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Abstract

In this paper we extend a method for iteratively improving slow manifolds so that it
also can be used to approximate the fiber directions. In its original form the method was
previously used succesfully by the first author and C. Wulff to obtain slow manifolds,
including normally elliptic ones in Hamiltonian systems, with exponentially small error-
field in analytic systems. The extended method is applied to general finite dimensional
real analytic systems where we obtain exponential estimates of the tangent spaces to
the fibers. The method is easily implemented numerically, which we demonstrate on
the Michaelis-Menten-Henri model. Finally, we extend the method further so that it
also approximates the curvature of the fibers.
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1 Introduction

Singularly perturbed systems involving different scales in time and/or space arise in a wide
variety of scientific problems. Important examples include: meteorology and short-term
weather forecasting [17], [18, 28], molecular physics and the Born-Oppenheimer approximation
[21], chemical enzyme kinetics and the Michaelis-Menten mechanism [22], predator-prey and
reaction-diffusion models [23], the evolution and stability of the solar system [15] [16] and the
modeling of tethered satellites [29, [30]. These systems can also be “artificially constructed” by
a partial scaling of variables near a bifurcation [26]. The main advantage of identifying slow
and fast variables is dimension reduction by which all the fast variables are “slaved” to the
slow ones through the slow manifold. Dimension reduction is one of the main aims and tools
for a dynamicist and the elimination of fast variables is very useful in for example numerical
computations. In fact, since fast variables require more computational effort and evaluations,
this reduction often bridges the gap between tractable and intractable computations. An
example of this is the long time (Gyears) integration of the solar system, see [15 [16]. See
also [2] for a numerical treatment of slow-fast systems.

Slow-fast systems and singular perturbation theory. We consider slow-fast sys-
tems of the form

Or = eX(x,y), (1.1)
8ty Y(l’,y),

with a small parameter e. The vector-fields X and Y will in general also depend upon e,
but we shall throughout suppress this dependency. In fact, one of the advantages of the
method we use is that it does not require any smoothness of X and Y as a function of e.
We assume that 0,Y is invertible on the set {Y(z,y) = 0} for ¢ = 0. This is precisely
the meaning of y being fast. Here 0, is used to denote the partial derivatives %, and we
will continue to use this symbol regardless of what object is being differentiated. By the
implicit function theorem the set {Y(x,y) = 0} can therefore locally be represented as a
graph M, = {y = no(z)}, and we introduce (z,y) = (xo,y0 + Mo(z0)) to transform these
equations into

o = €Xo(wo, o), (1.2)
Oyo = Yo(xo, o) = po(w0) + Ao(z0)yo + Rol(o, yo),

with
Po = —€3x77X(I07770)7 Ay = 3yY(SCo,770) - €8x773yX($07770)7

Ro(z,y0) = O(y2) and Xo(xo, yo) = X (0, M0 + ¥o). The manifold M is not invariant since
Yolyo=0 = po, but it is close to being invariant as py = O(e) is small.
In slow-fast systems one often connects (L.2]) with the system

a‘er - XO(ZEOa yO)a (13)
€0ryo = po(zo) + Ao(xo)y + Ro(zo, yo),



related to (L2) by the scaling of time 7 = et. If we formally set ¢ = 0 in (L2) and (L3),
then two limit systems are obtained. In (L3]), the formal limit is singular leading to the
algebraic equation: Ag(xo)yo + Ro(zo,y0) = 0. Note that Ay and Ry are here evaluated at
€ = 0. Due to the singular nature of this limit the theory is also referred to as singular
perturbation theory. The set of points My = {yo = 0} satisfying these equations is called a
slow manifold in the sense of MacKay [20], Definition 1, (or a critical manifold [I1]) and the
corresponding system: 0,z = Xo(xzo,0) is called the slow subsystem!] On the other hand, in
(L2), the formal limit leads to the fast sub-, or frozen, system: Oyyo = Ao(z0)yo + Ro(xo, yo)
with x¢ now considered as a parameter. In this system, M, is a set of equilibria and the
linearization 0,y = Ag(zo)dyo about these determine the classification of the slow manifold.
In particular, if yo = 0 is an elliptic or hyperbolic equilibrium, then the slow manifold M|
is said to be normally elliptic respectively hyperbolic at the point (xg,0). If My is normally
elliptic and the vector-field is real-analytic then there exists an almost invariant slow manifold
M, nearby. By “almost” it is understood that the error field, that is the normal component
of the vector field restricted to the slow manifold, is of order O(e=¢/€),C' > 0. If the slow-
fast system is Hamiltonian then M, can be made symplectic on which a (formally) reduced
Hamiltonian system can be defined. These are basically the main results of [31]. These
results are obtained using the method of straightening out which we now explain.

The SO method. We now describe the method of straightening out as it is presented by
MacKay in [20]. We will henceforth abbreviate this method by SO. It is this method which
we in this manuscript seek to extend. The method is iterative, considering normal forms
of the form (L2) at each step of the iteration. To complete the first step of the iteration,
consider the equation Yy = 0, with Yy as in (L2]). This gives, by applying the implicit
function theorem, a solution yo = 11 (z) close to

m o~ —Aglpo, (1.4)

since Ry = O(y2). The graph M; = {yo = m(xo)} will be an improved slow manifold.
To show that this is indeed an improved slow manifold, one straightens out the new slow
manifold by introducing 1, through yo = y; + 71. Then the equations become

Oy = €X1(xo,y1),  Oyr = Yi(xo, 1) = p1(x0) + A1(x0)y1 + Ri(2o, y1),
with
p1 = —€0,m Xo(xo, M), (1.5)

and so formally p; = O(e?), since 7, = O(e) ([4), which is the measure of the error-field,
an improvement from O(e) to O(e?). Here Y; = —ed,10Xo(zo, y1 + m) + Yo(zo,y1 + m1) and
X1 = Xo(zo,y1 +m). We use 0,1 rather than 0,,n to avoid clutter. Continuing in this way,
at each step solving Y;(xo,y;) = 0 for y; = mi11(x0) and then setting y; = yir1 + mir1(x0), we
obtain an improved error at the end of each step which is a O(e)-multiple of the previous
error leading to formal O(€")-estimates. The method, though viewed slightly differently, is
actually identical to the method suggested by Fraser and Roussel [6, 27]. In [12] this method

LOften slow manifolds are also required to be invariant, but this is too strong a requirement in the
normally elliptic setting. This is the motivation for MacKay’s definition.



is also referred to as the iterative method of Fraser and Roussel. This can be realized by
introducing the partial sum n™ = >"" | n; and expanding Y,,_1(zo, n,,(z0)) as

Yo1(2o, M(20)) = —€02mn-1Xn—2(T0, -1 + M) + Yn-2(Z0, -1 + 1)
= _Ea:cnn—an—?:(xm Mn—2 + -1 + 77n) - Eaxnn—2Xn—3(x0> NMn—2 + Mn—1 + 77n)
+ Yo3(20, M2 + N1 + 1) = -+
= —edpn" " Xo(20,n") + Yo(wo, ")

