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Abstract

We classify, up to a natural equivalence relation, vector fields of the

plane which belong to the kernel of a 1–form. This form can be closed,

in which case the vector fields are integrable, or not, in which case the

differential of the form defines a, possibly singular, symplectic form. In

every case, we provide a fairly complete list of local models for such fields

and construct their transversal unfoldings. Thus, the local bifurcations of

vector fields of interest can be studied, among them being the integrable

fields of the plane.
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1 Introduction

The classification of dynamical systems preserving a geometric structure is ex-
cessively studied. Among many great references, we would like to point out
[3, 7, 5, 4], for classification results concerning vector fields preserving a vol-
ume/symplectic/contact structure, or possessing a symmetry.

In [1, 10], the authors deal with the very interesting problem of studying
vector fields tangent to a foliation. More specifically, in [1], local models for
vector fields tangent to the level sets of a Morse function were given, at least
for an open and dense set of such vector fields, while, in [10], the stability of
pairs (ω,X), consisting of an integrable 1–form ω and a vector field X , tangent
to the foliation defined by ω, was studied.

Here we are interested in the problem of classifying vector fields which belong
to the kernel of a 1–form and begin our study with vector fields of the plane. In
section 2, we present the equivalence relation which preserves not the 1–form of
interest, but rather its kernel. This relation induces a partition of vector fields
belonging in ker(a) into equivalence classes, where all the members of the same
class share the same orbit structure. We prove that the curve of singularities
of the vector field of interest determines the equivalence class of the field and
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use results obtained in [9], to show how one can construct local models for each
equivalence class.

In section 3, we present the case where the 1–form of interest is not closed.
Due to their genericity, we study in detail the 1–forms of Darboux and Martinet,
and we provide local models for all, simple, vector fields in their kernel. We
also study the kernel of the Liouville 1–form and construct local models for
vector fields in its kernel, provided they are finitely determined. We also show
how one can construct transversal unfoldings for these models, to study their
bifurcations.

In section 4, we solve the problem in the case where the 1–form is closed. In
this case, the vector fields in its kernel are integrable and we present, in detail,
the classification and bifurcations of such fields when the first integral is regular
at the origin, or possesses a degenerate singularity there. However, by using an
example, we demonstrate how our results can be used to study bifurcations of
integrable vector fields with an arbitrary first integral.

The last section contains some remarks on future work.
We emphasize that we work in the smooth (i.e. C∞) category. Although,

for brevity, we do not state it repeatedly, the study that follows is local. To
be more precise, we study germs at the origin of 1–forms and vector fields, of
functions f : (R2, 0) → R and of diffeomorphisms φ : (R2, 0) → (R2, 0).

2 Orbital (a,b)–conjugacy

Let ω be a volume form of the plane. If a is a fixed 1–form, the equation
Xa y ω = a defines a unique vector field Xa corresponding to a, which generates
the kernel of a, ker(a) := {X ∈ X (R2), a(X) = 0}, i.e., all members of ker(a)
are of the form f ·Xa, for some smooth function f .

Two differential 1–forms, a, b are conformally equivalent, if a diffeomorphism
φ exists, such that a = k · φ∗b, for some non–zero function k. In the case
where a = b, φ is called a conformal symmetry of a, while we drop the term
“conformal”, if k ≡ 1.

There is an analogous notion for vector fields: two vector fields X1, X2 are
called “orbitally conjugate”, if a non–zero function k and a diffeomorphism φ
exists, such that X1 = k · φ∗X2.

The conformal equivalence of two 1–forms induces a specific orbital conju-
gacy between their corresponding vector fields.

2.1 Definition Let ω be a volume form of the plane and a, b two conformally
equivalent 1–forms, i.e. a non–zero function k and a diffeomorphism φ exists,
such that a = k · φ∗b. Two vector fields X1, X2 will be called orbitally (a, b)–
conjugate (orbitally a–conjugate, in case a = b), if a non–zero function h exists,
such that X1 = h ·φ∗X2. We shall denote this equivalence relation by X1 ∼ X2.

