intersect II¥ at (uj,,v1,) such that

(3.11) H(ulo,’l)lo)H < e and H(’U,lT,UlT)H < €y,

for some sufficiently small constants 0 < € < ¢, < §. We denote by D! (D?) the set of the
points (u19,v10) on II§ (II§) whose forward orbits go along the negative (positive) side of va-
axis and intersect IT§ (II{) at (u1r,v1,) such that (3.11) holds (see Figure 16). We also denote
by T;, T°¢ and Tiglo the Poincaré, local and global maps along T'; (i = 1,2), respectively
(see Figure 7). The maps Tlglo and T2glo are defined on the open ¢,-balls around M7 and
M3, respectively. Regarding the other maps, we have domain (Tlloc) = domain (T}) = D' and
domain (75°°) = domain (T5) = D?. We also define the map 775° : D! C II{ — II§ (resp.
TZI({C : D? C 15 — 1O%) by (u10,v10) = (uir,v17), where (ujg,v19) € D (resp. € D?) and
(uir,v17) € II§ (resp. € IIY) (see Figure 7).

Let V be a sufficiently small neighborhood of T'y UTy and define = = D' U D! U D? U D?.
For any x € 2, we correspond a (finite or infinite) sequence {x;} to x in the following way: (i)
X0 = x, (1) if x; € E (k > 0), we define x;11 to be the first intersection point of the forward
orbit of x; and IT§ UTI5. Similarly, if x; € = (k < 0), we define x;_; to be the first intersection
point of the backward orbit of x;, and IIj UII5. In order to understand the dynamics in V, we
need to find the set of the points whose forward or backward orbits lie entirely in V), i.e. the
set of the points x € = for which the sequence {xj} is well-defined for all £ > 0 or k£ < 0.

When Ao < 21, the dynamics near the homoclinic figure-eight is quite similar to the case
of a single homoclinic loop: the forward and backward orbit of any arbitrary point in V leaves
V. When A\; = )y, it follows from Proposition 2.15 that & = () and so there is no dynamics near
the homoclinic figure-eight. For the case of A1 < Ao < 2\, we show in the next proof that for
any x € Z whose corresponding x; is defined, the point x; lies close to the straight lines with
slope % (if x1 lies in D' UD?) or ‘Z—; (if x1 lies in D2 UD?), and hence, it lies outside of the set
= (see Figure 17).

Proof of Theorem B2. The proof for the case A\; = A9 is an immediate consequence of Propo-
sition 2.15.
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(w1, 1)

Figure 16: The homoclinic figure-eight I'y UT'; and the the cross-sections I3, II%, II§ and IIY are shown.
We consider e-neighborhoods of M7 and M5 (green dashed circles) in IT and I3, respectively, as well
as €,-neighborhoods of M and M¥ (red dashed circles) in II} and I1¥, respectively. The set D! (resp.
D?) is the set of the points in the e-neighborhood in II§ (resp. I15) whose forward orbits go along I'y
(resp. I's) and intersect the €,-neighborhood in II% (resp. II¥). The blue point on II§ and the brown
point on ITI§ belong to D! and D?, respectively. We denote by D! (resp. D?) the set of the points in
the e-neighborhood in IT§ (resp. II5) whose forward orbits go along the negative (resp. positive) side of
vg-axis and intersect the ¢,-neighborhood in IIY (resp. IIY).

Suppose A1 < Ay < 2A1. By Proposition 2.16, we have
0
== {(Ul(]a'UlO) : H (ulg,’l)lo) H <e and 0 < ”Ul()’ < Keu‘ulo‘ 1=y [1 + 0 (5)}},

where K., > 0 is some constant and 7 = A\;A\; ' > 0.5 (see Figure 17). Consider (u1g,v19) € Z-
Since u1, = v1,0 (62) (see Remark 2.17), the forward orbit of this point intersects one of the
cross-sections II{ or IT§ at a point close to the vertical axis and then it ends up either in the
cross-section IIj close to the straight line with the slope % or in the cross-section II5 close to

the straight line with the slope %. In both cases, this point is outside of the set = (see Figure
17). This proves Theorem B2. O

A point in II] U II5 whose forward orbit lies entirely in V' and does not lie on the stable
manifold of O must belong to Z. We denote the set of these points by A®. The same holds for
backward orbits. We also define the set A" analogously. In order to understand the dynamics
in V, we need to investigate these two sets. For the case of Ao < 2A1, Theorem B2 states that
both of these sets are empty. Our approach to investigate A® and A" for the case 2A1 < Aq is
similar to what we have done in the previous section for the case of a single homoclinic loop.

Recall from Section 2.4.4 that when 2\; < Ao, we divide each of the sets D!, D!, D? and
D? into three regions, i.e. for i = 1,2, we write D' = D} UD, U D, and D' = Dt UDE UDY (see
Figure 18). Write 2 =Z U J C II§ UII3, where

T:=|J (DjuD}) and J:= (] (DjUD)).

i=1,2 i
J

Definition 3.16. We define A3 (AY}) as the set of the points in I whose forward (backward)
orbits intersect = infinitely many times and all the intersection points belong to T. More

1,2
2,3
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Figure 17: This figure corresponds to the case A\ < A2 < 2)A1, bydy > 0 and bady > 0. The regions
D', D', D? and D? are shown in green, blue, pink and yellow, respectively. We define Z as the union of
these four regions. Let x; be the first intersection point of the forward orbit of x € = and II§ UII3. It

is shown in the proof of Theorem B2 that for any x € = the point x; lies in one of the gray regions on
II5 or II5

Figure 18: The left and right figures show II§ and II, respectively. When 2)\; < A, we divide D*
into three subsets D, D} and D4 (i = 1,2). Similarly, we divide D’ into three subsets Di, D} and D}
(i = 1,2). The sets D} and D} are subsets of the purple region, and the sets D2 and D2 are subsets of
the yellow region.

precisely,
AT ={x=x%0: xx€Z forallk>0} and A7={x=x0: x;€Z forallk <0}
The sets A% and A are defined analogously.

Similar to the case of a single homoclinic, we take three steps to investigate the sets A®
and A". In the first step, we investigate the sets A% and A%. This is done in Lemma 3.17.
From technical point of view, part (viii) of this lemma which proves the existence of an un-
stable invariant manifold of the homoclinic figure-eight is the main result of this section. The
techniques which are used in the proof of this part rely on the proof of part (vii) of Lemma
3.6. In the second step, we investigate the sets A5 and A%. This is also done in Lemma 3.18.
Finally, in Lemma 3.19, we clarify the relations between the sets A%, A%, A7 and A%, and the
sets A® and A¥. This enables us to prove Theorem B2. We start with the following:

LEMMA 3.17. Assume 2A1 < Ao and let w be as in Notation 3.8. For x € J, we have

(i) ifx € DyUDIUDZUD} (ie. x € JNII), then w (x1) = £ +0(1). Ifx € D3UD3UDIUD}
(i.e. x € JNIL), then w(x1) = g—; + o(1). Here, o(1) stands for a function of x that

converges to zero as x — M7 ,.
K

(ii) There exists a constant C > 0 such that ||x||' =27 < C||x1|| holds for arbitrary x (0 < v =
A1
<0.5).
A2
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(iii) x1 € Be implies x1 € J.
(i) A% =0.
(v) if bidy > 0 and beds < 0, then AY =W, (T1)NDL.
(vi) if bidy < 0 and bydy > 0, then AY = W}, (T'3) N D3.
(vii) if bydy > 0 and bydy > 0, then A% = [W_(Ty) N DL U [W, (T2) N D).

(viii) if bidy < 0 and bady < 0, then A%, C DIUD3. More precisely, for each i = 1,2, the union
of M7 and A% N D is a one-dimensional C*-manifold in IT{ which at M} is tangent to
the straight line with slope ‘If—z Moreover, the backward orbit of any point in A intersects
these two manifolds alternately, i.e. for any x € A%, all the points xi for even and
negative ks belong to only one of the manifolds and all the other xi, (odd and negative ks)
belong to the other manifold.

Proof. The same techniques that were used in the proof of Lemma 3.6 also prove parts (i), (ii)
and (iii).

Part (iv) is an immediate consequence of (ii) and (iii).

In the rest of the proof, we assume x € AY%. Notice that x = xo € A, implies that xj is
defined for all £ <0 and x; € A%. Since A% C J, we have two possibilities for xy:

x, €D3UDIUDLUD;  or  x; € D3UD;UD;UD;.

Our strategy for proving the rest of this lemma is to consider both of these possibilities and
keep track of the sequence xy, Xg+1,- - ,%X_1,%9. We analyze the behaviors and patterns of this
sequence for arbitrary x € A%.

To prove part (v), suppose bjd; > 0 and bads < 0. By part (i), for x_g, we observe

(1) x_2 € D3UDIUDIUDL = x4 € D} = x € DI, and
(2) x_o € D3UDZUDIUDL, = x4 € D} = x € D..

