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Fine Resolution of k-transversal Cones

M. Stiefenhofer

ABSTRACT. Tougeron’s implicit function theorem and Hensel’s lemma are well
known representatives concerning 2k-approximation/k-nondegeneracy imply-
ing existence of solutions with identity of order k. This note aims to extend this
principle to equations G[z] = 0 in Banach spaces, using k-transversality con-
cepts, which may geometrically be interpreted as generalized cones spanned by
submanifolds, each characterized by a certain expansion rate.

The number of manifolds in the cone, as well as their expansion rates, is recur-
sively increased until an appropriate desingularization of the cone is build up
with linearization expressed by first k + 1 derivatives of the singular operator
at the base point.

Along these lines, a well-defined submersion is constructed in the cone with
uniformly bounded inverse when approaching the singularity. The techniques
are restricted to curves, possibly touching by high order the singular locus of G,
but ultimately traversing it, in this way defining an isolated singularity of the
operator family given by the linearization along the curve.

The fine resolution of the cone by the manifolds represents an improvement
compared to measuring the variation of the nonlinear operator exclusively by
the overall behaviour of the determinant.

In case of finite dimensions, each half-cone is characterized by a constant topo-
logical degree that can be used to investigate a solution curve in general posi-
tion with respect to secondary bifurcation.

The core of all considerations is given by some characteristic patterns, valid in
the system of undetermined coefficients that allow for detailed analysis of the
power series resulting from plugging the power series of the ansatz into the
power series of the nonlinear operator.
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1. Introduction

Given an equation G[x,y] =0, G € CI(K" x K™, K™), K = R, C, with base solution G[0,0] = 0,
which is locally embedded within a smooth approximation y,(x) satisfying

I1GTxy0(x) 11T '= O( llxl**+*) (4o)

det{ G, [x,y0(x) 1} # O(llx|I**?), (No)

i.e. along y, (x) the map value G[x, y,(x)] varies slowly away from zero by order of 2k + 1, com-
pared to the fast change of the y-derivative G, [x, yo(x)] that varies by order of k (and not slow-
er). Under these assumptions, it is well known that further zeros y(x) of G[x, y] exist in the vi-
cinity of the approximation y,(x), i.e. we obtain G[x,y(x)] = 0 and identity of order k between
exact solution curve y(x) and approximation y,(x) by

1y = yo(x) Il = O(llxll**). (lo)

Note that the approximation condition (4,) defines a degeneracy condition of order 2k, i.e. we
require the first 2k derivatives of G[x,y,(x)] to vanish at x = 0, whereas (N,) defines a
nondegeneracy condition of order k, finally allowing a contraction mapping argument to ascer-
tain the existence of y(x) as well as the identity condition (I,) of order k. The proof is essentially
based on the ansatz

y = yo(x) + det{ Gy [x, yo ()] } - ¥, (1.1)

as well as factoring out of the adjoint matrix of the Jacobian G, [-] yielding a remainder equation
appropriate for application of the implicit function theorem with respect to the new variable y.

Formulas (4), (Np), (I;) may be summarized as follows: 2k-approximation combined with k-
nondegeneracy implies k-identity between existing solutions and given approximation. A con-
stellation of this kind occurs in several places of algebra and analysis, applied to mappings of
quite different properties with respect to smoothness and type of participating spaces. Compare
Newton’s Lemma [G], Tougeron’s implicit function theorem [BH], [H], [R] or Hensel’s Lemma [F].
Nevertheless, the techniques of proof are quite similar.

Now in this note, the constellation is applied to G[z] = 0, G € C4(B, B) with G[0] = 0 and B, B
real or complex Banach spaces. The linearization G'[0] € L[B, B] is assumed to be bounded, but
not necessarily a Fredholm operator, i.e. in general it is not supposed that reduction to finite
dimensions by Lyapunov-Schmidt is possible.

When moving from the finite dimensional setting of (4;), (Ny), (Iy) to general Banach spaces,
then the determinant and the adjoint matrix of the Jacobian are no longer present in a straight-
forward way, implying the nondegeneracy condition (N,) and the proof by itself to be reformu-
lated appropriately. In some more detail, the proof will be characterized by replacing (1.1) by

z =2zy(e) + A - n® (1.2)

with z,(€) an approximation of order 2k, now parametrized by the external parameter € € R or
€ € C and A, € L[B, B] an &-dependent family of linear operators acting between appropriate
subspaces of B. The action of A; may be interpreted as a blow-up coordinate transformation of B
with singularity given at e = 0, due to A, = 0 € L[B, B].



In some more detail, the subspaces are successively built up by a resolution of the two Banach
spaces B and B according to the following diagram.
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Figure 1 : Resolution of the Banach spaces B and B.

Thus, within B = N, a filtration B = Ny, © N; D --- D N, is recursively set up by kernels N; of
appropriate linear operators S;, S5, ..., Sx+1, where the ranges Ry, R, ..., R; 41 of these operators
are constructed in a way to ensure, step by step, an increase of the direct sum R; @ R, P
-+ @ Ry, within B. Then, the nondegeneracy condition of the implicit function theorem is satis-
fied, as soon as a value of k is reached, such that the direct sum agrees with B according to

RiOR, DD Ryy1 = E: (1.3)

in this way replacing the det-nondegeneracy condition (N,) from above. The implicit function
theorem is applied to the variable n¢ in (1.2), where n¢ is build up by the complements
Nf, ..., N¢,, of the kernels, i.e. Ny = NY @ Ny, ..., Ny = N1 D Niyq.

If the direct sum in (1.3) does not come to an end, then the attempt was unsuccessful. For exam-
ple, this situation occurs, if we try to approximate a solution curve that is completely contained
in the singular locus of G[z] = 0.

Now, from a broader perspective, we try to construct a resolution of the above type with respect
to an arbitrary curve z,(€) in B with z,(0) = 0, which is not necessarily a high order approxima-
tion of G[z] = 0. Geometrically, this process is characterized by giving each of the subspaces of
figure 1 a precise interpretation, as depicted in figure 2.



Figure 2 : Geometrical interpretation of a fine resolution of a k-transversal cone.

The aim is to construct in B some sort of generalized cone C; around the given curve, character-
ized by a simple fibration along the base z,(¢) with local fibers N¢, as depicted top-left in the
figure. For simplicity, only a half-cone of C;, is drawn.

The construction is complete, as soon as for fixed € # 0, the fibre N§ is mapped by the leading &-
term of the linearization onto an open neighborhood V; of G[z,(¢)] in the image space B, as indi-
cated top-right. This constellation occurs, as soon as the direct sum condition (1.3) is satisfied.
Then we call €, a k-transversal or submersive cone.

For € # 0 fixed, the local fiber N¢ is defined using a subspace N¢ c B that is restricted to an &-
dependent neighborhood of the origin yielding N£, as depicted bottom-right. In addition, N€ is
further splitted into k + 1 e-dependent subspaces m}, ..., mk*! satisfying m} @ --- @ mk*! =
N¢, where the subspaces are derived from the resolution of figure 1.

When moving & towards zero, as indicated bottom from right to left, then the subspaces m! are
slightly rotating around the center line, thereby defining smooth Banach manifolds transversally
intersecting each other along the center line z,(¢). The restriction of the mL. to N¢ yields the lo-
calized manifolds as depicted top-left by orange and green surfaces. In this sense, the general-
ized cone Cy, is spanned by k + 1 ruled surfaces.

The importance of the smooth manifolds defined by m_ is given by the fact that they provide us
with detailed information about the speed of variation of G when moving away from z,(¢) with-



in one of the manifolds. More precisely, the norms of partial derivatives in the directions of the
smooth manifolds are exactly given by

I Gl zo() T =0(1el®), = Nl Gprnalzo( 11 = 0(lel*), (1.4)

i.e. when moving through the curve z,(¢), thereby monitoring successively the partial deriva-
tives in the directions of m}, ..., m¥*1, then we obtain highest values in the direction of m} by
order of exactly |€|° and lowest values in the direction of m¥** by order of exactly |¢|¥. In this
sense a stepwise fine resolution concerning fast and slow variation of G is constructed in the
cone. The partial derivatives are explicitly given using the linear operators S;, S, ..., Sk4+1 from
figure 1.

Further, along the manifolds mé, . m’§+1, the cone is shrinking to zero with different orders of
magnitude with respect to ¢, implying an ellipsoid N§ to occur for small values of €. More pre-
|¥*1, implying
the product of partial derivatives from (1.4) times radius of cone to be identical of order

cisely, along m}, ..., m¥*1, the cone is shrinking with radius of order ||?¥*1, ..., e

0(|£|2k+1) in every direction of the cone, i.e. the larger the partial derivative in a certain direc-
tion, the smaller the radius of the cone in this direction. This balancing implies that the image of
a fiber under G results in the open ball V, comprising G[z,(¢)] in B with homogenous radius of
order |g|?**1.

As already mentioned, a submersive cone, satisfying the rate conditions (1.4), can typically be
derived with respect to an arbitrary curve z,(¢) in B with z,(0) = 0. However, in the next step,
let us add some approximation properties. First, if the distance of G[z,(¢)] to the origin is great-
er than the radius of the ball V;, as shown in figure 2 top-right, then obviously no element of N¢
is mapped by G to the orgin of B and no solution of G[z] = 0 exists within the fiber N¢. On the
other hand, if the distance of G[z,(¢)] to the origin is smaller or equal to the radius of the ball V
according to ||G[z,(e)]l| = 0(|£|2k+1), then at least one point within N¢ is mapped to the origin
in B, i.e. for every £ # 0 at least one solution of G[z] = 0 occurs in Nf.

Now, if Cy, is a k-transversal cone, then by the implicit function theorem, we will see that all solu-
tions in the cone are given by a smooth manifold z(¢,p), € # 0 with parameter p taken from a
certain subspace P of B with dimension of P between zero and infinity. In case of dim(P) = 0,
exactly one solution curve exists in the cone.

On the other hand, if ||G[z,(e)]|| # O(|£|2k+1), we can be sure that the cone represents for € # 0
a solution free domain in B.

The construction of the cone €, depends exactly on first k coefficients of the Taylor expansion
zo(e) = €7, + -+ £ €¥ Z, + 0(|€|***) and on k + 1 first derivatives Gg, ..., G5+ of G at z = 0.
In particular, a k-transversal cone cannot be destroyed by perturbations of G[z] of order
0(||Z||k+2). In this sense, the nondegeneracy condition remains valid under perturbations of
order 0(||Z||"+2). Further, if solutions z(¢, p) exist within the cone, then the solutions cannot be
destroyed by perturbations of order 0(||Z||2k+1). This corresponds to the fact that the approxi-
mation condition is of order 2k. Hence, perturbations of G[z] between 0(||Z||k+2) and 0(||z||2k)
may destroy solutions, but not the transversality of the cone.

We also note, that by a linear diffeomorphic transformation of Nf and a near identity transfor-
mation of V,, the ruled surfaces from figure 2 defined by m}, ..., m¥*! may further be straight-
ened out and V, may be transformed to an exact ball, i.e. by setting G.[z] := G[z,(¢) + z], an RL-
transformation yields the linearization



Jo0G oA, =2+l (1.5)

with an e-independent linear mapping L € GL[N¢, B], the linear bijection A, € GL[N¢,N€], & # 0
from(1.2), as well as a near identity transformation 7, = Iz + 0(|¢|) of the image space B. For-
mula (1.5) represents some sort of normal form of a k-transversal cone. Possibly, (1.5) may be
compared to general linearization techniques in Banach spaces derived in [HM], [BH].

Up to this point, all spaces are allowed to be Banach spaces of infinite dimensions. Now, when
restricting to finite dimensions, then the information (1.4) about the behaviour of the lineariza-
tion along z,(¢) can directly be used to perform an e-dependent decoupling of the system on the
linear level and to calculate the overall behaviour of the determinant of the linearization with
respect to the complement N€¢ by

det{ Gyc[zo(e) ]} = X - @ with y:=1-dim(m?)+--+k- dlm(m +1) (1.6)
*0 20 2
Obviously, the characteristic number y satisfies y > k, thus offering the possibility to ascertain
solution curves in case of ||G[z(e)]ll = O(|e|?**1) and det{Gyc[z,(e)]} # O(|e|**1), which
means that the determinant is allowed to vary much slower than required by standard (N;) ac-
cording to det{GNc[zo(s) } # 0(]e|**1). Note that the only constellation with y = k occurs in
case of m2 = - =mk = {0} and dim(mk*?) = 1.

This is well known, that measuring the partial derivatives in complementary directions to the
approximate solution z,(¢) in terms of the determinant may not be optimal [F], [BK], [S4]. In
particular, in [F] a generalization of Hensel’s Lemma is obtained by resolving space appropriate-
ly under consideration of different rates of variation. Fisher also remarks that a more geometric
interpretation and application of his concept would be desirable. We hope to perform a small
step in this direction.

The construction of an appropriate filtration is also performed in [BK], considering equations
between modules or even free abelian groups. We are quite confident that our approach may
also work in a more general setting. The techniques used, completely rely on rather basic con-
structions centered around chain rule and/or substitution of power series into power series
with corresponding system of undetermined coefficients. In particular, the techniques apply in
infinite dimensions, such as Banach spaces or possibly in cord spaces [BH] as well.

From a more functional analytical point of view, the direct sum condition (1.3) may represent
some sort of generalization of the k-transversality concept concerning families of Fredholm op-
erators L(A), as introduced in [E], [EL], [L1], [LM] with respect to a known trivial solution curve
y =0 of G[4,y] = L)y + 0(|lyl|?). In that context the leading term of the determinant of the
Jacobian with respect to y is calculated by det{Gy[/l, 0]} = AX -r(1), where the exponent y is
derived by comparable methods as in the paper at hand. In [EL], the exponent y is introduced as
generalized algebraic multiplicity of the operator family L(A). Further, the leading term of the
determinant is used to calculate the behaviour of the topological degree that ascertains second-
ary bifurcation, as soon as sign change of the degree occurs along the trivial solution y = 0.

