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KHOVANSKII BASES FOR SEMIMIXED SYSTEMS OF

POLYNOMIAL EQUATIONS – A CASE OF APPROXIMATING

STATIONARY NONLINEAR NEWTONIAN DYNAMICS

VIKTORIIA BOROVIK, PAUL BREIDING, JAVIER DEL PINO, MATEUSZ MICHA LEK,
AND ODED ZILBERBERG

Abstract. We provide an approach to counting roots of polynomial systems,
where each polynomial is a general linear combination of prescribed, fixed
polynomials. Our tools rely on the theory of Khovanskii bases, combined with
toric geometry, the Bernstein–Khovanskii–Kushnirenko (BKK) Theorem, and
fiber products.

As a direct application of this theory, we solve the problem of counting
the number of approximate stationary states for coupled driven nonlinear res-
onators. We set up a system of polynomial equations that depends on three
numbers N,n and M and whose solutions model the stationary states. The
parameter N is the number of coupled resonators, 2n ´ 1 is the degree of
nonlinearity of the underlying differential equation, and M is the number of
frequencies used in the approximation. We use our main theorems, that is,
the generalized BKK Theorem 2.5 and the Decoupling Theorem 3.8, to count
the number of (complex) solutions of the polynomial system for an arbitrary
degree of nonlinearity 2n´1 ě 3, any number of resonators N ě 1, and M “ 1
harmonic. We also solve the case N “ 1, n “ 2 and M “ 2 and give a compu-
tational way to check the number of solutions for N “ 1, n “ 2 and M ą 2.
This extends the results of [5].

1. Introduction

Counting solutions of a polynomial system is a common problem in mathemat-
ics with a broad variety of practical applications. However, equations in prac-
tical applications are usually highly structured, and general root counts such as
Bézout’s [34, Theorem 2.16] or Bernstein–Khovanskii–Kushnirenko (BKK) The-
orem [2] tend to overestimate the actual number of solutions. The goal of this
article is to develop techniques for counting complex solutions of such structured
polynomial systems.

One of our main findings is Theorem 2.5, which generalizes the BKK theorem.
We summarize the statement of the theorem. Let

(1) f
p1q
1 pxq “ ¨ ¨ ¨ “ f

p1q
k1

pxq “ ¨ ¨ ¨ “ f
prq
1 pxq “ ¨ ¨ ¨ “ f

prq
kr

pxq “ 0

be a system of m “ k1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` kr polynomials in m variables x “ px1, . . . , xmq,
that are partitioned into r blocks f

piq
1 , . . . , f

piq
ki

for 1 ď i ď r. Assume that there
are r distinct finite sets of polynomials A1, . . . ,Ar such that the polynomials in
the i-th block are linear combinations of those in Ai. In Theorem 2.5, we establish
conditions under which the number of complex solutions of the system (1) can be
expressed as a mixed volume of m polytopes. To achieve this, we utilize the theory
of Khovanskii bases [27]. A notable outcome of this theorem is Theorem 2.7, which

Key words and phrases. Khovanskii bases, BKK Theorem, fiber products, multigraded Hilbert
functions.
V.B. and P.B.: Supported by Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG). Projektnr. 445466444.
M.M.: Supported by the DFG grant 467575307.

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2306.07897v1


2 V. BOROVIK, P. BREIDING, J. DEL PINO, M. MICHA LEK, AND O. ZILBERBERG

applies when there is only one block (r “ 1) and the polynomials in (1) are all
linear combinations of the same set of polynomials.

We apply our results to a class of polynomial systems that we obtain from
studying the stationary motion of driven coupled nonlinear resonators. The latter
involves a set of time-dependent nonlinear ordinary differential equations that arise
across multiple fields of natural science [30, 37]. The dynamics of such complex
systems are approximated using a so-called Harmonic Balance ansatz [30]. The
condition for stationary motion entails a system of polynomial equations [37] that
depends on three parameters N,n and M . The parameter N is the number of
coupled resonators, 2n´1 is the degree of nonlinearity of the underlying differential
equation, and M is the number of frequencies used in the approximation. We
use our main theorems (Theorems 2.5 and 2.7) to count the number of (complex)
solutions of the polynomial system for an arbitrary degree of nonlinearity 2n´1 ě 3,
any number of resonators N ě 1, and M “ 1 frequency. We also solve the case
N “ 1, n “ 2 and M “ 2. This extends the result in [5], where the authors
computed the number of solutions in the case n “ 2,M “ 1 and N arbitrary.

When we have at least two coupled resonators, the resulting polynomial system
has a particular structure that we exploit further. In this setting, we can find

another partition of the set A :“ Ťr
i“1 Ai into d sets A “ Ťd

j“1 Bj that do not

share variables. We prove what we call the Decoupling Theorem (Theorem 3.8).
More precisely, this theorem says that verifying a Khovanskii basis for (1) can be
done by verifying a Khovanskii basis independently for each set Bj , j “ 1, ..., d. In
our case, this significantly reduces the complexity of the problem, because we can
“decouple” the involved computations and break them into simpler tasks.

Many of our motivations come from physics while our computational methods
come from algebra and algebraic geometry. We therefore make an effort to include
all basic definitions that are used throughout the article. Still, we advise the reader
to consult [34, Chapters 1 and 2] or [8] for basics about ideals, rings and varieties.
Readers not familiar with Gröbner bases or monomial algebras are referred to [42]
and [34, Chapters 8 and 13.3]. A very beautiful and comprehensive presentation of
toric varieties, as well as basics of algebraic geometry, can be found in [9].

Outline. The paper is structured as follows: in Section 2, we review the funda-
mental concepts of Khovanskii bases and methods for counting complex roots of
polynomial systems, including the proof of Theorem 2.5. Section 3 is dedicated
to exploring fiber products of unirational varieties and establishing the Decoupling
Theorem (Theorem 3.8). These two sections comprise the algebra part of the paper.

The remaining sections address the problem of approximating stationary non-
linear dynamics. Section 4 involves the derivation of polynomial systems for the
approximate stationary motion of coupled nonlinear resonators. In Section 5, we
find a Khovanskii basis and the number of complex solutions for the nonlinear res-
onators problem with high nonlinearities (N,n arbitrary and M “ 1) and apply
Theorem 2.7. Lastly, in Section 6, we apply Theorem 2.5 to the theory of resonator
networks with N “ 1, n “ 2 and M “ 2.

Notation. We write Pa for the a-dimensional projective space, that is the space

of lines in Ca`1 through the origin. We interchangeably write a1 ¨ ¨ ¨ ak “ śk
i“1 ai.

We use boldface to denote a sequence of elements, e.g. x “ px1, . . . , xnq.
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2. Khovanskii bases and root counting

In this section, we recall the key definitions and properties of Khovanskii bases, as
well as how we can use them for counting complex solutions of polynomial systems.
For more details see [25] or [27].

Assume we have a polynomial system of m equations

(2) f1pxq “ ¨ ¨ ¨ “ fmpxq “ 0

in m variables x “ px1, . . . , xmq, and we are interested in the number of its complex
solutions. The BKK Theorem is the result of a series of articles [2,28,31]. It provides
a way for computing an upper bound for the number of solutions in the torus pCˆqm,
where Cˆ “ Czt0u. For the statement of the theorem, we recall that the Newton
polytope of a multivariate polynomial is f “

ř

αPA cαx
α, where cα ‰ 0, is a convex

hull of the exponents vectors α P A Ă Zm. Given m polytopes P1, . . . , Pm Ă Rm

consider the Minkowski sum

P pλq :“ λ1P1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` λmPm,

where λ “ pλ1, . . . , λmq. The scaled volume m! ¨ volpP pλqq is a homogeneous
polynomial of degree m in λ, and the coefficient of the monomial λ1 ¨ ¨ ¨λm is called
the mixed volume of the Pi’s, denoted as MVpP1, . . . , Pmq. For more information
about the mixed volume of polytopes, we refer to [3].

Theorem 2.1 (The BKK Theorem). Let f1pxq “ ¨ ¨ ¨ “ fmpxq “ 0 in pCˆqm be
a system of polynomial equations. For every 1 ď i ď m let Pi denote the Newton
polytope of fi.

(1) The number of isolated zeros in pCˆqm of this system, counting multiplici-
ties, is bounded above by the mixed volume MVpP1, . . . , Pmq.

(2) There is a proper algebraic subvariety in the space of coefficients of mono-
mials appearing in the fi’s, such that when the coefficients of the system
are outside this subvariety, the number of isolated solutions in pCˆqm is
exactly MVpP1, . . . , Pmq (we call such a system “general”).

(3) In particular, when P :“ P1 “ . . . “ Pm, then the number of solutions of
the general system is equal to m! ¨ volpP q.

Proof. See [12, Theorem 1.2]. �

Remark 2.2. The BKK Theorem holds for the more general case of Laurent poly-
nomials ; i.e., polynomials with exponent vectors in Zm.

Theorem 2.1 implies that the number of zeros of most polynomial systems is
given by the mixed volume of their Newton polytopes. However, concrete examples
are often not general and have the property that their number of solutions is much
smaller than this mixed volume. Khovanskii bases can sometimes be used to solve
this issue and provide a tighter upper bound. In the following, we first define the
notion of Khovanskii basis and then prove a generalization of the BKK Theorem
for Khovanskii bases (see Theorem 2.5 below).

Let us denote the ring of polynomials in x with coefficients in the complex
numbers C by Crxs “ Crx1, . . . , xms and consider r distinct sets of polynomials

Aj “ thj,0, . . . , hj,aj
u Ă Crxs, 1 ď j ď r.

