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Abstract. In this paper, we provide a rigorous description of the birth of canard limit cycles in

slow-fast systems in R3 through the folded saddle-node of type II and the singular Hopf bifurcation.

In particular, we prove – in the analytic case only – that for all 0 < ε� 1 there is a family of periodic
orbits, born in the (singular) Hopf bifurcation and extending to O(1) cycles that follow the strong

canard of the folded saddle-node. Our results can be seen as an extension of the canard explosion
in R2, but in contrast to the planar case, the family of periodic orbits in R3 is not explosive. For

this reason, we have chosen to call the phenomena in R3, the “dud canard”. The main difficulty

of the proof lies in connecting the Hopf cycles with the canard cycles, since these are described in
different scalings. As in R2 we use blowup to overcome this, but we also have to compensate for

the lack of uniformity near the Hopf, due to its singular nature; it is a zero-Hopf in the limit ε = 0.

In the present paper, we do so by imposing analyticity of the vector-field. This allows us to prove
existence of an invariant slow manifold, that is not normally hyperbolic.
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1. Introduction

In this paper, we consider slow-fast systems of the form

u̇ = εU(u, v, ε),

v̇ = V (u, v, ε),
(1)

with U and V sufficiently smooth and 0 < ε � 1. Systems of this form occur in many different
applications, including neuroscience [1, 30, 43], biology and chemical reaction networks [20, 24] and
many other areas, see [16, 40] for further references. Geometric Singular Perturbation Theory [31] is
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2 KRISTIANSEN, K. U.

a collection of methods, based upon the ground-breaking work of Fenichel [21, 22, 23], that can be
used to study systems of the form (1) for 0 < ε � 1. The point of departure for this theory, is the
critical manifold

S = {(u, v)|V (u, v, 0) = 0},

which is a set of equilibria for the associated layer problem:

u̇ = 0,

v̇ = V (u, v, 0),
(2)

obtained by setting ε = 0 in (1). S is said to be normally hyperbolic if all eigenvalues of DvV (u, v)
for all (u, v) ∈ S have nonzero real part. In particular, it is attracting (repelling) if the real part of
these eigenvalues is negative (positive, respectively). Fenichel’s theory, see [21, 22, 23, 31], then says
that compact submanifolds S0 of S perturb to diffeomorphic locally invariant manifolds Sε for all
0 < ε� 1. The reduced flow on Sε is to leading order given by the reduced problem:

u′ = U(u, v, 0),

0 = V (u, v, 0),

obtained by writing (1) in terms of the slow time τ = εt with ()′ = d
dτ and subsequently letting

ε → 0. Moreover, stable and unstable manifolds of S0 also perturb to W s(Sε) and Wu(Sε), each
having invariant foliations by fibers; for full details see e.g. [31].

Following work by Dumortier and Roussarie on the blowup method [18], there was in the early
parts of the 2000s an effort [37, 38, 39, 44, 48] to extend the geometric theory of Fenichel to points
where normal hyperbolicity breaks down. The simplest type of breakdown, is perhaps observed in R2

and R3 with S having folds, that divide the critical manifold into attracting and repelling subsets.
In these cases, canard solutions are solutions of (1) for 0 < ε� 1 that – counter-intuitively – follow
the attracting and repelling branches of the critical manifold by passing close to the fold. Canards
are well described in R2 and R3 [18, 6, 5, 38, 44, 39, 47] and play an important role in applications
and in the global dynamics of systems of the form (1), see e.g. [16, 42, 46].

In R2, canards of folded critical manifolds require an unfolding parameter [38] and here canard
orbits may be limit cycles. In fact, the reference [38] proves that there is a family of periodic orbits –
under some non-degeneracy conditions – that include small (i.e. of size o(1)) Hopf cycles, intermediate
cycles (see also [19, 28]) and canard cycles of size O(1). Under some additional global properties, such
family may be extended further to include canards with “head”, see [38], and eventually relaxation
oscillations, as in the van der Pol system [45, 38]. This situation is also known as the canard explosion
[12], due to the fact that the canard limit cycles of different amplitude differ in parameter values by
an order of O(e−c/ε) for all 0 < ε� 1, see full details in [38].

In R3, on the other hand, with u ∈ R2 and v ∈ R in (1), canards of folded critical manifolds are
generic, without parameters. They appear persistently at so-called folded singularities, which are
singular points on the fold of a “desingularized” reduced problem, see [5, 44]. The folded singularities
come in different generic versions: folded node, folded saddle and folded focus depending on the type
of singularity, with only the former two producing canard solutions.

The folded node is of particular interest due to its connection to mixed-mode oscillations. In
summary, the folded node gives rise to a weak canard (under a nonresonance condition) and a strong
canard – essentially due to the weak and the strong directions of the linearization of the node –
and close to folded singularity, it has been shown, using blowup [44], that the tangent space of the
attracting slow manifold twists a finite number of times along the weak canard. This implies, due
to the contractivity towards the weak canard on the attracting side of the critical manifold, that an
open set of points twists upon passage through the folded node. Upon composition with a global
return mapping, this provides a simple mechanism for producing attracting limit cycles, see [13], that
are of mixed-mode type, see also [16].

The folded saddle-node is a bifurcation of the folded singularity. It comes in different types I
and II, but the unfolding of type II – at the level of the reduced problem – produces a transcritical
bifurcation of a true singularity and a folded one. In this paper, we will only focus on the type II and
we will therefore continue to refer to this case simply as the folded saddle-node. This bifurcation is
known to give rise to a Hopf bifurcation [39]. It is a singular Hopf bifurcation [9, 25] due to the fact
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that the linearization (upon blowup) has eigenvalues of the form ∼ ±iω,∼ ελ, ω, λ 6= 0 as ε → 0 at
the Hopf; it is therefore a zero-Hopf bifurcation [3, 2] for ε = 0.

The interest in the folded saddle-node comes from the fact that it marks the onset (or termination)
of mixed-mode oscillations through the folded node. However, in the author’s opinion, the details
of this onset/termination and the connection of mixed-mode oscillations with the Hopf cycles is
still not fully understood. [13, Theorem 4.2] relates to the connection problem, but only indirectly.
Specifically, the bifurcation described in this theorem – where a return mechanism transverses to the
strong canard – does not relate to the Hopf bifurcation. The reference [42] is another interesting
study, based upon detailed numerical computations. Here the Hopf cycles are continued using the
software package AUTO and it is demonstrated (for a fixed small value of ε > 0) that these cycles
are of relaxation type without mixed-modes. In particular, the periodic orbits of mixed-mode type
in the model system of [42] form isolas that are disconnected from the branch of Hopf cycles. At the
same time, [25] studies a normal form for a singular Hopf with two slow variables, computing the
Lyapunov coefficient and demonstrating additional bifurcations (periodic doubling and torus) using
numerical computations along the branch of period orbits that appear from the Hopf. [35] describes
the onset of mixed-modes in a cusped saddle-node in a system with symmetry.

It has also been speculated, following work on the Koper model [33, 34], that the folded saddle-
node may be associated with homoclinics and Shilnikov bifurcations. This was demonstrated for the
Koper model in [27] using sophisticated numerical methods, among other things. At the same time,
it is by now known [2, 11] that generic unfoldings of the zero-Hopf bifurcation produce Shilnikov
bifurcations. In future work, the present author hopes to pursue these bifurcations rigorously in the
context of the folded saddle-node. In preparation, we will in this paper extend the results of [38] on
the family of periodic canard orbits in R2 to the R3-context. Whereas the family of canard cycles
have “explosive growth” in the planar context, the growth rate is regular in R3, with canard cycles
of different amplitude corresponding (in general) to parameter values that differ by an O(1)-amount.
For this reason, we have chosen to call the phenomena we describe as the “dud canard” instead of
the canard explosion.

1.1. Setting. We consider the following normal form for the folded node/folded saddle-node [39]:

ẋ = ε(y − (µ+ 1)z + F (x, y, z, ε, µ)),

ẏ = ε(
1

2
µ+G(x, y, z, ε, µ)),

ż = x+ z2 + zH(x, y, z, ε, µ),

(3)

in the regime ε > 0, ε ∼ 0 and µ ∼ 0, where F , G and H are smooth and higher order in the following
sense:

F (x, y, z, ε, µ) = O(x, ε, (|y|+ |z|)2), G(x, y, z, ε, µ) = O(x, y, z, ε),

and

H(x, y, z, ε, µ) = O(xz, xy, z2, ε).

(In comparison with [39] we have zH instead of H. This plays little role, but the latter can be brought
into the former by a transformation of x.) µ will be our bifurcation parameter.

The system is normalized in such a way that the layer problem has a critical manifold S of the form
x = m(y, z) := −z2(1 +O(y, z)) with a fold along the line defined by (0, y, 0). Locally, the manifold
S is normally attracting along z < 0 and normally repelling along z > 0. Upon desingularization, the
reduced problem takes the following form:

y′ = −z(1 + L(y, z, µ))(µ+ 2G(m(y, z), y, z, 0, µ)),

z′ = y − (µ+ 1)z + F (m(y, z), y, z, 0, µ),
(4)

with x = m(y, z) and L smooth satisfying L(0, 0, µ) = 0. Consequently, we have a folded singularity
[44] at (x, y, z) = (0, 0, 0). In fact, (y, z) = (0, 0) is partially hyperbolic for (4) with µ = 0 and a
center manifold reduction shows that (4) undergoes a transcritical bifurcation for µ = 0 if

λ := ∂yG(0) + ∂zG(0) 6= 0. (5)

It is this bifurcation that is known as a folded saddle-node (of type II [39]) for the slow-fast system
(3). We illustrate the bifurcation in Fig. 1 in terms of the slow time; in comparison with (4) the
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directions on the repelling sheet are therefore reversed [44]. Here Fig. 1 (a) shows λ < 0 whereas
Fig. 1 (b) shows λ > 0.

(a) λ < 0

(b) λ > 0

Figure 1. Illustration of the folded saddle-node of type II. It is a transcritical bi-
furcation of the desingularized reduced problem (4). The dynamics illustrated here
is in terms of the slow time. Consequently, in comparison with (4), we have reversed
the directions on the repelling sheet. The sign of λ (see (5)) determines on what side
of the two sheets the saddle point q appears. For λ < 0, shown in (a), q lies on the
repelling sheet Sr, appearing for µ & 0. For λ > 0, shown in (b), q lies on the the
attracting sheet Sa, appearing for µ . 0. In both cases, the folded singularity p is a
folded node on one side of µ and folded saddle on the other side. The strong singular
canard γ0(µ) divides Sa into separate sets. In particular, for µ ≥ 0 and λ < 0, the
dark shaded region in (a) is a funnel region. Here all points pass through p upon
following the reduced flow.

On the other hand, for each µ ∼ 0, there exists a strong stable manifold γ0(µ) of (y, z) = 0
for (4), known as the strong singular canard in the (x, y, z)-space. It is well-known [44] that γ0(µ)
persists as a (maximal) canard γε(µ) connecting fixed copies of Fenichel slow manifolds Sa,ε and Sr,ε
as perturbations of (appropriate) compact subsets Sa,0 and Sr,0 of Sa := S ∩ {z < 0} respectively
Sr := S ∩ {z > 0} for all 0 < ε� 1.