Obviously by (1.6), these lines of reasoning can be transferred to a k-transversal cone, supposed
it contains a unique solution curve z(g). The corresponding constellation is indicated in figure 3.
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Figure 3 : Topological degree and secondary bifurcation.

First, the topological degree of G with respect to the section N¢ is given by the sign of the deter-
minant at the solution z(¢). Now, it is interesting to note that the characteristic number y from
(1.6) is a property of the complete cone, implying det{Gyc[z()]} = € - r(¢), r(g) # 0 along the
solution curve z(g) as well. Hence, supposed K = R, we obtain constant degree deg = —1 or
deg = +1 in each half-cone.

Now, if y is odd, then different signs occur in the two half-cones and, if additionally the leading
coefficient z; # 0 of zy(¢) = %el Zitet o e¥ -z, + -+ satisfies [ odd , then a cylindrical con-
struction can be set up, as indicated in the left diagram of figure 3 by blue color. The cylindrical
construction is designed to connect the two half-cones (with different degrees), thus implying by
homotopy invariance of the degree at least one point on the cylinder to exist with G = 0. Finally,
by shrinking of the cylinder, a continuum of points with G = 0 is shown to emanate from z = 0.
In this sense a k-transversal cone is perfectly adapted to deal locally with secondary bifurcation
based on topological arguments. Far reaching local and global bifurcation results can be found in
[LM] and [L2] in the context of G[A,y] = L(A)y + 0(||y|?).

If | > 2 is even, as shown by the cusp curve on the right side of figure 3 (green curve), then the
half cones may have different topological degrees, but the cylindrical construction fails and no
results concerning secondary bifurcation are possible, at least based on standard degree theory.

Summarizing, within the Banach space B, we aim to construct different cones out of the singular-
ity at z = 0 that are characterized by some kind of homogeneity. Above all, homogeneity with
respect to G expansion rates as in (1.4), yielding the possibility to establish complete lineariza-
tion of G within the cone as in (1.5), as well as offering the possibility to use topological tech-
niques concerning secondary bifurcation.

From a mathematical point of view, it is quite clear that each cone is simply blown-up to a cylin-
der, when approaching the singularity from the direction of the cone as € — 0, i.e. a certain des-
ingularization of the singularity with respect to the cone is performed. During this process, the
operator norm of the inverse has to explode. However, this explosion is uniformly bounded
within the complete cone by 0(|£|‘k), i.e. in the notion of [L1] a necessary condition for a k-
transversal cone to occur is given by a generalized algebraic eigenvalue of order k.



Reversely, we will see that under appropriate assumptions, explosion of the operator norm of
the inverse by O(lel"‘) is sufficient too, concerning the existence of a k-transversal cone. Hence,
building up a k-transversal cone C;, may also be interpreted as a constructive method for calcula-
tion of the algebraic order k belonging to the operator norm of the inverse of an isolated singu-
larity.

All this shows that our techniques are restricted to curves z,(¢€), possibly touching by high order
the singular locus of G, but ultimately traversing it, in this way defining an isolated singularity of
an operator family. Hence, the constructed cone merely represents a detailed, quantitative de-
scription of a domain, comprising the curve z,(¢), where submersion holds.

Except the considerations concerning the topological degree, we do not suppose finite dimen-
sions or other Fredholm properties, but usually we assume all subspaces of figure 1 to be closed
with continuous projections.

One may hope to understand the singularity in a better way, if the conditions in some or all of
the cones comprising solution curves are known. A result of this kind appears in [DR], where it is
shown that all solutions of G[z] = 0 are found, supposed that only a finite number of solution
curves exist with each curve satisfying the nondegeneracy condition (1.3) with k = 1, i.e. every
cone is spanned by exactly k + 1 = 2 ruled surfaces. However, this result only applies in case of
G'[0] to be a Fredholm operator. In [ ] ], the result is partly extended to k = 2.

From a technical point of view, the paper intends to combine the well-known concept from alge-
bra of 2k-approximation/k-nondegeneracy with the basic concept of k-transversality from func-
tional analysis introduced in [EL].

In section 2, some basic patterns, valid within the system of undetermined coefficients are intro-
duced and a first existence result concerning solutions of G[z] = 0 is proved and summarized in
Theorem 1.

Section 3 contains the main results of the paper concerning uniqueness, perturbation, expansion
rates and norm of the inverse, comprised in Theorem 2. In Corollary 1, we give conditions for a
generalized algebraic eigenvalue of order k [L1] to deliver a k-transversal cone.

In section 4, we restrict to finite dimensions, possibly after performing a Lyapunov-Schmidt re-
duction, for dealing with secondary bifurcation from a given solution curve in general position,
based on Brouwer’s degree and summarized within Corollary 2. Section 4 also contains an ex-
ample, which aims to convince the reader that formulas concerning general position might be
useful. Other examples can be found in [S3].

Sections 5, 6 and 7 contain complete proofs.

The main results and proofs are not new, see [S1]. The interpretation of some of the results may
be new. In addition, the patterns concerning the system of undetermined coefficients might be of
some interest.

The content was motivated by stimulating discussions with J. Lopez-Goémez, W.-]. Beyn and in
particular E. Bohl.

2. Patterns within the System of undetermined Coefficients

In this section, we basically focus on the description of some characteristic patterns within the
system of undetermined coefficients. As an application, we present a first theorem concerning
the existence of local solution curves through z = 0, parametrized by the external parameter



€ € K. Depending on the dimension of the smallest subspace N, within the filtration of B in
figure 1 (blue box), the solution curves will also depend on further parameters implying the ex-
istence of a smooth solution manifold of higher (or infinite) dimension.

In some more detail, an equation G[z] = 0,G € C9(B, B) with G[0] = 0 and B, B real or complex
Banach spaces is considered, with the aim of finding solution curves G[z(¢)] = 0 through the
origihwithe e K=R, C, |¢] K 1.

The basic technique to derive z(¢) is very simple. For k > 1, insert the ansatz z = ¢ -2y + -+

(Zkil)! g2**1. 7,1 +1 into G and perform a Taylor expansion at € = 0 up to order 2k + 1 by
2k+1
Gle 2y + 4+ St 1= L el Ti[ g ] + e2k+2. 4] 1 @1
€7 i Z2ke] = o€ Ziy ey Z1 £ r| & Zogats 0 Z1 2.1
i=1

with smooth remainder map r[], ¢ = 2k + 2 and coefficients T![z, ..., z;], i = 1, building up the
so called system of undetermined coefficients according to

T'[ 2] = Gy 2z,=0
T?[zy,2z,] = Gy 2z, + G&+-z2 =0

2.2)
T3[z3,25,21] = G§- 23 + 3G 21z, + G§ 23 =0

Here Gf denotes the -th derivative of G at z = 0. In general, by higher order chain rule [AMR],
we obtain for i > 1 the expression

i

. - i! 1\
Tl[Zi, ...,Zl] = Z GO Z m 1_[ (F Z‘L’) € B (23)
le 1- - .

ny+--+n;=p =1

1ng+---+inm;=i
with T? depending explicitly from z;, ...,z; and Gg, ..., G§. In this sense, the i-th coefficient T*
within the e-expansion (2.1) is given by a sum composed of first i coefficients of the ansatz
z=¢-2z,+ - and first i coefficients of the Taylor expansion of G at z = 0. Moving k towards
infinity, this process may also be interpreted as plugging the e-power series of the ansatz into
the z-power series of G. This viewpoint is taken in [S4], where power series solutions of differ-
ential algebraic equations are investigated.

In the next step, we summarize some results concerning the system of undetermined coeffi-
cients. First, by direct inspection of (2.3), the following linearity structure with respect to
[T2k, ..., T**1] and higher order coefficients [z, ..., Zk+1] is valid for k > 1

T?®[ k) oorr 24] Zok
= A(z_1, .0, 21) - : + 1®(zg, oo\ 21) (2.4)
T Zet1s oors Z1] Zk+1
with A'(z;) = G§ in case of k = 1. Here A*(zy_4, ..., z;) € L[B¥, B¥] denotes an upper triangular

matrix operator with elements Afj(zk_l, ..,Z1) € L[B,B] and 1¥(z, ...,z;) an element in B¥,

both explicitly defined in section 5.

In addition and for later use, we state the following relation for k > 1



T*[zy, ..., z1] Zy
= ()" A (z_q, o zg) T (2.5)

Tl[zl] =Tk Zn

: k . K k k k+iy .
with T :dlag[l"k,...,r‘1 ] and T =\ ) i=1,..,k,
l [—

i.e. the first k coefficients [T, ..., T¥] of the power series (2.1) can completely be expressed by
the linear part A¥ of the next k coefficients [T**1, ..., T?¥] from (2.4). In this sense, A¥ delivers

some sort of recurrency structure that is playing a key role concerning the investigation of the
system of undetermined coefficients.

Finally, coefficients above T2k can be formulated for k > 0,1 > 0 by lower ones according to

2k+1+1
T (Zak+ 140 0 Zkt 140 Zktls o0 Zt s Zio o Z1)

Zok+1+1
= [T0(20) TZ(z0) = T2z, z) | [€* | F | + RopprsiGisn o z1)  (26)
Zr+1+1
with
2k+1+1 2t\ !
[c?+1] = Diag[ ygk+! - yE**'] and y2<+! ==( . )( t) , t=0,.k (2.7)

Here, TP (29) = G} and T2(z;, ...,z1), i = 1,...,k denote partial derivatives of k + 1 low order
coefficients T2, T*, ..., T?¥ with derivatives taken with respect to low z-coefficients zy, ..., zj re-
spectively, implying a second recursion principle. Formula (2.6) may be interpreted as an ex-
tended version of a formula by Hurwitz [Hu] expressing high order derivatives of an expansion
by lower ones. For comparable results see [DL], Lemma 2.2 and [VFZ], Theorems 3.5, 3.6.

The proofs of (2.4), (2.5) follow by simple and elementary calculation from (2.1), omitted in the
paper at hand. The proof of (2.6) can be found in section 7 formulas (7.1)-(7.6).

Next, assume the existence of [Zyy, ..., Z; ] with T?¥[Z,,, ..., Z;] = --- = T1[Z;] = 0, implying
— 1 _
||G[€'Zl+"'+m€2k'22k]”=0(|€|2k+1) (2.8)

by (2.1) with zy;4; = 0. Thus, the curve zo(e) = €23 + -+ + gp; g%¥ . 7,, defines an approxi-
mate solution curve of G[z] = 0 of order 2k, which obviously corresponds to the approximation

condition (4,) of the introduction.

Now, for given [Z, ..., Z;] € B¥, there exists a solution [Z,y, ..., Zx+1] € B of (2.4) if and only if
the range R[A¥(Z,_4,...,Z;)] contains the inhomogeneity 1¥(Z, ..., Z;). But then, the solution
[Zykr v Z1] Of T?¥ = ... = T1 = 0 is embedded within an affine subspace of solutions given by
[z, ..., z1] = [Z, ..., Z;] and

Zyk Zyk by by
: = N : with : € N[A*(Z4_q,...,Z1) ] =:N[A¥]. (2.9)

Zk+1 Zi+1 by+1 by+1

Here N[A¥] denotes the nullspace of the operator in brackets. Note also, if the leading coeffi-
cients [Z, ..., Z;] are fixed, then all solutions of T2?K = ... = T = 0 are given by (2.9).
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Further, every element [byy, ..., bi4+1] from N[A*] implies an approximate solution curve of order
2k within B according to

k

_ 1 _
ML (Zpyq + bryr) + o+ 82K (Zy + byy)

_ 1
z=¢& 71t -+ 7€ o

“Zx + (k+1)!
1

(2k+1)!

+ e bopia (2.10)

where the last summand of order 2k + 1 and b,;,; € B does not disturb this property and is
merely added for further reasoning. Note that b, ; occurs the first time within T2*+1[].

All the approximate solution curves in (2.10), obtained by variation of [byx41, ..., bi4+1] € B X
N[A¥], share the same leading coefficients up to order k, defining within the Banach space B
some sort of cone of approximations of order 2k, as qualitatively indicated in figure 4.

B x N[A*] : order 2k |

—>

[

af fine subspace : order 2k + 1 ]

Figure 4 : Cone of approximations of order 2k (red, blue) and 2k + 1 (green).

The red center line z,(¢) is obtained with [byj41, ..., bg+1] = 0, whereas the blue line represents
an approximation with [b,41, ..., bry1] # 0.

It remains to show that, within this cone, even true solutions exist, if some further structure is
given to the cone that finally allows for application of the implicit function theorem with respect
to [byj41, -» br+1])- In this sense, the initial approximation z,(¢) of order 2k is only needed to
construct the affine subspace (2.9), in this way offering variability to the coefficients
Zk41 = Zg41 + brs1) - r Zok+1 = bog4q within (2.10). Note also, that this construction precisely
explains the drop from initial approximation of order 2k down to true solutions agreeing merely

up to order of k with the initial approximation zo(¢) = €z, + - + gp5; ek Z,.
Now, plugging the affine subspace (2.9), (2.10) into (2.1) and cancelling out £2¥*1, we end up
with the smooth remainder equation
Zok bz
T2z, 8 |+ ), Zk ez | 4 el E, baggts oo o brsr 1 (2.11)
5 \Zk+41 by+1

=bok+1

=:H(e, bags1, bags -oes bs1) =0
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and H € C172*=1(U x B x N[A¥], B), U ={e € K: |¢| « 1}. Further, direct inspection of (2.3)
shows the linearity property
Z2k+1
T2 Zopi1s r 21 1 = W2z, 0 20) - 5 + R?*Y(z,...,z;) € B (2.12)
Zk+1

with W2**1(z,, ..., z,) € L[B¥*1,B] and R***(z,, ...,z;) € B, which are again defined explicitly
in section 5. Therefore, the remainder equation (2.11) reads for e = 0

Zyk by
H(0, bags1, bages oves bew1) = T2 [ bypeyq, : + 5 s Ziy oy 21 ]
Zi+1 bi+1
0 bak+1

Z b
=wk+iz, .z (| T [+ T |+ RF*(z,..,7)

Zk+1 by+1
bak+1
=W?k+(z,, .., 7)) - : + R?*M* Y (Zyns e Ziests Zp o 21) = 0. (2.13)
bi+1

Now, if the linear mapping

W?2k+1(z,,..,Z,) € L[B X N[A¥], B]

is surjective, then the mapping can also be restricted to a direct complement N, of its closed ker-
nel to obtain a bijection W?¥*1(z,,...,Z;) € L[N,, B] by decomposition of the Banach space
B x N[A¥] according to

BN = BXNEY o 2] © NG 7))

=N, @ N[W**1(z,..,z)]. (2.14)

Hence, for € = 0, the remainder equation H(0, bai41, bag, -, brs1) = T?¥T1[-] = 0 is given by the
linear equation (2.13) with corresponding affine solution subspace

baj+1 bajes1 Cok+1 Cak+1
: = : + : with : EN[W?K*(z,..,2))] (2.15)
bi+1 bi+1 Ck+1 Cr+1

and b == (byy41, ...,Ek+1)T = —W?**1(z,,...,z,)"t - R?**1(z,4, ..., Z;) € N,. Combining (2.9) and
(2.15), we obtain by (2.10) a first improvement within the cone of approximations of order 2k,
i.e. a family of solution curves with approximation of order 2k + 1 parametrized by ¢ and
N[W2k+1(z,, ..., Z;)]. In figure 4, the affine solution subspace (2.15) is indicated by the green line
within B X N[A¥], implying within the cone a family of approximations of order 2k + 1. Only one
of these approximations of order 2k + 1 is depicted in the cone by a green line.