According to this observation, x € A% implies x € Di. In other words, A% is in fact the set
of all x € D} whose backward orbits only intersect II (and not IT§), and all the intersection
points belong to DJ. It follows from Theorem A3 that this set is nothing but W _ (T'y) N DJ.
This proves part (v).

The proof of part (vi) is analogous to the proof of part (v).

To prove part (vii), let byd; > 0 and beda > 0. By (i), for xx_o (k < 0) we observe

(1) x¢2 € DIUDZUDIUDS = %1 € D} = x, € D} = --- = x € D}, and
(2) x,2 € DIUDIUDIUD, = %,y € D3 = %, € D} = --- = x € D3.

This observation holds for any arbitrary & < 0 which means that the set A consists of two
disjoint sets: the first is the set of all x € D whose backward orbits intersect = infinitely many
times and every time at D3, and the second is the set of all x € D3 whose backward orbits
intersect = infinitely many times and every time at D3. According to Theorem A3, the first
set is in fact Wi, (1) N'D3 and the second one is Wi _ (I'2) N D3. This proves part (vii).

To prove part (viii), let byd; < 0 and bad2 < 0. By (i), for x;—1 (k < —4), we observe

(1) xx—1 €D3UDZUDIUDL = %, € D} = x441 € D3 = x40 €D}
= xp13 €D = - = x €D} (ifx_; €D3) or x € D (if x_; € D}), and
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(2) xx—1 € DZUDIUDIUDL = %, € D2 = x441 € D} = %440 € D3
= X313 €D = - = x €D} (ifx_1 € D) or x € D} (if x_; € D}).

This observation holds for any arbitrary £k < —4 and means that the backward orbit of x
intersects J at D} and D2 alternately.

Define the maps Tio : D! — I1I5 and To; : D? — I by T12 := T 0 T2 and Toy :=T1 0 Tp;.
We then define T : D! — II{ by T := Tg1 o Ty2. According to the above observation, the set
A% is in fact the set of the points z € Dj such that T~" () € Dj for all integers n > 0.

Recall (w, z) coordinate system and the map T introduced in the proof of Lemma 3.6.
Similar to that proof, we equip ]D)% and ]D)% with (w, z) coordinates and define the maps T2 and
To1 by

_ (w, ) z#0, _

Tio (w, z) := for (w,z) € Ry,
12 (w, 2) (dl,o) =0, (w,2) € Rq

2
and
_ (w,?) z#0, _
Ty (w, z) := for (w,z) € Ra,
© = (p0) s (w,2)

where R; and R, are some appropriate rectangles defined analogous to the proof of Lemma
3.6. According to Remark C.2, the estimates given by Lemma C.1 also hold for the local maps
T and Ty1. Therefore, with exactly the same proof as the proof of Lemma 3.6, we see that
both of the maps Tq2 and To; can be written in cross-form and the partial derivatives of the
cross-map satisfies the estimates given by Lemma 3.13. Moreover, as it can be seen from the
proof of Lemma 3.6, we can make the estimates in Lemma 3.13 sufficiently small by choosing
f small enough. This means that the maps T12 and To; satisfy the assumptions of Lemma D.2
for sufficiently small K and K3. Thus, Lemma D.2 implies that by choosing an appropriate
norm, the map T := Tg; 0T9 (which is in fact the representation of T in (w), z) coordinates) can
be written in cross-form and the cross-map has sufficiently small partial derivatives. Therefore,
this cross-map satisfies the assumptions of Theorem D.3. The rest of the proof follows from
the proof of Lemma 3.6. O

The following lemma is analogous to Lemma 3.17. The proof of this lemma is a simple
modification of the proof of Lemma 3.7 for the case of homoclinic figure-eight.

LEMMA 3.18. Assume 21 < A9 and let w be as in Notation 3.3. For x € I, we have
(i) w(x-1) = o(1), where o (1) stands for a function of x that converges to zero as x — M7 ,.

(ii) There exists a constant C > 0 such that ||x||'=27 < C||x_1|| holds for any x (0 < v =
A1
L <0.5).
A2

(i1i) x_1 € Be implies x_1 € T.

(iv) AY = 0.

(v) if c1di <0 and cady > 0, then AS =W (') NDj.
(vi) if cidi > 0 and cady < 0, then A =W (I'2) nD3.

(vii) if c1dy < 0 and cady < 0, then A5 = [Wi (I'1) N DY) U [Wi,. (T2) N D3]
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(viii) if cidy > 0 and cady > 0, then Ay C D} UD2. More precisely, for each i = 1,2, the
union of M and A5NDY is a one-dimensional C*-manifold in 11§ which at M} is tangent
to the horizontal axis. Moreover, the forward orbit of any point in A5 intersects these
two manifolds alternately, i.e. for any x € A%, all the points x;, for even and negative ks
belong to only one of the manifolds and all the other xj, (odd and negative ks) belong to
the other manifold.

The following Lemma states that the forward (resp. backward) orbit of a point in V lies in
V if and only if it intersects the cross-sections II{ and II3 only at Z (resp. J).

LEMMA 3.19. We have AY = Aqf7 and A° = A5

Proof. Tt follows from parts (ii) and (iii) of Lemma 3.18 that if x € Z, then the sequence {x}
is not defined for all £ < 0. Indeed, For some kg < 0, we have {xj,, -+ ,2z_1} C T such that
Xp,—1 lies outside the e-balls around M7 or Mj. This means that if x belongs to A%, then it
must belong to J. Therefore, x € A* implies x € A%. On the other hand, we know A% C A"
This proves the first part of the lemma. The proof of the other part is the same. O

By virtue of the preceding lemmas, we are now in a position to prove Theorem B3.

Proof of Theorem B3. The local stable (resp. unstable) set of the homoclinic figure-eight I'y U
'y, denoted by W (I'y UT'p) (resp. W (I't UT'2)), is the union of I'y UT; itself and the set of
the points in a sufficiently small neighborhood V of I'; U T's whose forward (resp. backward)
orbits lie in V and their w-limit sets (resp. «-limit sets) coincide with I'y UT'y U {O}. By
this definition, the intersection of W} (I't UT'2) and any of the cross-sections II§ and II5 must
belong to {M7, M35} U A®. Similarly, the intersection of W (I't UT'2) and the cross-sections
II{ and II§ must belong to {M7, M35} U A™.

It follows from Lemma 3.18 that in any cases except the case c1dy > 0 and cads > 0, the
w-limit set of any orbit in A® coincides with either T’y U {O} or T's U {O}. Therefore, in all of
these cases, we have W}? (I'y UT'p) =T'1 U .

Denote the flow of system (2.12) by ¢¢. When c¢1d; > 0 and cadz > 0, it follows from parts
(ii) and (viii) of Lemma 3.18 that the set 'y Uy U ¢ (A®) for ¢t > 0 is a 2-dimensional C!
manifold, and the forward orbit of any point on this manifold converges to I'y U{O} UTs as
t — oco. This means that this manifold is in fact the local stable set of the homoclinic figure-
eight I't UT'2. The fact that this manifold is tangent to Wy, (O) at every point of I' UT'; is
an straightforward consequence of the discussion before Proposition 3.10.

The proof for the case of W} (I't UT'9) is the same. This ends the proof. O

COROLLARY 3.20. Let ¢; be the flow of system (2.12). Then

Wige (L1 UT2) =T1 UTy U ¢y (A?), fort >0,
Wise T1UT2) =T1 UT2 U ¢ (AY), fort <0.

Finally, we prove

Proof of Theorem B1. Denote the set W (I't) UW}? (I'2) UWE (I'y UT'2) by W?#. By defini-
tion, the forward orbit of any point on Wy} (O) UW? lies in V. Consider a point in V' \ W5 (O)
whose forward orbit lies entirely in V. The forward orbit of this point must intersect II{ UII at
A5, Therefore, it follows from the proof of Theorem B2 (for the case Ao < 2)1) and Corollary
3.20 (for the case 2A; < A2) that this point lies on W?*. This finishes the proof for the case of
forward orbits.

The proof of the case of backward orbits is the same. This finishes the proof. O
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3.5. Dynamics near super-homoclinic orbits

In this section, we prove Theorem C1. The idea of the proof is to show that there exist
sequences of curves {l;}32; C Wy, (O) N1II° and {[}}32; C Wy, (O) N1I° that accumulate to
Wi (T)NII* and W, (I') N1I%, respectively (see Figure 19). Then, the flow near the super-
homoclinic orbit defines a map which maps the first sequence to a sequence of curves, denoted
by {m}} in Figure 19, such that each of the curves {m}} intersects each of the curves {I;} at
a single point. Each of these intersection points correspond to a homoclinic orbit. The proof
of Theorem C2 is exactly the same.