Assume that system (2) consists of r blocks with kj equations in each block. After
relabeling we get (as in (1)):

(3) f
pjq
1 pxq “ ¨ ¨ ¨ “ f

pjq
kj

pxq “ 0, j “ 1, . . . , r.
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Furthermore, assume that each equation in the block j is a linear combination of
polynomials from Aj :

(4) f
pjq
k pxq “

aj
ÿ

l“0

λk,l hj,lpxq, 1 ď k ď kj ,

where λk,l P C are coefficients. As in [23], we will call the system (3) unmixed
when r “ 1, fully mixed when r “ n, and semimixed for arbitrary r. We will
now concentrate on semimixed systems, since fully mixed and unmixed systems are
special cases of them.

We write
Pa1,...,ar :“ Pa1 ˆ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˆ Par

and consider the rational map:

φ : Cm
99K Pa1,...,ar

x ÞÑ
`

rh1,0pxq : . . . : h1,a1
pxqs, . . . , rhr,0pxq : . . . : hr,ar

pxqs
˘

.

The dashed arrow indicates that the map is defined outside the joint zero locus
of thj,luaj

l“1 for each j “ 1, . . . , r. Next, we fix a monomial order ą on Crxs and
consider the corresponding map of leading terms relative to this order:

φin : Cm
99K Pa1,...,ar

x ÞÑ
`

rLTph1,0pxqq : . . . : LTph1,a1
pxqqs, . . . , rLTphr,0pxqq : . . . : LTphr,ar

pxqqs
˘

.

The Zariski closures, which are also the Euclidean closures in this case, of the
images of these two maps are denoted by

X :“ imφ and Y :“ imφin.

Without loss of generality, we can assume that homogeneous coordinate rings
of varieties X and Y are embedded, as multigraded C-algebras, into a polynomial
ring Crs,xs, where s “ ps1, . . . , srq. Denote

S :“
à

αPNr

sαV α

with sα “ sα1

1 ¨ ¨ ¨ sαr
r , V α “ V α1

1 ¨ ¨ ¨V αr
r , where Vj “ spanCtAju and V

αj

j is spanned

by all αj-fold products of elements in Vj . We extend the monomial order on Crxs
to a degree compatible monomial order on Crs,xs, i.e. sαxa

ą sβxb whenever
we have α ą β or α “ β, a ą b. We slightly abuse the notation using ą as the
monomial order on Crxs and Crs,xs and Crss, using canonical inclusions, as well
as on Nm, Nr`m and Nr. Then, the initial algebra is spanned by the leading terms
of all elements of S:

Sin “ spanCtLTpfq | f P Su.
Definition 2.3 (Khovanskii basis). A subset of elements G Ă S is called a
Khovanskii basis if the leading monomials of the elements in G generate the initial
algebra Sin.

Remark 2.4. Khovanskii bases are defined for more general objects than subal-
gebras of polynomial rings through the concept of valuations. Nevertheless, in this
paper, we work only with unirational varieties and deal only with subalgebras of
polynomial rings, so in our case we always use a valuation coming from a monomial
order on Crxs.

The following maps are called the Hilbert functions of varieties X and Y , respec-
tively.

HX : Zr
ě0 Ñ Zě0, α “ pα1, . . . , αrq ÞÑ dimCpCrXsαq,

HY : Zr
ě0 Ñ Zě0, α “ pα1, . . . , αrq ÞÑ dimCpCrY sαq,
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where the subscript α denotes the part of the ring of degree α and deg sαxa “ α,
i.e. the grading is only through the s variables.

Just as in the univariate case, the functions HXpαq, HY pαq coincide with the
integer-valued polynomials HPXpαq, HPY pαq for α " 0, which can be written as
follows (see [7, Theorem 3.1]):

HPXpαq “
ÿ

i1,...,irě0

epi1, . . . , irq
ˆ

α1 ` i1

i1

˙

¨ ¨ ¨
ˆ

αr ` ir

ir

˙

,

HPY pαq “
ÿ

i1,...,irě0

einpi1, . . . , irq
ˆ

α1 ` i1

i1

˙

¨ ¨ ¨
ˆ

αr ` ir

ir

˙

,

For all tuples pi1, . . . , irq with i1 ` . . .` ir “ dimX the numbers epi1, . . . , irq ě 0
are called the mixed multiplicities of CrXs or multidegrees of X . The geometric
interpretation of these numbers is that they are equal to the number of points in
the intersection of X with the product

L1 ˆ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˆ Lr Ă Pa1,...,ar ,

where Lj Ď Paj is a general linear subspace of codimension ij for each 1 ď j ď r

(see [7, Theorem 4.7]). If the Lj ’s are not general, the number of isolated points in
the intersection X X pL1 ˆ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˆ Lrq, is bounded by this multidegree.

Similarly, we call the numbers einpi1, . . . , irq multidegrees of Y , and we have a
corresponding interpretation of the multidegrees as the number of points in the
intersection of Y with a product of linear subspaces.

The following theorem generalizes the BKK Theorem to Khovanskii bases.

Theorem 2.5. Suppose that we have a semimixed system of polynomials as in
Equation (3) with blocks of size pk1, . . . , krq and that

(1) the maps φ and φin are generically injective;

(2) the polynomials
Ťr

j“1tsjh | h P Aju Ă Crs,xs form a Khovanskii basis for
the subalgebra S.

Then the number of isolated solutions of Eqs. (3) is bounded by

epk1, . . . , krq “ einpk1, . . . , krq “ MVpQ1rk1s, . . . , Qrrkrsq,

where Qj is the convex hull of the exponents of tLTphq | h P Aju for every 1 ď j ď r

and

MVpQ1rk1s, . . . , Qrrkrsq :“ MVpQ1, . . . , Q1
looooomooooon

k1

, . . . , Qr, . . . , Qr
looooomooooon

kr

q.

Furthermore, for general λk,l P C from Eq. (4), the number of solutions of Eqs. (3)
is equal to MVpQ1rk1s, . . . , Qrrkrsq.

Proof. For each j “ 1, . . . , r there is a natural correspondence between the choice
of λk,l’s and the choice of linear subspaces of codimension kj :

Lj “
#

pp1, . . . , paj
q P Paj

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

aj
ÿ

l“1

λ1,lpl “ . . . “
aj
ÿ

l“1

λkj ,lpl “ 0

+

.

If we pick a solution of the system (3), its image is a point in X X pL1 ˆ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˆ Lrq.
On the other hand, as Lj ’s are general, a point in X X pL1 ˆ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˆ Lrq is a general
point of X and hence, by assumption 1, has a unique inverse image under φ. This
inverse image must be a solution to the system (3). Consequently, the required
number of solutions equals to epk1, . . . , krq.
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Assumption 2 implies Sin “ CrY s. As the initial algebra Sin and the algebra S

have the same Hilbert function (see [11, Theorem 15.3]), we obtain

epk1, . . . , krq “ einpk1, . . . , krq.
The last equality follows from the BKK Theorem (see also [26, Theorem 4.14]). �

Remark 2.6. Assumption 1 can be relaxed to the assumption that the maps φ

and φin have finite degrees, where by the degree of a map we mean the cardinality
of a general fiber. In this case, the number of solutions is equal to

degpφq ¨ epk1, . . . , krq ,
and the mixed volume must be divided by the degree of the map φin.

We also note that the degree of the latter map equals the index of the sublattice
generated by the exponents of the monomials LTphj,0pxqq´1 ¨ LTphj,lpxqq, where
1 ď l ď aj , inside the lattice Zm.

As a direct corollary, we obtain the following theorem for unmixed systems, an
alternative proof of which can be found, for example, in [5].

Theorem 2.7. Consider a ` 1 polynomials h0, . . . , ha such that in (2) we have

fipxq “
a
ÿ

l“0

λi,lhlpxq, 1 ď i ď m;

i.e., we have r “ 1 block. Let Q be a convex hull of the exponents of LTphlq
for l “ 0, . . . , a. Assume that in this setting

(1) the maps φ and φin are generically injective;

(2) the polynomials tsh0, . . . , shau Ă Crs,xs form a Khovanskii basis for the
subalgebra they generate.

Then, the number of solutions of the system (2) for general λi,l P C equals

m! ¨ volpQq “ degX “ deg Y,

where, as above, X “ imφ and Y “ imφin are the image closures of the polynomial
maps φpxq “ rh0 : ¨ ¨ ¨ : has and φinpxq “ rLTph0q : ¨ ¨ ¨ : LTphaqs, respectively.

To summarize, the two theorems above say that, using Khovanskii bases, we can
replace each polynomial hi in the linear combination (4) by its leading term without
changing the number of solutions. The new system will be a linear combination
of monomials, for which we can apply the BKK Theorem. The following example
shows that working with Khovanskii bases is necessary.

Example 2.8. The polynomials spx2 `xq, spxy`yq, spy2 `1q, spy3 `2q P Crs, x, ys
do not form a Khovanskii basis. If we take two general linear combinations of
x2 `x, xy`y, y2 `1, y3 `2, the system will have six solutions. However, if we take
two general linear combinations of the leading monomials x2, xy, y2, y3, we always
obtain the solution p0, 0q and there will be two other solutions. We note that these
are the leading monomials with respect to any term order. ˛
Remark 2.9. The mixed volume satisfies the so-called monotonicity property:
MVpP1, . . . , Pmq ď MVpQ1, . . . , Qmq, where Pi Ď Qi. Hence, we always have

MVpP1, . . . , Pmq ď m! ¨ volpconvpP1, . . . , Pmqq.
So the bound from Theorem 2.5 is tighter than in Theorem 2.7. Nevertheless, it can
be more convenient in practice to assume that the system is unmixed by checking
the simpler condition from Theorem 2.7.