Now, at this point we have to decide, whether only to look for power series solutions of G[z] = 0
or to look for C972%~1 smooth solution manifolds by use of the implicit function theorem.

12



If only power series solutions are looked for, then we are already done, because it can be shown

T2k+2,T2k+3,

that from now on, every equation ... assumes a structure similar to (2.13), with

leading operator W2k+2 Ww2k+3  adopting the surjectivity of W2k*1(z,, ..., Z;), hence ensuring
solvability of the system of undetermined coefficients up to infinity. In this manner, the family of
approximations of order 2k + 1 is further lifted to approximations of order 2k + 2, 2k + 3, ....

In some more detail, this aspect is treated in [S3], Corollary 2, where approximate solution
curves of a k-transversal cone are lifted to arc space X.,. We do not want to focus on power se-
ries solutions in this paper, but note that the key result needed, is obviously given by formula
(2.6), supplying knowledge of leading operators up to infinity. Compare also remark 2) in sec-
tion 3.

If C4-2k=1 smooth solution manifolds are looked for, then suppose the complement N, to be
closed, implying by bounded inverse theorem W?2k*1(z,...,Z,) € GL[N,, B] and the solution
b € N, of H(0,”) = 0 can uniquely be continued within N, to € # 0 by use of the implicit function
theorem.

In some more detail, for every n := (Cap41, ) Crs1) " € N[W23K*1(Z,,...,Z)] =:N from (2.15),
there exists a locally defined function (byj41, ..., br41) (6,1) € N, |€]| < 1, of class C472k=1 with

2k+1
Glez+tiek g, + Z Lel (z+bi(em) 1=0 (2.16)

i=k+1

and Z,i4; = 0. In addition, if n € N is restricted to a bounded domain B,,(0) := {n € N : [|n|| <
v}, y > 0, then we obtain smoothness according to (byj4q, ..., br+1) (€,1) € Cq‘z"‘l(351 (0) x
B, (0), Bs, (b)) with B, (0) := {e € K : |¢] < §;}and Bs,(b) = {n, € N, : ||n° — b|| < 6,} denot-
ing sufficiently small balls in K and N, around ¢ = 0 and n, = b respectively. Note also that y is
allowed to be chosen arbitrary large, but finite.

Moreover, within the open and bounded domain Bs, (0) X [ Bs,(b) @ B, (0)], the remainder
equation H(&, byy41, baks - bs1) = 0 from (2.11), (2.15) has no other solutions and summariz-
ing the following existence and uniqueness theorem is shown.

Theorem 1 : Assume G € C4(B,B), q = 2k + 2 with G[0] = 0 and the existence of [Z,y, ..., Zk+1,
Zy, ... 7, ] satisfying approximation of order 2k according to

TZk[Z_zk: wirZgg1r 2y 2y | = =T 2] =0, (A1)
as well as nondegeneracy of order k by
R[W#*Y(z,..,7,)] =B. (Ny)

Then, for £ € Bs (0) and (byg41, -, Pr+1) € Bs, (b)) ® B, (0), all solutions of G[z] = 0 within the

corresponding cone of approximations of order 2k from (2.10) are given by

2k+1

z(s,n)=e-z‘1+---+%sk-z_k + Z l.l!si-(z'i+bi(e,n)) (I)
i=k+1

with b;(e,n) € C772k~1( B (0) x B, (0), Bs, (b)) and (bax41, -, bx+1) (0,n)=b € N,
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From (I;) we see that the solution curves agree with the initial approximation z,(e) = €-7; +

-+ 2k . 7Z, (center line of cone) only with respect to the e-derivatives Zy, ..., Z, implying

1
@o £
identity of order k with respect to &, analogously to condition (I,) from the introduction.

In advance, we also note that the operator W2k*1(z,, ...,Z;) in (N;) merely depends on first
k + 1 coefficients Gg, ..., GE*? of the Taylor expansion of G at z = 0. Again, this corresponds ex-
actly to condition (Ny) from the introduction, where first k 4+ 1 derivatives of G have to be calcu-
lated in the origin for deciding about the validity of the det-condition (Nj).

Finally, both of the approximation conditions (4;) and (4,) depend on first 2k derivatives of G
in the origin, in this way yielding conditions of order 2k.

Remark : It should be noted that instead of T?**1[-]+ 0(|¢|) = 0 in (2.11), we can also work
with the remainder equation

TZk[sz, vy Zk41r Zioy Z_k—l' ...,Z_]_] + 0( |€|) = 0,

implying solutions of the form

2k
z(en) =¢-Z; + ---+ﬁek‘1 “Zpoq + %g" (Zx + b(g,n)) + Z %ei “(zZ; + bi(g,n)),
i=k+1
which represent a certain generalization of Theorem 1, because the coefficient z, = Z, +
b, (0,n) is now allowed to vary in the vicinity of Z,. But also when performing this extension,
first a basic solution of T2¥*1 = 0 is constructed, which is further continued to € # 0 using sur-
jectivity of the same operator W2k*1(z,, ..., z)).

In spite of Theorem 1, a lot of questions remain open. First, the cone of approximations within
the Banach space B is only poorly described by the image of the smooth operator in (2.10) map-
ping (&, baks1, s bks1) € Bs, (0) X [75’52 (l_)) &> 75’],(0)] c K x B**1 into B. In fact, it is even not
clear, whether each half-cone defines an open domain in B around the center line z; ().

Secondly, the family z(¢&, n) of solution curves obviously shows a strong redundancy due to pos-
sible reparametrizations of a solution curve, e.g. by € - £ + £¥*1, running through the same so-
lution orbit in B, but with different parametrization within the family z(e, n). It would be desira-
ble to have some sort of minimal parametrization that covers all solutions in the cone.

Thirdly, Theorem 1 does not at all show the iterative aspect of successively increasing k until the
direct sum R; @ R, @ - @ Ry,1 C B satisfiesR; D R, @ - @D Ry41 = B from (1.3), i.e. the link
between the surjectivity condition R[W?¥*1(Z,,...,Z;)] = B and the fine resolution of a k-
transversal cone is not yet performed.

And finally, it has not become clear that the cone with corresponding fibration can be construct-
ed without supposing any approximation properties. In the next section, our aim is to fill these
gaps. Nevertheless, we think it is worth noting Theorem 1 separately, due to its remarkable sim-
plicity of proof.

3. Main Results

Now, to answer these questions, take k leading coefficients [Z;, ... Zx] = [0, ... 0, 2], ... Zx] € B* of
an arbitrary curve zy(e) =e-z; + - +%sk - Z) + 0(|el**1) satisfying z, #0, 1 <1<k and
define a sequence of linear operators Sy, S5, ..., Sk+1 With corresponding direct sums along the
following lines of reasoning.
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As preliminary, set Ny := B, RS := B and S; := G} € L[N,, R§] with closed kernel N; := N[S,]
C Ny, range R, := R[S;] € R§ and associated direct sum decompositions of B and B according to

B=Ny=Nf ® N,
T
(3.1)
l

B=R§=R, @ Rf

All subspaces are assumed to be closed with continuous projections. The bijection S; = G§ be-
tween N and R; is indicated in (3.1) by arrows. In addition, choose the complement Nf such
that z;  Nf. Next define

Sy 3= 2 Pr¢ G§Z1|y, € L[ Ny, RY ] (3:2)

with continuous projection Pge evaluated with respect to decomposition (3.1). Note that S, is

mapping from the kernel N; of S; into the complement RY{ of the image R, of S;, i.e. the second
operator S, is just creating values in the subspace Rf{ that is not reached by the first mapping.

As for S;, we assume for S, a decomposition of N; and R{ by closed subspaces and continuous
projections using kernel N, := N[S,] € N; and range R, := R[S,] c R{ according to N; = N§ @
N, and R{ = R, @ RS. And again choose N such that Z; ¢ N5.

We note in advance that if the given curve z,(¢) is an approximation of order 2k, then the con-

struction simplifies somewhat due to z; € Ny, N, ..., i.e. Z; # 0 is contained in every kernel N; and
no care is necessary with respect to chosen complements Nf.

Continuing this way up to Sy41 € L[Ny, Ri], a sequence of successively defined closed kernels
and ranges is constructed satisfying B = Ny D N; D -+ D N D Ni,1, as well as defining direct
sum decompositions of B and B according to

=: N€

B=Nf @ N; @ - @ Ngyq © Ngyr with  Niyq = Py D {Z_l,k+1}
T T T
l l l

B =Ry @R, @ - D Rys1 @ Ris

(3.3)

Note that construction (3.3) is also possible without assuming closedness of all subspaces and
continuity of all projections. But then, only power series solutions may be looked for and the
application of the implicit function theorem is not possible. Compare also section 2.

The complete construction merely depends on first k coefficients Zz;, ..., Z; of z,(¢) and on first
k + 1 derivatives Gg, ..., GE™? of G at z = 0. It may well happen to obtain S; = 0 € L[N;_1, Rf_,]
for some 1<i<k+1 with corresponding decompositions simplifying according to
Ni_; ={0}® N; and Rf_, = {0} ® Rf. In case of G§ = -+ = GK*1 = 0, even the case B = {0} D
- @ {0} @ R, occurs, which simply means that up to given k > 1 no progress is made with
respect to building up the directsum B = R; @ R, @ - D Ry41-

Next, considering z; € N¢, choose the projection of Z; onto Nj4, i.e. Z4q # 0, allowing us to
refine the direct sum of B in (3.3) according to Ny, = Pry1 D {Z‘l,k“} with closed complement
P41 © Ni4q, as already indicated in (3.3). Then, the cone C}, is defined by the map
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—_—
c
Ig = * np
c c £2k+1 £k+1 . .
Zy (&1, o) NMy1, Prr1) = 20(€) + [m W] ) O I . (34)
Ip c 4
€K X N XX NS, 1 X Pryq N1 T Pr+1

=14 =[AL - AR

The curve z,(e) defines the center line of the cone with leading term given by Z;. The second
summand is defined by a linear mapping A; satisfying for ¢ # 0

Ac € GLINS X X NEX (N ® Prt), NE® @ NE D NG ®Peys 1. (35)

Hence, the range of A, defines by (3.3) for every € # 0 a direct complement to the center line
zo (&) implying a simple fibration with base z,(¢) in B, i.e. at every point of z,(¢) a direct com-
plement to z,(¢) is attached.

The elements of the matrix operator M., € GL[B**!,B¥*1] are given by the composition of
multilinear mappings, mainly derived from (3.3), where the basic structure of the bijection M,
is given by an upper tridiagonal matrix with diagonal exclusively composed of the identity map,
as already indicated in (3.4). The precise definitions are given in section 5.

Then, by restriction of nf € Nf and py,q € Pryq1 to arbitrary open, but bounded domains

Uf € Nf and U},

(Uf+1 ® UE, )] is shrinking to zero as € — 0, thereby creating by open mapping theorem the

C Pyyq, each comprising zero, the image U, = R[A (Uf X -+ X Ug X

open and cone-like neighborhood C;, of zy(¢) in B for € # 0 according to
Cr ={z€B: z=2,(np), n° €Uf X XUy, Prs1 €Upyy, 0<]el K1},  (3.6)

In some more detail, the operator Z, delivers by upper triangularity of M., in (3.4) a fine
structure within the cone caused by the manifolds that occur by individually applying the opera-
tor Zy to the domains Uf € Nf, ..., Ug,; € Nf,; and UL, , C Py, according to

1
Zi(e,n$,0,..,0) = 20() + g 2K ong = Zi(enf)
1
Zk(glolngl IO) = ZO(g) + ngk.ng = Z]%(g,ng)
1 _
Zk(£,0,0,n3,...,0) = zp(e) + mgzk L-n§ + 0(|€|2k) = Zi(e,n$)
(3.7)
1
Zx(g,0,..,0,n8,,,0) = z5(e) + ms’<+1-n,i+1 + 0(le]**?) = ZF*'(enfy)

1
(k+1)!

Zk(g'ov---;opo'pk+1) = ZO(S) + €k+1.pk+1 + 0(|€|k+2) Zl?(glpk+1)

By construction, for € # 0 sufficiently small, the different manifolds meet transversally along the
center line z, (). Further, within Z¥*1(g,n¢,,) and Z? (¢, px+1), the variables n,, and py,, are

k+1

by leading order multiplied with £*7*, which denotes shrinking of these manifolds by order of

O(le|**1) as € - 0. The remaining manifolds show faster shrinking between O(|e[¥*?) and
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0(|£|2"+1). The higher order terms within (3.7) cause the rotation of the manifolds around
zy(¢), as indicated in figure 2.