The equation:
— €, Xo(0,m") + Yo(wo,n") = 0, (1.6)

defines the nth step of Fraser and Roussel’s iterative method in which one solves for an
improved slow manifold ", see [0, 27] and [12] where an asymptotic analysis of the method is
given. The reference [12] does, however, not obtain exponential estimates. When the method
is viewed within MacKay’s setting we can also realize that we can in fact allow Ay to be an
unbounded operator: It is only necessary to assume that Ag(x)~' is bounded, making the
approach potentially useful for partial differential equations. Note that p; actually vanishes
at a true equilibrium where Xo(zo,70) = 0, and the improved slow manifold M; = {y; = 0}
therefore includes all equilibria near M,. This property is preserved when using the method

iteratively.
For Neishtadt’s Hamiltonian example
Ly 1,
H = 3% + Y +v+eyf(u),

with f(u) = Y07 e ™sin(nu) and symplectic form w = dz A dy + ¢ 'du A dv, one can by
introducing ( = x + 1y construct the optimal slow manifold and show that it cannot be
improved beyond an exponential estimate. See [§]. The almost invariance is therefore the
best one can aim for in a general setting for normally elliptic slow manifolds. Normally
hyperbolic slow manifolds, on the other hand, persist. Nevertheless, it is not in general
possible to show convergence of the iteration. This is due to the fact that the persistent
manifolds, as with center manifolds, are not in general analytic [1].

Normally hyperbolic slow manifolds and their fibers. When M, is normally
hyperbolic then Fenichel’s theory [ [5] applies and there exists a perturbed, invariant slow
manifold M, for € # 0 nearby. Moreover, the stable and unstable manifolds persist. To
explain the latter, consider at ¢ = 0 the fast fiber F;° = {(xo, yo)||lyol| < A} based at the
point zp = (z9,0). If the real parts of the eigenvalues of A are all negative, then M, for
e = 0 is asymptotically stable and all solutions on F{° contract exponentially toward the
base point zy provided A is sufficiently small. By Fenichel’s theory the fast fibers F;° perturb
to F? forming an invariant family F, = U, cp F?° along which solutions contract to M..
The invariance of this family is understood in the following sense

D! (F0) C Frot),

where ®f) is the time-t flow map of (I.2)). The motion of any point on F? therefore decomposes
into a fast contracting component and a slow component governed by the motion of the base
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point z, = 7sz of the fiber. In the physics literature a fiber is also sometimes called an
isochron [3].

The fiber projection 7y is smooth, and so locally there exists a transformation (u,v) —
(20, Yo), which is O(e) close to the identity, mapping ([L.2]) into the Fenichel normal form [11]:

Ou = €eU(u), 0w =V (u,v)v.

These are the ideal coordinates for the description of the system near the slow manifold,
in particular useful when solving the problem numerically; the slow manifold coincides with
the zero level set {v = 0} and the fibers of the form F"° have been straightened out to
{(u,v)|u = uy, ||v|| < A}. We will approach this ideal by first constructing a transformation
(z,y) — (xo,y0) so that the z-equation, up to exponentially small error terms, becomes
independent of y to linear order:

Oy = e(A(z) + O(y?)) + O(e™/),
Oy = Alx)y + O(y*) + O(e™/).

Then the tangent space to the fibers at (z,,0) will almost coincide with {(x,y)|z = z.}.
Later we will also seek to remove the terms that are quadratic in y. Similar ideas have been
developed in [3, 25] for center manifolds near non-hyperbolic equilibria.

When M is of saddle type, with a stable manifold W*(M) of dimension n} and an unstable
manifold W*"(M) of dimension n} (ny = nj+nY), then Fenichel’s normal form takes a slightly
different form: There exists a transformation (u,v,w) = (2o, o), with dim{v} = n} and
dim {w} = n}, which is O(e) close to the identity, mapping (L2) into

atu = 6(UvO(u) + Ul(ua v, ’LU)U'LU),
O =V (u,v,w)v, (1.7)

Ow = W (u,v,w)w.

Here U;(u,v,w) : {v} x {w} — R is a bilinear function of v and w. The slow manifold is
then given by {v = 0, w = 0} with stable manifold {w = 0} and unstable manifold {v = 0}.
The transformation may only exist in a small neighborhood of the slow manifold so in general
we need |[v]| < A, and ||w|| < A,.

Reduction methods. There are several alternatives to the method of straightening out
for approximating slow manifolds. We name a few others: The intrinsic low-dimensional
manifold (ILDM) method of Maas and Pope [19], the zero-velocity principle (ZVP) [7, 32],
and the computational singular perturbation (CSP) method initially due to Lam and Goussis
[13, [14], but later extended by Zagaris and co-workers [33]. The ILDM method is based on
the Jacobian of the vector-field and partitions this at each point into a fast and a slow
component based on spectral gaps of the Jacobian. The ILDM approximation to the slow
manifold is then defined as the locus of points where the vector-field lies entirely in the
slow subspace. In general, this only gives an approximation that agrees up to O(e) [12].
Nevertheless, the method is still quite powerful as it can be used in systems where a small
parameter may not be directly available. In the ZVP method an O(e")- approximation to
the slow manifold is obtained as the locus of points where the (n + 1)th time derivative of
the fast variable vanishes. This method has been used in an equation-free setting in [7].
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A distinctive contribution of the CSP method is that it also approximates the fibers in
the sense that it provides a set of basis vectors spanning the tangent spaces of the fibers
at the slow manifolds up to O(e"). We will in this paper show that it is also possible to
approximate these tangent spaces by adding an extra step to the method of straightening out.
The transformations we use have direct interpretations, and the method can be formulated
in a way that is similar to how Fraser and Roussel presented the method of straightening
out, only involving evaluations of the initial vector-field and its Jacobian matrix. Finally, the
method can be further extended so that it also approximates the curvature of the fibers. In
principle higher order effects can also be accounted for, but this introduces a certain degree
of complexity. In this paper we will therefore focus most of our effort on demonstrating the
first part of the method which seeks to estimate the tangent spaces of the slow manifold.
Once this approach has been established and demonstrated on the Michaelis-Menten-Henri
model, we will consider removing the part of the slow vector-field which is quadratic in
the fast variable, hence approximating the curvature of the fibers. One of the reasons for
choosing the Michaelis-Menten-Henri model as our example is that all the calculations can
be done explicitly. But moreover, it also allows for comparison with the results in [33] from
the application of the CSP method.