1.2. Main result. In this paper, we are interested in canard cycles, i.e. periodic orbits that follow
γ0(µ) on S. In particular, under the assumption (5) and analyticity of F , G and H, we prove the
existence of a family of periodic orbits:

Theorem 1.1. Suppose ( 5) and that F , G and H are analytic functions in the phase space variables
x, y, z and smooth in ε and µ. Then there exists an h1 > 0 such that for all 0 < ε� 1 the following
holds: There is a Hopf bifucation of ( 3) at µ = µH(

√
ε), µH(0) = 0, and a family of periodic orbits

Γh,ε, with h ∈ (0, h1] measuring the amplitude (to be defined later), along µ = µ(h, ε), where µ is
continuous and satisfies µ(0, ε) = µH(

√
ε). For each h ∈ (0, h1] fixed, Γh,ε converges as ε → 0 in
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Haussdorff distance to a singular canard cycle, consisting of a segment of γ0(µ(h, 0)) across the fold
and a fast jump. The limit is uniform on compact subsets of (0, h1].

We do not aim to describe the stability of the cycles. This is more difficult, see Remark 2.13 below.
To prove Theorem 1.1, we follow [44], and apply the following blowup transformation to the extended
system ((3),ε̇ = 0) of the folded singularity:

(r, (x̄, ȳ, z̄, ε̄)) 7→


x = r2x̄,

y = rȳ,

z = rz̄,

ε = r2ε̄.

for r ≥ 0, (x̄, ȳ, z̄, ε̄) ∈ S3 and µ ∼ 0. In contrast to [39], we will not blowup µ = 0 (at this stage,
at least). We use two separate charts x̄ = −1 and ε̄ = 1 with chart-specific coordinates (ε1, r1, y1, z1)
and (r2, x2, y2, z2) defined by :

(ε1, r1, y1, z1) 7→


x = −r2

1,

y = r1y1,

z = r1z1,

ε = r2
1ε1,

(6)

(r2, x2, y2, z2) 7→


x = r2

2x2,

y = r2y2,

z = r2z2,

ε = r2
2,

(7)

respectively. The charts overlap on x̄ < 0 and here the change of coordinates are given by the
expressions:

r2 = r1
√
ε1,

x2 = −ε−1
1 ,

y2 = y1/
√
ε1,

z2 = z1/
√
ε1,

(8)

for ε1 > 0.
In [25, 39] the authors also describe the Hopf bifurcation in the ε̄ = 1-chart. The new contribution

of Theorem 1.1 is that we describe the family of periodic orbits bifurcating from the Hopf in a full
(i.e. ε-independent) neighborhood of the folded saddle-node for all 0 < ε � 1. This family includes
periodic orbits with amplitude h = O(1) following the strong canard γ0(µ) for µ ∼ 0 and all 0 < ε� 1.

Our approach is similar to the approach for the analysis of the canard explosion in the planar case,
see [38]. The paper [38] also uses a Melnikov approach to extend the Hopf cycles in the associated
scaling chart and then subsequently extend these to canard cycles by working in directional charts.
The latter connection problem is already complicated in [38]. In the present paper, we feel that our
proof in R3 is relatively simple. It basically extends the classical way of obtaining canard cycles in R2,
by flowing points forward and backward along the attracting and repelling sheets and then extending
this close to the folded saddle-node through blowup (using the chart x̄ = −1). Shilnikov variables [15]
and normal forms [26, 29] are used to study the necessary transition maps. This approach could also
be used as an alternative to solving the connection problem in R2, although we have not attempted
to do so.

In contrast, the problem of connecting the Hopf cycles with the ones obtained by the Melnikov
analysis is more complicated here in R3 than in the R2-context of [38]. This is also related to our
assumption on analyticity of F , G and H in Theorem 1.1, which may seem unusual for results in
this direction. To explain the difficulty, we recall from [39] that there is a one-dimensional critical
manifold in the ε̄ = 1-chart for µ = r2 = 0 given by x2 = −y2

2 , z2 = y2, y2 ∈ R. The linearization has
imaginary eigenvalues at y2 = 0 and the reduced problem has a hyperbolic equilibrium precisely at
this point; this is what produces the Hopf bifurcation for all 0 < r2 � 1. However, it is nontrivial to
study the Hopf cycles in a fixed (small) neighborhood of the Hopf since the eigenvalues are of the form
±(1+O(r2))i, r2(λ+O(r2)), i.e. a zero-Hopf bifurcation occurs at µ = r2 = 0. As we see it, there are
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two ways to perform the analysis of the Hopf cycles: (i) Perform a center manifold reduction and apply
the Hopf bifurcation theorem there. Or: (ii) Straighten out the (strong) unstable/stable manifold
(λ ≷ 0, respectively), introduce polar coordinates in the transverse direction and apply Melnikov-like
methods to construct the periodic orbits as fixed-points of a return map. However, both approaches
are not uniform in ε→ 0 in the smooth setting, due to the fact that the eigenvalue with the nonzero
real part ∼ ελ, providing the necessary hyperbolicity, goes to zero as ε → 0. Nevertheless, in the
analytic case, we can extend the proof of the unstable/stable manifold to a fixed neighborhood (by
following [14, Section 3]), and this allows us to apply approach (ii).

There is no clear way to extend (at least directly) the proof of the unstable/stable manifold in
the smooth setting since this rests on the exponential estimates (that are nonuniform in the present
context). Having said that, [7, 8] both study a zero-Hopf bifurcation (in the case of [8], also at a
parameter value ε = 0) in the smooth setting and prove existence of C∞ a one-dimensional invariant
curve tangent to the zero eigenspace. However, these results do not directly apply in our setting and
their methods would have to be modified. For example, in [7] there is no parameter. Moreover, to
bring the folded saddle-node near the Hopf into the normal form in [8] we would have to perform an
ε-dependent scaling of the variables; notice in particular, that [8, Equation (1)] does not depend upon
the slow variable z for ε = 0. We therefore leave the extension to C∞ (and potentially even Ck) to
future work.

1.3. Overview. In the remainder of the paper, we work to prove Theorem 1.1. First in Section 2, we
describe the small periodic orbits, extending all the way down to the Hopf bifurcation. Subsequently,
in Section 3, we describe the “intermediate orbits” that connect small periodic orbits with the canard
orbits. In Section 4, we complete the proof of the theorem. Finally, in Section 5 we conclude the
paper through a discussion of the results and potential future work.

2. Existence of small periodic orbits

In the scaling chart ε̄ = 1, applying (7) to ((3),ε̇ = 0) gives

ẋ2 = y2 − (µ+ 1)z2 + r2F2(x2, y2, z2, r2, µ),

ẏ2 =
1

2
µ+ r2a1y2 + r2a2z2 + r2

2G2(x2, y2, z2, r2, µ),

ż2 = x2 + z2
2 + r2z2H2(x2, y2, z2, r2, µ),

(9)

and ṙ2 = 0. F2, G2 and H2 are smooth, in particular analytic in the space variables x2, y2 and z2.
Here the desingularization has been achieved by dividing the right hand side by r2. As in [39], we
have put a1 = ∂yG(0), a2 = ∂zG(0). Recall then that

λ := a1 + a2 6= 0,

by assumption (5). For µ ∼ 0, r2 ∼ 0 this system is slow-fast with x2 and z2 being fast and y2 slow.
In particular, µ = r2 = 0 gives an associated layer problem

ẋ2 = y2 − z2,

ẏ2 = 0,

ż2 = x2 + z2
2 .

(10)

Lemma 2.1. The set C2 defined by x2 = −y2
2 , z2 = y2, y2 ∈ R is a critical manifold of ( 10). It is

normally attracting for y2 < 0 and repelling for y2 > 0.
On the other hand, y2 = 0 is degenerate for C2 with the linearization around (0, 0, 0) having two

imaginary eigenvalues ±i. In particular, ( 10) is time-reversible within y2 = 0 and the orbit

γ2,0(0) :

{
x2(t2) = − 1

4 t
2
2 + 1

2 ,

z2(t2) = 1
2 t2,

(11)

is a separatrix in the (x2, z2)-plane separating closed periodic orbits φh(t) = (x2h(t), z2h(t)), x2h(0) =
−h, z2h(0) = 0 with period T0(h) > 0 for any h > 0, from unbounded orbits.

Proof. The statement regarding the stability of C2 follows from simple calculations. The analysis for
y2 = 0 is also straightforward, see [38]. �
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Figure 2. The layer problem (10) in the (x2, z2)-plane. The canard orbit γ2,0

(orange) separates bounded periodic orbits φh (green) from unbounded orbits.

We illustrate the dynamics in the (x2, z2)-plane in Fig. 2.
The solution (11) for µ = 0 belongs to a µ-family of solutions

γ2,0(µ) :


x2(t2) = − 1

4 t
2
2 + 1

2 ,

y2(t2) = µ
2 t2,

z2(t2) = 1
2 t2,

(12)

of (9) for r2 = 0. It corresponds to the blowup of the strong canard γ0(µ), see [44].
To describe the reduced problem on C2, we consider the scaling

µ = r2µ2. (13)

Then with µ2 fixed, r2 = 0 implies µ = 0. [39] also uses this scaling, but it is strictly speaking not
necessary for the present analysis. In fact, it will be crucial to our approach not to scale µ for the
description of the intermediate periodic orbits that we study later in the paper.

With (13), we obtain the following reduced problem on C2:

y′2 =
1

2
µ2 + λy2,

in terms of a slow time. For λ 6= 0, we have a hyperbolic equilibrium at

y2 = −µ2

2λ
. (14)

Consequently, for µ2 = 0 this equilibrium lies at y2 = 0, corresponding to the degenerate point of C2.
This gives rise to the (singular) Hopf bifurcation [25].

As advertised in the introduction, we study the Hopf bifurcation and periodic orbits of (9) by
first proving existence of a slow manifold Z2,r2 (following [14, Section 3]), analytic in the space
variables and smooth in ε and µ2, as a perturbation of C2 in a fixed neighborhood of y2 = 0. Then
upon straightening out this one-dimensional manifold we ensure that polar coordinates in the normal
directions are well-defined. This allows us to set up a return map, defined in a full neighborhood,
which we describe using Melnikov theory.

2.1. Existence of an analytic slow manifold. For any ν > 0, k ∈ N, let

Ωk(ν) :=

{
h =

∞∑
n=0

hn(·)n : Bν → Ck |hn ∈ Rk, ‖h‖ <∞

}
,

with Bν being the closure of the open disc Bν ⊂ C of radius ν centered at the origin, and where

‖
∞∑
n=0

hn(·)n‖ :=

∞∑
n=0

|hn|νn. (15)

In other words, Ωk(ν) consists of absolutely convergent power series on Bν . Consequently, if h ∈ Ωk(ν)
then the resulting function h : Bν → Ck is real analytic. Moreover, any real analytic function, having
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an absolutely convergent power series at the origin with radius of convergence ρ > ν, belongs to
Ωk(ν).

Suppose that hm =
∑∞
n=0 h

m
n (·)n ∈ Ωk(ν) is a Cauchy sequence for m ∈ N. Then by definition

(15) it follows that {hmn νn}∞n=0 is a Cauchy sequence in l1 and therefore converges. Consequently,
‖ · ‖ is a Banach norm on Ωk(ν).

In the following, it will be convinient to write u := (x2, z2) ∈ R2.

