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HOLOMORPHIC SLOW-FAST SYSTEMS

GABRIEL RONDON, PAULO R. DA SILVA AND LUIZ F. S. GOUVEIA

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we are concerned with studying the
existence of invariant complex manifolds of two-dimensional holo-
morphic systems. From the geometric singular perturbation theory
we know that if a slow-fast system has associated a normally hyper-
bolic compact critical manifold, then there exists a smooth locally
invariant manifold. However, this smooth manifold does not nec-
essarily have a complex structure. Here, we provide conditions to
guarantee the existence of one-dimensional invariant complex man-
ifolds. Consequently, this allows us to establish that the centers,
foci, and nodes of the reduced problem are persistent by singular
perturbation. The tools used by us are the usual techniques of
Fenichel and Briot-Bouquet Theories.

1. INTRODUCTION

In the qualitative theory of dynamical systems, there are several
studies on singular perturbation problems (see, for instance, [3, 9, 10,
17]). In this paper, we want to study singular perturbation problems
in R*, which can be written as two-dimensional holomorphic systems.
It is important to highlight that although there are applications that
can be modeled by two-dimensional holomorphic systems, see [11, 12],
there are few articles on the subject such as [13, 14].

The basic systems we consider are of the form

(SF1) {6? = fzw),

o= g(z,w),

where f,g : D — C are holomorphic functions, D C C? is a simply
connected domain, € > 0 is a small enough parameter and the dot -
represents the derivative of the functions z(7) and w(7) with respect
to the real variable 7.
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Emphasize that Cy = {(z,w) € D : f(z,w) = 0} is the one-
dimensional critical manifold associated with the system (SF1) pro-
vided that %(z,w) # 0 for all (z,w) € Cy. Recall that (SF1) can be
written as a real four-dimensional autonomous system in an appropri-
ate domain of R*.

Suppose that Sy C Cj is a normally hyperbolic compact critical
manifold. Thus, we can assume that Sy is given as the graph of a
function of z in terms of w. Indeed, since %(2, w) # 0 for all (z,w) €
So, then from Implicit Function Theorem (see [15]), there exist an open
set U and a holomorphic function z = h(w) such that f(h(w),w) =0,
for all w € U. Hence, without loss of generality we can assume that
So={(z,w) : z = h(w),w € U}.

One of the main goals of this paper is to study the existence of
invariant complex manifolds of two-dimensional holomorphic system
(SF1). At some point, the reader may think that it is enough to apply
Fenichel’s theorem (see, for instance, [9]) to obtain a one-dimensional
invariant complex manifold. In general, this is not true, due to the
fact that there are smooth manifolds that have no complex structure.
An obvious impediment is that the dimension of the smooth manifold
must be even. Another obstacle is orientability, since every complex
manifold is orientable.

Although the geometric singular perturbation theory does not allow
us to guarantee the existence of invariant complex manifolds, it is pos-
sible to use this theory and the Laurent series to construct examples of
smooth manifolds without complex structure. Indeed, if we apply the
Fenichel’s Theorem to the equivalent C*° four-dimensional real system
associated with system (SF1), then there exists a smooth locally in-
variant manifold S. = {(z,w) : 2 = h.(w)} of slow-fast system (SF1),
which is diffeomorphic to Sy. In general, this function h.(z) does not
have to be holomorphic, as we illustrate in the following example. Con-
sider the complex dynamical system

) {sz':z+w,

W = w?,

notice that Cy = {(z,w) : z = —w} is a normally hyperbolic critical
manifold of (1). In addition, if Sy C Cj is a compact set, then the
equivalent system to (1) in R* has a smooth locally invariant manifold
S.. Nevertheless, this manifold has no complex structure. Indeed,
suppose that there exists a holomorphic function h. such that S. =
{(z,w) : 2z = he(w)}. Then h. can be written as a power series. In
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Section 5, we will prove that this series is given by
he(w) = — Z e Elwh T,
k=0

Notice that this series diverges for w # 0, which contradicts the fact
that h. is holomorphic.

At this point, it is natural to ask: under what conditions can we
ensure the existence of invariant manifolds with complex structure of
system (SF1)? In Section 3, we use the Briot-Bouquet Theory and pro-
vide conditions to guarantee the existence of one-dimensional invariant
complex manifolds. Specifically, in Theorem A we prove that, for ¢ > 0
sufficiently enough, the system

(SF2) E‘Z T {”(z,w), where f,§ = Oy(z,w)and o, 8 € C,
W= pw + §(z,w),

has a unique one-dimensional invariant complex manifold C. passing
through the equilibrium point ¢. = (0,0) provided that the critical
manifold is normally hyperbolic.

We employ Theorem A to prove that the centers, foci and nodes of
the reduced problem associated with the holomorphic slow-fast system
(SF1), whose Jacobian matrix of f and g is diagonalizable at the origin,
are preserved by singular perturbation, for more details see Theorem
B and Figure 1.
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FIGURE 1. Persistence of a focus, node and center of the reduced
problem by singular perturbation, respectively.

Also, we are concerned with determining the existence of complex
invariant manifolds for certain families of two-dimensional holomorphic
systems, whose jacobian matrix of f and g is not necessarily digonal-
izable at the origin and this point does not need to be an equilibrium
point of the system, see Theorems C and D. Specifically, Theorem C
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stablishes the existence of one-dimensional invariant complex mani-
folds associated with slow-fast system (SF1) whose equation of orbits
is separable, that is, in the case that there exist holomorphic functions
n, k such that ?Ezzg = n(z)k(w) in a suitable domain. Furthermore, in

Theorem D we state conditions to ensure when the system

(SF3) { 8‘2 = az + G(w)
W = g(w),

" where G’ =1/gand o, 8 € C\ {0},

has associated a one-dimensional exponentially attractive invariant com-
plex manifold C..

