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Abstract

We study a two-dimensional Kolmogorov system when its two parameters vary in a small
neighbourhood of the value 0. The local behavior of the system is described in terms of bifurcation
diagrams.

1 Introduction

We consider in this work the following Kolmogorov class of systems

dx
dτ = 2x

(
µ1 + p11x+ p12y + p13xy + s1x

2
)

dy
dτ = 2y

(
µ2 + p21x+ p22y + p23x

2 + s2y
2
) , (1)

where µ = (µ1, µ2) ∈ R2, pij = pij (µ) and si = si (µ) are smooth functions of their arguments,

i = 1, 2, j = 1, 2, 3, |µ| =
√
µ2
1 + µ2

2 is sufficiently small, 0 ≤ |µ| ≪ 1, and p12 (0) p22 (0) ̸= 0. More
difficult is the case p12 (0) p22 (0) = 0, which will be tackled in another work.

In general, differential systems of the form

ẋi = xi · Pi (x1, ..., xn) , (2)

i = 1, ..., n, xi = xi (t) , Pi smooth functions, are called Kolmogorov systems [8]. Their applications
can be found in many areas, such as biology [2], [11], fluid dynamics (turbulence) [4] and plasma
physics [7]. For example, a Kolmogorov three-dimensional system has been recently studied in [1] as
a model for parasites dynamics. If Pi are polynomials, then (2) is a Lotka–Volterra system which is
widely used in modeling interacting species of predator-prey type arising, for example, in biology [3],
[5] and ecology [6], [9], [12].

Since many of these applications use positive variables, we will study the system (1) only in the
first quadrant Q1, that is, when x ≥ 0 and y ≥ 0. However, a similar study can be performed for the
other quadrants. It is worth mentioning that the axes x = 0 and y = 0 are invariant manifolds with
respect to system’s flow, thus, an orbit starting in the first quadrant cannot cross any of the two axes
and travel in other quadrants. It remains forever (for all t where it is defined) in the first quadrant.
This aspect is important in applications because, if a model of type (2) has practical relevance only
when its variables xi are positive (and this is the case in most of the models of this type), then, an
orbit starting in the zone of practical relevance will never leave this zone to enter a zone which does
not present interest, characterized by xi (t) < 0 for some i ∈ {1, .., n} and t ∈ R. In other words, if the
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starting state of a model lies in a zone of practical relevance, then the evolution of that state remains
in the same zone for any time.

The paper is organized as it follows. After the introduction, in section 2 we present the main
analytical results which describe the behavior of the system. In section 3 we present the bifurcation
diagrams arising in the system. An in-depth study of the system is performed in this section, by finding
the curves which separate a node from a focus. Such curves are in general ignored in typical bifurcation
analysis but they are highly appreciated in practical models used in biology and engineering, for
example. Differentiating between a node and a focus, twenty six different phase portraits are obtained
in the bifurcation diagrams. Conclusive remarks end the article.

2 Analytical properties of the system

Depending on the signs of p12 (0) and p22 (0) , the system leads to two different forms, one correspond-
ing to 1) p12 (0) p22 (0) < 0 and the other to 2) p12 (0) p22 (0) > 0.

Indeed, let us consider first 1) with p12 (0) < 0 and p22 (0) > 0. Define the changes

ξ1 = −p12 (µ)x, ξ2 = p22 (µ) y and t = 2τ. (3)

The transformation of variables (x, y) 7−→ (ξ1, ξ2) is well defined for all |µ| small enough and is
nonsingular because p12 (0) p22 (0) ̸= 0.

It follows from (3) that the system (1) is locally topologically equivalent near the origin to
dξ1
dt = ξ1

(
µ1 − θ (µ) ξ1 + γ (µ) ξ2 −M (µ) ξ1ξ2 +N (µ) ξ21

)
dξ2
dt = ξ2

(
µ2 − δ (µ) ξ1 + ξ2 + S (µ) ξ21 + P (µ) ξ22

) , (4)

where the coefficients θ (µ) = p11(µ)
p12(µ)

, γ (µ) = p12(µ)
p22(µ)

, M (µ) = p13(µ)
p12(µ)p22(µ)

, N (µ) = s1(µ)
p2
12(µ)

, δ (µ) =
p21(µ)
p12(µ)

, S (µ) = p23(µ)
p2
12(µ)

and P (µ) = s2(µ)
p2
22(µ)

are smooth functions in µ. In what follows, these coefficients

are needed only at µ = 0. In order to save symbols, we denote by θ (0) = θ, γ (0) = γ, δ (0) = δ,

N = N (0) and so on. Notice that θ = p11(0)
p12(0)

, γ = p12(0)
p22(0)

and δ = p21(0)
p12(0)

are well-defined from

p12 (0) p22 (0) ̸= 0. Moreover, γ < 0 while θδ can be 0.

