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Abstract. In this paper we use Gaussian processes (kernel methods) to learn mappings between
trajectories of distinct differential equations. Our goal is to simplify both the representation and the
solution of these equations. We begin by examining the Cole-Hopf transformation, a classical result
that converts the nonlinear, viscous Burgers’ equation into the linear heat equation. We demonstrate
that this transformation can be effectively learned using Gaussian process regression, either from single
or from multiple initial conditions of the Burgers equation. We then extend our methodology to dis-
cover mappings between initial conditions of a nonlinear partial differential equation (PDE) and a linear
PDE, where the exact form of the linear PDE remains unknown and is inferred through Computa-
tional Graph Completion (CGC), a generalization of Gaussian Process Regression from approximating
single input/output functions to approximating multiple input/output functions that interact within a
computational graph. Further, we employ CGC to identify a local transformation from the nonlinear
ordinary differential equation (ODE) of the Brusselator to its Poincaré normal form, capturing the
dynamics around a Hopf bifurcation. We conclude by addressing the broader question of whether
systematic transformations between nonlinear and linear PDEs can generally exist, suggesting avenues
for future research.

1. Introduction

1.1. Motivations. The study of the behavior of solutions of ordinary and partial differential equations
often benefits from deciding on a convenient choice of coordinates. This choice of coordinates may be
used to “simplify” the functional expressions that appear in the vector field in order that the essential
features of the flow of an ODE, or a PDE, near a critical point become more evident.

In the case of the analysis of an ordinary differential equation in the neighborhood of an equilibrium
point, this naturally leads to the consideration of the possibility to remove, through a transformation,
the maximum number of terms in the Taylor expansion of the vector field up to a given order. This
idea was introduced by Henri Poincaré in [43] and the “simplified” system is called normal form. There
have been several applications of the method of normal forms particularly in the context of bifurcation
theory where one combines the method of normal forms and the center manifold theorem in order to
classify bifurcations [33].

For PDEs, transformations such as the Lie-Bäcklund transformation [3], the inverse scattering trans-
form [16, 17] and the Miura transformation [18] play crucial roles in simplifying complex equations and
deepening our understanding of their underlying mathematical structures and their solutions.

In particular, transforming nonlinear PDEs to linear PDEs has generated considerable interest in
research because linear PDEs are significantly easier to solve and analyze than their nonlinear coun-
terparts. The most famous example, which we study in detail, is the Cole-Hopf transformation [12, 27]
because it describes the global dynamics of a nonlinear PDE, the viscous Burgers equation, in terms
of a linear PDE, the heat equation. The Cole-Hopf transformation has found applications in fields as
varied as quantum mechanics [29] and stochastic analysis [11].

Previous work on linearizing nonlinear dynamics are divided into two broad categories: ’formula-
based’ (analytic) approaches and data-driven approaches, to which our paper belongs. The former
category includes direct derivations in the style of Cole-Hopf [35]. The most common approach in
the latter category involves Koopman operators, often combined with neural networks, which involves

1 Department of Computing and Mathematical Sciences, Caltech, CA, USA.
2 Department of Computing and Mathematical Sciences, Caltech, CA, USA.
3 Department of Applied Mathematics and Statistics, Johns Hopkins University, MD, USA.
4 Department of Computing and Mathematical Sciences, Caltech, CA, USA.
5 The Alan Turing Institute, London, UK.
E-mail address: jlee9@caltech.edu, boumediene.hamzi@gmail.com, yannisk@jhu.edu, owhadi@caltech.edu.

1

ar
X

iv
:2

41
0.

03
00

3v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

D
S]

  3
 O

ct
 2

02
4



2 GAUSSIAN PROCESSES SIMPLIFY DIFFERENTIAL EQUATIONS

mapping a nonlinear system to an infinite dimensional linear system whose output is encoded by
a Koopman matrix (a finite dimensional approximation of the infinite dimensional space) [37, 10].
However, Gaussian processes (GPs) have the advantage of being simple to implement and offer superior
convergence results. GPs and reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces (RKHS) also provide mathematical
foundations for analyzing dynamical systems [20, 21, 19, 32, 22, 30, 31, 2, 7, 8, 9, 24, 1, 26, 6, 28, 34, 25],
surrogate modeling [44], and even analyzing neural networks [40, 45]. Most importantly to our paper,
Gaussian processes are especially powerful because they condense the problem of linearizing nonlinear
PDEs, when the linear PDE we map our nonlinear PDE to is known, to a simple regression formula.

Our work also explores the application of transformations to find local transformations between non-
linear dynamical systems and their normal forms. We consider a simple case in which we examine
a trajectory generated by the Brusselator and aim to map it to the corresponding trajectory of its
Poincaré normal form that exhibits a Hopf bifurcation. Such transformations exist due to topological
equivalence and can be approximated by Taylor series approximations [33] but kernels allow us to learn
them using only the data points taken from the trajectory of the dynamical system without assuming
knowledge of the underlying equations that generate them.

1.2. Outline of the paper. The structure of the paper can be summarized as follows. In Section 2,
we show that the Cole-Hopf transformation between a pair of initial conditions of the Burgers and heat
equations can be learned by kernel regression. We also illustrate the impact the choice of kernel can
have on the accuracy and describe an effective method for learning the kernel. We then illustrate that
Cole-Hopf can also be learned using multiple initial conditions of the Burgers’ equation. In Section 3,
we apply our method to another pair of solutions emanating from given initial conditions of nonlinear
and linear PDEs, before using a nonlinear optimization problem to learn the transformation even when
the exact form of the linear PDE is not known. Section 4 uses a similar framework to learn a map
between a trajectory of the Brusselator and the corresponding trajectory of the normal form equations
where all the parameters of the dynamical systems are known. Finally, we outline a process for learning
further transformations between nonlinear and linear PDEs via Gaussian process regression.

2. Cole-Hopf transformation

2.1. Gaussian Process Regression for the Cole-Hopf transformation. In this section, we ex-
plore a specific version of the Cole-Hopf transformation (see Figures 1 and 3) that connects the initial
condition of the Burgers equation with that of the heat equation1:

w0 “ D:pu0q :“
e´ 1

2ν
u0 ´ e´ 1

2ν

1 ´ e´ 1
2ν

, (2.1)

where w0 is an initial condition of the heat equation, and u0 is the antiderivative of the initial condition
of the Burgers equation, v0.

Note that the transformation maps the value of u0 at a point x to the value of w0 at the same point
in a manner independent of x. Thus, the transformation can be interpreted both as a function that
takes u0 to w0, and as an operator that pointwise maps the entire initial condition u0pxq to w0pxq.
In its current form, the transformation acts on the values of the antiderivative of v0 at each point
x, which is advantageous as it circumvents the curse of dimensionality by reducing the problem to a
lower-dimensional space. This method allows for high-accuracy identification of the transformation by
leveraging specific structural knowledge. Alternatively, the transformation could be designed to act
on the entire function x ÞÑ v0pxq. While this approach is more general and does not rely on detailed
structural information, it suffers from the curse of dimensionality due to the high-dimensional nature of
the function space. The current formulation is essentially a specialized case of this broader approach,
employing a specific operator-valued kernel that simplifies the problem to a pointwise transformation.