Note also that the behaviour of the first and the second manifold Z} (¢, n¢) and ZZ (g, n$) is rather
simple, showing no rotation at all. Now, if k = 1, then only these manifolds occur in the system
and the complexity of the general scheme is not completely seen. The case k = 1 is treated in
many papers, maybe most prominent [CR].

Now, when mapping C, from B to B by G, we will see that the map values G[z,(g)] of the center
line are perturbed in the following way

ni
Gl Z (e, psr) 1 = Gl 2o() ] + e2*T - Lyeyy | + 0(lel**2)  (3.8)

c
Npyq + Pr+1

with linear mapping Ly, € L[B**!, B] satisfying R[Ly+1|yc] =Ry ® R, @ -+ @D Ry41 € B.

Hence, an open neighborhood of G[zy(¢)] in B, created by the leading 2*** term, can only be
expected to occur, if RS, ; = {0} is supposed in (3.3), i.e. the surjectivity of L, with respect to
the complement N€ is needed to obtain by leading e-term a constellation as depicted in figure 2
top-right.

The surjectivity of L., shows to be equivalent with the surjectivity of W2k*1(z,,...,Z,) from
the last section. Also note that a necessary condition for zeros of G to exist in the cone C}, obvi-
ously reads ||G[zy (]Il = O(|e]?**1).

We call the cone Cj, from (3.6) a k-transversal cone with respect to the map G, if one of the follow-
ing equivalent conditions is satisfied

R[Zk+1|Nc]:§ = Rl€+1:{0} = §:R1@R2@'“@Rk+1- (N2)

The condition (N;) is now representing nondegeneracy of order k. Note that k-transversality is a
property defined by the image of the cone C;, under the map G.

Theorem 2 : Assume G € C4(B,B), q = 2k + 2 with G[0] = 0 and a C?-curve
zZo(e) = €2y + -+ %sk-z_k + 0( |el**1) (3.9)

with z; # 0, 1 <[ < k, to be the first coefficient different from 0. Then, the following results are
valid for € € K sufficiently small and k > 1.

) Glz]=0,z€C = Glz]ll=0(le**")
Now assume Cj, to be a k-transversal cone and setp == pj1.

(ii) Suppose approximation of order 2k by ||G[ zo() ]Il = O( |e|***1).

Then all solutions of G[z] = 0 in Cy, are given by
ni(ep)
z(e,p) = Zx[ en(e,p),p] = 20(e) + [Ar - AFH']
Nis1(&,0) +p
with nf (e, p) € C1721(Bs, (0) x UL, ,Nf ), i=1,..k+ 1.

k+17°71
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The map z(¢, p) defines a regular Banach manifold in B for ¢ # 0.

(iii)  Perturbations of G[z] of order 0(||z||2k+1) cannot destroy the family z(g, p) of solution
curves from (ii), only varying e-derivatives of z(&, p) above the order of k.

Perturbations of G[z] of order 0(||z||k+2) cannot destroy the cone Cj, .

(iv)  There exists an (&, p)-dependent near identity transformation J,, = I5 4+ 0(|¢|) in B,

linearizing the map (3.8) from the cone C; c B to B according to
Jep© GepoAe = €21 Lyyy
with linear bijection Ly, € GL[N¢, B], linear bijection A, € GL[N¢, N¢] given by (3.4)
and G, defined by G, ,[ z ] = G[ zo(e) + z + AE™* - p].
(v) The operator norms of partial derivatives of G along z, (&) with respect to the subspaces
R[AL(NS) ], i =1, ..k + 1satisfy
16" 20() 1) g az) I = OCLEl®), - L1 G'[20(&) ] gy a1l = O(lel¥)
The linearization with respect to the complement N¢ satisfies for € # 0
Gnelzo(e) ] = G'[2o(e) || wc € GLI[N,B]
with operator norm of the inverse limited by
1Guelzo(e) 1 1= 0(lel™) as e-0.
(vi)  Suppose dim(N€) < oo. Then, the characteristic number y > 0 is well defined by
x =1-dim(N5) + -+ k- dim(Ng,,)
and at every point Z(g,n¢ p) of the cone Cy, the determinant with respect to N reads
det{ Gye[ Z(e,nc,p) |} = e¥ - 1(e,nc, p)

with smooth map r(g, n.,p) # 0.

Remarks : 1) Note that only part (ii) Existence and Uniqueness as well as part (iii) Perturbation
assume approximation of zy(¢) of order 2k. Part (iv) Linearization, part (v) Partial Derivatives
and Inverse, as well as part (vi) Determinant are valid with respect to an arbitrary curve z,(¢€)
through z = 0 satisfying (3.9).

2) Theorem 2 (ii) concentrates on the description of all solutions of G[z] = 0 in the cone C;
based on a certain parametrization of the cone given by (3.4). If one is interested to obtain all
elements in arc space X, belonging to these solutions, i.e. having leading part z =¢-2; + --- +

k

%e - Z, then it is necessary to solve the system of undetermined coefficients in complete gen-

erality up to infinity for fixed [Z,, ... Z,] € BX.
Now, as soon as a k-transversal cone is reached, this process can be performed, yielding for

k =1, Il = 1, the following structure concerning the solutions of the system of undetermined
coefficients
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[2, 0,2k | = [ 24, o) 21 ] (3.10)

Zy1 = P + qq q1 € Ni4q
eN¢

Zksz = Po(q1) + g 42 € Nigq
€ N¢

Ziw = P(qq, o qi-1) + q; € Nigyq
€ N¢

Zisi+1 = Pry1(qu @) + 1y ny € Ny
€ Nlc DD NIL;

Ziti+2 = Pri2(Qe, o quny) + npq Ny—1 € Ng_q
€ Nf DD Nli—l

Zr+l+k = Pl+k(q1l o 41 N, ---'nZ) +ny n; € Nl
€ N§

with operators P;(), 2 < i <l + k defined by the composition of multilinear mappings that can
effectively be constructed by the recursion given in section 5. If B and B are of finite dimensions,
e.g. G : C"" — C™ with n > m, then the P;(*) can be represented by polynomials of increasing de-
gree with respect to chosen coordinates. For more details see [S3].

Note that moving [ towards infinity allows to calculate X, i.e. the subset of arc space X, with
leading coefficients [Z;, ..., Z; ] according to

Xoo ={(@ien : 20z =21, 2 ], 2zt = P(@uy o 1) + Q0,91 € Niyy, LENT.
3) In (iii), the stability of solutions z(¢, p) and cone Cj are treated with respect to higher order
perturbations of G[z]. The results in (iii) are far from optimal. In some more detail, perturba-

tions of G[z] of order l%] +1, 1 <1<k, z; # 0, cannot destroy the family z(e,p) of solution
curves only varying e-derivatives of z(e, p) above the order of k. The notion |g| means next inte-
ger less or equal g € Q. This improvement is not shown in this paper, but follows from a close
inspection of the recursion given in section 5. For example, if Z; = 0 and z, # 0, i.e. [ = 2, then

[%J + 1 = k + 1 and perturbations of order k + 1 will not destroy z(¢, p), a good improvement.

Another improvement can be derived by considering the solvability condition 1¥(Z, ..., Z;) €
R[A*(Z_1, ..., Z1)] from (2.4) more closely. Here, the matrix operator A* depends on Gg, ..., G¥,
the inhomogeneity I¥ depends on G, ..., GZ¥, whereas the nondegeneracy condition depends on
Gg, ..., GE'L. Hence, any perturbation of order between k + 2 and 2k that does not move the in-
homogeneity I¥ out of the range R[A*], will not destroy the solutions z(e, p). In specific examples
and in the context of Newton polygons, this criterion turns out to be quite useful.

Finally, note that perturbations of order between k + 2 and 2k may destroy the solutions by
destroying the approximation condition, but not the cone.

19



4) In (iv), the higher order terms 0(|e|2"+2) of the cone mapping (3.8) are eliminated by an RL-
transformation, where the coordinate transformation in B is directly given by the linear bijec-
tion A, € GL[N¢,N€] from (3.10), i.e. the linearization in (iv) is essentially obtained by the left
transformation J , of the image space B.

Alternatively, (3.8) may be linearized by pure right transformation along the following lines.
Simply consider the equation

G[Z(enp)] = Glzo(e)] + €2 Liyq -0
with new variable ¢ € N¢, or equivalently by (3.8) after cancelling out £2%*1 % 0
Livi n® + L3 + 0(lel) = Ligr- = 0
where [X*1 € L[B, B] denotes the last component of Ly. Now, by Ly, € GL[N¢, B], the equa-

tion can uniquely be solved with respect to n¢ € N¢, implying linearization of the cone mapping
(3.8) according to

G[Zk(gi nc[g;p;(p]'p)] = G[ZO(S)] + €2k+1-zk+1-(p

with new coordinates ¢ € N€. Depending from the question to be solved, one may decide, which
version of linearization to be more appropriate.

5) Concerning part (v), we notice that the approximation z,(¢) can more generally be replaced
by the complete cone Z (g, n., p), analogously to part (vi). This means that the cone is character-
ized by homogenous conditions with respect to derivatives. In particular, G'[Z, (&, n¢ p)] €
GL[N¢,B] in case of € # 0, i.e. z =0 is at an isolated singularity with respect to the complete
cone and the operator norm of the inverse is uniformly limited in the cone by

| Gne[Z(ene,p) 172l =0(lel™ ) as e-0. (3.11)

This follows straightforward from (3.8) and the proof in section 6.

In the context of an existing trivial solution curve y = 0 of G[4,y] = L(1)y + 0(||y||?), the notion
of A = 0 to be a generalized algebraic eigenvalue of the operator family L(1) of order k is intro-
duced in [L1], if the norm of the inverse of the Jacobian with respect to y is limited according to

G201t I=0(12"%) as 2-0.

Hence by (3.11), we merely extend this concept to curves (or cones) in general position in B and
without assuming further Fredholm properties.

Reversely, in Corollary 1 below, we give sufficient conditions ascertaining that an isolated singu-
larity with operator norm of the inverse exploding by 0(|z—:|‘k) gives rise to a k-transversal cone.

6) In (vi), also the case of y = 0, i.e. B = R; = R[G}], may well arise. Then, G is already surjec-
tive and we simply meet the constellation of the standard implicit function theorem. In this situ-
ation, Theorem 2 (vi) only says that the determinant with respect to the complement N€ is dif-
ferent from zero in the cone, where in fact, this determinant is different from zero everywhere.

In case of y even, the sign of the determinant is equal in both of the half-cones and zero at z = 0.
If y is odd, then the sign of the determinant is different in the two half-cones.

In this sense, the characteristic number y is a property of a k-transversal cone. In the next sec-
tion, the implications of (vi) are studied in some more detail.
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7) Let us interpret one of the results from the viewpoint of an operator family. Given an arbi-
trary curve zy(¢) = €+ z; + -+ of the form (3.9) and perform an expansion along this curve ac-
cording to

Glzo(e) +2z]1=Gl2z(e)] + G'[2(e) ]z + O(lizlI?).

Further, assume the e-dependent operator family G'[z,(¢)] € L[B, B] to be singular at € = 0, i.e.
R[G(}] # B, but regular, when disturbing to € # 0. Then, one may ask, how many of the sum-
mands within the e-expansion of the linear part

G'lzo(e)] -z ={GE + ¢-G2z, + %ez-(G§ZZ+ng'12) Fot %sk-(---)+ Y}z (3.12)

=: Pk(g)
are in fact needed for ensuring regularity of G'[z,(g)] for € # 0? This sort of question remem-
bers k-jet determinacy (of an operator family). Now, if a k-transversal cone C}, can be build up

according to (3.3), (3.4), (N,), then by application of the singular transformation z = A, - n¢ to
(3.12), we obtain

G'[2o(e)] Ap-n = e2k+1. [ . .nt 4 0(|£|2k+2)

with regularity for € # 0 due to Ly,; € GL[N¢, B]. Hence, the effect of the singular transfor-
mation, i.e. the effect of the cone, is to concentrate the regularity of the operator family G'[z,(¢)]
for € # 0 in one leading operator Ly, where this process involves exactly first k + 1 summands
within the expansion (3.12), i.e. the Taylor polynomial P¥ (&) of degree k of the smooth operator
family G'[ zo (") ] € C17*(Bs,(0),L[B, B]) has to be taken into consideration.

In addition, the recursion of building up a k-transversal cone Cj, represents a constructive meth-
od for calculation of the order k given in (3.11). Maybe, this concept is applicable to further fami-
lies of operators, supposed the singularity is isolated and of non-flat type.

In the last part of the results section, we state some sufficient conditions for a curve z,(¢) to be
surrounded by a submersive k-transversal cone. But first, let us collect some necessary conditions
following from the existence of a k-transversal cone Cj,.

Concerning the level sets of the submersion G[z] in the cone C, with respect to the curve z,(¢),
we will obtain the equivalence

Glz]=G[zy(e)],z € Cy (3.13)

ﬁf(e, le+1)

= z=2z(e) + [AF - AFT]

Mhy1 (& Mpeg1) + My

=:gkt1. A(enp i)

with smooth mappings 71§ (¢, ny41) € Cq_Zk_l(Bgl(O) X Upy1, NE), Ugyr © Niyp, i =1,k + 1.

Thus, for every € # 0 fixed, the set in B mapped to G[z,(¢)] can locally be parametrized by a
subset Uy, of the smallest kernel Ny, of the filtration (blue box in figure 1). In addition, we
have A(0,n,,1) = ny4q, i.e. when passing from & = 0 to € # 0, the level sets are given by scaled
perturbations of Ny, ;. In some more detail, differentiation of the level set identity

Gl zo(e) + €1 A(e,npy1) 1= Gl 2o() ]
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in the direction Ny ; of the level sets implies

G'[zo(e)]-[Ip+0(lel) ] npys =0 (3.14)
and we see that a necessary condition for k-transversality of a cone C, requires the kernel
Nyt+1 € Ny = N[G'[ 20(0) ]| = N[G§] to be smoothly continued from & = 0 to & # 0.