We remark that the difference between the classical definition of orbital
conjugacy of vector fields and the orbital (a, b)–conjugacy is that in the first
case the diffeomorphism conjugating the vector fields can be chosen freely, while
in the second case, the diffeomorphism should define a conformal equivalence
between the forms a, b as well.
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2.2 Lemma Let ω be a volume form of the plane and a, b two 1–forms. The
two forms are conformally equivalent if, and only if, their corresponding vector
fields are orbitally (a, b)–conjugate.

Proof. Let us suppose that a diffeomorphism φ and a non–zero function k of the
plane exist, such that a = k · φ∗b. If V is a vector field of the plane, we have:

a = k · φ∗b ⇔ V y a = V y k · φ∗b ⇔

⇔ ω(Xa, V ) = V y k · φ∗

(

ω(Xb, ·)
)

=

= k · ω(Xb, φ∗V ) =

= k · ω(φ∗Y, φ∗V ) =

= k · det(dφ) ·
(

ω(φ∗Xb, V )
)

,

where Y = φ∗Xb. Hence Xa = k · det(dφ) ·
(

φ∗Xb

)

and, since det(dφ) 6= 0, the

vector fields Xa, Xb are orbitally (a, b)–conjugate.
On the other hand, if Xa = λ · φ∗Xb and V a vector field, we have:

a(V ) = ω(Xa, V ) = ω(λ · φ∗Xb, V ) = ω(λ · φ∗Xb, φ
∗(φ∗V )) =

= λ · (det dφ)−1 · ω(Xb, φ∗V ) = k · φ∗b(V ),

for k = λ · (det(dφ))−1.

The conformal equivalence of forms induces an equivalence relation on the
ring E of smooth function–germs at the origin.

2.3 Definition Let ω be a volume form of the plane and a, b two conformally
equivalent 1–forms, i.e. a non–zero function k and a diffeomorphism exists
such that a = k · φ∗b. Two function–germs f1, f2 will be called K(a,b)–equivalent
(or Ka–equivalent, in case a = b), if a non–zero function h exists, such that
f1 = h · φ∗f2. We shall denote this equivalence relation by f1 ∼ f2.

In what follows, we shall frequently use the following:

2.4 Proposition Let ω be a volume form of the plane, and a, b two conformally
equivalent 1–forms, with corresponding vector fields Xa, Xb. The function germs
f1, f2 are K(a,b)–equivalent if, and only if, the vector fields f1 · Xa, f2 · Xb are
orbitally (a, b)–equivalent.

Proof. Since a, b are conformally equivalent, a non–zero function k and a local
diffeomorphism exists such that a = k · φ∗b. It follows that Xa = k · (det dφ) ·
φ∗Xb. Let f1 = λ · (f2 ◦ φ).

We have:

f1 ·Xa = λ · (f2 ◦ φ) · k · (det dφ) · φ∗Xb =

= λ · k · (det dφ) · φ∗(f2Xb).

The vector fields f1 ·Xa, f2 ·Xb are therefore orbitally (a, b)–conjugate.
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On the other hand, suppose that f1 ·Xa, f2 ·Xb are orbitally (a, b)–conjugate.
A non–zero function λ exists, such that:

f1 ·Xa = λ · φ∗(f2 ·Xb) ⇒

⇒ f1 · k · (det dφ) · φ∗Xb = λ · (f2 ◦ φ) · φ
∗Xb ⇒

⇒ f1 =
λ

k · (det dφ)
· f2 ◦ φ,

as claimed.

2.5 Example Let b = dx and consider the non–zero function–germ k(x, y) =
2 + xy and the local diffeomorphism φ(x, y) = (x+ x2, x+ y). We then get that
a = k · φ∗b = (2 + xy) · (1 + 2x) · dx.

The vector fields corresponding to a, b, with respect to the standard volume
form dx ∧ dy, are Xa = −(2 + xy) · (1 + 2x) ∂

∂y
and Xb = − ∂

∂y
. Obviously,

Xa = k · (det dφ) · φ∗Xb.
Moreover, for the the functions f1(x, y) = ex(2x+y+x2) and f2(x, y) = x+y

the equation f1(x, y) = ex · f2(φ(x, y)) holds and it is evident that f1 · Xa =
ex · (2 + xy) · φ∗(f2 ·Xb).