Proposition 2.2. Consider ( 9) with ( 13) and F2, G2 and H2 all smooth functions, specifically
analytic in x2, y2, z2. Fix k ∈ N. Then there are constants δ > 0 and ν > 0, both sufficiently small,
such that the following holds: There exists a locally invariant one-dimensional manifold Z2,r2 of ( 9)
of the graph form:

u = m(y2, r2, µ2),

where (r2, µ2) 7→ m(·, r2, µ2) ∈ Ω2(ν) is Ck for 0 ≤ r2 � 1, µ2 ∈ [−δ, δ], satisfying m(y2, 0, µ2) =
(−y2

2 , y2) such that Z2,0 is a submanifold of C2.

Proof. The proof follows [14], see specifically [14, Lemma 3.25], on a related problem. Firstly, seeing
that the linearization around C2 has two eigenvalues that are bounded away from 0 ∈ C, it is standard
(see e.g. [14, 36]) that there is a formally invariant manifold

u =

∞∑
n=0

rn2 hn(y2, µ2),

with the right hand side to be understood as a formal power series. Each hn is smooth, specifically
h0(y2, µ2) = (−y2

2 , y2). Now define ũ by

u = h0(y2, µ2) + r2h1(y2, µ2) + ũ,

Then upon dividing the right hand side by λ and setting

v = y2 +
1

2λ
µ2,

we obtain
˙̃u = (A(v, µ2) +O(r2, ũ)) ũ+O(r2

2),

v̇ = r2 (v +O(r2, ũ)) ,

where

A(v, µ2) = λ−1

(
0 −1
1 2v − 1

λµ2

)
,

Now drop the tilde on u and let

u = r2ũ.

This gives
˙̃u = A(v, µ2)ũ+ r2R2(ũ, v, r2, µ2),

v̇ = r2 (v + r2P2(ũ, v, r2, µ2)) ,
(16)

For simplicity, we again drop the tilde on u. R2 and P2 are analytic functions in the phase space
variables u, v, depending smoothly on r2, µ2 ∼ 0.

Notice that the eigenvalues of A(v, µ2) are ±λ−1i+O(v, µ2). Consequently, for all µ2 sufficiently
small, we have that

(qI −A(0, µ2))−1

exists for all q ∈ R.

Lemma 2.3. Fix µ2 ∈ [−δ, δ] with δ > 0 sufficiently small. Then there exists a constant C > 0 such
that

‖(qI −A(0, µ2))−1‖ ≤ C

|q|+ 1
,

for all q ∈ R and all µ2 ∈ [−δ, δ].
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Proof. Clearly,

‖(qI −A(0, µ2))−1‖ ≤ C̃|χ(µ2)− q|−1,

where χ(µ2) and χ(µ2) are the imaginary eigenvalues of A(0, µ2) and where C̃ > 0 is a positive
constant. We then use that χ(µ2) is close to the imaginary axis and uniformly bounded away from
the origin to obtain the result. �

In the following, we will suppress the dependency of µ2. We then write (16) as a first order system
in the following form:

r2v
du

dv
−A(0)u = (A(v)−A(0))u+ r2R2(u, v, r2)

− r2
2P2(u, v, r2)

du

dv
.

(17)

We will prove the existence of the invariant manifold by solving this equation through a fixed-point
argument on a closed subset of Ω2(ν).

Now, consider first

r2v
du

dv
−A(0)u = F (v), (18)

with F :=
∑∞
n=0 Fn(·)n ∈ Ω2(ν). Then we have the following:

Lemma 2.4. Let 0 ≤ r2 � 1 and define the linear operator Tn : R2 → R2 by

Tk(Fk) = (r2kI −A(0))−1Fk, Fk ∈ R2.

Then

‖Tk‖ ≤
C

r2k + 1
, (19)

with C > 0 from Lemma 2.3 and

u(v) = T (F )(v) :=

∞∑
n=0

Tn(Fn)vn, (20)

is the unique real-analytic solution of ( 18) in Ω2(ν). The operator T : Ω2(ν) → Ω2(ν) defined by
( 20) is linear and continuous:

‖T (F )‖ ≤ C‖F‖, (21)

for all F ∈ Ω(ν).

Proof. Straightforward. (19) follows from Lemma 2.3 which gives (21) upon using (20). �

The following is also important.

Lemma 2.5. Suppose that P ∈ Ω1(ν), F ∈ Ω2(ν). Then T (r2PF
′) ∈ Ω2(ν) and

‖T (r2PF
′)‖ ≤ Cν−1‖P‖‖F‖.

Proof. Write P (v) =
∑∞
n=0 Pnv

n for F (v) =
∑∞
n=0 Fnv

n. Then F ′ =
∑∞
n=0(n+1)Fn+1(·)n : Bν → C.

Moreover, by Cauchy’s product rule

T (r2PF
′) (v) = r2

∞∑
n=0

Tn

(
n+1∑
l=0

Pn+1−llFl

)
vn,
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such that

‖T (r2PF
′) (v)‖ ≤

∞∑
n=0

‖Tn‖r2(n+ 1)

n+1∑
l=0

|Pn+1−l||Fl|νk

≤ C
∞∑
n=0

n+1∑
l=0

|Pn+1−l||Fl|νn

≤ Cν−1
∞∑
n=0

|Pn|νn
∞∑
n=0

|Fn|νn

= Cν−1‖P‖‖F‖. (22)

�

To solve (17), we therefore write it as a fixed-point equation:

u = L(u),

where L is the nonlinear operator defined by

L : u 7→ T

(
(A(v)−A(0))u+ r2R2(u, v, r2)− r2

2P2(u, v, r2)
du

dv

)
. (23)

Consider the closed subset Ω2
1(ν, σ) ⊂ Ω2(ν) defined by ‖m‖ ≤ σ, m ∈ Ω2(ν).

Lemma 2.6. There exist constants ν > 0, σ > 0 and r20 > 0 such that L is contraction on Ω2
1(ν, σ)

for all 0 < r2 ≤ r20.

Proof. First, we show that L : Ω2
1(ν, σ)→ Ω2

1(ν, σ) is well-defined for ν > 0 and σ > 0 small enough.
For this, we use the linearity of T and estimate each of the resulting terms. Notice that R2 and P2

are analytic functions with radius of convergence ρ ≥ c > 0 (uniformly in r2, µ2 ∼ 0). Consequently,
upon composition with u ∈ Ω2

1(ν, σ) the resulting functions belong to Ω2(ν), Ω1(ν), respectively, for
ν > 0 and σ > 0 small enough, and are uniformly bounded there. We therefore have

‖L(u)‖ ≤ C1νσ + C2r2 + C3r2ν
−1σ, (24)

for C1, C2, C3 > 0 large enough and all ν, σ, r2 > 0 sufficiently small, upon estimating each of the
resulting terms. In particular, the last term in the estimate (24) comes from estimating

T

(
r2
2P2(u, v, r2)

du

dv

)
,

using Lemma 2.5.
Next, for the Lipschitz constant of L, we proceed in an analogously way, writing

L(u1)− L(u2) = T ((A(v)−A(0))(u1 − u2)) + T (r2(R2(u1, v, r2)−R2(u2, v, r2))

− T
(
r2
2P2(u1, v, r2)

d

dv
(u1 − u2)

)
+ T

(
r2
2 (P2(u2, v, r2)− P2(u1, v, r2))

du2

dv

)
.

We then write V2(u1, v, r2)− V2(u2, v, r2) =
∫ 1

0
DV2(u1(1− s) + u2s, v, r2)ds(u1 − u2) for V = R,P .

This leads to the following estimate

‖L(u1)− L(u2)‖ ≤ (C4ν + C5r2) ‖u1 − u2‖,

for some C4, C5 > 0 large enough and all ν, σ, r2 > 0 sufficiently small, using also Lemma 2.5. This
completes the proof. �

By Banach’s fixed point theorem, we obtain a unique fixed-point of L : Ω2
1(ν, σ) → Ω2

1(ν, σ).
This fixed point ũ = m̃(·, r2, µ2) ∈ Ω2

1(ν, σ) gives our desired locally invariant manifold of (16).
Transforming the result back to the (x2, y2, z2)-variables gives the desired statement of Proposition 3.3
for k = 0. To obtain the Ck-smoothness of m̃(·, r2, µ2) with respect to r2, µ2, we proceed in the usual
way by differentiating (17). This produces variational equations for the partial derivatives of m̃ and
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these equations can then be solved successively (by the method of induction) up to some fixed order
k ∈ N using the same approach as for k = 0. We skip further details because it is standard.

�

The invariant manifold Z2,r2 is a slow manifold extending uniformly with respect to r2 across the
degenerate set y2 = 0, µ2 = 0. It is a subset of the stable (unstable) set of (14) for λ < 0 (λ > 0,
respectively).

2.2. Melnikov theory. We now straighten out the slow manifold of Proposition 2.2 by writing:(
x2

z2

)
= m(y2, r2, µ2) + ũ. (25)

Then the invariant manifold corresponds to ũ = 0 and consequently:

˙̃u = B(ũ, y2)ũ+ r2R2(ũ, y2, r2, µ2)ũ,

ẏ2 = r2

(
1

2
µ2 + λy2 + P2(ũ, y2, r2, µ2)

)
,

(26)

where P2(0, y2, 0, µ2) = 0 and

B(ũ, y2) =

(
0 −1
1 2y2 + ũ2

)
,

for ũ = (ũ1, ũ2). For r2 = y2 = 0, we have m(0, 0, µ2) = 0 and hence ũ reduces to (x2, z2) in this
case. We now again drop the tildes. The u-plane is therefore for r2 = 0 also filled with the periodic
orbits φh(t) = (x2h(t), z2h(t)), intersecting the negative x2-axis in (−h, 0) with h > 0. Moreover,
due to the invariance of u = 0, the return map from u1 < 0, u2 = 0 to itself, mapping (−h, 0, y20)
to (u1(T ), 0, y2(T ), with T = T (h, y2, r2, µ2) being the transition time, is well-defined for all h > 0,
0 ≤ r2 � 1, µ2 ∈ [−δ, δ]. In fact, polar coordinates in the u-plane is well-defined for all y2 ∈ [−ν, ν],
µ2 ∈ [−δ, δ], and as a result we obtain:

Lemma 2.7. The return map has a smooth extension to h = 0 with T (0, y2, r2, µ2) = 2π+O(y2, r2).