Finally, we will present a method to study slow-fast systems of the
form

(SF4)

£z = az + fw,
, whereaw € C\ {0} and j € C,

W = g(w),

where g is one of the normal forms given in [4], namely: w = 1, w =
(a + ib)w, w = w", v = - and W = 1:;"% We will determine
which of these families could have associated manifolds with complex
structure and in that case we will investigate what happens when a
singularity of the reduced problem is perturbed for £ > 0. Specifically,
in Propositions 10 and 11 we prove that the centers and poles of order
n of the reduced problem associated with system (SF4) are persistent
by singular perturbation.

The paper is organized in the following form. In Section 2, we present
some basic results on the complex manifolds, geometric singular pertur-
bation theory and the Briot-Bouquet Theory. In Section 3, we employ
Briot-Bouquet theory to prove Theorem A and B. In Section 4, we
state and prove Theorems C and D. Lastly, in Section 5 we use the
Laurent series to give complex systems that have no associated com-
plex manifolds.

2. PRELIMINARIES

This section is devoted to establishing some basic results that will
be used throughout the paper.

2.1. Complex manifolds. A holomorphic function f is a complex-
valued function defined in a domain ¥V C C and satisfying that

e u = Re(f) and v = Im(f) are continuous,
e there exist the partial derivatives u,,u,,v;,v, in V and,
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e the partial derivatives satisfy the Cauchy—Riemann equations,
see [5],

Uy = Vy, Uy = —Vz, VZ=2x+1iy € V.

We recall that Looman—Menchoff’s Theorem establishes that the above
conditions are sufficient to guarantee the analyticity of f. This result
implies that for any zy € V

f(k)( %)
k!
for z € D(z9,R.,) € V where D(zo, R,,) is the largest possible z—

centered disk contained in V.
If f is holomorphic in a punctured disc D(0, R) \ {0} and it is not

derivable at 0 we say that 0 is a singularity of f. In this case f is equal
to its Laurent’s series in D(0, R) \ {0}

f(Z):A0+A1(Z—ZQ)+A2(Z—Zo)2—|—..., Ak:ak‘l'lbk:

o

f(z) = Z%‘FZAka,
k=0

k=1

where Bj, = ﬁ sz f(2)2F Yz, A= ﬁ fcg ka(i)l dz with C, parame-
terized by z(t) = ee', e ~ 0, t € [0, 27].

If By, # 0 for an infinite set of indices k we say that 0 is an essential
singularity and if there exists n > 1 such that B, # 0 and B = 0 for
every k > n then we say that 0 is a pole of order n.

The notion of holomorphic function can be extended as follow.

Consider W C C? an open subset and let f : W — C be a con-
tinuously differentiable function. Then f is said holomorphic if the
Cauchy-Riemann equations hold for all coordinates z; = x; + ty;, with
j=1,2 1ie.

Ug; = Vy;y Uy, = Vg, V2 =15 +iy; €W,

In addition, if f is holomorphic in W, then in each point ( =
(C1,¢2) € W has an open neighborhood D((, R¢), such that the func-
tion f can be expanded into a power series

flzw) = Z Z Chy ko (2 — ) (w = G)™,
n=1 ki +ko=n
which converges for all (z,w) € D((, R¢).
The definition of a complex manifold is analogous to the smooth
manifold, but we require that the charts take on values in C? and that
the transition functions be holomorphic (see Figure 2).
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FIGURE 2. Complex manifolds require that the transition func-
tions ¢;; be holomorphic.

A holomorphic atlas in a topological space X C C? is a collection of
pairs (U;, ¢;) called holomorphic charts where

e Each U; is an open in X and X = U Us;;

e Each ¢; : U; — C" is a homomorphism over an open of C”,
with n < 2;
e Whenever U; N U; # ) the transition

pij = piow; ' 0(UiNU;) = (Ui N T;)

is a holomorphic map.

A complex manifold is a topological space X, Hausdorff and with
enumerable base, equipped with a maximal holomorphic atlas. The
number n is called the complex dimension of X.

The following proposition will give us a way to obtain complex sub-
manifolds. For more details see, for instance, [7, 18].

Proposition 1. Let ¢ : X C C2 — C be a holomorphic map between
complex manifolds. Consider b € ¢(X) C C such that the rank of ¢ is
mazimal (rank(¢) = 1), for all a € ¢~ (b). Then ¢~(b) is a complex
submanifold of X of dimension 1.

2.2. Geometric singular perturbation theory. We consider singu-
larly perturbed systems of differential equations

@) {§X=ﬂ&%d,

y = g9(x,y,¢),

which is called slow-fast system, where e € (0, &¢), g9 small, (x,y) € M,
an open set M C R* and f,g: (0,g0) x M — R* are C". The dot -
represents the derivative of the functions x(7) and y(7) with respect
to the variable 7.
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-
If we write t = —, then system (2) becomes
€

X/ = f(X7y7 8)7
(3) _
y = 59(Xaya5)a
in which the apostrophe ’ denotes the derivative of the functions x(t)
and y(t) with respect to the variable . Notice that the parameter
T

€ = — represents the ratio of the time scales.