Remark 2.1. If p12 (0) > 0 and p22 (0) < 0, using the changes ξ1 = p12 (µ)x, ξ2 = −p22 (µ) y and
t = −2τ, the system (1) reads

dξ1
dt = ξ1

(
−µ1 − θ (µ) ξ1 + γ (µ) ξ2 +M (µ) ξ1ξ2 −N (µ) ξ21

)
dξ2
dt = ξ2

(
−µ2 − δ (µ) ξ1 + ξ2 − S (µ) ξ21 − P (µ) ξ22

) ,

which is of the same form as (4) if one denotes by µ̃1,2 = −µ1,2, M̃ (µ) = −M (µ) , Ñ (µ) = −N (µ) ,

S̃ (µ) = −S (µ) and P̃ (µ) = −P (µ) .

In the case 2), assume first p12 (0) > 0 and p22 (0) > 0. Then (1) is locally topologically equivalent
near the origin to

dξ1
dt = ξ1

(
µ1 + θ (µ) ξ1 + γ (µ) ξ2 +M (µ) ξ1ξ2 +N (µ) ξ21

)
dξ2
dt = ξ2

(
µ2 + δ (µ) ξ1 + ξ2 + S (µ) ξ21 + P (µ) ξ22

) , (5)

2



by using the changes ξ1 = p12 (µ)x, ξ2 = p22 (µ) y and t = 2τ. We notice also that, the case p12 (0) < 0
and p22 (0) < 0 reduces to (5) by changes ξ1 = −p12 (µ)x, ξ2 = −p22 (µ) y and t = −2τ, using also
new parameters such as µ̃1,2 = −µ1,2 and renaming the coefficients M, N, S and P as needed.

Remark 2.2. Since γ (0) > 0 in (5) and γ (0) < 0 in (4), the two systems are not necessarily locally
topologically equivalent near the origin, thus, they should be studied separately. In this work we tackle
the first case, p12 (0) p22 (0) < 0.

Remark 2.3. The axes ξ1 = 0 and ξ2 = 0 in (4) are invariant with respect to the system’s flow
and, by (3), ξ1 ≥ 0 and ξ2 ≥ 0 whenever x ≥ 0 and y ≥ 0. It follows that, the first quadrant of (1)
is transformed by (3) in the first quadrant of (4), denoted by Q1. Thus, the new system (4) will be
studied only in the first quadrant also.

We approach in this work the first case, p12 (0) p22 (0) < 0, and more precisely the system (4) with
θ (0) δ (0) ̸= 0 and γ (0) < 0.

The first three equilibria of (4) are O (0, 0) , E1 (ξ1, 0) and E2 (0, ξ2) , where µ1 − θξ1 + Nξ21 = 0
and µ2+ξ2+Pξ22 = 0, which, in their lowest terms become ξ1 = 1

θµ1+O
(
µ2
1

)
and ξ2 = −µ2+O

(
µ2
2

)
,

for all |µ| sufficiently small.
The existence of a fourth equilibrium E3 (ξ1, ξ2) is ensured by the Implicit Function Theorem (IFT)

applied to the algebraic system

µ1 − θξ1 + γξ2 −Mξ1ξ2 +Nξ21 = 0 and µ2 − δξ1 + ξ2 + Sξ21 + Pξ22 = 0, (6)

provided that
θ − γδ ̸= 0. (7)

The coordinates of E3 (ξ1, ξ2) are of the form

ξ1 =
µ1

θ − γδ
(1 +O (|µ|))− γµ2

θ − γδ
(1 +O (|µ|)) and ξ2 =

δµ1

θ − γδ
(1 +O (|µ|))− θµ2

θ − γδ
(1 +O (|µ|)) .

(8)

We denote by O
(
|µ|k

)
=
∑

i+j≥k cijµ
i
1µ

j
2 a Taylor series starting with terms of order at least

k ≥ 1.

Remark 2.4. We are concerned in this work with local properties of the system (4) around the
equilibrium points O, E1,2 and E3 when (µ1, µ2) moves in the parametric plane with |µ| =

√
µ2
1 + µ2

2

sufficiently small.

We state first the following result, which will be needed for studying the existence of bifurcation
curves. Denote by D ⊂ R2 an open disc of center (0, 0) and radius ε > 0 sufficiently small, i.e.
D =

{
(x, y) , x2 + y2 < ε

}
is a small neighborhood of (0, 0) .

Lemma 2.5. Let F,G : D ⊂ R2 → R be two smooth functions of the form
a) F (µ1, µ2) = aµ2 (1 +O (|µ|)) + bµ1 (1 +O (|µ|)) , ab ̸= 0, and
b) G (µ1, µ2) = aµ2

2 (1 +O (|µ|))− 2bµ1µ2 (1 +O (|µ|))+ cµ2
1 (1 +O (|µ|)) , ac ̸= 0. Then, when |µ|

is sufficiently small,
i) F (µ1, µ2) = 0 is a unique curve in the plane µ1µ2, given by

µ2 = − b

a
µ1 (1 +O (µ1)) ,

3



ii) if ∆ = b2 − ac > 0, then G (µ1, µ2) = 0 is a union of two curves passing through the origin
O (0, 0) and having the forms

µ2 = e1µ1 (1 +O (µ1)) and µ2 = e2µ1 (1 +O (µ1)) , (9)

where e1 = b+
√
∆

a and e2 = b−
√
∆

a , and
iii) if ∆ = b2−ac < 0, then G (µ1, µ2) = 0 is satisfied only at (0, 0) and sign (G (µ1, µ2)) = sign (a)

for all (µ1, µ2) ∈ D.

