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Abstract. A heterodimensional cycle is an invariant set of a dynamical system consisting of two hy-
perbolic periodic orbits with different dimensions of their unstable manifolds and a pair of orbits that
connect them. For systems which are at least C2, we show that bifurcations of a coindex-1 heterodi-
mensional cycle within a generic 2-parameter family create robust heterodimensional dynamics, i.e., a
pair of non-trivial hyperbolic basic sets with different numbers of positive Lyapunov exponents, such
that the unstable manifold of each of the sets intersects the stable manifold of the second set and these
intersections persist for an open set of parameter values. We also give a solution to the so-called local
stabilization problem of coindex-1 heterodimensional cycles in any regularity class » = 2,...,00,w.
The results are based on the observation that arithmetic properties of moduli of topological conjugacy

of systems with heterodimensional cycles determine the emergence of Bonatti-Diaz blenders.
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In this paper, we solve the C"-persistence problem for heterodimensional dynamics of coindex

1 in any regularity class r = 2,...,00,w. As we explain below, the result implies the ubiquity

of heterodimensional dynamics, which is, in our opinion, one of the most basic properties of non-

hyperbolic multidimensional dynamical systems with chaotic behavior.

We call chaotic dynamics multidimensional if there exist orbits with more than one positive

Lyapunov exponent. In the absence of hyperbolicity, it is natural to expect that orbits with different

numbers of positive Lyapunov exponents coexist. The first example of such sort was given by Abraham

and Smale in [1]. They constructed an open region in the space of C'-diffeomorphisms where each



diffeomorphism has hyperbolic orbits with different dimensions of unstable manifolds within the same
transitive set. More examples followed, see e.g. [20-22, 33, 42, 56, 57], with a general theory developed
by Bonatti and Diaz in [11]. Let ind(-) denote the index of a hyperbolic set, i.e., the dimension of the

unstable manifolds of its orbits. We use

Definition 1. Consider a smooth dynamical system (a diffeomorphism of a manifold of dimension 3
or higher, or a flow on a manifold of dimension 4 or higher). Let the system have two compact, tran-
sitive, uniformly hyperbolic invariant sets Ay and Ay. We say that f has heterodimensional dynamics

involving A1 and Ay if

e ind(Ay) # ind(A2); and
e the unstable sets WY(Ay1) and W"(Ay) intersect the stable sets W*(A3) and, respectively, W*(Ay).

The difference |ind(Ay) — ind(A2)| is called the coindex of the heterodimensional dynamics.

Often, the term “heterodimensional cycle” is used for what we call the heterodimensional dy-
namics [13, 17]. We, however, reserve the term “heterodimensional cycle” only for the case where
the two sets Ay and Ay are both trivial, i.e., each is a single hyperbolic periodic orbit (see Figure
1). Most of this paper is focused on bifurcations in this particular case. This does not lead to a loss
in generality, because whenever we have heterodimensional dynamics, a heterodimensional cycle with

periodic orbits can be created by a C"-small perturbation (see discussion above Corollary 1).

W#(01) - W*(0Oz)

Figure 1: A heterodimensional cycle involving two hyperbolic fixed points O; and Oy (black dots) of
a three-dimensional diffeomorphism. The cycle consists of the two fixed points, a fragile heteroclinic
orbit T? (blue dots) in the non-transverse intersection of the one-dimensional invariant manifolds,
and a robust heteroclinic orbit I'' (red dots) in the transverse intersection (green curves) of the two-
dimensional manifolds, see Section 2 for details.

Due to the difference between the dimensions of the unstable manifolds, the heterodimensional
intersections can be fragile. Indeed, consider a diffeomorphism of a d-dimensional manifold with a
heterodimensional cycle involving periodic orbits Ly and Le. Let dim W*(L1) = d; and dim W*(Lg) =
d — dg, with d; < dy. The space spanned by the tangents to W*(L;) and W*(Ly) at any of their
intersection points has dimension less than the dimension d of the full space. This means that every
particular heteroclinic intersection of W*(L;) and W*#(Lg) is non-transverse and, by Kupka-Smale

theorem, can be removed by an arbitrarily small perturbation.



However, the situation changes when we have heterodimensional dynamics involving two non-
trivial hyperbolic sets A1 and Ay. For example, when ind(Az) > ind(A1), it may happen that when
a non-transverse intersection of W*(A;) with W*(A2) at the points of some orbits is destroyed, a
new one arises. In this case the heterodimensional dynamics are called robust. Recall that basic
(i.e., compact, transitive, and locally maximal) hyperbolic sets continue uniquely when the dynamical

system varies continuously (in the C! topology).

Definition 2. We say that a system exhibits C'-robust heterodimensional dynamics if it has het-
erodimensional dynamics involving two non-trivial hyperbolic basic sets A1 and As, and there exists a
C'-neighborhood U of the original dynamical system such that every system from U has heterodimen-

sional dynamics involving the hyperbolic continuations of A1 and As.

This was the case in the original Abraham-Smale example and in the other examples we men-
tioned. Moreover, it was proven by Bonatti and Diaz in [13] that any diffeomorphism with a het-
erodimensional cycle of coindex 1 can be arbitrarily well approximated, in the C' topology, by a
diffeomorphism with C'-robust heterodimensional dynamics of coindex 1. The result gives a char-
acterization of the topological structure of the set of systems with heterodimensional dynamics of
coindex 1: this set is the C''-closure of its C''-interior. However, the construction of [13] uses, in an
essential way, the Franks’ lemma which is only valid in the C! topology. As a result, the C''-small
perturbations proposed in [13] are large in C" for any r > 1. This leads to the question whether the

Bonatti-Diaz result survives in higher regularity!. In this paper, we close the question by proving

Theorem 1. Any dynamical system of class C™ (r = 2,...,00,w) having a heterodimensional cycle

of coindex 1 can be C"-approzimated by a system which has C'-robust heterodimensional dynamics.

Remark 1. A partial case of Theorem 1 can be derived from the result in [23] about renormaliza-
tion mear heterodimensional cycles of three-dimensional diffeomorphisms with two saddle-foci. For
two-dimensional endomorphisms under the partial hyperbolicity condition, the result of Theorem 1 is
Theorem B in [9].

It is well-known that every point in a transitive, uniformly hyperbolic set A is a limit point of
hyperbolic periodic points (with the same dimension of the unstable manifold as A), and the C"-closure
of invariant manifolds of these periodic points contains the stable and unstable manifolds of A, see
e.g. [37, Theorem 6.4.15]. Hence, whenever we have heterodimensional dynamics involving two such
sets, we can always obtain, by an arbitrarily small perturbation, a heterodimensional cycle associated

with some hyperbolic periodic orbits. Thus, Theorem 1 implies
Corollary 1. Any dynamical system of class C" (r = 2,...,00,w) having heterodimensional dynamics

of coindex 1 can be C"-approzimated by a system which has C'-robust heterodimensional dynamics.

We stress that the results hold true, in particular, in the real-analytic case (r = w): given a

real-analytic dynamical system on a real-analytic manifold we consider any complex neighborhood M

That the C' bifurcation theory of heterodimensional cycles cannot be straightforwardly translated to the C"-case is
illustrated by the result of [4, 5] which shows that the dynamics created by C*-small or C*-small perturbations of
partially-hyperbolic heterodimensional cycles of coindex 1 can be very much different from what can be achieved by
C*-small perturbations. The reason is that the dynamics in the central direction are restricted by the signs of the
second derivative and the Schwarzian derivative of the one-dimensional transition map; this signature can be changed
by C*-small perturbations but not by C*-small perturbations.



of this manifold such that the system admits a holomorphic extension on M; then the C“-topology

in Theorem 1 and Corollary 1 is the topology of uniform convergence on compacta in M.

In fact, we obtain Theorem 1 from its “constructive version”, Theorem 2, which can be directly
applied for showing that robust heterodimensional dynamics exist in much more restrictive settings -
they can be achieved by polynomial perturbations, perturbations which keep various sorts of symmetry,

etc..

Precisely, the proof of Theorem 1 is constructive in the following sense. First, we bring a given
heterodimensional cycle into general position (so that it satisfies the non-degeneracy conditions defined
in Sections 2.2 and 2.3) - this can be done by an arbitrarily small C"-perturbation of any heterodi-
mensional cycle. Then, we embed our system f into a finite-parameter family of perturbations f. with
at least 2 parameters. We formulate certain explicit conditions in Section 2.4 which define an open
and dense set in the space of C"-families f. such that fo = f. An arbitrary family from this set is

called a proper unfolding of f. Theorem 1 follows immediately from our main result,

Theorem 2. Let f have a non-degenerate heterodimensional cycle of coindex 1, and let f. be a proper
unfolding of f. Then, arbitrarily close to € = 0 in the space of parameters there exist open regions

where f. has C'-robust heterodimensional dynamics®.

It should be noted that a similar result does not necessarily hold for one-parameter families, see
Theorem 9.

A different type of robust non-hyperbolicity appears also in the “equidimensional” setting [18],
that is, when all heteroclinically connected periodic orbits (or, more generally, hyperbolic sets) have
the same index. It was discovered by Newhouse that if there exists a non-transverse intersection
(a tangency) of the stable and unstable invariant manifolds in the equidimensional cycle (including
the case of a single hyperbolic periodic orbit with a homoclinic tangency), then an arbitrarily small
perturbation can create wild hyperbolic sets [15, 417]. A non-trivial hyperbolic basic set is called wild
if its stable and unstable sets have a tangency, for the system itself and for every C?-close system.
Newhouse proved that wild hyperbolic sets exist for open intervals of parameter values in any generic
one-parameter family of surface diffeomorphisms that unfolds a quadratic homoclinic tangency [47]
(a generalization to multidimensional systems was done in [29, 50, 53]). Note that Newhouse “thick
horseshoe” construction of the robust non-transverse intersections of stable and unstable manifolds
is different from the Abraham-Smale construction and the later Bonatti-Diaz “blender” construction
— in particular, the homoclinic tangencies in the Newhouse construction are C?-persistent, but not

necessarily Cl-peristent.

The general conjecture is that a diffeomorphism is either uniformly hyperbolic (i.e., every chain-
recurrent class is uniformly hyperbolic) or it is arbitrarily close in C” to one with wild hyperbolic sets
(persistent homoclinic tangencies) or with robust heterodimensional dynamics, or both, see [14, 51]
(for flows, one should also add a possibility of robust “Lorenz-like” dynamics [3, 36, 43]). Irrespective
of whether this conjecture is true or not, it is an empirical fact that homoclinic tangencies easily

appear in many non-hyperbolic systems; we expect the same should be true for heterodimensional

As the family f. is of class C", small € correspond to C"-small perturbations of f. Thus, this theorem implies Theorem
1 indeed.



cycles.

It is important to mention that there is a strong link between the homoclinic tangencies and
the “heterodimensionality”. The simplest manifestation of this is that bifurcations of homoclinic
tangencies can lead to the birth of coexisting sinks and saddles [24, 25]. Moreover, Newhouse showed
in [16, 47] that a wild hyperbolic set of a generic area-contracting surface diffeomorphism is in the
closure of the set of sinks, i.e., the periodic orbits with different indices (here - saddles and sinks)
are generically inseparable from each other. Without the contraction of areas, one has coexisting sets
of sinks, saddles, and sources [30], and, in the multi-dimensional case, coexisting saddles of different
indices [32, 53]. In [11], we use the results of the present paper to give conditions under which the
saddles of different indices that are born out of a homoclinic tangency get involved into the C'-robust

heterodimensional dynamics, as in Definition 2.

1.2 Stabilization of heterodimensional cycles

The hyperbolic basic sets involved in the robust heterodimensional dynamics described in The-
orem 2 may not be homoclinically related? to the continuations of the periodic orbits in the original
heterodimensional cycle. This means that even though parameter values corresponding to the exis-
tence of heterodimensional cycles are dense in the open regions of robust heterodimensional dynamics
given by Theorem 2, it may happen that these heterodimensional cycles do not contain the continua-
tions of the periodic orbits of the original cycle. We address this question using the following variation

of a definition from [15, 17].

Definition 3. A heterodimensional cycle of a system f is called C"-stabilizable if the system belongs
to the C"-closure of a C'-open set where systems having heterodimensional cycles associated to the
continuations of the hyperbolic periodic orbits of the original cycle are C"-dense. It is called locally
C"-stabilizable if these new heterodimensional cycles can be created arbitrarily close to the original
one.

5] an example of diffeomorphisms with heterodimensional

Bonatti and Diaz constructed in [!
cycles which cannot be C'l-stabilized (hence they cannot be C"-stabilized). This work motivated the
paper [17] by Bonatti, Diaz and Kiriki, showing that all heterodimensional cycles except the so-called
twisted ones (this class contains the cycles from [15]) can be locally C'-stabilized. The question of

local C"-stabilization is solved by Theorem 3 below.

As depicted in Figure 2, in the study of heterodimensional cycles, one can distinguish three main
cases: saddle, saddle-focus, and double-focus, depending on whether the central multipliers are real or
complex (see Section 2.1 for the precise definition). The proper unfolding f. is defined differently in
Theorem 2 for these three cases, and the theorem is proven differently. Furthermore, we show that in
the saddle-focus and double-focus cases, the robust heterodimensional dynamics given by Theorem 2
are always associated with hyperbolic basic sets which are homoclinically related to the continuations
of the periodic orbits in the original heterodimensional cycle. However, in the saddle case, whether
this homoclinic relation holds depends on whether the heterodimensional cycle is of type I or type II,

as described in Section 2.5. We prove

Two hyperbolic basic sets of the same index are homoclinically related if their stable and unstable manifolds have
transverse intersections.



Theorem 3. A heterodimensional cycle of coindex 1 is locally C"-stabilizable for anyr =2,...,00,w

if and only if it is not of type I.

Up to technical details, the type-I cycles correspond to twisted cycles from [17]. Thus, this
theorem is the high regularity counterpart of the main result of [17]. Similarly to [17], the type-I
cycles become C"-localizable (though not locally) when at least one of the periodic orbits involved has

a transverse homoclinic, see Corollary 4.

™ -
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Figure 2: Three cases of a heterodimensional cycle with two hyperbolic fixed points of a three-
dimensional diffecomorphism. The central multipliers corresponding to the stable manifold of the
left fixed point and to the unstable manifold of the right fixed point are both real in the saddle case
(a), one real and one complex in the saddle-focus case (b), and both complex in the double-focus case

(c).

1.3 Applications of Theorem 2

Dynamical systems coming from scientific applications usually have a form of finite-parameter
families of differential equations or maps. The non-degeneracy/propriety conditions of Theorem 2
are explicit, and checking them requires only a finite amount of computations with a finite number
of periodic and heteroclinic orbits. Thus, Theorem 2 provides a universal tool for detecting and

demonstrating the robust coindex-1 heterodimensional dynamics in multidimensional systems.

In a series of papers [38—11] we have shown that heterodimensional cycles emerge due to several
types of homoclinic bifurcations. In fact, in the spirit of [35, 60, 61], one can conjecture that coindex-1
heterodimensional cycles can appear, with very few exceptions, in any homoclinic/heteroclinic bifur-
cation whose effective dimension allows it, i.e., when the dynamics of the map under consideration
are not reduced to a two-dimensional invariant manifold and the map is not sectionally dissipative
(area-contracting)*. We believe this is true, so Theorem 2 allows for establishing the presence of robust
heterodimensional dynamics whenever a non-hyperbolic chaotic behavior with more than one positive
Lyapunov exponent (the “hyperchaos” in the terminology of [52]) is observed. In particular, it was
also shown in [38—40] that the coindex-1 heterodimensional cycles can be a part of a pseudohyperbolic
chain-transitive attractor which appears in systems with Shilnikov loops [26, 55, 62] or after a periodic
perturbation of the Lorenz attractor [63]. It, thus, follows from Theorems 1 and 2 that the attractor

in such systems remains heterodimensional for an open set of parameter values.

An important feature of robust heterodimensional dynamics is the robust presence of orbits with

a zero Lyapunov exponent. In particular, the result of [34] implies, for parametric families described

To have a heterodimensional cycle we need saddles with different dimensions of unstable manifolds, and these conditions
are obviously necessary. The conjecture is that they should also be sufficient for the birth of a heterodimensional cycle
in most situations.



by our Theorem 2, the existence of open regions of parameter values where a generic system has
an ergodic invariant measure with at least one zero Lyapunov exponent, i.e., the dynamics for such

parameter values are manifestly non-hyperbolic.

For a dense set of parameter values from such regions the system has a non-hyperbolic periodic
orbit. Bifurcations of such periodic orbits depend on the coefficients of the nonlinear terms of the
Taylor expansion of the first-return map restricted to a center manifold. The degeneracy in the
nonlinear terms increases complexity of the bifurcations. It follows from [4, 5] that once the so-called
“sign conditions” are imposed on a heterodimensional cycle, the regions of robust heterodimensional
dynamics given by Theorem 1 contain a C"-dense set of systems having infinitely degenerate (flat)
non-hyperbolic periodic orbits. This fact also leads to the C°°-genericity (for systems from these
regions) of a superexponential growth of the number of periodic orbits and the so-called C"-universal

dynamics, see [4, 5].

1.4 Blenders

The basic object in the theory of robust heterodimensional dynamics, called “blender”, was
introduced by Bonatti and Diaz in [11]. It can be defined in several ways [6, 10, 12, 16, 18, 44]; we

follow, with minor modifications, the “operational definition” as in [12, Definition 6.11].

Definition 4. Consider a dynamical system (a diffeomorphism or a smooth flow) f on a smooth
manifold M. Let f have a basic (i.e., compact, transitive, and locally mazximal) hyperbolic set A. The
set A is called

e a center-stable (cs) blender if there exists a Cl-open set D** of d**-dimensional discs (embedded
copies of RY" ) with d*° strictly less than the dimension of W*(A) such that for every system g
which is C'-close to f, for the hyperbolic continuation Ay of the basic set A, the set W*"(Ay)
intersects every element from D% ;

e a center-unstable (cu) blender if there exists a C'-open set D™ of d*“-dimensional discs with
d" strictly less than the dimension of W*(A) such that for every system g which is C'-close to
f, for the hyperbolic continuation A4 of the basic set A, the set W*(Ay) intersects every element

from D",

It is immediate by this definition that the existence of heterodimensional dynamics involving
a blender is, essentially, a reformulation of the existence of the robust heterodimensional dynamics.
Namely, for a system having two hyperbolic sets Aj o where ind(As) > ind(A;) and A, is a cs-blender,
if there exists a transverse intersection of W*(Az) with W*(A1), and W#*(A2) has a connected piece
belonging to the set D*® from the definition (so there is an intersection of W*(A;) with this piece of
W*(A3)), then the system exhibits C''-robust heterodimensional dynamics (the intersection of W*(Ay)
with W*(A1) survives small perturbations of the system because of the transversality, and the non-

transverse intersection of W"(A1) with W#*(Asy) survives simply by the definition of the blender).

The construction of the blenders responsible for the robust heterodimensional dynamics given
by Theorem 2 is close to the “blender-horseshoe” of [16] (the difference with the standard blender-
horseshoe is that it has a Markov partition of exactly two elements, whereas we take the Markov

partition with a large number of elements, like in [12, Section 6.2]). Let us explain it for the case of



cs-blenders — the cu-blenders are constructed as cs-blenders of the system obtained from the original

one by the time-reversal.

We, first, use Shilnikov construction of “cross-maps” [54] to establish the existence of a zero-
dimensional hyperbolic basic set A with a finite Markov partition; for each element of the partition
there is a return map to a small neighborhood II of A“*; and the set A“® is exactly the set of all points
whose iterates, forward and backward, by the return maps never leave II. We show that this set
is partially hyperbolic; in particular, the stable manifold of A® is foliated by strong-stable fibers of
dimension d*?, and in a small neighborhood of A“® there is a backward-invariant cone field C*® such that
the tangents to the strong-stable fibers lie in C*°. Finally, we find an open set D% of d**-dimensional
discs which are embedded into IT and their tangents lie in C*°, and show that W*"(A) intersects,
Cl-persistently, the discs from D**. This is done as follows. We show that D¢ can be chosen in such
a way that, for the system itself and for every close system, for every disc in D** there is a sub-disc
whose image by a backward iteration of some of the return maps is again a disc of D*®. Repeating this
procedure up to infinity, we find that in any disc of D*° there is at least one point whose backward
iterates by the chosen system of return maps never leave II, hence these iterates converge to A%, i.e.,
this point must lie in W"(A®*).

Except for the use of cross-maps, this technique is quite similar to the approach used in many
previous works, see e.g. [6, 10, 12, 16, 44]. We perform the necessary computations by showing
that the first-return map near a heterodimensional cycle can be modeled (in some approximation, see
formula (70)) by an iterated function system (IFS) which is composed of a collection of affine maps
of an interval. Note also that since the maps in our IFS are nearly affine, we can expect that the

parablenders, introduced by Berger, can be implemented in our case too, cf. [7-9].

The central result of our work is that we identify a class of heterodimensional cycles for which
the “nearly affine” partially-hyperbolic blenders (as described above) emerge in an arbitrarily small
neighborhood of the cycle whenever the value of a certain modulus (a continuous invariant) of topolog-
ical conjugacy is irrational (see e.g. Theorem 4 for the saddle case), or, when several such moduli are
rationally independent (see Theorem 10 for the saddle-focus and double-focus cases). The result, in
particular, implies that when the value of these moduli changes, new blenders are ceaselessly produced
by the heterodimensional cycle®. We also show that a generic unfolding of any heterodimensional cycle
creates heterodimensional cycles of the “blender-producing” class, thus proving creation of blenders

by a generic perturbation of an arbitrary heterodimensional cycle of coindex 1.

2 Robust heterodimensional dynamics in finite-parameter families

In this section we give a precise formulation of the results, which, in particular, imply Theorem
2 and Theorem 3. We consider the discrete and continuous-time cases. For both cases we define local
maps and transition maps near the heterodimensional cycle (see Sections 2.1 and 2.2). After that the

proofs are solely based on the analysis of these maps and hence hold for both cases simultaneously.

We start with a more precise description of a heterodimensional cycle. Let f be a C"-diffeomorphism

One can see here a parallel to Gonchenko’s theory of a homoclinic tangency, which relates dynamics near a homoclinic
tangency - the structure of hyperbolic sets, the existence of infinitely many sinks - to arithmetic properties of moduli of
topological and Q-conjugacy [27, 28]



of a d-dimensional manifold or a C"-flow of a (d + 1)-dimensional manifold, where d > 3 and
r = 2,...,00,w. Let f have a heterodimensional cycle I' of coindex 1 associated with two hyper-
bolic periodic orbits L and Lo with dim W*(Ls) = dim W"(Ly) + 1. Along with the orbits L; and
Lo, the heterodimensional cycle I' consists of two heteroclinic orbits I'Y € W%(Ly) N W#(Ls) and
I't € W¥(Ly) N W#(Ly). Due to the difference in the dimensions of W*(L1) and W*(Ls), the inter-
section W*(Lq1) N W#(Ls) is non-transverse and can be removed by a small perturbation. We call
the orbit T a fragile heteroclinic orbit. On the other hand, the intersection W*(L1) N W%(Ls) at
the points of the orbit I'! is assumed to be transverse and it gives a smooth one-parameter family of

heteroclinic orbits. We call them robust heteroclinic orbits. See Figure 1 for an illustration.