The following example illustrates a case when the condition of Theorem 2.7 is
satisfied, but that of Theorem 2.5 is not.
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Example 2.10. Consider two polynomial equations

λ1 ` λ2y ` λ3px3 ` xy2q “ λ4 ` λ5x ` λ6px2y ` y3q “ 0

in the two variables px, yq and with coefficients λ1, . . . , λ6 P C. The polynomials
s1, s1y, s1px3`xy2q, s2, s2x, s2px2y`y3q P Crs1, s2, x, ys do not form a Khovanskii
basis for the subalgebra they generate for any term order. On the other hand, the
polynomials s, sx, sy, spx3 ` xy2q, spx2y ` y3q P Crs, x, ys do form a Khovanskii
basis for any term order. ˛

At the end of this section, we recall a theorem of Kaveh and Manon that will help
us to prove when a set of polynomials is a Khovanskii basis. The result is based on
the subduction algorithm. For the statement, recall that a homogeneous ideal I in
a graded ring R “ À

α Rα is an ideal generated by homogeneous elements; i.e., by
elements that are contained in one of the Rα.

Theorem 2.11. Let Y be defined as above and tp1, . . . , pku be generators of the
homogeneous ideal IpY q. Then G :“ Ťr

j“1tsjh | h P Aju is a Khovanskii basis for
the subalgebra S, if and only if the remainder of

plps1h1,0, . . . , s1h1,a1
, . . . , srhr,0, . . . , srhr,ar

q
under subduction by G computed in Algorithm 1 is zero for all l P t1, . . . , ku.
Proof. See [27, Theorem 2.17]. �

Algorithm 1: The Subduction Algorithm

1 Input: A subset G “ tg1, . . . , gtu Ă S and a polynomial f P S.

2 Output: remainder of f under subduction by G.

3 while f is not a constant in C do
4 Find exponents α1, . . . , αt P N0 and c P Cˆ, s.t.

LTpfq “ c ¨ pLTpg1qqα1 ¨ ¨ ¨ pLTpgtqqαt

if no representation exists then
5 return f ;

6 else
7 Replace f Ð pf ´ gα1

1 ¨ ¨ ¨ gαt

t q;
8 end

9 end

10 return f

3. Fiber product of varieties

This section is motivated by the verification of condition 2 from Theorem 2.7
in the case when we have blocks of polynomials that do not share variables. In
particular, this situation appears in the next section, where we study systems of
polynomial equations arising from the method of Harmonic Balance [37].

For basics on polynomial rings, monomial orders, algebraic varieties or toric
varieties, we refer to the textbooks [8, 9, 34, 42].

Let x :“ px1, . . . , xkq and y :“ py1, . . . , ylq be two vectors of variables, such
that xi ‰ yj for all i, j. We consider two polynomial maps:

φ1 : C
k`1 Ñ Cr`1

ps, x1, . . . , xkq ÞÑ ps, s ¨ p1pxq, . . . , s ¨ prpxqq,
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where pi are polynomials in Crxs for all i “ 1, . . . , r and

φ2 : C
l`1 Ñ Cd`1

ps1, y1, . . . , ylq ÞÑ ps1, s1 ¨ q1pyq, . . . , s1 ¨ qdpyqq,
where qj are polynomials in Crys for all j “ 1, . . . , d. We also define the joint
parametrization map

φ : Ck`l`1 Ñ Cr`d`1

ps,x,yq ÞÑ ps, s ¨ p1pxq, . . . , s ¨ prpxq, s ¨ q1pyq, . . . , s ¨ qdpyqq.

Denote the Zariski closures of the images of these maps by

X :“ imφ, X1 :“ imφ1, X2 :“ imφ2.

In this section, our aim is to study the ideal

IpXq Ď Crz, z,ws,
where Crz, z,ws :“ Crz, z1, . . . , zr, w1, . . . , wds, in terms of the ideals

I1 :“ IpX1q Ď Crz0, zs, and I2 :“ IpX2q Ď Crw0,ws.
We note that X is the variety corresponding to the reduced fiber product [20, Sec-

tion 3] of X1 and X2 over the affine line C with the maps given by projections ρ1, ρ2

to the first coordinate.

X X2

X1 C

π2

π1 ρ2

ρ1

Thus, we may naturally identify IpXq with an ideal in Crz0, z, w0,ws{pz0 ´ w0q
and hence with an ideal in Crz0, z, w0,ws that contains pz0 ´w0q. Explicitly, as an
ideal in Crz0, z, w0,ws the ideal IpXq is the radical of the sum of the extensions of

the ideals I1 “ IpX1q, I2 “ IpX2q by comorphisms π
#
1 , π

#
2 , respectively, and the

ideal pz0 ´ w0q.
Set-theoretically, X is also the intersection of the product X1 ˆ X2 with the

hyperplane z0 ´ w0 “ 0. We note that neither intersections with hyperplanes nor
fiber products over affine lines are, in general, reduced.

Example 3.1. Let ρ1 : Crzs Ñ Crzs{pzq and ρ2 : Crzs Ñ Crx, zs{pz ´ x2q be two
morphisms defined by mapping z to the class of z. The fiber product over Crzs is:

Crzs{pzq bCrzs Crx, zs{pz ´ x2q – Crx, zs{pz, z ´ x2q
– Crx, zs{pz, x2q
– Crxs{px2q,

which is non-reduced.
˛

We will also give an example in our setting where the intersection of the affine
variety with the hyperplane is non-reduced. To achieve this, in the next example
we allow the polynomials tpiuri“1 and tqjudj“1 to share the variables.

Example 3.2. Consider the monomial map

φ : C4 Ñ C6, ps, x, s1, yq ÞÑ ps, sx2, sy, s1, s1x, s1yq,
and the corresponding affine toric variety that is the closure of the image of φ. With
Macaulay2 [16] we compute its toric ideal:
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R = QQ[s, s', x, y]

S = QQ[z0..z2, w0..w2]

phi = map(R, S, {s, s*xˆ2, s*y, s', s'*x, s'*y})

kernel phi

The result is xz2w0 ´ z0w2, z2w
2
1 ´ z1w0w2, z1w

2
0 ´ z0w

2
1y. Applying the command

J = kernel phi + ideal {z0 - w0}

radical J == J

returns false. This shows that the ideal is no longer radical after adding the
generator z0 ´ w0.

˛
Let e denote the extension of an ideal by comorphism π

#
i :

IpXiqe Ď Crz0, z, w0,ws, i “ 1, 2.

We have the following main result.

Theorem 3.3. We always have:

IpXq “ Ie1 ` Ie2 ` pz0 ´ w0q.
Equivalently, in the ring Crz, z,ws, the ideal IpXq is generated by the generators
of I1 and the generators of I2, where both variables z0 and w0 are mapped to z.

Proof. Let us write J :“ Ie1 ` Ie2 ` pz0 ´ w0q. Consider the map of C-algebras:

φ# : Crz0, z, w0,ws Ñ Crs,x,ys,
where φ#pz0q “ φ#pw0q “ s, φ#pziq “ s ¨ pi and φ#pwjq “ s ¨ qj . The statement is
equivalent to showing that J “ kerφ#. It is clear that J Ď kerφ# and that both
ideals are homogeneous.

To prove the opposite inclusion, consider the following term order on the mono-
mials in Crz0, z, w0,ws:

‚ First, compare the degree of the monomials, i.e. the order is degree com-
patible.

‚ Next, we consider degrevlex order on z0, z, with z0 the smallest variable.
This monomial order first compares total degrees:

If α0 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` αr ą β0 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` βr, then zα0

0 zα1

1 ¨ ¨ ¨ zαr

r ą z
β0

0 z
β1

1 ¨ ¨ ¨ zβr

r .

On the other hand,

If α0 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` αr “ β0 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` βr, then zα0

0 zα1

1 ¨ ¨ ¨ zαr
r ą z

β0

0 z
β1

1 ¨ ¨ ¨ zβr
r ,

if and only if the smallest index j where αj ´ βj ‰ 0 satisfies αj ´ βj ă 0.
‚ Finally, when the monomials are the same in z0, z, we fix any term order

on w0,w.

Suppose that J ‰ kerφ# and let f P kerφ# be a homogeneous polynomial with
the smallest leading term, that does not belong to J . The contradiction will be
obtained by reducing f modulo J to a polynomial with strictly smaller leading
term.

First, we may assume z0 does not appear in f , by using z0 ´ w0 P J (note that
substituting z0 by w0 only decreases each monomial in the given term order). Let

us write f “ řk
i“1 mipzq ¨ Qipw0,wq, where m1, . . . ,mk are monomials in z and

Q1, . . . , Qk are homogeneous polynomials in w0,w.
Without loss of generality, we may assume that m1 is the largest among the mi’s.

This implies that the leading term of f is the product of m1 and the leading
term of Q1. If Q1 P I2, then m1Q1 P Ie2 and we may reduce the leading term.
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Thus, we may assume Q1 R I2. This means that we can find scalars s̄, ȳ such
that Q1ps̄, qjps̄ȳqq ‰ 0 and s̄ ‰ 0. Consider a new, possibly non-homogeneous,
polynomial:

f̃pzq :“ fpz, s̄, qjps̄ȳqq “
k
ÿ

i“1

mipzq ¨ Qips̄, qjps̄ȳqq P Crzs.

It vanishes on tps̄ ¨ p1pxq, . . . , s̄ ¨ prpxqq | x P Cku Ă Cr. Its leading monomial is m1.

Let pf̃qz0 be the homogenisation of f̃ with
z0

s̄
, which has the same leading

monomial. The homogeneous polynomial pf̃qz0 vanishes on all points of the form

ps, s ¨ p1pxq, . . . , s ¨ prpxqq P Cr`1 and thus pf̃qz0 P I1. Finally, we use pf̃qz0 to
decrease the leading term of f . �

Remark 3.4. In this remark, we present an alternative proof of Theorem 3.3 in
the case when all tpiuri“1 and tqjudj“1 are monomials.