We are here interested in the case where a = b. In this case, the diffeo-
morphism φ, above, is a conformal symmetry of a and we wish to classify
vector fields belonging in the kernel of a, that is, vector fields of the form
f1 · Xa, f2 · Xa, f1, f2 ∈ E , up to orbital a–conjugacy. As we saw, to achieve
that, we must classify the function germs f1, f2 up to Ka–equivalence.

Let f0 be a function and consider a curve belonging in E , passing through
f0 for t = 0, consisting of functions that are Ka–equivalent to f0. This curve
is of the form ft = gt · (f0 ◦ φt), where, ∀t ∈ R, gt is a non–zero function,
with g0(x, y) = 1 and φt is a conformal symmetry of a, satisfying φ0 = Id.
Differentiating ft with respect to t, we get:

∂ft
∂t

=
∂gt
∂t

· (f0 ◦ φt) + gt · (k · LXa◦φt
(f0 ◦ φt)), (⋆)

where Xa is the vector field defined as follows:

∀t,
∂φt

∂t
= k · (Xa ◦ φt),

and L stands for the Lie derivative. The non–zero term k ∈ E is present in the
equation above since φt preserves the foliation defined by Xa, not Xa itself.

Evaluating at t = 0, relation (⋆) becomes:

∂ft
∂t

∣

∣

∣

t=0
=

∂gt
∂t

∣

∣

∣

t=0
· f0 + k · LXa

(f0).

Since function k is chosen freely, while gt depends on the curve ft, the calculation
above motivates the following:

2.6 Definition Let f ∈ E and denote by Of the set of all members of E which
are Ka–equivalent to f . The tangent space of Of at f is defined to be 〈f,LXa

f〉.
The codimension of f (and of the vector field f · Xa), with respect to the Ka–
equivalence relation (orbital a–conjugacy), is defined to be codim(f) = codim(f ·
Xa) := dim

(

E/〈f,LXa
f〉
)

.
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Recall that, in the definitions above, the conjugating diffeomorphism φ is a
conformal symmetry of the 1–form a, thus it preserves not the vector field Xa

itself, but rather the, possibly singular, foliation defined by it. Since we do not
distinguish between a function and its non–zero multiples, we actually wish to
classify principal ideals of the ring E (that is, ideals of the form 〈f〉, f ∈ E) up
to diffeomorphisms preserving the foliation defined by Xa.

In [9], the problem of classifying plane curves:

{f = 0} := {(x, y) ∈ R
2, f(x, y) = 0},

up to diffeomorphisms preserving the foliation given by some fixed vector fieldX ,
was solved. Assuming that the plane curves satisfy the property of zeros (that
is, two functions, vanishing at exactly the same points, are non–zero multiples
of each other) the classification given there coincides with the classification of
principal ideals of E . Identifying the ideal 〈f〉 with the curve {f = 0} and using
the results of [9], we are able to provide our first classification results.

A 1–form a (or a vector field X) is regular at the origin if a(0, 0) 6= 0
(X(0, 0) 6= 0), otherwise we call it “singular”. A curve {f = 0}, passing through
the origin, is regular if d0f 6= 0 and singular otherwise. Two curves {f =
0}, {g = 0} have order of tangency k ∈ N if jkf(0) = jkg(0), where jkf denotes
the k–jet of the function f .

2.7 Theorem [on regular 1–forms]
Let a be a regular 1–form of the plane, with corresponding vector field Xa, and
X ∈ ker(a), X = f ·Xa, f ∈ E.

1. If X is regular at the origin, X ∼ Xa. The equivalence class of these
vector fields is of codimension 0 in ker(a).

2. If the zeroes of X form a regular curve passing through the origin, which
curve has contact of order k ∈ N with the x–axis, X ∼ (y − xk+1) · Xa.
This equivalence class is of codimension k in ker(a).

3. If the curve of the singularities of X is singular at the origin but simple,
X is orbitally a–conjugate with one of the following vector fields:

Xk
1 = (xy − xk) ·Xa, Xk+1

k = (x2 ± yk+1) ·Xa, X4
2 = (y2 + x3) ·Xa.

Here, k ≥ 2 and the codimension of their equivalence classes is k, k + 1, 4
respectively.

Proof.

1. Since X = f · Xa is regular, function f does not vanish at the origin,
in which case f ∼ 1 (just take φ = Id, g = f−1 in the definition of
Ka–equivalence). A simple calculation confirms that codim(f) = 0.