The SOF method. In this section we shortly describe our method for approximating
the tangent spaces of the fibers. We will refer to this method as the SOF method - the
extra F' has been added to SO to indicate that the approximation of the fiber directions is
build in as an extension of the original SO method. The method is based on normal form
computations, see e.g. [9] section 3.3. We start from the real analytic slow-fast system:

Oixg = € X (w0,y) = €(A(wo) + pro(20)y + T'(w0,y)),
Oy =Y (20,y) = p(wo) + A(z0)y + R(z0,9),

with p describing the error-field on {y = 0} and R, T'= O(y?*). We assume that there are n,
slow variables x € R™ and n; fast variables y € R". Following the O(e™!) applications of
the SO method we can take p = O(e~%/<) [31], and for the purpose of obtaining exponential
estimates we can therefore ignore this term completely. The aim is to introduce a succession
of transformations of the form z; = x;,1 + €¢; (241 )y formally pushing the term in e !0z,
which is linear in y to consecutive higher order in €. Let us consider the first step, introducing
xog = 1 + €po(z1)y so that

Oy = J 7 (eA(wo) + € {€D,Ado + 110 — oA} y + €O(y?))
=€ (A + {€0: Ao + po — PoA}y — €dupoAy + O(y?)) (1.8)

where J = I,+€0,¢oy, I, = identity € R"™*"s_is the Jacobian of the transformation x; — xg,
and where we have used the identity

J_l = [s - 68m¢0y + J_1<68x¢0y)2'

The term in ([.8)) which is linear in y is due to two contributions. The first one is due to the
expansion of X (zg,y) — ¢Y (x¢,y) in y, the curly bracket in ([[.§]), while the second one:

M1 = —Eam¢0A, (19)



comes from the inverse of the Jacobian. Here 0,¢¢A is understood column-wise:

0opol = (0u(¢)' A+ - 0s(0) A)

(¢)' = (¢)!(x0) € R™ being the ith column of ¢ = ¢(x) € R™*™ . We let ¢ be the solution
to the linear equation obtained by setting the first contribution, the curly bracket in (L8],
to zero:

€0, Ndg + o — poA = 0.

This equation has a solution ¢y close to pgA~1, and the new error term p; (L9), which by
construction is the only remaining term in e~ 'd,x; linear in v, is therefore formally smaller
than the old error py. There is an improvement from O(1) to O(e). Note also that

A=A, A=A

We will use these types of transformations successively in the proof, pushing the error term
to higher order in e. One of the main results of the paper is that eventually the error is
exponentially small: = O(e~¢).

We present the first result formally in Theorem 2.I] which we prove in section In
section (] we demonstrate how the method can be used computationally on the Michaelis-
Menten-Henri model. In section Bl we present a result, Theorem [B.1l on approximation
of the curvature of the fibers. Theorem [B.] excludes normally elliptic slow manifolds and
neutral saddle-type slow manifolds where both A and —\, Re A # 0, are eigenvalues of A.
This requirement appears in the construction of the appropriate transformations, where we
encounter linear matrix equations of the form:

for the unknown matrices 9. Solutions of this linear problem exist and are unique if and
only if o(A) No(—A) = 0, see [10], Theorem 4.4.6. Here o(A) denotes the spectrum of the
matrix A. The case where both A and —\, Re A # 0, are eigenvalues of the A leads to small
divisors, as in the problem of analytic linearization [9], and it will be considered separately
in section

As opposed to [31] the applications we have in mind are primarily for normally hyperbolic
slow manifolds, where the fibers provide the directions of the stable and unstable manifolds
along which the solutions relax to respectively escape the slow manifold. However, our results
in Theorem [2.1]still hold true for the normally elliptic case by providing coordinates in which
the slow dynamics become almost independent of the fast variables to linear order. The
improved slow manifold includes all nearby equilibria and, what is also new, the Jacobian of
the vector-field at an equilibrium takes a very suitable form with the linearized slow dynamics
being exactly independent of the fast variables.

Notation and preliminaries. Let (X, || | x) and (¥, ] ||y) be real Banach spaces, and
Xe = X @ iX respectively Ve = )Y @ i) their complexifications with norms ||zy + izs||x. =
21 || x + [|z2|| 2 and [Jy1 +iy2||ye = ly1lly + |ly2]ly. Here we are primarily thinking of X = R™
and )Y = R™, but other spaces will also be used and therefore prefer the general setting.
As the proofs involve many transformations, we prefer to reserve the use of subscripts to
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keep track of the steps in these coordinates changes, and will therefore use the alternative
notation (x);, 1 <i < mn, for the ith component of a vector z € R".

We will from now on denote all norms, including operator norms, by || - [. We hope
that this will not cause unnecessary confusion. Hopefully it will be clear from the context
what norm is used. Then f : Us — Ve, with U an open subset of A, is analytic if it
is continuously differentiable. That is if there exists a continuous derivative 0, f : Uz —
L(X¢, Yc), the Banach space of complex linear operators from X¢ to Ve equipped with the
operator norm, satisfying the following condition

1f(z + 1) — f(x) = 0 f(2)(R)]| = O|A]]*).

By real analytic we will mean analytic and real when the arguments are real. The higher
order derivatives can be defined inductively and 0 f becomes a map

oy f U — L" (g, Vo),

from U into the Banach space L"(AX¢, Vc) of all bounded, n-linear maps from A¢ X - -+ X X¢
(n times) into Ye. See [24] Appendix A for a reference on analytic function theory in Banach
spaces.

When U is an open subset of X then we define U + iy to be the open complex x-
neighborhood of U:

U +ZX = {SL’ S X(C‘ch(xvu) < X}7

where dy. is the metric induced from the Banach norm | - ||.
We frequently need the following Cauchy estimate:

Lemma 1.1 [2]] Assume that f : U — Ve is analytic and that f is bounded on the Xc-open
ball Be(xo) C Uc. Then

SupxeBg(xo) || f(!lﬁ') ||

10 f (0)]] < :

(1.10)

O

Remark 1.1 Consider f : U + ix — V¢ analytic and bounded. Then we can apply this
estimate to any zo € U + i(xy — &) to obtain:

SUP ey IS (@)l
sup |0, f(wo)]| < S ,
ro€UA+(Xx—E) 5

which we will write compactly as

L/ ()]
102 fllx—¢ < ol
§
This is the form of Cauchy’s estimate that we will be using. Similarly, we will by || - ||,

denote the sup-norm taking over the domain (U + ix) x (V +iv) of (z,vy).
Note also that the norm on the left hand side of (ILI0) is the operator norm on L(AX¢, Vc)
of complex bounded linear operators, while the norm on the right hand side is the norm on

Ve. o



Remark 1.2 We write a m-linear form such as 07" f(z) € L™(X¢, Vc) evaluated diagonally
on h € X as 0" f(x)h™. With this notation Taylor’s formula reads:

1
(n—1)!

! (1 B S)n_l n n

flx+h)=f(x)+ 0. f(x)h+ -+ gL f ()Rt

with the integral remainder being bounded by 1A* SUP< <1 || O f(w + sh)]|. 0

n!

2 Main result

We consider the real analytic slow-fast system ([L2]) in the form

Oy = €Xo(x0, yo) = €(Ao(xo) + 10(x0)yo + To(x0, Yo)), (2.1)
Oiyo = Yo(wo, yo) = po(0) + Ao(20)yo + Ro(xo, vo),

with n, slow variables and n; fast ones so that zo € U +1ixo C Xc = C™ and yo € V+1i1y C
Ve =C". Hered C X = R™ and V C Y = R"™ are real open subsets. Assume also that

lpollxo < OCe).