Let J Ă Crz, z,ws be the ideal generated by the generators of Ie1 and Ie2 , after
mapping z0 and w0 to z. Clearly, J Ď IpXq. We prove the opposite inclusion.
As the variety X is parameterized by monomials, IpXq is generated by binomials;
see [34, Lemma 8.8]. We note that all parameterizing monomials are of degree one
in s, thus IpXq is also homogeneous. Let us consider a binomial generator:

m1 ´ m2 P Crz, z,ws.
We have m1 “ a1pz, zq¨b1pwq and m2 “ a2pz, zq¨b2pwq, where a1, a2 are monomials
in the variables z, z and b1, b2 are monomials in the variables w. If deg a1 “ deg a2,
then deg b1 “ deg b2 and thus a1´a2 P I1 and b1´b2 P I2. This impliesm1´m2 P J .
Without loss of generality, assume d :“ deg a1´deg a2 ą 0. Then a1´a2z

d
0 P I1 and

hence f1 :“ a1b1´a2z
db1 P J . However, zdb1 ´b2 P J , as an extension of an element

from I2. Thus, f2 :“ a2z
db1 ´ a2b2 P J . Finally, we have m1 ´ m2 “ f1 ` f2 P J.

This shows IpXq Ă J . �

We note that similar results, even in the toric case, do not hold in general on
the level of Gröbner bases. Example 3.5 below shows two ideals J Ă Crz, zs and
L Ă Crz,ws, such that the union of Gröbner bases for J and L is not a Gröbner
basis for J ` L Ă Crz, z,ws.
Example 3.5. Consider the lex monomial order on Crz, z,ws, where z is the largest
variable and the variables w are smaller than z. Then

J “ xz1z4 ´ z3z2, z2z3 ´ z3
1 , z2z4 ´ z2

1z2y Ă Crz, zs,
L “ xw1w4 ´ w3w2, z2w3 ´ w3

1 , z2w4 ´ w2
1w2y Ă Crz,ws

form Gröbner bases with respect to this order for the ideals they generate. However,
the element z3

2z
2
3w4 ´ z3

4w
2
1w2 P J ` L has leading monomial z3

2z
2
3w4 which is not

divisible by any leading monomial of the elements from the union of Gröbner bases.
˛

However, we have the following positive result.

Proposition 3.6. Let Gi be a reduced degrevlex Gröbner basis for Ii for i “ 1, 2,
where z0, w0 are the smallest variables. Then G1YG2 is a reduced degrevlex Gröbner
basis for IpXq, where z is the smallest variable and the variables w are larger than z.

Proof. By Theorem 3.3,

IpXq “ Ie1 ` Ie2 Ď Crz, z,ws.
We will check the Gröbner basis property by checking that all S-pairs reduce to
zero. For any two elements in one Gi the S-polynomial reduces to zero with respect
to Gi for each i “ 1, 2.
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Next, note that LTpf1q and LTpf2q cannot contain the variable z, since in this
case all monomials of f1 and f2 contain it, which contradicts the fact that bases
are reduced. Consider a pair f1 P G1 and f2 P G2. Since they are polynomials
in different variables, their leading monomials are relatively prime, and by the
second Buchberger’s criterion the S-polynomial of this pair automatically reduces
to zero. �

From Theorem 3.3 by induction, we obtain the following result.

Theorem 3.7 (Generators of the ideal of a fiber product). For j “ 1, . . . , k
let Xj be the projective variety that is the closure of the image of

ps,xjq ÞÑ ps, s ¨ pj,1pxjq, . . . , s ¨ pj,ij pxjqq.
The ideal of the image of the closure of the map

ps,x1, . . . ,xkq ÞÑ ps, sp1,1px1q, . . . , sp1,i1px1q, . . . , spk,1pxkq, . . . , spk,ikpxkqq
is generated by the union of generators of IpXjq’s (identifying the first variable with
the variable corresponding to s).

3.1. Khovanskii bases for fiber products of toric varieties. Consider the
system of polynomial equations

(5) f1pxq “ ¨ ¨ ¨ “ fmpxq “ 0.

We now use the results from the previous sections to give conditions under which
a Khovanskii basis can be build from Khovanskii bases of subblocks of the system
in (5).

Theorem 3.8 (The Decoupling Theorem). Assume that the polynomials in the
system (5) are linear combinations of polynomials in A Ă Crxs and that A contains
a constant. Suppose that A can be split into d sets

A “
d
ď

i“1

Bi,

such that the polynomials from different sets Bi do not share variables with each
other and each Bi contains a constant. Suppose that for each i “ 1, . . . , d, poly-
nomials from Gi :“ tsih | h P Biu form a Khovanskii basis of the subalgebra they
generate. Then,

G :“ tsh | h P Au
also form a Khovanskii basis for the subalgebra they generate.

Remark 3.9. The interpretation of the d sets in this theorem is different than
the interpretation of the r blocks in Theorem 2.5. First of all, in Theorem 2.5 the
polynomials from different blocks Ai can share variables. Second, we will apply
the Decoupling Theorem above only when considering unmixed (but not general)
systems, so r “ 1 and A “ A1.

Proof of Theorem 3.8. By Theorem 2.11, checking that the set of linearly indepen-
dent polynomials is a Khovanskii basis consists of two parts:

‚ Finding homogeneous binomial generators of the corresponding toric ideal;
‚ Checking subduction to zero.

For each i “ 1, . . . , r let

Crsi, sihi,1, . . . , sihi,ji s “ Crzi,0, zis{Ii,
where zi “ pzi,1, . . . , zi,jiq and

Crs, sh1,1, . . . , sh1,j1 , . . . , shr,1, . . . , shr,jr s “ Crz0, z1, . . . , zks{I.
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By Theorem 3.7, we know that the generating set of I is a union of generators
of I1, . . . , Ir, assuming that z0 “ z1,0 “ . . . “ zr,0. Since for each ideal we know
that all generators subduct to zero, this is also true for their union. �

Let us define for each set the polytope

(6) Qi “ Convtα | α is the exponent of LTphq, h P Biu.
Using the assumption and the result of Theorem 3.8, by Theorem 2.7, the number
of complex solutions of the polynomial system (5) is bounded by the normalized
volume m! ¨ volpQq, where Q is the subdirect sum of the polytopes Qi, see [5,
Definition 5.4].

Lemma 3.10. m! ¨ volpQq “
r
ś

i“1

m! ¨ volpQiq.

Proof. See [5, Lemma 5.5]. �

Corollary 3.11. When all the sets Bi in Theorem 3.8 have the same structure,
the number of solutions of the system (5) is bounded by pm! ¨ volpQ1qqr, where Q1

is the polytope defined in (6).

4. Dynamical Systems and Nonlinear Differential Equations

We apply the theoretical framework from the previous sections to a counting
problem in physics. We exemplify our technique on a parametrically-driven nonlin-
ear resonator. We show that our procedure provides tighter bounds than existing
methods and can capture the system’s complex behavior.

Nonlinear differential equations are prevalent in physics, describing a wide range
of physical phenomena, from classical mechanics to quantum field theory; see,
e.g., [10, 18, 35, 41]. They arise in many areas of physics, including fluid dynam-
ics [13], electromagnetism [14,38], and statistical mechanics. Nonlinear differential
equations are essential for understanding complex phenomena such as turbulence,
chaos [15], and phase transitions [17, 40]. The study of nonlinear differential equa-
tions is an active area of research, with numerous challenges and opportunities for
both analytical and numerical approaches [1, 24, 30].

Our main focus is on differential equations of the form

(7) :X ` ω2
0 p1 ´ λ cos p2tωqqX ` γ 9X ` FnlpXq “ 0,

which governs a nonlinear resonator amplitude X “ Xptq with natural frequency ω0

subject to a parametric frequency modulation at frequency 2ω with amplitude λ,
damping γ, and a nonlinear restoring force function FnlpXq. We assume that the
latter force depends only on odd powers of X , i.e., it is a p2n´1q-degree polynomial
function

FnlpXq “ α1X
3 ` ... ` αn´1X

2n´1.

The equation above appears in many areas of physics as a model for the behavior
of systems subject to nonlinear restoring forces and damping. Examples include
the dynamics of a mass-spring system subject to periodic forcing or the motion of
a charged particle in a magnetic field. In addition, the equation has been used to
describe the behavior of optical [38], electrical [21], and mechanical systems [32],
such as the dynamics of a laser cavity [19] or the vibrations of a nanomechanical
resonator [10].

Analytical and numerical methods are commonly used to find stationary solu-
tions of non-autonomous differential equations like (7), where the system’s behavior
has the same or commensurate time dependence as the external fields. Analytical
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methods include secular perturbation theory [32] and averaging Floquet expan-
sions [10, 36], which provide approximate or exact solutions for specific types of
differential equations. Numerical methods, such as brute-force time-evolution [6]
relying on finite difference or spectral methods, are used when analytical solutions
are not available. However, numerical methods can be computationally expen-
sive, and their accuracy can be affected by choice of parameters and the numerical
scheme. Therefore, the choice of the method depends on the specific problem and
the desired accuracy. Here, we focus on an analytical method called Harmonic
Balance [30, 37].

4.1. Harmonic Balance. The method of Harmonic Balance is a powerful tech-
nique used to find stationary solutions of nonlinear differential equations [30, 33].
It has been used in various applications, including the analysis of nonlinear res-
onators, nonlinear waves, and nonlinear circuits [37]. The strength of this method
lies in its ability to capture the essential features of the nonlinear dynamics while
providing an explicit solution for the solution’s frequency components.

The premise of Harmonic Balance is to represent the solution as a sum of har-
monic functions with unknown coefficients. These coefficients can be found by
equating the coefficients of the harmonics in the differential equation, resulting in
a set of algebraic equations. We use Theorem 2.5, Theorem 2.7 and the theory of
fiber products of toric varieties to count the number of (complex) solutions of these
algebraic equations.

The subset of real solutions correspond to the physical stationary solutions of
the differential equation. Therefore, the number of real solutions of the polynomial
equations resulting from the method of Harmonic Balance is crucial in understand-
ing the system’s behavior. The number of real solutions can determine whether
the system exhibits intricate behavior, such as multiple steady states, limit cycles,
or chaotic dynamics [41]. Understanding the number of real solutions can pro-
vide valuable insights into the system’s dynamics and inform the design of control
strategies for engineering applications.