V10

Figure 19: The blue and green curves belong to the intersection of II* and the global unstable and
stable invariant manifolds of the equilibrium O, respectively. The blue curves accumulate to W* and
the green curves accumulate to W*, where W* = Wt _(T') NII° and W* = W _(T') NII°. Let ¢* € W*
and ¢° € W? be at the intersection of the super-homoclinic orbit and the cross-section I1°. The flow near
the super-homoclinic orbit defines a map on a small neighborhood B* of ¢* onto a small neighborhood
B? of ¢°. This map maps the blue curves restricted to B* to the blue curves in B*. The blue and green
curves in B? intersect transversely. Any point of these intersections belongs to both stable and unstable
invariant manifolds of O. Thus, the orbits passing through these points are homoclinic to O.

Proof of Theorem C1. Let W* = W _(I') N Dy and W* = W _(I') N Dy. We have shown in
Section 3.3 (after Proposition 3.9) that T®° (W, (O) NII*) intersects II° at a curve which is
tangent to ¢* at M*°. For a sufficiently small ¢, the restriction of this curve to B¢ \ {M*} lies
in Dy. Denote this restricted curve by Lg, and let L} (k > 1) be the restriction of T’ (LZ—1) to
B.\ {M?}. By Remark 3.14, the sequence {L}'}?°, converges to W* uniformly.

Now, consider the restriction of W} . (O) N1I® to Be \ {M*} and denote it by L§. We have
L§ C K, where K is as in (3.10). Let Lj (k > 1) be the restriction of T~ (L§_;) to B\ {M*}.
By Remark 3.15, the sequence {L7}?°, converges to WW* uniformly.
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The super-homoclinic orbit S intersects II° at W* and W¢ infinitely many times. Denote
the furthest points of S N W* and S N W?* from M? by ¢“ and ¢°, respectively. Let B" be a
sufficiently small open ball in Dy centered at ¢“. The orbits starting from B" leave the small
neighborhood U of I and go along the super-homoclinic orbit &, and after a finite time, they
come back and intersect II° at some points close to ¢°. These orbits induce a global map

Ts: B*CcIl® — B° CII’

along the super-homoclinic orbit S, where B* = Ts(B") and Ts(¢*) = ¢°. Since B" is
sufficiently small and the map T is a diffeomorphism, the neighborhood B? is small, connected
and convex.

Define [* = W* N B" and I° = W* N B®. Since the sequence {Lj}}2, converges to W?*
uniformly, there exists a sufficiently large ks such that for all £ > kg, the curve L; intersects
B®. Let Ij = L N B® for k > k,. This implies that [} mif, s Similarly, for some sufficiently
large ky, all the curves L for k > k, intersect B“. Let [}! = Ly N B" for k > k,. Therefore,
ju 2 u

The map T's maps B* to B®. Thus, the curves [* and [}! in B* are mapped to some curves
in B® by Ts. Let m" = Ts (I") and m}} = Ts(I}}) for k > k,. Since the super-homoclinic
orbit § is at the transverse intersection of the stable and unstable invariant manifolds of the
homoclinic orbit I', the curves m* and [® intersect each other transversely. On the other hand,
the sequences of the curves mj and [ converge to m" and [, respectively. This implies that
the curves mj intersect the curves [} transversely. Moreover, without loss of generality, we can
assume that the integers k, and ks are large enough such that the curves m;* and [7 intersect
each other at a unique point p; ; for any 7« > k, and j > ks;. The orbits passing through the
points p; ; are the desired multi-pulse homoclinic orbits. This proves Theorem C1. ]

A. Proofs of Lemmas 2.5, 2.6 and 2.7

In this appendix, we prove normal form lemmas. We start with a brief discussion on some
materials needed for the proofs of the lemmas, and then proceed to the proofs.

A.l1. Preliminaries
Consider the system
&= f(z,y),
y=g(z,y),

where z € R™, y € R" and f(0,0) = ¢ (0,0) = 0. Let ¢ : R™ — R™ be a smooth mapping such
that ¢ (0) = 0 and ¢’ (0) = 0. Let the manifold M = {(z,y) : y = ¢ (2)} be invariant with
respect to the flow of this system.

(A.1)

Definition A.1. By straightening the invariant manifold M, we mean applying a change of
coordinates of the form (z,y) = (z,y — ¢ (x)).

Making this change of coordinates transforms the manifold M to the linear subspace
{(z,y) : y = 0}. Straightening an invariant manifold of the type {(z,vy) : = = ¢ (y)}, where
¢ : R™ = R™ is a smooth mapping such that ¢ (0) = 0 and ¢’ (0) = 0, is defined analogously.

Again, consider system (A.1) and let ¢ : R™ — R™ and ¢ : R™ — R™ be some smooth
maps such that ¢ (0) = 0 and ¢ (0) = 0. According to [Bak20], we have
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PROPOSITION A.2. The manifold M = {(z,y) : y = ¢ (x)} is invariant with respect to the
flow of system (A.1) if and only if

(A.2) 9z, 0 () =¢ (z) - f (2,0 (x)).

Analogously, the manifold N = {(z,y) : © = ¥ (y)} is invariant with respect to the flow of
system (A.1) if and only if

(A.3) fF@Ww,y)=¢"w 9@ W), y).

Definition A.3. We refer to (A.2) (resp. (A.3)) as the condition of the invariance of the
manifold M (resp. N') with respect to the flow of system (A.1).

Remark A.4. System (A.1) has an equilibrium state at the origin. This equilibrium may
possess strong stable W** (O), strong unstable W (O), extended stable W*E (O) and extended
unstable invariant manifolds W"F (O) (see [SSTCIS]). Let system (A.1) be invariant with
respect to some linear symmetry. Then, changes of coordinates that straighten the manifolds

Wes(0), W (0), W3 (0) and W*F (O) commute with that symmetry.

A.2. Proofs of Lemmas 2.5, 2.6 and 2.7

Proof of Lemma 2.5. To reduce system (1.3) to the form (2.4), we straighten the local stable
and local unstable invariant manifolds of the equilibrium state O, i.e. we apply a change of
coordinates

U = uy — p1s(v1,v2), Up = ug — pas(v1,v2),

(A-4) U1 = v1 — Yru(ur, uz), U2 = v — Yoy (u1, u2),
where {u1 = ¢15(v1,v2),u2 = pas(v1,v2)} and {v1 = Pru(u1,u2),v2 = Pau(u1,u2)} are the
equations of the local stable and the local unstable invariant manifolds of O, respectively.
Thus, after applying (A.4), the equations of the local stable and the local unstable manifolds
of O become {v; = v9 = 0} and {u; = uz = 0}, respectively. This implies that system (1.3)
can be written in the form (2.4) such that (2.5) is satisfied. Notice that change of coordinates
(A.4) does not affect the quadratic part of (1.4). Therefore, the updated first integral H keeps
the form (1.4).

Since H vanishes at every point of the local unstable invariant manifold {u; = uy = 0}, it
can be written as

(A.5) H (u1,u2,v1,v2) = Ajug [v1 + Hy (u1, ug, v1,v2)] — Agug [v2 + Ha (u1, ug, v1,v2)],

for some C>®-smooth Hp, Hy : R* — R such that H; and H, and their first derivatives vanish
at O. On the other hand, H vanishes at every point of the local stable invariant manifold
{v1 = v = 0}. This implies

0= H (u1,u2,0,0) = Ajur Hy (u1,u2,0,0) — MusHs (u1,u2,0,0) .
Therefore

H (u1,ug,v1,v2) =A1ug [v1 + Hy (u1,u2, v1,v2) — Hy (u1,u2,0,0)]
— Aaug [v2 + Ha (w1, ug, v1,v2) — Ha (u1,u2,0,0)].
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This suggests that, without loss of generality, we can assume that H; and Hs vanish at {v; =
vy = 0}. Now, consider the change of coordinates

’l]:’U/, '{L:’LL,
(AG) 1 1 2 2

01 = v, + H; (ul, ug, V1, 1)2) , V9 = v9 + Ho (ul,UQ,Ul,’UQ) .
Since Hj (u1,u2,0,0) = Ha (u1,u2,0,0) = 0, applying this change of coordinates on system
(2.4) keeps the local stable and local unstable invariant manifolds straightened and therefore
keeps the form (2.4) of the system such that (2.5) still holds. However, this change of coordi-
nates reduces the first integral H to the form (2.6).
It is a direct consequence of Remark A.4 that change of coordinates (A.4) preserves the

symmetric structure of the system and the first integral. Concerning the change of coordinates
(A.6), note that since H in (A.5) satisfies (1.6), we have

Hy (—uq,ug, —vi,v2) = —Hy (u1, ug, v1,v2) ,

Hy (—uq,ug, —v1,v2) = Hy (uq,uz, v1,v2) .