Consider equation (2) and set € = 0. We obtain the so called reduced
problem given by

(4) Ozf(X,y,O), y:g(X7YaO>'

Observe that (4) is not an ordinary differential equation, but it is an
algebraic differential equation.

Solutions of (4) are contained in the set

Co = {(X,y) eM: f(x,y,0) = O}.

The set Cy is called critical set. In the case where Cj is a manifold,
Cy is called critical manifold.

On the other hand, setting ¢ = 0 in equation (3) we obtain the so
called layer problem

(5) x = f(x,y,0), y =0.

Moreover, the system (5) can be seen as a system of ordinary differ-
ential equations, where y € R? is a parameter and the critical set Cy
is a set of equilibrium points of (5).

The main goal of geometric singular perturbation theory is to study
systems (4) and (5) in order to obtain information of the full system
(2). Observe that the systems (2) and (3) are equivalent when € > 0,
since they only differ by time scale.

We next introduce the notion of normally hyperbolic points.

Let xo € 5, for any set S C M. We say that xq is normally hyperbolic
if the 2 x 2 matrix D fyx(x0) does not have eigenvalues with zero real
part.

In what follows we present a version of Fenichel’s Theorem whose
proof can be found in [16].

Theorem 2. Consider M a C"' manifold, 2 < r < oo. Let X.,
e € (—eo,e0) be a C” family of vector fields on M, and assume Cy a
C" submanifold of M consisting entirely of equilibrium points of Xj.
If S C Cy s a j—dimensional compact normally hyperbolic invariant
manifold of the reduced vector field Xr with a j+ 7°—dimensional local
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stable manifold W* and a j + j*—dimensional local unstable manifold
WY, then there exists €1 > 0 such that

(i) There exists a C™' family of manifolds {S. : € € (—e1,e1)}
with So = S and S is a normally hyperbolic invariant manifold
of X..

(ii) There are C™=' families of (j + j* + k*)—dimensional and (j +
J* 4+ k*)—dimensional manifolds {S? : ¢ € (—e1,e1)} and {S¥:
€ € (—e1,€1)} such that for ¢ > 0 the manifolds S2 and S* are
local stable and unstable manifolds of Se..

Now, suppose that S is given as in Theorem 2, then D fy(x,y,0)
is invertible for all (x,y) € S. From Implicit Function Theorem there
exists a smooth function hy defined on a compact domain K C R? such
that

S={(xy)) :x=ho(y)}.
That is, S is locally the graph of a function of x in terms of y

Theorem 3. Assume the same hypotheses of Theorem 2. If € > 0 is
sufficiently small, there exists a function x = h.(y), defined on K, so
that the graph

S. ={(x,y)) :x = ho(y)}

is locally invariant under (3). Moreover h. is C", for any r < oo,
jointly in'y and €.

2.3. Two-dimensional holomorphic slow-fast systems. Consider
the two-dimensional holomorphic slow-fast system (SF1), where f(z,w) =
uy+ivy and g(z,w) = uy+ive are holomorphic functions of the complex
variables (z,w) = (x1 + iy1, z2 + iyz) € D.

Recall that the fast system associated to system (SF1) is given by

©) 2 = f(z,w) = uy + ivy,

w' =eg(z,w) = e(ug + ivy),
where the apostrophe ’ denotes the derivative of the functions z(t) and
w(t) with respect to the variable ¢, with ¢ = 7/¢. Notice that the
critical set associated to system (6) is defined as Cy = {(z,w) € D :

f(z,w) =0},
In this context the reduced problem is given by
(7) Ozf(zaw)v w:g(zaw)a

and the layer problem is defined as
(8) 2= f(z,w), w' =0.
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Observe that the systems (SF1) and (6) are equivalent when £ > 0,
since they only differ by time scale. In addition, systems (7) and (8)
allow us to obtain information about system (SF1).

Now, we introduce the notion of normal hyperbolicity in the complex
context. Let gy = (20, wp) € Cy be an equilibrium point of the system
(6) for e = 0. Since f, g are holomorphic functions, then the Cauchy-
Riemann equations hold. Thus, the Jacobian matrix of the system in
R* associated to (6) at qq is given by

(ul)ﬂfl _(Ul)ml (ul)ﬂlz _(Ul)m

(9) JR(f? 0) |¢I0 - <v10)$1 (ulo)aq (Ul())$2 (ulo Zo :

this implies that the eigenvalues of Jr(f,0)|, are Ay = (u1)z, £i(v1)s,-
Hence, a subset S C Cj is called normally hyperbolic provided that
Re (%(q)) = (u1),1(q) # 0 for all ¢ € S.

2.4. Briot-Bouquet Systems. Briot-Bouquet systems have been widely
used in the research literature (see, for instance, [6, 13, 14]).
A Briot-Bouquet system is of the following form

(10) 2w’ = F(z,w), F(0,0)=0,

where F' is a holomorphic function and the apostrophe ’ denotes the
derivative of the function w(z) with respect to the complex variable z.

The one-dimensional theory is well known since the original work
of Briot and Bouquet (see [1]). Here we will use the following result,
which was proved in [8, Proposition 1.1.1].

Proposition 4 (Briot-Bouquet criterion). If F(z,w) = Aw + O(z, w?)
and A ¢ N, then (10) admits a unique holomorphic solution at z = 0
satisfying w(0) = 0.