Our goal is to show how C'-robust heterodimensional dynamics emerge in a small neighborhood of
the cycle I'. The mechanisms for that depend on the type of the heterodimensional cycle, as described

in detail below.

2.1 Local maps near periodic orbits

In the discrete-time case, f is a diffeomorphism. Let O and Oy be some points of the orbits L;
and Ly. We take a small neighborhood Up; of the point O;, j = 1,2, and consider the first-return map
F; in this neighborhood: Fj = f7 where 7; is the period of O; (see Figure 3).

In the continuous-time case, the system f is a flow generated by some smooth vector field. In this
case we take some points Oy € L1 and Oz € Ly and let Up; (j = 1,2) be small d-dimensional (i.e., of
codimension 1) cross-sections transverse at O; to the vector field of f. Let F}; be the first-return map

(the Poincaré map) to the cross-section Up; (see Figure 3).

2

’Q el
j)@

Figure 3: The local maps near O; in the discrete-time case (a) and the continuous-time case (b).

(b)

In both cases Oj is a hyperbolic fixed point of Fj: F;(O;) = O;. The multipliers of O; are defined
as the eigenvalues of the derivative of F; at O;. The hyperbolicity means that no multipliers are equal
to 1 in the absolute value; we assume that d; < d multipliers of O; lie outside the unit circle and
(d — d;) multipliers lie inside. By our “coindex-1 assumption” dim W"(Ls) = dim W*(L;) + 1, we
have

do =dy + 1.

We denote the multipliers of O;, j = 1,2, as Aja—a;,---,Aj1, 715+, 7j,4; and order them as

10



follows:
Njd—d;| < < ol < Njal <1 <|yjal < lviel <0 <yl (1)

We call the largest in the absolute value multipliers inside the unit circle center-stable multipliers and
those nearest to the unit circle from the outside are called the center-unstable multipliers. The rest of

the multipliers A and ~ are called strong-stable and, respectively, strong-unstable.

It is important whether the center-stable multipliers of O and center-unstable multipliers of Oy
are real or complex. Note that by adding an arbitrarily small perturbation, if necessary, we can always
bring the multipliers into a general position. In our situation, this means that we can assume that
O1 has only one center-stable multiplier A\; ; which is real and simple, or a pair of simple complex
conjugate center-stable multipliers A1 1 = A] 5; we also can assume that O has either only one center-
unstable multiplier v 1 which is real and simple, or a pair of simple complex conjugate center-unstable

multipliers y2,1 = 73 5.

Accordingly, we distinguish three main cases.

e Saddle case: here A1 ; and 72 are real and simple, i.e., we have [A; 2| < |1 1| and |y21] < |y2,2]-

e Saddle-focus case: here either
ALl = A = Ae™ we (0,m), and g is real,
where A > |\ 3| and |y21| < [72,2], or
Y21 = 7572 = yeiw, we (0,7), and A is real,

where 0 < v < |y23| and |[A12| < [A1,;1]. Note that the second option is reduced to the first
one by the inversion of time. Therefore, we assume below that in the saddle-focus case A1 is

complex and 7o is real.

e Double-focus case: here
)‘171 = )‘T,2 = Aeioﬂ, w1 € (Oaﬂ-)a and V2,1 = 7;,2 = ’yem, wa € (O’ﬂ-)’

where A > |1 3], 0 < < |y23].

Below, we denote A1 and 21 by A and ~ if they are real. Let d., denote the number of the
center-stable multipliers of O and d., be the number of the center-unstable multipliers of Oy. We
have d.s = d., = 1 in the saddle case, d.s = 2,d., = 1 in the saddle-focus case, and d.s = d., = 2 in

the double-focus case.

Recall (see e.g. [32, 58]) that the first-return map Fj near the point O; has a d;-dimensional
local unstable manifold W} (O1) which is tangent at O; to the eigenspace corresponding to the
multipliers ¥1,1,...,71,4, and (d — d;)-dimensional local stable manifold W (O1) which is tangent
at Op to the eigenspace corresponding to the multipliers A1 1,..., A1 4—q,. In W7 _(Oq) there is a
(d — dy — ds)-dimensional strong-stable C"-smooth invariant manifold W}**(O;) which is tangent at
O; to the eigenspace corresponding to the strong-stable multipliers {A; 4—g4,,..., A1,d—d,—d.. }. This
manifold is a leaf of the strong-stable C"-smooth foliation F** of W} (O1). There also exists a
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(dy + d.s)-dimensional extended-unstable invariant manifold W“#(O1) corresponding to the center-

loc
stable multipliers and the multipliers v11,...,71,4;- Such manifold is not unique but all of them

contain W} (O1) and are tangent to each other at the points of W}% (O1) (see Figure 4).

Similarly, the first-return map F5 near the point Oy has a ds-dimensional local unstable manifold
W .(O2) and (d — da)-dimensional local stable manifold W2 _(O2). In W}%_(O2) there is a (do — deu)-
dimensional strong-unstable invariant manifold W;%(Oz) which is tangent at O; to the eigenspace
corresponding to the strong-unstable multipliers {v24.,+1,---,72,d, }- This manifold is a leaf of the
strong-unstable C"-smooth foliation F** of W} (O2). There also exists a (d — da + d.,,)-dimensional
extended-stable invariant manifold T/Vlff (O2) corresponding to the center-unstable multipliers and the

multipliers Ao 1,...,A2,4—d,. Any two such manifolds contain W _(O2) and are tangent to each other
at the points of W} (O2).

Wi, (01) Fio Wi (02)

o (W5.(02))

Wlf)c(ol) e \\_Fil_/ e I/I/l"éc(02)

Figure 4: A heterodimensional cycle of coindex 1 satisfying conditions C1 - C3, which consists of
two periodic orbits containing O; and Oz, a fragile heteroclinic orbit containing M; and M., and a
robust heteroclinic orbit containing M, and Mfr . Here £*% is a strong-stable leaf through Mfr VAL T
a strong-unstable leaf through M, , £; = W _(O1) N Fa (W}.(O2)) and ¢5 = F;llﬁl.

2.2 Transition maps and geometric non-degeneracy conditions

For each of the heteroclinic orbits I'” and I'!, a transition map between neighborhoods of O; and

05 is defined, as follows.

Consider, first, the case of discrete time, i.e., let f, be a diffeomorphism. Take four points
M e T NWE (O1), My e TONWE(O1), My e TONW§ (O2), and My € T'NWE(O2). Note that
M, and Mfr belong to the same robust heteroclinic orbit I'' and M, and M2Jr belong to the same
fragile heteroclinic orbit I'. Thus, there exist positive integers ni and ng such that f™(M; ) = M,
and f"2(My ) = M;". We define the transition maps from a small neighborhood of M; to a small
neighborhood of M2Jr and from a small neighborhood of M, to a small neighborhood of Mfr as,
respectively, Fio = f™ and Fy = f"2 (see Figure 4).

In the continuous-time case, when f is a flow, we take the points 1\41Jr el''n Wg.(01) and M €
N W (O1) on the cross-section Up; and the points My~ € TN W} (O2) and My € TN WE (O5)
on the cross-section Upy. Then the transition map Fis is defined as the map by the orbits of the flow
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which start in the cross-section Up; near M, and hit the cross-section Upy near the point M2+ , and
the transition map Fb; is defined as the map by the orbits of the flow which start in the cross-section
Uop2 near M, and hit the cross-section Up; near the point Mfr By the definition, Fio(M; ) = M2Jr
and Fo (M; ) = M.

We can now precisely describe the non-degeneracy conditions which we impose on the heterodi-

mensional cycle T'.

C1. Simplicity of the fragile heteroclinic: F,'(W;£(0Oz)) intersects W} (O;) transversely at the point

oc
My, and Fio(WE(Oy)) intersects Wi (O) transversely at My ;
C2. Simplicity of the robust heteroclinic: the leaf of F““ at the point M, is not tangent to
Fy (W (O1)) and the leaf of F°* at the point M, is not tangent to Fay (W2.(02)); and

C3. TL N (W3 (01) UW™S(0y)) = 0, i.e., M;™ ¢ W*5(0y) and My ¢ W (Oy).

Figure 4 provides an illustration. Note that the corresponding requirement in C1 is automatically
satisfied if there is no W*¥(01) or W“¥(0,), that is, in the case where O; has a pair of complex
conjugate center-stable multipliers and d — dy = 2, or Oy has a pair of complex conjugate center-

unstable multipliers and dy = 2.

The manifolds involved in these conditions depend continuously (as C''-manifolds) on f in the
C"-topology. This implies that conditions C2 and C3 are C"-open, and condition C1 is C"-open in the
class of systems with the heterodimensional cycle. It is also quite standard that one can always achieve
the fulfillment of C1 and C2 by adding an arbitrarily C"-small perturbation to f (in the smooth case
one adds a local perturbation to f; in the analytic case one uses the scheme described in [19, 31]).
In the case where condition C3 is not fulfilled, we do not need to perturb the system: for the same
system f we can always find, close to I'!, another robust heteroclinic orbit which satisfies C3. To see
this, note that condition C2 ensures that the line {1 = W} (O1) N Fp (W}2.(O2)) (corresponding to
robust heteroclinics, see Figure 4) is not tangent to W**(O;) U Fy; (

un
loc

the position of the point Mfr on this line and hence the position of M, = F{ll(Mfr)

(02)), so we can always shift

2.3 Local partial linearization and the fourth non-degeneracy condition

There is one last non-degeneracy condition, which is different for the saddle case and the other
cases. To state it precisely, let us introduce C"-coordinates (z,y,z) € Rs x R4 x RI—h—des in [y

such that the local stable and unstable manifolds get straightened near O:
I/Vlfac(Ol) = {y = 0}’ I/Vlléc(Ol) = {x =0,z = 0}’

and the extended-unstable manifold W;*2(0y) is tangent to {z = 0} when x = 0,z = 0 (see Section
3.1). Moreover, the leaves of the foliation F*° are also straightened and are given by {x = const,y = 0}.

In particular, we have

Wige(O1) = {z =0,y = 0}.

We also introduce C"-coordinates (u,v,w) € R x R4 x Re~dev in Uy, such that the local
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stable and unstable manifolds are straightened near Os:
Wie(02) = fu=0,w =10}, Wi (O2) = {v =0},

the extended-sable manifold W;E(0,) is tangent to {w = 0} when u = 0,v = 0, and the leaves of the

foliation F“* are also straightened and given by {u = const,v = 0}. We have

Wi(0) = {u = 0,0 = 0},

We restrict the choice of the coordinates by a further requirement (which can always be fulfilled,
see e.g. [32]) that the first-return maps F} and F; act linearly on center-stable and, respectively, center-
unstable coordinates. Namely, if we restrict these maps on W .(0O1) = {y = 0} and, respectively,
Wi5e(O2) = {v = 0} and use the notation Filyy: (0,): (z,2) = (Z,2) and Fa|wn (0,) : (u,w) — (4, ),

then we have

Saddle case: T = Az and U = yu;
Saddle-focus cosw  sinw B
T=A ] x and u=yu; (2)
case: —sinw cosw
Double-focus coswi Sinwi B CcOswy  Sinwsg
z=A ) x and u =" ) U.
case: —sinw; coswi —sinws €os woy

We denote, in these coordinates, M;" = (z*,0,2%) and M; = (u~,0,w™) (so condition C3 reads
zt #£0and u” #0).

Recall that Fy; takes a point with coordinates (u, v, w) to a point with coordinates (x,y, z), where
x and u are the center-stable and center-unstable coordinates near the points O and Og, respectively.
By condition C2, the line #; is not tangent to the foliation F** and the line ¢ = F{llfl is not tangent to
the foliation F“*. In the saddle case this means that these curves are transverse to these foliations (see
Figure 4), so they are parametrized by the coordinates x (the line ¢1) and w (the line ¢3). Therefore,

as Fyyle, acts as a diffeomorphism ¢ — ¢;, we have

b £0. 3)

ou My

C4.2 (saddle case). The quantity o := bu™ /2" satisfies

la| # 1. (4)

Note that in the saddle case conditions C1 and C2 are equivalent (see [60]) to the requirement
that the heteroclinic cycle I' is a partially hyperbolic set with the 1-dimensional central direction field
which includes the center-stable eigenvector at O; and the center-unstable eigenvector at Oy. As we
show, « determines the behavior in the central direction: the first-return maps near I' are contracting
in the central direction when |a| < 1 and expanding when |a| > 1 (see Lemma 1). Note that «
is an invariant of smooth coordinate transformations which keep the foliations F** and F“* locally

straightened and keep the action of the local maps F; and F5 in the central direction linear, as in (2).
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Indeed, any such transformation is linear in the central directions in a small neighborhoods Uy; and
Ups of the points O and Os, i.e., the coordinates x and u are only multiplied to some constants c,
and ¢,. As a result, the coefficient b is replaced by bc, /¢y, and % and u™ are replaced by ¢zt and
U, SO a remains unchanged. Similarly, the invariant o does not depend on the choice of the points
M;" and M, on the given heteroclinic orbit T'!.

In the saddle-focus and double-focus cases, the partial hyperbolicity is not assumed, and no

condition similar to C4.1 is needed. However, we need another condition:

C4.2 (saddle-focus and double-focus cases). When the center-stable multipliers A\;; and A; 2 are
complex and = € R?, the z-vector component of the tangent to ¢; at the point M}r is not parallel
to the vector 1 (see Figure 5). When the center-unstable multipliers 72,1 and 792 are complex and

u € R?, the u-vector component of the tangent to /5 at the point My is not parallel to the vector ut.

Wit (01)

€1

Figure 5: An illustration of condition C4.2. The vector (xf,x;) is not parallel to the x-vector
component (the dashed line) of the tangent to /.

Like in condition C4.1, coordinate transformations that keep the action of the local maps F; and
F5 in & and u linear are also linear in x and u, respectively. This immediately implies that condition
(C4.2 is invariant with respect to the choice of the linearizing coordinates. It also does not depend on
the choice of the points M1+ and M, .

The heterodimensional cycles satisfying conditions C1-C4.1,2 will be further called non-degenerate.

2.4 Finite-parameter unfoldings

The perturbations we use to prove Theorem 1 are done within finite-parameter families f. which

we assume to be of class C" (r = 2,...,00,w) jointly with respect to coordinates and parameters &.

Let fo = f; for any sufficiently small € the hyperbolic points O; and O3 exist and depend smoothly

on e. The corresponding multipliers also depend smoothly (C"~!) on . We define

In|A|
In|y|”

0(e) = (5)

In the saddle-focus and double-focus cases, an important role is also played by the frequencies w(e)
and, respectively, wy2(e). The values of 6 as well as w; 2 are moduli of topological conjugacy of

diffeomorphisms with non-degenerate heterodimensional cycles (see [19, 59]).
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The local stable and unstable manifolds of O; 2, as well as their images by the transition maps
Fi5 and Fy1, also depend smoothly on €. The fragile heteroclinic T'? is not, in general, preserved when
€ changes. To determine whether the fragile heteroclinic disappears or not, one introduces a splitting
parameter p, a continuous functional such that for any system g from a small C"-neighborhood of
f the absolute value of 1(g) equals to the distance between W (O2) and Fia(W}L.(O1)); the fragile
heteroclinic persists for those g for which p(g) = 0. The codimension-1 manifold p = 0 separates the
neighborhood of the system f into two connected components; we define p such that it changes sign

when going from one component to the other.

A one-parameter family f. is called a generic one-parameter unfolding of f if u(f.) depends on e

smoothly and fl—’; # 0. This means that we can make u(f.) = ¢ by a smooth change of parameters.

We also need to consider families depending on two or more parameters, i.e., € = (£1,€2,...).
We call the family f. a proper unfolding, if %’g # 0 (so the set u(e) = 0 forms a smooth codimension-
1 manifold Hy in the space of parameters ¢) and, the following conditions hold for the subfamily

corresponding to € € Hy:

e in the saddle case, d—g # 0, where the derivative is taken over € € Hy (this implies that we can

make a smooth change of parameters in the family f. such that u(e) = &1 and 0(g) = £9);

e in the saddle-focus case, the condition is that the functions f(¢) and s-w(e) and 1 are linearly

independent in a neighborhood of € = 0 on Hy;

e in the double-focus case, the condition is the linear independence of 6(e), %wl (), %wg(s)ﬁ(e)

and 1 in a neighborhood of € = 0 on Hg°.

Note that we only need rational independence in the propriety conditions for the saddle-focus and
double-focus case. However, we do not include this requirement in the definition to make the class of

proper families open.

With the above definitions, the formulation of our main result, Theorem 2 as given in Section 1,
is now complete. The proof goes differently in different cases: for the saddle case the theorem follows
from the results described in Sections 2.5 and 2.6, and in the saddle-focus and double focus case it

follows from the results of Section 2.7.

2.5 Three types of heterodimensional cycles in the saddle case

In the saddle case, the proof of Theorem 2 is most involved: not because of technicalities, but
because the dynamics emerging at perturbations of the non-degenerate heterodimensional cycles de-
pend, in the saddle case, very essentially on the type of the cycle. According to that, we introduce

three types of the heterodimensional cycles in the saddle case, as follows.

First, note (by counting dimensions) that in the saddle case condition C1 implies that the intersec-

tion of Fp,' (WiE(02)) and WP (0,) is a smooth curve, which we denote as £° (see Figure 6). At e = 0,

this curve goes through the point M, and its image Fi2(¢") goes through the point M2+ . The tangent

Note that in the double-focus case the problem is symmetric with respect to the time reversal and interchange of O, and
Os. This operation changes 6 to #~' and interchanges w; and ws, thus keeping the linear independence condition intact.

16



space T, 1—60 lies in TMI—W“E(Ol) = {z = 0} and, by C1, T, 1—60 Z T, 1—I/V;;C(Ol) ={z =0,z = 0},
which implies that 7, 1_€0 has a non-zero projection to the z-axis. Thus, the curve (0 is parametrized
by the coordinate x. Similarly, the curve Fio(¢°) is parametrized by coordinate u. The restriction of

Fia to /Y is a diffeomorphism, so

a =

=T %0 (6)

My

y Fio
O~ /_)_\
—1 sE ~"
F12 (I/Vloc (02))

Wk (01)

on xr

\

Figure 6: Condition C1 in straightened coordinates.

We say that a heterodimensional cycle I' in the saddle case is of

e type I7, if there exist points  M; (z7,0,27) e T'NUy» and M, (u™,0,w") € T N Up
such that axTu™ > 0;

e type II, if there exist points M (27,0,2%) e T'NUy» and M, (u™,0,w™) € T N Up
such that axTu™ < 0;

e type III, if there exist points M1+ e I'' N Uy and My € I'' N Uy for which aztu™ > 0 and
another pair of points M;" € I'' N Up; and M, € I't N Upy for which axtu~ < 0.

The cycle of type III is, by definition, a cycle which is simultaneously of type I and type II. Like
in condition C4.1, one shows that the sign of ax™u~ is independent of the choice of coordinates which
keep the action of the local maps Fj in the neighborhood Uy, of O1 and F3 in the neighborhood Uy,

of Os linear in the central coordinates x and u. Thus, the above definition is coordinate-independent.

Notice that a is determined by a pair of points M| and M2+ on the fragile heteroclinic I'%, while
o and u~ are coordinates of points on the robust heteroclinic I''. By (2) (the saddle case), if the
central multipliers A and v are positive, the local maps F; and Fy multiply 2+ and u~ to positive
factors, so the sign of ax™u~ is independent of the choice of the points Mfr and M, on I'' in this
case. Similarly, it does not depend on the choice of the points M, and M2+ on I'Y. On the other
hand, if at least one of the central multipliers is negative, the sign of 7« ™~ changes when one replaces
the pair (M,", My ) by the points (Fy(M;"), My ) or (M;", Fy *(M;)) on the same orbit. Thus, a
non-degenerate heterodimensional cycle has either type I or type II, and not type III, if and only
if both central multipliers are positive, and it has type III if and only if at least one of the central

multipliers is negative.

Type-1 and type-1I cycles correspond to twisted, and, respectively, non-twisted cycles in [17]. Strictly speaking, our
definition is somewhat more general, as the notion of twisted and untwisted cycles was introduced in [17] only in the
case when the local maps and transition maps satisfy certain additional restrictions.
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2.6 Main results for the saddle case

The key observation in our proof of Theorem 2 in the saddle case and the fundamental reason
behind the emergence of robust heterodimensional dynamics is given by the following result proven in
Section 3.2.

Theorem 4. In the saddle case, in any neighborhood of a non-degenerate heterodimensional cycle I’

of type I (including type III) for which the value of 0 = —}Em

center-stable with index dy if || < 1 or center-unstable with index dy if |a] > 1.

1s irrational, there exists a blender,

The result holds true for systems f of class at least C2. The blender is not the one constructed
in [11] by means of a C'-small but not C?-small perturbation of f. We do not perturb f, but give
explicit conditions for the existence of the blender. Moreover, the (at least) C? regularity is important
for the proof, and it is not clear whether Theorem 4 holds when f is only C''. Namely, it is a priori
possible that there could exist C'! systems for which a neighborhood of a heterodimensional cycle of

type I does not contain a blender even when 6 is irrational.

Next theorem tells us when the blender of Theorem 4 is activated, implying that it gets involved
in robust heterodimensional dynamics. Recall that by definition the blender exists for any system
C'-close to f.

Theorem 5. Let I' be a non-degenerate type-1 cycle and let 0 be irrational. Consider a sufficiently
small C"-neighborhood V of f such that the blender given by Theorem 4 persists for any system g € V.
Let p be a splitting functional.

e In the case |a| < 1, there exist constants C1 < Co such that for all sufficiently large m € N
any system g € V which satisfies py™ € [C1,Cs) has Cl-robust heterodimensional dynamics
involving the index-dy cs-blender A of Theorem 4 and a non-trivial, index-ds hyperbolic basic

set containing Oo.

e In the case |a| > 1, there exist constants Cy < Cq such that for all sufficiently large k € N
any system g € V which satisfies p\=% € [C1,Co] has C'-robust heterodimensional dynamics
involving the index-ds cu-blender A°“ of Theorem 4 and a non-trivial, index-d; hyperbolic basic

set containing O1.

The theorem is proven in Section 3.3 (see Proposition 4); Theorems 6 - 8 below are proven there
as well. Note that the cases |a] < 1 and |a| > 1 are reduced to each other by the reversion of time
and the interchange of the points O; and O3. Theorem 5 immediately implies Theorem 2 in the
case of type-I cycles. Indeed, in a proper unfolding of f we can, by an arbitrarily small increment,
make @ irrational while keeping 1 = 0, and then put x to an interval corresponding to the C'-robust

heterodimensional dynamics.