We start by assuming that we know the initial condition of the Burgers equation v0, as well as its
primitive u0 “ Pv0, where P denotes the integral operator Pv0 :“

şx
0 v0psqds. Then the solution of the

Burgers equation at time t1 “ h, where h is small, can be approximated using a simple forward time
solver based on the Euler method:

1See Appendix A.3 for more details about the Cole-Hopf transformation
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v1 “ Bv0 :“ v0 ` hpνB2
xv0 ´ v0Bxv0q. (2.2)

Similarly, the forward Euler method can also be used to evolve the initial condition of the heat equation
w0 by a single time step:

w1 “ Hw0 :“ w0 ` hνB2
xw0. (2.3)

Figure 1. Cole-Hopf transformation: true D:puq “ w and learned Dpuq against x
(left) and u (right), N “ 25 points between x “ 0 and x “ 1

Figure 2. Relationship between the solution of the heat equation w and the solution
of the Burgers equation v; note that w1 “ HDPv0 “ DPBv0

From the diagram, it is clear that w0 “ D:u0 “ D:Pv0 and w1 “ Hw0 “ D:u1 “ D:Pv1 “ D:PBv0.
Our approach to finding our unknown function D: is to replace it by a centered Gaussian process (GP)
with kernel K and to learn the conditional expectation (or equivalently, the MAP estimator) of the GP
given data. Thus, the problem of recovering D: and w0 from v0 becomes that of finding the candidate
function D P HK that minimizes the squared RKHS norm ||D||2K :“ rw0,K

´1w0s with respect to K
under the following constraints, where N is the number of collocation points and HK is the RKHS
associated with the kernel K:
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min
DPHK

||D||2K

s.t. DPv0pxiq “ w0pxiq, i “ 1, . . . , N

DPBv0pxiq “ Hw0pxiq, i “ 1, . . . , N

Dp0q “ 1

Dp1q “ 0

. (2.4)

We make a few pertinent observations about (2.4)2. First, we note that if there exists a D that satisfies
the first two constraints in 2.4, then aD ` b and D ` cu, where a, b, c P R are constants, also satisfy
those constraints due to the second derivatives in (2.2) and (2.3). Hence we require two uniqueness
constraints to ensure that D has a unique, non-zero solution. We have set them as Dp0q “ 1 and
Dp1q “ 0 in (2.4); this means that we are searching for a version of the Cole-Hopf transformation
which maps the constant function 0pxq “ 0@x P R to the constant function 1pxq “ 1@x P R, and maps
the constant function 1pxq to the constant function 0pxq. Because of the superposition property of the
heat equation (any linear combination of solutions is also a solution of the heat equation), we may
change the right-hand side of those two constraints to any two other constant functions and then the
solution of (2.4) would be another solution of the heat equation satisfying different initial conditions.
Second, if no function between u0 and w0 were to exist that satisfied the constraints, then the recovered
’map’ would become increasingly irregular and the empirical RKHS norm of D would go to infinity
as the number of collocation points increases. Conversely, if there exists a function Dpu0q “ w0, the
computed RKHS norm of the approximation would still increase, but it would eventually converge to
the RKHS norm of the true function as N increases. Thirdly, since the Cole-Hopf transformation is
global, we can replace v0 and w0 with vtj and wtj , the solution of the Burgers and heat equations at
an arbitrary time tj , and the problem (2.4) would still be valid.

Equivalently, we may also define a collection of functionals ϕi : F Ñ HFPv0pxiq´FPBv0pxiq with the
property that ϕipD:q “ 0 and reformulate (2.4) as the following problem, where u0pxiq “

şxi

0 v0pxqdx
are our new collocation points:

min
DPHK

||D||2K

s.t. ϕipDq “ 0, i “ 1, . . . , N

Dp0q “ 1

Dp1q “ 0

. (2.5)

We may expand the constraints as follows, where δu0pxiq
puq is the Dirac delta distribution centered at

u0pxiq
3:

ϕipDq “ 0 “ HDPv0pxiq ´DPBv0pxiq

“

ż

R
δu0pxiq

Dpuqdu` hν

ż

R
δu0pxiq

Dpuq ¨
B2

Bx2
du´

ż

R
δu1pxiq

Dpuqdu

Dp1q “

ż

R
δ1puqDpuqdu “ 0

Dp0q “

ż

R
δ0puqDpuqdu “ 1

. (2.6)

These expansions lead us to define the following distributions:

ϕ̃1puq “ δ0puq

ϕ̃i`1puq “ δu0pxiq
puq ` hνδu0pxiq

puq ¨
B2

Bx2
´ δu1pxiq

puq, i “ 1, . . . , N

ϕ̃N`2puq “ δ1puq

. (2.7)

2(2.4) is a discretized version of a homological equation
3ş

R δu0pxiqfpuqdu “ fpu0pxiqq for a function f
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The constraints in (2.5) may therefore be combined to give the following regression problem which is
linear in D:

min
DPHK

||D||2K

s.t. ϕ̃pDq “ Y
, (2.8)

where Y “

¨

˚

˚

˚

˝

1
0
...
0

˛

‹

‹

‹

‚

P RN`2 and ϕ̃pDqi “ rϕ̃i, Ds :“
ş

R ϕ̃ipuqDpuqdu. In other words, each entry of Y is

the action of a bounded linear functional ϕ̃i on the unknown function D, where ϕ̃i depends on u0pxiq.
Relaxing the constraints in (2.8) leads to

min
DPHK

||D||2K `
1

λ

ˇ

ˇϕ̃pDq ´ Y
ˇ

ˇ

2
, (2.9)

whose minimizer is given by the generalized representer theorem

Dpuq “ Kpu, ϕ̃qpKpϕ̃, ϕ̃q ` λIq´1Y., (2.10)

In the formula (2.10), Kpu, ϕ̃q is the N -vector with entries Kpu, ϕ̃iq and Kpϕ̃, ϕ̃q is the N ˆN matrix
with entries rϕ̃i,Kϕ̃js. The nugget λ ą 0 is taken to be small enough so that (2.10) remains a
good approximant of the minimizer of the constrained problem (2.8), while alleviating the possible
ill-conditioning of Kpϕ̃, ϕ̃q.