Now, collecting necessary conditions of a k-transversal cone, we obtain from (3.3) the split con-
dition B = N¢ @ N, with operator norm of the N¢-inverse limited by (3.11) and N, satisfy-
ing (3.14). Essentially, these properties are also sufficient for k-transversality of a given cone Cj,
according to the following Corollary.

Corollary 1 : Given a curve z,(¢) of the form (3.9) with corresponding cone Cj, from (3.6) and
decomposition (3.3) with R, = {0}. Then (i), (ii) and (iii) are equivalent.

(i) The cone Cy, is k-transversal
(ii) There exist closed subspaces U # {0}, V # {0} with B = U @ V satisfying
Gylzo(€)] = G'[2o(e)]jy € GL[U,B],&¢ # 0 and

| Gyl zo(e) 17 Il = 0( lel™) (3.15)
G'lzy(e)]-[Ig+€-Q(e)]'v =0, veEV (3.16)

with Q(e) € C(Bs,(0), L[V, B]).

(iii)  There exist closed subspaces U # {0}, V # {0} with B = U @ V satisfying
P (¢) = P*(&)|y € GL[U, B], & # 0 and

I PG I =0(lel™) (3.17)
1 P¥(e) - [1s +&-Q() Iy | = O(lel**) (3.18)

with Q(e) € C(Bs,(0), L[V, B]).

Note that according to (iii), k-transversality of a cone C;, merely depends on the Taylor polyno-
mial P¥(¢) of degree k of the operator family G'[z,(¢)]. The subspaces U, V and the family of
operators Q(¢) in (ii), (iii) can be chosen identically.

4. Secondary Bifurcation by Degree Theory

In this section, we impose further restrictions on G[z] = 0 for obtaining further properties be-
sides existence, uniqueness and stability of solution curves as stated in Theorem 2.

First, within the fine resolution (3.3) of cone C;,, we assume N¢ = N @ N5 @ --- @ N, ; to be of
finite dimension, implying by use of the characteristic number y > 0 from Theorem 2 (vi) for
each half-cone constant conditions with respect to the sign of the determinant. Hence, the appli-
cation of degree theory will be possible, eventually proving secondary bifurcation from z = 0.

For example, if we start with an equation H[u] = 0, H € C4(D,D), D,D Banach spaces, with
H[0] = 0 and linearization H'[0] € L[D, D] to be a Fredholm operator (of arbitrary index), then
after performing a Lyapunov-Schmidt reduction a reduced system of the form G[z] =0, G €
C9(B, B) occurs with finite dimensions of the Banach spaces B, B, implying finite dimension of
N¢ as well.
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Further, assume the curve z,(¢) from (3.9) to be an approximation of order 2k, as well as the
cone Cy to be k-transversal according to a simplified decomposition (3.3) of the form

dim(N€) < o

B=N ®& N, ® - D NI€+1EBNI<+1 with  Npyq = {0} @ {Z;}

T T T
(4
l l l
E:R1 D© R, @ - D Rgs1
=0

In particular, by R, # {0}, k is supposed to be minimal in the sense that for smaller values of k
the Banach space B is not yet build up by the direct sum of the ranges. Moreover, the character-
istic number y satisfies y > k by Theorem 2 (vi) under consideration of Ni, ; # {0}. Finally, due
to Py, = {0}, no extra parameters occur in the system.

Thus, by Theorem 2 (ii), precisely one solution curve z(¢) = zy(e) + A, - n(e), A, € GL[N¢,N€]
of G[z] =0 exists in C,, implying that the topological degree with respect to the map
G:[n°] == G[zy(e) + n¢], n° € U, € N°, |g| < 1,is given by

deg(G,, U, ) = signdet{ Gyc[ zo(e) ]} (4.2)

under the restriction K = R. Hence, by Theorem 2 (vi), we have constant degree +1 or —1 in
each half-cone, ending up with the following result.

Corollary 2 : Suppose K = R and a curve z,(¢) with z; # 0, 1 < [ < k to be an approximation of
order 2k, as well as the cone C;, to be k-transversal according to (4.1). Then, if both, [ = 1 and
x =1 are odd, a continuum of solutions of G[z] = 0 emanates from z = 0, existing outside the
cone Cy,.

Note that by (4.2), assumption y odd and Theorem 2 (vi), the degree changes sign when moving
from one half-cone to the other, and by ! odd, we obtain a well-defined straight movement in B in
the direction of z;. Hence, a cylindrical construction, as depicted in figure 3, can be set up in a
straightforward way to ensure the continuum of solutions by homotopy invariance of the de-
gree. In detail, a construction of this kind is performed in [L1] in the context of a known solution
curvey = 0 of G[A,y] = LDy + o(|lyll?.

Compared to the results of the Madrid school, we do not think that much new is given by Corol-
lary 2 from a theoretical point of view. On the other hand, our procedure is working with respect
to solution curves in general position within Banach space B, i.e. there is no need to split the
Banach space B into a product space B =~ A X Y with dim(A) = 1 and/or to transfer the solution
curve to an axis.

In addition, using the external parameter ¢ for parametrization of the solution curve, the charac-
teristic number y and the topological degree in each half-cone can be calculated with respect to
solution curves that cannot be moved to an axis. Compare a typical cusp curve, as depicted in
figure 3, arising quite frequently in singularity theory.

Let us now look at a simple example for application of Corollary 2.
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Example: Given the real polynomial equation
Glx,y] = —xy3 +x5+y%=0 (4.3)
composed of monomials of order 4, 5 and 6. Then, a corresponding solution curve of the form
y(x) =x*3 - [1+7rk)] (4.4)

is directly obtained by plugging the ansatz y = x*/3[ 1 + r ] into (4.3), splitting off x> and solv-
ing the remainder with respect to the new variable r by use of the implicit function theorem.

Let us now repeat the derivation of this solution curve, using the Banach space procedure of this
paper, with the aim to investigate the solution curve with respect to secondary bifurcation. First,
when neglecting the highest order term y® in (4.3), we obtain the equation x(—y3 + x*) = 0,
which motivates to start with the approximation

x g3 3! 0
ZO(S)=< >=< >=l'£3-< >+l's4-( )z:i,€3-z_3+l|£4-z_4.
y 84 3! 0 4! 4! 3! 4!

Then, constructing fine resolution and cones by (3.3), (3.4), we reach k-transversality by
straightforward calculation according to

= N{, =23
B=R2=(8) D - D (g) ® @ ® (%!)
7 0 7
[0 0] [[00]] | Si,=1[0 c]|
l l !

B=R ={0} & @ {0} & {1}

with ¢ # 0. Hence, we obtain transversality of order k = 11, characteristic number given by
x = 11 according to Theorem 2 (vi), as well as index of leading coefficient given by [ = 3. Fur-
ther, the behaviour of the determinant along the approximation z,(¢) reads by Theorem 2 (vi)

det{ Gy[zo(e) ]} = e - s(e) , s(e) #0,
and z,(¢) satisfies approximation of order 2k by
|Gl zo(&) 11 = 1 y® | y=et | = | 2* | = O(e[**1)

under consideration of 2k + 1 = 23. Thus, we can be sure by Theorem 2 (ii) that a unique solu-
tion curve z(e) exists within the cone C;;, in this way repeating (4.4) by external &-
parametrization. Finally, due to y = 11 odd and [ = 3 odd, Corollary 2 ascertains the existence
of a continuum of secondary solutions emanating from z = 0 outside the cone C;;.

Again by direct calculation, these secondary solutions are given by x(y) = ¥ - [1 + p(y)] and
repeating the e-procedure from above with respect to x(y), we obtain k = y = 3 odd and
[ = 1 odd, yielding now by Corollary 2 the solution curve y(x) from (4.4) as secondary bifurca-
tion. In principle, each curve of a bifurcation diagram can be used as a starting point for investi-
gation of secondary bifurcation by Corollary 2.

Note also, that the Milnor number u of the singularity (4.3) is easily calculated by the k or y val-
ues k; = y; = 11 and k, = y, = 3 of the two solution curves according to the formula

U=x1+x,—ord(G)+1=11+3-4+1=11.
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In general, as derived in [S3], the formula
p=xs++x,—ord(G)+1

is valid, if all segments of the Newton polygon factorize completely with multiplicities 1. Here, T
denotes the number of different solution curves through the singularity. See also [S3] for further
applications of Corollary 2 in higher dimensions, as well as applications to simple ADE-
singularities [AGV].

Finally, we note that we could also try to calculate the generalized algebraic multiplicity y associ-
ated to y(x) from (4.4) by first moving y(x) to the x-axis according to

Glx,y]=Glx x*3-[1+r()]+7],

yielding the trivial solution y = 0 with respect to G[x,¥] = 0 as desired. However, we lose
smoothness according to G & C? and the standard transformation of y(x) to the x-axis does not
work for calculation of the generalized algebraic multiplicity y.

We do not say that it is impossible to transform y(x) to an axis by choosing appropriate coordi-
nates within B = R?; we only say that the standard transformation does not work, supporting
the idea that procedures concerning general position might be useful.

5. Construction of Fine Resolution and Cones

In this section, we show in detail the construction of the fine resolution (3.3) and the cone (3.4).
The construction is kept independent of any approximation properties of the curve z,(¢) from
(3.9). In this sense, a cone-like fibration of a curve satisfying z; #+ 0,1 < [ < k, is constructed.

Using S; = G¢ and S, = Ppe ZG(?Z_1|N1 from (3.2), we start with k = 1 and corresponding decom-
position
B=N{ @ N§f @ N, with N,=P, D {z,,}

T T
(5.0
\) l

B=R, ®& R, D RS

Then, the first cone C; is defined by the map

fl_“ﬁ ni‘

1 1 B

Zy(e,nf,ng,pa) = zo(e) + [ 5 & 582]'( >< 2 >
! : IB nz +p2

zy(e) + %sz -(n§ +py) + %83 -n§, (5.2)

where the complete construction merely depends on the first coefficient z; and the first two
derivatives G} and GZ. In figure 5 two possible realizations of the cone C; are drawn.
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[ B=( 00 ®Pr® ) | | B=N @ N D{0} D (72} |

1 1 1
t21:20(£)+532-p2 ’ Llezo(e)+§£2-n§+ge3-ni ’

Figure 5 : The cone C; in two different realizations.

In the left diagram, both N and Ny are zero and the cone is exclusively build up by the subspace
P,, which is homogenously shrinking by order of &2 in each direction as £ — 0. On contrary, in
the right diagram, P, equals zero and the cone is composed of N and Ny shrinking by order of
€3 and &2 respectively.

Now, for general k > 2, the decomposition of B, B and the cone C;, are defined by the following
recursion starting with k = 2. Remember, the basis for the construction is given by the system of
undetermined coefficients (2.2), obtained from plugging the power series ansatz z =¢-Z; +
%82 * Z + -+ into the power series expansion of G at z = 0. Then, the basic formula (2.3) has to
be used intensively, implying complex, but constructive formulas.

First, two simple triangular schemes of the form

|

n=1 d]_,l:l | Cl,1=1
3
n=1 dy1=1 |dpp=3 | ca=1
4 3
n=2 dz; =1 d3p;=7 | c31=1 ¢c32=7
5 5 4
n=2 dyy =1 dyp=7 d4,3—§ | =1 cap=7
6 6 5 5
n=3 ds; =1 dsp=; dsz=; | cs1=1 ¢c52=5 cs53=3
7 7 7 6 5
n=3 dey =1 dep=7y deg=; |dea=7] | C61=1 ¢Ce2=75 Co3=3
I
=1 =2 =3 | I=1 =2 =3

are defined column by column according to
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21-1 —
[>1 : le—Z,l = T Ca1—2,1 = 1

2n

> :od =" Com11 5= Com oy " Aom_ 5.3
n=l n-11 = 5 2n-1,1 = Can—21 " dan-21 (5.3)
2n+1
> ¢ odyy = Conit = Can—11 " Aon—
n=l 2l = 2n,l on-1,1 " dan-1,

with the rows of the schemes partly comprised to diagonal matrices

p2n-1 ._ Diag[dZn_lrl, .dzn—l,n] € R™"

p2n  .— Diag[dzni, “',dZmn] € R™*

(5.4)
C2n—1 = Diag[ CZn—l,l y T CZn—l,n] € ]Rn,n
cn = Diag[ Con1s " Conn ] € R™.

Every element of the d-scheme is explicitly defined, whereas the c-scheme is iteratively defined
using the d-scheme. With respect to proofs, this kind of c-scheme definition is quite convenient.
Nevertheless, the c-scheme can also be expressed explicitly using binomial coefficients accord-

ing to
2(l-1) 2n—1 2(l-1) 2n
Con—1,1" = and Con,t = -
-1 -1 -1 [—-1

Then, using the abbreviations

Eix Eip St Py, S,
E? == = € L[B?% B?]
Eyh Ezp 0
a® a
= (C¥)"1-E2-C3 € L[ B2 B?] (5.5)
A3 A3

[Wy, Wit1(z) =[4G¢z, 6G3z;1€L[B?B] and M3:=I3€L[B,B],

the recursion, continued with k = 2, is well defined according to the following notation

& 2k 2k (> _ ! Y, _
Sk+1 = [WZK—l' ""Wk ](Zk—l' ""Zl) . + W G()Zk € L[BIB]
M2k-1. k-1 :
Sk+1 = Ppe Sk+1 | v, € LI Nk, RE ] (5.6)
with corresponding decomposition
Ni = Nia @© N[Sk+1(Zr - Z1) ] = Nigyy @ Niwa
Rli =R[Sk+1(z_kl lz_l)] @ R]C(‘+1 = Rk+1 @ RIC(‘+1

and all subspaces assumed to be closed and all projections assumed to be continuous.
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Hence, setting S, := 0, the linear mappings S;, i = 1, ...,k + 1, are iteratively defined in such a
way that the mapping S; acts between the kernel of the previous mapping N[S;_;] = N;_; and a
complement R{_, of the range R[S;_1] = R;_; of this mapping.

By construction, we end up with the following decompositions of B and B at iteration step k.