2. Take local coordinates in whichXa = ∂
∂x

. Let us suppose that the, regular,
curve of singularities of X is transverse to the y–axis, i.e. it is of the
form (x, g(x)). Since it has order of tangency k with the x–axis, it can
be written as (x, xk+1h(x)), where h(0) 6= 0. This curve corresponds
to the function f̃(x, y) = y − xk+1h(x), while the local diffeomorphism
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φ(x, y) = (x ·h
1

k+1 (x), y) preserves the foliation defined by Xa and satisfies
equation f ◦ φ = f̃ , for f(x, y) = y − xk+1.

If the, regular, curve is transverse to the x–axis, it is of the form (g(y), y)
and it corresponds to the function k(x, y) = x − g(y). The local diffeo-
morphism (x, y) 7→ (x+ g(y), y) preserves the foliation defined by Xa and
satisfies equation k◦φ = x, which function is Ka–equivalent to the function
y − x.

3. This follows from [9, Theorem 5.2]: A curve {f = 0} defined on a plane
which is equipped with a foliation is simple if the pair consisting of the
curve and the foliation is simple, with respect to the action of diffeomor-
phisms preserving this foliation. In this case, the curve is equivalent to
one of the following curves:

{xy + xk = 0}, {x2 ± yk+1 = 0}, {y2 + x3 = 0},

hence the conclusion.

2.8 Remark In the third statement of Theorem 2.7, the “±” sign should be
replaced with “ + ”, in case k is even.

The analogous statement for singular 1–forms follows.

2.9 Theorem [on singular 1–forms]
Let a be a singular 1–form of the plane and X ∈ ker(a), X = f ·Xa, f ∈ E.

1. If f(0, 0) 6= 0, X ∼ Xa. Their equivalence class forms a set of codimension
0 in ker(a).

2. If f(0, 0) = 0 and the curve {f = 0} is of finite codimension k, f ∼ jkf
and therefore X ∼ jkf ·Xa.

Proof.

1. Since f(0, 0) 6= 0, as before, f ∼ 1.

2. This follows from [9, Theorem A]. According to this theorem, and using
our notation, f ∼ jkf and thus X ∼ jkf ·Xa.

In the next sections, using the two theorems above, we shall construct local
models for vector fields belonging in the kernel of various 1–forms.

3 The case of non–closed forms

3.1 The 1–forms of Darboux and Martinet

In the neighbourhood of every point of the plane, except possibly from points
forming a zero–dimensional set, a 1–form is equivalent to either the Darboux
model aD = (1 + x)dy, or to the Martinet model aM = (1 ± x2)dy. These two
models are the only stable models for 1–forms of the plane, see [2].
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We note that both forms are regular, while daD equals the standard symplec-
tic form of the plane dx∧dy and daM equals ±2xdx∧dy, which does not define
a symplectic structure everywhere, but is nevertheless related to Hamiltonian
systems with constraints, see [11].

The vector fields, corresponding to these two 1–forms are:

XaD
= −(1 + x)

∂

∂x
, XaM

= −(1± x2)
∂

∂x
,

respectively.
The next theorem classifies vector fields belonging in ker(a), where a is

either the Darboux or the Martinet model. We omit the proof, since it is just
an application of Theorem 2.7.

3.1 Theorem Let X ∈ ker(a), where a = aD or a = aM .

1. If X is regular at the origin, X ∼ Xa. Their equivalence class forms a set
of codimension 0 in ker(a).

2. If the zeroes of X form a regular curve passing through the origin, which
curve has contact of order k ∈ N with the x–axis, X ∼ f · Xa, where
f(x, y) = y − xk+1. This equivalence class is of codimension k in ker(a).

3. If the curve of the singularities of X is singular at the origin but simple,
X is orbitally a–conjugate with one of the following vector fields:

Xk
1 = (xy − xk) ·Xa, Xk+1

k = (x2 ± yk+1) ·Xa, X4
2 = (y2 + x3) ·Xa.

Here, k ≥ 2 and the codimension of their equivalence classes is k, k + 1, 4
respectively. If k is even, the sign “± ” should be changed to “ + ”.