Theorem 2.1 Fiz 0 < x < xo and 0 < v < vy. Then there exists an € so that for all
€ < g the SOF method constructs a transformation (x,y) — (o, yo) which is e-close to the
identity from (U +ix) x (V +iv) to (U +ixo) X (V + ivy) mapping (2.1) into

O = e(A(x) + p(x)y + Q(z)y* + C(x,y)) (2.2)
Oy = p(z) + A(z)y + R(z,y)

with p and p vanishing at true equilibria,
v =l § = llolly < O(e=),
and T(z,y) = Q(x)y* + C(z,y), C = O(y?),
1A = Aollys 114 = Agllys 17 = Tollyws 1B = Rollyw < coe
for some constants c¢; and cs. O

We highlight that the estimates are not uniform in x and v. We also have the following
corollary which provides a convenient form for the transformation in Theorem 2.1}

Corollary 2.1 If the eigenvalues of Ay all have non-zero real part, then there exists an €
so that for all € < €y there exists a slow manifold M, of (Z2) and N, = O(e™') € N so that
M, is given as the graph

Yo = n(xo) + Oe=V°),



with n = SN 0., where the partial sums 0 = 3.1, n; satisfy (LB) for 1 < n < N, using
the convention n° = 0. Furthermore, the tangent space of the fibers F at the base point
20 = (20, n(x0)) is given as

T.,F>* =Rg ((If + eeﬁi)gzgégﬁ)o))wxo)) + (’)(e‘cl/e)) : (2.3)

Here Iy = identity € R™*" and ¢ = Zf;o n Where the partial sums ¢" = Y " ¢i(x)
satisfy

(0. X0 + 0,X00.0)¢" — €0, "' Xo + 0, X0 — ¢"(—€0,n, X0 + 9,Ys) = 0, (2.4)

for 0 < n < N, using the convention ¢—* = 0. The functions Xy, 0,Xo, 0,Xo and 9,Yy are
all evaluated at (zo,n(x0)),

PROOF Here Fenichel’s theorem applies. The first part of the corollary then follows di-
rectly from [31]. For the second part, note that each ¢, solves (B.4]) below. Here A(xy) =
Xo(zo,n(x)) and A(xg) = —€0,n0y Xo(z0,n) + 0y Yo(x0,n) from which ([2.4) follows by sum-
mation over n. Also since the method generates a transformation of the form

zo =z + €p(2)y + OW?), Yo =1y + nlwo).

we obtain a tangent vector to the curve 0 = 0((y);) at (zo,n(zo)) as

v 0= ()

Also (e;); = 6;; Kronecker’s delta, and (¢)" = (¢)"(z9) € R" is the ith column of ¢ = ¢(x) €
Rnsxnf‘ [ ]

We believe that these results, in particular in the form presented in Corollary 1, are useful in
computations as the approximation of the relevant objects, the slow manifold and its tangent
spaces, only require evaluations of the initial vector-field and its gradients. In particular, we
believe that the approximations of the tangent spaces can be usefully applied in examples
with many fast degrees of freedoms where one is faced with having to trade off accuracy
with minimizing computational effort. From a given initial condition (z,yo), near the slow
manifold, one can approximate the fiber projection 7y : (xg, yo) — (2, 7(x)), onto the base
point, by solving the equations

o = 2,7 + ep(x;)y, (2.5)
Yo =y + 1(x0),

for y and 2;,"*. The second equation gives y = yo—n(zo) which inserted into the first equation
gives a non-linear equation for a;*”. The right hand side of this equation is, however, e-
close to the identity. In [33] it is stated that this projection is only O(e), and therefore
asymptotically in e not better than the “naive projection” (xq,y + n(zo)) — (xo,n(x0)).
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However, this estimate is for fixed y. We believe it is more appropriate to highlight that the
error is of the form:

175 (20, yo) — (23" (™))l = Oley?)

In particular it is exact (up to the exponentially small error terms) if the tangent space is
a hyperplane (which [33] also highlights). The different projections are illustrated in Fig. [l
The linear projection accounts for the “initial slip” [3] along the slow manifold.

(20, ¥0)

Slow manifold

Figure 1: Illustration of the different projections: naive, linear and exact. The linear projec-
tion (zo, yo) — (p™, n(xy"?)) is given by the equations in (2.3).

By approximating the fiber projection we can compute approximations to the dynamics
having only to propagate initial conditions on O(1) time scales, splitting the problem into
first propagating the base point x, = x,(7), T = €t, through

a7':1:'b - XO(‘Ta n(xb))a

and then follow this by propagating yo = yo(t) through

Oyo = Yo(zo, yo + n(x0)),

using zo = a3, + €p(xp)y and the solution x, = x,(7) obtained from the first step. We aim to
investigate our results within this setting in future research.

3 Proof of Theorem 2.1]

We first make use of the result from [31], to transform (21J) into

Orro = eX (wo,y) = e(A(xo) + po(0)y + T'(70,Y)),
Oy =Y (w0, y) = p(xo) + A(zo)y + R(z0,Yy),
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defined on the domain (zo,y) € (U +ix) x (V +iv) with x = (x + x0)/2 and v = v, and
where p = O(e=“/¢). In fact, we initially ignore this term setting p = 0. Furthermore, X
and Y are e-close to X respectively Y, being given by

X(z0,y) = Xo(wo,n(20) +¥), (3.1)
Y (20,y) = —0.1nXo(w0,n(x0) +y) + Yo(z0,n(70) + ¥).

Let K and C} be so that A7, < & and [|0,All, < Cj.
We define the error vy by

Yo = lluollx,
and apply the transformation
zo = 71 + €¢o(21)Y,
where ¢ solves
€0 Ao + o — poA = 0. (3.2)
Cf. (L8)) this transforms the system into

Oy = €(A(z1) + pny + T (21, y))
Oy = A1)y + Ri(z1,y),

with

H1 = _60x¢0A-

Remark 3.1 The modified function p; vanishes at an actual equilibrium where A = 0.
This implies that the linearization in these coordinates takes a very suitable form with the
linearized slow dynamics 0;0x; = €0, Adx, exactly independent of the fast variables. o

Note that

21 = 2olly.r = €ll@oylly. < €00, (3-3)
where o = sup, ¢y, [|y]]. From the linear equation ([.2)) we immediately obtain

Lemma 3.1 Ife < 1/(KC}) then the solution of {3.2) satisfies

[dolly < K. o

12



PROOF Take ¢) = pA™", let 7 = £+ and introduce ¢y = ¢ + 2 so that [B2) becomes
2= F(2),
where F(z2) = €0, A(¢) + 2)A~!. We have
1F(2)[ly < eKCyr <,

eKC <1

10 Fly, <

Here we have used the assumption ¢ < 1/(KCY). The function F' is therefore a contraction
on B, C V +iv and there exists a unique solution of (3.2) with

[dollx < 2r = K. =
Using this lemma we can then estimate the new error using a Cauchy estimate

KC’A7
é.o 0

where y; = x — &. We now use this result successively, introducing x,, = z,11 + €dn(Tn11)y
with ¢,, solving

Y1 = [y, <€

€0 NPy, + phy — P A =0, p, = —€0,0n_ 1A\, (3.4)

onxr €U+ iXn, Xn =X — ZZ “o &n, for each n > 1. We take §, = £ = 2eKC) at each step
so that

1
A < S <27 ",

Tnt+1 S € ‘, > =
with v, = ||ttnllxns Xn = x — 1. Note also that
n—1 n—1
|20 = 2ol < D Tis1 = illyuw < €0 > 270 < 2607,
i=0 1=0
Setting xn, = x we realise that we can take N, = E = XOQ? = O(e™ ') steps so that

v, <27 (46Kc )

Including p = O(e~“/¢) does not change the conclusion. The result therefore follows.