We also show (see Proposition 4) that there exist intervals of p for which the blender A is
homoclinically related to Oy if |a| < 1, and the blender A" is homoclinically related to O if || > 1.
Recall that a hyperbolic point is homoclinically related to a hyperbolic basic set of the same index if

their stable and unstable manifolds intersect transversely. If the blender is homoclinically related to a
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saddle O; or Os and is, simultaneously, involved in robust heterodimensional dynamics with the other
saddle, this would give robust heterodimensional dynamics involving both these saddles. However, the
following result shows that if the central multipliers A and v are both positive, this does not happen

within a small neighborhood of the cycle I' under consideration.

Let f have a non-degenerate heterodimensional cycle I' of type I (we do not insist now that 6 is
irrational). Let A > 0 and v > 0, i.e., I" is not type-IIl. Let U be a small neighborhood of I'.

Theorem 6. One can choose the sign of the splitting functional p such that for every system g from
a small C"-neighborhood of f

e in the case |a| < 1, for u(g) > 0, the set of all points whose orbits lie entirely in U consists of
a hyperbolic set A of index dy (this set includes the orbit Ly of Oy1), the orbit Ly of the periodic
point Oz, and heteroclinic orbits corresponding to the transverse intersection of W*(Ly) with
W#(A), so there are no heterodimensional dynamics in U;
for pu(g) < 0, no orbit in W"(Ly) stays entirely in U, except for Ly itself and, at pu(g) = 0,
the fragile heteroclinic T°, so Ly cannot be a part of any heterodimensional cycle in U when
1(g) < 0;

e in the case |a| > 1, for u(g) < 0, the set of all points whose orbits lie entirely in U consists of
a hyperbolic set A of index dy (this set includes the orbit Lo of O3), the orbit Ly of the periodic
point O1, and heteroclinic orbits corresponding to the transverse intersection of W*(Ly) with
W™(A), so there are no heterodimensional dynamics in U;
for u(g) > 0, no orbit in W*(Ls) stays entirely in U, except for Lo itself and, at u(g) = 0,
the fragile heteroclinic T°, so Ly cannot be a part of any heterodimensional cycle in U when
n(g) > 0.

This situation changes if the type-I cycle is accompanied by a type-II cycle in the following sense.

Definition 5. We say that two non-degenerate heterodimensional cycles associated with O and O2 are
tied if they share the same fragile heteroclinic, and the robust heteroclinic orbits T' and T belonging
to the corresponding cycles T' and T intersect the same leaf of the foliation F*5 or the same leaf of the
foliation F**. Specifically, there exists a pair of points Mfr = (2+,0,zF) el n W7 .(O1) and Mfr =
(#,0,27) € T' N W} (O1) such that = &% or a pair of points My = (u™,0,w™) € T' N W (O2)
and My = (@~,0,%) € DY N W} (O9) such that u™ = i~

The existence of tied cycles is a C"-open property in the set of systems for which the fragile
heteroclinic is preserved. Indeed, if for a system f we have two points Mfr eT'! and ]\Zl'lJr e I'! lying in
a common leaf [°% of the foliation F5°, then there are curves ¢; and /1 containing these points, which
correspond to the transverse intersection of W*(02) and W (O1) and which, by condition C2, are
transverse to the leaf [*® of F%9. The transversality implies that a C"-small perturbation of f does

lSS

not destroy this double intersection in [*®. The same is true if we have a double intersection with a

leaf of Fuv.

Theorem 7. Let a C" (r > 2) system f have a non-degenerate type-1 cycle I' tied with a non-
degenerate type-II cycle T'. Assume that 0 is irrational. Then, for any generic one-parameter unfolding

ere exrists a converqgin 0 = sequence oj mrervats 15 Suc a a € 1; has -roous
W th st ging to p = 0 seq intervals 1; such that f, at p € I; has C'-robust
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heterodimensional dynamics involving the blender given by Theorem 4 and a non-trivial hyperbolic
basic set; of these two hyperbolic sets, the one with index dy is homoclinically related to O1(u) and the

one with index dy is homoclinically related to Oa(p).

Observe that a type-III cycle is, by definition, a cycle of type I and II, and, obviously, it is tied

with itself. Hence, applying the above theorem, we obtain

Corollary 2. Let I' be a non-degenerate cycle with real central multipliers X\ and ~, at least one
_InJ)

In|y|
there exist converging to zero intervals of pu corresponding to C'-robust heterodimensional dynamics

of which is negative. If 0 = is irrational, then for any generic one-parameter unfolding f,

involving non-trivial hyperbolic basic sets, one of which contains O1(p) and the other contains Oa(p).

Remark 2. Tied cycles also occur when O1 or Oy have a transverse homoclinic. For example, let
us have a non-degenerate heterodimensional cycle I' with a fragile heteroclinic T° and a robust hete-
roclinic 1. Assume the central multipliers are real, and let M’ € Wt .(O2) be a point of transverse
intersection of the stable and unstable manifolds of Oz. If we take a small piece of W (O2) around
M, its forward images converge to the entire unstable manifold of Os. Therefore, some of them must
intersect transversely the strong-stable leaf of the point M}r € ' N WgE (O1) (as this leaf intersects
W™ (Os9) transversely at the point M_}_ by condition C2). The orbit of the intersection point is a robust
heteroclinic T}, and the corresponding cycle T is tied with T. By construction, the orbit T has a point
in W .(O2) close to the homoclinic point M'. Therefore, its u-coordinate is close to the u-coordinate
u' of M'. Therefore, if u=u’ <0, i.e., the homoclinic point M’ and the point My of 't lie in W, (O2)
on opposite sides from W' (Oq), then the tied cycles I' and T have different types, and Theorem 7 is

loc

applicable.

Theorem 2 for type-II cycles is inferred from Theorem 7 by means of the following result.

Theorem 8. Let f have a non-degenerate type-1I cycle I' with irrational 8. For any generic one-
parameter unfolding f,, there ewists a sequence p; — 0 such that f, at p = p; has a pair of tied

heterodimensional cycles I'j 1 and I'; 11 of type I and type II, which are associated

o with O1(p) and an indez-dy saddle OL(u) which is homoclinically related to Oz(u) if |a| < 1; or

e with Oz(p) and an index-dy saddle O (u) which is homoclinically related to O1(u) if |a] > 1.

In the case r > 3, it follows from the computations in the proof of this theorem that if we extend
fu to any proper, at least two-parameter unfolding f. of f, the same family f. will give a proper
unfolding for the newly obtained cycles I'j 1 and I'j r7. Since f. is proper for the cycles I'; ; and I'; 11,
one can always find the values of ¢ for which the value of 6 for these cycles is irrational. Hence,
applying Theorem 7, we obtain the result of Theorem 2 when f. is at least C3. In the C?-case, the
difficulty is that we use, for every parameter value, the coordinates which linearize the action of the
local maps F; and F; in the central direction. It is known that in the C?-case the linearizing coordinate
transformation is, in general, not smooth with respect to parameters, so our technique does not allow
to compute derivatives with respect to € which enter the definition of a proper unfolding. Instead,
we use continuity arguments to show in the C?-case that, still, for the tied cycles I'j; and I'j 7 the
value of # can be made irrational and the splitting parameter for these cycles can be pushed, by a
small change of ¢, inside the intervals described by Theorem 7. Altogether, this gives us the result of

Theorem 2 for type-II cycles in the following form.
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Corollary 3. Let I' be a non-degenerate type-1I cycle, and let f. be a proper, at least two-parameter
unfolding. Arbitrarily close to € = 0 there exist open regions in the parameter space for which the
corresponding system f. has C'-robust heterodimensional dynamics associated to a blender and a non-

trivial hyperbolic basic set; one of these sets contains point Oy and the other contains point Os.

As we see, the emergence of heterodimensional dynamics depends strongly on the arithmetic prop-
erties of 0 and w’s, the moduli of topological equivalence. The following result shows that in the saddle
case we have a clear dichotomy: while in the case of irrational 6 we have highly non-trivial dynamics
and bifurcations in any neighborhood of the heterodimensional cycle I', in the case of rational 6 the
dynamics in a small neighborhood of I' are quite simple, in general.

Theorem 9. Let a C" (r > 2) system [ have a non-degenerate heterodimensional cycle ', and let the
_In RY

In v
coprime integers p > 0, ¢ > 0. Suppose the following conditions are fulfilled:

central multipliers be real, |\ < 1 and |y| > 1. Let 6 = be rational, i.e., |y| = \)\\75 for some

labl # || for s€Z, (7)

s 1=\

[ —_— 8
¢alnlii== ¥
Let U be a sufficiently small neighborhood of T' and let N be the set of all orbits that lie entirely in
U. Then, at i = 0, the set N is the union of Ly, Lo, T°, and the orbits of transverse intersection of

WU (Ly) with W*(Ly) near T'.

‘ - }
m )
ar s€Z,1eN,neN

For any generic one-parameter unfolding f,,, for any small pn # 0, either

e N is comprised by Lo, an index-dy uniformly-hyperbolic compact set Ay containing Ly, and
transverse heteroclinic connections between W*(La) and W#(A1), while no heteroclinic connec-
tion between W' (A1) and W*(La) exists, or

o N is comprised by L1, an index-do uniformly-hyperbolic compact set Ao containing Lo, and
transverse heteroclinic connections between W*(A2) and W#(Ly), while no heteroclinic connec-
tion between W*(L1) and W*(Aa) exists.

The proof of this theorem is given in Section 3.4. Notice that, for fixed values of A and -+,
conditions (7) and (8) are fulfilled for all ab and az™ /u~ except for a countable, nowhere dense set of
values. Thus, the simplicity of dynamics at rational 6 is indeed quite generic. It also follows from this
theorem and Theorem 4 that whenever we have a heterodimensional cycle I' of type I, if we change 6
without destroying I, the blender that forms at irrational #’s immediately departs from I', so that for

each rational 0 a sufficiently small “blender-free” neighborhood of I' emerges.

2.7 The case of complex multipliers

In the remaining saddle-focus and double-focus cases, we obtain Theorem 2 from

Theorem 10. Let a C" (r > 2) system [ have a heterodimensional cycle I' and let central multipliers

be A1 = )\’1‘72 = Xe™ and real 2,1 =7 (the saddle-focus case) or A1 = )\“{72 = \e™! and Yo,1 = 75‘72 =
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In A w

ve2 (the double-focus case). Assume, in the saddle-focus case, that the numbers 6 = T’ 27 and
1 are rationally independent. In the double-focus case, assume that 0, $t, 02%, and 1 are rationally

independent. Then, in any neighborhood of T, the system f has C'-robust heterodimensional dynamics

associated to a cs-blender and a cu-blender.

Moreover, in the double-focus case, the point Oy is homoclinically related to the cs-blender and
the point Oy is homoclinically related to the cu-blender, and the same holds true for any C"-close
system g. In the saddle-focus case, the point Os is, for the system f and for any C"-close system g,
homoclinically related to the cu-blender, and there exist intervals I; converging to u = 0 such that if

w(g) € I, then the point Oy is homoclinically related to the cs-blender.

Remark 3. By the inversion of time, we deduce a similar result for the case where v21 =734 = el
and Ai,;1 = X is real. Namely, we obtain that the point Oy is homoclinically related to a cs-blender for
the system f and for any C"-close system g, and that there exist intervals I; converging to p = 0 such

that if p(g) € 1;, then the point Oy is homoclinically related to the cu-blender.

This theorem is proved in Section 4. Since in a proper unfolding of f the rational independence
conditions of Theorem 10 are achieved by arbitrarily small changes of parameters, the claim of Theorem

2 follows immediately.

2.8 Local stabilization of heterodimensional cycles

Corollary 2, Corollary 3, and Theorem 10 immediately imply that if the heterodimensional cycle
is not type-I, then it is locally C"-stabilized as claimed in Theorem 3 (in the C' case, this result is
obtained in [17], but certain perturbations essential for their construction are large in the C2-topology).
On the other hand, Theorem 6 shows that any type-I heterodimensional cycle cannot be locally C"-
stabilized, concluding Theorem 3. A similar result on the impossibility of the local C'-stabilization

for type-I cycles can be inferred from [15].

If we replace at least one of the periodic orbits in the heterodimensional cycle by a non-trivial,
transitive, compact hyperbolic set A, then even if all periodic orbits in A have central multipliers real
and positive, one can, in the generic situation, find a periodic orbit in A such that its homoclinic
points accumulate to it from both sides in the central direction. Then, by Remark 2 and Theorem 7

we obtain

Corollary 4. A heterodimensional cycle is C"-stabilizable for any r = 2,...,00,w if at least one of

the involved periodic orbits belongs to a non-trivial, transitive, compact hyperbolic sets.

3 The saddle case

In this section, we consider the case of real central multipliers and prove Theorems 4 - 9 and

Corollary 3.
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3.1 First-return maps

Recall that we consider the behavior in a small neighborhood of the heterodimensional cycle T
We take periodic points O; and O2 in I' and consider, if f is a discrete dynamical system, small
neighborhoods Uy, and Uyy of O1 and O,. If f is a flow, then Uy and Uy are small codimension-1
cross-section to the flow through the points O; and Os. In both cases, the local maps F; and F> act on
Up1 and Uyo, which are defined by the orbits of the system f near the orbits L; and Lo of the points Oy
and Oy. We take a pair of points M; € Uy and MgL € Uy on the fragile heteroclinic I'Y and a pair of
points M, € Upz and Mfr € Uy on the robust heteroclinic I''. The orbits near the fragile heteroclinic
define the transition map Fi2 from a small neighborhood of M| in Uy to a small neighborhood of
M2+ in Upye, and the orbits near the robust heteroclinic define the transition map F; from a small
neighborhood of M, in Upy to a small neighborhood of M;" in Up;. Our immediate goal is to analyze
first-return maps near the heterodimensional cycle, which take points from a small neighborhood Mfr
in Up; back to a vicinity of M1+ Such map is the composition T}, ,,, = F1 0 F3" o Fig0 Flk where k& and
m are sufficiently large positive integers such that Flk takes points from a small neighborhood of 2\41+
in Up; to a small neighborhood of M, in Up; and F3" takes points from a small neighborhood of M,
in Upz to a small neighborhood of M, in Ups.

First, we discuss necessary estimates for Flk and F3". By [32], one can choose local coordinates
(z,y,2z) € R x R% x R4=41~1 in Uy, such that Oy is at the origin and the map F} takes the form

z )\x—i-gl(w,y,Z),
g:P1y+92(wayaz)7 (9)

z= P2Z + g3(x,y’ Z)a
where A = A1 1, and the eigenvalues of the matrices P; and P are v1,1,71,2,---571,d; and A 2. .. A g—d;

respectively (see (1)). The functions g; 23 vanish along with their first derivatives at the origin and

satisfy the identities

0913
ox

91,3(0,9,0) =0, 92(x,0,2) =0, g1(x,0,2) =0, (0,9,0) =0, (10)
for all sufficiently small x, y, and z. As discussed in Section 2, the first two identities in (10) imply
that the local manifolds W (O1) and W}%_(O1) are straightened and given by the equations {y = 0}
and {z = 0,z = 0}, respectively. The third identity shows that the strong-stable foliation F** (which
enters condition C2) is straightened, its leaves are given by equations {x = const,y = 0}, and the
map F restricted to W} (O1) is linear in x. The forth identity implies that the extended unstable
manifold W“E(O;) (which is in condition C1) is tangent to z = 0 at the points of W (Oy).

oc

Similarly, we introduce coordinates (u,v,w) € R x RI=4=1 x R% in Uy with Oy at the origin
such that F5 takes the form

|

=7u + gl(ua v, w)?
le+g2(uav’w)’ (11)

w = Q2w + 93(uav,w)’

Sy
I

where 7 = 79,1, and the eigenvalues of the matrices @)1 and Q2 are Ag2,A22,...,A24-q,—1 and
Y225 - - s Y2.dy +1, Tespectively (see (1)). The functions g1 2 3 vanish along with their first derivatives at
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the origin and satisfy

0013
ou

91,3(077}70) = 07 gz(ua O,U}) = 07 gl(ua O,U}) = 07 (07?}70) = 07 (12)

for all sufficiently small u, v and w.

According to [32], the transformations that bring F to form (9) and F; to form (11) are of class C”,
so we do not loose regularity when using these coordinates. Moreover, these coordinate transformations
depend uniformly-continuously on the system f. When we consider parametric families f., and f is
analytic or C'°° with respect to coordinates and parameters, the coordinate transformations are also
analytic or C°° with respect to €. In the case of finite smoothness r, we loose, in general, two derivatives
with respect to e. Namely, by [32], the second derivative of the transformation is C”"~2-smooth with
respect to both the coordinates and parameters. Therefore, the functions P » and Q1,2 in (9) and (9)
are C"~2-functions of ¢, and the functions g1,2,3 and g1 2.3, as well as their derivatives with respect to
(x,1,2) or (u,v,w) up to order 2, are C"~2-functions of the coordinates and e. If » > 3, this gives us
at least 1 continuous derivative with respect to e. In the C? case, we can only assume continuity of
P15, Q1,2 with respect to ¢, the same goes for g1 23, §1,2,3, and their derivatives with respect to the
coordinates. The eigenvalues A and v do not depend on coordinate transformations; as they are the
eigenvalues of the first derivative of | or Fy (at O; and, respectively, Os), they are at least C'* with

respect to € in any case.

Take any point (x,y, 2) in Up; and let (%,7, 2) = FF(z,y,2). It is known (see e.g. [2, 54]) that
the value of (Z,y, ) is uniquely defined by (x,7, z) for all £ > 0. By Lemma 7 of [32], when identities

(10) are fulfilled, the relation between the coordinates can be written as
z= Akx ‘|’p1($, ga Z)?

) ) ) (13)
y:p2($,y,2), Z:p3(x’yaz)’

where
Ip1sllcr = o(AY), Ip2llcr = o(37F), (14)

for some constant 4 € (1, |y11]). These estimates are uniform for all systems C%-close to f; when we
consider parametric families f., the functions p1 23 depend on e uniformly-continuously, along with
their first derivatives with respect to (x,7,2). In the case 7 > 3, we have the same o(\¥) and o(§57*)

estimates for the derivatives of p; 2 and, respectively, ps with respect to parameters ¢, see [32].

Likewise, for any (u,v,w) € Uy we have (1,0, w) = Fy"(u,v,w) if and only if

w=~""u+q(u,v,0),
gl ( ) (15)
f) - qg(’ZL,’U,’UN}), w = q?,(ﬁ,?},ﬁ)),
where
lg1sllcr = o(y™™), lg2llcr = o(A™), (16)

for some constant \ € (|A2,1],1); the functions g; 2,3 depend uniformly-continuously on the system f,
and the estimates (16) hold uniformly for all systems C2-close to f. When r > 3, estimates (16) also

hold for the derivatives with respect to parameters €.

Now, we consider the transition maps Fis and F5;. We use the following notation for the coordi-
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nates of the points Mfzz
M = (27,0,27), M; =(0,y7,0), My =(0,07,0), M, =(u,0,w" ).
We can write the Taylor expansion of the transition map Fis : (Z, 9, 2) — (u, v, w) near M; as

u=al+anT +aly(§—y )+ asi + O@E + (
v—vt =ah+ a4y (§ — y) + absZ + O(F + (
—y7) +ahi+OF + (3

<y &

—y )+ 2%, (17)
w = ay + a3, T + azy(y -y )+

where a; and a;; (i,7 = 1,2,3) are some constants. Since Fia(M; ) = My for the system f, it follows

that a} 5 3 vanish, but when we perturb f, these coefficients can become non-zero (though small).

Recall that W:Z(0,) is tangent at M, to w = 0 and W,(O) is given by (i = 0,% = 0). Thus,

loc

the transversality condition C1 writes as the uniqueness of the (trivial) solution to the system

+

uw=ay(§—y), v—v" =an(§-y), 0=as(@—y ),

i.e., ab, is invertible. It follows that § — y~ can be expressed, from the last equation of (17), as a

smooth function of (w, Z, Z), so the map Fj2 can be written in the so-called “cross-form” as

u = fi + aF + appw + a13% + O(F% + w? + 7%,
v — @Jr = a91T + azw + a3z + O(CE2 + w2 + 22), (18)

— 9 = and + agw + agsZ + O(F° + w® + %),

NS

where the coefficients 9%, §~, i, a, and a;; change uniformly-continuously when the system f is
perturbed, and for the original system f, we have o7 = v*, §~ = y~, and 4 = 0. Since it does not
cause ambiguity, in further references to (18) we use v+ and y~ instead of o1 and §~. Note that the

coefficient a # 0 is exactly the derivative defined in (6).

Since W} (0Oq) is given by (z = 0,2 = 0) and W _(O2) is given by (u = 0,w = 0), a fragile
heteroclinic corresponding to the intersection of Fio(W}%.(O1)) and W} (O2) persists for a perturbation
of f if and only if & = 0. More precisely, ji is the u-coordinate of the point of the intersection of
Fio(W .(01)) with w = 0. This intersection is transverse by condition C1, from which one infers
that the ratio of || to the distance between Fio(WY.(O1)) and W} (O2) tends (uniformly in some
C?-neighborhood of f) to a finite non-zero limit value when i — 0. Recall that we defined the splitting
parameter 4(f), whose absolute value equal the distance between Fio(W}:.(O1)) and W} (O2) and

which enters Theorems 5 - 9. By scaling the variable u, we can always obtain

~

o Lo
;lfi%m_l’ or f=p+o(u). (19)

If » > 3, then when we consider parametric families f., the coefficients of (18) are at least C'! with
respect to e. When the family is generic or proper, u = u(f:) is one of the parameters, and we have
(for r > 3)
-
=0
It follows that in this case we can make a smooth change of parameters such that i = pu.
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The Taylor expansion of the other transition map Fb; : (@, 0,w) — (z,y, 2), which is defined for

(@,9,%) near My = (u~,0,w~) and takes values (z,y, z) near M;" = (27,0,2"), is given by

x—at =V (@ —u") F Vgt + b0 —w) + 0@ —u” )2+ 92 + (0 —w)?),
y =bhy (1t — u™) 4 bhyt + bhys (w0 — w™) + O((a — u7)2 + 9% 4+ (w — w*)Q), (20)
2 — 2 =byy (@ — ™) + by + by (0 — w™) + O(( — u™)* + 0% + (0 —w™)?),

where b, are some constants. Arguing as for the map Fjs above, one can use the assumption that
1] g g p ) p

Fyl(WE (O1)) th FU 2 ) from condition C2 to deduce that detbh; # 0 (note that the leaf of the
foliation F"* through M, is given by (& = u~,0 = 0) and W} _(Oy) is given by {y = 0} here).

Consequently, Fb; can be written in the following cross-form:

x—at =b(i—u”) + bl + bisy + O((@ —u”)* + 0° + %),
W — w = by (4 — u”) + bl + bagy + O((@ — u™)* + 0% + y?), (21)

where b is the derivative defined by (3). All the coefficients in (21) change uniformly-continuously
when the system f is perturbed; if » > 3, then they are at least C'' with respect to the perturbation
parameters . Note that since b # 0, we can express % —u~ as a function of (z — 2™, 7,y) and rewrite
(21) as
G—u =b 'z —a" —by) + 05 + (z — 27 +v?),
w—w" =O0(z—a"+ [[8] + [lyl), (22)
2=zt =byb (@ — 2t —bigy) + bazy + O(|0]| + (z — 2)? +4?).