PROOF. i) Since F (0, 0) = 0 and ∂F
∂µ2

(0, 0) = a ̸= 0, the IFT yields the conclusion. The function

µ2 = − b
aµ1 (1 +O (µ1)) exists and is unique for all |µ1| sufficiently small.

ii) The proof is more involved in this case. G (µ1, µ2) = 0 is equivalent to

aµ2
2 − 2bµ1µ2 (1 +O (|µ|)) + cµ2

1 (1 +O (|µ|)) = 0. (10)

Notice that 1+O(|µ|)
1+O(|µ|) = 1 + O (|µ|) . Then, solving for µ2 in (10) when ∆ > 0, we get an implicit

equation

H± (µ1, µ2)
def
= µ2 −

µ1

a

(
b (1 +O (|µ|))±

√
∆(1 +O (|µ|))

)
= 0.

ButH± (0, 0) = 0 and ∂H±
∂µ2

(0, 0) = 1 ̸= 0 for allO (|µ|) .Notice thatO (|µ|) =
∑

i+j≥1 cijµ
i
1µ

j
2 contains

terms both in µ1 but also in µ2. The conclusion follows now from the IFT and Taylor theorem. Notice
that e1,2 ̸= 0 from ac ̸= 0.

iii) It is clear that, the implicit functions H± (µ1, µ2) do not exist when ∆ < 0. Thus G (µ1, µ2) ̸= 0
for all (µ1, µ2) ̸= (0, 0) with |µ| < ε. Moreover, since G (µ1, µ2) is a quadratic equation in µ2, it follows
that sign (G (µ1, µ2)) = sign [a (1 +O (|µ|))] = sign (a) for |µ| sufficiently small. ■

Remark 2.6. If b2−ac = 0, the discriminant of the equation G (µ1, µ2) = 0 in µ2 is undefined, being
of the form |µ1|

√
O (|µ|). Thus, the existence of curves of equation G (µ1, µ2) = 0 cannot be decided.

A further study could be performed in this case but this is beyond the purpose of this article.

The following bifurcation curves T1 and T2 are important for obtaining bifurcation diagrams to
describe the behavior of the system (4), namely

T1 =

{
(µ1, µ2) ∈ R2 | µ2 =

δ

θ
µ1 +O

(
µ2
1

)
,
µ1

θ
> 0

}
(11)

and

T2 =

{
(µ1, µ2) ∈ R2 | µ2 =

1

γ
µ1 +O

(
µ2
1

)
, µ1 > 0

}
. (12)

T1 is defined by ξ2 = 0 while T2 by ξ1 = 0, where ξ1,2 are given by (8) and correspond to E3 (ξ1, ξ2) .

Remark 2.7. 1) The eigenvalues of E1 (ξ1, 0) are λE1
1 = µ1−2θξ1+3Nξ21 and λE1

2 = µ2− δξ1+Sξ21 ,
which in their lowest terms become λE1

1 = −µ1 + O
(
µ2
1

)
and λE1

2 = µ2 − 1
θ δµ1 + O

(
µ2
1

)
, since

ξ1 = 1
θµ1 +O

(
µ2
1

)
.

2) The eigenvalues of E2 (0, ξ2) are λE2
1 = µ1 + γξ2 and λE2

2 = µ2 + 2ξ2 + 3Pξ22 , that is, λ
E2
1 =

µ1 − γµ2 +O
(
µ2
2

)
and λE2

2 = −µ2 +O
(
µ2
2

)
, with ξ2 = −µ2 +O

(
µ2
2

)
.

3) The eigenvalues of O are µ1,2.
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Theorem 2.8. Assume θδ ̸= 0 and θ− γδ ̸= 0. Then T1 is a transcritical bifurcation curve for all |µ|
sufficiently small.

Proof. When (µ1, µ2) ∈ T1, the points E3 (ξ1, ξ2) and E1 (ξ1, 0) coalesce (collide), becoming a
double non-hyperbolic singular point on T1, with one eigenvalue λE1

2 = 0 and the other λE1
1 =

−µ1 + O
(
µ2
1

)
. Indeed, ξ2 = 0 in (6) yields µ2 − δξ1 + Sξ21 = 0, thus, by Remark 2.7, λE1

2 = 0.

We notice that E1 ∈ Q1 if µ1

θ > 0, since ξ1 = 1
θµ1 +O

(
µ2
1

)
.

We apply in the following Sotomayor’s theorem (see [10]). To this end, write first the system (4)
in the form dξ

dt = f (ξ, µ) , where ξ = (ξ1, ξ2) , µ = (µ1, µ2) and f = (f1, f2) .
At E1 (ξ1, 0) with µ1 − θξ1 + Nξ21 = 0, denote also by ξ0 = (ξ1, 0) and µ0 = (µ1, µ2) ∈ T1, with

µ1 ̸= 0. Since E3 (ξ1, ξ2) collides to E1 (ξ1, 0) on T1, by (6), ξ1 satisfies also µ2 − δξ1 + Sξ21 = 0. Then,
f (ξ0, µ0) = (0, 0) and the Jacobian matrix of f at (ξ0, µ0) is

A = Df (ξ0, µ0) =

(
θξ1 − 2µ1 ξ1 (γ −Mξ1)

0 0

)
.