We now obtain fixed points of the return map using Melnikov theory to perturb away from the
family of period orbits u = φh(t), h > 0, within y2 = 0 for µ2 = r2 = 0. For this purpose, let

Ah(t) :=

(
0 −1
1 2z2h(t)

)
,

denote the linearization around u = φh(t), y2 = r2 = 0. We then write

u = φh(t) + ũ, y2 = ỹ2. (27)

and let ũ(t, h, y2, r2, µ2), ỹ2(t, h, y2, r2, µ2) denote the solutions of the resulting differential equations:

˙̃u = Ah(t)ũ+

{
B(φh(t) + ũ, ỹ2)(φh(t) + ũ)−Ah(t)φ̃h(t)−Ah(t)ũ

+ r2R2(φh(t) + ũ, ỹ2, r2, µ2)(φh(t) + ũ)

}
,

˙̃y2 = r2

(
1

2
µ2 + λỹ2 + P2(φh(t) + ũ, ỹ2, r2, µ2)

)
,

with initial conditions ũ(0) = 0, ỹ2(0) = y2. We have

ũ(t, 0, y2, r2, µ2) ≡ 0,

due to φ0(t) ≡ 0 and the invariance of u = 0 for (26). Let Φh(t, s) denote the state-transition matrix
associated with Ah(t). Then by variation of constants we have that

ũ(T, h, y2, r2, µ2) =

∫ T

0

Φh(T, t) {· · · } dt,

ỹ2(T, h, y2, r2, µ2) = y2 +

∫ T

0

r2 (· · · ) dt,
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where

{· · · } = B(φh(t) + ũ(t, h, y2, r2, µ2), ỹ2)(φh + ũ(t, h, y2, r2, µ2))−Ah(t)φ̃h(t)

−Ah(t)ũ(t, h, y2, r2, µ2) + r2R2(φh(t) + ũ(t, h, y2, r2, µ2), ỹ2(t, h, y2, r2, µ2), r2, µ2)

× (φh(t) + ũ(t, h, y2, r2, µ2)),

(· · · ) =
1

2
µ2 + λỹ2(t, h, y2, r2, µ2) + P2(φh(t) + ũ(t, h, y2, r2, µ2), ỹ2(t, h, y2, r2, µ2), r2, µ2).

Recall that T (h, y2, r2, µ2) denotes the transition time, with T0(h) := T (h, 0, 0, 0) being the period of
the periodic orbits φh(t) = (x2h(t), z2h(t)). Since the eigenvalues of B(0, 0) are ±i, we have

φh(t) = −h
(

cos t+O(h)
sin t+O(h))

)
, (28)

for h→ 0+. Moreover:

T0(0) := lim
h→0+

T0(h) = 2π, (29)

see also Lemma 2.7. We then consider the adjoint system:

ψ̇ = −Ah(t)Tψ,

and let ψh(t) denote the solution with ψh(T ) = (1, 0). Then a simple calculation shows the following:

Lemma 2.8.

ψh(t) = −h−1e
∫ T
t

2z2h(s)ds

(
z′2h(t)
−x′2h(t)

)
.

Moreover,

ψh(T ) · ũ(T, h, y2, r2, µ2) =

∫ T

0

ψh(t) · {· · · } dt. (30)

Proof. This is standard and follows from the theory of adjoint equations, see [41]. In particular, for
(30) we use ψh(T )TΦh(T, s) = ψh(s)T . �

We therefore define the Melnikov functions

∆1(h, y2, r2, µ2) = [x2h(T )− h] +

∫ T

0

ψh(t) · {· · · } dt,

∆2(h, y2, r2, µ2) =

∫ T

0

(· · · ) dt.

so that roots of ∆ := (∆1,∆2) for h > 0 (using (27)) correspond to fixed points of the return map
and periodic orbits. We have:

Lemma 2.9. ∆ also extends smoothly to h = 0, with ∆1(0, y2, r2, µ2) ≡ 0 and ∆(h, 0, 0, 0) ≡ 0 for
all h ≥ 0.

Proof. The extension of ∆ follows from the invariance of u = 0 of (26) and the fact that T extends
smoothly to h = 0, recall Lemma 2.7. The invariance of u = 0 and the fact that φ0(t) ≡ 0 also gives
{· · · } = 0 for h = 0 and therefore ∆1(0, y2, r2, µ2) ≡ 0. Finally, ∆(h, 0, 0, 0) = 0 since u = (x2, z2) =
φh(t) is a solution of (10) within y2 = 0 and r2 = 0. �

Following this lemma, the function

∆̂ := (h−1∆1,∆2),

is well-defined and smooth on h ≥ 0. Moreover:

Lemma 2.10. ∆̂(h, 0, 0, 0) ≡ 0 and

∆̂′y2(h, 0, 0, 0) =

(
−2
∫ T0(h)

0
e
∫ T
t

2z2h(s)ds(h−1z2h)(t)2dt
∗

)
, (31)

∆̂′µ2
(h, 0, 0, 0) =

(
0

1
2T0(h)

)
, (32)

for all h ≥ 0, with ∗ denoting a quantity that is not important.
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Proof. ∆̂(h, 0, 0, 0) ≡ 0 follows from Lemma 2.9 and (32) is obvious. To show (31), we compute for
h > 0:

∂∆1

∂y2
(h, 0, 0, 0) =

∫ T0

0

ψh(t) ·
(

0 0
0 2

)
φh(t)dt

= 2h−1

∫ T

0

e
∫ T
t

2z2h(s)dsx′2h(t)z2h(t)dt

= −2h−1

∫ T

0

e
∫ T
t

2z2h(s)dsz2h(t)2dt.

h−1z2h extends to all h ≥ 0 by (28), which then completes the proof. �

The Jacobian matrix

∆̂(y2,µ2)(h, 0, 0, 0) :=
(

∆̂′y2(h, 0, 0, 0) ∆̂′µ2
(h, 0, 0, 0)

)
,

is therefore regular for all h > 0, regardless of what ∗ is, also for h = 0 due to (28) and (29):

∆̂′y2(0) =

(
−2π
∗

)
, ∆̂′µ2

(0) =

(
0
π

)
.

Proposition 2.11. Fix any h1 > 0. Then there exist smooth functions y2(h, r2), µ2(h, r2) with

y2(h, 0) = 0, µ2(h, 0) = 0 such that ∆̂(h, y2(h, r2), r2, µ2(h, r2)) = 0 for all h ∈ [0, h1] and all
0 ≤ r2 � 1.

Proof. Follows from the implicit function theorem. �

Corollary 2.12. Let µH(r2) := r2µ2(0, r2). Then ( 9) undergoes a Hopf bifurcation at µ = µH(r2)
for 0 < r2 � 1.

Proof. The statement follows directly from Proposition 2.11. �

Remark 2.13. We do not aim to describe the stability of the cycles. This is more difficult. However,
sufficiently close to the Hopf bifurcation, one can describe stability in terms of the signs of λ and
∂2µ2

∂h2 (0, r2); here the latter quantity relates directly to the first Lyapunov coefficient of the Hopf (within
a center manifold). In particular, if λ > 0 then µ2 ≷ µH(r2) means that the equilibrium is on the
attracting/repelling side of Z2,r2 , respectively. Therefore sufficiently close to the equilibrium, the limit

(Hopf) cycles are unstable/stable if ∂2µ2

∂h2 (0, r2) ≷ for λ > 0. If λ < 0, then the inequalities for µ2

regarding the “normal stability” of ( 14) become µ2 ≶ µH(r2) and the Hopf cycles are unstable/stable

if ∂2µ2

∂h2 (0, r2) ≶ 0 in this case.

It is possible to compute a leading order expression for ∂2µ2

∂h2 (0, r2) but we chose not to include the
complicated expression in the present paper.

Obviously, one could just compute the Lyapunov coefficient by applying the center manifold reduc-
tion. But – due the zero-Hopf bifurcation for r2 = 0 – this approach does not guarantee that this
quantity describe the stability of limit cycles in a uniform neighborhood (i.e. one that does not shrink
in the (x2, y2, z2)-space as ε → 0). Our Melnikov approach using Proposition 3.3 in the analytic
setting does imply such uniformity.

The family of periodic orbits of (9) are small periodic orbits (with amplitude of order o(1)) of (3)
upon blowing down using (7). By working in the chart x̄ = −1 in the following section, we are able
to extend these cycles to “intermediate” cycles that include O(1) canards.

3. Existence of intermediate periodic orbits

Our strategy for extending the small periodic orbits to intermediate ones, that connect to cycles of
size O(1), follows the approach for proving canard cycles in R2: Working in the entry chart x̄ = −1,
we fix a section along z1 = 0, in a neighborhood of (r1, y1, ε1) = 0 with µ ∼ 0, and flow the points
forward and backward and then measure their separation on a section {z2 = 0} in the scaling chart
ε̄ = 1 transverse to γ2,0(0), recall (11). Based upon expansions from the solution of a Shilnikov
problem [15], we define appropriate scalings that allow us to solve for roots of the separation function
by applying the implicit function theorem.
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3.1. Analysis in the x̄ = −1-chart. We first consider the x̄ = −1-chart. Inserting (6) into ((3),ε̇ =
0) gives

ε̇1 = ε21 [y1 − (µ+ 1)z1 + r1F1(ε1, r1, y1, z1, µ)] ,

ṙ1 = −1

2
r1ε1 [y1 − (µ+ 1)z1 + r1F1(ε1, r1, y1, z1, µ)] ,

ẏ1 = ε1

(
1

2
µ+ r1G1(ε1, r1, y1, z1, µ)

)
+

1

2
ε1y1 [y1 − (µ+ 1)z1 + r1F1(ε1, r1, y1, z1, µ)] ,

ż1 = −1 + z2
1 + r1z1H1(ε1, r1, y1, z1, µ) +

1

2
ε1z1 [y1 − (µ+ 1)z1 + r1F1(ε1, r1, y1, z1, µ)] ,

(33)

where F1 = r−2
1 F , G1 = r−2

1 G, and H1 = r−2
1 H, each being smooth, also upon extending to r1 = 0.

The points (0, 0, y1,−1) are partially attracting, whereas (0, 0, y1, 1) are partially repelling. In partic-
ular, in each case the linearization has a single nonzero eigenvalue (positive/negative, respectively).
Consequently, by center manifold theory we have the following.

Lemma 3.1. Fix any k ∈ N. Then there exists a constant σ > 0 sufficiently small such that
the following holds: There exist two three-dimensional center manifolds M1,a and M1,r of the sets
(0, 0, y1,−1) and (0, 0, y1, 1), y1 ∈ [−σ, σ], having the following graph representations:

M1,a : z1 = m1,a(ε1, r1, y1, µ),

M1,r : z1 = m1,r(ε1, r1, y1, µ),

for 0 ≤ r1, ε1, |y1|, |µ| ≤ σ. The functions m1,a and m1,r are Ck-smooth functions on the specified
domain and satisfy m1,a(0, 0, y1, µ) ≡ −1,m1,r(0, 0, y1, µ) ≡ 1 for all y1, µ ∈ [−σ, σ] as well as

m1,a(ε1, 0,±µ, µ) ≡ −1,m1,r(ε1, 0,±µ, µ) ≡ 1. (34)

The properties in (34) are consequences of the invariant sets γ2,0(µ) in the ε̄ = 1-chart, recall (12),
which in the present chart become r1 = 0, y1 = ∓µ, z1 = ∓1 and ε1 ≥ 0; we denote these sets by
γ1,0,a(µ) and γ1,0,r(µ), respectively. We illustrate the dynamics in the x̄ = −1-chart in Fig. 3.

(a) µ = 0 (b) µ = µ0(r1, 0)

Figure 3. Dynamics in the entry chart x̄ = −1. In (a): for µ = 0. In (b): for
µ = µ0(r1, 0). µ0 is defined later, but essentially µ0(r̃1, 0) with r̃1 > 0 is so that for
r1 = r̃1, µ = µ(r̃1, 0) there is fast jump connecting γ0 to itself.