4.2. Polynomial Equations. When seeking the stationary behavior (t Ñ 8) of
the equation (7), the Harmonic Balance method (HBM) can be used to obtain
approximate solutions that have a harmonic time dependence, e.g., at the frequency
of time-dependent coefficients or fractions thereof. The HBM assumes that the
solution can be represented by a finite Fourier series, and proposes a truncated
Fourier ansatz of the form:

(8) Xptq “
M
ÿ

k“1

ukptq cospωktq ` vkptq sinpωktq “
M
ÿ

k“1

pakptqeiωkt ` a˚
kptqe´iωktq,

where M is the number of harmonics with frequencies ω1, . . . , ωM included in the
approximation, uk and vk are slowly-evolving real amplitudes, or “quadratures”,
that contain information about the amplitudes and phases of the harmonics. .
Moreover, the complex amplitudes are defined by akptq :“ ukptq ` ivkptq. Their
purpose is to facilitate algebraic manipulations.

The stationary solutions of the system then follow from the substitution of the
ansatz (8) into equation (7) and isolating terms with a given frequency of interest,
as described below. The replacement of the ansatz into the parametric drive term
leads to wave-mixing contributions of the form

cosp2ωtqXptq “1

2

ÿ

k

akptq
´

eipωk´2ωqt ` eipωk`2ωqt
¯

` c.c..(9)

(Here, and also in the following, c.c. refers to the complex conjugate of the first
term).
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Therefore, the substitution reveals oscillatory terms at frequencies ωk ˘2ω. Sim-
ilarly, substitution into the nonlinear force terms Xptq2i´1 introduces the terms

1

22i´1

ÿ

n1`n2`¨¨¨`nq“n
n1,n2,¨¨¨ ,nqě0

ˆ

2i ´ 1
n1, n2, ¨ ¨ ¨ , nq

˙ q
ź

l“1

nl
ÿ

j“0

ˆ

nl

j

˙

a
nl´j
l pa˚

l qj eitpnl´2jqωl ,

which contain sum and differences of 2i´1 frequencies, accounting for all of the so-
called p2iq-wave mixing processes [38]. For clarity, we can evaluate the expression
above for i “ 2, corresponding to a cubic nonlinearity. This is usually the lowest-
order correction to the linear, exactly-solvable limit [37]. The termXptq3 introduces
the following terms:

(10)

paqeiωqt ` a˚
q e

´iωqtq3;

3pajeiωjt ` a˚
j e

´iωjtqpaleiωlt ` a˚
l e

´iωltq2;

6pareiωrt ` a˚
r e

´iωrtqpajeiωjt ` a˚
j e

´iωjtqpaleiωlt ` a˚
l e

´iωltq,
where q, j, l, r P t1, ...,Mu, j ‰ l ‰ r. In other words, we have four-wave mixing
contributions that oscillate at the frequency combinations

∆ω
sr ,sj ,sl
r,j,l “ srωr ` sjωj ` slωl,

where sr, sj, sl “ ˘1 [38].
The stationary solution of the equation (7) (also called stationary-motion condi-

tion) would directly follow from :X “ 9X “ 0 in a time-independent (autonomous)
differential equation. A way to simplify this calculation in the non-autonomous
case is via Krylov-Bogoliubov time-averaging of the equation of motion 7 with a

time T [35]. This approach approximates a system 9X “ εfpX, t, εq dependent on a
small parameter ε ! 1 by the autonomous system [35]

ˆ

9u
9v

˙

“ ε

T

ż T

0

fpu,v, t, 0qdt ” εf̄pu,vq,(11)

where the 2M -vectors u “ pu1, . . . , uM q and v “ pv1, . . . , uM q regroup the har-
monic ansatz amplitudes. The averaging method relies on the cancellation of weak
oscillations over one period, leaving only the constant averaged terms that con-
tribute to long-term behavior. This method is valuable when the nonlinear system
has a separation of time scales, with fast oscillations on a much shorter scale than
the slow dynamics of u and v. Importantly, the dynamical equation for pu,vq cap-
tures the asymptotic behavior of the original system. Additionally, the solutions u
and v provide approximate values of X over a finite time period inversely propor-
tional to the slow time scale, 1{ε. Higher orders can be explored using the so-called
near-identity transformation [22].

Without further specification of the ansatz frequencies ωk’s or the averaging
time T , no harmonics can be allowed to have finite amplitudes in the stationary
limit, namely ak “ 0 (uk “ vk “ 0) is the only possible solution. Non-trivial
solutions can be revealed by the remaining terms in the equation (11) after se-
lecting an appropriate value for T . The simplest nontrivial example arises when
solving the homogeneous differential equation with γ “ 0. The stationary so-
lution, in this case contains only the single harmonic at frequency ω1 “ ω0 i.e.
X0ptq “ a1e

iω0t ` c.c., and aką1 “ 0. The solution X0ptq (natural oscillations)
can be found from substitution of the ansatz (8) and choosing the natural period
T “ 2π{ω0 as the averaging period. The averaging method can be used to in-
troduce corrections to such natural oscillations. Assuming the system is initially
therefore described by the single harmonic with ω1 “ ω0, the impact of parametric
drive will be relevant when ω1 “ ω0 « 2ω: the resulting term in the equation (9)
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will evolve slowly with time and prevail after averaging (indeed, for an arbitrary
long averaging time T Ñ 8 if the condition is exact ω0 “ 2ω). The internal fre-
quency relationship ω0 “ 2ω exemplifies a resonant condition known as parametric
resonance. Parametric resonance amplifies and attenuates oscillatory motion at fre-
quency ω0. More intricate frequency conditions, often referred to as ”multiphoton”
resonances in nonlinear optics [38], can enhance nonlinear wave-mixing processes
in the equation (10). Generally, a nonlinear contribution becomes significant when
averaged over a time T

sr,sj ,sl
r,j,l “ 2π{∆ω

sr,sj ,sl
r,j,l " 1 provided that ω

sr,sj ,sl
r,j,l » 0.

Furthermore, we reduce to terms oscillating at frequencies ∆ω
`,´,˘
r,j,l with ωr “ ωj ,

which describe self-phase and cross-phase modulation processes in nonlinear op-
tics. Here, the phase of propagating waves within a material is influenced by the
material’s intensity-dependent refractive index [29].

The time-averaging process now converts the stationary-motion condition into a
set of polynomial equations. We aim to find all solutions for these equations. In
this article, we count the number of complex solutions of the corresponding system
for two cases:

‚ M “ 1 and arbitrary n,N ;
‚ n “ 2, N “ 1 and arbitrary M .

The equations of motion obtained from this averaging procedure are equivalent to
those found via the Harmonic Balance step.

4.2.1. One resonator and M “ 1 frequency. In the simplest version of the ansatz,
we include a single frequency (M “ 1). For illustration purposes, we first consider
a cubic nonlinearity (2n ´ 1 “ 3), which is often the lowest-order correction to the
linear equation of motion of a harmonic oscillator. It captures the leading nonlinear
effects that become significant when the amplitude of oscillation becomes larger.
Using the ansatz, we obtain

«

:u ` γ 9u ` 2ω 9v ` u
`

ω2
0 ´ ω2

˘

` γωv ´ λω2
0

2
u ` 3α

`

u3 ` uv2
˘

4

ff

cospωtq

`
«

:v ` γ 9v ´ 2ω 9u ` v
`

ω2
0 ´ ω2

˘

´ γωu ` λω2
0

2
v ` 3α

`

v3 ` u2v
˘

4

ff

sinpωtq

`
«

α
`

u3 ´ 3uv2
˘

4
´ λω2

0

2
u

ff

cosp3ωtq `
«

α
`

3u2v ´ v3
˘

4
´ λω2

0

2
v

ff

sinp3ωtq “ 0.

To identify the stationary condition of this system, we impose Harmonic Balance by
matching terms with the same oscillatory dependence on both sides of the equation.
This matching requires the same hypothesis as the averaging method: the slow evo-
lution of the amplitudes uptq and vptq in relation to the ansatz periods 2π{ωk. In line
with this assumption, note that the terms that oscillate at 3ω the X3 term gener-
ates (frequency up-conversion) are disregarded. Such high-frequency contributions
they are not properly balanced under the current ansatz. The resulting conditions
for u, v read a0 ` a1u` a2v ` a3upu2 ` v2q “ b0 ` b1u` b2v ` b3vpu2 ` v2q “ 0 with
coefficients a0, . . . , b3 that depend on the parameters α, ω, ω0, λ.

The generalization to higher nonlinearities, i.e., 2n ´ 1 is the highest degree
of Xptq in the equation (7), produces polynomial equations of the form

(12)
a0 ` a1u ` a2v ` a3upu2 ` v2q ` . . . ` an`1upu2 ` v2qn´1 “ 0,

b0 ` b1u ` b2v ` b3vpu2 ` v2q ` . . . ` bn`1vpu2 ` v2qn´1 “ 0.

In order to prove this statement, it is sufficient to focus on the expression that
results from the insertion of the ansatz for Xptq in a generic term X2n´1. We
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express Xptq in complex form

Xptq “ u cospωtq ` v sinpωtq “ 1

2
paeiωt ` a˚e´iωtq,

where a “ u ` iv. Note that the extraction of the respective coefficients of cospωtq
and sinpωtq in the Harmonic Balance approach is equivalent to filtering the equa-
tions with a window function eiωt along the timescale 2π{ω, i.e., a finite time Fourier
transform.

Lemma 4.1. The Fourier transform paeiωt ` a˚e´iωtq2k`1 over the oscillation

period T “ 2π{ω yields
`

2k`1

k

˘

a|a|2k.