This implies that the change of coordinates (A.6) commutes with symmetry (1.5), and therefore,
preserves the invariance of the system with respect to symmetry (1.5). This ends the proof of
Lemma 2.5. O

Our proof of Lemma 2.6 is based on a theorem in [SSTC98] (Theorem A.1). A special case
of this theorem that we need for the proof of that lemma is stated below:

LEMMA A.5. ([SSTC98], Theorem A.1) Consider system (2.4) and assume A1 < \o. There
exists a C*>°-smooth change of coordinates which brings system (2.4) to the form

U = —Mur + fu1
Uy = —Aou2 + fo1

U1 = +A\v1 + g1

(uly U2, v1,v2)uUl + f12(u17 uz, v, UQ)UQ,
(

)
w1, U2, v1, v2)ur + fao(ui, uz, vy, v2)us,
U1, Uz, U1, V2)v1 + gr2(ui, ug, vi, v2)ve,
)

(A7)
(
U = +A2v2 + go1(u1, uz, v1, v2)v1 + goa(u1, ug, vi,v2)ve,

where the functions fi;, gij are C>-smooth and

£ij(0,0,0,0) =0,  fui(u1,u2,0,0) =0, f;1(0,0,01,02) =0,

A8
( ) 9ij (07 07070) = 07 g1i (0,0,1}1,'02) = 07 gj1 (U‘17u27070) = 07 (27] = 17 2)

Proof. See [SSTC98|. O

As a matter of comparison between this lemma and Lemma 2.6, the functions f;; and g;1
(¢ =1,2) in (2.8) do not depend on uz and vy, respectively, and (2.9) includes all conditions
(A.8) as well as two extra constraints

(A.9) f22(0,v) =0,
(AlO) gQQ(U, 0) =0.

Remark A.6. The desired change of coordinates in Lemma A.5, denote it by ®, is in fact
a composition of several changes of coordinates, each describing some invariant manifolds.
One can observe that each of these changes of coordinates commutes with symmetry (1.5)
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(see [Bak20]). Moreover, due to this symmetric property, each of these changes of coordinates
can be written in the form

UL = Uy [1+0(1)], U9y = U9 [1+0<1)] + urv10 (1),

(A.11) 1= v [1+0(1)], By = v2 [1+0(1)] +uv10(1),

where o (1) and O (1) stand for C*>°-smooth functions of (u,v) which converge to zero and are
bounded above by a constant, respectively, as (u,v) — O. A straightforward calculation shows
that making changes of coordinates of this form preserves the form (2.6) of the first integral
H. On the other hand, first integral (2.6) is already of the form (2.10). This implies that the
change of coordinates ® transforms first integral (2.6) to the form (2.10).

Proof of Lemma 2.6. According to Lemmas 2.5 and A.5, there exists a change of coordinates
which brings system (1.3) to system (A.7) where the functions f;;, gi; are C*°-smooth and
satisfy (A.8). We show that there exists a change of coordinates which brings system (A.7)
into the form (2.8), where f;;, gi; are C*°-smooth and satisfy (2.9).

Consider system (A.7) and, for i = 1,2, let

i (u1,v) = fir(u, 0,01, v2), git" (u,v1) = gin(u1,ug,v1,0),
fir(ui,u2,v1,v2) — fir(u1,0,v1,v2
o (u,ug,v) = [ QIC T )U2 (1, 0,01, v2) ur + fio(ur, ug, v1,v2),

gi1 (w1, u2,v1,v2) — gi1(u1,u2,v1,0)
)

new

9i2 (%UI,UQ) = [

] v1 + gi2(u1, ug, v1, v2),

It is easily seen that {f*"} and {g;"} satisfy (A.8). Thus, by rewriting system (A.7) with

{f577} and {g;j7™}, this system takes the form (2.8) such that (A.8) holds.

Hereafter, we assume that (A.8) is satisfied for system (2.8). Write this system as

W = —Aur + fia(ur, v)ur + fiz(ur, ug, v)us,

(u1,v)
(A12) Ug = —Aoug + fo1(ur, v)us + Ji(u, v)ug + Jo(v)ug,
. 01 = +Mv1 + g11(u, vi)vr + giz(u, vi, v2)ve,
(u,v1)v1 + J3(u, v)vy + Jy(u)ve,

U = +Aov2 + go21(u, v1

where
Ji(u,v) = fao(u,v) = f22(0,0),  J2(v) = f22(0,0),
J3(u,v) = gaz(u,v) = g22(u,0),  Ja(u) = ga2(u, 0).
In order to obtain conditions (A.9) and (A.10), we need to find a change of coordinates which

eliminates the underlined terms in (A.12). We claim that this is possible by applying two
consecutive C*°-smooth changes of coordinates of the forms

(A.l?)) 111 = ui, ﬁg = ug + ql(vl, UQ)UQ, ?~)1 =1, 'DQ = V2,
and
(A.14) U] = uq, U = Uz, 0] = vy, Uy = va + q2(u1, u2)va,

where g1 and g2 are some functions such that ¢; (0) = g2 (0) = 0. We show that the underlined
terms Ja(v)ug and J4(u)ve can be eliminated by applying a change of coordinates of the forms
(A.13) and (A.14), respectively.
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Let z = #f(v). Applying change of coordinates (A.13) brings system (A.12) to
. Uy, 2, v
1 = —Arug + [fi1(ur,v)]ur + [M] ug,
(A.15) g = —Aguz + [(1 + q1(v)) for (u1,v)] ur + Q1(u, v)uz + Q2(v)us
01 = M1 + [g11 (w1, 2, v1)] v1 + [g12 (w1, 2, v1,v2)] V2,
U9 = Aov2 + [g21 (u1, 2, v1)] v1 + [g22 (u1, 2, )] va,
where
Q1(u,v) =J1 (u1,2,v) + i, () [911 (u1, z,v1) v1 + g12 (u1, 2, v) 02}
14+ qi(v)
0 (0) g21 (u1, z,v1) v1 + go2 (u1, 2,v) v — g21 (0,v1) v1 — g22 (0, v) Uz},
1+ qi(v)

A1y, (V)v1 + g1y, (0) (A2v2 + g21(0,v1)v1 + g22(0, v)v2)
1+ qi(v)

Q> (’U) =Js (U) + .
It is easy to see that )1 vanishes at u = 0 and also the updated f;; and g;; in system (A.15)
satisfy all the conditions (2.9) except for (A.9) and (A.10). In order to get (A.9), it is sufficient
to find ¢1(v) such that Q2(v) = 0, i.e. ¢1(v) satisfies the relation

(A.16)  — (14 q1(v)) J2(v) = qiy, (V) - [Mv1] + @14, (V) - [A2v2 + g21(0, v1)v1 + g22(0, v)va].
Consider the C*°-smooth system

U=—(1+U)Jy(v),
(A17) 1'21 = )\1’[11,
U2 = Aavz + 921 (0, v1)v1 + g22(0, v) v,

where (U, v1,v2) € R3. The linear part of this system at the origin is

0 92(0) %2(0)
0 A 0 ,
0 0 Ao

with the spectrum {0, A1, A2}. Therefore, this system has a C*°-smooth 2-dimensional local
unstable invariant manifold defined by the equation {U = ¢; (v1,v2)} for some function ¢;.
Moreover, this function satisfies (A.16) because this relation is nothing but the condition of
the invariance of the local unstable invariant manifold with respect to the flow of system
(A.17) (see Definition A.3). Thereby, as we required, a C*>°-smooth function g¢;(vi,v2) that
fulfills (A.16) exists.

We have now shown our first claim: the underlined term Ja(v)ug in system (A.12) can be
eliminated by performing a change of coordinates of the form (A.13). The proof for the second
claim that the term Jy(u)ve can be eliminated by applying a change of coordinates of the form
(A.14) can be accomplished analogously (see [Bak20]).

Note that, by Remark A.6, since the desired change of coordinates in Lemma A.5 commutes
with symmetry (1.5), we have that system (A.12) is invariant with respect to this symme-
try. Therefore, system (A.17) is invariant with respect to the symmetries v; <+ —v;. Thus,
q1 (v1,v2) = q1 (—v1,v2). Analogously, g2 (u1,u2) = g2 (—u1,uz). This means that changes of
coordinates (A.13) and (A.14) commute with symmetry (1.5) too.