As is standard, the center manifolds M1,a, M1,r provide extensions of the family of Fenichel slow
manifolds {(Sa,ε, ε) : ε ∈ [0, ε0)} as ((3),ε̇ = 0) as foliations (through r2

1ε1 = ε = const.) of the center
manifolds [18].
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On M1,a and M1,r we have the following desingularized reduced problems

ε′1 = ε1,

r′1 = −1

2
r1,

y′1 =
1
2µ+O(r1)

y1 + (µ+ 1) +O(ε1, r1)
+

1

2
y1,

(35)

and

ε′1 = −ε1,

r′1 =
1

2
r1,

y′1 =
1
2µ+O(r1)

−y1 + (µ+ 1) +O(ε1, r1)
− 1

2
y1,

(36)

obtained by dividing the right hand sides by ±ε1 [y1 − (µ+ 1)z1 + r1F1(ε1, r1, y1, z1, µ)] and then
substituting z1 = m1,a(· · · ) and z1 = m1,r(· · · ), respectively. Notice that the square brackets
± [y1 − (µ+ 1)z1 + r1F1(ε1, r1, y1, z1, µ)] are positive near M1,a and M1,r, respectively, and for ε1 > 0
the divisions therefore correspond to time transformations.

The system (35) has a hyperbolic equilibrium at (0, 0,−µ) with eigenvalues −1/2, 1, λ(µ) where

λ(µ) =
1

2
(1− µ). (37)

Similarly, (36) has a hyperbolic equilibrium at (0, 0, µ) with eigenvalues 1
2 ,−1,−λ(µ). There are

therefore strong resonances of both systems when µ = 0.
In the following, we now describe two transition mappings P1,a and P1,r from {z1 = 0} to {ε1 = ε11}

obtained by applying the forward and backward flow, respectively. See illustration in Fig. 3. We will
describe each mapping in appropriate “normal form coordinates”. Since the two mappings are similar,
we focus on P1,a.

Lemma 3.2. Consider ( 33) near M1,a and fix any k ∈ N. Then for σ > 0 small enough, there exists
a regular transformation of time and a Ck-smooth diffeomorphism (y1, z1) 7→ (y1,a, z1,a), y1, z1 + 1 ∈
[−σ, σ], depending Ck-smoothly on (ε1, r1, µ) for 0 ≤ r1, ε1, |µ| ≤ σ, such that

y1,a = h0
1,a(ε1, r1, y1, µ) + ε1h

1
1,a(ε1, r1, y1, z1, µ),

z1,a = z1 −m1,a(ε1, r1, y1, µ),
(38)

where

h0
1,a(ε1, 0,−µ, µ) ≡ 0,

∂h0
1,a

∂y1
(0) = 1,

∂h0
1,a

∂µ
(0) = 1, (39)

and ( 33) becomes

ε̇1 = ε21,

ṙ1 = −1

2
r1ε1,

ẏ1,a = ((λ(µ) + r1L0(r1, y1,a, µ))y1,a + r1ε1L1(ε1, r1, y1,a, µ)) ε1,

ż1,a = (−2 + L2(r1, y1,a, z1,a, ε1, µ))z1,a,

(40)

with L0, L1, L2 each Ck-smooth and L2(0) = 0.

Proof. We first divide the right hand side by

y1 − (µ+ 1)z1 + r1F1(ε1, r1, y1, z1, µ),
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which is positive near M1,a. This defines our regular transformation of time. Consequently,

ε̇1 = ε21,

ṙ1 = −1

2
r1ε1,

ẏ1 =
ε1
(

1
2µ+ r1G1(ε1, r1, y1, z1, µ)

)
y1 − (µ+ 1)z1 + r1F1(ε1, r1, y1, z1, µ)

+
1

2
ε1y1,

ż1 =
−1 + z2

1 + r1z1H1(ε1, r1, y1, z1, µ)

y1 − (µ+ 1)z1 + r1F1(ε1, r1, y1, z1, µ)
+

1

2
ε1z1,

We then rectify M1,a to z1,a = 0 by z1 = m1,a(ε1, r1, y1, µ) + z1,a and subsequently straighten out the
associated stable fibers of M1,a by a near-identity transformation (ε1, r1, y1, z1,a, µ) 7→ ỹ1 such that
(ε1, r1, ỹ1)′ becomes independent on z1,a [32, 31]. Then

ε̇1 = ε21,

ṙ1 = −1

2
r1ε1,

˙̃y1 = ε1

( 1
2µ+O(r1)

ỹ1 + (µ+ 1) +O(ε1, r1)
+

1

2
ỹ1

)
,

ż1,a = (−2 +O(ε1, r1, ỹ1, z1,a, µ))z1,a.

By construction r1, ε1, ỹ1 decouples. For ε1 = 0 it easy to see that ỹ1 = y1. This shows the form of
(38) with the z1-dependency of y1,a only entering the O(ε1)-term. Indeed, in the remainder of the
proof we only transform ỹ1 in order to normalize the reduced problem on z1,a = 0:

ε′1 = ε1,

r′1 = −1

2
r1,

y′1 =
1
2µ+O(r1)

y1 + (µ+ 1) +O(ε1, r1)
+

1

2
y1,

(41)

after dividing the right hand side by ε1. We have here dropped the tilde on y1 and the system then
coincides (by construction) with (35).

Put y1 = −µ+ ỹ1. Then

ε′1 = ε1,

r′1 = −1

2
r1,

y′1 = λ(µ)y1 + L1(ε1, r1, y1, µ),

(42)

after dropping the tildes, with L1(·, µ) being of second order. First consider the r1 = 0 subsystem:

ε′1 = ε1,

y′1 = λ(µ)y1 + L1(ε1, 0, y1, µ),
(43)

having eigenvalues 1, λ(µ) = 1
2 (1 − µ). Due to the invariance of ε1 = 0, there are no resonant

monomials for µ ∼ 0 and

ε′1 = ε1,

y′1 = λ(µ)y1,

is a formal normal form. Following [29] and [17, Theorem 2.15 and section 2.7], the system (43) can
therefore be linearized by a C∞-transformation of the form (ε1, y1, µ) 7→ ỹ1 = h1,a(ε1, y1, µ) with

h1,a(0, 0, µ) = 0,
∂h1,a

∂y1
(0, 0, µ) = 1.. Applying this transformation to (42), leaving r1 untouched, it

follows that we can take L1 to be of the form L1 = r1L̃1. Then within ε1 = 0, we have a saddle
for µ ∼ 0 and we can straighten out the unstable manifold by an r1-dependent transformation of y1:
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(r1, y1) 7→ y1,a. This gives L̃ = y1,aL̃0 + ε1L̃1:

ε′1 = ε1,

r′1 = −1

2
r1,

y′1,a = (λ(µ) + r1L0(r1, y1,a, µ))y1,a + r1ε1L1(ε1, r1, y1,a, µ),

(44)

upon dropping the tildes. This completes the proof. �

Since the flow is regular on sets that are uniformly bounded away from M1,a and M1,r, we can
actually extend the transformation leading to (40) to z1 ∈ [−1−σ, 0], say, by the flow-box theorem. We
therefore describe P1,a using the coordinates of (40) from {z1,a = −m̃1,a(ε1, r1, y1,a, µ)} to {ε1 = ε11}.
Here m̃1,a(ε1, r1, y1,a, µ) := m1,a(r1, y1(ε1, r1, y1,a, µ), ε1, µ) with the smooth function y1(ε1, r1, y1,a, µ)
being obtained (by the implicit function theorem) from (38) with z1 = 0:

y1,a = h0
1,a(ε1, r1, y1, µ) + ε1h

1
1,a(ε1, r1, y1, 0, µ).

For simplicity, we denote the transformed mapping

P1,a(ε1, r1, y1,a, µ) =


ε11√
ε1ε
−1
11 r1

∗
∗

 ,

by the same symbol. Notice that the r1- and ε1-components of the mapping are just consequences of
the conservation of ε = r2

1ε1.
We describe P1,a in Proposition 3.4, but in preparation we first state a result on the Shilnikov

problem associated with the (ε1, r1, y1,a)-subsystem, written in the desingularized form (44). For
this, it will be convinient to work with functions (u, v) ∈ U × V 7→ f(u, v) ∈ Rl, U ⊂ Rn, V ⊂ Rm,
l, n,m ∈ N, that are Ck-smooth, k ∈ N, with respect to the v ∈ V , depending continuously on u ∈ U .
We write the function space of such functions by C(u0vk) and let

‖f‖u0vk := sup
(u,v)∈U×V, 0≤|i|≤k

|Dif(u, v)|,

with Di being the partial derivative with respect to v of order i = (i1, . . . , im) ∈ Nm0 , denote the
associated Banach norm. Notice that by C(u0vk) and ‖·‖u0vk we suppress l, n, m, U and V ; it should
be clear from the context what these are. On the other hand, we use ‖f‖Ck := supu∈U, 0≤|i|≤k |Dif(u)|
to denote the usual Ck-norm of a Ck-smooth function f : U → Rl.

Proposition 3.3. Fix k ∈ N, α ∈ (0, 1
2 ) and consider ( 44). Then there exist constants τ0 > 0,

K > 0 and C > 0 such that the following holds for all δ > 0 small enough: There exists a Ck-
smooth function y

1,a
(t, τ, ε11, r10, y11, µ), defined on the set given by: (t, τ) : 0 ≤ t ≤ τ, τ > τ0 and

0 ≤ ε11, r10, |y11|, |µ| ≤ Kδ, such that y1,a(t) = y
1,a

(t, τ, ε11, r10, y11, µ) solves the Shilnikov problem

defined by

ε1(τ) = ε11, r1(0) = r10, , y1,a(τ) = y11.

Moreover, y
1,a

has the following expansion:

y
1,a

(t, τ, ε11, r10, y11, µ) = eλ(µ)(t−τ)(y11 + φ(t, τ, ε11, r10, y11, µ)),

where ‖φ‖Ck ≤ C; specifically

‖φ‖(t,τ,ε11,r10)0(y11,µ)k ≤ δ, φ(t, τ, ε11, 0, 0, µ) ≡ 0. (45)

Finally, define

φ∞(t, ε11, r10, y11, µ) :=
(
e−

∫∞
t
r1(s)L0(r1(s),0,µ)ds − 1

)
y11,

for all t > 0 with r1(t) = e−
1
2 tr10. Then φ∞ ∈ Ck and

‖φ(t, τ, ·)− φ∞(t, ·)‖(ε11,r10)0(y11,µ)k ≤ Cδe−ατ , (46)

for all τ > τ0.
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Proof. The proof follows [15] and we therefore delay the details to Appendix A. �

Proposition 3.4. Fix k ∈ N and any δ > 0. Then there exist constants c > 0, χ > 0 and 0 < ε10 �
ε11, r10 > 0 such that the following holds: The transition map P1,a(·, µ) of ( 40) is well-defined on a
region V1,a(χ) defined by

|y1,a| ≤ χ(ε1ε
−1
11 )λ(µ), ε1 ∈ [0, ε10], r1 ∈ [0, r10], (47)

and on this region, the mapping takes the following form

P1,a(ε1, r1, y1,a, µ) =


ε11√
ε1ε
−1
11 r1

(ε−1
1 ε11)λ(µ)y1,a + ψ1,a(ε1, r1, (ε

−1
1 ε11)λ(µ)y1,a, µ)

O(e−c/ε1)

 .