3. PERSISTENCE OF INVARIANT MANIFOLD

This section aims to prove that centers, foci and nodes of the re-
duced problem associated with the holomorphic slow-fast system (SF1),
whose Jacobian matrix of f and g is diagonalizable at the origin, are
preserved by singular perturbation.

For that, first we are going to construct one-dimensional invariant
complex manifolds via the Briot-Bouquet Theory. Thus, consider the
complex differential system given by (SF1). Without loss of generality,
assume that ¢. = (0,0) is an equilibrium point of (SF1) in D. Suppose
that the associated linearized system is such that the eigenvalues of the
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Jacobian matrix Jc(f, g)|,. of f, g are given by «, 8 € C and Jc(f, g)|q.
is diagonalizable. Hence, we can write (SF1) as (SFQ) where

(11) zw ZZaslzwl and g(z,w) Zstlzw

n=2 s+l=n n=2 s+l=n

which convergent in some neighbourhood of ¢.. Here s, are nonnega-
tive integers and a,;, bs; are complex constants.

In this context, the critical set associated with complex system (SF2)
is given by Cy = {(z,w) : az + f(z,w) = 0}. Emphasize that if Cy is a
normally hyperbolic critical manifold, then Re(«) # 0.

To find an invariant manifold of system (SF2), we consider the fol-
lowing initial value problem

(12) (az+ f(z,w))cjl—f

In what follows we present a fundamental result that will be used to
prove the main theorem of this section.

= 5(610 + g(z,w)), ’LUE(O) =0, ’LU;(O) = 0.

Theorem A. Suppose that Cy is a normally hyperbolic critical mani-
fold associated with complex system (SF2) and consider ¢ > 0 a small
enough parameter. Then, system (SF2) has a unique one-dimensional
mwvariant complex manifold C. passing through the equilibrium point q.,
which s given by

Ce ={(z,w) :w=h(z), h(0)=0, h.(0)=0}
where h. is holomorphic in B = B(0,r).

Proof. First, we prove that the initial value problem (12) has a unique
solution w = h.(z), which is holomorphic in B. Indeed, consider the
holomorphic transformation w(z) = zp(z), where z € B. Then, the
initial value problem (12) can be written as

(13)  (az+ f(z,20)lp +2¢] = (B2 + 42, 20)),  -(0) =0.
Since Cj is a normally hyperbolic critical manifold, then Re(a) # 0.
Thus, dividing equation (13) by az, we get

(14) <1+ M) o+ 2] = ¢ (ﬂso 9z, w))

az az

Iese)

Now, we define the holomorphic functions p(z, ¢) := and ¢(z, ¢) =

g(zojo Then, from (11) and w = z¢p, we obtain

Pz, ) = éz Z aslgolz"_l and  §(z, ) Z Z bslcpz -

n=2 s+l=n n=2 s+l=n
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which converge in some neighbourhood of ¢.. Rewriting equation (14),
we get

B
/ [e]
29 = —p+et—"F—-:=F.(2,0).
1+ p(2,¢) &#)
Thus, putting the linear part of F. in an explicit way, we obtain that
€ eb
(15) 2¢ = — (1 - g) o+ =22+ eQ(z,9),

where

Q. 0) = (q(zwo) B @Z> _alzop(zp)  Bep(zp)
a L+plzp)  all+p(z,0))
Recall that F. is a holomorphic function in a neighborhood of g,
F.(0,0) =0 and Q(z,¢) = Os(z,p). For € > 0 small enough, we have
that % —1 ¢ N, then from Briot-Bougquet criterion (see Proposition 4)
we conclude that (15) has a unique solution ¢ = A.(z), which is holo-
morphic in B. Using that w = zy, then the initial value problem (12)
has a unique solution w = h.(z), where h.(z) = zA.(z) is holomorphic
in B.

Now, consider the holomoprhic function H.(z,w) = w — h.(z), with
H.(0,0) = 0 and 22(0,0) = 0. Define the set C. := {(z,w) : w =
he(z), h.(0) =0, h.(0) = 0}. Emphasize that C. = H_'(0). By
construction, we get that C. is an invariant set.

Notice that the rank of H is the rank of the matrix 1 x 2, which is
given by

et (evw) = (GG, o)) = (<GEG)

Thus, JcH has maximal rank (rank 1) in each point of C.. From Propo-
sition 1, we conclude that C; is a complex manifold of dimension 1. [J

Remark 5. From the proof of Theorem A, we can deduce that this re-
sult still holds when we replace the hypothesis in which Cy is a normally
of

hyperbolic manifold by 52(0,0) = a # 0, which is a weaker hypothesis.

In the sequel, assume that:

(H) the eigenvalues of the Jc(f, g)|,. are a, 5 € C\ {0} and that
«, (3 are of the same type, that is, both a and 3 are pure imagi-
nary complex numbers, real numbers, or complex numbers with
nonzero real and imaginary parts.

At this point, we can assume that C} is given as the graph of a func-

tion of z in terms of w. Indeed, define O(z,w) = az + f(z,w) and
g0 = (0,0). Since ©(gy) = 0 and %(qo) = « # 0, then from Implicit
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Function Theorem, there exist a neighborhood U, of gy and a holo-
morphic function z = L(w) such that L(0) = 0 and O(L(w),w) = 0,
for all w € U,,. Therefore, locally the critical manifold is given by
Co={(z,w): z=L(w), L(0)=0, welU}.

Recall that the dynamics on Cj is given by

(16) w = Pw ~+ g(L(w),w) =: G(w).