44 INVARIANT MANIFOLDS OF HOMOCLINIC ORBITS

To finish the proof, note that changes of coordinates (A.13) and (A.14) are of the form
(A.11). Therefore, by Remark A.6, applying changes of coordinates (A.13) and (A.14) together
with the change of coordinates used in Lemma A.5 transforms first integral (2.6) to the form
(2.10). This ends the proof of Lemma 2.6. O

Proof of Lemma 2.7. By Lemma 2.6, there exists a change of coordinates which commutes with
symmetry (1.5) and brings system (1.3) and first integral (1.4) to (2.8) and (2.10), respectively.
System (2.8) possesses a C?-smooth three dimensional extended unstable invariant manifold
WHE defined by {(u,v) : ug = ¢"“F (u1,v1,v9)}, and a Cl-smooth extended stable invariant
manifold W*¥ defined by {(u,v) : v = ¢*F (ug,uz,v1)} (see [SSTCI8]). We claim that
straightening W"¥ i.e. applying the C%-smooth change of coordinates

(A.18) U = uy, iy = uz — ¢"" (u1,v1,v2) 01 = w1, Ug = 2,

and straightening W*¥_ i.e. applying the C%-smooth change of coordinates

(A.19) i =u1, Gp=up, Di=uv1, U2=1v2— ¢ (ur,u,v1),

reduce system (2.8) to system (2.12), where (2.9) is satisfied, and transforms first integral
(2.10) to (2.13). On the other hand, by Remark A.4, straightening these manifolds keeps the
invariance of system (2.8) and first integral (2.10) with respect to symmetry (1.5). Thus, we
are done once we prove this claim. To this end, we use the following lemma

LEMMA A.7. The following hold for the C1-smooth functions ¢*F and ¢*F :
(i) ¢*F (0,v1,v9) = ¢ij (0,v1,v2) =0, (i3) ¢°F (u1,uz,0) = qbff (u1,u2,0) =0.

The following are immediate consequences of this lemma:
COROLLARY A.8. We can write ¢*F and ¢*F as
¢UE (u1,v1,v2) = ulpsz(uh v1,v2) = U%ng(uhth);
¢SE (u1,ug,v1) = UlpiE(UI;U%UI) = U%ng(UI;U%Ul)y

where pif and p4E are some C1~1-smooth functions and p3¥ and p4E are some CI~2-smooth
functions such that pt* = ui1p4® and pi¥ = vips”.

COROLLARY A.9. We have
(7’) ¢31E (0,1)1,’1)2) = gZE (O,Ul,Ug) = 0’ (7’7’) gbft? (Ul,UQ,O) = ZE (u17u2)0) =0.

We prove Lemma A.7 later. Taking into account that as a result of applying change of
coordinates (A.18), the equation of uy vanishes at {us = 0}, one can easily see that change of
coordinates (A.18) reduces system (2.8) to

G = —Aur + fi1 (w1, v) ug + fro (ug, ug, v) us,
(A.20) U = —Aguz + f22 (u1,ug,v) ug,

01 = +A\1v1 + 11 (w, v1) v1 + G2 (u, v1,v2) v,

U9 = +Aov2 + go1 (u, v1) v1 + a2 (u, v1,v2) Vo,
where

Fir (ur,v) = fir (u1,v) + fro (ug, @, 0) pi¥ (ug,0),
fi2 (u,v) = fia (u1, ug + 2,v) + Py (u,v) x,
fao (u,v) = foo (ur,ug + x,v) + Py (u,v)  — ZF (u1,v) [fi2 (u1,u2 + z,v) + P3 (u,v) x]
— 31E (u1,v) [Ps (u,v) vy + P5 (u,v) va] — }JLQE (u1,v) [Ps (u,v) vy + Py (u,v) va],

gil (U,Ul) = gi1 (ul,u2+m,v1), giQ (U,’U) = gi2 (u17u2+x77}>7 (Z: 1a2>
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Here, x := ¢“F (u1,v), the functions f;; and g;; are as in (2.8), and P; (u,v) (j = 1,..,7) are
some functions such that P; vanishes at {v = 0} (see [Bak20] for more details). Moreover, f;;
are C¢"1-smooth and g;; are C%-smooth. Using Lemma A.7 and Corollaries A.8 and A.9 and
taking into account that the expression ug 4+ ¢"¥ (uy,v) vanish at u = 0, and also the functions
fij and g;; satisfy (2.9), one can easily show that fij and g;; satisfy (2.9) as well.

System (A.20) is of the form (2.8) where fo; (u1,v) = 0. Similar to the case of straightening
the extended unstable manifold, one can use Lemma A.7 and Corollaries A.8 and A.9 and show
that making change of coordinates (A.19) reduces system (A.20) to system (2.12) where the
corresponding f;; and g;; are C9"!-smooth and satisfy (2.9). This ends the proof of the first
part of Lemma 2.7.

Denote the H; and Hj in (2.10) by Hy and Hs, respectively, and let x := (uq,us2,v1),
y = (u1,v1,v2 + ¢*F (2)) and z := (w1, ug + ¢"F (y) ,v1,v2 + ¢*F (z)). Applying changes of
coordinates (A.18) and (A.19) brings (2.10) to

H =Mjuvy [L+ Hy (2)] — A2 (uz + ¢"F (y)) (v2 + ¢°F (2)) [1 + H3 (2)]
which by Corollary A.8, can be written in the form (2.13), for
Hy = H () + A0 () ptF (o) (14 FS ()], Ho = S,
Hy = p3" () [1+ H5 (2)], Hy = ps” (y) [1+ H3 (2)].

This proves the second part of Lemma 2.7.

All that remains to finish the proof of Lemma 2.7 is proving Lemma A.7. We only prove
part (i) of this lemma; the proof of part (ii) is the same.

The first identity

(A.21) ¢"F (0,v1,v2) =0,

is an immediate consequence of the fact that the extended unstable invariant manifold W*¥
contains the unstable invariant manifold {u; = uz = 0} (see Section [SSTC98]). Indeed, for
any (v1,v2), we have that (0,0,v1,ve) belongs to {(u,v) : ug = ¢*¥ (u1,v1,v2)}. This implies
#“F (0,v1,v9) = 0, for any (v1,v2), which yields (A.21).

It is important to notice that relation (A.21) is sufficient to obtain the statement of part I
of Corollary A.9. In other words, (A.21) implies part I of Corollary A.9.

To prove the identity

(A.22) wP(0,v1,v2) =0,

we consider the condition of the invariance of the manifold W*¥ with respect to the flow of
system (2.8) (see Definition A.3), i.e.

—Xao + for (u1,v) ur + fao (ur,z,v) @ = ¢4F (u1,v) [ — A + fir (ur,v) wa

+ fi2 (w1, z,v) ] + 4F (w1, v) M1 + gi1 (w1, 2, v1) v1 + g1z (u1, 2, v) va)

+ ¢4E (ur,v) [Aava + go1 (w1, 2, v1) v1 + goo (u1, 2, v) va],
where 2 := ¢“F (u1,v). Both sides of this relation are C?~!-smooth (¢ > 2 because 2A; < \2)

functions of ui, v; and ve. Taking (A.21) as well as conditions (2.9) and Corollary A.9 into
account, we can differentiate this relation with respect to u; at uq = 0 and obtain

0= | (A2 = A1) 647 (0,0) + f12(0,0) (647 (0,0))"] + Paen]6iF, (0,0)

ul

(A.23)
+ [A2v2 + g21(0,v1)v1 + g22(0, v)va] P, (0,0).
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Define z = z(v) = ¢%#(0,v). Then, (A.23) can be written as
(A.24)

0= [(ha = M) = + fia(0,0)22] + [y - 20

8’[)1

0z(v)
Ovy

) + [Aova + g21(0,v1)v1 + g22(0, v)va] -
where z(0) = 0 (note that ¢%£(0,0,0) = 0).

To get (A.22), we need to show z (v) = 0. First, note that z (v) = 0 satisfies (A.24). Thus,
(A.22) holds if we show that z = 0 is the unique solution of (A.24). Note that, by Proposition
A2, z (v) satisfies (A.24) if and only if the 2-dimensional manifold

(A.25) {(v,2):2=2(v) and 2 (0) = 0}
be invariant with respect to the flow of the C¢~!-smooth system

U1 = =101,
(A.26) V2 = —Agv2 — g21(0,v1)v1 — g22(0, v)v2,
2= (A2 — A1) 2+ f12(0,v)2%,

which is defined on a small neighborhood of the origin in R3. (Indeed, relation (A.24) is the
condition of the invariance of (A.25) with respect to the flow of system (A.26).) Therefore, the
uniqueness of the solution of (A.24) can be proved by showing that system (A.26) has a unique
invariant manifold of the form (A.25). To do this, first, notice that this system possesses a
unique two dimensional stable invariant manifold of form (A.25). Second, we observe that any
orbit on manifold (A.25) converges to the origin of system (A.26): the first two equations in
(A.26) are independent of z and have (v1,v2) = (0,0) as an asymptotically stable equilibrium.
Therefore, as t — oo, an orbit (v(t),z(v(t))) of system (A.26) which belongs to invariant
manifold (A.25) converges to (0, z (0)). Since z (0) = 0, this means that any invariant manifold
of the form (A.26) must be a subset of the stable manifold of system (A.26). However, since
both manifolds are 2-dimensional, they must be the same. Therefore, system (A.26) has a
unique invariant manifold of the form (A.25) which is in fact its stable invariant manifold.
This ends the proof of Lemma A.7 and hence the proof of Lemma 2.7. O

B. Proofs of Lemmas 2.9, 2.10 and 2.11

We only prove Lemma 2.9. The proofs of Lemmas 2.10 and 2.11 are similar. We refer the
reader to [Bak20] for the proofs of these lemmas. We start with a discussion on the method of
the proof and then proceed to the proof of Lemma 2.9.