Here ψ1,a is a C(ε1
0(r1, u, µ)k)-function on the set ε1 ∈ [0, ε10], r1 ∈ [0, r10], 0 ≤ |u|, |µ| ≤ χ with

‖ψ1,a‖(ε1,r1)0(u,µ)k ≤ δ, ψ1,a(ε1, 0, 0, µ) ≡ 0. (48)

The O(e−c/ε1) remainder term in the z1,a-component is also a C(ε1
0(r1, y1,a, µ)k)-function with the

order being unchanged upon differentiation up to order k with respect to (r1, y1,a, µ) for (ε1, r1, y1,a) ∈
V1,a(χ).

Proof. Since (ε1, r1, y1,a)-decouples, we use Proposition 3.3 with τ defined by ε11 = eτ ε1. Let

y1,a = y
1,a

(0, τ, ε11, r1, y11, µ) = e−λ(µ)τ [y11 + φ(0, τ, ε11, r1, y11, µ)]. (49)

The y1,a-component of the transition map is then defined implicitly by this equation as y1,a 7→ y11.
Consider therefore F (u0, τ, y11, µ) = 0 with

F (u0, τ, r1, y11, µ) := u0 − (y11 + φ(0, τ, ε11, r1, y11, µ)),

for ε11 > 0 fixed, defined by setting the square bracket in (49) equal to u0. Then by Proposition 3.3
and the implicit function theorem, we obtain a locally unique solution

y11 = u0 + ψ̃1,a(τ, r1, u0, µ), (50)

of F = 0 with ψ̃1,a ∈ Ck defined on τ > τ0, 0 ≤ |u|, r1, ε11, |µ| ≤ χ with τ−1
0 > 0 and χ > 0

small enough. With ε11 > 0 fixed in the folllowing we suppress its dependency from ψ̃1,a. Inserting

u0 = eλ(µ)τy1,a = (ε11ε
−1
1 )λ(µ)y1,a into the right hand side of (50) and defining

ψ1,a(ε1, r1, u0, µ) := ψ̃1,a(log(ε−1
1 ε11), r1, u0, µ)

give the desired expression for the y1,a-component of P1,a on the set V1,a(χ). The function ψ1,a

extends to a C(ε1
0(r1, u0, µ)k)-function on the closed interval ε1 ∈ [0, ε10] due to (46). The bound

in C((ε1, r1)0(r1, u0, µ)k) in (48) follows from (45). Finally, the equality in (48) follows from the
invariance of r1 = y1,a = 0 for (44) (due to the existence of (12)), see also the second equality in (45).

We subsequently use the transition time τ = log(ε−1
1 ε11) to exponentially estimate the z1,a-

component of P1,a. This is standard and can be done in Ck with respect to (r1, y1,a, µ) through
variational equations. This completes the proof.

�

We can do precisely the same thing for P1,r by working in backward time. We therefore state the
following results without proof.

Lemma 3.5. Consider ( 33) near M1,r and fix any k ∈ N. Then for σ > 0 small enough, there exists
a regular transformation of time and a Ck-smooth diffeomorphism (y1, z1) 7→ (y1,r, z1,r), y1, z1 − 1 ∈
[−σ, σ], depending Ck-smoothly on (ε1, r1, µ) for 0 ≤ r1, ε1, |µ| ≤ σ, such that

y1,r = h0
1,r(ε1, r1, y1, µ) + ε1h

1
1,r(ε1, r1, y1, z1, µ),

z1,r = z1 −m1,r(ε1, r1, y1, µ),
(51)

where

h0
1,r(ε1, 0, µ, µ) ≡ 0,

∂h0
1,r

∂y1
(0) = 1,

∂h0
1,r

∂µ
(0) = −1, (52)
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and ( 33) becomes

ṙ1 =
1

2
r1ε1,

ẏ1,r = ((−λ(µ) + r1L0(r1, y1,a, µ))y1,a + r1ε1L1(ε1, r1, y1,a, µ)) ε1,

ż1,r = (2 + L2(r1, y1,a, z1,a, ε1, µ))z1,r,

ε̇1 = −ε21,

(53)

with L0, L1, L2 each Ck-smooth and L2(0) = 0.

We can as above extend the normal form transformation to z1 ∈ [0, 1 + σ], say, by the flow-box
theorem.

Let m̃1,r(ε1, r1, y1,r, µ) = m1,r(r1, y1(ε1, r1, y1,r, µ), ε1, µ) with the smooth function y1(ε1, r1, y1,r, µ)
being obtained (by the implicit function theorem) from (51) with z1 = 0:

y1,r = h0
1,r(ε1, r1, y1, µ) + ε1h

1
1,r(ε1, r1, y1, 0, µ).

Proposition 3.6. Fix k ∈ N and any δ > 0. Then there exist constants c > 0, χ > 0 and 0 <
ε10 � ε11, r10 > 0 such that the following holds: The transition map P1,r(·, µ) of ( 53) from {z1,r =
−m̃1,r(ε1, r1, y1,r, µ)} to {ε1 = ε11} is well-defined on a region V1,r(χ) defined by

|y1,r| ≤ χ(ε1ε
−1
11 )λ(µ), ε1 ∈ [0, ε10], r1 ∈ [0, r10], (54)

and on this region, the mapping takes the following form

P1,r(ε1, r1, y1,r, µ) =


√
ε1ε
−1
11 r1

(ε11ε
−1
1 )λ(µ)y1,r + ψ1,r(ε1, r1, (ε

−1
1 ε11)λ(µ)y1,a, µ)

O(e−c/ε1)
ε11

 .

Here ψ1,r is a C(ε1
0(r1, u, µ)k)-function on the set ε1 ∈ [0, ε10], r1 ∈ [0, r10], 0 ≤ |u|, |µ| ≤ χ with

‖ψ1,r‖(ε1,r1)0(u,µ)k ≤ δ, ψ1,r(ε1, 0, 0, µ) ≡ 0. (55)

The O(e−c/ε1) remainder term in the z1,r-component is also a C((ε1, r1)0(y1,r, µ)k)-function with the
order being unchanged upon differentiation up to order k with respect to (y1,r, µ) in V1,r(χ).

Remark 3.7. Notice that if we define ŷ1,a and ŷ1,r by

y1,i = (ε1ε
−1
11 )λ(µ)ŷ1,i, i = a, r (56)

for ε1 ∈ (0, ε10] then V1,i and V1,r are “blown up” to ŷ1,i ∈ [−χ, χ], i = a, r, and the y1,i-components
of P1,i

ŷ1,i + ψ1,i(r1, ε1, ŷ1,i, µ),

become regular as functions of (r1, ŷ1,i, µ) for i = a, r. We will use a similar – but slightly different
scaling – later on. The reason why ( 56) will not work directly, is that we also have to transform µ
appropriately in order to relate y1,a and y1,r (through their relationship to y1) in such a way that the
application of P1,a and P1,r correspond to flowing the same point forward and backward in time.

3.2. Analysis in the ε̄ = 1-chart. Having now followed points on {z1 = 0} forwards and backwards
until the section {ε1 = ε11}, we proceed to extend these further into the scaling chart. Here the
equations are given by (9). Notice specifically, that ε1 = ε11 > 0 in the x̄ = −1-chart corresponds to
x2 = −ε−1

11 in the scaling chart.
Let P2,a and P2,r denote the mappings from {x2 = −ε−1

11 } to {z2 = 0} near γ2,0(0), obtained by
the first intersection upon application of the forward respectively backward flow of (9). Each of these
mappings are regular, i.e. smooth diffeomorphisms.

Through the flow of (9) we can also extend the center manifoldsM2,a andM2,r, being the coordinate
transformations of M1,a and M1,r, respectively, using (8). The manifolds M2,a and M2,r within the
(x2, y2, z2, r2)-space are foliated by constant values of r2 ∼ 0. Let M2,a(r2) and M2,r(r2) denote the
corresponding leafs of this foliation projecting onto the (x2, y2, z2)-space. It is standard, see [44], that
M2,a(0) and M2,r(0) intersect transversally along γ2,0(µ) for all µ ∼ 0. This gives rise to a connecting
orbit γ2,r2(µ) = M2,a(r2) ∩M2,r(r2) for all 0 < r2 =

√
ε � 1, see [44]. In this way, one may obtain

the perturbed (maximal) strong canard γε(µ) with limε→0 γε(µ)→ γ0(µ), see [44].
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3.3. Putting it all together. We summarize the local findings in charts into a global diagram in
Fig. 4. Notice that the strong canard orbit γ0 (in orange) is a heteroclinic orbit of partially hyperbolic
points on the blowup sphere. For µ = 0, there is a fast jump (in black) that together with γ0 gives
rise to heteroclinic cycle. It is the perturbation of this cycle, that produce the intermediate periodic
orbits that connect to the small ones (as perturbations of the green orbits, recall Fig. 2) and canard
cycles.

Figure 4. Dynamics for the blown up system for µ = 0. The blue and red surfaces
are the attracting and repelling critical manifolds. Upon blowup these manifolds
extend onto the blowup sphere as normally hyperbolic invariant sets (the red and
blue curves, respectively, on the sphere). The weak canard is in purple. In the case
of the folded saddle-node for µ = 0, it extends onto the blowup sphere as a critical
manifold for µ = 0. The associated reduced problem has a stable node (indicated
by the purple arrows and the black dot inside the sphere), which undergoes a Hopf
bifurcation of the layer problem. This Hopf bifurcation is degenerate (the layer
problem is Hamiltonian) and there is a family of periodic orbits (one example is
shown in green). This family is bounded by the strong canard γ0 (in orange). On
the blowup sphere, γ0 and the fast connection in black from the repelling set (in red)
to the attracting set (in blue), produces a heteroclinic cycle.

We now define ∆a(ε1, r1, y1,a, µ) in the following way:

∆a(ε1, r1, y1,a, µ) =
(

Π ◦ P2,a ◦ Ĉ21 ◦ P1,a

)
(ε1, r1, y1,a, µ),

with Π the projection onto the (x2, y2)-plane and where Ĉ21 is the change of coordinates from
(ε1, r1, y1,a, z1,a) to (x2, y2, z2, r2) defined by (38) and (8). ∆a therefore describes the transition
map from {z1 = 0} in chart x̄ = −1, using the coordinates (ε1, r1, y1,a), to {z2 = 0} in chart ε̄ = 1,
using the coordinates (x2, y2) for r2 =

√
ε = r1

√
ε1. We define ∆r completely analogously:

∆r(ε1, r1, y1,r, µ) =
(

Π ◦ P2,r ◦ Ĉ21 ◦ P1,r

)
(ε1, r1, y1,r, µ).

If (ε1, r1, y1,a) ∈ V1,a(χ) and (ε1, r1, y1,r) ∈ V1,r(χ), under the coordinate transformations (38) and
(51) for z1 = 0, correspond to the same point (ε1, r1, y1, 0) on the section {z1 = 0} in the x̄ = −1-chart,
then ∆a(ε1, r1, y1,a, µ) = ∆r(ε1, r1, y1,r, µ) for r1 ≥ 0, ε1 > 0 clearly implies existence of a closed orbit
of ((3),ε̇ = 0) system through the point given by (ε1, r1, y1, 0) ∈ {z1 = 0} in the x̄ = −1-chart.