Proof. Applying the binomial theorem, we obtain

paeiωt ` a˚e´iωtq2k`1 “
2k`1
ÿ

j“0

ˆ

2k ` 1
j

˙

a2k`1´2j |a|2jeip2k`1´2jqωt.

We can succinctly express the Fourier transform as

Ikpωq “ ω

2π

ż 2π{ω

0

dt paeiωt ` a˚e´iωtq2k`1e´iωt «
2k`1
ÿ

j“0

ˆ

2k ` 1
j

˙

a2k`1´2j |a|2jδj,k

“
ˆ

2k ` 1

k

˙

a|a|2k.

where we defined the Kronecker delta symbol δj,k “ 1
2π

ş2π

0
dϕ eipj´kqϕ. �

The resulting Harmonic Balance equations are

(13)

ˆ

ω2
0 ´ ω2

2
´ λω2

0

4

˙

u ` γω

2
v `

n´1
ÿ

k“1

αkFkpu, vq “ 0,

ˆ

ω2
0 ´ ω2

2
` λω2

0

4

˙

v ´ γω

2
u `

n´1
ÿ

k“1

αkGkpu, vq “ 0,

where the terms in the sum are given by Fkpu, vq “ RepIkpωqq and Gkpu, vq “
ImpIkpωqq with Ikpωq “ ω

2π

”

ş2π{ω
0

dt Xptq2k`1e´iωt
ı

. By Lemma 4.1,

Fkpu, vq “ 1

22k`1

ˆ

2k ` 1
k

˙

upu2 ` v2qk,

Gkpu, vq “ 1

22k`1

ˆ

2k ` 1
k

˙

vpu2 ` v2qk.

Thus, we obtained algebraic equations exactly of the form (12), where the coeffi-
cients a0, ..., bn`1 satisfy the linear relations

(14) a1 ` b2 “ ω2
0 ´ ω2, a2 ` b1 “ 0 and ak “ bk for k “ 3, ..., n ` 1.

4.2.2. N coupled resonators and M “ 1 frequency. Coupled resonators are de-
scribed by the following system of differential equations, extending (7):

:Xi ` ω2
0 p1 ´ λ cos p2tωqqXi ` γ 9Xi ` α1X

3
i ` ... ` αn´1X

2n´1
i `

ÿ

l‰i

Ji,lXl “ 0,

where Ji,l is a new matrix of parameters representing the coupling between our N
resonators. ForN coupled resonators with p2n´1q-degree nonlinearity and 1 leading
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frequency this leads to 2N algebraic equations in 2N variables u “ pu1, ..., uNq,
v “ pv1, ..., vN q, which come in N pairs:

(15)

“

p1pu, vq, q1pu, vq, . . . , pN pu, vq, qN pu, vq
‰

“ 0, where

pipu, vq “ a0,i ` a1,iui ` a2,ivi ` . . . ` an`1,iuipu2
i ` v2

i qn´1 ` 1

2

ÿ

j‰i

Jj,iuj ,

qipu, vq “ b0,i ` b1,iui ` b2,ivi ` . . . ` bn`1,ivipu2
i ` v2

i qn´1 ` 1

2

ÿ

j‰i

Jj,ivj ,

where a1,i ` b2,i “ ω2
0 ´ ω2, a2,i “ ´b1,i and ak,i “ bk,i for i “ 1, . . . , N and

k “ 3, . . . , n ` 1.

4.2.3. One resonator with n “ 2 and M ą 1 frequencies. For clarity, we will con-
sider only differential equations with a cubic nonlinearity, i.e.,

:X ` ω2
0 p1 ´ λ cos p2tωqqX ` γ 9X ` αX3 “ 0.

Now, we return to the general ansatz of the form (8), where ω1 “ ω and ωk{ω
is irrational for k ą 1 (i.e., the frequencies considered are incommensurate with ω

and with each other). Hence, we assume the frequencies ωk are isolated from one
another, i.e., they do not form a continuous band.

The system of polynomial equations that arises from the coefficients of the har-
monics with frequencies ωk’s, is now defined in 2M variables u “ pu1, . . . , uM q,
v “ pv1, . . . , vM q that appear in M pairs:

“

p1pu, vq, q1pu, vq, . . . , pM pu, vq, qM pu, vq
‰

“ 0.

Each polynomial pair can be written as

pkpu, vq “
ˆ

ω2
0 ´ ω2

2
´ λω2

0

4
δk,1

˙

uk ` γω

2
vk ` αFkpu, vq,

qkpu, vq “
ˆ

ω2
0 ´ ω2

2
` λω2

0

4
δk,1

˙

vk ´ γω

2
uk ` αGkpu, vq.

The linear terms in um and vm within the parentheses, related to the parametric-
frequency modulation equation (9), are similar to those in the M “ 1 case. When
averaging over such a term, we assumed a long averaging timescale T " 1 such that
only the contribution from the first harmonic ω1 “ ω prevails.

The additional terms in pkpu, vq and qkpu, vq, namely Fkpu, vq and Gkpu, vq are
degree three polynomials in analogy to the result of Lemma 4.1 applied to (10). To
comply with our framework, we can simplify matters and retain terms oscillating
with frequencies |ωr ´ ωj ˘ ωl|, and further assume the degenerate case where at
least two frequencies are nearly equal (ωr « ωj). As previously mentioned, these
terms describe self-phase and cross-phase modulation nonlinear processes [29].

Under these assumptions, averaging over the long timescale compared with other
periods T`,`,˘

r,j,l “ 2π{|ωr ` ωj ˘ ωl| keeps only contributions from the cube

pakeiωkt ` a˚
ke

´iωktq3

from (10) and summands such as

(16) 3pakeiωkt ` a˚
ke

´iωktq ¨ 2|al|2, k ‰ l P t1, ...,Mu.
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By Lemma 4.1, the relevant averages give us 3ak|ak|2 and 3 ¨ 2 ¨ ak|al|2 of the
terms (16). Therefore,

Fkpu, vq « 3

8
ukpu2

k ` v2
kq ` 3

4

ÿ

l‰k

ukpu2
l ` v2

l q,

Gkpu, vq « 3

8
vkpu2

k ` v2
kq ` 3

4

ÿ

l‰k

vkpu2
l ` v2

l q.

As a result, the corresponding system of algebraic equations has the form:

(17)

“

p1pu, vq, q1pu, vq, . . . , pM pu, vq, qM pu, vq
‰

“ 0, where

pkpu, vq “ ak,0 ` ak,1uk ` ckvk ` dkukpu2
k ` v2

kq ` 2dk
ÿ

j‰k

ukpu2
j ` v2

j q,

qkpu, vq “ bk,0 ´ ckuk ` bk,1vk ` dkvkpu2
k ` v2

kq ` 2dk
ÿ

j‰k

vkpu2
j ` v2

j q.

5. Algebraic Degree of Coupled resonators: Higher Nonlinearities

We now count the number of complex solutions of the system of polynomial
equations (12) that arise for N “ 1 resonator, M “ 1 frequency and nonlinearity
of degree 2n ´ 1 ě 3.

Theorem 5.1. For general a0, . . . , bn`1 the number of complex solutions pu, vq P C2

of the system of polynomial equations

a0 ` a1u ` a2v ` a3upu2 ` v2q ` . . . ` an`1upu2 ` v2qn´1 “ 0

b0 ` b1u ` b2v ` b3vpu2 ` v2q ` . . . ` bn`1vpu2 ` v2qn´1 “ 0

is 4n ´ 3. This also holds if a0, . . . , bn`1 are determined by a general choice of the
physical parameters ω0, ω, λ, γ, α1, . . . αk from (13).

We prove Theorem 5.1 in the next two subsections. First, however, let us use the
theorem together with the results from Section 3 to compute the general number
of solutions of the system (15), where N systems of the form in Theorem 5.1 are
coupled. In this case, we have in total 2N equations in 2N variables u “ pu1, ..., uNq
and v “ pv1, ..., vN q, which come in N pairs:

(18)

“

p1pu, vq, q1pu, vq, . . . , pN pu, vq, qN pu, vq
‰

“ 0, where

pipu, vq “ a0,i ` a1,iui ` a2,ivi ` . . . ` an`1,iuipu2
i ` v2

i qn´1 `
ÿ

j‰i

cj,ivj ,

qipu, vq “ b0,i ` b1,iui ` b2,ivi ` . . . ` bn`1,ivipu2
i ` v2

i qn´1 `
ÿ

j‰i

dj,iuj .

Theorem 5.2. For general coefficients ak,i, bk,i, cj,i, dj,i the number of complex so-
lutions pu, vq P C2N of the system (18) is p4n´3qN . This also holds if ak,i, bk,i, cj,i, dj,i
are determined by a general choice of the physical parameters ω0, ω, λ, γ, α1, . . . αk

from (13) (where we have one choice for each i).

Proof. First, let us consider system of the form (18) with all parameters cj,i, dj,i
specialized to 0 and aj,i, bj,i general. Such system corresponds to decoupled res-
onators and is given by N independent blocks of type (12). By Theorem 5.1, the
number of its complex solutions is p4n´3qN . Since with the specialization of the co-
efficients the number of solutions can only decrease (see, e.g., [39, Theorem 7.1.4]),
the number of isolated solutions of general system (18) is at least p4n ´ 3qN .
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For the upper bound, it is proved in Lemma 5.4 below that
 

si, siui, sivi, siuipu2
i ` v2

i q, . . . , sivipu2
i ` v2

i qn´1
(

is a Khovanskii basis of the subalgebra they generate for each i “ 1, ..., N . Then
by Theorem 3.8, the polynomials

ts, su1, sv1, su1pu2
1 ` v2

1q, . . . , sv1pu2
1 ` v2

1qn´1,

su2, sv2, su2pu2
2 ` v2

2q, . . . , sv2pu2
2 ` v2

1qn´1,

...

suN , svN , suN pu2
N ` v2

N q, . . . , svN pu2
N ` v2

N qn´1u
also form a Khovanskii basis of the subalgebra they generate. Applying Corol-
lary 3.11, we obtain that the number of solutions is at most p4n ´ 3qN . �

For the proof of Theorem 5.1, we first prove that 4n ´ 3 is a lower bound and
second that 4n ´ 3 is also an upper bound for the number of solutions.