:NO
=N1

=Nk

B=Nf @ Nf @ @D Nfyy D Ny with  Niyq = Peps @ {Zjean)
T T T
(57)
l l l

§:R1 ® Rz @D D Rk+1 D Rli+1

— pC
_Rk

Note also that with §; := G} and S, := 2GZZ;, the relations
Si=Pge Siln_, € LIN_y,R{;] and S €GLIN{,R;], i=1,..,k+1

are in general valid, where the bijectivity of S; between the subspaces Nf and R; is depicted, as
usual, by arrows within (5.7).

Now, for closing the recursion (5.6) of the linear operators, the following formulas concerning
a?k+1, A2k*+1and M?¥+1, [, ., have to be established according to

Exs1k+1 =13 €L[B,B]

k+1

Ei,k+1 = _Sl_l PRi Z §VEV,R+1 EL[B,B], i =k, ,1
v=i+1
El,l El,k+1
Ef+l = DU € L[ B¥*1,Bk*1] (5.8)
Epr1k+1

aZk aZk
( ) = (C?) " - Ek- 2% € L[ B B¥]
AZk AZk

a2k+1 =2k+1

-1

( ) — (C2k+1) . Ek+1 . C2k+1 € L[ Bk+1,Bk+1 ]
A2k+1 A2k+1

with

a?* € L[B¥'1B], a* €L[BB], A% € L[B*1B*1], A2k € L[BB¥1]
a?k+1e L[ B, B], a’tl1e L[B,B], A2k+1e L[B¥ B*], A*+1€ L[ B,B¥]

28



and
(a?c  a%v)
M2+ = | a?=1. (A2 A2) | e L[BKB¥], (5.9)

MZk—1 . AZk—l . (AZk A_Zk)

where the index k + 1 denotes cancelling of last row of the (k + 1) X k matrix in brackets. Using
(5.8), (5.9) implies continuation of the linear operators in (5.6) without the W-Operators that
are defined below in a non-iterative way. Next, setting

— I
s =] s ) 510
M2k+1
the cone Cy, is given by
ni
g2k+1 gkt — .
Zr(&ng, o, Ny, Prt1) = () + [(2k+1), W] Myyq|+] ¢ . (5.11)
Niey1F P+t
Finally, a simple calculation shows the upper triangularity
Mt =0, i=2,..,k, j=1.,i-1 and M =1y, i=1,.,k (5.12)
implying
M?*+1 € GL[ B¥,B* ] (5.13)

with dependency of M?**1 from zj, ..., zx_; and G§, ..., G¥. In addition, we note that the iterative-
ly defined mappings E; ;41 in (5.8) can also be written in an explicit way according to

— _ -1 C
Ex+10+1 = Ip, Exk+1 = =Sk~ Pry Sk+1

v

Eier = —S71 Pe,| 15 + Z(—l)” Z 1_[ Sne St Py | Sinns i= k=1,

i+lsny<--<ny,<k 71=1

It remains to state formulas concerning the W-Operators in (5.6). In contrast to the cone C;, in
(5.11), the formulas of the W-Operators are not defined recursively, but in an explicit way, ex-
ploiting the system of undetermined coefficients in combination with (2.3).

Finally, we should not forget, to supply explicit formulas concerning section 2. In some more
detail A¥(z,_1, ..., z;) € L[B¥, B¥] and 1¥(z,, ..., z;) € B¥ from (2.4) as well as W**1(z,, ..., z;)
and R%***1(z,...,z;) from (2.12) are needed. Note also, that the formulas concerning T'[z],
T?[z,,2,] and T3[z3, z,, z;] are already stated in (2.2) and it is sufficient to supply formulas with
respect to T?¥[z,y, ..., z;] and T?** 23411, ..., 21 ] for k > 2.

First, even components of system (2.2) are given for k > 2 by
(5.14)

Zok

' ja—

T2 (230, o, z1] = [WEE, . W 2=y, wvz) | 1 |+ R¥* (2o, oy 20) + 2((k';2 Gézt € B
Zk

with

29



(5.15)

1 2k 2k)! k-1 1 -
W2k (zg—q, o, 21) 1= — Z GF Z _— 1_[ (— z,) € L[B,B]
u! nyleng_q! !
B=1 ny+--+ng+1=4 T=1
1ni+-+k-1)ng_1+u=2k
for u = 2k, ..., k, as well as
2k k-1
(2k)! 1 e
R @esrer) = ) 6 2 e L (5%) €8 G109
B=1 Nyt +Ng_1=P r k=1t 721 '
1ng+-+(k—1)ng_1=2k
closing (5.6) also with respect to the W-Operators.
Next, odd components of system (2.2) read for k > 2
Z2k+1
T2K4 (zpp41, s 21] = [ WERHE, L W2KEY (24, o0 21) - : + R?**Y(z,..,z;) €B (5.17)
=w2ktl(z, .,z;) Ziet1
with
2k+1 k
1 2k + 1)! 1 e _
VVHZR+1(Zk, "'IZI) = - Z Goﬁ z W 1_[ (; Z‘[) S L[B,B] (518)
H B=1 ny+-+ng+1=p e k* 121 )

1ng+-+kng+u=2k+1
foru =2k + 1, ...,k + 1, whereas the corresponding inhomogeneity is given by

2k+1 k -

2k + 1)! 1 —
R2k+1(zk; ey 21) = Z G(f Z m 1_[ (F Zr) € B. (5.19)
=1

ny++ng=p =1
1ni+--+kng=2k+1

Note that by (5.17)-(5.19), the remainder equation (2.12) from section 2 is well defined and it
remains to state explicit formulas concerning the system of equations T2% = ... = T**1 = 0 from
(2.4). Now, using A'(z;) = G € L[B,B] and 1*(z;) = G2z? € B in case of k = 1 (cf. section 2), as
well as combining even and odd components from (5.14) and (5.17), the upper triangular opera-
tor A¥(zj,_4, ..., 21) € L[B¥, B¥] with associated inhomogeneity I1¥(z, ..., z;) € B¥ read for k > 2

A¥i(zy, ..., z1) = G} € L[B,B], i=1,..k (5.20)

Af (2, y21) =0 € L[B,B], i=2,..,k j=1,.,i-1

k+i

. 1 8 k! 1\
Ak—i+1,k—j+1(zk’ ey Z1) 1 (k + ))! Z Go z nq!--ny! 1_[ (; ZT)
p=1

k
ni+-+ng+1=4 =1
1ng+-+kng+(k+j)1=k+i

and
k+i k
1

K B k! 1\  _
nGowm)=2 60 ) s [ (ga) Bzt
B=1 1 k- :

ny+--+ng=p4 T=
1ng+--+kng=k+i
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For later use, we also note that by (5.15) and (5.18) we obtain for k > 1

W2kt (zy, ..., 29) = W2 (24—, ..., 29) = G& € L[B,B]. (5.21)

6. Proof of Main Results
In the following Lemma, the main ingredients for proving Theorem 2 are comprised.

Lemma 1: For k > 1 and arbitrary [z, ..., z;] € B¥ we obtain
(1 N[ A*(zg—1, .., 21) ] = RIMP Yy oxny ]
() Wz 2) (i ] = (811 55020 1] Sirr @ e 22) ] - €241

(iii) N[ [5_'1 | 5_'2(21) | =] '§k+1(zk» -"'Zl)]|N0><~~~><Nk] = R[Ek+1|1v1x~~~x1vk+1]

k1,2 dok+12 q2k+1
(IV) M2k+1 . — .. .
2k+1 . 22k+1 )
Aok k+1 dakr1k+1 M © A k+1

v) Assume a curve zy(¢) asin (3.9) with z; # 0, 1 <[ < k. Then,
1Glzo(e) 11l = O(1el**') = 7 € Niys

Proof of Theorem 2 (i) and (ii) : We start with an arbitrary curve of the form

— > 1 .k.> 1 k+ 2k+1 2k+2
ZO(S)—S'Zl-I-"'-I-ES " Zy +(kT1)|g Zk+1+ +(2k+1)‘ + & T(é’)

withz; #0, 1 <l < kandzy(¢) ofclass C?, q > 2k +2and k > 1.

As already mentioned, the main idea of the ansatz is given by supplementing the coefficients
[Zis1) r Zag41] Of Zo(€) with free coefficients [by41, ... , box41] according to

b2k+1

Glzo(e) + | &

k+D)!  (k+D)!

2k+1 £k+1 ].

b1
= Gle-z+ -+ 5 7

1

i€ 24N (Zypyr + bopy1) + €32 1(e) ]

Mt (Zpgq + bpyr) + o+

(2k+1)'

(2.1)

-

%si Tz, ... z1] + Z THZ; + by, ..., 2]

i=1 i=k+1

1
+ €2k+1 T2k+1[

_ 2k+2 |
k) Zok+1 T boks1s e Z1] + € 11(& baks1s oo Dres1)

T?k[Zyk + bokr oov, Z1]
2k £k+1 ]

— &
122 +| G Gy

Mx

~
1l
Juy

T Zgs1 + bisr, s Z1]
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1 2k+1 , p2k+175 > 2k+2 ,
T e € T Zoksr + bojer1s s 2] + € r1(& boks1, - bir1)

@4 k Zak + bo
1 i _ 2k k+1 . ~ _
- Z g€ Tl al + [(;k)!"'(;m!]'{Ak' : + 1%z, .., 71) }
1

Zip1 + by

Zoks1 + Darsa

1 2k+1 2k+1(5 =Y. : 2k+1(5 =
(Zk+1)!€ {W (Zk;---rzl) B . + R (Zkl"'!zl)}
Zyp1 + by
+ g2+2 11(& bajs1, s bies1) = G (6.1)

Next, restrict [byj41, -, br+1] € B¥*1 to B x N[A¥] and perform an expansion of r; (¢,") with re-
spect to [byj 41, ---» bi4+1] to obtain

K T2k [Zykr s Z4]
1— 1oipify i
Gl = Z il Tz, ;] + [(2k+1)! (k+1)!]
T Zry, oo 4]

b2k+1

1 _ _ _ _ .
D] g2AL T2k 7t 2] + WY (Z, L, 2)) : } (6.2)

by+1
+ &2k*2 . 1 (£,0,...,0) + 15(& bogstseoer Drsr) }

with smooth remainder operators r;(+) and r,(*) with 1, (¢, 0, ...,0) = 0. Now, with byy,q = -+ =
by4+1 = 0, formulas (6.1), (6.2) obviously simplify to G[-] = G[z,(¢)] and we end up with

bak+1
G[] = G[Zo(g)] + (Zki-l)' 82k+1 ' W2k+1(z_kﬁ ""Z_l) ' : + €2k+2 ' TZ(S' b2k+1l ey bk+1)
by+1
no
(5.10) 1 2k+1 2k+1(5 = i : 2k+2
5 Glzy(e)] + s W (Zgy oy 21) -- : + ¢ ~13(8, 10, o, )
ny
=:Lyr
no
1 G c = = :
(i) Glzo(@)] + g?rt @k+1)! [S1 1+ | Sk41(Zks oo, 2)] - C2HHL : + g2k+z 1308, 10, o0, )
ng
No
=G[zo(e)] + ¥ Ly | ¢ |+ 22 n5(gny, ., 1) (6.3)
Ny

by invoking Lemma 1 (i), (ii), the definition (5.10) of M, and [ng,...,ng] € Ny X - X N}, ©
Bk+1.

Then, using fine resolution (5.7), the free variables [n, ..., n,] in (6.3) can further be restricted
to Uf X - X U X (Ugy; @ Up,;) € Nf XX NE X (N @D Pyyq), hence mapping the cone Gy,
from B to B according to
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ni

c c (5.11) g2k+1 gkt — .
G[ Zy(g,ng, ---;nk+1;Pk+1)] = G[zo(e) + [(Zk—+1)' m] Mpy1|| ¢ . ]
Niey1 T Pr+1
=oAL - AT
nC
(6.3) 2k+1 .7 -1 2k+2 c c
= G[zo(e)] + ¢ “Lyggq | ¢ + € “13(6, 11, oo, Ngyq + Pis1) (6.4)
N1+ Drsr
2k
1 _ _
= €T [Zi) ..., 2]
i=l
ng
1 _ _ ~ .
+ et { k)1 T Zokr1y s 2] + Lpyy | + e (e ng, ., Ny 1, Prsn) }
N1+ Drs1
2k

. 1 i, pifs = 2k+1
: Z 5 et Tz, .,z + &2 H(g,nS, .., nS 01, Prst)

i=l

and by direct inspection of (5.6), (5.7) we obtain

Liy1 €EGL[NS, Ry @R, @ - @ Ryyq |- (6.5)

Now, (6.4) delivers (3.8) as well as Theorem 2 (i).

Concerning Theorem 2 (ii), assume z, (&) now to be an approximation of order 2k. Then, we ob-
tain from (6.4) the blown-up remainder equation

H(eng, ..., Ngy1, D+1) = (6.6)

ni

1 2k+17> > 7 : . c ¢ =
e Lz o 2] Liga | + & 1(eng, o, Ny 1, Pievr) = 0
Cc
N1+ Pr+1

with H(e, n§, ..., 11, Ds1) € CT2K71( By, (0) X Uf X - X Ufy4 X Ug,;,B) and Py4q chosen as
a direct complement of Z; , due to Lemma 1 (v) and N4, = Pr4+1 D {Z;}.

Finally, suppose Z, to define a k-transversal cone, then L., € GL[N¢, B] by (6.5), yielding for
& = 0 the base solutions

HO,nf, ., Njes1, D) =0 &

C
ny

(63) __ 1 ~ ~ _ ~ _
(0,pr+1) = —Liis IW[T2k+1[ZZR+1: o 2]+ Coprrpers  Skrr (B s 2) * D |
Njer1
and the implicit function theorem delivers locally unique and smooth continuation of these solu-
tions to € # 0, thus finishing the proof of Theorem 2 (ii), possibly after reduction of §; > 0.

Proof of Theorem 2 (iii) : The approximation condition of order 2k concerns the equations
TY[z] = -+ = T?*[Z, ..., Z;] = 0, merely depending from Gg, ..., GZ* according to (5.14) and
(5.17). Hence, perturbations of G[z] of order O(||z||***') cannot destroy the approximation
property of z, ().
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Further, by tedious, but simple inspection of the iteration from section 5, we see that the con-

Gk+1

struction of a k-transversal cone C;, only is affected by G§, ... , completing the proof of (iii).