We note that there is a certain amount of error that results from solving the heat and Burgers equations
numerically. To avoid the error that arises from the numerical solvers of the differential equations, we
take the limit as the time step h approaches 0 in the formula DPBv0 “ HPBv0 and derive the
following differential equation:

1

2

d2

du2
Dpuq ` ν

d
du
Dpuq “ 0. (2.11)

Hence our new regression problem becomes

min
DPHK

||D||2K

s.t. Dp0q “ 1

1

2

d2

du2
Dpu0pxiqq ` ν

d
du
Dpu0pxiqq “ 0, i “ 1, . . . , N

Dp1q “ 0

. (2.12)

This is still a regression problem in the form of (2.5) which is linear in the constraints and whose
solution is given by (2.10), where the ϕ̃ipuq are now:

ϕ̃1puq “ δ0puq

ϕ̃i`1puq “
1

2
δu0pxiq

puq ¨
d2

du2
` νδu0pxiq

puq ¨
d
du
, i “ 1, . . . , N

ϕ̃N`2puq “ δ1puq

. (2.13)

We note that (1) this is the same ODE which was involved in the analytic derivation of the Cole-Hopf
transformation and (2) any well-posed linear differential equation with sufficient uniqueness conditions
can be solved as a quadratic minimization problem in the mold of (2.12).
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2.2. Learning the kernel parameters. We use a single initial condition u0 of u as our training data
and compare two approaches for learning Cole-Hopf. In Method A4 (Figure 1), we learn the parameter
θ of the kernel by minimizing the following loss function:

ρpθq :“
1

N

N
ÿ

j“1

˜

1 ´
Y ´j,T pK´j

θ pϕ̃, ϕ̃q ` λIq´1Y ´j

Y T pKθpϕ̃, ϕ̃q ` λIq´1Y

¸

. (2.14)

The matrix K´j
θ pϕ̃, ϕ̃q P RpN`1qˆpN`1q is formed by removing the row and column of Kθpϕ̃, ϕ̃q cor-

responding to the jth data point of u0pxq, and Y ´j “ p1, 0, . . . , 0qT P RN`1. The intuition behind
the function ρpθq is that the kernel parameter(s) is considered good if the interpolant does not change
much when we remove one point from the training data.

Figure 3. Cole-Hopf transformation: true D:puq “ w and learned Dpuq against x
(left) and u (right), N “ 25 points, kernel parameter not learned

In Method B (Figure 3), we do not learn the kernel and use the parameter θ “ 1. We report the relative
operator loss between the true Cole-Hopf transform D: and its Gaussian process approximation D:

LpD,D:q “
||D ´D:||2

||D:||2
. (2.15)

In each of our examples, we use the single-parameter Matérn-2.5 kernel because it is a universal kernel
that does not require many assumptions about the structure of the data:

Kθpx, yq “

ˆ

1 `
?
5

|x´ y|

θ
`

5

3

|x´ y|2

θ2

˙

exp

ˆ

´
?
5|x´ y|

θ

˙

. (2.16)

We have displayed the LpD,D:q in Table 1 with various values of N under Methods A and B.

N 25 50 100 200 400 800
(A) Learning 2.9675e-4 7.6794e-5 1.9450e-5 4.8647e-6 1.1890e-6 2.6892e-7
(B) No learning 1.9232e-2 5.2601e-3 1.3532e-3 3.4103e-4 8.4719e-5 2.0338e-5

Table 1. Relative L2 error for Cole-Hopf with and without learning the kernel with
N points

Table 1 and Figures 1 show that when we learn the kernel, Method A outperforms Method B in mapping
the initial condition of the Burgers equation v0pxq “

28νπ sinpπxq

7`3.2 cospπxq
, ν “ 0.5 to the initial condition of the

corresponding heat equation w0pxq. However, as the number of data points increases, the Gaussian
process approximation D converges rapidly to the true function D: in both cases.

4Method A is a variant of Kernel Flows; see Appendix A.2
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2.3. Results with multiple initial conditions. We proceed to learn the Cole-Hopf transformation
with four initial conditions of the Burgers’ equation. The procedure is identical to that in the case
with one initial condition, and we show that the transformation can be learned for a wider range of
values of v0pxq than in Section 2.1. First, we take 101 data points each from the following functions

v0,1pxq “ 5 ` 3x, ´2.5 ď x ď ´1.5

v0,2pxq “ 5 cospxq ` 2, 0 ď x ď 1

v0,3pxq “
exppx3 q

100
, 15 ď x ď 16

v0,4pxq “ x, 10 ď x ď 11

. (2.17)

We use the notation u0,k :“
şx
0 v0,kpsqds, k “ 1, . . . , 4. Then solving the regression problem

min
DPHK

||D||2K

s.t. Dp0q “ 1

1

2

d2

du2
Dpu0,kpxiqq ` ν

d
du
Dpu0,kpxiqq “ 0, i “ 1, . . . , N, k “ 1, . . . , 4

Dp1q “ 0

. (2.18)

recovers the Cole-Hopf transformation for each trajectory. Our results, shown in 4, confirm that the
Cole-Hopf transformation can be recovered with a high degree of accuracy in a larger interval in space
than observed in Section 2.2.

Figure 4. Cole-Hopf transformation for 4 trajectories in the same plot

3. Linearizing a nonlinear PDE: a second example

We examine another nonlinear PDE that can be transformed directly into a linear PDE. The trans-
formation, which we learn to a high level of accuracy, is depicted in Figure 5.

Consider the first-order nonlinear PDE

ut “ ux ´
1

u2
. (3.1)

Suppose we wish to map an initial condition of u to an initial condition of the linear PDE

wt “ wx ´ w. (3.2)

Then the Gaussian process regression problem for the transformation may be derived in an identical
fashion to the previous section. We write N and M to symbolize forward solvers for (3.1) and (3.2):
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Figure 5. True G:puq “ w and learned Gpuq against x (left) and u (right) with
N “ 100 points between x “ 0 and x “ 1

u1 “ Nu0 :“ u0 ` h

ˆ

Bxu0 ´
1

u20

˙

(3.3)

w1 “ Mw0 :“ w0 ` hpBxw0 ´ w0q (3.4)

Diagram 6 visualizes the relationship between u and w. As with the Cole-Hopf example, we can write
w1 in two different ways: w1 “ MG:u0 and w1 “ G:Nu0. This time, we directly take the limit as
h Ñ 0 and express the candidate function G in terms of a linear differential equation:

1

u2
d
du
Gpuq “ Gpuq (3.5)

Figure 6. Relationship between the linear equation w and nonlinear equation u

Once again, the solution of (3.5) can be expressed as the solution of a quadratic kernel optimization
problem with solution (2.10), although we only need one uniqueness constraint (which we take to be
Gp1q “ 1) as our PDE is first-order in space:
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min
GPHK

||G||2K

s.t. Gp1q “ 1

1

u0pxiq2
d
du
Gpu0pxiqq ´Gpu0pxiqq “ 0, i “ 1, . . . , N

(3.6)

This is still a regression problem in the form of (2.5) which is linear in G and whose relaxed solution
is given by

Gpuq “ Kpu, ϕ̃qpKpϕ̃, ϕ̃q ` λIq´1Y, (3.7)

where Y “

¨

˚

˚

˚

˝

1
0
...
0

˛

‹

‹

‹

‚

P RN`1 and the ϕ̃ipuq are now:

ϕ̃1puq “ δ1puq

ϕ̃i`1puq “
1

u0pxiq2
δu0pxiq

puq ¨
d
du

` δu0pxiq
puq, i “ 1, . . . , N

(3.8)

In Figure 5, we have used the representer formula with the Matérn-2.5 kernel to learn the map between
u0pxq “ p3 logpcoshp´xq exppxqq ` 1q

1
3 and w0pxq. The high accuracy of the learned map, even though

we have not learned the parameter of the kernel in this case, means that it is visually indistinguishable
from the true transformation

G:puq “ e
u3´1

3 (3.9)

in the plots.