The eigenvector of A, respectively AT , corresponding to the null eigenvalue λE1
2 = 0 are v =(

γξ1−Mξ21
2µ1−θξ1

1

)
, respectively, w =

(
0
1

)
. Notice that v =

(
γ
θ +O (µ1)

1

)
is well-defined for all

|µ| sufficiently small with µ1 ̸= 0. Assume µ1 is fixed with µ1

θ > 0 and consider µ2 as the bifur-

cation parameter. Denote by fµ2
=

(
∂f1
∂µ2
∂f2
∂µ2

)
and D2f (ξ, µ) (v, v) =

(
d2f1 (ξ, µ) (v, v)
d2f2 (ξ, µ) (v, v)

)
, where

d2f1,2 (ξ, µ) (v, v) are the differentials of second order of the functions f1,2. Since
∂f2
∂µ2

(ξ0, µ0) = 0, it

follows that C1 = wT · fµ2 (ξ0, µ0) = 0. If Dfµ2 denotes the Jacobian matrix in variables ξ1 and ξ2 of
fµ2

, we get
C2 = wT [Dfµ2

(ξ0, µ0) (v)] = 1 +O (µ1) .

Finally, we find

C3 = wT
[
D2f (ξ0, µ0) (v, v)

]
= 2

θ − γδ

θ
+O (µ1) .

Thus, C2 ̸= 0 and C3 ̸= 0 for all |µ| sufficiently small, which complete the proof. ■

Remark 2.9. A similar scenario to T1 occurs for T2. Indeed, if (µ1, µ2) ∈ T2, then E3 (ξ1, ξ2) and
E2 (0, ξ2) coalesce. By (6), their joint eigenvalues are λE2

1 = 0 and λE2
2 = −µ2 + O

(
µ2
2

)
. E2 ∈ Q1 if

µ2 < 0.

Denote by X+ = {(µ1, 0) , µ1 > 0} , X− = {(µ1, 0) , µ1 < 0} , Y+ = {(0, µ2) , µ2 > 0} and Y− =
{(0, µ2) , µ2 < 0} , the four half-axes in the parametric plane µ1µ2.

On X+ ∪X−, the point O (0, 0) collides to E2 (0, ξ2) and have the eigenvalues 0 and µ1, while on
Y+ ∪ Y−, O (0, 0) collides to E1 (ξ1, 0) and have the eigenvalues 0 and µ2.

Remark 2.10. One can show similarly to T1 that T2, X+, X−, Y+ and Y− are all transcritical
bifurcation curves. Knowing that the system (4) undergoes a transcritical bifurcation when the pa-
rameter (µ1, µ2) crosses these curves is important in determining the phase portraits on the curves,
which represent borders of different regions in the parametric plane. This will be exploited in the next
section.
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The characteristic polynomial at an equilibrium point (ξ1, ξ2) of the system (4) has the form
P (λ) = λ2 − 2pλ+L. When (ξ1, ξ2) is an equilibrium point of type E3, that is, its coordinates satisfy
(6), then p and L at (ξ1, ξ2) become

p =
1

2
ξ2 −

1

2
θξ1 +Nξ21 − 1

2
Mξ1ξ2 + Pξ22 , (13)

L = −ξ1ξ2
(
θ − γδ + c11ξ1 + c12ξ2 − 4NPξ1ξ2 − 2MSξ21 + 2MPξ22

)
, (14)

where c11 = Mδ − 2N + 2Sγ and c12 = M + 2Pθ.
Consider that the eigenvalues of E3 (ξ1, ξ2) , which are roots of P (λ) , are of the form

λ1,2 = p±√
q. (15)

Then λ1λ2 = L and q = p2 − L lead to

q =
1

4

(
θ2ξ21 + 2ξ1ξ2 (θ − 2γδ) + ξ22

)
−Nθξ31 +

1

2
(2N +Mθ + 2c11) ξ

2
1ξ2 +

1

2
(M + 2Pθ) ξ1ξ

2
2

+Pξ32 +N2ξ41 − (N + 2S)Mξ31ξ2 +
1

4

(
M2 − 8NP

)
ξ21ξ

2
2 +MPξ1ξ

3
2 + P 2ξ42 . (16)

Using the expressions of ξ1,2 at E3 given in (8), we can write

p =
δ − θ

2 (θ − γδ)
µ1 (1 +O (|µ|))− θ − γθ

2 (θ − γδ)
µ2 (1 +O (|µ|)) ,

q =
1

4 (θ − γδ)
2

(
aµ2

2 (1 +O (|µ|))− 2bµ1µ2 (1 +O (|µ|)) + cµ2
1 (1 +O (|µ|))