Combining (13) and (18), we obtain a formula for the map Fis o Ff. Namely, by substituting the
last equation of (18) (7 as a function of Z, w, and 2) into the first and the last equations of (13), we

can express T and Z as functions of (z,z, w):

After that, we substitute these formulas into the rest equations in (13) and (18), and find that there

exist smooth functions
El(xvsz) :O(HwH)"i_O()‘k)a ﬁg(x,z,w) :O(f?_k)? E3(xvsz) :O(HwH +‘)“k)7

such that, for sufficiently large k, a point (z,y, z) from a small neighborhood of M1+ is taken by the
map Fia o Ff to a point (u,v,w) in a small neighborhood of M if and only if

u=fi +aXz + hy(z,2,w) (23)
y = ho(x, z,w), v—vT = ha(z, z,w).

Similarly, combining (15) and (22) yields that there exist smooth functions

B(]i(x - ,I+,g) = O((CE - $+)2 + y2) (Z = 1’ 2)’ h173(:c,v,y) = O(W_m)? hQ(CC,’U,y) = O(S‘m)?
(24)
such that, for sufficiently large m, a point (u,v,w) from a small neighborhood of ]\42Jr is taken by the
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map Fy; o Fi" to a point (z,y,2) in a small neighborhood of M;" if and only if

u=~""(u" +b N x—at —bisy+ hor(x — 2T,9))) + hi(z,v,y),

z— 2" =byib Nz — a7 — bigy) + bazy + hoo(x — 7t y) + ha(z, v, y), (25)

A~

w = hg(-%',’l),y)-

Let us now consider the first-return map 7}, ,,, = Foy 0 Fj" o Fig 0 Flk for sufficiently large positive
integers k and m that takes a point (z,%, z) from a small neighborhood of M;" to its image (z,7, 2).
To obtain a formula for this map, we replace (x,y,z) in (25) by (#,y, z) and combine it with (23).
More specifically, from the system comprised by the last equations of (23) (for v) and (25) (for w) we
can express v and w as smooth functions of (z,, z,y). By substituting these functions into the rest
of the equations (23) and (25), we find that there exist functions

hl(x,jazag) :O(Ak)_{_o(’yim)’ h2(x’j,2,g) :O(S‘m)? h3(£ﬂ,f,2,g) :O(;Yik)a
such that Ty ,,,(z,y, 2) = (z,y, 2) if and only if

T—at =by" 0 —bu” + abA* "z + bisy — hoy (T — 27, 5) + 4" (2, 7, 2, 7)),
Z— 2z =byb (@ — 2 — bi3y) + bss§ + hoo (7 — 2, §) + ha(2, 7, 2,7), (26)
y = h3($,f,z’g)-

After the coordinate transformation

X =x—a" by, Y =y,

. 27
Z =z—z" —byub Nz — 2 —bigy) — bsy — hoa(z — 2T, y) 27
the map T}, ,,, assumes the form
X = by + abNeymat — bu~ + ab\fym X + ngbo(X, Y)+ ngzAbl(X,X, Y,Z), (28)
) o L o 28
Y:¢2(X7X7Y7Z)7 Z:¢3(X7X7Y7Z)7
where
QASO = O(XQ + YQ)’ (29)
i.e., ¢o vanishes at (X,Y) = 0 along with the first derivatives, and
Ié1llcr = o(N) +0(v™™),  ldaller =0(37"),  ligsllcr = o(A™). (30)

By construction, these estimates are uniform for all systems C?-close to f, and when the system is at
least C3-smooth, the same estimates are also true for the first derivatives with respect to parameters
e. We note also that in the coordinates (27) we have the local stable manifold of O; and the image of
the local unstable manifold of Oy straightened:

Wige(O1) : {Y = 0} and - Fon (Wig(02)) - {Z = 0} (31)

(one can see this from that the equation for Fy (W}%.(O2)) in the (x,y, ) coordinates can be obtained
by taking the limit m — oo in (25)).
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We stress that the first-return map must take points from a small neighborhood of M1+ in Uy
to a small neighborhood of M;", which corresponds to small values of (X,Y,Z) and (X,Y,Z). We
further denote this neighborhood where we want the first-return maps to be defined by

I = [—6,8] x [—48,8]% x [=4,8]¢ 41, (32)

For (X,Y,Z) € II, we can assure that Y and Z are small in (28) by taking k and m sufficiently large.
However, to have X small (i.e. X = O(6)) one needs some additional restriction on possible values of

k and m.

In the next section we will consider the first-return maps near the unperturbed cycles I'; which
corresponds to = 1 = 0 in (28) (see (19)). In this case, the O(§) smallness of both X and X in the
first equation of (28) implies that the map T}, at u = 0 acts from II to an O(J)-neighborhood of M,

in Uy only when there is a certain balance between k& and m, namely
abX\Fy™ = o + O(6), (33)

where o = bu™ /at # 0 is the quantity introduced in condition (4).

Thus, Ay must be uniformly bounded in this case, and hence ¢; = o(y~™) in (30). Con-
sequently, the derivative of the right-hand side of the first equation of (28) with respect to X is
of order O(8) 4 0(1)km—o0, S0 X can be expressed as a function of (X,Y,Z2). Therefore, for suffi-
ciently large k,m such that (33) is satisfied, formula (28) for T} ,, at p = 0 implies that for a point
(X,Y,Z) € I we have (X,Y,Z) = Ty (X, Y, Z) if and only if the points are related by the cross-map
T (XY, Z) = (X,Y, Z) given by

X = abM\f Mzt —bu + ab\ "X + ¢1(X, Y, Z),
= abA\ Ayt —buT + (a + 0(0)X + 61(X,Y, 2), (34)
Y:ng(X,Y,Z), Z:¢3(X’Y,Z)’

where 96
_ 2 1 _
¢1=0(0%) + o) msoc, XY, 2) 0(9) + o(Lkim—so0; (35)
d2llcr = o(37F), [psllcr = o(A™).

The following result characterizes the action of the derivative DT}, ,,, of the maps T} ,, at p = 0.
We will further use the notation (AX,AY,AZ) for vectors in the tangent space to II.

Lemma 1. Let p = 0. Given any positive K < 1, for all sufficiently small 6 and large (k,m) satisfying
(33), the cone fields on T1

C = {(AX,AY,AZ) : |[AZ] < K(JAX] + [[AY[D}, (36)
C" = {(AX,AY,AZ) : max{|AX], |AZ|} < K|AY]}, (37)

are forward-invariant in the sense that if a point M € II has its image M = Thym(M) in 11, then the
cone at M is mapped into the cone at M by DT} m; and the cone fields

C” ={(AX,AY,AZ) : |AY || < K(|]AX|+ [|[AZ])}, (38)
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C* ={(AX,AY,AZ) : max{|AX]|, |AY |} < K||AZ|}, (39)

are backward-invariant in the sense that if a point M € II has its preimage M = T, ;I(M ) in II, then
the cone at M is mapped into the cone at M by DTk_Tln. Moreover, vectors in C*"* and, if |a| > 1, also

in C are expanded by DTy, ,,; vectors in C*° and, if || < 1, also in C*® are contracted by DT}, ,.

Proof. Let us establish the backward invariance of C*¢ and C®. Take M = (X,Y,Z) € II such that
T ' (M) = M € 1I for some (k,m). Take a vector (AX,AY,AZ) in the tangent space at the point

k,m

M. Let (AX,AY,AZ) = DT} (AX,AY,AZ).
It follows from (34) and (35) that

AX = (a+ O00) + 0(1)kms00)AX + (0(6) + 0(1) k00 ) AY + (O(8) 4 0(1)m-—00)AZ,
AY = o(3 ")AX + o(3 F)AY + o(5F)AZ, (40)
AZ = o(N")AX + o(N")AY + o(N")AZ.

Thus, there exists a constant C' such that if £ and m are large enough, then

(lo| — COHIAX] < |AX[+ CH|AY | + Col|AZ], (41)
IAX| < (la| + CH|AX| + CS|AY || + CS||AZ]], (42)
IAY || = o(37)(|AX]| + [AY ]| + [|AZ]), (43)
IAZ]| = o(A™)(|AX] + |AY || +[|AZ])). (44)

Let (AX,AY,AZ) € C*. Since K < 1, we have

max{|AX|, |AY [} < [|AZ]|.

Now, it follows from (44) that
IAZ] = o(A™)(IAX| + | AZ])) (45)

and, hence,
[AX[+ [AY ]| = o(A")(JAX] + [|AZ])).

We substitute these estimates into (41) and (43) and obtain

AX|=0(0)|AZ|  and  JAY]|=o(3 ")IAZ]],

i.e., for any fixed choice of the constant K, if k£ and m are large enough and § is small enough, the
vector (AX,AY,AZ) lies in C*® at the point M, as required. Equation (45) implies the contraction

in C** if m is large enough.

Similar arguments are applied when (AX,AY,AZ) € C®. Here, we have

IAY ]| < |AX]+[|AZ].
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Substituting this into (42) and (44) gives

[AX] < (la| + O@)AX] + O@)[AZ]],
IAZ]| = o(A™)(JAX] + [|AZ]),

for sufficiently small § and sufficiently large m, and, hence,

IAY ]| < (o] + DIAX] + [|AZ]|.
We substitute the last estimate into (43) and obtain

IAY || = o(3 ") (jAX]| + |AZ]),

i.e., for any fixed choice of the constant K, if k is large enough, the vector (AX, AY, AZ) lies in C**
at the point M, as required. Equation (46) implies the contraction in C* if |o| < 1 and m is large

enough and § is small enough.

The proof of the forward invariance of C** and C®* is done in the same way, as everything is

symmetric here with respect to the change of T} ,,, to T} 51 O

3.2 Blenders near type-I heterodimensional cycles

Now we prove Theorem 4. We do not perturb the system f in this theorem, i.e., the fragile
heteroclinic is not split, so i = 0 in (23). We consider non-degenerate type-I cycles, which means that
lo| = [bu™ /2| # 1 and azTu~ > 0 in (28). We also assume that § = —1In |A|/In|y| is irrational.

We consider first the case where |a| < 1 and start with finding hyperbolic sets in the small
neighborhood II, which can be candidates for blenders. Consider the set of pairs (k,m) of sufficiently

large integers:
2
Py = {(k,m) : k> N,m > N and |ab\*y™z" — bu~| < §(1 — |a])d}. (47)

Note that this set is non-empty for any N and § > 0: because § = —In|A|/In || is irrational, the set
AEy™ is dense among positive reals, hence, since abz™ and bu~ have the same sign by the assumption

of the theorem, abA\*y™2t can be made as close as we want to bu~ for arbitrarily large k& and m.

By construction, for every (k,m) € Py, the estimate (33) is satisfied. Therefore, for these (k,m)
the relation between the coordinates (X, Y, Z) € II of a point in the domain of definition of the first-
return map T} ., and the coordinates (X,Y, Z) of its image by T, is given by (34). Since |a| < 1,
comparing (47) with the X-equation in (34), one sees that for every (k,m) € Py, with N sufficiently
large and ¢ sufficiently small, we have X € [, §].

Thus, for any such (k,m) we find that the cross-map T, : (X,Y,Z) — (X,Y, Z) given by (34)
satisfies

T (II) C II.

k,m
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It also follows from || < 1 that the cross-map is contracting on II, i.e.,

H O(X,Y,7)

m“ <t

By Shilnikov lemma on the fixed point in a direct product of metric spaces (Theorem 6.2 in [54]),

these two facts immediately imply

Lemma 2. For any sequence {(ks,ms)}sez of pairs (k,m) from Py, there exists a unique sequence
of points { M, = (X, Ys, Zs)} in 11 such that Msy1 = Ty, m, M for every s.

Proof. By definition of the cross-map, a sequence of points { M, = (X, Ys, Zs)} in II satisfies
Ms+1 - Tks,msMs (48)

if and only if
(Xs11,Ys, Zsy1) = Ty

ks,ms

(Xsa }/:S-f—la Zs)

Thus, the sought sequence {(X5s, Ys, Zs) }sez is a fixed point of the map {(Xs, Ys, Zs) }sez — {(Xs, Y, Zs)}seZ

(acting on the space of sequences of points in IT) which is defined by the rule

(Xst1,Ys, Zsi1) = T}

ks,ms

(Xsa YVS+15 Zs)

Obviously, this map is a contraction (because each of the maps TkXS m, is a contraction on IT), so the

fixed point indeed exists and is unique. U

We will call the sequence {(ks,ms)}sez the coding of the point Mp. Lemma 2 establishes the
existence of an invariant set which is in one-to-one correspondence with the set of all codings formed
from (k,m) € Py. It then follows from Lemma 1 that this set is a locally maximal, transitive hyper-
bolic set and, also, partially-hyperbolic with a 1-dimensional central (weakly-hyperbolic) direction.

Particularly, we have

Lemma 3. Let |a| < 1 and J be any finite subset of Pyn. Then, there exists a hyperbolic basic set
Ay of index dy near the heterodimensional cycle I such that it is in one-to-one correspondence with
the set of codings {(ks,ms) € J }sez.

Remark 4. The intersection Ay N1 is located in a finite union of ‘horizontal strips’ in II. Indeed,

one sees from (34) that the domains of Tj, y, with (k,m) € Py are given by the strips:
Okm ={(X,Y,Z) | X € [=6,0],Y € ¢o(X,[-6,8]",2),Z € [-5,0]" 1} (49)

Since ¢y = o(37F), these strips accumulate on {Y = 0} and strips corresponding to different (k,m)

are disjoint. By construction, we have

AgnTic | J owm=:%7. (50)
(k,m)eg

Every point whose backward orbit stays in ¥ lies in W*(A7), and every point whose forward orbit
stays in X7 lies in W*(Agz). This property holds for any C'-close system since the hyperbolic set

persists under C'-small perturbations.
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Remark 5. For every point M € Ay, we can define its local stable manifold as a connected piece of
W4 (Ay)NII through M, and the local unstable manifold as a connected piece of W*(Az) NII through
M. If M € o), then W (M) C 0y m. Moreover, since the tangent to W (M) at any point lies in
the stable cone C**, it follows that WS (M) is a ‘horizontal disc’ of the form'Y = &3,(X, Z), where the
smooth function &, is defined for all X € [=6,0],Z € [—4,8]¢"41 =L, Similarly, W .(M) is a ‘vertical
disc’ of the form (X, Z) = &4,(Y), where €Y, is defined for all Y € [—6,0]". In particular, it follows

from (31) that for each M there exist transverse intersections

quéc(M) N Wlf)c(ol) 7é 0 and VVlf)c(M) N le(VVl%c(OQ)) 7& 0.

Now let us find a subset J such that the corresponding hyperbolic set A7 is a cs-blender.

Definition 6. Consider a cube
Q: {(X,Y,Z) clx Qy X Qz}

for some closed interval I C R and closed subcubes Qy C R and Qz c RI—h-1 4 (d—dy —1)-
dimensional disc S is said to cross @Q if the intersection S N Q is given by (X,Y) = s(Z) where s is
a smooth function defined on Qz; it crosses @) properly with respect to a cone field C if the tangent
spaces of S NQ lie in C.

When constructing a cs-blender, we define a cube I’ C IT and take discs which cross IT' properly
with respect to the cone field C* given by Lemma 1 (with an appropriate K in its definition to be
determined). We will show that any such disc S intersects the unstable manifold W*(A7) (and this
property persists at C'-small perturbations of the system).

Recall that by Remark 4, any point whose entire backward orbit by T}, ,,, stays in X7 belongs to
W*(A 7). Therefore, we will have SNW"(A7) # 0 by showing below that any S crossing II' properly

with respect to C*® contains a points whose entire backward orbit stays in X 7.

Take any positive ¢ < (1 — |a|)/2, and define
§ = qé. (51)
Lemma 4. There ezists a finite subset Js C Py such that, if a (d—dy —1)-dimensional disc S crosses
I:=Tn{-0 <X <} (52)
properly with respect to
€ ={(AX,AY, AZ) : max(JAX], |AY]]) < %IIAZII}, (53)

then one can find a pair (k,m) € Jy such that the preimage T,;;I(S) contains a disc crossing 11

properly with respect to C**.

See Figure 7 for an illustration. This lemma shows that given any properly crossing disc S, there
(S;)NII" with Sy := S and some sequence (k;, m;) € Ty .

is a sequence of discs defined by S;y1 = T},

514
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By construction, this gives a sequence of nested closed sets
Si 2= Tho,mo ©*+* © Thy_ymiy (S;) C 8.

The intersection of all S; contains a point M whose backward orbit stays in % 7, defined by (50). (In
fact, this point is unique due to the contraction in Z-directions.) Hence, we have M € W"(Agz,),
where A7, is the hyperbolic set given by Lemma 3 associated with the set Js. Obviously, Lemma 4

holds for any C'-close system for the same set Jy. Therefore, we indeed obtain a cs-blender.

Y

:7

O1

/ I

Figure 7: The blue regions depict intersections II' N T}, ,,,(IT') with (k,m) € Jy. For any disc (or curve
in this three dimensional figure) crossing IT' properly, it must intersect at least one of the three blue
regions. Hence its preimage contains a piece crossing II'.

Since the cone field C*® is backward-invariant by Lemma 1, the preimage of any disc proper with
respect to C*° is still proper. Hence, in order to prove Lemma 4 we only need to show that any properly
crossing disc has a preimage which crosses II'. The key procedure in controlling the preimage of the
disc S is to show that the X-coordinates of its points always lie in the domain oy, of some return
map T ,. This is ensured by a version of the so-called covering property [6, 12, 44] which we prove

in Lemma 5 below. After that, we finish the proof of Lemma 4.

Denote the length of an interval E by |E|, and the affine part of the X-equation in (34) by
Rin(X) := ab\fy™a™ — bu™ + abA*y™ X, (54)

Lemma 5. Let |a| < 1. There exists, for all sufficiently large N and sufficiently small 0, a finite
subset Js = {(kj,m;)}j_; C PN such that the intervals Ej := Ry, m,;([=0",0']) satisfy

| int(E)) > [=0',0 (55)
j=1
and 5
’EjﬂEj+1’> ‘204’7 j=1,...n—1. (56)

Proof. One notes that since 0 is irrational, the set of numbers k0 —m where k£ and m are even positive

integers is dense in R. Thus, given any p € R, we can find a sequence {(k;(p), mi(p))}ien of pairs of
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positive even integers such that k;(p), m;(p) — oo and

bu™ +90 _
as i — 0o (the logarithm is defined for small § since azTu~ > 0 and b # 0 by our assumptions). Since
k; and m; are even, we have |A|¥i = A\¥ and |y|™ = ~™ even when A or v are negative, so we obtain

that
1
)

as ¢ — 0o0. Observe that, if § is sufficiently small, then for any

(ab\Fi(P) i) g+ _ b=y 5 p (57)

pe (=50 1ab 50~ lah) = L (58)
we have
Pr () == {(ki(p). ma(p) : Ka(p). ma(p) > N} € P (59

In what follows we construct Jy by taking pairs (k,m) from Py (p) for a finite set of values of p.

Recall o = bu~ /x+. Note from (54) and (57) that, for any (k;(p), m;(p)) € Pn(p), we have
po
By () mi(p) (X) = pd+ { a2 ) X A 0(L)isco-
Consequently, the end points of Ej, (p) m. (o) = R, (p),mi(p) ([0, 0]) are

po po
ai=pd—75 <a + x—+> +0(1)iseo and b, = pd+4 <a + x—+> +0(1)is00-

The length of each Ej,(,) m,(p) satisfies

+0(1)ims00 > &0 (60)

po
C¥+x—+

By (0)mi(p)| = b3 — ai| =20

for all sufficiently large ¢ and sufficiently small §. The centres of Ey, ,,, are given by

b
Xip = “ 2 !

=pd+0(1)is0o- (61)

Let n be the smallest integer not less than 4/|a| + 1. Then, by (60) and (61), one can choose n

) (with large i) cover [—¢', ]

different values p; (j =1,...,n) of p such that the intervals Eg, ;) m;(p;

with the overlaps required by (56). Specifically, we can take

(128

;= < g9=1...n.
Pims T =1 "

Note that p; € Iny, by (51) and (58). Now choosing i; large enough so that (ki (p;j), mi;(pj)) € Py,

]

we obtain the desired set Jy = {(k;,m;) = ki;(pj), mi;(pj)}- O

Proof of Lemma 4. As we explained before Lemma 5, it suffices to show that for any proper disc S

there exists a pair (k, m) € Jy such that T,;;I(S) crosses IT'. As S crosses IT', it is a graph of a smooth
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function s = (sx,sy) : [=0,0]9"4 =1 — [=§, 8] x [-6,6]%. We need to find some (k,m) € Js such
that, for any Z € [0,5]7"1~1 there exist X € [-¢,0],Y € [-0,8]% and Z € [—6,0]%"N~1 which
satisfy (X,Y,2) =T, } (sx(Z), sy (Z), Z). By formulas (34) and (54), this is equivalent to solving the

system of equations

SX(Z) :Rk,m(X)+¢1(X,SY(Z)’Z)’ (62)
Y = ¢o(X, 8y(Z),Z), (63)
7 = ¢3(X,sv(2), Z). (64)

According to the estimates (35), Y lies in [—d,0]% for all sufficiently large k as required; also, Z

can be expressed from the last equation as a function of (X, Z):

Z =¢3(X,72)
where ||¢3]lc1 = 0(A™). Hence, to solve the above system it suffices to find X € [—d’,§] satisfying
Ry (X) = sx(03(X, Z)) + ¢1(X, Z) = 0, (65)
where

D1(X, Z) = $1(X, sy (83(X, 2)), Z) = O(6%) + 0(1)km—s0c- (66)

We claim that one can choose (k,m) € Jy such that for any fixed Z € [—6,6]9"%~1, the left hand side
of (65) takes both positive and negative values when X runs over [—¢’,¢’]. The lemma then follows

by the intermediate value theorem.

Let us prove this claim. On one hand, the proper crossing with respect to C** means that the
range of sy lies in [—¢', '], and, according to (53), the total change of sx is bounded by
&'|a

max sx(Z1) —sx(Z < ‘
Zl,zge[fa,a]dfdl—lﬂ x(21) = sx(Z2)} 1

Since ¢3([—0',0'],Z) C [=6,0]% 4“1 for large m, we obtain that sy (¢3([—d’,8],Z)) lies in some
interval in [—§, ] of length less than §'|al/4.