Remark 3.2 Here we consider a fixed number applications of the SOF method, and show
that the extension should only be iterated as many times as the first part has been iterated
for the approximation of the slow manifold. To show this, we fix £ € Ny, and apply the SO
method k times to (I2)) so that the equations for (zo, yx) = (zo, yo — n*(z0)) are

Orxo = eXo(zo, yx +1"),
Oy = pr(xo) + Ag(xo)yr + Ri(xo, yr),

13



with p, = O(¢"1). The SO method has then in fact been applied k + 1 times to the original
equations (LI)). Next, we apply the SOF method to these equations by introducing the
transformation zg = 2,11 + €0™ (241 )yr Where ¢" = O(1) solves ([2.4]) with n replaced by n*:

Nni1 = €Xni1 (Tp1, yr) = €(X0 —¢"pn
4 {6(836)(0 0, Xo0un )" — c0s6" X + 0, X0 — & (—edur"D, X0 + ayyo)}yk
— e<8x(¢” — " N X+ " xpm") Yk + O(yi))
=€ <X0 —¢"pn + <€ax¢nXo + €¢n5x,0k¢") Yk + O(yi)) ~

Here ¢,, = ¢"—¢" 1 = O(e") and Xy, Y and their derivatives are all evaluated at (xq, n*(z()).
Therefore the error, that is the term in X, linear in y; is formally of order

€0;0nXo + €0" 0 prd" = (Q(E"Jrl) + (’)(ekH) _ O(Enain(n,/Lc)H)7

and, as expected, there is no improvement for n beyond k. A similar result holds true when
considering the transformations in section [ that seek to remove the terms in the slow vector
field that are quadratic in the fast variables. O

4 Michaelis-Menten-Henri model

In this section we demonstrate our method on the Michaelis-Menten-Henri model

8t.f1f(] = EXO(:Z:Ovy) = €(-LE0 + ('TO + K= )\)y>7
Oy =Y (x0,y) = zo — (20 + K)y,
for enzyme kinetics [31]. Here xy and y are non-negative concentrations and the parameters

satisfy £ > A > 0 and 0 < € < 1. Setting Y(z,y) = 0 gives y = no(zo) = ;7% and so
Yy = Yo + no(xo) transforms the system into

AT
Ao = €Xo(zo,yo) = € (‘x +0H + (o + £ — A)yo) ; (4.1)
0
KAZg k(g + Kk —A)
—v _ Rt o TR —A)
dryo = Yo(o, Yo) @0+ /<;)3€ (IO +r+ (o + )2 Yo,

Therefore if kK > €, so that

k(xg + K —A)
(xo + K)?

Aozﬁbe(ajO,O)Exg—l—ﬂmLe > e,

xo being non-negative, then the system is slow-fast with n, = 1 and ny = 1. The variable z,
is slow with 9,z = O(e) and yp is fast with (9,Yp)™! = O(1).

14



Analytic expressions of  and ¢ to O(€?)

We now obtain analytic expressions for 17 and ¢. Since the model is actually linear in the fast
variable the SOF method only involves the solution of linear equations. First, we introduce
m satisfying Yo (zo,7:1) = 0:

RAT

m(z) = (x+Rr)((z+ k) +er(zr+ kK — )\))6'

Then we define Yi(zg,y1) = —0:m0Xo(zo,m1 + v1) + Yo(zo,m + y1) and determine 7 from
the condition Yj(zg,7n2) = 0. We obtain

2o (k—3x0) N’k

Mo ot H)7 e+0 (63) ,

and therefore

K AT KXTo (K (K —2MN)+ (k+3\)x
bt X BT (52N (53N )
(2o + K) (2o + K)

+0 (),

as a O(€?)-approximation of the slow manifold.- The error-field is

MNrxo (K2 — 12kx0 + 15 202
o) = Ya(tzp, 0) = 220 0 15307 5 (6. (4.2)
(xo + k)

To approximate the fiber directions we introduce y through yy = n*> + y and compute

A xo N (/{—)\+x0)/€)\x06

A = Xo(zo,m*(20)) = —

K+ xg (K+:L’0)4
(k- >\+x0)/<a)\:c(zl<(;1 ;0)27/<a)\+(f-€+3)\)x0)62+0 (&) (4.3)
) K(k—A+x0) (K—3x0)(K—A+x0)KA ,
A= 0,Yo(xo,m (20)) = =K — 29 — 5 € — = €
(w0, 7"(70)) (k + x0) (k + z0)
+(9(63), (4.4)

o =To+ Kk — A\

Inserting this into ([B.4]) with n = 0 we obtain

Lo ro+kKk—XA (o+K—A)K (xg—2X+K) 5
pr— = — O .
9= T totn | (20 + k)" €+ 0(e)
At the next step we first compute the new error
)\2
p = —€0p oA = —%6 +0 (€,
(k + xq)

and via ([B.4]) with n = 1 we solve for ¢,

by = 0 N
P A—chA (ki + 1)

€+ O(€).
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Then

-3 23
LT
0

M2 =

so that ¢o via ([3.4) with n = 1 becomes:

T (K —3w0) A®

$2 = — ot r) e+ O(e).

Let ¢ = ¢g + ¢1 + ¢

x0+f<c—)\+ (k3 — 3K2X + 2x0K% — 3K Ao + 202k + 2K A% + N2ap)

To+ K (ZL’Q + KJ)4

7

¢ =

€ — (xo+ k)™
X (H2(—>\+I€) (6X° —6KkA+K) + K (=A+K) (=2X+ k) (—2X + 3 k) 20
+ (=3N = KA+ 3K%) 20> + K (k+3)\) x03)62 + O(€).

Then the span of the vector

To+Kr—A
- () ()
1+ €8$7]2¢2 1 _ (motr—=A)k
(zo+r)
(n(—)\+n)(—2)\+n)+(2/i—)\)(—)\-l—n)xo—i-nxgz)
‘l‘ ($0+l€)4 €2+O(€3)
(H(—)\+H)(H—3)\)+(2H2—H>\—2)\2)Z‘0+(H+3>\)1‘02>H
(zo+r)°

gives a O(e®)-approximation of the tangent space. We have left out the complicated O(e?)-
terms. The transformation (z,y) — (z0,%0) = (z + €%y, y + n*(x + €¢?y)) transforms the
system into:

=€ _ME 2 2 203
O = (A + psy + ( o /<;)2 + O( )) y-+ O(e’y )) ) (4.5)
Oy = p(x) + (A(z) + O(e") y + O(ey?),
with
_aM (R - 12k0 4 15 z2)€3 4
M3 = ([L’—l—l-ﬂ)g _'_O( )7

and where p, A and A are given in ([A.2]), (A3]) respectively (Z.4]).