We now wish to study the local bifurcations of the vector fields belonging
in ker(aD) and ker(aM ). To achieve this, we make use of the fact that the
mapping f 7→ f ·X is a linear isomorphism. Thus, the construction of transversal
unfoldings for vector fields belonging in the kernel of a 1–form can be achieved,
by studying transversal unfoldings of functions.

Since the equivalence class of Xa is of codimension 0, this vector field un-
dergoes no local bifurcations. Generic bifurcations of codimension k are given
in the following:

3.2 Theorem Let a be either the Darboux or Martinet 1–form. The set of
vector fields belonging in ker(a), having a curve of fixed points regular at the
origin and with order of contact k with the x–axis, has codimension k in ker(a).
All these vector fields are orbitally a–conjugate to the (y−xk+1)·Xa vector field.
The family of vector fields:

(y +

k−1
∑

n=0

cnx
n − xk+1) ·Xa

intersects, for ci = 0, i = 0, .., k − 1, this equivalence class transversely.

7



Figure 1: Local bifurcation of codimension 1, for vector fields belonging in the
kernel of the Darboux 1–form. The phase portrait of the vector field (c + y −
x2) ·XaD

is shown, for c < 0 (left), c = 0 (center) and c > 0 (right). The dotted
curve represents the curve of equilibria. Only a sufficient small neighbourhood
of the origin is shown.

Proof. We prove only the case where a = aD.
As we saw, in Theorem 3.1, if the curve of fixed points of the vector field X ∈

ker(a) is regular and has order of contact k with the x–axis, this field is orbitally
a–equivalent with (y − xk+1) · Xa. The tangent space of the equivalence class
Of at f , for f(x, y) = y − xk+1, equals 〈f,LXa

f〉 = 〈xk, y〉, hence codim((y −
xk) ·Xa) = k. The functions 1, .., xk−1 do not belong to 〈x, y〉 or to Of , hence

the family of functions y +
∑k−1

n=0 cnx
n − xk+1 is transverse to Of at f . The

linear isomorphism h 7→ h · Xa maps this family to the family curve of vector
fields presented above.

In figure (1), we present the local bifurcation of codimension 1 family (c+y−
x2) ·XD undergoes. The case with the (c+y−x2) ·XM is completely analogous,
in a small neighbourhood of (0, 0), the difference being in the presence of an
additional lines of singularities, since XD possesses a line of singularities at
x = −1, while XM possesses no lines of singularities, in the case of positive sign
and two lines of singularities, in the case of the negative sign.

3.2 The 1–form of Liouville

The Liouville form aL = xdy is of special importance, since its the primitive
form of the standard volume form of the plane. This form, along with its
corresponding vector field XaL

= −x ∂
∂x

, are singular at the origin. Using the
previous results, we can state the following:

3.1 Theorem Let X = f ·XaL
.

1. If f(0, 0) 6= 0, X ∼ XaL
. Their equivalence class forms a set of codimen-

sion 0 in ker(aL).

2. If f is regular at the origin and the curve {f = 0} is transversal to both
coordinate axes there, X ∼ (x + y) · XaL

. This equivalence class is the
unique class of codimension 1 in ker(aL).

3. If f(0, 0) = 0 and of codimension k, X ∼ jkf ·XaL
.

8



Proof.

1. As before, in this case f ∼ 1.

2. Let us suppose that the curve is transversal to the y–axis. It is then of
the form {y = g(x)}, g(0) = 0. The transversality of the curve to x–axis
imposes the condition g′(0) 6= 0; thus g(x) = x · k(x), k(0) 6= 0. We now
calculate that:

〈

y − x · k(x), LXL

(

y − x · k(x)
)〉

=

=
〈

y − x · k(x), x · k(x) + x2 · k′(x)
〉

=

=
〈

y − x · k(x), y + x2 · k′(x)
〉

=

=
〈

− x · k(x)− x2 · k′(x), y + x2 · k′(x)
〉

=

=
〈

x ·
(

− k(x)− x · k′(x)
)

, y + x2 · k′(x)
〉

=

=
〈

x, y + x2 · k′(x)
〉

=

=
〈

x, y
〉

.

The codimension, in this case, is therefore equal to 1. According to [9,
Theorem 4.1], all functions which are regular at the origin and of codi-
mension equal to 1 are KaL

–equivalent to the function x + y. Hence the
conclusion.