)
, (17)

where

a = θ2 (γ + 1)
2 − 4θγ2δ , b = −2δ2γ2 + θ (θ − δ) γ + θ (θ + δ) and c = (θ + δ)

2 − 4γδ2. (18)

Notice that c ̸= 0 because θδ ̸= 0 and γ < 0. By (14), the product λ1λ2 is of the form

λ1λ2 = − (θ − γδ) ξ1ξ2 (1 +O (|µ|)) . (19)

Remark 2.11. By Lemma 2.5, we can approximate E3, p and q by their lowest terms, whenever
they satisfy the Lemma’s conditions. The qualitative behavior of the system does not change by this
approximation. For example, the curve µ2 = e1µ1 (1 +O (µ1)) for e1 ̸= 0 is approximated by µ2 =
e1µ1. In this approximation, sign [G (µ1, µ2)] = sign [G0 (µ1, µ2)] for |µ| sufficiently small, where
G0 (µ1, µ2) = aµ2

2 − 2bµ1µ2 + cµ2
1.

When a ̸= 0, the discriminant in its lowest terms of the equation q = 0 in variable µ2 is

∆ = b2 − ac = −4γδ (θ − γδ)
3
µ2
1. (20)

Theorem 2.12. 1) Assume θ − γδ < 0. Then E3 is stable (node or focus) on p < 0 and unstable on
p > 0. In particular, if δ > 0 then E3 is an unstable node.

2) Assume θ − γδ > 0. Then E3 is a saddle.
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PROOF. It follows from (13) that p > 0 if θ − γδ ̸= 0 and θ < 0, whenever E3 (ξ1, ξ2) satisfies
ξ1,2 > 0. In its lowest terms, p reads

p = − 1

2 (θ − γδ)
(θ (µ1 − γµ2)− (δµ1 − θµ2)) .

1) When θ − γδ < 0, E3

(
µ1−γµ2

θ−γδ , δµ1−θµ2

θ−γδ

)
exists in the first quadrant Q1 defined by ξ1 > 0 and

ξ2 > 0, whenever (µ1, µ2) lies in the region

R1 =
{
(µ1, µ2) ∈ R2 | µ1 − γµ2 < 0, δµ1 − θµ2 < 0

}
.

It follows from (19) that λ1λ2 > 0 on R1. Thus, E3 is stable on p < 0 (node or focus), respectively,
unstable on p > 0 (node or focus). Assume further:

i) δ > 0. Then θ < γδ < 0, ∆ = −4γδ (θ − γδ)
3
< 0, a > 0 and p > 0, since γ < 0. Thus q > 0 and

E3 is an unstable node.
ii) δ < 0. Then ∆ > 0 and q = 0 give rise to two bifurcation curves, denoted by C1 and C2 and

given in (9), which determine on R1 when E3 changes from a node to a focus or vice versa; λ1λ2 > 0.
2) In the second case θ − γδ > 0, E3 ∈ Q1 when (µ1, µ2) lies in the region

R2 =
{
(µ1, µ2) ∈ R2 | µ1 − γµ2 > 0, δµ1 − θµ2 > 0

}
.

From (19), we deduce λ1λ2 < 0. Therefore λ1,2 ∈ R and q > 0. We conclude that E3 is a saddle. ■

Taking into account the behavior of E3 described in the above theorem, we can study easier the
Hopf bifurcation in (4) at E3.

Theorem 2.13. 1) If θ < 0 or 0 < γδ < θ or γδ < 0 < θ, the system (4) does not undergo a Hopf
bifurcation at E3.

2) A Hopf bifurcation occurs at E3 provided that 0 < θ < γδ.

PROOF. 1) A Hopf bifurcation cannot occur at E3 when θ < 0 either on R1 or R2 because p ̸= 0.
Assume further θ > 0. Then p = 0 along the curve

H =

{
(µ1, µ2)

∣∣∣∣µ2 = µ1
θ − δ

θ (γ − 1)
+O

(
µ2
1

)
, θ ̸= δ

}
(21)

and q = µ2
1

θ−γδ
θ(γ−1)2

+ O
(
µ3
1

)
on H; γ < 0. If in addition γδ < θ, then q > 0 on H. Thus, a Hopf

bifurcation cannot occur since the eigenvalues λ1,2 are not purely imaginary on H.
We still need to consider the case θ = δ. Then p in its lowest terms is an expression of the form

p = −1

2
µ2 +

1

2
cnµ

n
1

with n ≥ 2 and cn ̸= 0. Thus, p = 0 leads to µ2 = cnµ
n
1 . Calculating now the expression of q for

µ2 = cnµ
n
1 we find q =

µ2
1

1−γ (1 +O (µ1)) > 0 for |µ1| small enough with µ1 ̸= 0. It concludes that a
Hopf bifurcation can not occur at θ = δ.

2) If 0 < θ < γδ then λ1,2 = ±ωi on H, with ω = µ1

θ(1−γ)

√
(γδ − θ) θ > 0 in their lowest terms.