Numerical computations of n and ¢

In Fig. 2 (a) and (b) we have compared the solution (xgp, yo,) of (A1) initiated at the base
point (z,,n(zY,)) with (i) the solution (xf, ) initiated at (z3,,n(z9,)) + v|v|~'s (dashed)
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and with (ii) (by the naive projection) the solution (z}, ) initiated at (zf,, n(z,) +s) (full
line) for different values of s and for a time integration of length ¢+ = ¢~'. The parameter
s measures the distance from the slow manifold and v is the tangent vector to the fiber
at the base point (z9,,7(z),)) determined through ¢ and the equation ([2:3). We have set
k=2 A=1and z) = 1.5, and have computed n and ¢ numerically using the procedure
described in Corollary 211 We have used 4 iterations on both 1 and ¢ resulting in error-fields
of ~ 1077 respectively ~ 1071 for ¢ = 0.1. The comparison is made through

v = [ (o, you) (€71) = (25, 96) (€,
and
v = |[(zon, yob) (€71) — (x5, 90 ) (€71

In (a) e = 0.1 while ¢ = 0.01 in (b). We see that v; < v; and compute v; ~ O(s*%%),
whereas v;; ~ O(s900).

10 : 10" :
102l ] 10° /
- 10* E i
10°F 1
107° E
107 4
o _-7 o 10° -
10°F e ] -
- 107 -
10°F -7 3 -7
-7 10° F -
_7 _ - - - -
wh - ] 0° L -
10°= - 10’“"2 -
10 10 10" 10
S S
(a) e=0.1 (b) e =0.01

Figure 2: The errors from approximating fibers using the tangent spaces (v;: dashed lines)
and naive projections (vy: full lines) as functions of the distance from the slow manifold.
Here k = 2, A = 1 and the initial condition on zq is 2, = 1.5.

The errors in n" and ¢™:
&y = sup | = 0:mXo + Yol,

respectively
Ey = sup |e(0,Xo + 0, X00,m)p — €0,0Xo + 0y Xo — ¢(—€0,n0, Xo + 0, Y0)],

for € = 0.1 are shown in Fig.Blas a function of the iteration number. These are relevant errors
since if £, = 0 then yo = 7 is an exact slow manifold and if £, = 0 then the transformation
xo = x1 + €p(x1)y removes the term in Jyzq that is linear in y exactly. The error in ¢ and 7
are observed to be the order of machine precision ~ 1071* after 8 respectively 10 iterations.
There is no or little improvement beyond this number. Note that this in agreement with the
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estimate of N, = O(e!) ~ 10 for ¢ = 0.1. It should also be mentioned that to approximate
derivatives we use the five-point stencil:

Fla) ~ 2i(_f(x +9h) +8f(x + ) — 8f(x — h) + f(x — 2h)),

the error being g—gf“)(:co) = O(h'), zog € [x — 2h,x + 2h]. We have used h ~ 1072 which
gives an error of ~ 1075,

Errorinn and @
(e

4 6 8 10 12
Iteration number

Figure 3: The errors &, (o) and &, (x) for e = 0.1 as a function of the iteration number. The
functions 1 and ¢ are computed numerically using the recipe in Corollary 2.1l Here x = 2,
A =1 and the initial condition on zq is J, = 1.5. In the computations leading to Fig. 2] we
have used 4 iterations on both n and ¢.

In Fig. [ we have taken s = 0.5 and consider v; and v;; as functions of e. Again, we see
that v; < vy and compute v; &~ O(e?) whereas v; =~ O(€). This discrepancy is, however,
exceptional as it is due to the fact that the Michaelis-Menten-Henri system is linear in the
fast variable 1.

Finally, solutions (zop, yo») and (2§, y¢) of (A1) are shown in Fig. Bl The solution (zf, y})
is initiated on the fiber of the base point with z, = 1.5, at a distance s & 0.52 from the
base point. The full line near yo = 0 is the slow manifold. (xgp,yes) and (x},y)) at 9
different times are indicated by X respectively o’s. For illustrative purposes we have chosen
the relatively large value of e = 0.4. It is observed that, at least approximately, the solution
(z},yh) contracts along the fiber directions indicated by the dashed lines moving from upper
left to lower right. The fiber directions are approximated as hyperplanes through ¢.

5 Approximating the curvature of the fibers

In this section we show how the SOF method may be further extended to also approximate
the curvature of the fibers. According to Theorem 2.I] and Corollary 1 the transformation

Yy yo =y +n(xo), Ior>xo=ITo+ ep(Zo)y,
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10}
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0% -7
1079 -3 -2 -1
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€

Figure 4: The errors from approximating fiber directions using the tangent spaces (dashed
lines) and naive projections (full lines) as functions e. Here s = 0.5, K = 2, A = 1 and the
initial condition on xq is 23, = 1.5. We have used 4 iterations in the computations of 7 and

o.

L L L L
11 12 13 14 15

Figure 5: Solutions (o, yo») and (2, y) of (&) for € = 0.4. The solution (), y4) is initiated
on the fiber corresponding to the base point with xJ, = 1.5, at a distance s ~ 0.52 from the
base, and is observed to contract to the solution (zgp,yo,) along the fiber directions. The
fiber directions are indicated by the dashed lines running from upper left to lower right.

transforms (2.1]) into (2.2]):

o = e(A(Zo) + Qo(Zo)y* + C(Z0,y)), (5.1)
Oy = A(Zo)y + R(Z0,y),

with C' = O(y?) and R = O(y?) up to exponentially small error. We can easily obtain an
explicit expression for the quadratic term Quy?, a vector of symmetric bilinear forms, in
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terms of the known functions: Xy, Yy, 7 and ¢, through the equation zq = Zo + €p(Zo)y. We
will write the ith component of Qyy? as

(Q0y2>i = <y7 Q6y>7 1 < { < Ng,

where Q) = Q}(z) is a symmetric n; X ny-matrix. Recall that we use the notation (z); to
denote the ith component of a vector z. Here we have also introduced the real inner product
{a,b) = >, (a);(b);. By introducing

To = &1 + eo(d1)y?,
with 1)y a vector of symmetric bilinear forms, we therefore obtain

at3~71 - ([s - 60x¢0y2 + J_l(eax¢0y2)2)€(‘/\ + {Eawa0y2 + Q0y2 - 2¢0(y) (Ay)} + O(yg))>
(5.2)

where J = I, + €0,1)oy? is the Jacobian of the transformation #; + Zo. Here ¢y(y)(Ay) is
understood as

(o(y) (A9)): = 5ty ATk} + 3 (. i Ay).