3. This follows from Theorem 2.9.

We now describe the local bifurcation of codimension 1, for vector fields
belonging in ker(aL), omitting the proof.

3.2 Theorem Let aL = xdy be the form of Liouville. The set of vector fields
belonging in ker(aL), having a curve of fixed points regular at the origin and
transversal to both coordinate axes, has codimension 1 in ker(aL). All these
vector fields are orbitally aL–conjugate to the (x + y) · XaL

vector field. The
family of vector fields (c + x + y) · XaL

intersects, for c = 0, this equivalence
class transversely.

In figure 2, the codimension 1 bifurcation is depicted.

3.3 Remark Bifurcations of higher codimensions can be studied using the same
approach, although one need to be more careful, since equivalence classes of
codimension k ≥ 2 need not be unique. As is easily verifiable, for example, both
vector fields (x − y2) ·XaL

, (y − x2) ·XaL
are of codimension 2; however they

are not orbitally aL–conjugate.

4 The case of closed 1–forms

The case where the 1–form of interest is closed is of special importance, since
the kernel of the form consists of integrable vector fields. In other words, in
this section we aim to give a complete description of the local models and
bifurcations, of arbitrary codimension, of planar integrable vector fields.

9



Figure 2: Local bifurcation of codimension 1, for vector fields belonging in the
kernel of the Liouville 1–form. The phase portrait of the vector field (c + x +
y) ·XaL

is shown, for c < 0 (left), c = 0 (center) and c > 0 (right). The dotted
curves represents the curve of equilibria.

We present in detail the case where the first integral is either regular at the
origin (and therefore, local coordinates exist, in which the integral takes the
simple form I(x, y) = y) and to the case where the integral is singular at the
origin, but the singularity is of Morse type (it is thus equal, in local coordinates,
to x2 ± y2. However, following the same lines, vector fields having an arbitrary
integral can be studied, as we demonstrate with an example.

4.1 The kernel of a1 = dy

All 1–forms, that are regular at 0 ∈ R
2, are equivalent to the form a1 = dy. The

vector fields belonging in ker(a1) are of the form f · Xa1
, where Xa1

= − ∂
∂x

.
These vector fields are, of course, integrable, the integral being the function y.

Since the 1–form a1, and its corresponding vector field, are regular at the
origin, one can state, using Theorem 2.7, the following:

4.1 Theorem Let X ∈ ker(a1).

1. If X is regular, X ∼ Xa1
. Their equivalence class forms a set of codimen-

sion 0 in ker(aM ).

2. If the zeroes of X form a regular curve passing through the origin, which
curve has contact of order k with the x–axis, X ∼ (y − xk+1) ·Xa1

. This
equivalence class is of codimension k.

3. If the curve of the singularities of X is singular at the origin but simple,
X is orbitally a1–conjugate with one of the following vector fields:

Xk
1 = (xy − xk) ·Xa1

, Xk+1
k = (x2 ± yk+1) ·Xa1

, X4
2 = (y2 + x3) ·Xa1

.

Here, k ≥ 2, while their equivalence classes are of codimension k, k + 1, 4
respectively. If k is even, the “± ” sign should chang to “ + ”.

4.2 Remark One should compare our results with [6, Theorem 3.1]. The func-
tion y + xy − x3, presented there, is Ka1

–equivalent to the function y − x3,
presented above. Our results are also connected with the classification of pairs
of plane hamiltonian vector fields, see [8, Theorem A].
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We now present local bifurcations of codimension k, for vector fields with
function y as a first integral.

4.3 Theorem Let X = f ·Xa1
be a vector field of the plane, having the function

I(x, y) = y as a first integral. If the curve of its singularities {f = 0} is regular
at the origin and of order of contact k with the x–axis, the vector field is orbitally
conjugate, via a diffeomorphism preserving the integral I, to the vector field
−(y − xk+1) · Xa1

. This equivalence class is of codimension k in ker(a). The
family of vector fields:

(y +

k−1
∑

n=0

cnx
n − xk+1) ·Xa1

intersects, for ci = 0, i = 0, .., k − 1, this equivalence class transversely.

We omit the proof of this theorem, since it follows the lines of the proof
of Theorem 3.2. The phase portrait of codimension 1 bifurcation is almost
identical with the one presented in figure 1, the only difference being the extra
line of fixed points, in the Darboux case, which is away from the origin.