From item (b) of [4, Theorem 1.1] we know that G and fw are 0-
conformally conjugate.
We are ready to state the main result of this section.

Theorem B. Suppose that the eigenvalues of Jc(f,g)l,. satisfy hy-
pothesis (H), where € is a small enough positive parameter. Then,
centers, foci, and nodes of the reduced problem associated to (SF1) are
persistent by singular perturbation.

Proof. By Theorem A, we know that, for £ > 0 small enough, system
(SF2) has a unique one-dimensional invariant complex manifold C. at
q=, which is given by

C. ={(z,w) : w=hz), h(0)=0, h.0)=0},

where h. is holomorphic in B.
Emphasize that the dynamics about C. is given by

W a  f(zhe(2))
- =4, EBREE ),
hi(z) € i € (2)
By item (b) of [4, Theorem 1.1] we can conclude that I'. and 2z are
0-conformally conjugate. From (16) and (17) and the fact that o and

[ are of the same type the result follows. O

(17) :

4. OTHER FAMILIES OF HOLOMORPHIC SLOW-FAST SYSTEMS

In this section, we are concerned with finding one-dimensional in-
variant complex manifolds of slow-fast systems whose Jacobian matrix
is not necessarily diagonalizable at the origin. Furthermore, we do not
require that the origin be an equilibrium point of the system.

4.1. Uncoupled differential systems. Consider the two-dimensional
holomorphic slow-fast system (SF1), where f, g are holomorphic func-
tions defined in a punctured disk D = D(0, R) \ {0}.

We assume that %(z, w) # 0, for all (z,w) € Cy. From Proposition 1,
we know that Cy is a complex manifold. Moreover, we can assume that
%’JQ is given as the graph of a function of w in terms of z. Indeed, since

(2, w) # 0 for all (z,w) € Cy, then from Implicit Function Theorem,
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there exist an open set U and a holomorphic function w = A(z) such
that f(z,A(z)) =0, for all z € U.
Let us introduce the equations for the orbits of system (SF1):

dw  g(z,w)
dz~f(zw)

(18)

Suppose that there exist holomorphic functions 7, x defined in 2 = B\ L

such that ?Ezzj; = n(2)k(w) for all z,w € Q, where L is a ray starting
at 0, B= B(0,r) \ {0} and
e cither 0 is the single zero of 1 (resp. k) in B;
e or 0 is an isolated singularity of 7 (resp. k) and 7 (resp. x) has
no zeros in B.

From [2, Corollary 6.16], we know that the holomorphic functions 7, & :
2 — C have a primitive in Q. Thus 1/n,1/k are also holomorphic
functions in © and consequently both 7, k and 1/n, 1/ have primitives
in Q. Integrating the equation 2 = en(z)x(w), we get that there exist
holomorphic functions F, G such that G(w) = €F(z), F'(z) = n(z) and
G'(w) = 1/k(w).

In what follows we state an interesting result about the existence of
invariant complex manifolds associated with slow-fast systems whose
equation of the orbits is separable.

Theorem C. Consider the slow-fast system (SF1) and assume that
gzw) _
flzw)
n(z)k(w), for all z,w € Q. Then, there exists a one-dimensional invari-

ant complex manifold C. associated with the differential system (SF1),
such that

there exist holomorphic functions n, k defined in €2 such that

(a) the flow on C. converges to the slow flow as e — 0.
(b) the dynamics over C. is given by z = g(z,w).

Proof. Consider the holomoprhic function H.(z,w) = G(w) — ¢F(z)
and the set C. = {(z,w) : G(w) = eF(z)}. Recall that C. = H-*(0).
From (18), we obtain that C. is an invariant set.
Emphasize that the rank of H. is the rank of the matrix 1 x 2, which
is given by
OH. OH. 1
et (evw) = (GG, S ) = (~ente) ).

r(w)

Hence, Jc H. has maximal rank (rank 1) in each point of C.. By Propo-
sition 1, we conclude that C. is a complex manifold of dimension 1.
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Now, we shall prove item (a). Deriving the equation G(w) = eF(z),
we get that 1 = ek(w)n(z), which implies that f(z,w) = eg(z,w).
Therefore, C. C D, = {(z,w) : f(z,w) = eg(z,w)} and Dy = Cj.
Since 2= (2, w) # 0 for all (z,w) € C., then from Implicit Punction
Theorem, there exist an open set V' and a holomorphic function w =
h.(z) such that H.(z, h.(z)) =0, for all z € V. Then, expanding h.(z)
in Taylor series around € = 0, we get that h.(z) = A(z) + £Q(z,¢), for
all € € [0,e0)] and z € V N U, where @ is a holomorphic function and
Co={(z,w) : w=X\2), z € U} is locally the critical manifold.

In what follow, we show that the Hausdorff distance between Cjy and
C. is of order ¢, that is dy(Co, C:) = O(e). Recall that the Hausdorff

distance dy between nonempty subsets A and B is given by

dy(A, B) = max {sup inf d(x,y), sup inf d(z, y)} )

rcAYEB zeB YEA

Hence, dy(Cy, C.) = O(e) provided that the following statements hold:

i. for each p € C. there exists ¢ € Cy such that d(p, q) = O(e);
ii. for each g € Cj there exists p € C. such that d(p,q) = O(e).
In the sequel, we shall verify item (i). Item (i7) can be verified
analogously.
Consider the point p = (z,w) € C. and take ¢ = (z,&) € Cy. Then,
w = h.(z) = AN2) +eQ(z,¢) and £ = A(z). Thus,

d(p,q) = [1(0,w = §)|[ = [|(0,eQ(z,¢))[| = |Q(z,€)| e < eM,
where we have used that |Q(z,¢)| < M, for all (z,¢) € Kyny x [0, &,
with Kynp a compact subset of VNU. This implies that d(p, q) = O(e).