Solving (38) and (51) with z1 = 0 for y1, we find that

y1 = h1,a(ε1, r1, y1,a, µ),
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and

y1 = h1,r(ε1, r1, y1,r, µ),

by applying the inverse/implicit function theorem. Here h1,i have the same smoothness properties as

h1,i, h1,i(ε1,0) ≡ 0, i = a, r, and

∂h1,a

∂y1,a
(0) = 1,

∂h1,a

∂µ
(0) = −1, (57)

∂h1,r

∂y1,r
(0) = 1,

∂h1,r

∂µ
(0) = 1. (58)

Equating these expressions for y1, we obtain the following equation

L(ε1, r1, y1,a, y1,r, µ) := h1,a(ε1, r1, y1,a, µ)− h1,r(ε1, r1, y1,r, µ) = 0, (59)

relating y1,a and y1,r, as desired. We can use the implicit function theorem to solve this equation for
y1,r as function of (ε1, r1, y1,a, µ). Subsequently, since we are interested in applying both P1,a and
P1,r, we need to ensure that the image of the region V1,a(χ) (or an appropriate subset hereof) under
the associated mapping (ε1, r1, y1,a) 7→ (ε1, r1, y1,r) defined by (59), will be contained within V1,r(χ).
For this, we therefore first adjust µ.

Lemma 3.8. There exists a continuous function µ0(ε1, r1) with µ0(ε1, 0) ≡ 0 such that L(ε1, r1, 0, 0, µ0(ε1, r1)) =
0 for all ε1 ∈ [0, ε10], r1 ∈ [0, r10].

Proof. Simple application of the implicit function theorem using L(ε1,0) = 0 and L′µ(0) = −2. �

Remark 3.9. Clearly, µ0 ∈ C(ε0
0r1

k) but we will not use the smoothness in r1 in the proof Theo-
rem 1.1. This relates to the fact that the statement is only that µ(h, ε) is continuous. In the author’s
opinion, the smoothness properties of this function with respect to h is more involved and certainly
more difficult to state. The interpretation of µ0 within ε1 = 0 is illustrated in Fig. 3(b).

Following on from this, we then obtain:

Lemma 3.10. The equation

L(ε1, r1, y1,a, y1,r, µ0(ε1, r1) + µ̃) = 0,

has a locally unique solution of the form

y1,r = hra(ε1, r1, y1,a, µ̃), (60)

with hra ∈ C((ε1, r1)0(y1,a, µ̃)k) and

hra(ε1, r1, 0, 0) ≡ 0,
∂hra
∂y1,a

(0) = 1,
∂hra
∂µ̃

(0) = −2. (61)

Proof. Follows from the implicit function theorem, using

L(ε1, r1, 0, 0, µ0(ε1, r2)) = 0, L′y1,r (ε1, r1, 0, 0, µ0(ε1, r1)) ≈ 1.

�

Due to (61) and the mean value theorem, hra(ε1, r1, y1,a, µ̃) = y1,a(· · · )+ µ̃(· · · ) which leads to the
following.

Lemma 3.11. Let σ > 0, 0 < χi < χ for i = a, r. Define the scaled quantities ŷ1,a, ŷ1,a, µ̂ by

y1,a = (ε1ε
−1
11 )λ(µ0)ŷ1,a, y1,r = (ε1ε

−1
11 )λ(µ0)ŷ1,r, µ = µ0(ε1, r1) + (ε1ε

−1
11 )λ(µ0)µ̂, (62)

for ε1 > 0. Then we have the following.

(1) For ε10 > 0 small enough, with y1,i given by ( 62) for

ŷ1,a ∈ [−χa, χa], ŷ1,r ∈ [−χr, χr], µ̂ ∈ [−σ, σ], (63)

we have (ε1, r1, y1,i) ∈ V1,i(χ), i = a, r for all ε1 ∈ (0, ε10].
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(2) ( 60) becomes

ŷ1,r = ĥra(ε1, r1, ŷ1,a, µ̂) := (ε1ε
−1
11 )−λ(µ0)hra(ε1, r1, (ε1ε

−1
11 )λ(µ0)ŷ1,a, (ε1ε

−1
11 )λ(µ0)µ̂),

for ε1 ∈ (0, ε10]. ĥra has a C((ε1, r1)0(ŷ1,a, µ̂)k−1)-extension to the closed interval ε1 ∈ [0, ε10]

with ĥra(ε1, r1, 0, 0) ≡ 0.

(3) ĥra(0, r1, ·, ·) is linear and for r1 = 0:

ĥra(0, 0, ŷ1,a, µ̂) = ŷ1,a − 2µ̂.

(4) For σ > 0, r10 > 0 and ε10 > 0 all small enough, we have that:

ĥra(ε1, r1, ŷ1,a, µ̂) ∈ (−χ, χ),

for all ε1 ∈ [0, ε10], r1 ∈ [0, r10], ŷ1,a ∈ [−χa, χa], µ̂ ∈ [−σ, σ].

Proof. Recall from (47) and (54) that (ε1, r1, y1,i) ∈ V1,i(χ) with ε1 > 0 if and only if

(ε−1
1 ε11)λ(µ)|y1,i| ≤ χ. (64)

Now, by (37) and (62) for |ŷ1,i| ≤ χi the left hand side of (64) becomes

(ε1ε
−1
11 )(ε1ε

−1
11 )λ(µ0(ε1,r1))µ̂|ŷ1,i| ≤ e(ε1ε

−1
11 )λ(µ0(ε1,r1))µ̂ log(ε1ε

−1
11 )χi = (1 +O(ε

λ(µ0)
1 log ε1))χi, (65)

and the item 1 therefore follows. Items 2 and 3 follow from Lemma 3.10; notice we lose one degree of
smoothness due to the application of the mean value theorem. Finally, item 4 follows from 2 and 3
using 0 < χa < χ and ε10 > 0 small enough. �

The implications of item 1. are the following: Let

P̂1,i(ε1, r1, ŷ1,a, µ̂) := P1,i(ε1, r1, y1,a, µ), (66)

for i = a, r and with y1,a, y1,r and µ on the right hand side given by the expressions in (62). Then
we have:

Lemma 3.12. Fix δ > 0 small enough. Then for r10 > 0, ε10 > 0 sufficiently small,

P̂1,i ∈ C((ε1, r1)0(ŷ1,a, µ̂)k),

i = a, r, defined for ŷ1,a ∈ [−χa, χr], ŷ1,r ∈ [−χr, χr], µ̂ ∈ [−σ, σ], ε1 ∈ [0, ε10], r1 ∈ [0, r10]. In

particular, the y1,i component of P̂1,i takes the following form:

ŷ1,i + ψ̂1,i(ε1, r1, ŷ1,i, µ̂), (67)

where

‖ψ̂1,i‖(ε1,r1)0(ŷ1,i,µ̂)k ≤ δ, ψ̂1,i(ε1, 0, 0, µ̂) ≡ 0. (68)

Proof. We insert (62) into the y1,i-component of P1,i. Proceeding as in (65) for the expansion in ε1
we obtain (67). (68) follows from (48) and (55). �

Moreover, by item 4. we have that the composed mapping

(ε1, r1, ŷ1,a, µ̂) 7→ P̂1,r(ε1, r1, ĥra(ε1, r1, ŷ1,a, µ̂), µ̂), (69)

is a C((ε1, r1)0(ŷ1,a, µ̂)k−1)-function defined for y1,a ∈ [−χa, χa] and µ̂ ∈ [−σ, σ] and all r1 ∈ [0, r10],
ε1 ∈ [0, ε10] for σ > 0 and ε10 > 0 small enough.

We now return to the problem of solving ∆a = ∆r for closed orbits. Define

∆̂i(ε1, r1, ŷ1,i, µ̂) = ∆i(ε1, r1, y1,i, µ), i = a, r

with y1,i and µ on the right hand side given by the expressions (62). By the properties of P̂1,i and

the regularity of C21 and P2,i, we have ∆̂i ∈ C((ε1, r1)0(ŷ1,i, µ̂)k) for i = a, r. Finally, let

∆̂(ε1, r1, ŷ1,a, µ̂) := ∆̂r

(
ε1, r1, ĥra(ε1, r1, ŷ1,a, µ̂), µ̂

)
− ∆̂a (ε1, r1, ŷ1,a, µ̂) , (70)

for ε1 ∈ [0, ε10], r1 ∈ [0, r10], ŷ1,a ∈ [−χa, χa], µ̂ ∈ [−σ, σ]. By Lemma 3.11 item 2, we finally have that

∆̂ ∈ C((ε1, r1)0(ŷ1,a, µ̂)k−1).
Clearly,

∆̂(ε1, r1, ŷ1,a, µ̂) = 0, (71)
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defines closed orbits for ε1 > 0, r1 ≥ 0 sufficiently small. We therefore proceed to solve this equation.
We will do so by solving for ŷ1,a, µ̂ as functions of ε1 and r1 using the implicit function theorem.
Henceforth we therefore take k ≥ 2.

Lemma 3.13.

∆̂(0) = 0. (72)

Moreover, there exists two nonzero tangent vectors

vi = (∗, ∗, 0) ∈ Tγ2,0(0)∩{z2=0}M2,i(0),

i = a, r, such that:

∂∆̂

∂ŷ1,a
(0) = Πvr −Πva,

∂∆̂

∂µ̂
(0) = −2Πvr. (73)

Proof. First, (72) follows from the connection γ2,0(0). Next, for the proof of the the partial derivatives,

we first focus on the partial derivatives of ∆̂a. For this we differentiate P̂1,a. Following Lemma 3.12,

see (68), we have
∂P̂1,a

∂µ̂ (0) = 0, and hence ∂∆̂a

∂µ̂ (0) = 0. Next, by (67)

∂P̂1,a

∂ŷ1,a
(0) =


0
0

1 +O(δ)
0

 . (74)

Since P̂1,a(0) = (ε11, 0, 0, 0) ∈ M1,a, the vector (74) gives a tangent vector to M2,a(0) at x2 = −ε−1
11

upon application of the tangent map T(ε11,0,0,0)Ĉ21 of the change of coordinates Ĉ21. Consequently,
by applying TP2,a we have

∂∆̂a

∂ŷ1,a
(0) = Πva,

for some nonzero tangent vector va ∈ Tγ2,0(0)∩{z2=0}M2,a(0).

∆̂r can be handled similarly:

∂∆̂r

∂ŷ1,r
(0) = Πvr,

∂∆̂r

∂µ̂
(0) = 0

for some nonzero tangent vector vr ∈ Tγ2,0(0)∩{z2=0}M2,r(0). The partial derivative (73) with respect
to µ̂ then follows from Lemma 3.11, see item 3, and the chain rule.

�

Since the intersection of Ma,2(0) and Mr,2(0) is transverse along γ2, the vectors vi, i = a, r, as well
as Πvi, i = a, r, are linearly independent and consequently,

det

(
∂∆̂

∂(ŷ1,a, µ̂)
(0)

)
= det

(
Πvr −Πva −2Πvr

)
= 2det

(
Πva Πvr

)
6= 0.

In this way, by the implicit function theorem we can solve ∆̂(ε1, r1, ŷ1,a, µ̂) = 0 locally for (ŷ1,a, µ̂) as
continuous functions of (ε1, r1). In this way, we conclude the following.