Proof of Theorem 2 (iv) : Setting p = py 41, define in view of (6.4)
Gepln®] =G Z(enp) ] = Gl20(e) + A; - + AL -p],

implying G_g_p: N¢ — B to be a local diffeomorphism for € # 0, due to supposed transversality of
the cone Cy, i.e. Ly.1 € GL[NC, B]. Now, with 75 (g, n§, ..., n§,1,p) = 13(&,n§, ..., n5 4, + p), as well
as defining subsequently

Gs,p[z] = G[ZO(E) +z +A’.§+1 'P]

Tepl D] = b= Glzg(e)] — e2k*1 - S2ktrkenn S\ vp — 2425 (g, GZA[ D], p)  (67)

=:b+e-15(e,p,b),
we obtain by direct calculation from (6.4)
Jep o Gep oA n® = 2K gy v S,

ending the proof of Theorem 2 (iv).

Proof of Theorem 2 (v) : First note that the operator A, from (6.4) is defined by the matrix op-
erator My, from (5.8), (5.10) and (5.12), showing that 4, can be applied to every element from
B¥*1 Hence, using the upper triangularity of M according to (5.10) and (5.12), we obtain

no no
2k+1 2k 2k—-1
Ag- e ln | ol | o Llp + 0C1eD 1 | -+ | - Lip + 012l 1]
ng ng
— Aé . nO + cen + A’£(+1 . nk (68)

with AL € L[N;_,, B]. In addition, the existence of constants 0 < ¢; < d;,i = 1, ...,k + 1 with

co-lel* e llngll < WAz noll < dylelP - Ing ||
(6.9)
Cerr el el < [JAE n || <0 dign s el g |l
can obviously be assured. Then, by (6.1) and (6.3)
No
2k+1 gkt — .
Glzo(e) + [(2k+1)' (k+1)!]. ' a
ng
=As=[Aé”'A§+q
Mo
=G[zo(e)] + €2V Lppq-| F | + €22 (e, ..., 1) (6.10)
Ny
and differentiation with respect to Ny X -+ X Ny atng = -+ = n;, = 0 implies by chain rule

34



L) L) L)
G'[zy(e) ] Ag- : = gZk+1. Ek+1 : : + g2k+2. T‘3'n0'"_rnk(£, 0,..,0)- : (6.11)

ng ng ng
= Hg=[H} -~ HF1]

with a smooth family of bounded operators H,. Then, using the definition of L, in (6.3), the
equation can further be splitted with norms of partial derivatives satisfying fori =1, ...,k + 1

(2k+1)!

| G'[zo(e)]-AL-n, || Ne¥H L S on + 22 - Hi-my ||
Il Aé i |l I Aig i |l

(69 1ol | Gy S+ e HE | Tl

< e clel™t = o(lel™)

- i 1ePF2 T Tl %
ending up with
’ _ 0 l — k
16120 ] rpay, 1 11 = OCIE®) s = NG [20() ] o gy, | I = OClel”).

Now, due to Nf € Ny, ..., N§,; C Ny, the first part of Theorem 2 (v) is shown.
In the next step, let us estimate the operator norm of the inverse of the Jacobian with respect to
the complement N¢ along the approximation z, ().

First, from the settings (5.7), (5.9), it is not too difficult to see that for ¢ # 0 we obtain
A; € GL[N,N€] and even in some more detail Al € L[N{,Nf], A2 € L[N§,N§] as well as
AL € LINF,Nf @ - @® Nf, ® Nflincaseof3<i<k+1

Now, differentiation of (6.4) with respect to N¢ implies at every point of the cone
G'[ Zi (e, prsr) |- Ag - 1€ = 21 [Lq + e-H,]-7, n°€NC (6.12)

and by Ly, € GL[N¢, B] one obtains G'[ Zy(&,n, pr+1) ] € GL[N®, B] in case of € # 0. Further,
using (6.12), we obtain for arbitrary n¢ € N the lower bound

| G'[ Zi (e, 1€ prar) ]+ A - 1| |2+ | Lisq-n€ + &+ Ho -7
— = |¢| . —
| Ag - nc| I Ag - ncl|
2d|| A || <e || 7|
— . —
| Lisr - 7E|l — lel - || He - 7€l
> |£|2k+1_

| A - 0|

< frlefk+| e |

|g|2k+1. (d—lSl@)M > '|£|k
Flet TR~ &

>0

v

with constants d > 0 by L., € GL[N¢,B] and f > 0 by (6.8), (6.9) and Nf © Ny, ..., N, € Ng.
Note that the constants are uniformly valid with respect to the complete cone.

Now, R[A|nc] = N€ in case of ¢ # 0 and we obtain
| G'[ Zi (e, prsr) 17N = g - el - | A€
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Thus, the linearization with respect to the complement N¢, i.e.

Guel Zi(e,n8 prs1) 1 = G'[ Z (6,1, Dy 1) Line

satisfies
I Grel Zi(en per) 1721 = sup 1 Guel Zi(en® pier) 172 B |
=1
Gyel-]-7° | 7° <]l
= su | Gye[ 1T —————| = su — < — ,
ety NN [Guel-1-70 "~ ncher WGnel-1-7°0 = g-[e]* - TRl

yielding ||Gye[ Z (€, n, prs1) 1721l = O(le|7%) at every point of a k-transversal cone. In particu-

lar, we obtain along the center line ||Gyc[ zo(e) 72| = 0(|£|_k), as desired.

Proof of Theorem 2 (vi) : Finally, assume N€ to be of finite dimension. Then the linear map-
pings A, from (6.4) and Ly ; from (6.3) can be represented by matrices according to

82k+1

@D s 0 0(lel*) 0(lel**?)
gzk
@0 ' 0
A ] = g2t : k € K44
m'ld3 . O(lEl +2)
0
gk+1

Gtk

and

( o - 0 \
] H
= | ) |

0(1)

Here, d; == dim(N{) = 0,d = d; + -+ dy41 = 1 and canonical bases chosen in R; according to
Ri = R[Sl], Si € GL[NL-C,RL'], i = 1, ,k + 1. ObViOUSly,

. C2k+1 € ]Kd’d.

det{} =c- £(2k+1)-d1 + (2k)-dy+ -+ (k+1)-dk+1’ c, # 0

det{ e+ - [[Laa| + 0(eD 1} = ;- €@ [140(eD], ¢z # 0

and by determinant multiplication theorem, equation (6.12) implies
det{ G'[ Zy(,n%, Prss) 1 we )
=c3- g@k+1)(dy + -+ dpp1) = Ck+1)dy = (2k)dp = - = (k+1)dpyq . [1+0(eD]
=cgretdetthdien. [140(le)] =cg-eX-[1+0(eD], c5#0
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with y = 1-dim(N5) + --- + k - dim(N§, ,), finishing the proof of Theorem 2.

Proof of Corollary 1 (i)=>(ii) : First, we choose U := N€, V := Ny, implying (3.15) by Theorem
2 (v) and it remains to show (3.16). Now, for calculation of the level sets in the cone C; with re-
spect to zy(¢g), we use identity (6.10) with (n, ..., nx_1, ny) replaced by (n§, ..., ng, ngyq + Nga1),
yielding the level set requirement

ng
Glzp(e) + Ac | ]
Mir1 T Nir1
C

nj
(6.10) ~ ' |
= G[zo(e) ]+ Lppr| ¢ + e2k%2 . (g,nS, Gy + Npgr) = Gl 20() ]

o}
Mi+1 T Megn

c

ni
L D 4 Qe 8 gy + e (e nS, e Nl F Npyq)
(6.3) k+1 . 2k+1)! k+1 k+1 3\ Mgy ey P41 k+1
c
Nk41

=tH(&,n§, .., N 41, Mpear) = 0.
Obviously, we have solutions H(g, 0, ...,0,0) = 0 and we can solve at € = 0 according to

ng
c c _ : w— _ 71 _C2k+1k+1,C .
H(O,nf, ..., Nky1, 1) =0 & : (O mk41) = —Lisr - G Sktr " e

—~C
Ni+q

with 71§, ;(0,n41) = 0. Hence, by H,c(0,n5, ...,n%,1,Mks+1) = Liyq € GL[NC, B], we get smooth
level sets satisfying

ny (& Nyey1)
Glzo(e) + A | ¢ 1= Glz(e)]
My 1 (& Niey1) + Ngeyn
with
(N1, .., My1)(€,0) =0 and  My1(0,np41) = 0.

Now, differentiation in the direction of the level sets at n;,; = 0 implies

ﬁg,nkﬂ (S' 0)
G'[zo(e) ] Ag -

Mhr1my,, (6 0) +1p

(6.8) , gkt —c
= G'[2z(e)] "Dl [nk+1,nk+1(£: 0) + Iz + & Q1(e) |

gk+1

= G’[Zo(f)]'(k [Ig+ €:Q2()]=0

!

with smooth family of bounded linear operators Q,(¢) € L[V, B] yielding (3.16) as desired.
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Proof of Corollary 1 (ii)-=> (i) : The proof from (ii) back to (i) uses a contradiction argument. For
this purpose, assume the cone Cj, from (5.11) not to be k-transversal, i.e. R, # {0}. Then, con-
sidering decomposition (5.7) and the assumption Gy[z,(¢)] € GL[U,B], ¢ # 0, we obtain the
decompositions

B = N°@ Ny B=U®YV
T T
g2k+1. ] and Gyl zo(e) (6.13)
l l
B =R ® Ry B
=0y

With N = Nf @ @D Nfy1, R=R; ® - @ Ry4q and Ly,; € GL[N, R] by construction. Now, U
is in bjection with B and N¢ is in bijection with R € B. Hence, the subspace N, cannot be con-
tained in V, i.e. we have N, ¢ V.

Next, choose n;.; € V and consider the partial derivative along z,(¢) in direction of

my

a2k+l

G,[ZO(S)].ASI< 1 )lﬁkﬂ =G'[z(e) ] A~ 3 Mgt (6.14)
A2k+1 mk+1
=m

with m, € L[B, Nf], ..., my € L[B, N{] as well as my,, = Iz by the definitions in (5.8). Then, we
will see that from (3.15), (3.17) and supposed nontransversality of the cone, the contradiction

ay - [P < N6 [20() ] A Ty | < g - €242, (6.15)
>0 =0

will result, thus completing the proof.

First, for all n, ., € Nj 1, we obtain by (5.8) and (6.8)

82k+1

A T Mgy = [(2k+1)!.

£k+1 —
| | ey Us +0UeD 1|7 mess (616)

k+1

- k+2
=—='n e Lgrn
(k+1)! k+1 + & k+1

with a smooth family of bounded linear operators L, yielding

_ k 1
| Ag - myeyq || = [e]*F1 | kD! I nper =1l € Le Mg |l
1
> el | gy — el MLell |- Wi 1T 2 dy - 1l gy | (6.17)
>0

for d; > 0 and ¢ chosen sufficiently small. Then, considering (6.11) and (6.17), we see

€ NEX--XNEXNg4q

ffl—
my
I G'[zo(e) ] Ag- : "M |l ~
Miet1 (611) || e [Lyyq M Ny + & Hew My 1|
”As'm'nk+1 ” ”As'm'nk+1 ”
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=0
_——
(627) ” €2k+1 : [Lk+1 M- Nk+1 +e- Hg -m- Ng+1 ] ||
- dy - le[ftL | |

(6.18)

~ |€|2k+2.” H.- M Nyyq || < |£|k+1. ” H&.””mllw <d .|g|k+1
_ < = 2
dy e e A Treesl =

Note that Ly, -7 14y = 0 is a consequence of Lemma 1 (iii), implying by the definition of
Lyx4+1in(6.3)

g
Liyas| # )=0
Ny
U] n q2ktl  g2k+1 ny
JEN R (62k+1)_1 . EkH1. c2k+1 . : (58) < > . :
)
2k+1 2k+1
ny Ng+1 A A Ng+1

i.e. the kernel of L., € L[Ny X --- X Ni, B] is given by the range of the matrix operator in brack-
ets applied to N; X -+ X Ni, 1, where the blue marked column of this operator was abbreviated in
(6.14) by m.

Now, in the last step, fix 11, € V and use the split condition B = U @ V to obtain 1,1 = uy +

vy, Uy # 0. Further, considering (6.16), we set
£k+1

k+1_[ 1, —. .
T (k+1) €

A.-m-n = ¢
& k+1 (k+1)!

Ip+e L] Mgy
with b, € B and by = 41 = Uy + vy. Next, it is easy to see by implicit function theorem that b,
can be splitted according to by = u, + [ Iz + £ Q(¢) ] - v, with u, € U and v, € V implying

k+1

Ae'm'ﬁk+1zﬁ'{ua"{'[[B'i'S'Q(S)]'ve}-

Then, using assumptions (3.15) and (3.16), we end up with

|£|k+1

16" [20(8) ]~ Ag 1 Tpean | = o 1167 [ 20() 1 (g + [ I + 2 Q(&) ]- e} |

|€|k+1

Z D N G'[zo() ] ucll — 1G'[2o(e)]-[Ig+e-Q(e)] vl (6.19)
z cy'lel® ||lugll by (3.15) =0 Dby (3.16)
> . et > o2kt
> o el L > gy el
>0 >0

with a; > 0 chosen sufficiently small, yielding the left hand side of contradiction (6.15).