The new error, that is the term in e 10,%; which is quadratic in y, can again be decomposed
into two separate contributions. One term comes from the expansion of ;%o — (9, (voy?))d;y,
the curly bracket in (5.2)), while the other one is due to the inverse of the Jacobian. As for
the linear case, we choose the unknown function 1y so that the curly bracket in (5.2]) vanishes
for all y. This gives

€Y O, (M)t + Qh — AT — i A = 0. (5.3)
j=1

By Theorem 4.4.6 in [10] this system has a unique solution ¢, for e = 0 iff o(A)No(—A) = 0.
Therefore we must exclude the elliptic case and the neutral saddle scenario where both A
and —\, Re A # 0, are eigenvalues of A. We consider this separately in section [6l below. Note
moreover that by taking transposes:

Qo — AT ()" — (¥)" A =0,

and so this solution is symmetric. The solution perturbs to a symmetric solution for € # 0
but small; € Z?il Oy, (A)itg is also symmetric. The solution satisfies

ol = max [[¢5]ly < K1|Qoll

for some constant K depending on A=, Then the new error becomes
eKCy
Q1 = —€0ythol,  [|Qllx-¢ < : 1Qollx

which also vanishes at exact equilibria where A = 0. As for the linear case we have that
Ay = A and A; = A. Using such transformations successively it is therefore possible to
approximate the curvature of the fibers up to exponentially small error. Formally we proceed
as in the proof of Theorem 2T} the most important ingredient in the proof being the continued
reduction of the domain together with the applications of Cauchy estimates to control the
derivatives.
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Theorem 5.1 Assume that the assumptions of Theorem[21 hold true and that we have used
the SOF method to transform (2.1) into (Z2). Assume furthermore that o(A)No(—=A) = 0.
Fiz 0 < x < x. Then there exists an €y < €y, where ¢ is from Theorem [2.1, and an N. =

O(e™h) €_~N so that for all € < &, the sequence of transformations T, = Tpy1 + € (Tni1)y?,
0<n <N, —1, where !, € R solves

€ Oy, (M)t + Qi — ATy, — A =0, 1<i<n, (5.4)
j=1

the quantity

O = given by Eq. (&1)  forn =0,
" — 20,11 Ay? forn>1,

being the term in the expression for 0T, which is quadratic in y, eventually transforms (2.2)
imto
Dy, = e(MEg,) + C(Fx,.y)) + O(e), (5.5)
Oy = Ay, )y + R(Zg,.,y) + O(e°).

Here (Ty_,y) € (U +1ix) x (V +1iv), C = O and
||C' - CH;@ HR - RH;& < (€,

for some constants ¢, and &. Also the O(e~/€) error terms in (5.0) vanish at true equilibria.

The transformation (z,9) — (z,y) = (T + ey?,§) with ¢ = ZZZ.V:E(]_l i differs from the
product (Tg,9) — - (T1,y = ) — (To,y) by O(y*)-terms and the equations for (z,7)
therefore takes a similar form to (5.0): The set {g = 0} is almost invariant and the y-space
provides an almost O(§?)-approzimation to the fibers. In terms of the (g, yo)-variables this
quadratic approximation, parametrized by v, takes the following form:

To =T+ €py + engz,

. . N 1 N
Yo = G+ 0+ Oun(edy + ei®) + 53277(6@)2,

for the base point (Z,n(Z)). O

Analytic expression of 1) to O(e?) for the Michaelis-Menten-Henri
model

We now apply this principle to the Michaelis-Menten-Henri model. We start from (4.5]) where
the quadratic term in e !9,z is of order O(e):

(x+Kr—=A)A

== (€ + )2

e+ O(e?).
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We have therefore denoted this term by ) rather than QQy. Then 1; solves (5.4) with n =1
and ¥y = 0:

Ql _(LU"‘KL—)\))\

_ 2
w1—2A—€amA— 2(:1:_'_’{)3 E_'_O(E)v
so that
N (2(x+r)—3Na 9
_ —|—O 3
@ 2(x—|—/<a)5 ‘ (<)
Finally
2 _
by = A (2(z + k) 3>\)x€2 O

Let ¢ = )y + o
(x+rk—XM)A 1

e+ (z+r)"° (2/{(—)\%—/{) (8X* =9k A+ 2k

2 _
V= 2(z +r)°® 4

+ (38N — 44PN+ 12K5° = TA) o4+ (AN + 12K° — 22K \) i2+4f<;f3) +O(€),

then, in terms of the original (z¢,y)-variables, we have obtained the following quadratic
O(€?)-approximation of the fiber with base point (Z,7n(%)):

xy = T + €¢”(1)§ + ep*(2)7°
(T+Kk—N) K(=A+8)(k=2X)+ 2Kk =X (=X +K) T+ rT* , g -
(_ T+k “r (7 +r)* e—i—O(e))y
<(57+/€—)\))\
2(z +w)*

. . . 1 .
Yo =G+ 0 + 00’ (ed’F + e §?) + §3§n2(6¢2y)2

=N

+

N 0<e3>) 7,

RIA 6_/{)\:%(&2+i/€—2/€)\+3)\9?)62 3 _(ZZ"FKJ—)\)(/{—B{Z’)I{)\EQ
(@ +r) (Z+r) Ol )+<1 (7 +K)°

EN (fi’+fi—)\)(2/<a—3j)f<a)\€2 ENP
+ 0 >)y+(2 s + 0 >)y,

parametrized by 7. We have here chosen only to show the O(e?)-terms. In particular,
(z,y) = (T + ep*(Z)y?, §) transforms ([AF) into:
O =€ (MT) + ps3(2)7 + Qsy” + O(€y?)) ,
0 = p(&) + (A(Z) + O(e") § + O(ey”),
with

T+K—AN)KMN
( 2(j+/€))5 e+ O(e).

Qs =
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Numerical computation of

Fig. [@l shows the error

v=|[(zbsy)(e ) = (Z,9)(e M)

with (Z,7) being the solution initiated at points along the quadratic approximation of the
fibers with base (z3,%,) obtained from numerically computing the ;’s, as a function of
the distance s € [0.5,10] (s ~ y) from the slow manifold. We have used 4 iterations in
computing ¢ giving rise to an error of ~ 1078 for € = 0.1. The error decreases as ~ O(s>933)
in agreement with the analysis.

107

107k

10°F P

10°

10 —
10 10

Figure 6: The error from approximating the fibers in the Michaelis-Menten-Henri model
using a linear (full line) and quadratic (dashed line) approximation of the fiber as a function
of the distance s € [0.5,10] from the slow manifold. Here kK = 2, A = 1, ¢ = 0.1 and the
initial condition on z is 2 = 1.5. The error from the quadratic approximation decreases as
~ O(53033). We have used 4 iterations in the computations of 7, ¢ and .