Proposition 3.14. There exist continuous functions ȳ(ε1, r1), µ̄(ε1, r1), ε1 ∈ [0, ε10], r1 ∈ [0, r10]
for ε10 > 0 and r10 > 0 small enough, with ȳ(0, 0) = µ̄(0, 0) = 0 such that there is a periodic
orbit of (( 3),ε̇ = 0) through any point (ε1, r1, ȳ(ε1, r1), 0) in chart x̄ = −1 for µ = µ̄(ε1, r1) for all
ε1 ∈ (0, ε10], r1 ∈ [0, r10].

Proof. After having solved ∆̂ = 0 for ŷ1,a and µ̂ as continuous functions (ε1, r1) by the implicit
function theorem using Lemma 3.13, we complete the result by mapping the solution back to the
(y1, µ)-variables. �
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4. Completing the proof of Theorem 1.1

To complete the proof of Theorem 1.1, we first collect our results thus far: First, by Proposition 2.11
we have for any h1 > 0 a family of periodic orbits Γsmall

2,h,ε , h ∈ (0, h1], of (9) with µ = r2µ2(h, ε) for all

r2 =
√
ε > 0 small enough, parametrized in the ũ-variables, see (25), by their intersection ũ = (−h, 0),

y2 = y2(h, r2) with ũ2 = 0.

Lemma 4.1. Consider ( 9) for parameter values µ ∈ [−δ, δ], and let D be any compact domain in the
phase (x2, z2)-plane. Then there is an h1 > 0 such that any periodic orbit of this system for r2 > 0
small enough, that is contained within the set defined by (x2, z2) ∈ D, y2 ∈ [−δ, δ] and intersects
ũ1 < 0, ũ2 = 0 in a single point, belongs to the family Γsmall

2,h,ε , h ∈ (0, h1].

Proof. The statement is clearly true for µ = r2µ2 with µ2 ∈ [−δ, δ] for δ > 0 small enough, since the
family Γ2,h,r2 , h ∈ (0, h1], is obtained by the implicit function theorem. Next, we realize that there
are no periodic orbits for any |µ2| > δ and r2 > 0 small enough since in this case, the equilibrium
(14) is hyperbolic; specifically, C2 is normally hyperbolic in a neighborhood of (14). Finally, for
r2c ≤ |µ| ≤ δ with c > 0 large enough, ẏ2 has a single sign in the set (x2, z2) ∈ D, y2 ∈ [−δ, δ],
completing the proof. �

Clearly, the family Γsmall
2,h,ε , h ∈ (0, h1], becomes a family of “small” periodic orbits Γsmall

h,ε of (3)

upon blowing down, intersecting z = 0 in x ∼
√
εh, y = r2y2(h,

√
ε), h ∈ (0, h1]. (Here we have used

∼ in the expression for x since this only holds to leading order; the family is parametrized by ũ1 = h
and x2 and ũ1 differ by O(

√
ε) in the relevant domain.)

Next, we turn to the intermediate periodic orbits obtained from Proposition 3.14. Here we obtain
a family of periodic orbits Γinter

h,ε , h ∈ [
√
ε/
√
ε11, r10], of (3) with µ = µ(h−2ε, h) for all ε > 0 small

enough, parametrized by their intersecting (x, z) = (−h, 0) and y = hy(h−2ε, h). This follows from
Proposition 3.14 and (6), specifically ε = r2

1ε1 and r1 = h. Now, r1 = h =
√
ε/
√
ε11 corresponds to

ε1 = ε11 or x2 = −1/ε11 upon change of coordinates (8). Consequently, upon taking h1 > −1/
√
ε11

the branch Γinter
2,h,ε, i.e. Γinter

h,ε written in the coordinates of the ε̄ = 1-chart, overlap with Γsmall
2,h,ε for all

0 < ε � 1. By Lemma 4.1, where they overlap, they coincide for all 0 < ε � 1. In this way, we
obtain the desired family by gluing the two branches together in the domain where they overlap.

5. Discussion

Our main theorem generalizes the birth of canard cycles in R2, see e.g. [38], to R3 through the
folded saddle-node of type II and the strong canard. In contrast to the result in [38], our results are –
however – only local. (The local neighborhood is independent of ε). Nevertheless, it is also possible
to use our method to obtain more global results. We have illustrated a situation in Fig. 5(a) of an
S-shaped critical manifold (as in the Koper model [27, 33]). Here we can also follow the forward and
backward flow of the set of points on the section (in orange) that is indicated in the figure using the
normal forms and the solutions of the Shilnikov problem, see Lemma 3.2 and Proposition 3.3. In
contrast to P2,i,i = a, r, above, we would just define transition maps from r1 = r10 fixed to ε1 = ε11.
Otherwise, the proof for the existence of closed orbits, would proceed analogously, using that the
center manifolds Ma,r intersect transversally along the strong canard γ0(µ). (Notice that in general
these cycles occur for µ = O(1), i.e. at an order one distance from the folded saddle-node.) The
same holds for the perturbation of the singular cycles in Fig. 5(b). (Having said that, the transition
from (a) to (b) is more complicated.) These extensions could even be done in the smooth setting.
The cycles in Fig. 5(c) mark the end of canard cycles and in R2 this is where classical relaxation
oscillations appear. However, in contrast to R2 the folded singularity p can be of different types, e.g.
folded nodes or folded saddles (since we are away from the folded saddle-node in general). In future
work, we will describe the transition to relaxation oscillations in R3.

We proved our main result in the analytic setting. In particular, we used analyticity to prove
existence of a slow manifold, that is not normally hyperbolicity but acts as the center of (normal)
oscillations. This in connection with Melnikov theory, enabled an extension of the Hopf cycles.
Although results on normally elliptic slow manifolds [4, 10, 14, 36] are almost exclusively in the
analytic setting, it seems plausible (following the work of [7, 8], discussed in Section 1.2) that the
result could be extended to the smooth setting.
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Finally, we note that our main result does not rely upon analyticity with respect to ε, only in the
space variables. This suggests that our results may also apply to systems that have been reduced
from a slow manifold reduction from a higher dimension. Indeed, slow manifolds in analytic systems
have been shown to be analytic in space variables (and only Gevrey in ε), see e.g. [14] and references
herein.

(a) (b)

(c)

Figure 5. Canard cycles in R3 in the case of a S-shaped critical manifold. In (a):
canard cycle without head (following the terminology from R2, see [38]), (b): canard
cycles with head and (c): the end of the canard cycles, where transition to classical
relaxation oscillations appear.
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Appendix A. Proof of Proposition 3.3

We consider (44), repeated here for convinience:

ε′1 = ε1,

r′1 = −1

2
r1,

y′1,a = (λ(µ) + r1L0(r1, y1,a, µ))y1,a + r1ε1L1(ε1, r1, y1,a, µ),

(75)

with

r1(t) = e−
1
2 tr10, ε1(t) = e(t−τ)ε11,

and y1,a(τ) = y11. We write

y1,a(t) = eλ(µ)(t−τ)e
∫ t
τ
r1(s)L0(r1(s),0,µ)ds (y11 + u(t)) , (76)

with u(τ) = 0. Here

|
∫ t

τ

r1(s)L0(r1(s), 0, µ)ds| ≤ 2r10C1,

for 0 ≤ t ≤ τ using
∫ τ

0
e−

1
2 sds ≤ 2 and |L0(r1, 0, µ)| ≤ C1 for some C1 > 0. Then from (75) and

variation of constants, we have

u(t) =

∫ t

τ

r1(s)eλ(µ)(s−τ)e
∫ s
τ
r1(v)L0(r1(v),0,µ)dvL0(r1(s), y1,a(s), µ) (y11 + u(s))

2
ds

+

∫ t

τ

r1(s)ε1(s)e−λ(µ)(s−τ)e−
∫ s
τ
r1(s)L0(r1(s),0,µ)dsL1(r1(s), ε1(s), y1,a(s), µ)ds,

(77)

with the smooth function L0 defined by

L0(r1, y1,a, µ) = L0(r1, 0, µ) + L0(r1, y1,a, µ)y1,a,

and the mean value theorem. Let α > 0. We then consider the closed subset

Γα(δ) = {u ∈ Cα([0, τ ];R) |‖u‖ ≤ δ, u(τ) = 0}, (78)

of the Banach space Cα([0, τ ];R) equipped with the norm

‖u‖ := sup
t∈[0,τ ]

eατ |u(t)|.

y1,a(t) in (76) is bounded by 2(χ+ δ) for |y11| ≤ χ, u ∈ Γα(δ) and all r10 > 0 small enough.
Let Θ(u)(t), with y1,a given by (76), denote the right hand side of (77). We then show that Θ is

a contraction on Γα(δ), upon choosing the constants appropriately.
For this purpose, we first emphasize that Θ(u)(τ) = 0. Moreover, by (37), we have |λ(µ)− 1

2 | ≤
1
2χ

for all |µ| ≤ χ. Then for |µ| ≤ χ, |y11| ≤ χ, we estimate

|Θ(u)(t)| ≤ 2C1r10(χ+ δ)2

∫ τ

0

e−
1
2 seλ(µ)(s−τ)ds+ 2C1r10ε11

∫ τ

0

e−
1
2 se(s−τ)e−λ(µ)(s−τ)ds

≤ 2C1τe
(χ− 1

2 )τr10

(
(χ+ δ)2 + ε11

)
, (79)

for 0 ≤ t ≤ τ , r10 > 0 small enough, using |L0(r1, y1,a, µ)|, |L1(r1, ε, y1,a, µ)| ≤ C1 for some C1 > 0.

Moreover, seeing that L0 and L2 are smooth functions, there is a C2 > 0 such that

|L0(r1(t), y1,a(t), µ)(y11 + u(t))2 − L0(r1(t), ỹ1,a(t), µ)(y11 + ũ(t))2| ≤ C2|u(t)− ũ(t)|,
and

|L1(r1(t), ε1(t), y1,a(t), µ)− L1(r1(t), ε1(t), ỹ1,a(t), µ)| ≤ C2|u(t)− ũ(t)|,
for all 0 ≤ t ≤ τ , τ > τ0, u, ũ ∈ Γα(δ) and C2 > 0. This leads to

‖Θ(u)−Θ(ũ)‖ ≤ 2τC2e
(χ− 1

2 )τr10 (1 + ε11) ‖u− ũ‖,
for any ũ, u ∈ Γα(δ).

We fix α ∈ (0, 1
2 ). From the preceding estimates, it then follows that

Θ : Γα(δ)→ Γα(δ),
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is well-defined and a contraction for δ > 0, r10 > 0, ε11 > 0 and χ > 0 small enough.
We denote the unique fixed-point – existence of which follows from Banach’s fixed point theorem

– by u(t, τ, ε11, r10, y11, µ). From (79), we find that there is a C3 > 0 such that

|u(t, τ, ε11, r10, y11, µ)| ≤ e−ατC3r10,

for all 0 ≤ t ≤ τ , τ > τ0. Writing

φ(t, τ, ε11, r10, y11, µ) :=
(
e
∫ t
τ
r1(s)L0(r1(s),0,µ)ds − 1

)
y11

+ e
∫ t
τ
r1(s)L0(r1(s),0,µ)dsu(t, τ, ε11, r10, y11, µ),

gives Proposition 3.3 for k = 0. Now, regarding the Ck-smoothness of φ, we can proceed completely
analogously by setting up fixed-point equations for the partial derivatives of u. We leave out further
details, and refer instead to [15].
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