B.1. The method of the proof

Here, we present the main procedure which is used in the proofs of Lemmas 2.9, 2.10, 2.11
and also Lemma C.1 (see Appendix C). Consider system (2.14) and denote its unique solution
that satisfies boundary condition (2.15) by (u*,v*), where u* = (uj,u3) and v* = (v],v3). We
may also write this as

(B.1) (u*,v*) = (u* (1), v* () = (u* (¢, 7, w10, u20, Vir, V27 ) , v (L, T, w10, U0, V17, V2r) ),

to emphasise that in addition to time variable ¢, this solution explicitly depends on 7 and the
boundary conditions wuig, w2, vir and v, as well. It is easy to see that (u*(t),v*(t)) is a
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solution of this system with boundary conditions (2.15) if and only if
t
i) =M+ [ MOOR (@ (5),0° (5) s
0
t
w3(0) =+ [ OB (5),0° (5)
0
00 =e MO~ [TeNe0Gy 0 (5), 0 (9) ds
t
vi(t) =e 2ty — / e 260G, (u* (s),v* (s)) ds.
t

For a given 7, denote by Z the set of all vector valued functions (uj (¢),us (t),v1 (t),v2 (t))
defined for ¢ € [0, 7] on some small neighborhood of the origin in R*. Then, the right-hand side
of (B.2) defines an integral operator on Z, denote it by ¥, as follows:

T (ur (8),u2 (t), 01 (1), v2 () — (ur (t),u2 (), 01 (1), 02 (t)),
where

t
T (1) = e Mlugg + / MOy (u(s), v (s)) ds,
0
t
T (t) = e ugy + / M0y (u (s), v (5)) ds,
0
B (8) = ey, - / eNENE (u(s) v (s)) ds,
t

To (1) = e 220y — / e 2267DGy (u(s) , v (s)) ds.
t

The solution (u*(t),v*(t)) is in fact the fixed point of this integral operator. According
to [SSTCI8] (Theorems 2.9 and 5.11), this integral operator is a contraction and its fixed point
is the limit of the sequence of successive approximations

{ (@ ®.00) = (1@ O, " 0.5 0) )
where (u(o),v(o)) = (0,0) and
(u(”+1)(t),v(”+1)(t)> ;- (u(") (t), o™ (t)) . Vn>0.

( ) E A and T (A) C A. Since

Let A be a closed subset of Z such that (u(t),v (t)) =
t ( )) belongs to A for all

(u(o), v©) ) = (0,0) € A, the invariance of A implies tha
n > 0, and so does the solution (u*(t), v*(t)).

Remark B.1. Assume that there exists a ’certain estimate’ which for any arbitrary (u (t) ,v (1)) €
A, its image T (u (t) ,v (t)) satisfies. Therefore, since T (u*,v*) = (u*,v*), the solution (u*,v*)
itself satisfies that certain estimate as well.

Our approach for proving Lemmas 2.9, 2.10 and 2.11 (and Lemma C.1) is based on this
remark. We construct the integral operator, introduce the invariant set A and find an estimate
for the image of the elements of this set under €. Then, this estimate holds for the solution
(u*,v*) too.
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B.2. Proof of Lemma 2.9

Throughout, we use the following notation: = = (u,v), x (t) = (u(t),v(t)), and x (s) =
(u(s),v(s)). Recast system (2.4) into the form (2.14), where

F; (z) =£f; (2) u% + fio (x) uyug + £i3 () urvr + £i4 () ugve + £45 (x) u%

(B.3) + £i6 () ugvy + £i7 (z) ugve,
G; (z) =gi () v} + g2 () v1va + gis (x) viug + gia () viug + gis () v3

+ gi6 () vaur + gi7 (x) vaug,

for i = 1,2, and some continuous functions f;; and g;;. Let 2 be a small compact neighborhood
of O and define

(B.4) M* = sup {|fs; (u,0)] g (u,v)|}.
(u,v)EQ

Let 6 > 0 be small and consider the set
(B.5) A={z(t): Jui(®)], Jua(®)] <276, |oi(t)], [va(t)] < 27275},

where z (t) is any continuous function defined on 2 for ¢ € [0, 7].
We first show that A is invariant with respect to the integral operator T, i.e. T (A) C A.
By (B.3), (B.4) and (B.5), for any (u;(t),ua(t),v1(t),v2(t)) in A, we have

max{|F (z (1))], | B (x (£))|} < M* (126—%52 + 16e_>‘T52) ,
max{|G1 (z (t))|, |Gz (= (£))[} < M* (126*”(7*052 + 166*”52) .

Let M = 32M*\~!. For i = 1,2, we have

t t
< / A=) |E; (x (s))|ds < 16M*(52/ M=) (6_2/\5 + €_>‘T> ds < Me §2,
0 0

|U,; (t) — e_/\(T_t)viT‘ </ eA(t—5)|Gi (x (S))’ds < 16M*52/ €)\(t—s) (e—Q)\(T—s) + e—,\r>
t t

U; (t) — G_Atui()

SMef)\(Tft)(sz

Choose ¢ sufficiently small such that M¢ < 1. Taking into account that |uig|, |u20l, |vi+],
|vg,| are all bounded by &, we have max{[@; ()|, [tz (t)|} < 2e~§ and max{[v (¢)|, [v2 (t)|} <
2e~M7=Y§. Thus, (7 (t), 7z (t), 71 (t),T2 (1)) € A, as desired.

Meanwhile, we have shown that the image of any element of A under ¥ can be written in
the form (2.16) such that the corresponding &7, &2, (1 and (, satisfy the estimates given in the
statement of the lemma. However, since (u(o), U(O)) = (0,0) € A, it follows from Remark B.1
that the same holds for the solution (u (¢),v (¢)) that satisfies boundary condition (2.15). This
ends the proof of Lemma 2.9.

C. Proofs of Lemmas 3.12 and 3.13

The main part of this appendix is the proof of the following lemma:
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LeEMMA C.1. Let (2.21) be the local map of system (2.12) and suppose (uig,v10) € Da.
Write x := (u10,v19). We have

o gg; () = (L 4+7) e N7 [1+0()]. 3”1 (1) =770 e N1+ 0 )],
C.1
SZ? (@)= =72 .M (1400, g”f () = (17N [1+0(6)].

It is straightforward to derive Lemmas 3.12 and 3.13 from Lemma C.1 (see [Bak20]). Indeed,

by this lemma, an estimate for 9(u10,010)
9(u10,v10)

implicit relations between (u19,v10), (w,2), (10,710) and (w,Z) to prove Lemmas 3.12 and
3.13. We refer the reader to [Bak20] for further details.

can be obtained. One can use this estimate and the

Proof of Lemma C.1. Let (2.22) be the solution of system (2.12) that satisfies boundary con-
ditions (2.15), where ugg = wvor = 0. When the point (uig,d, v1p,v20) on II° reaches the
cross-section IT* at (ujr, u2r,v1s,0), the corresponding flight time 7 is uniquely determined by
u1g and vig, i.e. T =7 (u19,v10), for some function 7. Thus, by (2.23), we have

(C.2) v19 = v7 (0, 7 (w10, v10) , w10, 9, M2 (210, V10) , 0) ,
(C.3) v20 = v3 (0, 7 (w10, v10) , 10, 9, M2 (210, V10) , 0) ,
(C.4) m (w10, v10) = v} (T (w10, v10) , T (w10, v10) , w10, 0, M2 (W10, V10) 5 0) -

Recall that, by Lemma 2.14, vy is a function of w3 and v1g which we denote it by & (u19, v10)-
Both sides of (C.2), (C.3) and (C.4) are functions of ujg and vjg. Differentiating these three
relations with respect to w19 and vig gives the following identities

©5) o i or  ov ovt|  Om
or t=0 6u10 8u10 =0 Ovh t=0 8’&10
ovy or ovy ona
(06) L= (97’ t=0 ' 82}10 81)17- +=0 ‘ (91)10’
(.7) Ok _ ov3 SOt Ov; ov3 Oy
8U10 87’ t=0 8U10 8U10 =0 81)17- t=0 8u10’
(C.8) Ok _ ovs ~or ovs Oy ’
8'010 or =0 81)10 81)17— =0 67)1()
o Omo_ow|  or o] or  ou| | ow|  om
8u10 ot t—7 8U10 or t—1 8u10 (9U10 t—7 a’UlT t—7 8U10’
(C.10) Om _oui| Ot  Oui| 0T | Oy L Om
(91}10 875 =1 82110 87’ =1 6@10 (91}17- =1 8’010

To obtain the estimates in (C.1): we first estimate the following expressions

. Ouj .\ Ok Ok ooy Ouj ovy vy

(1) ot t:T’ (11) duio’ duip’ (111) du1o t:‘[" duio t:()7 duio t:O’
. ouj vy ov3 ouy vy vy
1v V) 5= ry .