4.2 The kernel of a+2 = xdx+ ydy

The form a+2 = xdx + ydy is singular at the origin and so is its corresponding
vector field Xa

+

2

= −y ∂
∂x

+x ∂
∂y

. All the vector fields belonging in ker(a+2 ) share

the first integral x2 + y2 and have, necessarily, one zero at the origin. Their
classification is given in the following:

4.1 Theorem Let X = f ·Xa
+

2

.

1. If X possesses only one zero, it is orbitally a+2 –conjugate to Xa
+

2

. Their

equivalence class forms a set of codimension 0 in ker(a+2 ).

2. If f ·Xa
+

2

is such that the curve {f = 0} is regular at the origin, the vector

field is orbitally a+2 –conjugate to −xy ∂
∂x

+ x2 ∂
∂y

. This equivalence class is
of codimension 1.

3. If the curve {f = 0} of the singularities of X is of finite codimension k,
f ∼ jkf and, therefore, X ∼ jkf ·Xa

+

2

.

Proof.

1. In this case f(0, 0) 6= 0 and thus f ∼ 1.

2. Let {f = 0} be non–singular at the origin. The relation:

codim(E/〈f,LX
a
+
2

f〉) ≥ 2

holds if, and only if, the restriction of LX
a
+
2

f on {f = 0} has zero 1–jet.

Since:

j1(x0,y0)
(LX

a
+
2

f) = −fx(x0, y0) · y + fy(x0, y0) · x =

= (−y, x) · (fx(x0, y0), fy(x0, y0)),
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Figure 3: Local bifurcation of codimension 1, for vector fields belonging in the
kernel of the a+2 –form. The phase portrait of the vector field (c+ x + y) ·Xa

+

2

is shown, for c < 0 (left), c = 0 (center) and c > 0 (right). The dotted curves
represents the curve of equilibria.

we conclude that, at every point of curve {f = 0}, the vector Xa
+

2

should

be tangent to this curve; such a curve, however, cannot be regular.

Therefore, the codimension of f is 1. According to [9, Theorem 4.1],
all regular curves of codimension 1 are equivalent, via a diffeomorphism
preserving the foliation defined by Xa+

2

; hence the conclusion.

3. This follows from Theorem 2.9.

The bifurcation of codimension 1 is described in the following:

4.2 Theorem Let X = f ·Xa
+

2

be a vector field of the plane, having the function

I(x, y) = x2 + y2 as a first integral. If the curve of its singularities {f = 0} is
regular at the origin, the vector field is orbitally conjugate, via a diffeomorphism
preserving the integral I, to the vector field x ·Xa

+

2

. This equivalence class is of

codimension 1 in ker(a). The family of vector fields:

(c+ x) ·Xa
+

2

intersects, for c = 0, this equivalence class transversely.

This bifurcation is presented in figure (3).

4.3 The kernel of a−2 = xdx− ydy

The form a−2 = xdx − ydy is singular at the origin and so is its corresponding
vector field Xa

−

2

= y ∂
∂x

+ x ∂
∂y

. All the vector fields belonging in ker(a−2 ) have

the function x2 − y2 as a first integral. Their orbital a−2 –conjugacy classes are
given in the following:

4.1 Theorem Let X = f ·Xa
−

2

.

1. If X possesses only one zero, it is orbitally a−2 –conjugate to Xa
−

2

. Their

equivalence class forms a set of codimension 0 in ker(a−2 ).
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2. If f · Xa
−

2

is such that the curve {f = 0} is regular at the origin and of

codimension 1, the vector field is orbitally a−2 –conjugate to x ·Xa
−

2

.

3. If the curve {f = 0} of the singularities of X is of finite codimension k,
X ∼ jkf ·Xa

−

2

.

Proof.

1. In this case f(0, 0) 6= 0 and thus f ∼ 1.

2. There exist local coordinates in which the vector field takes the form
Y = x ∂

∂x
− y ∂

∂y
. In those coordinates, the curve {f = 0} is equivalent, via

a diffeomorphism preserving the foliation defined by Y , to the function
x+y (see [9, Theorem 4.1]). Define φ(x, y) = (x+y, x−y). This mapping
is a local diffeomorphism which satisfies the equation Xa

−

2

= φ∗Y . Since

φ∗(x+ y) = 2x, we arrive at our conclusion.