On the other hand, Lemma 5 shows that the interiors of the intervals Ry, ,,([—0’,0']) with (k,m) €
Js cover the interval [—d’,d’] with overlaps larger than ¢§'|«|/2. It follows that there exist pairs
(k,m) € Jy with arbitrarily large k,m such that the ¢|c|/8-neighbourhood of sx (¢3([—d', 8], Z)) lies
in int(Ry, ([~ 8'])) for all Z € [—6, )44 =1, Thus, the difference Ry, (X) — sx(d3(X, Z)) changes
its sign when X runs the interval [—d’,¢]. In fact, there exists C' > 0 such that Ry, — sx runs
from C¢' to —C¥’. Therefore, by (66), the claim is proved when ¢ is sufficiently small and k, m are
sufficiently large. O

As discussed before, the preceding lemma gives us a cs-blender of index dy when |a| < 1, and
this blender can be taken arbitrarily close to the heterodimensional cycle by taking N of Py suf-
ficiently large. When |a| > 1, one gets a cu-blender of index d; + 1 due to the symmetry of the
problem. More specifically, we make time reversal and consider the first-return map defined by
Fylo F7F o FRl o Fy™ : (u,v,w) — (@,7,w) in some cube around M, . After that, all the lem-
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mas in this section hold for the new return map and we obtain a cs-blender of index (d — d; — 1).
After reversing time back, this becomes a cu-blender of index dy + 1 for our original system f. This

completes the proof of Theorem 4.

In fact, what has been achieved so far is more than Theorem 4. We can give a detailed description
for the blenders found here according to their activating pairs defined below. For an invariant cone
field C, denote by dim(C) the largest possible dimension of a linear subspace of the tangent space that

can be contained in C (at each point where C is defined).

Definition 7. A pair (Q,C) consisting of a cube and a cone field is called an activating pair for a cs-
blender A if dim(C) = dim W*(A) —1 and if any disc S crossing @ properly with respect to C intersects
W™(A). Similarly, a pair (Q,C) is an activating pair for a cu-blender A if dim(C) = dim W"*(A) — 1
and any disc S crossing Q properly with respect to C intersects W*(A). The cube Q is called an

activating domain.

Note that any disc C'-close to S in the above definition is also a properly crossing disc, and hence
intersects the invariant manifold of the blender. In particular, if A is a cs-blender and S is a piece
of the stable manifold W*(A’) of some hyperbolic basic set A’, then we obtain robust non-transverse
intersection of W*(A) with W*(A’). If at the same time we have W5(A) h W*(A’) # 0, then robust

heterodimensional dynamics emerge. Similar arguments hold in the case of a cu-blender.
Denoting A® := A7, we immediately get

Proposition 1. If |a| < 1, then there exists arbitrarily close to T' an index-d; cs-blender A with an

activating pair (IT', C5%).

When |a| > 1, one can get an activating pair for the cu-blender immediately by using the above-
mentioned first-return map Fy;' o F[ ¥ o F[;! o F; ™. However, this activating pair has an activating
domain near O,. Below, instead of considering the above composition, we make computations directly
for the maps Tl; Tln and get an activating pair with the same activating domain II’ as before, which will

be convenient for the later use.

Proposition 2. If |a| > 1, then there exists, arbitrarily close to I, an indez-(dy + 1) cu-blender A"

with an activating pair (I, C*™), where

—1
€ = {(AX. AY.AZ) : max{|AX]. aZ]} < 1% jav). (67)

Proof. Inverting the first equation in (34), we obtain the following formula for the map 7} 7%1:

Y =u(X,Y, Z), (68)
Z=y3(X,Y,2),
where -
_ 2 1 _
Y1 =0(d ) + 0(1)k,m%007 a(X,Y, Z) T 0(5) + 0(1)k,m%ooa (69)
[2llcr = o(57), [¥sllcr = o(A™).
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Observe that this formula has the same form as (34), with the replacement of o by a~! and the term
(abAfy™zt — bu~) by the term ((aXfy™)~lu~ — 2). So, since |a~!| < 1, we obtain the result by
repeating the same arguments we used for the case |a| < 1 - we only need to replace the cone field C**

by C**, as we work with the inverse map T 51 O

Note that in proving all the results in this section, we did not use the full strength of the estimates
n (35). We essentially used the fact that the functions ¢ along with their first derivatives go to 0 as
5 — 0 and k,m — oo. Additionally, we used the fact that ¢; = o(d) (hence ¢ = o(8) in (66)) in the
last line in the proof of Lemma 4. With the above observation, we finish this section by the following

summary which will be used later for the saddle-focus and double-focus cases.

Proposition 3. Consider a system of maps {T,,} such that for all small (X,Y,Z) and (X,Y,Z) we
have (X,Y,Z) = T,,(X,Y, Z) if and only if

= A, X + B, + ¢1(X,Y, Z;n),
¢2(X,}7,Z;7’L), (70)
¢3(Xa Ya Za TL),

X
Y
Z

where

1. the constant coefficients A, are such that for some constants Cy and Cy independent of n, either
0<C1 <A <Cy<1,0rl<Cy<|A <Cy<oo;

2. the set of constant terms {B,} is dense in a neighbourhood of zero; and

3. the functions ¢ are defined on a cube II = [—=8,0] x [=6,8]% x [=48,8]% for some small § > 0;
the functions ¢o93 along with their first derivatives tend to 0 as 6 — 0 and n — oo, while
¢1 = 0(0) + 0o(1)pn—soo and the derivative of ¢1 is 0o(1)s—0 + 0(1)p—soo-

Then, decreasing § if necessary, there exists arbitrarily close to the origin a cs-blender if |Ay| is
bounded between 0 and 1, or a cu-blender if bounded between 1 and infinity. Moreover, the blender

has an activating pair (Q,C), where
Q = [~q5,48] x [=6,8]" x [-4,6]% cTI

for some q € (0,1), and C is a field of cones around Z-coordinates if the blender is center-stable, or

around Y -coordinates if it is center-unstable.

3.3 Local stabilization of heterodimensional cycles in the saddle case

In this section we prove Theorems 5 - 8 and Corollary 3. We conduct all the proofs only for the
|a] < 1 case — the |a| > 1 case is dealt with by using the symmetry argument (i.e., by considering the
system obtained by the reversion of time) except for Theorem 5, where Proposition 2 is additionally
used. Depending on the situations, we embed f into one- or two-parameter families that generically
and properly unfold the heterodimensional cycle of f. In the remaining part of this paper, we will
denote the continuations of hyperbolic objects (e.g. O12 and A*) after a small perturbation by the

same letters and omit the term ‘continuation’.
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3.3.1 Proof of Theorem 5

In the next two lemmas, we investigate the iterations of W} (O1) and W} (O2). Whether their
iterates intersect the region ‘reserved’ for the emergence of blenders is crucial for the stabilization of

heterodimensional cycles.

Lemma 6. Define the intervals
U -m,, — 1 -1 —mys/ —m, — 1 -1, —mjs/
Iy = \77"um = b7 T T T A 0T ) (71)

If m is sufficiently large and § is sufficiently small, then for i € I the image Sy, := Fy0Fy0 Fio(W1)

of
Wi = Wige(O1) N {lly —y~ || < 6} (72)

is a ‘vertical’ disc of the form (X,Z) = s(Y) for some smooth function s. The disc Sy, crosses the
cube II' (defined in (52)) properly with respect to the cone field C*"* defined in (67). In particular, S¥,
intersects W (O1) : {Y = 0} transversely, i.e., O1 has a transverse homoclinic orbit when ji € I},

and hence is contained in a non-trivial hyperbolic basic set.

Proof. By formulas (18) and (25), for any (0,y,0) € W}, we have Fy; o FJ" o F15(0,v,0) = (z,7, z) if
and only if

Il
SH

V™= bu” 4 bigg + O((y™ i — bu™)* + 5%) 4 0(1)m 00,
2 — 2" = by Y™ — byru” + basg + O((by™ e — bu™)? + 52) + 0o(1)m—so0s

which after the coordinate transformation (27) recasts as

X =y —bu™ 4+ Oy i — bu™)? + Y?) + 0(1) o0,

O((by™ 1 — bu™)? +Y?) + 0(1)msoo-

(73)

\\J
I

By (71) we have

i

)
by — | < 2,
2
which for [|Y]| < § implies
_ & _
X <5+ O(0%) + 0(D)moseo <8 and || Z] = O(0?) + 0(1) 00 < 6.
This means that S¥ crosses II'. One also finds from (73) that

A(X.2)

oY = 0(5) + 0(1)m%oo,

which can be made sufficiently small so that the tangent spaces of S NII lie in C**. So, the crossing

is also proper with respect to C**. O

Lemma 7. Define intervals

1 1
I = (—a)\k:ﬁ — §|a)\k|5’, —aXFzt + §|a)\k|5/> . (74)
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If k is sufficiently large, then for i € I}, the preimage S}, := Fl_k o F1_21(W2“"') of
W3 = Wige(02) N {[lv — v ™| < 6} (75)

is a ‘horizontal’ disc of the form (X,Y) = s(Z) for some smooth function s. The disc S} crosses II'
properly with respect to the cone field C** defined in (53). In particular, S} intersects For (W}.(O2)) :
{Z = 0} transversely (see (31)), i.e., Oz has a transverse homoclinic orbit when i € I}, and hence is

contained in a non-trivial hyperbolic basic set.

Proof. According to (18), the preimage Fle(WQS) is given by

S

= —a" ' —aay 2+ O(Z + %),
=y —aza '+ (asz — arzazia” ) E 4+ O(2 + i@?),

<

By (13), we find in coordinates (27) the disc F; % o F'(Ws) N1 as

X =—a"]AF (@ 4+ 0(p%) — 2* + 0(1)k 00,

(76)
Y = O(ﬁik)’
where o(-) and O(-) terms are functions of ({1, Z), and the first derivatives satisfy
OX,Y)

This disc crosses IT' if | X| < §’ and ||Y|| < 6. One readily finds from (76) that this happens when
k is sufficiently large and
5/
[—a™ N —at <

which gives the intervals (74). By (77), the crossing is proper with respect to C*¢ for large k. O

One can summarize the above results as follows.

Proposition 4. Let the cycle I' have type I and let 6 be irrational.

o Let |a| < 1. Then the blender A has the same index as O1 and, when i € I, the saddle Oy is
homoclinically related to A®. If fi € I}, then there exists a persistent non-transverse heteroclinic
connection between W"(A®) and W*(Oz) and a transverse heteroclinic intersection of W*(Os)
and W5 (A°®), i.e., there exist robust heterodimensional dynamics involving A°® and a non-trivial

hyperbolic basic set containing Oz by Lemma 7.

o Let |a| > 1. Then the blender A“* has the same index as Oy and, when i € I}, the saddle Oy is
homoclinically related to A“. If i € I, then there exists a persistent non-transverse heteroclinic
connection between W*(O1) and W*(A") and a transverse heteroclinic intersection of W*(A)
and W5(0y), i.e., there exist robust heterodimensional dynamics involving A°* and a non-trivial

hyperbolic basic set containing O1 by Lemma 6.

Proof. Assume |a| < 1. By Remark 5, the local stable manifold of A intersects transversely (for

1 = 0, hence for all small u; see Figure 8) any vertical disc that crosses II properly with respect to
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C"*, so it intersects transversely Fhj o F3" o Fio(W}L.(O1) when i € I} (by Lemma 6). Remark 5 also
gives us the existence of a transverse intersection of W (A®) and W} (O1), which proves that O,

and A are homoclinically related for g € I .

Now, let 4 € I;. With the formula for Fy (W%.(O2)) in (31), the existence of a non-trivial
hyperbolic basic set containing O is given by Lemma 7 (the existence of a transverse homoclinic to
0s3). Also by Lemma 7, and by Proposition 1, we immediately find that Oy activates A°®, meaning the
existence of a persistent non-transverse heteroclinic connection between W#*(Oz2) and W*(A®®) (see
Figure 9). It remains to note that the non-empty transverse intersection of W#*(A) with W*(Os) is

given by Remark 5.

When |a| > 1, we inverse the time and use the blender A°“ given by Proposition 2 with the
activating pair (IT',C*"). After that, the proof is the same. O

Fio

T v

e / Fia(Wp.(O1))

Fyy 0 F" o Fia(Wj .(01))

ol i '. "
f |
] Oz Fyo Fia(WE,(O1))
T -
a T w Y F2EI(WIZC(OI))
Fy S

Figure 8: For a type-I heterodimensional cycle with 2™ > 0,u~ > 0, there exist positive i values such
that some forward iterate of W (O1) intersects W*(A“) while the backward iterates of W;: (O2)
leave the neighborhood of the cycle. Here the green planes in II' represent the local stable manifolds
of points in the blender A®.

Figure 9: For a type-I heterodimensional cycle with ™ > 0,4~ > 0, there exist negative [ values
such that some backward iterate of W} (O2) intersects W*(A“) and the forward iterates of W} (O1)
leave the neighborhood of the cycle.
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Recall that /i ~ p by (19), and all coefficients in formulas (71) and (74) for the intervals I}, and
I depend continuously on the system. Thus, there exists x > 0 such that for any system g in a small

neighborhood of f, we have i € I if
m — 1 -1/ — 1 —1¢r
wah(g)™ € [ug = 5bg 8" + Ky ug + by 8 — K]

and g € I}, if
1 1
n(@)A(9)" € [~aory — Saod' + K, —aoxy + Saod’ — k],

where ag, by, a:ar, and u; are the values of the corresponding coefficients for f. So, Proposition 4

implies Theorem 5 immediately. O

Remark 6. Note that Lemmas 6 and 7 hold, without any change, for type-1I cycles as well. Therefore,
one can formulate the following version of Proposition 4, which will be used in the proof of Theorem
7 in Section 3.3.3:

Suppose the system f with a non-degenerate heterodimensional cycle (of type I or II) has an index-dy
center-unstable blender A° with the activating pair (II',C*%). Moreover, let the properties described
in Remark 5 hold for A®, namely, W7 (A) intersects transversely any vertical disc that crosses I1
properly with respect to C*™*, and W} (A®) intersects transversely W*(O1). Then, when ji € I, the
index-dy saddle Oy is homoclinically related to A, and when i € I}, there exist robust heterodimen-
stonal dynamics involving A° and a non-trivial hyperbolic basic set containing Os.

Analogously, if the system has an indez-ds center-stable blender A with the activating pair (II',C*"),
and if W (A®") intersects transversely any horizontal disc that crosses I1 properly with respect to C*°,
and W _(A") intersects transversely W*"(Os), then, when i € I}, the saddle Oy is homoclinically
related to A, and when i € I, there exist robust heterodimensional dynamics involving A® and a

non-trivial hyperbolic basic set containing Oq.

3.3.2 Proof of Theorem 6

By the assumption of type-I cycle, we have A > 0,v > 0 and aztu™ > 0 at p = 0, and hence at
all sufficiently small p values. We further assume that v~ > 0 at p = 0, which means that az™ > 0
too. It is clear from the proof that when u~ < 0, all results remain true after reversing the sign of u.

As mentioned before, we only consider the |a| < 1 case.

We first prove the second part of the statement describing the situation at pu < 0. It suffices to
show that, at u < 0, the image F" oFlg(T/Vl%C(Ol)) does not enter the domain of Fhq, i.e., it is outside
a small neighborhood of M, = (u~,0,w™) for any sufficiently large m. Since W}*.(O1) is given by the
equation (x = 0,z = 0), this is equivalent (see (18) and (15)) to showing that the system of equations

u=fi+apw+O0W?), u=y"a+o(y"),
v = agw + O(w?),

0]
y— 1y = azw -+ O(wQ), w = o(y™),

does not have a solution (u,?,w) near (v, 0,w™) for small (y —y~) and w, for any sufficiently large

m. A straightforward computation reduces the above system to
="+ o0(1)m-soo-
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Since we have here v > 0, the above equation together with the relation (19) implies that @ < 0 for
1 < 0 and sufficiently large m. Thus, by the assumption v~ > 0, the point (@, ?,w) never enters a

small neighborhood of (v~,0,w™) indeed.

Now we switch to the case p > 0. First, note that like above, one can easily see (e.g. from
equation (76) for FF o F,1 (W (O2))) that no point of W (Os) has an orbit that lies entirely in U
for 1 > 0. In particular, no heteroclinic orbits of intersection of W*(O;) and W#*(Os) can lie entirely
in U. Thus, given an orbit O that lies entirely in U, we have two possibilities: ether O is one of the
orbits Lo of the points Oy 2, or it intersects the d-neighborhood II of the heteroclinic point 2\41+ in
Uo1. Let My be the consecutive points of intersection of O with II; we have M, 1 = T}, , M, where
Tym is the first-return map given by (28) and (ks,ms) are positive integers. The sequence M, can
be infinite in both directions, infinite in one direction, or finite; let us consider the case where the

sequence {Mj}sez is infinite in both directions first.

Let us show that the set A comprised by such orbits O is indeed a hyperbolic set with index-d;
when g > 0 (equivalently, when i > 0, see (19)). It follows from (28) and M, € II that

A [+ az T ARy = 4T 4 O(6). (78)
Recall that we assumed v > 0, A > 0, ax™ > 0, u~ > 0, and & > 0, so we obtain
0 < azTA\Fn™ <4~ 4 0(0). (79)

In particular, the numbers (ky, ms) are always such that A*s7™s is uniformly bounded. Therefore, by
the same argument we used to deduce formula (34) from (28) at 4 = 0, we obtain for our case the
following formula for Ty, . : (X,Y,Z) — (X,Y,Z) (where we use coordinates (27)):

X = by™s fi + abAsymsxt — bu™ 4+ abA\Fsy™s X 4 61 (X, Y, Z),

: ) L _ (80)
Y:¢2(X7Y7Z)7 Z:¢3(X7Y7Z)7
where -
31 = 0(8%) + o(Vms 90 0() + oL
,M—00) 8(X,Y, Z) ,M—00)
[pallcr = o(37H), [gsllcr = o(A™).
Multiplying |b/2z"| to each term in (79) yields
lab\Fsy™s| < |a| 4+ 0(8) < 1 (81)

for all sufficiently small §. So, we have exactly the same formula (40) for the derivative of T}, . (one
should only replace a by abAFs7™s). Also note that by shrinking the size of U, the values ks, m, can
be made arbitrarily large. Now, we have the result of Lemma 1, which along with (81), gives us the
existence of invariant cone fields C® and C**, which immediately implies that A is a hyperbolic set

with index-d; (all maps T}, . contract in (X, Z) and expand in Y').

The results analogous to Remarks 4 and 5 also hold. In particular, every forward orbit {M,}
that intersects Il infinitely many times must belong to I/Vlf)c(fX N II), while every backward orbit that
intersects II infinitely many times must belong to VV;;C(A N1II). Also, VV;;C(A N1I) intersects WS .(O1)
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transversely, while W (A N1TI) intersects Fy (W} (O9)) transversely.

We can now go through various cases where the sequence My of consecutive intersections of O

with IT is not infinite in both directions.

1. {M}°___ is infinite backwards. As we just explained, this may happen only when My €
W (ANTD) NWE (O1) or My € W (ANTI) N W#(Oy). The latter case does not happen since
no point of W} _(O2) has an orbit entirely contained in U for > 0, as we mentioned. In the
former case, My is a hyperbolic point of index d; (since O and A have the same index d; and the
intersection of W (A NTI) and W (O1) is transverse). We include all such orbits into the set
A of Theorem 6, along with the set A and the orbit L; (and orbits in W*(L;) which we consider

below).

2. {M}2°, is infinite forwards. This happens when My € WS (ANTI) N Fyy o Fy* o Fia (W, (O1))
for some large m or when M, € I/Vlf)c(f\ﬂﬂ) N Fy (W} .(O2)). The latter case, as the intersection
is transverse, is in the complete agreement with the statement of the Theorem. In the former
case, My is a hyperbolic point of index d; because the intersection of I/Vlf)c(f&ﬂﬂ) and Fpj o FJ'o
Fi2(W}.(01)) is transverse. Indeed, the disc Fyy o F3" o Fio(W}%.(O1)) is given by equation (73)
where we have

by" i —bu” = O(9)

because My € II. From that, exactly like in Lemma 6, one obtains that the tangent spaces of
Fy 0 Fy o Fia((W},(01)) lie in C**, hence the transversality with W (A NTI).

3. The sequence {M} is finite. This happens when My € W#(Oy) N Fo (W}E.(O2)) or My €
W#3(O1) N Fyy 0 Fy 0 Fio((W.(O1)). Since the tangents to W (Oq) : {Y = 0} lie in in the
backward-invariant cone field C®, all its preimages by T}, ,,, also have tangents in C, hence
the intersections of W#(O1) with Fp (W}2.(O2)) and Fb; o Fy o Fio((W}:.(O1)) are transverse.

In all cases we have the agreement with the statement of the theorem. O

3.3.3 Proof of Theorem 7

As can be seen from the proof of Theorem 6, the main reason that prevents the blender from
having homoclinic connections to both O and O is that, when one saddle connects to the blender,
the iterates of the local stable or unstable manifold of the other will leave the small neighborhood U
of T' (see Figures 8 and 9). In what follows, we show that, if there exists a type-II cycle tied with
I", then the leaving manifold can return to U by following the robust heteroclinic orbit of the type-II

cycle.

Let T'= L1 ULy UT? UT! be a heterodimensional cycle sharing the fragile heteroclinic orbit I'?
with T. By definition, any generic one-parameter unfolding of T is also a generic one for T'. These
two cycles have the same transition map Fio, and the local maps F; and F5 are the same. Denote
by Fb; the transition map from a neighborhood of My = (@~,0,4%~) € I'' to a neighborhood of
Mfr = (27,0,z7) € I'l. The map F»; has the same form as (21), just one needs to replace coefficients
b;; by some l;ij, bby b # 0 and also z7, 2", u~ by 27,2, 4.
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Let us mark the values of the coefficients a, l~), A, v, w, &t at u =0 by the subscript “0” (these
coefficients depend continuously on p; they are smooth in 1 when the smoothness class of f, is at

least C3; in fact, A and v remain smooth in yx in the C%-case too).

Lemma 8. Let T be a non-degenerate type-II cycle (i.e., apiy iy < 0 and |boiy /]| # 1). Consider
a generic one-parameter unfolding {f,} of T. Assume 0y is irrational and take a sequence {(kj,m;)}

of pairs of positive even integers satisfying k;, mj — oo and

T \k;j m; ~
aobo Ny’ vg T — —ag = — 82
09%70" Yo 0 jar ( )
as j — oco. There exists a sequence of values {;} satisfying
Wi = —aoaﬁg)\gj + O(Agj) =gy, 4 o(yT™), (83)

such that the system f,. has an orbit T%" of heteroclinic intersection of W*(O1) with W*(Oy). The

heteroclinic connection IOV splits when p varies in an o(p4)-interval around p;.

Remark 7. The newly created heterodimensional cycle IV = LU LyUT%" T s non-degenerate.
Indeed, one only needs to check that TOmew
hold because of the non-degeneracy of the cycle T'). Condition C1 holds for T because T™* is a

partially-hyperbolic set with a one-dimensional center direction. This is true because cl(T%"Y) lies in

satisfies condition C1 (the other non-degeneracy conditions

a small neighborhood of T which is a compact partially-hyperbolic set with a one-dimensional center
direction (by the non-degeneracy assumption), and the partial hyperbolicity of a compact invariant set

1s inherited by every closed tnvariant set in its neighborhood.