Figure 7. True G:puq “ w0 and learned Gpuq against x (left) and u0 (right), where
a « ´0.9974 has been learned by CGC

3.1. Learning the linear PDE. So far, we have assumed that we know the exact equation of the
linear PDE which we map our nonlinear PDE to. We proceed to explore what happens if instead, we
only know that the equation of the linear PDE takes the form

wt “ w ` a:wx, (3.10)
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where a: P R is an unknown real number. In that case5, we replace a: with a Gaussian random variable
a with distribution N p0,Γq6, hence the squared RKHS norm ||a||2Γ is simply a2

Γ2 ; here we take Γ “ 1
(that is, Γ is a constant kernel). Then we find G and a via a nonlinear optimization problem in which
we obtain the best Gaussian process approximation of our unknown functions by finding the minimizer
of the following loss:

Lpf, Zq “ ||G||2K ` ||a||2Γ ` λ1L1pf, Zq ` λ2L2pZq ` λ3|Gp1q ´ 1|2, (3.11)

where f “ pG, aq and Z “ pZ¨,0, Z¨,1, Z¨,2q is the N ˆ 3 data array containing our approximations
of pu,G, dG

du q7 at a number of collocation points. In the expressions below, we use | ¨ | to denote the
Euclidean norm of the arrays and { to symbolize elementwise division of vectors.

L1pf, Zq “ |GpZ¨,0q ´ Z¨,1|2 (3.12)

is a loss which forces Z¨,1, our array of data points for the approximation of w, to be the output of
GpZ0q.

L2pZq “ |Z¨,1 ` aZ¨,2{Z2
¨,0| (3.13)

is a loss which enforces the differential equation (3.5).

Here, λ1 is 1
λ , where λ is the regularization constant from the previous sections; λ2 and λ3 are typically

learned by cross-validation, although in our case, we have determined them such that no term in
Lpf, Zq becomes too dominant.

Figure 7 illustrates the recovered transformation Gpuq where we have learned a by minimizing (3.11);
our initial guesses for a andG are 0 and the identity function respectively. We end up with a « ´0.9974,
which is reasonably close to the true value a: “ ´1.

4. Learning the Poincaré normal form of the supercritical Hopf bifurcation

In this section, we extend our framework to the case of learning Poincaré normal forms of ODEs8 We
extend our Gaussian process (GP) approach to learn a local transformation that maps a trajectory of
a nonlinear dynamical system to the corresponding trajectory of its normal form. We will focus on the
case of a system with a Hopf bifurcation and plot the true limit cycle of the normal form as well its
reconstructed counterpart to show that GPs are effective at learning the map that transforms a system
to its Poincaré normal form.

We examine the case of the Brusselator

dū
dt

“ A` ū2v̄ ´ pB ` 1qū

dv̄
dt

“ Bū´ ū2v̄

, (4.1)

where A and B are parameters. The Brusselator undergoes a stable limit cycle for B ą A2 ` 1.
From the theory of normal forms, there exists a local transformation between the following form of the
Brusselator

5This case can also be viewed as a way of introducing uncertainty in the target PDE since the linear PDE is no longer
exactly wt “ w ´ wx when we initialize the algorithm for minmizing the loss function.

6We can generalize this to the case where the coefficient is a function apxq, although we would use a non-constant
kernel in that situation.

7In the case of u, Z¨,0 would be array containing the true value of u at space points xj P r0, 1s
8Check Appendix A.4 for more background on Poincaré normal forms.
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Figure 8. True (left) and learned (right) limit cycles

du
dt

“ A` pu`Aq2
ˆ

v `
B

A

˙

´ pB ` 1qpu`Aq

dv
dt

“ Bpu`Aq ´ pu`Aq2
ˆ

v `
B

A

˙ , (4.2)

where we have made the shift of coordinates u “ ū´A, v “ v̄´ B
A to change the equilibrium point to

the origin; and the normal form equations, which can be written in Cartesian coordinates:

dx
dt

“ pµ´ x2 ´ y2qx´ y

dy
dt

“ pµ´ x2 ´ y2qy ` x

, (4.3)

where µ is a known constant9, that is approximately the square of the radius of the limit cycle of our
normal form equations; or in polar coordinates (which we shall use in our computations):

dr
dt

“ pµ´ r2qr

dθ
dt

“ 1

, (4.4)

where x “ r cos θ and y “ r sin θ.

For a fixed triple pA,B, µq, the goal is to use CGC to find the GP approximation H of the map
H:pu, vq “ r. We assume we know that θptq “ t ` θ0 because θ does not depend on µ. Since the
solution of the normal form equations is close to the solution of the Brusselator near the origin, r0, the
initial condition of the ODE for r, is approximately equal to

a

u20 ` v20 for small values of u0 and v0.
The problem of finding the best GP approximation H for a given parameter triple pA,B, µq becomes
that of finding the Z that minimizes the loss function

9From Kuznetsov [33], µ “
B´pA2`1q?

4A2´pB´A2´1q2
. In this paper, we run numerical experiments for A “ 1.0, B “ 2.1, µ «

0.05. For much smaller values of µ around the bifurcation parameter µ “ 0, we expect our method to work. The only
drawback when µ gets smaller is that the radius of the limit cycle, r «

?
µ, gets smaller and the choice of the initial

conditions to run our method becomes more sensitive since they have to be within the radius of the limit cycle in order
to guarantee that the trajectory coverges to the limit cycle, and the number of collocation points needed gets larger since
it takes longer to converge to the limit cycle.
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Figure 9. Distance from the origin, r, for the true vs. approximate dynamics in polar
coordinates

LpH,Zq “ ||H||2K ` λ1L1pf, Zq ` λ2L2pZq ` λ3
ˇ

ˇHpu0, v0q ´

b

u20 ` v20
ˇ

ˇ

2
, (4.5)

where Z “ pZ¨,0, Z¨,1, Z¨,2, Z¨,3, Z¨,4q to be the array of data points approximating the state of the
system pt, u, v, r, dr

dt q at a given iteration step.