( ) Ovir |y, Ovir |,_g’ Ovir |;_g’ ( ) or | 07 |1y’ 97 |4—g

(i) Estimate for %

: By (2.9), (2.7) and the first equation of (2.12), we have

ouy
ot

= —/\1’LL17 + 0 (U%T) + 0 (ulTugT) + 0 ('U17-U27-) y

t=1
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and by virtue of (2.34), (2.35) and (2.36), for (u10,v10) € D1 U D2, we have

ou*
(C.ll) 8utl — = —)\167)‘17-11,10 [1 + 0 (5)] .

(i1) Estimates for 88750 and 8?;’:0: Following Lemma 2.14, & is a C?-smooth (¢ > 2) function

of (u19,v10) which is defined on an open neighborhood of M* € II®. Since its restriction to
Dy UDs is of the form (2.39), we have

Ok Ok 0%k 0%k 0%k ¥
k(0,0) = — (0,0) = — (0,0) = W%o (0,0) = W%o (0,0) =0, Bu10010 (0,0) = 5

Since v19 = O (u19) and u1g = O (v1g), by Taylor theorem, for (u1g,v109) € D2, we derive

Ok y Ok
= — 1 1
urg (u10,v10) 5010[ +o(1)],

— _7
10 (u10,v10) = 5 10 1+o0(1)].

. our  ovF ov
In order to get estimates for S, =L and 2, where 6 = ujg, vi, and 7, we solve some
00 0 00 00 ’

boundary value problems. Let (2.22) be the solution of system (2.12) which satisfies boundary
conditions (2.15). By writing system (2.12) in the form (2.14), i.e.

F1 (u,v) = fi1 (u1,v) w1 + fio (u1,ug,v) ug, F5 (u,v) = faz (u1,uz2,v) ug,

(C.12)
G1 (u,v) = gn (u,v1) v1 + gi2 (u, v1,v2) ve, G (u,v) = g2 (u, v1,v2) v2,

where f;; and g;; satisfy (2.9) and (2.7), we have

. % * * % % %
Uy, = —Aguy, + Fi(ul, uz, v, v3),
.k

C.13
( ) Uy = +A\pvr + Gi(ul, us, v1, v3), (k=1,2).

Differentiating (C.13) with respect to 6, where 6 = uqg, v1, and 7, gives
U . U U
(C.14) < v ) = diagonal (—)\1, — A2, A1, \2) - < v ) + M(t) - ( v > ,

where U = (U1,U3), V = (V1, Vo), M(t) = OF1,F3,G1,G2)

— O(u1,u2,v1,v2)

and, for (i =1,2),

(u*v*)

o 8“? (t7 T,U10, U205 V17, ’1)27—) 8”; (tv T,U10, U20, V17, UQT)
00 ’ 00

The solution (U (t),V (t)) of system (C.14) that satisfies the boundary conditions

(C.15) Us(t)

Vi(t) =

(C.16) U1(0) = Uip, U2(0) =Us, Vi(7r) = Vi, Va(r)= Vo,
is in fact the fixed point of the integral operator
(C.17) T (U1 (t),Us (t), V1 (1), Vs (t)) = (U1 (), Uz (t), V1 (t),Va(t)),

such that

t T
Ui (t) = e MU + / NEDP (s)ds,  Vi(t) = e NV, ¢ / M=, (s) ds,
0 t
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where
Pi(t) =Fiy, (2" () - U1 ()

Fiyy (27 (1) - U (8) + Fig, (27 (1) - Vi () + Fio, (27 (1)) - Va (8)
Qi (t) =Gy, (2" (1)) - U1 (t) "

Giuy (27 (1)) - Uz (1) + Gy (27 (1)) - Vi (1) + G, (27 (1) - V2 (8)

for i = 1,2 and x* (t) = (u* (t),v* (t)) (see [SSTCI8]). Moreover, this integral operator is a
contraction and its fixed point (U (¢),V (t)) is the limit of the sequence

{(UP0.v00) = (v 0.0 0" 0. 0) |

where (U©, V) = (0,0) and (U (¢), VD (#)) =T (U™ (), V™ (1)), ¥n > 0.
(i1i) Estimates for gfo i aaﬁo g:fo o’ Let (Ui, Us, V1, Va) be the solution of

t=0
system (C.14), i.e. the fixed point of (C.17), where

n=0oo

8u: (t’ 7, U10, 420, Vi, 1)27—) Vi(t) = 81}: (ta T,U10, U20, V1, 7)27')
8u10 ’ z< ) -

Ui(t) = , (1=1,2).

Ou1

Taking into account that (B.2) holds for the solution (u*,v*) of system (2.12), we have
(C.18) U1(0)=Up=1, U(0)=Uzp =0, Vi(r)=Viy =0, Va(r)=Ve, =0.
We claim that the solution (U, V') that satisfies (C.18) is of the form

Uil(t) = e ™M1 + 0 (6)], Us(t) = e 20 (6),

(C.19) Vi(t) = e 200 (5) Va(t) = e 270 (4).

To prove the claim, let us first show that the set

A= {(U1 (1), U2 (1), Vi (), Vo () = [Un(t)] < 2e7M, [Ua(t)] < e,
A <N, [Vah] < ),
where (Ui(t),Us(t), Vi(t), Va(t)) is any continuous function defined on ¢ € [0,7], is invariant

with respect to integral operator (C.17). Note that since f;; and g;; in (2.12) are CI71 (¢ > 2)
and fulfill (2.9) and (2.7), the first derivatives of F; and G; can be written as

F1u1 ( ) f% ( )ul +f%2 (x) u2, F1u2 (x) - f%l (x) U1 +f%2 (33) V2,
Flm ( ) fi{) ( )ul +f12 (ZL‘) Uz, F1v2 (ZL‘) :lell (:U) U1 +f4112 (:U) U2,
Fyy, (z) = £3; (z) ua, Fay, (z) = £3; () ug + £35 (2) ua,

Fy, (.’L’) = f21 (z )uQ Fyy, (2?) = f%l ((L‘) u2, Glul (x) = g%l (1‘) v + g%Q (z) v2,
G1u2 (.CE) = g%l ($) v+ g%Z ($) V2, lel (l’) = g?l ('T) v+ g?Q ('T) V2,
G1v2 (:E) = gill (:C) uy + gil2 (ZC) U2, G2u1 (l‘) = g%l (x) V2,
Gau, (z) = g%l (z) vz, Gay, (z) = g%l (z) vz, Ga, (z) = g%l (z)v1 + g%Q (z) v2,
where x = (u,v), and ffj and gfj are some continuous functions. Consider the constant M given

by Lemma 2.11. Recall that ¢ is sufficiently small such that M¢§ < 1. Let MT = max{3,3M}.
Then, for the solution (u* (t),v* (t)) of system (2.12), we have

luj (1) < MTe™ts,  |op (1) < MTe 8005 (i=1,2).
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Let © be a small compact neighborhood of the equilibrium O of system (2.12). Define M* :=
SUD(4,0)€0) {|ff] (u,v)|, \gfj (u, U)|}, and M* := M*MT. We have

*

}Flul (U*,U*) )

U)o [ P, (w7, 07) ) | (u*,v%) | < Mte Mis
| Fouy (u*,0%) |, [ Foy, (u*,07) |, ‘F%Z (u*’v*) | < Mie—rots
| Fly, (W, 0") |, |Gry, (u*,0%) |, |Gy, (u”, 0" |, |G,y (", 0") | < Mie—M(=1s
|Gy, (u*,0%) Gay, (U*W* | < Mie (=05

(u

)

This implies

[Py ()] < M*§ [3e72ME - 2¢7M7] Py (t)] < M5 [36—()\14-)\2) e (e t]
Q1 ()] < M¥§ [3e™M7 26 2MT=0] | 1Qy (¢)| < M*S [3e~ Mt 2277 4 2= (A (T=D)]

Define M = 6M*)\; 1. Using the above relations, we have

[Ta(t) — e

t t
< / ’e’\l(s_t)Pl (s) ‘ds < 3M15/ eM(s=1) [6_2/\15 + e”‘”} ds < Me_ht&,
0 0

t t
‘Ug(t)’ < / ‘e/\Z(S_t)PQ (s) ‘ds < 3Mi5/ 257t [e_(’\”)‘?)s + e_/\”_)‘l(T_S)} ds < Me 25,
0 0

i

)q(t—s)Ql (S) ‘ds < 3Mi(5 /T 6)\1(15_5) [6—)\17— + e—2>\1(7——s)} ds < M6_>\1(T_t)(57
t

‘Vz )S

)\z(t s) Q- (S) )ds < 3M¢5/T 6)\2(15—3) |:6—/\15—)\2(T—s) + 6—()\1+)\2)(T—S):| ds
t

<M —Aa(T=t) 5,

Choosing § sufficiently small such that Md < 1, the above relation immediately implies
(U1 (), Uz (t),V1(t),Va(t) € A, as desired.