Finally, we prove item (b). Since H.(z,w) = 0 for all (z,w) € C.,
then 2H=2 4 %w = (. Consequently, the dynamics over C. is deter-

0z
mined by
OH,
02 —em(x)E . _ 9z w) _
o @ = egastu) i = gy e w) = gz w).
ow K(w

Emphasize that it is possible to adapt the previous result for uncou-
pled slow-fast systems of the form:

et = f(2),
19 {w—gW%

where f, g are holomorphic functions defined in €2. Thus, the following
result is a direct consequence of the above.
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Corollary 6. Equilibrium points and poles of order n of the reduced
problem associated to (19) are persistent by singular perturbation.

Example 7. Let n be natural number with n > 2. Consider the follow-
mg system

ez = 2",
20 {

w = g(w),
where g is one of the normal forms given in [4, Theorem 1.1]. Recall
that Cy = {(z,w) € C*: z = 0} is the critical manifold associated with
system (20), which is not normally hyperbolic. From Theorem C, there
exists an invariant complex manifold C. given by:

—-n

o C. = {(z,w) : 2" 'In(w) = e=L7}, provided that g(w) = nw,

with n € C.
o C. = {(z,w) : 2" ! = a%wm_l}, provided that g(w) = w™,
with m > 2.

o C. = {(z,w) : 2" = e Lo "L provided that g(w) =
u% with m > 2.

m)

o (. = {(z,w) 21 (’5:“ + ln(w)> = EL}, provided that

+1 —n+1
g(w) = %7 with m > 2 and € C.
Moreover, in either case we have that C, converges to Cy when ¢ tends
to 0.

4.2. Coupled differential equations. Consider the system (SF3),
where g, G are holomorphic functions defined in Q such that G'(w) =
1/g(w), o, B € C\ {0}. In this constext, the critical manifold of (SF3)
is Cop ={(z,w) : 2 = —%(w)}
Let us introduce the equations for the orbits of system (SF3):
d
(21) ez ST Rl i BG(U}).
dw g(w)
Since w = g(w), then G(w) = t. From the first equation of (SF3), we
get the linear differential equation given by £z = az + ft. Recall that

z= —%(at%—s) is a solution of previous equation. Thus, we obtain the
equation z = —%5(aG(w) + ¢), which satisfies the equation of orbits
(21).

In the next result we prove that the set of points that satisfies the
above equation is in fact a one-dimensional invariant complex mani-
fold. Moreover, if we assume that the critical manifold is not normally
hyperbolic, then the geometric singular perturbation theory does not
determine the type of stability of the invariant manifold C.. However,
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in the following theorem we are giving conditions to ensure when the
invariant manifold C. is exponentially attractive (see Figure 3).

C

C

FIGURE 3. C. is exponentially attractive in a certain region R,
when Cj is not normally hyperbolic.

Theorem D. Consider the slow-fast system (SF3). Then, there exists
a one-dimensional invariant compler manifold C. associated with the
differential system (SF3), such that

(a) The flow on C. converges to the slow flow as e — 0.

(b) The dynamics over C. is given by w = g(w).

(c) If @ = iag, with as € R\ {0}, then the orbit of system (21)
with initial condition z(wy) = 2o stays exponentially close to the
invariant manifold C. in the region R = {(z,w) : a2 (G(w) —
G(wp)) > n > 0}, for somen > 0.

Proof. Consider the holomoprhic function H.(z,w) = z+ 2 (aG(w)+¢)
and the set C. = {(z,w) : z = —%(aG(w) +¢)}. Recall that C. =

HZ'(0). By construction C. is an invariant set.

Emphasize that the rank of H, is the rank of the matrix 1 x 2, which
is given by

et () = (GG ) = (1205 ).

"ag(w)
Hence, Jc H. has maximal rank (rank 1) in each point of C.. By Propo-
sition 1, we conclude that C; is a complex manifold of dimension 1.
Now, we shall prove item (a). For that, it is enough to show that
the Hausdorff distance between Cy and C. is of order € or equivalently
that the following statements hold:



HOLOMORPHIC SLOW-FAST SYSTEMS 17

i. for each p € C. there exists ¢ € Cy such that d(p, q) = O(e);
ii. for each q € Cy there exists p € C. such that d(p,q) = O(e).
In the sequel, we shall verify item (i). Item (i¢) can be verified
analogously.
Consider the point p = (z,w) € C. and take ¢ = (£, w) € Cy. Then,
z = —%(aG(w) +e)and £ = —ﬁG(w). Thus,

d(p.q) = ||(z — £0) “_H( 50)”

This implies that d(p, q) = O(e).
Next, we prove item (b). Since H.(z,w) = 0 for all (z,w) € C, then

agfz + aHEw = 0. Consequently, the dynamics over C. is determined
by
GHEZ ef
9y E axtpGw) T
YT 7o T T B e W
Ow ag(w) ag(w) ag(w)
Finally, we prove item (c). Define h.(w) = ——(Q/G(w) + ). Hence,
the invariant manifold is given by C. = {(z,w) : z = h.(w)}.