One can show that E3 is defined on µ1 > 0 in this case, Figure 8 (VII). Since ∂p
∂µ2

∣∣∣
H

= θ(γ−1)
2(θ−γδ)δ ̸= 0,

a Hopf bifurcation (degenerate or not) occurs at E3. We notice that θ ̸= δ in this case because θ > 0
and δ < 0.

7



When the bifurcation is degenerate with respect to the first Lyapunov coefficient (that is, l1 (0) =
0), other codim k bifurcations may arise with k ≥ 2. In case of non-degeneracy of the Hopf bifur-
cation, a periodic orbit (limit cycle) arises around E3, but when the bifurcation becomes degenerate
(e.g. Bautin bifurcation) more limit cycles are typically born around E3 with the increasing of the
codimension. ■

3 Bifurcation diagrams

We perform in this section a complete analysis of the bifurcation diagrams when the parameters δ, γ, θ
vary with θδ ̸= 0, θ − γδ ̸= 0 and γ < 0. In order to obtain the diagrams and distinct generic phase
portraits of the system (4), we will use the cases and results obtained in Theorems 2.12-2.13.

Case 1. Consider the first inequality θ−γδ < 0. More different cases arise here in order to obtain
all configurations of bifurcation diagrams.

Case 1.a) Assume in addition δ > 0, that is, θ < γδ < 0. Then (13), (18), (20) yield p > 0, ∆ < 0,
a > 0 and q > 0. The equilibrium point E3 is an unstable node in this case, whenever it exists in Q1.
The bifurcation diagram is depicted in Figure 1 (I).

Let us describe the phase portraits on the bifurcation curves T1,2, X+,− and Y+,− in the first
diagram (I). We will exemplify this on the curve T1. The description is similar for the other curves
and the next diagrams. Since T1 is a transcritical bifurcation curve and the colliding points E3 and
E1

(
1
θµ1 +O

(
µ2
1

)
, 0
)
have the eigenvalues 0 and −µ1 + O

(
µ2
1

)
, the phase portrait of the system

(4) is known when (µ1, µ2) ∈ T1 and given in Figure 2(T1). Notice that θ < 0 and, from λ1λ2 =
− (θ − γδ) ξ1ξ2 (1 +O (|µ|)) given in (19), E3 (ξ1, ξ2) is a saddle when (µ1, µ2) lies in the region 1 from
Figure 1 (I), since ξ1 > 0 and ξ2 < 0, see Figure 2(1). After (µ1, µ2) crosses T1 into the region 6,
E3 (ξ1, ξ2) becomes an unstable node and lies in the first quadrant, Figure 2(6).

Comparing the two phase portraits from Figures 2(1)-2(T1), we observe they coincide in the first
quadrant. As a conclusion we have the next remark.

Remark 3.1. Denote by T vir
1 the region to the left or right of T1 where E3 is virtual (i.e. E3 /∈

Q1). For example, T vir
1 is the region 1 in Figure 1 (I). Then, the behaviour of the system (4) when

(µ1, µ2) ∈ T1 coincides in the first quadrant Q1 to the one for (µ1, µ2) ∈ T vir
1 . In other words, the

phase portrait on T1 is the same (in Q1) as the one to the left or right of T1 where E3 is virtual. The
same scenario applies for T2 and all the other bifurcation curves X+,− and Y+,−, with the difference
that E3 is replaced correspondingly with E1 or E2, since in these latter cases, E1 or E2 collide to O.
This rule applies for all bifurcation diagrams from this section.

Remark 3.2. On the curves C1−C4, which separate a node from a focus, E3 is a node (since q = 0),
thus, the phase portrait on each of these curves coincides to the phase portrait on the left or right of
the curves where E3 is a node.

Case 1.b) Consider θ − γδ < 0, δ < 0, and θ < 0. Therefore p > 0 which, in turn, implies that a
Hopf bifurcation cannot occur at E3. From ∆ > 0 and Lemma 2.5, two bifurcation curves arise from
q = 0, namely

C1 : µ2 = e1µ1 and C2 : µ2 = e2µ1, (22)

where a, b, c are given by (18). The two curves C1,2 control the sign of q. Denote by mC1
= e1,

mC2 = e2, mT1 = δ
θ and mT2

= 1
γ the slopes of the straight lines C1, C2, T1 (11) and T2 (12)

respectively. Notice that mT1
> 0 and mT2

< 0. To determine the relative position of these slopes on
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Figure 1: Bifurcation diagrams of system (4) for: θ−γδ < 0, δ > 0 (I), respectively, θ−γδ < 0, δ < 0,
θ < 0, a > 0 and −1 < γ < 0 (II).
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Figure 2: The behavior of the system (4) when (µ1, µ2) crosses T1 in the first bifurcation diagram (I).

the real axis, we need to know the signs of the following expressions:

P1 = m1 ·m2 =
(θ − γδ)

2

γ2a
, S1 = m1 +m2 =

−4 (θ − γδ) θ

a

(
γ + 1

2γ
− γ

δ

θ

)
(23)

and

P2 = m′
1 ·m′

2 =
(θ − γδ)

2

a
, S2 = m′

1 +m′
2 =

4 (θ − γδ) θγ

a

(
γ + 1

2γ
− δ

θ

)
, (24)

where mi = ei − 1
γ and m′

i = ei − δ
θ , i = 1, 2.