5.1. Lower bound for Theorem 5.1. Denote r2 :“ u2 `v2. In the two equations
of Theorem 5.1, we set a1 “ ω2

0 ´ ω2, a2 “ ´b1 “ an`1 “ bn`1 “ 1 and the other
parameters to zero. We get:

pω2
0 ´ ω2qu ` v ` ur2n´2 “ ´u ` vr2n´2 “ 0.

Notice that p0, 0q is a solution. Moreover, if u “ 0, we also have v “ 0. Conversely,
if v “ 0, we also have u “ 0. So let us assume u, v ‰ 0. We plug u “ vr2n´2 into
the first equation to get

v
`

1 ` pω2
0 ´ ω2qr2n´2 ` r4n´4

˘

“ 0.

Treating r2 as a variable this has 2n´2 distinct solutions for ω2
0 ´ω2 ‰ ˘2. Denote

as s :“ r2 such a solution. This gives the system u2`v2´s “ ´u`vsn´1 “ 0 with 2
solutions for ω2

0 ´ω2 ‰ 0. In total, we therefore have 2 ¨p2n´2q`1 “ 4n´3 isolated
solutions in C2 for general ω2

0 ´ ω2. Since substituting coefficients by complex
numbers can only decrease the number of isolated solutions (see, e.g., [39, Theorem
7.1.4]), this shows that 4n ´ 3 is a lower bound. Our choices of parameters satisfy
the linear relations in (14). Thus, the lower bound holds also in this case.

5.2. Upper bound for Theorem 5.1. When a0, b0 ‰ 0, and other parameters
are general, then a zero pu, vq must satisfy u, v ‰ 0; i.e., it must be in the torus
pCzt0uq ˆ pCzt0uq. We can therefore use Theorem 2.7 to compute an upper bound
for the number of zeros for general a0, . . . , bn`1.

The main task is thus to prove that
 

s, su, sv, supu2 ` v2q, svpu2 ` v2q, . . . , supu2 ` v2qn´1, svpu2 ` v2qn´1
(

is a Khovanskii basis of the subalgebra that these polynomials generate. For this,
we consider a monomial order ą with u ą v. We write

h0 “ 1 and h2k´1 “ upu2 ` v2qk´1, h2k “ vpu2 ` v2qk´1, k ě 1.

The leading terms of the polynomials sh0, sh1, sh2, . . . , sh2n with respect to the
chosen order ą are respectively

s, su, sv, su3, svu2, su5, svu4, . . . , su2n´1, svu2n´2.

The convex hull of the exponents of these leading monomials is the trapezoid.
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(0,0) (1,0) (3,0) (5,0)

(2,1) (4,1)(0,1)

(2n ´ 1,0)

(2n ´ 2,1)

Its normalised volume is p2n ´ 1q ¨ 2 ´ 1 “ 4n ´ 3. Therefore, if we can show that
sh0, . . . , sh2n form a Khovanski basis, Theorem 2.7 implies that 4n´ 3 is an upper
bound for the number of solutions.

Our proof strategy is based on the method by Kaveh and Manon that we have
recalled in Theorem 2.11. Let z0, z1, . . . , z2n be coordinates on P2n and Y Ă P2n

be a projective toric variety obtained from the monomial map

φ : ps, u, vq ÞÑ r s
z0

: su
z1

: sv
z2

: su3

z3
: svu2

z4
: su5

z5
: svu4

z6
: . . . : su2n´1

z2n´1

: svu2n´2

z2n
s P P2n.

In the first step, we determine the generators of the toric ideal IpY q (Lemma 5.3).
Then, we show that after substituting the shi’s into the generating binomials
of IpY q they reduce to zero (Lemma 5.4), so that the shi’s indeed form a Kho-
vanskii basis by Theorem 2.11.

Lemma 5.3. Consider the polynomials

(19)

gm :“ z2
0zm ´ z2

1zm´2 for 2n ě m ě 3,

fl,m :“
#

zlzm ´ zl`1zm´1, if l ` m is odd

zlzm ´ zl`2zm´2, if l ` m is even
for 2n ě m ě l ` 3 ě 4.

They form a Gröbner basis of IpY q with respect to the DegLex monomial ordering
(z0 ą z1 ą . . . ą z2n). In particular,

IpY q “ xg3, . . . , g2n, f1,4, . . . , f2n´3,2ny.

Proof. One can check directly that gm ˝ φ “ 0 and fl,m ˝ φ “ 0 for all l,m. This
shows gm P IpY q and fl,m P IpY q. Observe that

LTpgmq “ z2
0zm and LTpfl,mq “ zlzm.

Let p P IpY q be an arbitrary homogeneous binomial. Denote by l the smallest index
of the variables in p. We show that

(1) if l “ 0, then LTpgmq | LTppq for some m ě l ` 3;

(2) if l ě 1, then LTpfl,mq | LTppq for some m ě l ` 3.

By construction, LTppq depends on zl. The idea of the proof is to show that LTppq
depends also on zm with m ě l ` 3, and that z0 appears with an even power.
Consequently, if l ě 1, we then have LTpfl,mq | LTppq, and if l “ 0, since the power
of z0 in the leading term of p is even, we have LTpgkq | LTppq.

We consider the map Φ: Z2n`1 Ñ Z3 defined by

Φpc0, . . . , c2nq “ c0

»

–

1
0
0

fi

fl` c1

»

–

1
1
0

fi

fl` c2

»

–

1
0
1

fi

fl` ¨ ¨ ¨` c2n´1

»

–

1
2n ´ 1

0

fi

fl` c2n

»

–

1
2n ´ 2

1

fi

fl ,

where vectors to the right are the exponents of the monomials defining the monomial
map above. Then, e.g. by [43, Theorem 2.19],

IpY q “ xzm` ´ zm´ | m P kerΦy.
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Notice that m “ pm0, . . . ,m2nq P kerΦ, if and only if pm0, . . . ,m2nq is a solution
of the system of linear equations:

0 “ m0 ` . . . ` m2n,

0 “ m2 ` m4 ` m6 ` . . . ` m2n,

0 “ m1 ` 3m3 ` 2m4 ` 5m5 ` . . . ` p2n ´ 2qm2n.

This is equivalent to

m0 “ 2m3 ` 2m4 ` 4m5 ` 4m6 ` . . . ` p2n ´ 2qm2n´1 ` p2n ´ 2qm2n,

m1 “ ´3m3 ´ 2m4 ´ 5m5 ´ . . . ´ p2n ´ 2qm2n,

m2 “ ´m4 ´ m6 ´ . . . ´ m2n.

In particular m0 is even, so the power of z0 appearing in the generators of IpY q is
always even.

It remains to show that LTppq depends on zm with m ě l ` 3. Suppose that the
contrary holds and that the leading term of p only depends on zl, zl`1 and zl`2.
Then

p “ zal z
b
l`1z

c
l`2 ´

ź

qěl`1

zdq

q for a ą 0 and a ` b ` c “
ÿ

qěl`1

dq.

First, we immediately obtain a contradiction when l “ 0. Indeed, in this case, the
monomial pzal zbl`1z

c
l`2q ˝ φ is of degree strictly smaller than a ` b ` c and cannot

equal pśqěl`1 z
dq

q q ˝φ, which is of degree greater or equal to
ř

qěl`1 dq “ a` b` c.
Thus, from now on we suppose l ą 0.

We can assume that the variables occur only once in the binomial. There-
fore, zl`1 and zl`2 can occur in the second term only if b “ 0 or c “ 0, respectively.

In fact, the variable zl`1 never occurs in the second term. Indeed, if b “ 0 and l

is odd, note that v ∤ pzl ˝ φqapzl`2 ˝ φqc and v | pzl`1 ˝ φq. This implies q ě l ` 2,
because p ˝ φ must be identically zero. On the other hand, when b “ 0 and l is
even, va`c | pzl ˝ φqapzl`2 ˝ φqc, and since a ` c “ ř

dq and v only appears in zq
with q even, every q must be even. Again we get q ě l ` 2.

Let us now denote by A the power of u in pzl ˝φqapzl`1 ˝φqbpzl`2 ˝φqc and by B

the power of u in the second term
ś

qěl`2pzq ˝ φqdq . As p ˝ φ “ 0 we must have

A “ B.

If l is odd, then

A :“ la ` pl ´ 1qb ` pl ` 2qc and B :“
ÿ

qěl`2 odd

q ¨ dq `
ÿ

qěl`2 even

pq ´ 2q ¨ dq.

Since v must appear in equal quantities in both terms, we have b “ ř

qěl`2 even dq.

Furthermore, from homogeneity we obtain a ` c “
ř

qěl`2 odd dq. Since q ě l ` 2,

B “ qpa ` cq ` pq ´ 2qb ě pl ` 2qpa ` cq ` lb ą A,

which contradicts A “ B.
Similarly, when l is even we have

A :“ pl ´ 2qa ` pl ` 1qb ` lc and B :“
ÿ

qěl`2 odd

q ¨ dq `
ÿ

qěl`2 even

pq ´ 2q ¨ dq.

Since v must appear in equal quantities in both terms, a ` c “
ř

qěl`2 even dq, and

from homogeneity we obtain b “ ř

q odd dq. This yields

B “ qb ` pq ´ 2qpa ` cq ě pl ` 2qb ` lpa ` cq ą A,

which again contradicts A “ B. Thus, zm for some m ě l appears in the leading
term of p and the proof is complete. �
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Lemma 5.4. The polynomials tsh0, sh1, sh2, . . . , sh2nu are a Khovanskii basis
for the subalgebra

S :“ C rsh0, sh1, sh2, . . . , sh2ns Ă Crs, u, vs.