Proof of Lemma 8. We create the secondary (fragile) heteroclinic orbit I'%"* by finding values of
at which W _(Os) intersects Wi := Fi 0 FF o Fyy o FJ" o Fyo(W(01)).

By putting # = 0, # = 0 in (18), we find that the image Fjo(W.(O1)) near the point M, is
given by
u= i+ O(w), v=v"+O0(w). (84)

Let us now find an equation for Fy; o F3" o F1o(W}.(O1)). We use an analogue of formula (25) for the
map Fy; o F3" from a small neighborhood of M2+ to a small neighborhood of Mfr , which now reads

u=~y "(u" + b_l(:c — gt - l~)13y + Bm(:v — :E+,y))) + hi(z,v,y),

22T =byb (@ — 3T — bigy) + basy + hoalz — 7T, y) + ha(z,v,y)

with the modified functions h satisfying the same estimates (24). By substituting equation (84) into
this formula, we obtain that Fb; o F3" o Fia(W}E.(O1)) is given by

2= +b(Y"a—a") + O(lly| + (7" —@7)?) + o(1)m—soo;

- me (85)
z=2"+O(|lyl + V" —a”]) + o(1)m—sc0,

where m must be such that 4™ is sufficiently close to @~.

44



Finally, substituting (85) into (23) yields the equation for W := Fiyo FfoFy 0 Fy o Fio (W}, (01)):

u = fi + abN¥y™ i+ aX¥ it — abAFaT + O(w) + N O((y™i — @7)?) + o(AF),

v=v"+0(w)+ O0\"). (86)

The heteroclinic orbit %% corresponds to an intersection of W with W} (O2), which corresponds
to letting (u,w) = 0 in (86), i.e.,

0= fi + ab ™+ aX* T — abAba™ + NO((v™ i — 07)?) 4+ o(\F). (87)

We will look for solutions p = O(A¥) for large enough and even (k,m) from the sequence {k;,m;}

satisfying (82), i.e.,
1

In ||

Uy
aofvaL

m — kfy — In

, (83)

where the 0 subscript stands for the value at ;= 0. Since A and v depend smoothly on u, we have,

in particular, Lipshitz dependence of @ = —In|A|/In|y| on u, implying
0 =6y + O(p) = Oy + O(NF). (89)

Since aojarﬂa < 0 by assumption, and k,m are even, the above equation along with (88) implies

—kOp+O(kXF) i
= - (~J+ + 0(1)k,m—>00' (90)
apxg

~

o

)\k,ym _ |,y|mfk€ — |70|m7k:«90+0(k)\k)

Note that we used here Lipshitz dependence of 6 on u, but we only used continuity of v’s dependence

on .

Now, we rewrite (87) as
0= (Y — @ )(L+abA*y™) + @~ + a4zt + Ny"O((v" i — @7)?) + o(AFy™),

or, by (90) and continuous dependence of coefficients on p,
0= (ryml&’ - ﬂi)(l - ~—J(r] + 0(1)k,m—>oo) + O((,ymﬂ - ﬂ7)2) + 0(1)k,m—>oo-

Since Bﬁa /uEaL = ag # 1 (as given by the non-degeneracy assumption C4.1 for the cycle f), we find

that the secondary heteroclinic connection I'’¢" exists when
g =" (g +0(1)jo00) = =A% (aody + 0(1)j-00) (91)
for large enough even (k;,m;) defined by (82). By (19), this can be rewritten as

i =" (g + 0(1)jo00) = =A% (apZy + 0(1)j500)- (92)

Note that v and A in this formula (as well as the o(1) terms) depend on g, so this is an implicit
relation on p;; however, since the dependence on p is continuous, it is obvious that for all sufficiently

large j such p; exist. Thus, we have the existence of the sought fragile heteroclinic connection [Omew
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for some pu; € int(A;) where the interval A; corresponds to
iy =g | < Ry, g+ aoZg A < kAR (93)

for some x; — 0. Note that we can choose x; going to 0 sufficiently slowly, so that [0mew pecessarily

splits when p gets out of Aj.

We finish the proof of the lemma by recalling that A and v depend smoothly on p, hence
A=X+0(p),  v=+0W),

which, upon substitution into (92), gives (83). O

Since the cycle T is tied with T', we have z* = &7 or «~ = @~. It follows immediately from
formula (91) that if 2t = ", then /i; lies in the interval I} defined in Lemma 7, and if = = @™, then
fi; lies in the interval I defined in Lemma 6. In any case, Proposition 4 implies that the blender
which exists by Theorem 4 near the type-I cycle I' is robustly connected® to one of the saddles O1,2

FO,new

when the system has the secondary fragile heteroclinic orbit of Lemma 8.

Theorem 4 gives us the blender at p = 0, which persists for all small p, and satisfies conditions
of Remark 6. The robust connection to the saddle O; or O, also persists for all p corresponding to
the interval I% or I¥, i.e., it persists for all ; from the intervals Aj; defined by (93). Let us show that

there are sub-intervals inside Aj where the blender has a robust connection to the other saddle too.

Indeed, when o varies from one end of A; to the other, the heteroclinic orbit [omew gplits.
Therefore, we can apply Remark 6 to the heterodimensional cycle I = L, U Ly UT%mew U T at
i = pj (that is, system f in Remark 6 is our system Ju;; the coefficient i in Remark 6 measures
the distance between W{* with W .(O2) when [%mew gplits: note that Remark 6 is applicable because
I'™e% is non-degenerate, see Remark 7). As a result, we find that there are intervals of u values inside
A; which correspond to a robust connection between the blender and O, as well as intervals which
correspond to a robust connection between the blender and Oz (the connections can be transverse, or
persistent heterodimensional). In any case, we have found intervals of p values for which the blender

is connected to both saddles O; and Os; see Figure 10. This completes the proof of Theorem 7. [

Remark 8. Note that in the proof of this theorem we only used the smoothness with respect to u in
two places: when we claimed the Lipshitz dependence of 6 on u (see (89)), and when we inferred (83)
from (92). However, we did not use formula (83) for j; when we derived Theorem 7 from Lemma 8,
and used only relation (92) for pj. The existence of such values p; is established for any continuous
family in which T splits, i.e., for which the splitting functional is not constantly zero and changes
sign. Therefore, Theorem 7 remains intact, for example, for any one-parameter family going through

f such that

o the splitting functional i changes sign, and

e 0 stays constant (irrational).

Even more, the result still holds if we replace the one-parameter unfolding by any connected set of

systems which contains f and satisfies the above conditions — the intervals I; in the formulation of

Here by robust connection between a blender and a saddle we mean that they are homoclinically related if they have the
same index, or they are involved in robust heterodimensional dynamics if they have different indices.
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Figure 10: A pair of tied heterodimensional cycles of type I and IT with M 1+ and M. 1+ lying in the same
strong-stable leaf and with 2+ > 0, 4~ > 0. There exist negative u values such that some backward
iterate of W _(O2) intersects W*(A), and the forward iterate F5 o Flk oFy 0 F' o Fig(W}E.(Or)) =:
Fig®(WE.(Oq)) intersects WS _(O2) producing a secondary heterodimensional cycle. After a further
change in pu, so that the newly obtained fragile heteroclinics splits to the right (i.e., Fi5*(W{") lies
in {u > 0}), one can find m’ satisfying F§* o Fj5 (W) N Fy, ' (W§.(01)) # 0 such that the iterate
Fyy 0 FyY o FI® (W) crosses IT' vertically, and, therefore, it intersects W*(A®). As a result, the two
saddles O and Oy get connected to the blender at the same time.

Theorem 7 should be replace by open subsets I; converging to f.

3.3.4 Proofs of Theorem 8 and Theorem 2 for type-1I cycles

Theorem 7 immediately shows that cycles of type III can be stabilized. In this section we prove
the same for type-1I cycles in the following way. We let |a| < 1 (the case |a| > 1 is reduced to this one
by the time-reversal). Then, we show that a generic one-parameter unfolding of a type-II cycle gives
rise to a pair of tied cycles of type I and type IT associated to O; and to a new saddle periodic point O}
of index d; + 1. Next, we compute the value of the modulus 6 for the new cycles: ¢ := —1In|\|/In|y/|,
where 7/ is the center-unstable multiplier of O}, and show that by taking 6 of the original cycle as a

second parameter, we can make ¢’ irrational, so that Theorem 7 becomes applicable.

Proof of Theorem 8. Assume |a| < 1. Since I' is a cycle of type II, Lemma 8 is applicable to it (just
replace I by I in the formulation of the lemma, and remove the tildes from the coefficients in (82) and

(83)). This gives that for a sequence {(kj,m;)} of pairs of positive even integers satisfying k;, m; — oo

and
ki m; bOUQ_
apbo Ay’ vy =& ———— 94
0007g" Yo x(_);_ (94)
as j — oo, there exists a sequence of values {,u;}
L= —agri Ay + o(AY 95
K apzy Ay’ + 0(Ag) (95)

such that the system f, has a secondary heterodimensional cycle associated to O1 and Oz. By (19),
J
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we also have
o N k; k;
= () = —apzg Ny’ + o(\”) (96)

for the coefficient i in formula (28) for the first-return map near T'.

Denote m;» = m; +m* for some fixed even integer m* (to be determined below). In what follows,
we find for each sufficiently large j a fixed point of the first-return map Tkj,m; for the values of u which
are o(u;»)—close to u;. Note first that due to the smooth dependence of A\ and ~ on the parameter p,
we obtain from (95) and (94) that

Mus)" = (Mo + O(u))" = Ay + Ok A" 1) = Ao’ (1 + Ok Ag’),

(k)™ = (o + O(pi))™ =75 " + O(myvg " pg) =9 ° (L + O(myvg 7))
Thus,
i om/; u—,.ym*
Niry J—)—CS - (98)
0L

so, in particular, \*s 77”9' stays uniformly bounded as j — co.

With this, one notices that the term v™¢; in formula (28) for the first-return map T, p, is 0(1) 00
when k = k; and m = m];. Hence, with the estimates in (29) and (30), we can write the map Tkj,m;.
as

X = by i+ abAiy™izt — bu” + abAiy X + O(X2 + V2) + 0(1) 500,
o (99)
Y =o0(47M),  Z=o(A").

It follows that the fixed point (X, Y}, Z;) of Tkj,m;. satisfies
—(@N%) T+ (aXiy™9) Tl — a4+ O(XF) + 0(1)k; im0

X, = y )
! 1 — (abAkiy™i)—1 (100)

Y;=0(5), 2 =00")

note that 1 — (abA\¥i 'ymg')*l # 0, as follows from (98) if m* is sufficiently large.

We need to verify that (X;,Y;, Z;) € IL. It suffices to show that [X;| < ¢ for all large k; and m’.

Substituting (96), (97), and (98) into the first equation of (100) yields
X; = o0 + (1) 300 (101)

where
Too = =g ™ + O(y5 ™). (102)

Thus, by taking m* sufficiently large and ¢ sufficiently small, we obtain that | X;| < ¢ for all sufficiently

large j, as required.

We have shown that at y = u; the system has a non-degenerate heterodimensional cycle associated
to O1 and O9 and the first-return map Tkﬁm; has a fixed point in IT given by (101) for any sufficiently
large m*. We denote this point as O}. By (99), the map Tkj,m;. strongly contracts in Z and strongly
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expands in Y. Also, since

— m*
bouo Y0

+

Lo

|abAFi ™3| =

+o(1)j00 > 1,

the map is expanding in X if m* is taken large enough. Thus, the point O} is a saddle of index dy + 1.

Arguing as in the proof of Lemma 1, one finds, on the set of points whose images under Tkﬁm;
belong to II, a forward-invariant unstable cone field around the (X, Y')-space and a forward-invariant
strong-unstable cone-field around the Y-space, and also, on the set of points whose preimages belong to
II, a backward-invariant stable cone field around the Z-space. This implies that W} (05) and W} (O5)
are given by Z = Z; + w{(X,Y) and (X,Y) = (X}, Y;) + w;(Z), respectively, for a smooth function
wy defined for (X,Y) € [-4,6] x [0, §]% and a smooth function w; defined for Z € [0, §ld—dh—1,
Also, Wy .(O3) contains the strong-unstable manifold W;;i(O3) of the form {X = X; +wj*(Y), Z =
Zj+wj(X,Y)} where the smooth function w}* is defined for Y € [, §]%. Note that it immediately

J
follows from (99) that in the limit j — oo we have

Wiee(O2) > {Z =0}, Wi (03) = {X = 200, Y = 0}, o (0) = {X =200, Z =0} (103)

loc
in the C''-topology.

Now, since Fa; (W}.(O2)) is given by {Z = 0} (see (31)), we obtain that it intersects W} _(O5)
transversely. Since the value 2 lies in the interval I », given by Lemma 7, it follows that F Mo
FLH(WE (O9)) is a horizontal disc that crosses IT properly with respect to C** in Lemma 1, so it
intersects W}.(05) transversely. Thus, O5 is homoclinically related to Oz. This, in particular, implies

that Oé has transverse homoclinics.

Let us show that in W% (05) there exists a homoclinic point M’ of transverse intersection of
WE.(0)) with W#(04), such that M' ¢ W (0)). By (103), we just need to show that the X-
coordinate of the homoclinic point A’ can be kept bounded away from z. Since W} _(05) intersects
Fo1 (W} (09)) transversely, the preimages F, ™ o Fy' (W (05)) accumulate (in C1) to W2 (O2) as
m — 0o. Hence, we can choose the homoclinic point M’ as close as we want to a point of transverse
intersection of W} (05) with the preimage F) Mo FLH(WE (Os)). This preimage is given by the
equation

1. 5
T = _a/‘)\ ki 4 (1) k00, Y = 0(1)k; 00,

as follows from substitution of (u = 0,w = 0) (the equation of W (O2)) into equation (23) for the
map Fip o FF. In the coordinates (27), we get

1 .
X = —Eﬂ)\_kﬂ —zt + 0(1)k; o0

This implies, by (96) and (97), that for any p which is o(u;)-close to 1 = i the X-coordinate of the
intersection with W} (0%) is o(1)j . Hence, the X-coordinate of the homoclinic point M’ can be
made as close to zero as we want, i.e., it is bounded away, as claimed, from x., (which is non-zero by

(102)).

Now, let us construct a heteroclinic intersection of W*(O;) and W#(0)). The secondary het-

erodimensional cycle at p = ,u;» includes an orbit of a non-transverse intersection between W"(Oy)
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and W#(Oq). This orbit splits as p varies in an interval of size o(y}) (by Lemma 8). Since Oz and
O, are homoclinically related, the invariant manifold W#(OY) accumulates on W*(Oz), which means
that when p varies, an orbit of a non-transverse intersection of W*(01) and W*(0O5) emerges. Let it

happen at p = ;5 it is o(y})-close to u’;, and by (95) we have
+ ki k;
L = —apzy Ay +o(Ny). (104)

Note that the orbit F? of the fragile heteroclinic intersection of W*(O1) and W*(05) at p = pu; satisfies
condition C1 by the partial-hyperbolicity argument as in Remark 7.

To finish the proof, we need to find a pair of orbits Fi ; and Fi ;7 of a transverse intersection of
WH(04) and W*(Oq) such that the corresponding heterodimensional cycles I'j ; = L1 U Ly U F? U Fi 7
and T'j;p = L1 ULY U I’(])» U I‘}’H (where L}, is the orbit of the periodic point O)) satisfy the remaining
non-degenerate conditions C2 - C4.1, are tied to each other, and have different types (I and II).

We, first, notice that W2 (O1) : {Y = 0} transversely intersects the local strong-unstable manifold
v (04) (indeed, by (103), WX (04) is C'-close to {X = 200, Z = 0,Y € [=6,0]"}). Let M be the

loc loc

point of intersection. The local unstable manifold W} (O5) is divided by

U
loc

components. It follows from the transversality of the intersection of W (05) with W} (O) that the
intersection of W (O1) with W} (O5) near M is a curve that goes from one component to another
while crossing W“%(0%) at M. Choose a point M on this curve such that M is close to M and M lies
in a different component of W} _(05) \ W“4(0O4) from the homoclinic point M’ € W} (O4) N W*(O5).

loc

(O5) into two connected

The orbit of M is an orbit of transverse intersection of W*(L5) and W#*(L1). The non-degeneracy
condition C2 is satisfied by this orbit due to partial hyperbolicity of every orbit lying in a small
neighborhood of the original non-degenerate cycle I' (see Remark 7). Condition C3 is satisfied because
we take M # M, i.e., M is not in W*(0}). However, we take M sufficiently close to W*(O%), so
the u-coordinates of M is sufficiently close to zero, making the non-degeneracy condition C4.1 fulfilled
too. The non-degenerate heterodimensional cycle I'™* comprised by the orbit of M, the periodic orbits
Ly and L} and the fragile heteroclinic F% at p = p; is the sought cycle I'; 1 or I'; ;1 (depending on
whether it is type I or type II).

By Remark 2, the fact that M and the homoclinic point M’ belong to different components of
WE(05) \ W(05) implies that the cycle I'* is tied with a cycle I'** of a different type. So, we have
the sought pair of heterodimensional cycles I'; ; and I'; 77, and hence the result of the theorem, once

we show the non-degeneracy of I'** below.

The orbit of transverse intersection of W#*(0;) and W*(0%) given by Remark 2 (i.e., the robust
heteroclinic of I"*) intersects W} _(03) at some point M" close to the homoclinic point M’. By the
partial hyperbolicity argument, we have the non-degeneracy condition C2; condition C3 holds because
M' & W (03). Let us establish the last non-degeneracy condition C4.1. The orbit of the point M”
goes close to the orbit of M’ and gets back to a small neighborhood of O} (since M’ is homoclinic).
After that the orbit spends a long time near L), which corresponds to a large number of iterations
of the first-return map T, yn, ym+ near Oz, before getting to W3 (O1). The iterations near Og create
a very large expansion in the central direction, i.e., the expansion factor b in (3) gets very large for
this orbit, making |a| > 1 in (4). Thus, the non-degeneracy condition C4.1 is fulfilled for this orbit,
provided M" is chosen close enough to M’. O
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We can now finish the proof of Theorem 2 for the case of real central multipliers.

Proof of Corollary 3. In a proper unfolding f. of a heterodimensional cycle of type II, we fix the values
of all parameters except for p and 6 and show that an arbitrary small change of 1 and 6 can lead the
system into the region of robust heterodimensional dynamics involving O; and Os. So, we may from
the very beginning consider a two-parameter family f, s where p varies in a small neighborhood of
zero and 6 varies in a neighborhood of some irrational § = ¢y. By Theorem 8, on the line 6 = ¢y we

have (see (104)) a sequence of values
k-
pj = —aozg Ag’ (1 +0(1)j-50)

for which the system has a tied pair of cycles of different types involving O; and a periodic point Of,
homoclinically related to Os.

Moreover, as proved in Lemma 8, when p varies (on the line § = cy) within a centered at p = pu;
interval A; of size o(p;), the fragile heteroclinic connection I'Y shared by the tied cycles splits. Namely,
there exist p; = )\lgj(—aox(‘; — k) and ,u;L = )\]gj(—aoxar + k) with some small £ > 0 such that T is
split at (u = ,u;—L, 0 = ¢p) in opposite directions. The same holds true at p = ,uji for any value of # close
to ¢o. It follows that for any connected set £ sufficiently close to the line § = ¢y in the (u,6)-plane
such that £ has a point at the line u = 1y and another point at the line y = ,uj, there is a point in £
corresponding to the existence of I'?, i.e., to the tied pair of cycles involving O; and O. Moreover, T
splits when we move within £ from p = p; to p = ,u;r. Therefore, we immediately get the result (the
existence of robust heterodimensional dynamics involving O; and O - hence, Os) by applying the
version of Theorem 7 given in Remark 8, if we can choose the connected set £ such that the modulus
0’ = —In|A|/In|7/| stays equal to a certain irrational constant everywhere on £ (recall that we denote

by 7/ the central multiplier of the point Of).

For that, we just need to show that arbitrarily close to ¢y there exist constants c_ and ¢y such

that, if j is large enough,

sup O'(u,0=c) < inf O(u,0=c"). (105)
pelny )] peln; ;]

Let us compute the central multiplier 7' of Oj. It is, up to o(1);_0 terms, the derivative dX /dz of
the map (99) at O). This gives us

v = abANy™ (14 0(8)) + 0(1) 00,

or, according to (98),

botg  ,*
Y == TS (14 00)) + 0150
0
This gives
1
0'=—0+0((m")7), (106)
m
so, by taking m* sufficiently large, we obtain (105). O
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3.4 Heterodimensional cycles with rational 6. Proof of Theorem 9

Note that an orbit that lies entirely in the small neighborhood U of the cycle I' and that does
not belong to the stable or unstable manifold of Li or Lo must intersect the neighborhood II of the
heteroclinic point MfL in Up; infinitely many times both forwards and backwards in time. If such
orbit exists, then for any two consecutive intersection points of the orbit with II, the second one is the
image of the first one under the map T}, ,,, given by (28) for some pair of integers (k,m). Moreover, k

and m have to be large enough if U is small.

Lemma 9. Let f,, be a generic one-parameter unfolding of the system fo with a non-degenerate
heterodimensional cycle involving two saddles, such that 0(fo) = p/q is rational. Assume condition
(8) is satisfied. Let (k1,m1) and (k2,m2) be two different pairs of integers such that for some small
and some points My(X1,Y1,7Z1) € I and My(X2,Ys, Z>) € 11, we have Ty, 1, (M) = (X'l,}_’l,Zl) =:
M, €11 and Ty mo (M) = (Xo,Ys, Zy) =: My € II. Then either my = mo = m and

A2 =00y, (107)

orky =ky =k and
yTM2 = O(5)AF. (108)
Proof. By (28), conditions Tk, s, (M1) = My and T, m,(Ms) = M, give

fi+aA Xy A+ aXbat — My 4y MO((X0)? + (Y1)?) +o(AF) +o(y ) = 4T Mb T X,
2

X 109
fi + aXf2 X5 + aX2at — y7m2y T 4 T2 0((X0)? + ( e

Assumptions that Mo € II and M; o € IT imply |X; 2] < 6, |X12| < 8, |[Yi2]] < §. Thus, it follows
from (109) that the system

QA4 aXk (2t 4+ K1) — v ™MuT = y7mbh T 06,

110
[ aXk2 (2t 4+ Kod) — v M2uT = 47 m2h L Cy4, (110)

must have a solution (f, k1, m1, K1, Ch, ko, ma, Ko, Cy) with |Kj 2| < 1, |C12| < 1. Subtracting the

second equation of (110) from the first one, yields

+ — —
k1 o ko "+ KZ(S - 015 + bu —ma 02(5 =+ bu 11
A A e+ Ko ab(xt + K10) 7 ab(zt + K10)" (111)

Recall that A, v, a, b, 7, and u~ depend on p. Let us indicate their values at p = 0 by the

subscript “0”. Since the multipliers A and « depend smoothly on u, we have
A= (Ao +0()* = A5+ O(kAGH), 7™ = (0 +O(W) ™™ = 7™ + O(mrg™p).  (112)
Using (19) and (112), one can estimate p from (110) as
p=0(Xo" +r0l™™) and u=O(|Xo|** + |y0| 7). (113)

Substituting this into (112), and also using the continuous dependence of all the coefficients on u, we
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rewrite (111) as

kQ,IE]F—'—KQ(S
0 CCS——FKl(S

Ci6 + boua
apbo(z§ + K10)

96 + boua
apbo(z§ + K10)

A=A (I+o0(1) =™ (1+0(1)) =™ (14 0(1)),

where o(1) denotes terms that tend to zero as kj g — 00, mj 2 — 00.