Here,

L1pH,Zq “ |HpZ¨,1, Z¨,2q ´ Z¨,3|2 (4.6)

is the loss term which forces Z¨,3, the approximation of r, to be the output of H at pZ¨,1, Z¨,2q

L2pZq “ |Z¨,4 ´ pµ´ Z2
¨,3qZ¨,3|2 (4.7)

is the term which enforces the ODE (4.4), and

|Hpu0, v0q ´

b

u20 ` v20|2 (4.8)

is a constraint which maps the initial condition of the Brusselator pu0, v0q to
a

u20 ` v20, which is
closed to the true initial condition r0 of the normal form equation for r10. In our simulation, we use
pu0, v0q “ p0.1,´0.1q.

The kernel K is the quartic polynomial kernel Kps, tq “ psT tq4, s, t P R2. We choose a polynomial
kernel because both the normal form and the transformations to the normal form are often approx-
imated by Taylor series (polynomial) expansions in the literature. Using the polynomial kernel also
allows us to automatically satisfy Hp0, 0q “ 0 when we use the representer formula for H; that is, H
maps the origin of the Brusselator to the origin of its normal form.
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We use N “ 2000 points for pu, vq between t “ 0 and t “ 200 for pu, vq and A “ 1, B “ 2.1, µ “ 0.1?
3.99

,

pr0, θ0q “ p
?
2

10 ,´
π
4 q in our experiments and we plot true x “ r cos θ and y “ r sin θ against our learned

x and y in Figure 10, as well as the true and learned r as a function of t in Figure 9.

Figure 10. x (left) and y (right) coordinates of normal form equations
We also display a 3D plot of the true H: and the learned Hpu, vq as a function of u and v in Figure
11 to further highlight the similarity between the true and the learned versions of the normal form.

Figure 11. H (left) and H: (right) as a function of pu, vq

5. Discussion

Having learned a couple of known examples of transformations between trajectories of PDEs, we
investigate whether this formulation can be applied to other relationships between nonlinear and linear
PDEs that have a first-order dependence on time.

10We can make such an assumption since the normal form transformation is a near-identity transformation and we
can assume that sufficiently small initial conditions of pu, vq will be mapped almost identically to the initial conditions
of px, yq, i.e. px0, y0q « pu0, v0q.
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We shall use normal capital letters P,L and T : to represent maps that take (potentially multiple)
derivatives of functions as inputs, and calligraphic letters P,L and T : for operators acting directly on
w and v.

Let v be the solution of a nonlinear PDE which we write in the form

vt “ P rpDβuqβPJ s :“ P rDβ1u, ...,Dβnus “ Pu, (5.1)

where Dβnu, n ě 0 is the nth derivative of u with respect to x and P is a nonlinear operator. For
brevity, we shall write P ru,Du, ...,Dnus as Pu. Now let w be a linear PDE which we express as

wt “ LrpDγwqγPΓs :“ LrDwγ1 , ..., Dγlws “ Lw. (5.2)

If there exists a transform T mapping u0 to w0, we write

w0 “ T :rpDαu0qαPIĂZs :“ T :rDα1u0, ..., D
αmu0s “ T :u0. (5.3)

In other words, the possible inputs of T : are u0, its derivatives and its antiderivatives.

Figure 12. Relationship between nonlinear PDE u and linear PDE w

Given knowledge of the initial conditions u0pxq and w0pxq, we can approximate u1pxq, w1pxq, the values
of u and w at time t1 “ h, using the Euler scheme u1 “ pI`hPqu0, w1 “ pI`hLqw0. Figure 12 shows
that we can reach w1 from u0 in two ways: w1 “ T :u1 “ T : ¨ pI ` hPqu0 “ pI ` hLq ¨ T :u0. Taking
the limit as h Ñ 0, we derive the functional differential equation

BT :

BP
¨ P “ L ¨ T :, (5.4)

where BT :

BP is the Fréchet derivative of T : with respect to P. Then recovering T : becomes a question
of solving a PDE in terms of T :.

The optimization problem for T , the Gaussian process approximation of T :, now becomes

min
TPHK

||T ||2K

s.t.
BT :

BP
¨ Ppxiq “ L ¨ T :pxiq, i “ 1, . . . , N

T rDα1u0pxjq, ..., D
αmu0pxjqs “ wpxjq, j “ 1, . . . , l

, (5.5)
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where like before, T rDα1u0pxjq, ..., D
αmu0pxjqs “ w0pxjq are arbitrary uniqueness constraints which

ensure that the answer to (5.5) is not 0. We remark that in practice, the u0pxiq and w0pxiq may
come from multiple pairs of solutions to (5.1) and (5.2); this will improve the ability of the model to
generalize to unseen data and demonstrate that the transform exists in a large region in space.

Then the problem of learning an operator that maps a nonlinear PDE P to a linear PDE L is that
of finding the pairs pP,Lq such that the RKHS norm of the minimizer T of (5.5) remains uniformly
bounded independently from the number of constraints N and l. As for the number of derivatives and
antiderivatives that are required as inputs of the operator T , we could start by assuming that T is a
function of u0 alone. If there exists no such function T with the property T pu0q “ w0, then the RKHS
norm will go to infinity as the number of collocation points increases. In that case, we then investigate
whether there exists a function T pu0, Du0q “ w0 by solving the same minimization problem and repeat
the process of increasing the number of inputs. On the other hand, should such a mapping exist, the
RKHS norm of T will converge to the norm of T : as more points are added. We progressively add
more inputs as necessary until we find a mapping which is regular.

6. Code

The code for this paper can be found at www.github.com/jonghyeon1998/CGC

7. Conclusion

We have demonstrated that Gaussian processes (GPs) are capable of recovering the Cole-Hopf transfor-
mation from samples of the Burgers equation and its antiderivative, as well as a transformation between
the initial conditions of two first-order PDEs. Although we have mainly focused on an examples of
transformations which can be derived exactly, it may be possible to use GPs to learn new transforms
which have no closed form using the method outlined in the discussion. The example about normal
forms and local transformations between two dynamical systems is also worthy of further investigation.
In particular, we shall attempt in future work to learn the radius of the limit cycle of the normal form
equations as a function of the parameters of the source dynamical system.

Appendix A.

A.1. Reproducing Kernel Hilbert Spaces (RKHS). We give a brief overview of reproducing
kernel Hilbert spaces as used in statistical learning theory [13]. Early work developing the theory of
RKHS was undertaken by N. Aronszajn [4].