3. This follows from Theorem 2.9. According to this theorem, and using our
notation, f ∼ jkf and thus X ∼ jkXa

−

2

.

4.2 Theorem Let X = f ·X
a
−

2

be a vector field of the plane, having the function

I(x, y) = x2 − y2 as a first integral. If the curve of its singularities {f = 0}
is regular at the origin and of order of contact 1 with either one of the lines
{x = y}, {x = −y}, the vector field is orbitally conjugate, via a diffeomorphism
preserving the integral I, to the vector field x ·Xa

−

2

. This equivalence class is of

codimension 1 in ker(a). The family of vector fields:

(c+ x) ·Xa−

2

intersects, for c = 0, this equivalence class transversely.

Proof. As in the proof of the second statement of Theorem 4.1, take local coor-
dinates in which Xa

−

2

takes the form Y = x ∂
∂x

− y ∂
∂y

. It is easy to show that,

in these coordinates, a curve which is regular at the origin has codimension
equal to 1 if, and only if, it has contact of order 1 with either one of the coor-
dinate axes, while the diffeomorphism φ transfomrs these two axes to the lines
mentioned in the statement. We leave the rest of the proof to the reader.

We depict this bifurcation in figure (4).

4.4 The kernel of ag = dg

In the same spirit, one can study the vector fields belonging in the kernel of
every 1–form ak, where ak = dg, g being a function of the plane. Let us give an
example.

4.1 Example Let g(x, y) = 1
3x

3 − 1
2x

2 + 1
2y

2. We wish to study bifurcations of
vector fields, having g as a first integral.

Here, dg = (x2−x)dx+ydy, with associated vector field Xg = −y ∂
∂x

+(x2−

x) ∂
∂y

. This vector field is singular at the origin and all vector fields, having g as
a first integral, are of the form f · Xg. Invoking Theorem 2.9, one can deduce
the following:

13



Figure 4: Local bifurcation of codimension 1, for vector fields belonging in the
kernel of the 1–form a−2 . The phase portrait of the vector field (c+x+ y) ·Xa

−

2

is shown, for c < 0 (left), c = 0 (center) and c > 0 (right). The dotted curve
represents the curve of equilibria.

1. A vector field f ·Xg, with f(0, 0) 6= 0, is orbitally conjugate to Xg, via a
diffeomorphism preserving the first integral.

For example, the vector field −ex
2

y ∂
∂x

+ (x2 − x)ex
2 ∂
∂y

has the function g
as a first integral and it is orbitally conjugate to Xg, via a diffeomorphism
preserving g.

2. The vector field Y = (x+ y2 cos y) ·Xg is orbitally equivalent, via a diffeo-
morphism preserving the integral g, to the vector field (x+ y2) ·Xg. This
is because codim(x+ y2 cos y) = 2 and j2(x+ y2 cos y) = x+ y2.

3. Let f(x, y) = ax+ by + h.o.t. The function f is of codimension 1 if, and
only if, one of the following holds:

• a 6= 0, b = 0. In this case the vector field f · Xg is orbitally dg–
equivalent to ax ·Xg and a transversal unfolding of it is X1 = (c +
ax) ·Xg.

• a = 0, b 6= 0. In this case the vector field f · Xg is orbitally dg–
equivalent to by · Xg and a transversal unfolding of it is X1 = (c +
by) ·Xg.

• a, b 6= 0, a2 6= b2. In this case the vector field f · Xg is orbitally
dg–equivalent to (ax + by) · Xg and a transversal unfolding of it is
X1 = (c+ ax+ by) ·Xg.

5 Conclusions

We have presented local models for singularities of vector fields which belong
to the kernel of a 1–form of the plane. This led naturally to a study of local
bifurcations of integrable vector fields, in dimension 2.

As we mentioned before, in [1, 10], local models were presented, at least in
the generic case, for integrable vector fields in any dimension. It would be very
interesting to extend our results to dimensions greater than 2. This would not
only provide a different proof for the results contained in [1, 10], but also present
models for the non–generic cases as well.

We hope to be able to comment more on this, in a future publication.
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