6 Saddle type slow manifolds

Theorem G.I] excludes the case of a neutral saddle type slow manifold. We proceed, as always

in normal form calculations, by solving for what can be solved for, and therefore relax the

requirements for the transformation. As before we are interested in a procedure described

by simple equations and therefore choose not to use Fredholm’s alternative to split the linear

homological equations. We only aim to provide an outline for such a procedure here.
Assume that Theorem 2.1l has been applied and consider the equations
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with (Zo,9) € (U +ix) x (V +iv) related to the old variables through the equations

Ty = To + €d(To)Y,

Yo = n(zo) + ¥,
and where exponentially small terms have been ignored. We assume that A has eigenvalues
with positive and negative real parts. Before seeking to remove terms in the equation for

that are quadratic in g, we first seek a splitting of ¢ into “stable and unstable parts”. To do
so we first perform a change of basis

o O\ _ A, 0
Yy = v(x())y()v AO = V IAV = < 00 AuO) )

where o(Ag) C (—00, —A], 0(Au) C [A, 00) for some A > 0, so that

Ao = e(A + O(yp)),
Yo = (Ao + €Bo) o + O(¥3), Bo= -V "9, VA.

We then apply transformations of the form
Ui = (L5 + €pi)Pir1,

where ¢;(Zg) € R™*"f for xy € U, to remove the off block diagonal terms of the resulting
B;’s. Let us consider the first step. Introducing 9o = (Iy + €po)y1 gives

Oh = (I + 64?0)_1(815?30 — €000y + O(i17))
{ [f—l-E(pO A0+€Bo) ([f+€(,00 }yl (61)
— €Iy + €p0) ' BuspoNipy + O(if}).

Set Jy = Iy + e€pp and introduce the following splitting of By

BS BSU
By = (Buso(] Buoo) = By + B2,

By 0 0 B

Ag 0

0 An
with Ay = Ay + €Byo, Ayl = Auo + €Byo, and seek to remove By,. For this we expand the
matrix shown with curly brackets in (G.1I):

We will collect the block diagonal parts By, and Ay into Ay = = Ay + €By

Jf_l (Ao + EB(]) Jf = (]f — €@ + €2Jf_1g03) (Ao + EB(]) (If + EQO(])
= Al + € {AogOO — (,00140 + Bog} (62)
+ 62(30@0 - (poBQ - QOQ(A + EBo)(po + Jf_IQOS(A + EB())Jf)
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We then pick g of the form

- 0 Psu0
Yo = (@uso 0 ) ’

so that the curly bracket in (6.2) becomes

ASO 0 ASO 0 o

( 0 Au(]) ¥o — %o ( 0 Au(]) + BO2 —

( 0 AsO@suO - stquuO + BsuO)
AuO‘PusO - QOuSOASO + BusO 0 7

which we set to zero:
AsO@suO - @suOAuO + BsuO = 07 AuOQOuSO - ()OUSOASO + BusO =0.

These equations are solvable for (g, respectively ¢, since by assumption we have o(Agp) N
o(Au) = 0. Also the solutions satisfy

losuollys l@suollx < K| Bozlly, (6.3)
for some constant I? . The new error
By = € (Bowo — poBo — o(Ao + €Bo)po + J 05 (Ag + €Bo)J) — e Do,

is O(e). Through (6.3) and a Cauchy estimate for the derivate 0,¢p, this error can in fact
directly be estimated by £~'C|| Bpz||y on the smaller domain ¢ +i(x — &) for some constant

C' > 0. We then again argue that for e sufficiently small we will after N, = O(e!) steps of
this procedure have that By, = O(e™/°).
We then continue by considering 7y = (¥s, #.) and the equations

Oty = e(A(Zo) + Qso(T0)U2 + Quo(T0) T2 + Qus(Zo) (Us) (¥u) + O(3),
atgs = As(f0>gs + O(2>7 (64)
atgu = AU(fO)?ju + O(2>v

where O(2) and O(3) denote terms that are quadratic respectively cubic in gy and where
we have ignored the exponentially small terms. The eigenvalues of A, all have negative real
parts while the eigenvalues of A, all have positive real parts. In accordance with (7)), we
will now aim to remove the terms in the equation for zy that are quadratic in y, and y,; to
avoid small divisors completely we will not seek to remove terms of the form Qg (ys)(yu)-
We therefore apply the following transformation to the slow variables:

To = T1 + G@Dso?ﬁ + E@Duo?ji, (6.5)

to push the current errors Q5o and (), to higher order in e. We obtain:
0ty = 7 Aot { QA+ D00 + Qi + Quoi?
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Here we have suppressed the dependency on #; and by J = I, + €0, + €0,1u03> denoted
the Jacobian of the transformation &, — Zy. Again we set the curly brackets to zero:

€3x/\(€¢so?j§ =+ €¢u0g§) + Qso?jg =+ Quoﬂi - 7vbSO(gs>(f4sgs) - ¢u0 (gu)(Au?ju) =0
for all y = (Us, Ju). As in ([B4]), this gives

EZ Oy, (A)Wﬁo +Qly — ATYly — YA, =0, 1<i<n,
=1

€Y O, (Nl + Qhy — ALty — igAu =0, 1<i<n,.
j=1

These equations are solvable for e sufficiently small as by assumption o(A,)No(—As) =0 =
o(A,) No(—A,). The new errors are therefore

Qsl - _60x¢80A7 Qul - _68x¢u0Aa

which are due to the inverse of the Jacobian. They again vanish at true equilibria where
A = 0. We iterate the procedure and apply Cauchy estimates to conclude that the errors are
eventually exponentially small. The stable fiber of the invariant slow manifold {g, = 0,7, =
0} then coincides with {7, = 0} while the unstable fiber coincides with {g; = 0} up to terms
cubic in g, and 7, and exponentially small terms. These spaces can through the functions
iy pi, Vs and 1,; be described in terms of the original variables.

7 Conclusion

In this paper we developed a new method, the SOF method, as an extension of the method
of straightening out (SO method) so that it can also be used to approximate fiber directions.
The method is based on normal form computations. After having approximated the slow
manifold using the SO method, the extended method constructs a transformation of the slow
variables as a product of a finite sequence of transformations, each obtained as the solution of
a linear equation, so that the slow dynamics becomes almost independent of the fast variable
to linear order. See Theorem 2.1l This gives an approximation, with exponentially small
error, of the tangent spaces of the fibers. The method is easily implemented numerically as
it only involves evaluations of the initial vector-field and its Jacobian matrix. See Corollary
1. The method was also extended further in Theorem [£.1] so that it approximates, again
exponentially well, the curvature of the fibers. This result holds true even when the slow
manifold is of saddle type. In the saddle case, we only require that it is not neutral in the
sense that there does not exist a contraction and an expansion rate of equal magnitude.
For this scenario we followed the general philosophy of normal form theory and solved for
what could be solved for. In agreement with Fenichel’s normal form, we were able to con-
struct a procedure, valid for any saddle type slow manifold not just the neutral ones, that
removed terms in the slow vector field that were quadratic in the fast variables associated
with the contraction respectively the fast variables associated with the expansion from the
slow manifold up to exponential small error.
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