Definition A.1. Let H be a Hilbert space of functions on a set X . Denote by xf, gy the inner product
on H and let }f} “ xf, fy1{2 be the norm in H, for f and g P H. We say that H is a reproducing
kernel Hilbert space (RKHS) if there exists a function K : X ˆ X Ñ R such that
i. Kx :“ KpX, ¨q P H for all x P X .
ii. K spans H: H “ spantKx | x P X u.
iii. K has the reproducing property: @f P H, fpxq “ xf,Kxy.
K will be called a reproducing kernel of H. HK will denote the RKHS H with reproducing kernel K
where it is convenient to explicitly note this dependence.

The important properties of reproducing kernels are summarized in the following proposition.

Proposition A.1. If K is a reproducing kernel of a Hilbert space H, then
i. KpX, yq is unique.
ii. @x, y P X , KpX, yq “ Kpy, xq (symmetry).
iii.

řq
i,j“1 βiβjKpXi, xjq ě 0 for βi P R, xi P X and q P N` (positive definiteness).

iv. xKpX, ¨q,Kpy, ¨qy “ KpX, yq.

Common examples of reproducing kernels defined on a compact domain X Ă Rn are the (1) constant
kernel: KpX, yq “ k ą 0 (2) linear kernel: KpX, yq “ x ¨y (3) polynomial kernel: KpX, yq “ p1`x ¨yqd

for d P N` (4) Laplace kernel: KpX, yq “ e´||x´y||2{σ2 , with σ ą 0 (5) Gaussian kernel: KpX, yq “
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e´||x´y||22{σ2 , with σ ą 0 (6) triangular kernel: KpX, yq “ maxt0, 1 ´
||x´y||22

σ u, with σ ą 0. (7) locally

periodic kernel: KpX, yq “ σ2e´2
sin2pπ||x´y||2{pq

ℓ2 e´
||x´y||22

2ℓ2 , with σ, ℓ, p ą 0.

Theorem A.1. Let K : X ˆX Ñ R be a symmetric and positive definite function. Then there exists a
Hilbert space of functions H defined on X admitting K as a reproducing Kernel. Conversely, let H be a
Hilbert space of functions f : X Ñ R satisfying @x P X , Dκx ą 0, such that |fpxq| ď κx}f}H, @f P H.
Then H has a reproducing kernel K.

Theorem A.2. Let KpX, yq be a positive definite kernel on a compact domain or a manifold X. Then
there exists a Hilbert space F and a function Φ : X Ñ F such that

KpX, yq “ xΦpxq,ΦpyqyF for x, y P X.

Φ is called a feature map, and F a feature space11.

A.2. Function Approximation in RKHSs: An Optimal Recovery Viewpoint. In this section,
we review function approximation in RKHSs from the point of view of optimal recovery as discussed
in [41].
Problem P:. Given input/output data px1, y1q, ¨ ¨ ¨ , pxN , yN q P X ˆR, recover an unknown function u˚

mapping X to R such that u˚pxiq “ yi for i P t1, ..., Nu.

In the setting of optimal recovery, [41] Problem P can be turned into a well-posed problem by restricting
candidates for u to belong to a Banach space of functions B endowed with a norm || ¨ || and identifying
the optimal recovery as the minimizer of the relative error

minvmaxu
||u´ v||2

||u||2
, (A.1)

where the max is taken over u P B and the min is taken over candidates in v P B such that vpxiq “

upxiq “ yi. For the validity of the constraints upxiq “ yi, B˚, the dual space of B, must contain delta
Dirac functions ϕip¨q “ δp¨ ´ xiq. This problem can be stated as a game between Players I and II and
can then be represented as

(Player I) u P B

max
��

v P LpΦ,Bq

min||

(Player II)

}u´vpuq}

}u}
.

(A.2)

If || ¨ || is quadratic, i.e. ||u||2 “ rQ´1u, us where rϕ, us stands for the duality product between ϕ P B˚

and u P B and Q : B˚ Ñ B is a positive symmetric linear bijection (i.e. such that rϕ,Qϕs ě 0 and
rψ,Qϕs “ rϕ,Qψs for ϕ, ψ P B˚). In that case the optimal solution of (A.1) has the explicit form

v˚ “

N
ÿ

i,j“1

upxiqAi,jQϕj , (A.3)

where A “ Θ´1 and Θ P RNˆN is a Gram matrix with entries Θi,j “ rϕi, Qϕjs.

To recover the classical representer theorem, one defines the reproducing kernel K as

KpX, yq “ rδp¨ ´ xq, Qδp¨ ´ yqs

In this case, pB, || ¨ ||q can be seen as an RKHS endowed with the norm

||u||2 “ supϕPB˚

p
ş

ϕpxqupxqdxq2

p
ş

ϕpxqKpX, yqϕpyqdxdyq

and (A.3) corresponds to the classical representer theorem

v˚p¨q “ yTAKpX, ¨q, (A.4)

11The dimension of the feature space can be infinite, for example in the case of the Gaussian kernel.
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using the vectorial notation yTAKpX, ¨q “
řN

i,j“1 yiAi,jKpXj , ¨q with yi “ upxiq, A “ Θ´1 and
Θi,j “ KpXi, xjq.

Now, let us consider the problem of learning the kernel from data. As introduced in [42], the method
of Kernel Flows (KF) is based on the premise that a kernel is good if there is no significant loss in
accuracy in the prediction error if the number of data points is halved. This led to the introduction of

ρ “
||v˚ ´ vs||2

||v˚||2
(A.5)

12 which is the relative error between v˚, the optimal recovery (A.4) of u˚ based on the full dataset
X “ tpx1, y1q, . . . , pxN , yN qu, and vs the optimal recovery of both u˚ and v˚ based on half of the
dataset Xs “ tpxi, yiq | i P Su (CardpSq “ N{2) which admits the representation

vs “ pysqTAsKpXs, ¨q (A.6)

with ys “ tyi | i P Su, xs “ txi | i P Su, As “ pΘsq´1, Θs
i,j “ KpXs

i , x
s
jq. This quantity ρ is directly

related to the game in (A.2) where one is minimizing the relative error of v˚ versus vs. Instead of using
the entire the dataset X one may use random subsets Xs1 (of X) for v˚ and random subsets Xs2 (of
Xs1) for vs. In practice, it is computed as [42]

ρ “ 1 ´
Ys2

TKpXs2 , Xs2q´1Ys2
Ys1

TKpXs1 , Xs1q´1Ys1
(A.7)

Writing σ2pxq “ KpX,xq ´KpX,Xf qKpXf , Xf q´1KpXf , xq we have the pointwise error bound

|upxq ´ v˚pxq| ď σpxq}u}H, (A.8)

Local error estimates such as (A.8) are classical in Kriging [46] (see also [39][Thm. 5.1] for applications
to PDEs). }u}H is bounded from below (and, in with sufficient data, can be approximated by) by
a

Y f,TKpXf , Xf q´1Y f , i.e., the RKHS norm of the interpolant of v˚.