Meanwhile, we have shown that the image of any element of A under ¥ is of the form
(C.19). However, since (U®, V() = (0,0) € A, it follows from Remark B.1 that the same
holds for the solution (U (¢),V (t)) that satisfies boundary condition (C.16). This gives (C.19)
and therefore,

ouj

* *
ovj o0v;

=e M [1+0(0 =eM70(S =e 70 (5).
aulo —r [ + ( )] Y aulo =0 € ( )7 8“10 =0 € ( )
(iv) Estimates for % ’88;}1{ _ d ;Z; Y Let (U, Us, Vi, V3) be the solution of

system (C.14), where U; and V- are as in (C.15) for § = vy,;. With the same method that we
derived (C.19), one can prove that when (u10,v10) € Da, the solution (U, V) is of the form

Uy(t) = e M0 (5), Us(t) = e 220 (6),
Vi(t) =e M1+ 0(8)],  Va(t) = e 0N0(9),

(see [Bak20]). Therefore, when (u19,v19) € D2, we have

*
ouj
vy, lt=

ML —ewprow), 22

_ —2)\17'0 5
€ (9), Oviy lt=0 Ovyy lt=0

= e 270 (6).
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(v) Estimates for % , %LE . and %‘ . Let (Uy, Us, V1, V) be the solution of system
= t= t

(C.14), where U; and V; are as in (C.15) for § = . With the same method that we derived
(C.19), one can prove that when (ujg,v10) € D2, the solution (U, V) is of the form

Ul(t) = e MO ((5’11,10’) s Ug(t> = e 20 (52) ,

Vi(t) = e M Do [+ 0 (0)],  Va(t) = e @05 =X + 0 ()],

(see [Bak20]). Therefore, when (u1g,v19) € D2, we have

* *
ou] ov]

. _—\T _ —\1T
e O (6]uio) » 9 o Ae Mo 140 (6)],
dv3 X2
- = - o1 .
a9 lieo Age d[14 0 (0)]

So far, we have obtained all the estimates that we required. Substituting these estimates
into (C.6) and (C.8) gives

_ or _ ona
_ AT . AT .
(C.20) 1=—-Xie " [1+ 0 (0)] B +e 1+ O (0)] Bong

U0 e her SO ar O
(C.21) 5 [14+0(0)] =—Xe 270 [1+ O ()] Doro +e 7?70 (6) Dong”
Relation (C.21) implies

or I N S W VAT Ong

(C.22) Jors ~ Nad <e 5 + 0O (9) 81}10) [1+0(9)].

By substituting this into (C.20), we have

On A1 72 A2 Proposition 2.19 012 2
_ T_ 0 et )1+ 0 (6) =pettion 219 P2 _ (1~ ”[1 05},
Do (6 52 € Tuovir | (140 (0)] Borg ~ L7 V)e +0(9)
as desired in (C.1). By Proposition 2.19, substituting this estimate into (C.22) yields
or 1 1 1 1
=——  —[140(w,)]=—— -—[1+0()].
1o A2 Ulo[ (v17)] A2 1}10[ @)

Similarly, we can estimate derivatives of 7 and 7y with respect to uig. By substituting the
obtained estimates into (C.7), we have

i — ;1 T ot %
(C.23) Dt~ gd <5€ vi0+ O (0) + O (9) 8u10) [14 O (9)].

Substituting these estimates into (C.5) and simplifying the result using Proposition 2.19 give

the desired estimate for 881:7120. In addition, we have
or 1 1
—=——-—[140()].
Au1g A2 u1g 1+00)
It is easily seen that substituting the estimates that we have derived so far into (C.9) and
(C.10) gives the desired estimates for 59777110 and %. This ends the proof. O

Remark C.2. In the case of homoclinic figure-eight, the estimates given by Lemma C.1 also
hold for the local maps T{°¢ (on D3), TIS¢ (onD}), T (onD3) and T (on D3). For instance,
applying Lemma C.1 on the local map T on Dy of the system which is derived from system
(2.12) by applying the linear change of coordinates (uy, g, 1, 02) = (u1, ug, —v1, —v2) gives the
estimates in Lemma C.1 for T3¢ on D}.
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D. Invariant manifolds theory for cross-maps

In this appendix, we briefly discuss the method of cross-maps which is used in this paper to
prove the existence of the invariant manifolds of the Poincaré map along the homoclinic orbits.
We start with the formal definition of cross-maps:

Definition D.1. Let (X*, ||| x+) and (Y*,||ly+) be two Banach spaces, and U be a subset
of X* xY*. Let
T.U—TU)

(z,y) = (T,7)
be a map. We say T can be written in cross-form if and only if
T=F(x,79),
y=G(z,7),

holds for some functions F and G. The map defined by (D.1) (which maps (x,7y) to (T,y)), is
called the cross-map of T and denoted by T™.

(D.1)

In general, the composition of two maps which each can be written in cross-form cannot
necessarily be written in cross-form. Here we provide a specific setting in which the property
of 'being written in cross-form’ can transfer to the composition map: let (B, ||-||) be a Banach
space, and X7, X5, Y7 and Y5 be convex subsets of B. Consider the maps T7 : X1 xY7; — Xox Y5
and Ty : X9 X Yo — X1 X Y7 and suppose that both of them can be written in cross-form in
the following way:

(z,y) =T1 (x,y) ifandonlyif Z=p;(z,y) and y=q (z,7),

and

(£'7 :g) = T2 (f7 y) if and Only if T =Dp2 (fa Z)) and y =4q2 (§7 g) ;

Wherepl:XleQ—>X2,q1:X1><Y2—>Y1,p2:X2><Y1—>X1 andqg:ngY1—>Y2are
some smooth functions. Let

{Hapl 3]91 Hafh a611 }<K1
Op2 3192 0q2 a612
<
mac{ | 52 |- |5 |52 |- 5 |} <2

for some constants K7 and Ks.

LEMMA D.2. ( [Turl}], Lemma 4) Define T :=To0T) : X1 xY7] — X3 x Y. If K1 Ky < 1,
then

(i) the map T can be written in cross-form, i.e. there exist functions p and q such that
(2,9) =T (z,y) ifand onlyif Z=p(z,9) and y=q(z,9).
Moreover, the functions p and q are smooth and defined everywhere on X1 X Y7.

(i1) Equip X1 x Y1 with the norm ||(z,v)|, = max{vKi||z||, VEK2|y|}. We have

Ha@a q) K1 K>
(9(1‘,@) % 1 \/KlKQ
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The next theorem provides a setting in which if a map T possesses a cross-map T which
satisfies certain properties, then it has an invariant manifold that contains w-limit points of
every forward orbit of the domain. This theorem becomes powerful when one is looking for
the invariant manifolds of a non-smooth map whose cross-map is smooth. This result was first
obtained by Afraimovich and Shilnikov [AS77] for maps defined on an annulus. The following
formulation of this result which holds for arbitrary Banach spaces is stated in [SSTC98].

THEOREM D.3. ( [SSTC98], Theorem 4.3) With the setting in Definition D.1, let X and
Y be two convex closed subsets of X* and Y™, respectively, such that R =X xY Cc U, T* is
defined on R and T* (R) CR. Let F and G in (D.1) be C'-smooth and satisfy

0G H H OF
sup —_— E— + — 1
(z,9)eX XY Jy 0
and
el 15 1l <
where [l (z,9)|, = supgexxy e (@, 9)| for any vector-valued or matriz-valued function .
Then

(i) the map T has a C'-smooth invariant manifold M* = {(z,y) € R : © = h* (y)}, where
h* Y — X s a Lipschitz function with the Lipschitz constant

NN
|l oy x|,/

(ii) for any x = (x,y) € R and any arbitrary € > 0, there exists an integer N* € N such
that for any n > NZ if {T% (x)}\=p C R, then dist (T" (x), M*) < €. In particular, M*
contains the w-limit set of any point of R whose forward orbit lies entirely in R.

(11i) if R is bounded, then the integer Nt given above can be chosen independent of x, i.e. for
any arbitrary € > 0, there exists an integer N € N such that for any n > N. and any
x € R if {T" (x)}i=h C R, then dist (T™ (x), M*) < ¢

(iv) let M be a L-surface (i.e. M is the graph of some L-Lipschitz function h : Y — X ). Then
T (M) |xxy is a L-surface as well. Moreover, the sequence {T" (M) |xxy} converges to
M*.

Proof. See [SSTC98], Theorem 4.3 as well as Theorem 4.2 and its proof. O

PROPOSITION D.4. With the setting of Theorem D.3, if R is bounded, T~ exists and the
backward orbit of a point x € R lies entirely in R then x € M*.

Proof. The proof is by contradiction. Assume x ¢ M*. This implies dist (x, M*) > 0. Choose
an 0 < e < dist (x, M*) and consider N, given by Theorem D.3. We have dist (M*, TNe (T‘Ne (X))) <
e and thereby dist (M*,x) < €, which is a contradiction. O
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