Proof. In the previous lemma, we showed that IpY q is generated by the polynomials
tg3, . . . , g2n, f1,4, . . . , f2n´3,2nu listed in (19). By Theorem 2.11, it suffices to
check that for any p P tg3, . . . , g2n, f1,4, . . . , f2n´3,2nu the subduction algorithm
(Algorithm 1) reduces ppsh0, . . . , sh2nq to zero. One can check directly that

fl,mpsh0, . . . , sh2nq “ 0 for all 2n ě m ě l ` 3 ě 4.

For the other polynomials, we have

gmpsh0, . . . , sh2nq “ psh0q2shm ´ psh1q2pshm´2q.
Here, we consider the cases m even and odd separately. First, assume m “ 2k is
even. In this case, shm “ svpu2 ` v2qk´1 and shm´2 “ svpu2 ` v2qk´2, so that

g2kpsh0, . . . , sh2nq “ s3vpu2 ` v2qk´1 ´ s3u2vpu2 ` v2qk´2

“ s3v3pu2 ` v2qk´2

“ psvq2
`

svpu2 ` v2qk´2
˘

“ psh2q2 ¨ sh2k´2,

so that g2kpsh0, . . . , sh2nq reduces to zero in one step of Algorithm 1.
If m “ 2k`1, we have shm “ supu2 ` v2qk and shm´2 “ supu2 ` v2qk´1. Hence,

gmpsh0, . . . , sh2nq “ s3upu2 ` v2qk ´ s3u3pu2 ` v2qk´1

“ s3v2upu2 ` v2qk´1

“ psvq2
`

supu2 ` v2qk´1
˘

“ psh2q2 ¨ sh2k´1.

Also in this case Algorithm 1 takes one step to reduce g2kpsh0, . . . , sh2nq to zero. �

Remark 5.5. In some situations researchers disregard the “middle nonlinearities”
in the polynomials in (12) and identify some of the remaining coefficients obtaining
the equations

aupu2 ` v2qn´1 ` bu ` cv “ 0,

avpu2 ` v2qn´1 ` dv ´ cu “ 0.

Our proof shows that for general a, b, c, d this system of equations also has 4n ´ 3
solutions over the complex numbers: the upper bound still works, since we have
obtained the above system by specializing coefficients in (12). It remains to note
that the example used in proving the lower bound in Section 5.1 is a special case
of the system above.

However, it is also possible to provide the basis of the corresponding toric ideal,
subducting to zero. Let Y Ă P4 be the projective toric variety obtained from
the monomial map φ : ps, u, vq ÞÑ rs : su : sv : su2n´1 : svu2n´2s P P4. Using
coordinates z0, . . . , z4 for P4 we have

IpY q “ xz1z4 ´ z2z3, z2n´2
0 z3 ´ z2n´1

1 , z2n´2
0 z4 ´ z2n´2

1 z2y.
For subduction, the first generator turns to zero after substitution of the tested
polynomials. The other two can be checked by induction on n.
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6. Multiple frequencies

In this section, we estimate the number of complex solutions for systems of
polynomial equations that arise for N “ 1 resonator with M ą 1 frequencies.
We obtain a lower bound for arbitrary M and give an algorithm for computer
verification of the upper bound for specific M .

Recall from (17) that for one resonator we have 2M equations in 2M variables
u “ pu1, ..., uM q, v “ pv1, ..., vM q, which come in M pairs:

“

p1pu, vq, q1pu, vq, . . . , pM pu, vq, qM pu, vq
‰

“ 0,

pkpu, vq “ ak,0 ` ak,1uk ` ckvk ` dkukpu2
k ` v2

kq ` 2dk
ÿ

j‰k

ukpu2
j ` v2

j q,

qkpu, vq “ bk,0 ´ ckuk ` bk,1vk ` dkvkpu2
k ` v2

kq ` 2dk
ÿ

j‰k

vkpu2
j ` v2

j q.

Proposition 6.1. For general coefficients the system of equations above has at
least 5MN solutions. For M “ 2 and N “ 1 there are exactly 5MN “ 25 solutions.

Remark 6.2. The proof for the upper bound in the case M “ 2 and N “ 1 is
computational and can be, in principle, repeated for any other fixed M ě 2 and
N ě 1 by the same strategy that we present in Section 6.2 below.

Verifying that polynomials of (17) are a Khovanskii basis for arbitrary M is a
challenging task. We leave it for future work.

6.1. Lower bound. For each k “ 1, ...,M let us set the coefficients ak,1, ck, dk “ 1,
the rest equal to zero and denote r2

k “ u2
k`v2

k. We obtain the system withM blocks:

k “ 1, ...,M :

uk ` vk ` ukpr2
k ` 2

ÿ

j‰k

r2
j q “ 0,

´uk ` vkpr2
k ` 2

ÿ

j‰k

r2
j q “ 0.

Plugging uk “ vkpr2
k ` 2

ř

j‰k

r2
j q into the first equation, we get

vkpr2
k ` 2

ÿ

j‰k

r2
j q ` vk ` vkpr2

k ` 2
ÿ

j‰k

r2
j q2 “ 0,

which implies vk “ 0 or pr2
k ` 2

ř

j‰k

r2
j q “ ´1˘i

?
3

2
. If vk “ 0 we have uk “ 0 and

rk “ 0. In other case, we treat r2
1 , ..., r

2
M as variables and solve linear systems

(20) pr2
k ` 2

ÿ

j‰k

r2
j q “ ´1 ˘ i

?
3

2
,

each of which has a unique solution. With fixed r2
1 “ s1, ..., r

2
M “ sM for every

pair puk, vkq ‰ p0, 0q we obtain a system u2
k ` v2

k ´ sk “ vk ` ukpsk ` 2
ř

j‰k

sjq “ 0

with 2 solutions (note that sk `2
ř

j‰k sj ‰ ˘i). In total, (20) gives us 4 solutions.
As a result, together we have

M
ÿ

k“0

ˆ

M

k

˙

4k ¨ 1M´k “ 5M

complex solutions of the system (17). Similarly to Section 5.1, 5MN is the lower
bound for N coupled resonators with multifrequency ansatz.
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6.2. Upper bound in the case M “ 2 and N “ 1. Consider first N “ 1
resonator with M “ 2 leading frequencies. Then, the corresponding algebraic
equations are

ˆ

ω2
0 ´ ω2

1

2
´ λω2

0

4

˙

u1 ` γω1

2
v1 ` 3

8
αu1pu2

1 ` v2
1q ` 3

4
αu1pu2

2 ` v2
2q “ 0,

ˆ

ω2
0 ´ ω2

1

2
` λω2

0

4

˙

v1 ´ γω1

2
u1 ` 3

8
αv1pu2

1 ` v2
1q ` 3

4
αv1pu2

2 ` v2
2q “ 0,

`

ω2
0 ´ ω2

2

˘

2
u2 ` γω2

2
v2 ` 3

8
αu2pu2

2 ` v2
2q ` 3

4
αu2pu2

1 ` v2
1q “ 0,

`

ω2
0 ´ ω2

2

˘

2
v2 ´ γω2

2
u2 ` 3

8
αv2pu2

2 ` v2
2q ` 3

4
αv2pu2

1 ` v2
1q “ 0.

We apply the software SubalgebraBases in Macaulay2 [16] to verify that

s1, s1u1, s1v1, s1u1pu2
1 ` v2

1q, s1u1pu2
2 ` v2

2q,
s2, s2u1, s2v1, s2v1pu2

1 ` v2
1q, s2v1pu2

2 ` v2
2q,

s3, s3u2, s3v2, s3u2pu2
2 ` v2

2q, s3u2pu2
1 ` v2

1q,
s4, s4u2, s4v2, s4v2pu2

2 ` v2
2q, s4v2pu2

1 ` v2
1q

form a Khovanskii basis for the subalgebra they generate. By Theorem 2.5, the
number of complex solutions is bounded then by the mixed volumes of the corre-
sponding polytopes. We use the programming language Julia [4] and the package
MixedSubdivisions [44] to compute this mixed volume:

using MixedSubdivisions

A = [[0 1 0 3 1; 0 0 1 0 0; 0 0 0 0 2; 0 0 0 0 0],

[0 1 0 2 0; 0 0 1 1 1; 0 0 0 0 2; 0 0 0 0 0],

[0 0 0 0 2; 0 0 0 0 0; 0 1 0 3 1; 0 0 1 0 0],

[0 0 0 0 2; 0 0 0 0 0; 0 1 0 2 0; 0 0 1 1 1]]

mixed_volume(A)

The answer is 25 “ 52. ˛
Remark 6.3. We note that the approach of Section 5 in this case is not enough.
Again using the package SubalgebraBases in Macaulay2, one can verify that the
polynomials

ts,su1, sv1, su1pu2
1 ` v2

1q, su1pu2
2 ` v2

2q, sv1pu2
1 ` v2

1q, sv1pu2
2 ` v2

2q
su2, sv2, su2pu2

1 ` v2
1q, su2pu2

2 ` v2
2q, sv2pu2

1 ` v2
1q, sv2pu2

2 ` v2
2qu

form a Khovanskii basis for the subalgebra they generate. But the normalized
volume of the corresponding polytope is 33, which overestimates the number of
solutions.

7. Summary and outlook

We have proven a variety of results that provides a tighter bound than the BKK
bound for specific families of polynomial systems. Such polynomials often appear
when solving for the stationary motion of a plethora of differential equations ubiq-
uitously appearing in natural sciences. The transition from differential equations to
algebraic polynomial equations relies on the Harmonic Balance method [30,33]. By
obtaining the tighter bound in this work, we pave the way towards more efficient
Homotopy Continuation schemes [37] that will allow for the solution of additional
harmonics and higher polynomial potentials.
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