Taking into account that the sign of a = 4γ2θ2
[(

γ+1
2γ

)2
− δ

θ

]
is undetermined in this subcase, we
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Figure 3: Phase portraits corresponding to different regions of the bifurcation diagrams.

obtain the following possible situations.

(i) Consider a > 0, that is, 0 < δ
θ <

(
γ+1
2γ

)2
and γ ̸= −1.
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Figure 4: Phase portraits corresponding to different regions of the bifurcation diagrams.

If −1 < γ < 0, then from (24) we deduce P2 > 0 and S2 > 0. Therefore we have

1

γ
< 0 <

δ

θ
< e1 < e2.

The bifurcation diagram is depicted in Figure 1 (II).
If γ < −1, then from (23) we deduce P1 > 0 and S1 < 0. Therefore we have

e1 < e2 <
1

γ
< 0 <

δ

θ
.

The bifurcation diagram is depicted in Figure 5 (III).

(ii) Assume a < 0, that is, δ
θ >

(
γ+1
2γ

)2
for all γ < 0. Hence e2 < 0 < e1. Moreover, P1 < 0 and

P2 < 0, whence

e2 <
1

γ
< 0 <

δ

θ
< e1.

The bifurcation diagram is depicted in Figure 5 (IV).

(iii) Finally, let a = 0, that is, θ = 4γ2δ
(1+γ)2 ; γ ̸= −1 in this case because, otherwise, a = −4θδ ̸= 0

at γ = −1. Hence b = 2δ2γ2(1−γ)3

(1+γ)3 ̸= 0, while c ̸= 0 for all θδ ̸= 0 and γ < 0. The sign of q cannot

be concluded in this case from (17) because a term in µn
2 with n ≥ 2 is missing. Therefore, we have

to use terms up to order three in the general expression of q given by (16) in order to determine its

leading (lowest) terms. At θ = 4γ2δ
(1+γ)2 , we obtain from (16) that q in its lowest terms reads

q = cµ2
1 (1 +O1 (|µ|))− 2bµ1µ2 (1 +O2 (|µ|)) + dµ3

2 (1 +O3 (|µ|)) , (25)

where c = 4γ2+3γ+1
4γ2(1−γ) , b = − γ+1

2(γ−1) , d = 4γ(γ+1)

δ2(γ−1)6

(
(2S −N) γ4 + d31γ

3 + d21γ
2 + d11γ +Mδ −N

)
,

respectively, d31 = 6S − 4N + 3Mδ, d21 = 16Pδ2 + 7Mδ − 6N + 6S and d11 = 2S − 4N + 5Mδ.
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The sign of q from (25) can be determined. Applying a method based on IFT as in Lemma 2.5,
the equation q = 0 is satisfied along two bifurcation curves, given by

C3 =

{
(µ1, µ2)

∣∣∣∣µ1 =
2b

c
µ2 +O

(
µ2
2

)}
(26)

and

C4 =

{
(µ1, µ2)

∣∣∣∣µ1 = −d
γ − 1

γ + 1
µ2
2 +O

(
µ3
2

)}
(27)

for all γ ̸= −1. The two curves determine in the parametric plane the sign of q for all |µ| sufficiently
small. Notice that C4 is tangent to the µ2−axis at O.

Two cases arise, namely b < 0 (iff γ < −1) and then 1
γ > c

2b (see Figures 6, V(a)-(b)) and b > 0

(iff −1 < γ < 0) and then δ
θ < c

2b (see Figures 7, VI(a)-(b)), respectively. Notice that c
2b = 4γ2+3γ+1

4(γ+1)γ2 ,

respectively, 1
γ − c

2b = γ−1
4γ2(γ+1) and δ

θ − c
2b = γ−1

4(γ+1) . In each of the two cases we considered that d

can be either positive or negative. When d = 0, a further analysis is required to determine the sign of
q. This will need all terms in the general expression of q from (16).
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Figure 5: Bifurcation diagrams of system (4) for: θ − γδ < 0, δ < 0, θ < 0, and a > 0 and γ < −1
(III), respectively, θ − γδ < 0, δ < 0, θ < 0 and a < 0 (IV).

Case 1.c) Consider θ−γδ < 0, δ < 0, and θ > 0. Thus 0 < θ < γδ. In this case, a Hopf bifurcation
occurs at E3. Indeed, p = 0 along the bifurcation curve

H =

{
(µ1, µ2)

∣∣∣∣µ2 =
θ − δ

θ (γ − 1)
µ1 +O

(
µ2
1

)
, θ ̸= δ

}
and ∂p

∂µ2

∣∣∣
H

= (γ−1)θ
2(θ−γδ) ̸= 0. Notice that θ ̸= δ is satisfied in this case. Then q = µ2

1
θ−γδ

θ(γ−1)2
< 0 on H

and the eigenvalues associated to the equilibrium point E3 are λ1,2 = ±i
√
−q along the curve H. The
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Figure 6: Bifurcation diagrams of system (4) when θ − γδ < 0, δ < 0, θ < 0, a = 0, γ < −1,
respectively, d < 0 on V(a) and d > 0 on V(b).
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Figure 7: Bifurcation diagrams of system (4) when θ − γδ < 0, δ < 0, θ < 0, a = 0, −1 < γ < 0,
respectively, d > 0 on VI(a) and d < 0 on VI(b).