Now, we perform the change of variables v = z — h.(w) in equation
(21) obtaining:

(22) e— =

Recall that the solution of (22) with initial condition v(wg) = z(wg)—

g (G(w)—=G(wg))

he(wp) can be written as v(w) = v(wp)e B . Thus,
_ag%(G(w) — G(wyp)) o
|[v(w)| = [v(wo)le € < fo(wo)le €.

Since 1 > 0, then any solution gets exponentially closer to the invariant

manifold C.. O
Example 8. Consider the system defined as

£z =iz + w?,
(23) o

w = 5w

with (z9,we) = (¢ +4,1). Notice that G(w) = w? and a = i. Since
G'(w) = 2w, from Theorem D there exists a one-dimensional invariant
complex manifold C. associated with the differential system (23), which
is exponentially attractive on R = {(z,w) € C? : Re(w) Im(w) > 0}.
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5. FENICHEL MANIFOLD APPROXIMATION

This section is focused on using Laurent series and Fenichel’s The-
orem to approximate complex manifolds and find smooth manifolds
without complex structure of the slow-fast system (SF4). In particu-
lar, we are interested in studying the dynamics of the system (SF4).

5.1. Non-existence of smooth manifolds with complex struc-
ture. Below we present 2 families of slow-fast systems that, despite
having associated smooth locally invariant manifolds, have no complex
structure.

5.1.1. Linear-w™ case. Consider the following system

(24) { ez = az+ fw,

w = w",

where o, 5 € C\ {0} and n > 2. Recall that the critical manifold
Cy associated with system (24) is normally hyperbolic provided that
Re (o) = oy # 0. Let Sy be a compact subset of Cp.

We now apply the Fenichel’s Theorem to the equivalent C* four-
dimensional real system associated with the system (24), then there
exists a smooth locally invariant manifold S, = {(z,w) : z = h.(w)} of
the slow-fast system (24), which is diffeomorphic to Sj.

Emphasize that this does not guarantee that the complex function
h.(z) is a holomorphic function. Indeed, suppose that there exists an
invariant manifold C. = {(z,w) : z = h.(w)}, where

(25) he(w) = ag + -+ + apw™ + - - - + agp_ Wt + O(w*™).

Since Z = h.(w)w then we obtain the following equation

(26) ahe(w) 4+ fw = hl(w)ew".

Substituting (25) in (26), we get that a; = 0, for all i # kn — (k — 1),
Be BRI (- )n—(j—2)]

ay = -8 an = — 32> and Afn—(k—1) = poES , with

o’

k > 2. Therefore,

6 o0
C. = {(z,w) tz= —éw — B_an + Zakn—(k—l)wkn(kl)} _

(0% «
k=2

Notice that the series Y po, app—r—nyw™ = * =1 diverges for w # 0,

which contradicts the existence of the holomorphic function h..
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5.1.2. Linear—% case. Consider the following system

et = az+ fw,
(27) . yw"™
W = T

where o, 5 € C\ {0} and n > 2. Recall that the critical manifold
Cy associated with system (27) is normally hyperbolic provided that
Re (a) = ay # 0. Take Sy a compact subset of Cj.

We now apply the Fenichel’s Theorem to the equivalent C*> four-
dimensional real system associated with the system (27), then there
exists a smooth locally invariant manifold S, = {(z,w) : z = h.(w)} of
the slow-fast system (27), which is diffeomorphic to S.

Emphasize that this does not guarantee that the complex function
h.(z) is a holomorphic function. Indeed, suppose that there exists an
invariant manifold C. = {(z,w) : z = ho(w)}, where

(28) he(w) = ag+ -+ + a,w" + - + ag,_ W+ O(w?").

Since Z = h.(w)w, then

n

Yw
14+ wn—1’

Substituting (28) in (29), we get that a; = 0, for all ¢ # kn — (k — 1),

e Tislo— (G- Dn—G-2)ve]
= =5, a, = —F, and agy_ ooy =~ ———, with

k > 2. Therefore,

C. = {(z,w) i —éw — %w” + Zakn_(k_l)w’m(kl)} .

o o?

(29) ahe(w) + fw = h.(w)e

Notice that the series 22022 akn_(k_l)wk”_(’“_l) diverges for w # 0,

which contradicts the existence of the holomorphic function h..
The following result is a direct consequence of [4, Theorem 1.1] and
of cases 5.1.1 and 5.1.2.

Proposition 9. Consider system (SF1) such that g has a zero of order
n > 1 and f is a linear holomorphic function, then system (SF1) has
no complex manifolds of form C. = {(z,w) : z = h(w)}.

5.2. Approximation of complex invariant manifold. Here we present

2 families of slow-fast systems that, in the case of having associated
locally invariant smooth manifolds with complex structure, can be ap-
proximated via Laurent series and also the singularity associated with
the reduced problem is preserved by singular perturbation.
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5.2.1. Linear-linear case. Consider the following system

{ £z = az + bw,

30
(30) w = cz + dw,

where a € C\ {0} and b, ¢,d € C. Assume that the critical manifold Cy
associated with system (30) is normally hyperbolic, that is, Re (a) # 0.

Notice that the reduced problem associated with system (30) is given
by

0=az+ bw,
(31)

W = (2=0) w =: g(w).
Thus, the equilibrium point is wy = 0 and ¢'(wy) = % = a+1if,

where @ = Re (@) and [ = Im (%_l’c) . In addition, the Jacobian
matrix at the equilibrium point of system (31) is

JR§|w0 = (g _Oéﬁ) .