It is obvious that this equation is not solvable for sufficiently small § and sufficiently large k1 # ko

and my # my, unless the quantity vy /(aprd ) is a limit point of the set

ASL = A
s k2 € Nomig €N, by # ko, my £ ma o (114)
Yo T

Since
Aol = |0l %, (115)

and 6 is a rational number p/q (with p and ¢ coprime), we obtain, assuming k; > ko and m; > ma,
that
AL — A2

—mq —mz2
Yo — %

ol

Dl [ e 1
[0l =2 v

= |70 1
1

—(m1—ma) _
0

_ o (mi—m2)’
0

This implies that the absolute values of the limit points of the set (114) form the set

F Y
cl {\’Yo\ " _On}
~ T s€Z,leN,neN

and, therefore, by (8), we find that ug /(apzd) is not a limit point of the set (114). Thus, the system

(110) can have a solution (for sufficiently small § and large k; 2, mj 2) only if k1 = ks or m; = ma.
If m; = mo = m, then we have

from (111), which implies (107) when ki # ko. If k1 = ko = k, then we have

o O tbum o Cadbus i
mi _ m2 —
7 ab(zt + K10) 7 ab(zt + K10) O@)A

from (111), which implies (108) when m; # mao. O

Note that this lemma can be extended also to the case of infinite k12 or mq 2. Indeed, it is easy
to see that k; = oo corresponds to M; € W (O;) and M; being a point of intersection of W¥(Ly)
with IT; more specifically, M; € Fyj 0 Fy'" o Fi2(W}.(01)). The case m; = oo corresponds to M; being
a point of intersection of W*(Ly) with II, i.e., M; € Fy ¥ o FLL (W (02)) and M; € Foy (W (O2)).

The case ki = m; = oo corresponds to the orbit of the fragile heteroclinic intersection of
Fio(WE.(Oy)) with W _(O2) (so we may think of M; € W _(O1) and M; € Fy (W, (03))). Such
intersection exists at p = 0. Note that in this case we have ko = mo = 0o in Lemma 9. Indeed, if we

—m2

assume meo # my, then kg = k; = oo and, by (108), we get 0, i.e., mo = 00, and if we assume

ko # ki, then mo = m; = oo and, by (107), A2 =0, i.e., ko = 0o too. This means that no other orbits
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in U can intersect II in this case except for the orbits corresponding to the transverse intersection of
Fo1 (W} .(O9)) with W _(Oq). This gives us the result of Theorem 9 at p = 0.

At p # 0, let there exist an orbit L in U, different from L, Lo and heteroclinic orbits correspond-
ing to the intersection of Fy(W2.(O2)) with W (O1) (we call L a non-exceptional orbit). Then, O
intersects II in a sequence of points M such that My 1 = T}, M. If this sequence is infinite, then
all (ks,ms) consist of finite positive integers. If the sequence is finite from the left, then either the
most left point M, € For (W}.(02)) N1I, or My, € Fyy o F3" o Fio(WE.(O1)) N1I for some finite m —
in this case we define ky,_1 = 00, mg,—1 = m. Similarly, if this sequence is finite from the right, then
either the most right point M, € W_(O1) NI, or My, € Fy % o FL' (W (O2)) NI for some finite k

— in this case we define ms, = oo, ks, = k.
By Lemma 9, we have three possibilities.

e The first possibility is that all (ks,ms) = (k,m) are finite and the same for all s and and all non-
exceptional orbits. In this case T}, ,,, (II) intersects II, which implies, by the first equation of (28), that
pw=O(A\* + |y|~™). By (112), this implies u = O(|A\o|* + [y0|™™), hence

Afq™ = N1+ O(K|Xol*) + O(klvo| ™))" (1 + O(mlyo|™™) + O(m|Ao["))
= AT (14 0(D)mso0) + 0(1) ko0

Thus, using (115), we obtain

abA"y™ = agboA§r0m (1L + 0(1)km—r00) + 0(1)km—so0
mq—kp

= aObO'Yo ! (1 + O(l)k,m%oo) + 0(1)k,m~>oo-

By (7), we obtain that |abA*+™| stays bounded away from 1. Since this is, up to small corrections, the
derivative dX /dX in (28), and since we have a strong contraction in Z and a strong expansion in Y,
the hyperbolicity of T}, ,, follows, if k,m are sufficiently large and the neighborhood U is sufficiently

small.

By the hyperbolicity of T} ,,, it can have only one fixed point and it is the only orbit of T}, ,,, that
never leaves II. Thus, in the case under consideration, we have that My = M, for all s and the orbit L
of My is a hyperbolic periodic orbit. Any other orbits in U must lie in the stable or unstable manifold
of Lj 2, which includes the orbits L; and Lo themselves, as well as orbits of transverse intersections
of W¥(Lq) with W#(Ly), of W*(Lg) with W#(L) if L has index d;, and of W*(Ly) with W*(L) if L
has index dy. At the same time, no orbits from W*%(L;) \ Ly or W#(Lsa) \ Lo can lie entirely in U
in this case (as such orbits would correspond to infinite & or m). This is in a complete agreement
with the statement of the theorem: if L is of index dy, then the hyperbolic set A; from the statement
of the theorem is the union of Lq, L, and the heteroclinic orbits corresponding to the intersection of
W(L) with W#*(Ly); otherwise, we have the set Ay comprised by L, L, and the heteroclinic orbits
corresponding to the intersection of W*(Lg) with W*(L).

e The second possibility is that mg are finite and the same for all s and all non-exceptional orbits, that
is, we have m, = m while some ks are different. In this case, |[abA*y™| < 1 by (107), where k is the
minimal value of ks taken over all non-exceptional orbits. Thus, the derivative dX /dX in (28) is small.

This means that the maps T}, ,,,—n are all hyperbolic, with contraction in (X, Z) and expansion in
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Y, and the set of all non-exceptional orbits which are not in W*(Ls) is uniformly hyperbolic of index
di. The union of this set and L; is the hyperbolic set Ay from the statement of the theorem. Note

also that the finiteness of m implies that no orbit in W*(La) \ L2 can lie entirely in U in this case.

e The last possibility is that ks are finite and the same for all s and all non-exceptional orbits, that
is, we have k, = k while some m, are different. In this case, |[abA¥y™| > 1 by (108), where m is the
minimal value of m, taken over all non-exceptional orbits. Thus, the derivative dX /dX in (28) is very
large, so all the maps T}, — m, are hyperbolic, with expansion in (X,Y") and contraction in Z. The set
of all non-exceptional orbits which are not in W#(L;) is uniformly hyperbolic of index dg, and stays
at a non-zero distance from L; (the union of this set with Ly is the set Ay from the statement of the

theorem). The finiteness of k implies that no orbit in W*(L;) \ L; can lie entirely in U in this case.

In all three cases we have a complete agreement with the statement of the theorem. O

4 The case of complex multipliers

In this section we consider the case where at least one of the central multipliers A\; ; and 72 is
complex (non-real), and prove Theorem 10. We study the corresponding first-return maps and reduce
them to the form given by Proposition 3, and, therefore, obtain blenders. With the rotation brought
by the complex multipliers, we can then easily stabilize the heterodimensional cycles using versions of

Lemmas 6 and 7.

Let us start with the saddle-focus case. We assume that
A1 = A= A we (0,7), and 7:=79; isreal,

where A > |Aq 3| and |y21] < |y2,2|. As mentioned in the introduction, the other case (where A;; is

real while v, is complex) can be reduced to this one by the time reversal.

We use the same coordinates near Oz as in the saddle case so that the formulas for the local map
F, remains the same (see (15)). Let us now introduce coordinates (21, z2,y,2) € R xR x R% x Rd—d1—2

near O; such that the local map F takes the form (see e.g. [32])

1 = Az cos kw + Azg sin kw + g1(x1, x2,Y, 2),
To = —Azq sin kw + Azg cos kw + ga(x1, 2,9, 2), (116)
§:P1y+gg($1,$2,y,2), 2:P22+g4(x171'27y72)7

where we do not indicate the dependence on parameters for simplicity. The eigenvalues of the matrices
Py and P are v1,1,71,25---571,4; and A1 3... A1 4—q,, respectively. The functions g vanish along their

first derivatives at the origin, and satisfy

a91,2,4

0,0,y,0) = 0,
3(%%2)( y,0)

91,274(05 07y70) = 05 gg(xl,fEQ,O, Z) = 07 91,2('171"172’ 0) Z) = Oa
for all sufficiently small x1,29,y and z. Similar to the saddle case, in these coordinates the local

manifolds W} (O1) and W}%_(O1) are given by {y = 0} and {1 = 0,22 = 0,2z = 0}; the leaves of the
strong-stable foliation have the form {(z1,22) = const,y = 0}; the restriction of the map to W .(O1)
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is linear in z. This is the same coordinate system as described in Section 2.

By Lemma 7 of [32], for any point (x1,29,y,2) in Uy, we have (%1, 2,7, 2) = FF(x1, 29,1y, 2) if

and only if
T = )\kml cos kw + )\kmg sin kw + p1(x1, x2, 7, 2),
F9 = —A\Fxy sin kw + Nxy cos kw + p2(x1, 22,7, 2), (117)
y = p3(1,72,7, 2), Z = pa(r1, 22,9, 2),
where
Ipr2aller = o(A"), Ipsllcr = o(37),

for some constant 4 € (1, ]y1,1), and these estimates are uniform for all systems C?-close to f.

Let us now define the transition maps Fjo and Fb; from a neighborhood of M, = (0,0,y7,0) to
a neighborhood of M, = (0,v7,0) and, respectively, from a neighborhood of M, = (u~,0,w™) to a
neighborhood of M;" = (xf,23,0,2%). Arguing like in the saddle case, by the first part of condition
C1 (that F5'(WEE(Og)) h W (O1) at My ), the transition map Fio : (Z1,%2,9, ) — (u,v,w) can be

written as follows (the dots refer to the second and higher order terms in the Taylor expansion):

U= [l +a;1T1 + ai22 + a13Z + apgw + .. .,
v—ovt = a21T1 + a92T2 + a3z + agqw + . . ., (118)

Yy—Yy = a3+ azls + azzz +agw + ...,
where the relation between fi and g is the same as in the saddle case and is given by (19).

Recall the second part of C1 that Fio(W“E(0y)) intersects W _(O2) transversely at M,". When
the dimension of the map Fjy is large than three (i.e., when the system has dimension higher than
three if it is a diffeomorphism or higher than four if it is a flow), this condition means that the common
directions shared by DF12(’7' WEE(O1)) N TM2+ W .(O2) is at most one-dimensional, which happens
only if

aiy + afy # 0. (119)

When the dimension of Fis equals three, the strong-stable coordinates z are absent. In this case the

above inequality holds automatically since Fio is a diffeomorphism.

Similarly, condition C2 shows that the other transition map Fb; : (4, 0,w) — (x1,x2,y,2) can be

written as
xy—af =bu(d—u") +biol+ by + ...,
Q—x =bo1(u—u" )+ boot 4+ bogy + ...,
2 ( ) Y (120)
w — —bgl(ﬁ ui)—i-bgz@—l-bggy—i-...,
z— 2" = by (@ —u") + bag® + bazy + . . .,
with b%, + b3, # 0. By rotating the x-coordinates to a small angle, if necessary, we can assume
bi1 # 0. (121)
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Thus, the above formula can be rewritten as

i—u =byy (x1 — 27 — bisy) + O(||3]| + (21 — 21)* + ¢),
2y — x5 = by by (z — & — bisy) + basy + O(|[3]| + (21 — 27)* + ),
w—w” = O(|z1 — [+ [[o] + [y,

2=zt =bub (z — & = bigy) + bagy + O(||0]| + (x1 — 27)* + 7).

(122)

Now we can find a formula for the first-return map in the same way as in the saddle case. Namely,
combining (117) and (118) yields the analogue of (23):

u=fi+ au)\kxl cos kw + an)\kmg sin kw — alg)\kxl sin kw + alg)\kmg cos kw + iLl (1,22, 2,W)
- - (123)
y:h2($1,$2,2,w), ”U—U+ :h3($1,$2,2,w),

where
I (w1, 22, 2,0) = O([w])) + 0(AF),  ha(ar,2,2,w) = 0(37F),  hg(z1, 22, 2,w) = O(Jw]| + [A]F).
Combining (15) and (122) yields the analogue of (25)

w=~""(u" + b (x1 — 2 — bizy + hor(z1 — 2, ) + hi(z1,0,9),
To — x5 = borb (@1 — & — bizy) + basy + hoa(z1 — 27, y) + ha(x1,v,y),
z— 2T =byb ey — ™t — bizy) + buzy + hos(z1 — zfy) + ha(x1,v,9),

w = fL4(x1,v,y),

(124)

where
hoi(z1—27,9) = O((z1—=7)*+y%) (i=1,2,3),  hia(zi,v,y) =o(v™),  has(z1,v,9) = o(A™).

Finally, combining (123) and (124), we obtain the following form for the first-return map 7} ,, =
Fy o Fi'o Figo FY : (z1,22,y,2) = (%1, %2, 7, 2):

T1 — xf =b11Y" [+ bn)\kfym ((a1171 + argxe) cos kw + (aj1x2 — ajox) sin kw) — byju™ + b3y
— hoy (&1 — 2T, §) + "y (21, B, 2,7, 2),
Ty — a3 =baiby] (@1 — xT = bisy) + basy + hoz(z1 — 27 ,y) + ha(z1, 1, 22,7, 2), (125)
Z— 2t =bpbyy (71 — 2 — bisy) + busy + hos(F1 — a1, §) + ha(21, 71, 72,7, 2)
y =ha(z1,%1, 72,7, 2),

where
hia=o(\) +0(y™™), hs=o0(}"F), hs=o(A").

We further do computations with the first-return map 7}, only at u = 0, so we will omit the

term by™ [ in formula (125). Make the coordinate transformation

X1:x1—$+—bl3y7 Y:y7

1 . ~
Xo =673 (29 — 2 — by (x1 — 2t — bi3y) — bagy — hoa(z1 — 27, 9)), (126)
Z =z— 2" —byb(x — 27 — bizy) — bagy — hoz(z1 — 27, 9).

o7



The first-return map acquires the form

_ 1 ~ _ _ ~ _ _

X1 = Ap X1+ Brm + 020(Ny™) Xo + 601 (X1,Y) + 7" 1 (X1, X1, Xa, Y, Z),

X2 = 67% @2(X1,X15X2’Y’Z)’ (127)
Y:§Z33(X1,X1,X2,Y,Z), Z:Q§4(X1,X1,X2,Y,Z),

where . - - R
$oi = O(X7 +Y?) (i=1,2), p1llcr = o(A*)+ o(y™™), (128)
Isallcr = o3™),  lidsllen = o(3),
and
Ak,m = )\k’ym ((a11621 — algbn) sin kw -+ (anbn + algbgl) CcoS k:w)
= Ney™ Asin(kw 4 1),
gl ( m) (129)

By = )\kvmbn(anx; — a12xf) sin kw + bn(all:cfL + a12x§r) cos kw) — byju~
= \Fy™B sin(kw +n2) — byju”.

Note the factor 62 in front of X5 in (127) which appears because we scale x5 to ¢ 3 in (126). Note also
that the coefficients

A= \/(a%l + a%z)(b% + b%1) and B = |bll|‘|$+|| \/ a%1 + a%2

are non-zero by (119), (121) and because " # 0 due to the non-degeneracy condition C3. The phases

N1 2 are defined by

Asinn = a11b11 + ai2ba, Acosm = a11ba — ai2bi1,

: _ + + _ + +
b_ Sinng = a11r{ + a2y, b_ COST2 = a11T9 — A12T ,
11 11

which, together with by1/ba; # 27 /3 due to the non-degeneracy condition C4.2 (see (120)), imply
that
tann; # tanns. (130)

Similarly to the saddle case, we consider pairs (k,m) such that the maps T}, take
I1 = [—6,6] x [—6,6] x [—0,8]% x [—-§,8]4 N1 (131)
into itself, which implies that
Neym Bsin(kw + 12) = biiu~ + O(6). (132)

We will consider only such k for which sin(kw + 72) stays bounded away from 0. This, along with
(132), implies that A*4™ is uniformly bounded. In particular, the term My in (127) tends to zero
as k,m — oo. This allows to express X; as a function of (X1, X2, Z,Y) from the first equation of
(127), and thus get rid of the dependence on X7 in the right-hand side of (127). Thus, we can rewrite
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formula (127) for Ty, ,,, as

X1 = AkmX1 + Bem + $1(X1, X2, Z,Y),
XQ :¢2(X1,X2aZ’Y)’ Z:¢4(X15X2,Z5Y)’ (133)
Y = ¢3(X1,X2,2,Y),

where 96
3 1 1
= 1 — = 1
2 O(dg)ﬁo( im0, a(X1, X2,Y, Z) 0(02) + o(L)k.m-s00, (134)
| p2,4llcr = o(A™), l#3llcr = o(3™").

We have the above estimate for ¢y because in the Xs-equation in (127) the coefficient 572 can be

absorbed by $s. Indeed, we always first take 0 sufficiently small and then take k, m sufficiently large.

Formula (133) represents the first-return maps in the form used in Proposition 3 (where one
should choose (X2,Z) as a new Z-variable). We will check in Section 4.1 that these maps indeed
satisfy conditions of this proposition, thus establishing the existence of the blenders. Before doing
that, we further restrict the choice of (k, m) by the requirement that sin(kw + 1) stays bounded away
from zero. Then, the constant Ay, ., in (133) stays bounded away from zero, and we notice that the
map (133) assumes, upon setting X = X; and Z"" = (X3, Z), the same form as (34) (with the only
difference being a slightly worse estimate for ¢, which does not affect the further results). This gives

us the following analogue of Lemma 1 for the saddle-focus case:

Lemma 10. Let p = 0. Given any K > 0, one can choose § sufficiently small, such that for all
sufficiently large (k,m) such that sin(kw+n1) and sin(kw+n2) stay bounded away from zero, the cone
fields on 11

CH ={(AX1,AXy, AY, AZ) : [(AXy, AZ)|| < K(JAXy| + [[AY D}, (135)
C" = {(AX1, AXy, AY, AZ) : max{|AXy], [(AXy, AZ)||} < K[|AY]]}, (136)

are forward-invariant in the sense that if a point M € II has its image M = T (M) in 11, then the
cone at M is mapped into the cone at M by DT}, ;s the cone fields

C% = {(AX1, AXy, AY, AZ) |AY || < K(JAXq ]| + [[(AXe, AZ)|) (137)
C* = {(AX1,AXy, AY,AZ) : max{|AX;], |AY |} < K[|(AX2,AZ)]|}, (138)

are backward-invariant in the sense that if a point M € II has its preimage M =T, i ;1(]\_4 ) in II, then
the cone at M is mapped into the cone at M by DkaTln. Moreover, vectors in C*" and, if |Agm| > 1,
also in C* are expanded by DT}, ,,,; vectors in C*° and, if |Agm| < 1, also in C are contracted by
DT .

4.1 Co-existence of mutually activating blenders

Here we prove the first part of Theorem 10 for the saddle-focus case.

Proposition 5. If 0, 5= and 1 are rationally independent, then, at u = 0, there exist, arbitrarily close
to the heterodimensional cycle T', a cs-blender A with an activating pair (II',C%%) and a cu-blender
A with an activating pair (II',C*™") such that W3 (AS) d WY(A) # () and the two blenders activate
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each other, namely, W"(A®) contains a piece crossing II' properly with respect to C** and W*(A")

contains a piece crossing II' properly with respect to C*°. Here
' =[5, ¢0) x [=4,8] x [0, 8] x [=4,8]"""1~2 (139)

for some fixed q € (0,1), and C%,C" are given by Lemma 10 with some sufficiently small K.

This proposition immediately leads to robust heterodimensional dynamics involving the two

blenders, see the discussion after Definition 7.

Proof. The rational independence condition implies that the set

w
{(—kzﬂ +m, k’% - p)}k,mENmEZ (140)

is dense in R2. So, given any (s,t) € R?, one can find a sequence {(ky,m,,pn)} with k., m, — oo

such that m,, are even and
w
—kp0 +m, — 1t and an— — Pp = S. (141)
s

In fact, we fix a sufficiently large value of ¢ and let s depend on n so that

kni—pn—sn—)O.
2w

We take the sequence {s,} dense in a sufficiently small closed interval A such that the values

|v|* B sin(2ms,, + n2) — biyu~

are dense in a small interval around zero. Moreover, by (130), we can always choose A such that, for

some constants C7 and Cs,

biiu~ Asin(2mws + 1)
0<C C! 1 142
s Bsin(27s + 12) stes (142)
for all s € A, or such that, for some constants C3 and Cy,
biiu~ Asin(2
| <0y < |PueAsim@rs £ )| o (143)
Bsin(27s + 12)

for all s € A.

For the corresponding sequences {(k;,, my,py)}, the values of sin(27k,, + n1) and sin(27k,, + 12)

mn —

get bounded away from zero for all sufficiently large n. Since m,, are even, we have |v|™ and,
since A > 0, we have \Fnqymn = ||mn—=Fné s |~|t This is a finite number, hence the first-return maps

Ty, := Tk, m, can be represented in the form (133), and the cone lemma (Lemma 10) holds.

The coefficients By,, ,,,,, given by (129) are dense in a small interval around zero, and, by passing
to a subsequence if necessary, we have that By, ,,, lie in this interval for all n. Since by (129) one can

write
(Bkn,mn + bnuf)A sin(kw + 771)

Bsin(kw + 12)

)

Ak‘nymn =

60



inequalities (142) and (143) imply that C1 < A, m,| < C2 or C3 < |Ag, m,| < Ci, depending on the

choice of the interval A.

Then, by setting X = X and Z"" = (X5, Z), one immediately sees that conditions of Proposition
3 are satisfied by the maps T,,, which gives us both the cu- and cs- blender (by appropriate choices of
the interval A).