A.3. Derivation of Cole-Hopf. We outline the theory behind the Cole-Hopf transformation; a more
detailed explanation can be found in [15]. Consider the following parabolic nonlinear PDE on R:

ut ´ νuxx `
1

2
u2x “ 0 (A.9)

with initial condition upx, 0q “ u0pxq at time t “ 0 and parameter ν P R.

Assume that there exists a smooth function F : R Ñ R such that F puq “ w, where wpx, tq is a solution
of a linear PDE.

Then differentiating both sides of F puq “ w with respect to time and space yields the relations

wt “ F 1puqut, wxx “ F 1puquxx ` F 2puqu2x (A.10)

Substituting A.10 into A.9 gives us

wt “ F 1puqut “ F 1puq

ˆ

νuxx ´
1

2
u2x

˙

“ νwxx ´

ˆ

νF 2puq `
1

2
F 1puq

˙

u2x (A.11)

If we can find a F that solves the ODE νF 2 ` 1
2F

1 “ 0, then A.11 collapses to

12A variant of KF based on Lyapunov exponents, in order to capture long-term behavior of the system, can be found
at [25], another one based on the Maximum Mean Discrepancy that allows capturing the statistical properties of the
system, and that we conjecture to be related to the properties of the Frobenius-Perron operator, can be found at [25], and
another one based on the Hausdorff distance, that allows reconstructing attractors, can be found at [47]. See also [34] for
the method of Sparse Kernel Flows where we modified (A.5) by adding an L1 penalty term. An Algorithmic Information
Theoretic point of view on KF, and particularly Sparse Kernel Flows, can be found at [23] where the problem of learning
kernels from data is viewed as a problem of data-compression and where it is shown that KF is the “natural approach”
to learn kernels from data.
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wt “ νwxx (A.12)

, the heat equation. By inspection, the ansatz F puq “ e´ 1
2ν

u solves the ODE. We can therefore write
that

w “ e´ 1
2ν

u (A.13)

where w has initial condition wpx, 0q “ e´ 1
2ν

u0pxq :“ w0pxq. A.13 is the Cole-Hopf transformation.

Since any affine transform λw ` µ, λ, µ P R of w also solves the heat equation, we can construct a
function D˚ that maps u to another solution of the heat equation with different initial conditions:

D˚puq :“ λe´ 1
2ν

u ` µ (A.14)

Note that we can rearrange A.13 in terms of w and differentiate with respect to space to obtain a new
equation.

ux “ v “ Cpw,wxq :“ ´2ν
wx

w
(A.15)

The left hand side ux, which we shall denote hereafter as v, is the solution of the viscous Burgers’
equation with initial condition vpx, 0q “ v0pxq:

vt ´ νvxx ` vvx “ 0 (A.16)

A.4. Poincaré Normal Forms. In this section, we briefly review some results on normal forms near
equilibria of nonlinear ODEs.

Consider the nonlinear ODE in Rn

9x :“ F pxq “ Ax` fpxq, (A.17)

with f P Cr`1pRn;Rnq denoting a vector field on Rn, fp0q “ 0 and A “ BF
Bx |x“0. Without loss of

generality, we will assume that A is in Jordan form.

The goal is to find a change of coordinates

x “ ξpyq, (A.18)

with ξ P CrpRn;Rnq in a neighborhood of the origin, such that the Taylor expansion of the vector field
after a coordinate transformation (A.18) is simple in the sense of making essential features of the flow
of (A.17) near the equilibrium x “ 0 evident. The resulting vector field, which we will refer to as g, is
usually called a normal form.

The desired simplification of (A.17) will be obtained, up to terms of a specified order, by constructing a
near identity coordinate transformation from a sequence of compositions of coordinate transformations
of the form (A.18) with

ξpyq “ exppξrksqpyq “ y ` ξrkspyq `Op|y|k`1q, (A.19)

where y P Rn is close to zero, ξrks P Hk
n (k ě 2), the vector space of homogeneous polynomial vector

fields of degree k in n variables with values in Rn, and exppξrksq denotes the time-one flow of the ODE
9y “ ξrkspyq for initial conditions in a sufficiently small neighbourhood of the origin 0 P Rn. We consider
a formal power series expansion of f in (A.17) and write

fpxq “ f r2spxq ` f r3spxq ` . . . , (A.20)

with f rks P Hk
n. From (A.19) we obtain

ξ´1pyq “ y ´ ξrkspyq `Op|y|2kq. (A.21)

Substituting (A.18), (A.19) and (A.21) in (A.17), we get

9y “ Ay ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` f rk´1spyq ` f rkspyq ´ pLAξ
rksqpyq `Op|y|k`1q, (A.22)
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with the Lie derivative LA defined on vector fields f as

pLAfqpyq :“
Bfpyq

By
Ay ´Afpyq. (A.23)

In the present context LA is also known as the homological operator.

The Lie derivative leaves Hk
n invariant, LA : Hk

n Ñ Hk
n. We denote its range in Hk

n as Rk and let Ck

denote a complement of Rk in Hk
n

Hk
n “ Rk ‘ Ck, k ě 2. (A.24)

We define a normal form of f of order r as a Taylor expansion of the vector field with linear part and
terms grks P Ck for 2 ď k ď r.

From the preceding it is clear that the elements of the normal form are in Ck. The problem of finding
the normal form is thus to find the space Ck. Essentially, there are two methods to find the elements
of the normal form13:

‚ Indirect approach (A is semisimple, i.e. diagonalizable over the complex plane):
doing the computations in Rk by canceling the maximum number of terms and then deducing
the elements that do not belong to Rk. In this case,

Hk
n “ imLk

A ‘ kerLk
A, k ě 2.

‚ Direct approach: characterizing the elements in Ck by solving a PDE. In this case, a different
inner product is introduced such that

Hk
n “ imLk

A ‘ ker pLk
Aq˚, k ě 2.

One of the advantages of the latter approach is that it extends easily to the case where A is not
semisimple.

A.4.1. Indirect Approach. If A is semisimple, A can be written as A “ diagtλ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , λnu where λi,
i “ 1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , n, are the eigenvalues of A then, as in Poincaré’s original work and its extensions, a normal
form of (A.17) up to order r ě 2 can be chosen so that its nonlinear part consists of all resonant
monomials up to order r where the resonant monomials are

xα1
1 ¨ ¨ ¨xαn

n el (A.25)

(with
řn

i“1 αi “ k ě 2, 1 ď j ď n, and eℓ is the ℓth unit vector) are such that the resonance condition

n
ÿ

i“1

λiαi ´ λj “ 0, (A.26)

is satisfied. For example, after quadratic and cubic changes of coordinates

gr2spyq “
ÿ

λi`λj“λℓ

cijℓ e
ℓyiyj (A.27)

gr3spyq “
ÿ

λi`λj`λk“λℓ

cijkℓ eℓyiyjyk (A.28)

In this approach, the computations are done on the space Rk, the image of Lk
A, by computing the

image of different elements that constitute the basis of Hk
n. Those who do not belong to the image of

Lk
A are in its complement and are the resonant terms.