following order is obtained in this case, namely:

δ

θ
< e1 <

θ − δ

θ (γ − 1)
< e2 <

1

γ
< 0 . (28)

Indeed, from γ < 0 we have that ∆ = −4γδ (θ − γδ)
3
> 0, a > 0 and the equation aµ2

2−2bµ1µ2+c
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Figure 9: Parametric portrait of system (4) when θ − γδ > 0, δ > 0, and θ > 0 (IX), respectively,
θ − γδ > 0 and δ < 0 (X).

µ2
1 = 0 in µ2 has two roots µ2 = e1µ1 and µ2 = e2µ1, where e1 = b−

√
∆

a and e2 = b+
√
∆

a , with e1 < e2.

Therefore we deduce m1 ·m2 > 0, m′
1 ·m′

2 > 0 and
(
e1 − θ−δ

θ(γ−1)

)(
e2 − θ−δ

θ(γ−1)

)
= 4(θ−γδ)3

θ(γ−1)2a < 0. Also

we have
θ + θγ − 2γδ < θγ − θ < 0 and θ + θγ − 2γ2δ > θ − θγ > 0.
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Hence m′
1 + m′

2 = 2
a (θ − γδ) (θ + θγ − 2γδ) > 0, m1 + m2 = −2 θ−γδ

γa

(
θ + θγ − 2γ2δ

)
< 0, and the

conclusion follows. The bifurcation diagram is depicted in Figure 8 (VII). When l1 (0) < 0, a limit
cycle arises for µ2 > θ−δ

θ(γ−1)µ1.

If the slope of H is denoted by mH = θ−δ
θ(γ−1) and mC1

= e1, mC2
= e2, mT1

= δ
θ and mT2

= 1
γ

represent the slope of the straight line C1, C2, T1, T2, respectively, then (28) leads to the following
order for the slopes of the curves:

mT1 < mC1 < mH < mC2 < mT2 < 0 .

Case 2. In the following we consider θ − γδ > 0. Hence, from (19), we have λ1λ2 < 0. Therefore
the equilibrium point E3 is a saddle, provided that it exists.

Case 2.a) Consider θ − γδ > 0, δ > 0, and θ < 0. Then p > 0 and there are no Hopf bifurcation.
But we have ∆ > 0, a > 0. The equilibrium point E3 exists if and only if δµ1 − θµ2 > 0 and
µ1 − γµ2 > 0. The bifurcation diagram is depicted in Figure 8 (VIII).

Case 2.b) Consider θ − γδ > 0, δ > 0, and θ > 0. Then γδ < 0 < θ and ∆ > 0. The bifurcation
diagram is depicted in Figure 9 (IX).

Case 2.c) Consider θ− γδ > 0 and δ < 0. Then θ > γδ > 0, which leads to ∆ < 0 and a > 0. The
bifurcation diagram is depicted in Figure 9 (X).

In conclusion, we have obtained twelve bifurcation diagrams corresponding to all possible situations.
The Hopf bifurcation and, consequently, the existence of limit cycles emerging from the bifurcation are
only possible in the bifurcation diagram VII (Figure 8), corresponding to the Case 1.c). All possible
types of the four equilibrium points arising in the diagrams are summarized in Table 1 and Table 2.
There are twenty six distinct generic phase portraits appearing in the bifurcation diagrams.

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13
O s un s s sn s sn sn s s un s s
E1 un - - - s s s un - - s s s
E2 - - un s s - s s s - - un s
E3 - - - un un un uf - uf - - - un

Table 1: The types of the equilibrium points of system (4) on different regions of the bifurcation
diagrams; the abbreviations s, sn, un, sf, and uf stand for saddle, stable node, unstable node, stable
focus, and unstable focus, respectively.

14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26
O s s s s sn s s un s s sn un s
E1 s s s sn - s un - - - s sn sn
E2 s s s s s - - - un s s - un
E3 uf sf sn - - - s s s - - s s

Table 2: Continuation of Table 1.

15



4 Conclusions

A conclusion can be drawn from Theorems 2.12-2.13 and the above twelve bifurcation diagrams. It is
given in the next theorem. Its proof is a direct consequence of the fact that, in all the above results
from this section (with the exception of the case when a Hopf bifurcation occurs), we only needed
terms up to order two in (4). These include also the case a = 0 because the curves C3,4 do not change
qualitatively the behavior of the system (the node-focus topological equivalence).

Theorem 4.1. Assume θδ ̸= 0 and θ− γδ ̸= 0. If θ < 0 or 0 < γδ < θ or γδ < 0 < θ, the system (4)
is locally topologically equivalent near the origin to{

dξ1
dt = ξ1 (µ1 − θξ1 + γξ2)
dξ2
dt = ξ2 (µ2 − δξ1 + ξ2)

.
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