The determinant D and the trace 1" are
D=ao*+p%> and T =2a.

e 3 # 0. We have that if & > 0 then the origin is a repelling
focus of the reduced problem (31), if & < 0 then the origin is
an attracting focus of (31).

e 3 = 0. We have that if & > 0 then the origin is a repelling node
of the reduced problem (31) and if o < 0 then the origin is an
attracting node of (31).

Therefore, we get the following table:

| +[2]0]
—Jo02

where ;% 7° have been defined in Theorem 2. In this case, the eigen-
values of the Jacobian matrix (9) are Ay = Re (a) & iIm (a) Thus, we
have the following table:

| Re(a) [ k* | k]
+ 210
— 0|2

where k", k* have been defined in Theorem 2. Hence, if o, Re (a) > 0,
then 7"+ k" =4 and 7+ k* = 0. if o, Re (a) < 0, then j*+k* = 0 and
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JP+k® = 4. If sign(a) # sign(Re (a)), then j*+k* = 2 and j*+k° = 2.
From item (i) of Theorem 2:
e If &, Re(a) > 0, then the equilibrium point ¢. = (0,0) of system
(30) is a global repelling point.
e If a,Re (a) < 0, then the equilibrium point ¢. = (0, 0) of system
(30) is a global attracting point.
o If sign(a) # sign(Re (a)), then the equilibrium point ¢. = (0, 0)
of system (30) is a saddle point.
Notice that when o = 0 we can not use item (i) of Theorem 2, however,
Cp is normally hyperbolic, thus if we take a compact subset Sy of
Cy, we can apply the Fenichel’s Theorem to the equivalent C* four-
dimensional real system associated with the system (30), then there
exists a smooth locally invariant manifold S, = {(z,w) : z = h.(w)} of
the slow-fast system (30), which is diffeomorphic to Sp.

Although this does not guarantee that the complex function h.(z)
is a holomorphic function, we would like to know the dynamics on the
Fenichel manifold if it exists. Hence, suppose that C. = {(z,w) : z =
he(w)}, where h.(w) = Ao + Aw + O(w?). Since z = hL(w)w, then

ahe(w) + bw = hl(w)e((a + iB)w).

This implies that A; =0, for all i # 1 and \; = Therefore,

—b
a—e(a+if) "

(e )

In particular, if « = 0, then

Cela=o0 = {(z,w) z = __?gﬁw} :

Recall that the dynamics over the manifold C.|,— is given by the
following differential equation

w = ifw.

Therefore, if wy is a center of reduced problem (31), then w. is a
center of system (30) such that w. — wy when € — 0 (see Figure 4).

The following result is a direct consequence of [4, Theorem 1.1] and
of case 5.2.1.

Proposition 10. Consider system (SF1) such that g has a zero wy
of order one and f is a linear holomorphic function. If system (SF1)
admits an invariant manifold with complex structure, then centers of
the reduced problem associated to (SF1) are persistent by singular per-
turbation.
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€ Qe

qo

@\

FIGURE 4. Persistence of a center of the reduced problem by
singular perturbation.

5.2.2. Linear-pole case. Consider the following system

(32) { €t = cizz + Sw,

wn?

w =

where o, € C\ {0} and n > 1. Recall that the critical manifold
Cy associated with system (32) is normally hyperbolic provided that
Re (a) = a; # 0. Let Sy be a compact subset of Cj.

We now apply the Fenichel’s Theorem to the equivalent C* four-
dimensional real system associated with the system (32), then there
exists a smooth locally invariant manifold S, = {(z,w) : z = h.(w)} of
the slow-fast system (32), which is diffeomorphic to Sj.

Although this does not guarantee that the complex function h.(2)
is a holomorphic function, we would like to know the dynamics on
the Fenichel manifold if it exists. Hence, suppose that there exists an
invariant manifold C. = {(z,w) : z = h.(w)}, where

(33) ho(w) = ag+ -+ appow™ 2+ -+ agppsw?™ B O(wPH).

Since Z = h.(w)w, then we get the following equation

(34) ah.(w) 4+ fw = hl(w)ew™.
Substituting (33) in (34), we get that a; = 0, for all i # kn + (k+ 1)
and Ggpq (k1) = ot 15 , with k& > 1. Therefore,

ek T15_, lin+(+1)]

o0

C. = {(va) R= Zakn+(k+1)wkn+(k+l)} .

k=1
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It is easy to see that the series > -, akn+(k+1)wk"+(k+1) converges for
all w € C. Recall that the dynamics over the manifold C. is given by
the following differential equation

- Pw+ TR ST - - . w3 4+ O(1/e3, w3ntt)

0 = (n—/;—Q)E 1 OEZ+2)(22H+32) T =: F.(w).
gw"+ + oL n+2 | 0(1/8 , w3t )

Thus, expanding F. around wy = 0 we get that
F.(w) = — + O(1/e,w"?).
wn

Therefore, wy is a pole of order n of F; (see Figure 5). From [4, Theorem
1.1], we conclude that F. and G = # are O-conformally conjugated.

FIGURE 5. Persistence of a pole of the reduced problem by sin-
gular perturbation.

The following result is a direct consequence of [4, Theorem 1.1] and
of case 5.2.2.

Proposition 11. Consider system (SF1) such that g has a pole wy
of order n > 1 and f is a linear holomorphic function. If system
(SF1) admits an invariant manifold with complex structure, then poles
of order n of the reduced problem associated to (SF1) are persistent by
singular perturbation.
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