13In this paper, we focused on deriving normal forms using the indirect approach. We leave the derivation of normal
forms using the PDE formulation to another paper



20 GAUSSIAN PROCESSES SIMPLIFY DIFFERENTIAL EQUATIONS

A.4.2. Direct Approach. A convenient choice of inner product was introduced by Belitskii [5],
Meyer [36] and Elphick et al. [14], enabling the characterization of expression of Ck as the kernel of the
Lie derivative of A˚ (the adjoint of linear part A of the vector field at the equilibrium). The normal
form g can be made to satisfy the system of linear PDEs

LA˚grks “ 0. (A.29)

that can be solved explicitly using the method of characteristics. The normal form obtained is some
times called am “inner-product normal form” [38]. It is based on properly choosing the space comple-
mentary to impLk

Aq such that computations become simple.

In general, with the above choices made, the normal form is equivariant with respect to the group

Gs “ texppA˚
s tq | t P Ru, (A.30)

i.e. that x is a solution of the ODE associated to the truncated normal form vector field 9x “
řp

k“1 g
rkspxq if and only if γpxq is also a solution of the same ODE, i.e. d

dtpγpxqq “
řp

k“1 g
rkspγpxqq

where γ P Gs. The appearance of this equivariance is a simplifying feature.

A.5. The Andronov-Hopf Bifurcation. In this section, we review some results about the Andronov-
Hopf bifurcation. The material is taken from http://www.scholarpedia.org/article/Andronov-Hopf_
bifurcation
Definition. The Andronov-Hopf bifurcation is a local bifurcation in which a fixed point of a dynamical
system loses stability as a pair of complex conjugate eigenvalues cross the imaginary axis of the complex
plane. This crossing leads to the appearance or disappearance of a periodic orbit (limit cycle). The
bifurcation can be supercritical, where a stable limit cycle is born, or subcritical, where an unstable
limit cycle appears.

Consider a dynamical system described by the differential equation:

9x “ fpx, λq, x P Rn, λ P R, (A.31)

where x is the state vector and λ is a parameter. A fixed point x0 satisfies fpx0, λq “ 0. As the
parameter λ varies, the nature of the fixed point may change, leading to different types of bifurcations.
The Andronov-Hopf bifurcation occurs when the fixed point undergoes a change in stability due to the
movement of a pair of complex conjugate eigenvalues across the imaginary axis.
Two-dimensional Case. In the case of a two-dimensional system (n “ 2), the Andronov-Hopf bifurcation
can be described by considering the eigenvalues of the Jacobian matrix at the fixed point. Suppose
the system is given by:

9x “ fpx, λq, x P R2. (A.32)

Let Jpλq be the Jacobian matrix evaluated at the fixed point x0pλq. The eigenvalues µpλq ˘ iωpλq of
Jpλq are complex conjugates. A Hopf bifurcation occurs when: i.) µpλq “ 0 at λ “ λ0, ii.) dµ

dλ ‰ 0 at
λ “ λ0, iii.) ωpλ0q ‰ 0.

As λ passes through λ0, the real part of the eigenvalues changes sign, leading to a qualitative change in
the stability of the fixed point. If µpλq changes from negative to positive, a stable fixed point becomes
unstable, and a small stable limit cycle emerges, corresponding to a supercritical Hopf bifurcation. If
µpλq changes from positive to negative, the fixed point becomes stable and a small unstable limit cycle
disappears, corresponding to a subcritical Hopf bifurcation.
First Lyapunov Coefficient. Whether the Andronov-Hopf bifurcation is subcritical or supercritical is
determined by σ, which is the sign of the first Lyapunov coefficient l1p0q of the dynamical system near
the equilibrium. This coefficient can be computed at α “ 0 as follows. Write the Taylor expansion of
fpx, 0q at x “ 0 as

fpx, 0q “ A0x`
1

2
Bpx, xq `

1

6
Cpx, x, xq `Op}x}4q, (A.33)

where Bpx, yq and Cpx, y, zq are the multilinear functions with components

Bjpx, yq “

n
ÿ

k,l“1

B2fjpξ, 0q

BξkBξl

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ξ“0

xkyl, (A.34)

http://www.scholarpedia.org/article/Andronov-Hopf_bifurcation
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Cjpx, y, zq “

n
ÿ

k,l,m“1

B3fjpξ, 0q

BξkBξlBξm

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ξ“0

xkylzm, (A.35)

where j “ 1, 2, . . . , n.

Let q P Cn be a complex eigenvector of A0 corresponding to the eigenvalue iω0: A0q “ iω0q. Introduce
also the adjoint eigenvector p P Cn: AT

0 p “ ´iω0p, xp, qy “ 1. Here xp, qy “ pT q is the inner product
in Cn. Then (see, for example, Kuznetsov (2004))

l1p0q “
1

2ω0
Re

“

xp, Cpq, q, qqy ´ 2xp,Bpq, A´1
0 Bpq, qqqy ` xp,Bpq, p2iω0In ´A0q´1Bpq, qqqy

‰

, (A.36)

where In is the unit n ˆ n matrix. Note that the value (but not the sign) of l1p0q depends on the
scaling of the eigenvector q. The normalization xq, qy “ 1 is one of the options to remove this ambiguity.
Standard bifurcation software (e.g., MATCONT) computes l1p0q automatically.

For planar smooth ODEs with x “ pu, vqT ,

fpx, 0q “

ˆ

0 ω0

´ω0 0

˙ ˆ

u
v

˙

`

ˆ

P pu, vq

Qpu, vq

˙

, (A.37)

the setting q “ p “ 1?
2
p1 ´ iq leads to the formula

l1p0q “
1

8ω0
pPuuu ` Puvv `Quuv `Qvvvq`

1

8ω2
0

rPuvpPuu ` Pvvq ´QuvpQuu `Qvvq ´ PuuQuu ` PvvQvvs ,

(A.38)
where the lower indices denote partial derivatives evaluated at x “ 0 (cf. Guckenheimer and Holmes,
1983).

The radius r of the limit cycle that emerges from a supercritical Hopf bifurcation is related to the first
Lyapunov coefficient l1p0q by the following expression:

r9

d

´
l1p0q

ω0
(A.39)

Here, ω0 is the imaginary part of the eigenvalues at the bifurcation point. The sign of l1p0q determines
whether the bifurcation is supercritical (leading to a stable limit cycle) or subcritical (leading to an
unstable limit cycle).

In the case of the Brusselator, ω0 “ a ą 0, ℓ1 “ ´
p2`a2q

2ap1`a2q
, and

r9

?
2 ` a2

a
a

2p1 ` a2q
(A.40)
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