What remains is to show the homoclinic connection between the two blenders. Similarly to
Remark 5, for every point M7 € A%, we define its local stable manifold as a connected piece of
W#(A) N II through Mj, and the local unstable manifold as a connected piece of W"(A®) N II
through M;. By Lemma 10, the tangent space of W (M) at any point lies in the stable cone
C, so Wi (My) is given by an equation Y = &3, (X1, X2,Z) where &3, has its derivative small
and is defined on [—4,6] x [—4,8] x [—4,8]974 2. Similarly, the manifold W% (M) is the graph of
(X1, X2, Z) = &y, (Y) defined for Y € [, 6]% and the tangent space of W (M) at any point lies in
C"*. This means that W} (M) crosses II' properly with respect to C**, i.e., A activates A°.

For every point My € A, the manifold W} (Mz) is the graph of (Xa, Z) = &}, (X1,Y") defined for
(X1,Y) € [-6,8] x [-6,6]% and its tangents lie in C°. It immediately follows that it has a non-empty
transverse intersection with W2 (M;) for any point M; € A, so we have W*(A®®) h W™ (A) # 0.
The manifold W} _(M>) is the graph of (X1,Y) = &5(X2, Z) defined for (Xo, Z) € [4,6] x [—6, 5]4"41 72,
and its tangents lie in C*%. So, it crosses II' properly with respect to C**, which means that A*

activates A%, O

Remark 9. It follows from the arguments at the end of this proof that W*(A®) intersects trans-
versely W (O1) (i.e., the manifold {Y = 0}), while W*(A) intersects transversely any manifold
which crosses I properly with respect to C**. Similarly, W*(A“") intersects transversely Fo1 (W}%.(O2))
(i.e., the manifold {Xo = 0,Z = 0} obtained by taking m — oo in (124)), and WY(A™) intersects

transversely any manifold which crosses I properly with respect to C**.

4.2 Local stabilization of the heterodimensional cycle in the saddle-focus case

In this section we prove the second part of Theorem 10 for the saddle-focus case. As in the saddle

case, we investigate the iterates of the local invariant manifolds W} _(O1) and W} (O2).

Lemma 11. Let ¢, IT',C*" be given by Proposition 5. Define the intervals

1 1
Ly, = <vmu = 5oy ad e §!blvm!q5> : (144)

Take sufficiently small 6. Then, for every sufficiently large m, if i € I, then the image Sy, =

Fy1 0 Fy 0 Fio(WE.(01)) is a disc of the form (X1,X2,Z) = s(Y) for some smooth function s. The
disc S crosses the cube II' properly with respect to the cone field C**.

Proof. Since W} .(O1) near M, has equation (Z, Z) = 0, it follows from formulas (118), (15) and (120),
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that the image S}, is given by

z1— 2] = by — buu” + bisy + O((V" it — u”)? + ¥) + 0(1)m—so0,
Ty — x5 = by — baru” + bagy + O((V"fr — u”)? + 4?) + 0(1)m—so0,
z— 2T = by — by~ + bazy + O((V" i — u”)? + 42) + 0(Dmsoos

which, after the transformation (126), recasts as

X =buy i —bu” +O((Y" i —u)? +Y?) + 0(1)msoo,
Xy =0720((7" i —u”)? + Y2) + 6720(1)mosoo; (145)
Z=0((y"p—u ) +Y*) 4+ 0(1)mseo

By (144) we have
qo

Y™ = bu”| < 5

which for Y € [—4§,6]% implies

W

5
1X1| < % +0(6%) + 0(V)mosoo < ¢ and  ||(X2, Z)|| = O(6%) + 6 30(1)m_se0 < 6,

where we first take ¢ sufficiently small and then take m sufficiently large (and we do the same whenever

terms like 5_%0(1),”_,00 appear). This means that S/ crosses II'. One also finds from (145) that

(X1, X5, 72)
oy

=

= 0(62) + 6 20(1)m_soo,

which can be made sufficiently small so that the tangent spaces of S, NII lie in C**. So, the crossing

is also proper with respect to C**. U

Lemma 12. Let II' and C*° be given by Proposition 5. There exists a sequence {k;} — oo such that,
at p =0, the preimage S5 := kaj o FR (Wi (02)) is a disc of the form (X1,Y) = s(Xa, Z) for some

smooth function s. The disc S5 crosses IT' properly with respect to the cone field C5.

Proof. Since W _(Os) near the point M, is given by (u,w) = 0, it follows from formula (118) that
the preimage Fl_zl(T/Vlf) -(02)) at u =0 is given by

0 = ay1z1 + appws + a1z + O(2? + 23 + 2%),

Yy—1y = asiri+ asers + aszz + O(w% + x% + 22)

Substituting (117) into these equations and applying the coordinate transformation (126), we find
FF o FRH(WEL(09)) as

Bsin(kw + 12) 3
Xi=——40(062) + o(D)ps00,
' Asin(kw + my) (62) + o)~ (146)
Y = O(ﬁik)’

where the right-hand sides are functions of (Xa, Z).

The assumption that 6, w/27, and 1 are rationally independent implies that w/27 is irrational.
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As a result, one can find a sequence {k;} of positive integers with k; — oo such that

Bsin(kjw + 1) - qo

Asin(kjw +m) 2

for all sufficiently large k;. It follows that for all sufficiently small § and sufficiently large k;, we have

8(X1’Y)
a(X2’Z)

W

(X1l < g6, Y]l <5, = 0(02) + 0(1)k—00

in (146), which completes the proof of the lemma. O

We can now finish the proof of Theorem 10 for the saddle-focus case. Let A and A* be the cs-
and cu-blenders of Proposition 5. By Remark 9, Lemma 11 implies that A is homoclinically related
to O; when i € I; and Lemma 12 implies that A“" is homoclinically related to Oy at 1 = 0, hence
at all small u, e.g. when € I O

4.3 The double-focus case

We finish the paper by considering the case
ALl = Ao = e wy € (0,7), and ;1 = Voo = ve™2 | wy € (0,m),

where A > [A13], v < |72,3]. We no longer need to split the heterodimensional cycle to get robust

heterodimensional dynamics, so below we write formulas only for the unperturbed system (e.g. u = 0).

We use the same coordinates near Op as in the saddle-focus case, so the local map Fj is given by
(116) with replacing w by w;. Near Os we introduce coordinates (uy, us, v, w) € RxRxRI-H—1x RA—1

such that the local map F5 assumes the form

Uy = yuq cos kws + yug sin kwy + g1 (uq, ug, v, w),

3]

2 =~ sin ]CWQ + yugz cos ka + 92(”&1, u2, v, ’U)),

[SH

- le + gg(’u,h’U,Q,’U,’U}),

w = QZU) + 94(71«17”27”77/1)7

where the eigenvalues of the matrices @1 and Q2 are Ao 1,..., Ao g—q,—1 and 23 ... 71,4, +1, respectively.

Here the functions ¢ satisfy

001,2,4

9172’4(070’1)70) = O’ gg(’l,ﬂ,ug,o,w) = 07 gl,Q(u17u2707w) = 07 a(ul7u2)

(0,0,v,0) =0

for all sufficiently small uy,us,v and w. Similar to the saddle case, in these coordinates the local
manifolds W} .(O2) and W} (O3) are given by {v = 0} and {u; = 0,up = 0,w = 0}; the leaves of the
strong-unstable foliation have the form {(u1,u2) = const,v = 0}; and the restriction of the map to

W .(Oy) is linear in u. This is the same coordinate system as discussed in Section 2.

By Lemma 7 of [32], the above coordinates can be chosen such that for any point (u1,us,v,w) €
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Up2, we have (g, a9, 0,w) = FJ*(uy,ug,v,w) if and only if

uy =y~ "y cos mwa + Mg sin mwy + q1 (i, U2, v, W),

ug = —~ "My sin mwsg + " g cos mwe + o (U1, Ug, v, W), (147)
v = q3(u17 ﬁ?a (% UJ),
w = q4(u17 ﬁ?a v, UJ),

where

lgr24llcr = o(y™™), lasllcr = o(A™),

for some constant A € (1,|Aa1]), and these estimates are uniform for all systems C?-close to f.

We now take the heteroclinic points
M = (af,23,0,27), M =(0,0,y,0), M =(0,0,0",0), My = (uj,uy,0,w").

By the non-degeneracy condition C3, we have 27 # 0 and u~ # 0. Up to a linear rotation of the

coordinates u, we can always achieve
up #0,

which will be our standing assumption.

The transition map Fis : (Z1,%2,9, 2) — (u1,u2,v,w) from a neighborhood of M; to a neighbor-

hood of M, is given by

Uy = a'llil + a/12j2 + a'13(g] - yf) + CL1142 + 3
Ug = aélil + a'22i2 + al23(ﬂ — y_) + CL/242 + ;
v—vt =al T Fahed tals (T -y ) Fay i+,
w = a1+ ajpTar +ag(§ —y7) Fag i+ ...,

where dots denote the second and higher order terms in the Taylor expansion. Note that here dimy =

dimw + dimuy and condition C1 means that det(abs, a)3) # 0. So, we can rewrite the formula as

U] = a11T1 + a12T2 + a132 + aj4us + ajsw + . . .,

v—ovt = 211 + a92T2 + a3z + asqus + assw + ..., (148)

Y—Y =as1T1+ azeT2 + azzz + agqus + azsw + ...,

where a2, +a?, # 0 by the second part of C1. Similarly, it follows from condition C2 that the transition
map Fyy : (i1, dg, 0, W) + (21, 22,7, 2) from a neighborhood of M, to a neighborhood of M, is given
by

( )
( )
z— 2" = b3 (U —uy) + bga® + bazy + ..., (149)
( )
( )

where b3, + b3, # 0.
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Slightly different from the previous cases, here we work with the first-return map
Fk,m = F2m oFigo0 Flk o Fyy : (ﬂl,f@,f},ﬁ}) — (’l_Ll,’l_LQ,’L_),’LD) (150)

defined in a small neighbourhood of M, .

Lemma 13. Suppose that cos mwa and (cos mwa+ai4 sin mws) are both bounded away from zero. Then,
for a point (U1, U2, v,W) in a small neighborhood of My , we have (1, 2,0, w) = Fy, (U1, U2, 0, W) if

and only if

(cos mwa + a4 sin mwsy)i; = )\k'ym(Ck(ﬁl —uy ) + D) + (a14 cos mwy — sin mws) s
+ Moy hoy (G — uy, D) 4 4™y (0, T, B, D),
Up — Uy = by (U1 — uy ) + bag0 + hoa(U1 — uy,0) + ho(t1, U2, 0, W), (151)
W — wy = bs1 (U1 —uy ) + bsa® + hos(U1 — uy ,0) + ha(dy, U2, 0, W),

v= h4(ﬂ1,ﬂ2,17,’(1_)),

where
Cr = (a11b11 + a12b21) cos kwy + (a11b21 — a12b11) sin kwy, (152)
D), = (alle + (Z12£C§r) cos kwy + ((111565L — a12xf) sin kwy,

and

hor = O((an —up )2+ [[0]),  hoi = O((an —uy)* +3%) (i = 2,3),

hi = o(\*) +0o(y™™), haz=o0(3""), hy=o0(\™).

Proof. Consider first the composition Flk o Fy. Substituting the y-equation of (117) into the first
three equations in (149), one expresses x1, 2, z as functions of @, 0, §. Substituting these expressions
together with the y-equation of (117) into the remaining equations in (149) leads to g, W as functions
of 41, 0,y. Then, combining (149) with the newly obtained equations for x1, z9, z, s, w yields that for
a point (g, s, d,w) in a small neighborhood of M, we have (&1, %2,7,2) = FF o Fo (i, ta, 0, W) if

and only if

T = )\k(ﬂv]L +b11(@1 — uy ) + b120) cos kwy + )\k(x; + b1 (1 — uy ) + boo®) sin kwy
+ A O((@y — ul)? + %) + hy (01,9, 9),
Tog = —)\k(azf + b11(@ — uy ) + b120) sin kw; + )\k(az; + bo1 (G — uy ) + baa?) cos kwq
+ X 0((ay — ul)? + %) + holdn, 0,7), (153)
Gy — uy = bay (U — uy) 4 bao® + O((@y — uy ) 4 %) + hs(@y, 0, 7),
W — wy = bs1 (U —uy) + bsa® 4+ O((@g — ul )2+ %) + hy(iy, 0, 7),

zZ= h5(’lj1,’[7,g),

where HiLLMH(ﬂ = O(Ak) and ”iL374”01 =o(¥ k)

We proceed to find a formula for FJ* o 5. Substituting the v-equation in (148) into the ug- and
w-equations in (147), one obtains us and w as functions of 4y, Uy, W, T1, T2, 2. Substituting these into

the remaining equations, leads to w1 and © as functions of @y, 4o, W, T1, T2, 2. So we have the following
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relations:
oM~ —-m~ I~ o~ o~~~ s
uy =7 U1 COS Mmwsa + 7y u251nmw2—|—q1(u1,u2,w,x1,x2,z),

—m ~ . —m ~ !/~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

ug = —y~ My sin mwe + "y cos mwsy + g5 (U, Ug, W, T1, T2, Z),
~ i~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~
v = 3(U1,’U,2,w,1’1,1’2,2),

— (5 'l Ty s z

w = 4(U1,’U,2,w,1’1,1’2,2),

where [l¢] 5 4lct = o(y™™) and [[g5llor = o(A™).

Now, since cosmws is bounded away from zero, one can express %1 as a function of uq, %, v, w

from the ui-equation. Substituting the result into the equations for us, ¥ and w, we obtain

—m ~ —m ~ . 17 ~ ~ ~ o~ o~
v~ My cos mwe = uy — 7y Mg sinmws + ¢ (u, Ug, W, T1, T2, Z),
. o~
w1 Sin mwo Mg " U
Uz = — + +q2(U1,U2,’U),$1,$2,2),
COS Mw2 COS Mw2y (154)

~ i ~ ~ ~ ~ ~
U= Q3(u1,u2,w’x1,x2, Z)a

" -
w:q4(u1,uQ,w,x1,x2,z),

where [lgf 5 4t = o(y™™) and [l¢f |1 = o(A™).

Recall that by assumption cos mwsy + a4 sin mwsy is also bounded away from zero. Then, substi-

tuting the above ug-equation into the wj-equation in (148) yields

_ _ _ o ayy Mug
U] = a1121 + a1222 + 4132 + ———— + ajsw
COS Mw2 (155)

+ O(75 + 33 + 2 + 43 + w?).

Q14 SIN Mws
1+ ——
COS Mwo

Combining this with (154) and the g-equation in (148), yields that for a point (%1, 2,7, Z) in a small
neighborhood of M; we have (i, tg, 0, w) = FJ* o Fi2(Z1, T2,7, ) if and only if

v~ ™ (cos mwa + ayq Sinmwsy)ty =y " (a14 €08 Mwy — sin mws)Us + a11%1 + a12T2 + a132
“2 A2 2N L F o (m Az o~
+O('I1+‘T2+Z )+h1($1,$2,Z,U2,’U)),

~ B B . - - (156)
g—y = O0(z1] + |Z2| + |Z||) + he(21, T2, 2, U2, W),

~

U= h3(£17£2727a27@)7
where [|fuflcr = o(v™),  [lhallcr = O(y™™),  lhsllcr = o(A™).
Replacing a1, Ug,0,w by wy,us,0,w in the above formula, and combining it with (153) yields
(151). O
Write
Cr = Csin(kw; +m1) and Dy = Dsin(kw; + 12) (157)

and

cos mwa + ajg sinmwy = /1 + a%4 cos(mws + 13),

(158)
a1 cos mwy — sinmwy = —/1 + a2, sin(mws + 13)

66



in formula (151). Since a2, + a3y # 0, b3; + b3y # 0, and z* # 0 by conditions C1 - C3, we have
C#0 and D #0.
Moreover, by condition C4.2 and (152),

tann; # tanmns. (159)

Introduce the coordinate transformation

U1 :ﬂl —uf, 5%U2 :ﬂ2—u5 —b41(ﬂ1 —uf) —b42’[~), (160)
(5%‘/:{}, W:@—w_—b51(ﬂ1—uf)—b521~),
and consider the restriction of F}, ,,, to
1 = [—6,0] x [=0,0] x [=0,0]4 N1 x [—4,5]41~1 (161)

in the new coordinates. Then, formula (151), along with (157) and (158), implies that for a point
(Ul, UQ, V, W) € II we have ((71, (72, V, W) = Fk,m(Uh UQ, V, W) if and only if

B kamy s k k m D sin(k
(1 + byy tan(mws + n3)) U1 = ANy C sin(kwy + n1)Ur + A*y™ D sin(kwy + 12) -

V1 + a2, cos(mws + n3)

- tan(mw2 + 773)“5 + ¢1(U1) UQa VYa W), (162)

Us = ¢o(Uy, U, V, W), V = ¢3(Uy,Us, V, W), W = ¢4(U,Us, V, W),
where

b1 = Ny (0(52) + 0(1)pmosse) + O(62) + 0(1)jm—ss0s
001 _ Ny (O(5%) + 0(L)mosoc) + O3 + 0L mosco (163)

(U, Uy, V, W)
brs = O(3) + o(3%) Of2s ) o), [lallen = o(Am).
) To(UL, Uy, V, W) ’

N

= 0(6

For the proof of the next proposition, we will consider only such m that sin(mwsy + 73) is close
to zero. In this case, the condition of Lemma 13 that cosmwsy and (cos mws + a14 sinmws) are both

bounded away from zero are automatically satisfied, as follows from (158).

Proposition 6. Let the system f have a heterodimensional cycle I' of double-focus type, and 0, 5,052

and 1 are rationally independent. There exist, arbitrarily close to I', a cs-blender with an activating
pair (I',C**) and a cu-blender with an activating pair (I, C*") where
" = [~q6, 0] x [6,] x [=0,8]"~ "~ x [=4, 0]~ (164)

for some fized q € (0,1), and

C* = {(AU, AUz, AV, AW) : max{|AU.|, [|[(AUz, AW)|} < K| AV},
C" = {(AU1, AUz, AV, AW) : max{|AU |, |AV ||} < K||(AUz, AW)||}

67



for some sufficiently small K. The two blenders mutually activate each other (in the sense of Propo-
sition 5).

Proof. Denote

_¢
V1+a?
p - (165)

We see that if we replace
Uy _>X17 (U27W)_>Y7 V_>(X27Z)7 (166)

then the first-return map (162) takes the same form as the first-return map (133) in the saddle-focus
case, provided we consider the values of (k,m) such that sin(mws +73) — 0 and A*4™ stays bounded.
Moreover, formulas (165) coincide with formulas (129) for the saddle-focus case if we rename the

C B = D Uy

and replace by bjju—, and wy by w.

Thus, we obtain Proposition 6 in the same way as Proposition 5, if we show that given any

constants A =

(s,t) € R2, one can find a sequence {(k,, My, pn)} with k,,m, — oo such that conditions (141) are

satisfied, and

sin(mpwa +1n3) — 0
(we do not need the evenness of m,, here, as v > 0 in the double-focus case).

These requirements are equivalent to the existence of a sequence of integers {(ky, My, Pn, )} such
that

w 1 tw
kn60 —m, — —t, kn—l—pn%s, kn—é?wg—ln%—ﬂ.
27 T s
This is guaranteed by our assumption that 0, wi/2m, 6wy /27, and 1 are rationally independent. [

To complete the proof of Theorem 10 we need to show that the two periodic points O; and O-
are homoclinically related to the cs-blender and, respectively, the cu-blender obtained in the above

proposition.

Lemma 14. Let II' and C"™ be given by Proposition 6. There exists a sequence {m;} of positive
integers with mj — oo such that the image S3 := F)Y o Fio(W (01)) N1 is a disc of the form
(U1, V) = s(Uz, W) for some smooth function s. The disc S} crosses IT' properly with respect to the
cone field C**.

Proof. By (156) and (160), the image F3" o F1o(W}%.(O1)) satisfies

(cos mwa + ajg sinmws)(Uy + uy ) = (a14 cos mwg — sin mWQ)((S%UQ +uy + by Uy — b425%V) + 0(1)m—oo,

V =6 20(A™),
or,

(1 4 bgy tan(mws + n3))Ur = —u; — tan(mwsy + 13)uy — tan(mws + 773)5%U2 + 0(1)m—s00s
V =5 20(A™).
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Now consider a sequence {m;} — oo such that tan(mws +13) = —uy /u, . Since 1/by; # uy fugy

by condition C4.2 and (149), it follows that the above equations can be rewritten as

_ tan(mjws +13)
14 by tan(mng + ?73)

V =5 20(A™).

U = 52Uz + 0(1)j 00,

This immediately shows that for all sufficiently small § and all sufficiently large j, and for all (Us, W) €
[—6,8] x [~0,0]"~2 we have

1 1 o(U,V) 1
_ —_ _— = 1 y .
The proper crossing of S]” with respect to C** is thus guaranteed. O

Lemma 15. Let II' and C** be given by Proposition 6. There exists a sequence {k;} of positive integers
with kj — oo such that the preimage S := b o kaj o Fiyt (W .(02)) N1 is a disc of the form
(U1, Uz, W) = s(V) for some smooth function s. The disc S3 crosses IT' properly with respect to the
cone field C*.

Proof. By (148), the preimage Fj,'(W;.(O2)) satisfies

0= ani'l + alg.f'z + a132 + Oz
( (167)

g] — y_ = a31£1 + agg.f'z + a332 + O(.f'
Substitute the equations for &1, Zo, # from formula (153) for the map Ff o I; into the second equation
above. This yields § = y~ + O(A\) as a function of (@;,9). Combining the first equation above
with (153) and using the new expression for g, we obtain the following equation for F2_11 oF[ ko

Fip! (W, (02)) (see (152) and (157)):

. D sin(kwy + n2)
Uy —uyp =

 Csin(kw; 4+ m1)
Ty — uy = by1 (g — ul ) + bao® + O((@y —u™)* +0%) + 0o(37F),
W — w; = b51 (ﬂl — uf) + b52’[~) + O((ﬂl — u7)2 + ’L~)2) + O(’A)/ik),

+O0((@ —u™)? +[[9]]) + 0(1)p—00

where the small terms are functions of @ and ©. Since w; is irrational, we can choose the sequence of

values of k — oo such that sin(kw; + 11) stays bounded away from zero.

Now, after solving @; from the first equation, we apply the coordinate transformation (160) and
obtain the intersection Fy;' o F{ %o FLL(WE (02)) NI as

D sin(kwy + n2) 1
- J 1
C'sin(kwy +m) TOEV) + oD

Uy = 002U+ 62 |V]) + 0(Dgsos W = O(UZ +3|V]) + 0(1)gs00-

U =

After comparing this with (146) using the correspondence (166), one just follows the proof of Lemma
12. ]

It can be seen from (160) that W2 (O2) = {V = 0}, and, after additionally taking &k — oo in (153),
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that the intersection Fy,*(W;.(01)) NI is the graph of some smooth function (Up, W) = s(Up, V)
satisfying s = O(UZ + 6V?) and defined on [, 8] x [—6, §]4~4 1.

Therefore, since the above two lemmas are completely analogous to Lemmas 11 and 12, one
obtains the homoclinic relations between O and the cs-blender, and between Os and the cu-blender

in the same way as it is shown in the end of Section 4.2.
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