Finally, from (6.18) evaluated with n;,; = 11,4, we obtain the right hand side of (6.15) accord-
ing to
1G'[zo(e) ]~ Ap -1 Meyr | < - el* - | Ag 0= Ty |l
20
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< dye el LA 1 Pl < dp - el dy - el (1 Al | (6.20)

< dg|e|ktl >0 >0
2k+2
S aZ ' |£| )
N
20

finishing the proof back from (ii) to (i).
Proof of Corollary 1 (ii)->(iii) : First by definition (3.12) of P*(¢), we have
G'[ zo(e) ] = P¥(e) + €¥*1 - R(¢) (6.21)

with a smooth family of bounded linear operators R(¢). Now, from (3.15) and the triangle ine-
quality one obtains

16 [zo(@))]-ull = - lel*-llull
>0

[ PCe) - u ||+ lel** - lIR(e) - ll 2 I P*(e) u + 1 R(e) - ull = ¢y el [ ul
implying
| PE(e) - ul| = cp-lel* llwll = lel*** - I R(e) -l
= cp-lel®lull = lel** - TRE@ - Tull = lel- Cep = lel - NN R 1) - e

> ¢y lel*-lull,
—
>0

as well as the first claim (3.17) of (iii). Next, from (3.16) and (6.21) we see
0=G"[z()]-[Is+e-Q(e)Ily = [P*(e) + & -R(& ][I +e-Q() Iy
= [Pl +e- Q@ 1y I =lel* - IR [+ Qv Il < c5-lel**,

yielding the second claim (3.18) and (iii) is shown.

Proof of Corollary 1 (iii)=> (i) : For closing the loop, we prefer to derive (i) from (iii). Essential-
ly, this is merely a repetition of the proof from (ii) to (i). First, consider (3.17) to obtain

[ PE@) - ull= ey lel®-Nlull

>0
= 16" [z) ] ull =P u +“"-R(e)-ul
> [[IPF(e) - ull - lel***- [|R(e) - ul
zcglel®ull sIRE Tull

2 el Cea=lel- IR 1D -Nlull = cs-lel*- Tl
>0
as well as (3.15) from (ii). Now, we enter the proof from (ii) to (i) at (6.13) and follow it up until
(6.19), where the assumption (3.16) of (ii) is needed for the first time, which has now to be re-
placed by the assumption (3.18) from (iii). Hence, we have to repeat (6.19) using a slight varia-
tion. In some more detail, we start with the estimation
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|£|k+1

I G'[zo(e) ]+ Ag - Tyq || = NGTzo(e) ] {us+[1g+e- Q)] ve }

(k+1)!
> 16 T2 - ue | = 116 T20() ] s + - Q) v | (6-22)
2V I 620 1 ue ) — NIPK() + €41 R [ + £+ Q) v |

2 cg'lel® || ug || by (3.15)
Now, we use (3.18) from (iii) according to

Il [P¥(e) + e** - R(e)] - [1s +e-Q(e) ] - ve |l

SIPEE) [T +e- Q@) ] vell + lel** - ||R() " [Ip +&-Q() ] - ve I (6.23)
(3.18)
< o lel v T+ lel*™ IR - [Tz + - Q) T -l ve I

< cglel Il vel

Now, combining (6.22) and(6.23), we end up with

o |S|k+1
16" Tzo(e) ]+ Ac - Tpeys 1 2 (s c el [lug |l — cg - lel** - [l vg |
: — ~—— -
>0 >0 =0
> a - |S|2k+1

with a; > 0 chosen sufficiently small, thus repeating (6.19) as desired. The right hand side of
contradiction (6.15) follows from (6.20), again without change, yielding (i) from (iii).

7. Proof of Lemma 1

Let us now turn to the proof of Lemma 1.

Induction k Induction k
2 o Je—7[ @ 3]
| (iif) | | (iv) |[ 4 |
Decomposition Induction k

Figure 6 : The way to prove Lemma 1.

First, we obtain (iii) by direct calculation using decomposition (5.7) and some essential defini-
tions of the iteration process within section 5. Next, (i) is obtained by an induction argument
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with respect to k, relying on the validity of (ii), (iii) and (iv). Thirdly, (ii) is proved, again by in-
duction as well as using (iv) as principal argument. The most technical part (iv) is shown by in-
duction on k, whereas (v) is obtained by a simple calculation using (2.5) and (i).

Proof of Lemma 1 (iii) : Dropping arguments, we obtain by decomposition (5.7)

Ny
[Si]-|Sks1l"| ¢ |=0€B
Ny
L) Ng
< PRi[§1|"'|§k+1]' : =0,i=1..k+1 A PR§+1[§1,“':5_1¢+1]' : =0
ng ng

/ PR1§2 PR1§k+1\ / Mo \
o - 0l =0
k PRkskﬂ)
L
A Sing+ o+ Spyink € RO @D Ryyq
where the definitions of linear S-mappings in (5.6) imply S;ng € Ry, ..., Sy41k € R1® - ® Ryiq

and we can restrict to the matrix operator equation. Then, by the definitions of the operators E; ;
in (5.8), the following equivalences result from bottom up solution of the triangular system

(M = Mgy = Eptriker M1, N1 € Nigyq
- = -1p & - 2 o
S { Mk-1 = M= Sk PrySket Tk = [Exre Eiegern | ( = , T € Ny
Mg+1
ng Ey1  Eipss ny 14
=1 = ' B (S N1 X e X Nk+1
ny Eyv1k+1 Ny (]

with the last equivalence inferred from a simple induction argument, thus finishing the proof of
Lemma 1 (iii).

For later use, some easy to show preliminaries are added, based on (5.18), (5.15) and (5.3)

dm,l = Cm,l =1 , m = 0 (71)
d i d i
% = dZ‘m,Z ) % = d2m+1,2 ) m = 1 ) ] = O, e, M — 1 (72)
2m-1,1+j 2m,1+j
d2m+1,3+j _ P
ﬁ = dZm,Z * d2m+1,2 ) m 2 2 ) ] = O, e, M — 2 (73)
2m-1,1+j
(Wit o Wili3 2 1(zmy -0 20) = [WER o, Wity 1(Zim-1, ., 20) - D™, m 22 (7.4)
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(2m)!
WT%Tfl(ZmJ ""ZO) = [Wrrzlm(zm—li e ZO) + ( I)Z Gg “Zm ] ) dZm,m+1 4 m =2 (75)

[W2M W2 1 (Zmet, 0 Z0) = [ WAL, L W2 (Zgpety e Z0)  DP™Y, m =2 (7.6)

Note that the basic formulas (2.6) and (2.7), coupling high and low order derivatives within the
system of undetermined coefficients, are a direct consequence of (7.1)-(7.6). This follows by
straightforward calculation.

Proof of Lemma 1 (i) : Next, according to figure 6, (i) is derived from (ii), (iii) and (iv) by induc-
tionon k = 1. In case of k = 1, (i) is valid according to

(22
Tz[Zz,Zl] GO Zy + GO Z]_ = Al Zy +11(Zl)

5 (55

M3 ="1; and N;=N[G}].

Now, suppose (i) with k = 1. We show the validity for k + 1. According to (5.14), (5.15), (5.17)
and (5.18), the coefficients T2¥*1, ..., T*¥*1 can be written in the following form

2(k+1 2k+1 2k ... k+2 k+1)T =
T T T T T
2(k+1) 2(k+1) 2(k+1) 2(k+1) 7
Wyks1y  Warsa Weia | Wit 2(k+1)
2k+1 2k+1 2k+1 z
Wik Wi | Wi 2k+1
2k z
W3k Wik, | Wiy 2k
| : : : + R(zy,...z1) .
k+2 k+2 VA
Wiy’ | Wit k+2
k+1 VA
| Wiih k+1
=:[w]

Note that the red marked elements of the matrix denote A*(zj_4,...,7;), whereas the matrix
without last row and last column delivers A¥*1(z,, ..., z,).

M2k+1

By induction hypothesis, the kernel of A¥ is characterized by the range of and our aim is

to characterize the kernel of A¥*1 by M2¥+3,

First, we look for elements in N[A¥] = R[M2¥+1 |y ., v ], satisfying additionally the equation

Z2k+1

n
(szkk:f W2k+1 Wka+1) ke ( 51) =0, (7.7)

Ny

or equivalently by setting z,;.,; = ny € B and use of Lemma 1 (ii), (iii)
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W2k+ 2k+1 2k+1 s ny
(Wadt  Wa o Wi ) N =0
M2k+1
= w2k+1 N
=Mk+1
Ny
(ii) n
S| < 3 2k+1 1] _
= [S1] 820 || Skra gy s 21) 1+ C 1 ]=0
ny
No 171_1
(iii) n _ =
1 1 n _ .
= o | = (C¥H) gk 2], meEN, 1<i<k+1
Ny Mge+1
n _ _
0 st 59 q2k+1  g2k+1 n
nl -1 n . n
PN : — (C2k+1) . Ek+1 . C2k+1 . :2 — ( > . :2
¢ A2k+1 k41 _
Ny Ng41 Ng41

Hence, the elements from N[A*] that can be extended to solutions of (7.7) are exactly given by

z
2k+1 I q2k+1 g2+l m Ig = G
Zok ( ) < ) n; . np
. = . . . = ‘e * . .
. . . )
M2+ A2k+1 J2k+1
Zk+1 Nyg+1 Iy N1

where all matrices are of upper tridiagonal type with identity operator in the diagonal. Now,
setting ny4+, = 0 within these solutions, we obtain the kernel of the matrix operator

W.2k+1 2k+1
/ 2k+1 Wk+2 \

Wk+2

k+2

Wk+2

Zok+1 Ig g2kt ny
© ) d ) (7.8)
Zg4+2 M2k+1 ey A2k+1 Ny

For further reasoning, the diagonal matrices D' and C! from (5.4) without the first element

according to

D{',l = Cli’1 = 1 are denoted by D! and C" respectively. Then, we look for elements in N[A¥], satis-
fying additionally the equation

Z2(k+1)

2(k+1 2(k+1 2(k+1
( 2(§c++1)) Wzk(+1+) k+(2+ -] a?k+1 71:1 =0, (7.9
\ M2k )\ g2kt N /

or equivalently by setting z, (1) = ng € B and use of (7.6), (5.3) with m =k + 1 as well as
Lemma 1 (ii), (iv)
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Ig No

2(k+1) 2(k+1) 2(k+1) \
QL 2(k+1) W1 o Wi ) | q?k+l | | : |
\ M2k+1 . A2k+1 /m \ ny /

Ig

( 2}5:11 W2k+1 . Wk2k+1) p2k+1. | q2k+1

— w2k+1

Iy & 2k+1 Is
= [S1] S2(z) || Sk+1(Zks e 21) ] - C :
M2k+1—1

n
Ip 0
ny
. D2k+1, a2k+1
M2k+1. g2kt [ \

O _ I
= [S1] S2(z0) || Sk+1(Zs er21) ]+
C2k+1 . pp2k+1,-1

Iy Mg

52k+1 . l_)Zk+1,—1 . M2k+1 . 52k+1

=] nk

L)

_ _ Ip
=[$ ] SZ(ZI)|"'|Sk+1(zk'"wzl)]'( > :
C2k+1 . p2k+1
n

k
Ny

[51 | 52(21) [ -] §k+1(zk» wrZ1) )" c2k+z. : =0.
ng

(53)

Now, again by Lemma 1 (iii), we obtain

Ny . ny
<2>=(CZR+2) -Ek+1-( : ) mEN, 1<i<k+1

Ny Ngy1

N n 2k+2  =2k+2
= : = (CZR+2)‘1 CEk+1. c2k+2, 31 (18) a a )
ny Tes1 A2k+2 j2k+2

and the elements from N[A¥] that can be extended to N[A¥*1] are exactly given by

= w2k+1 \ M2k+1 A2k+1/ i3 \nk/

ny

Ng+1

)
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n
2k+2  =2k+2 1
Zok+1 | (7.8) a a .
= q2k+1 .
: A2k+2 jRk+2 sy
Zit2 M2k+1 _A2k+1 )
(a2k+2 52k+2) ~ ~
ny ny
(5.9) _ )
g a?k+1. (A2k+2 A2k+2) . : — M2k+3. ’
M2KHT . g2KHL . (p2ke2 2k Ng+1 Mpe+1
k+2

thus finishing the induction.

Proof of Lemma 1 (ii) : In the next step, (ii) is accomplished by induction for k = 1 using (iv). In
case of k = 1, the identity (ii) reads

wa) (") = 18180

yielding by (2.2), (5.17), (5.5), (5.7) and (5.3)

1 2 I 1 2 1
[Go | 3Gz, ]+ = [Gy | 2Gyz, ]+ 3 |
IB E

which is true by inspection. Now, suppose identity (ii) with k replacedby k —1>1

Iy i} i}
WZk_l(Zk—ll ---;21) ' ( MZk—l) = [51 | | Sk(Zk—ll "'fZl) ] ' CZk_l . (710)

Our aim is to show (ii) with k, where the equality with respect to the first component is obvious-
ly valid under consideration of (5.21), (7.1) and it remains to show

[ WY, WS |2y ey 20) - MR (7.11)

_ _ C2k+1,2
= [SZ | ...|5k+1](zkl"'lzl).
Co2k+1,k+1

Further, with index kg and k, denoting column k and row k of a matrix respectively, as well as
index k| denoting a matrix without column k, the left hand side of (7.11) reads

{ [W2k+1, kZ_‘I-cil-l ](Zk' Zl) M2k+1 [W2k+1, kZ_II_cil-l ](Zk' . !Zl) . M’%Sk+1 }

. 12)
{[WHH, WS [ o 20) - MY

[ 2k+1; k+1 ](Zk, ...,Zl) M2k+1 + Wk k+1(Zkr . le) ' IB} (712)

46



(7.4)
75) dak,2

. 2k+1
(WE o W NGz | M2,

d2k,k

de,Z
2k 2k+1
[ Zk 17 e 'Wk+1](Zk—1:---»Z1)' "M
Aok

!
+ [ W (2g—n, r20) + Ek'))z Gizi |- dakper }-

The right hand side of (7.11) can be represented by induction hypothesis (7.10) according to

~ ~ Cok+1,2 ~
{US2 | | Sk 1(Zk—1, wr 21) - v Sk+1(Zis r 21) C2k+1,k+1 } (7.13)
Cok+1k
(7.10)
5.6 -1
((5 17)) C2k-1,2 C2k+1,2
(W o W2 |z M2 [ ,
Cok-1k Cok+1,k
—2k—1
(2k)!
[ G ](Zk e Z) "Cok+1h+1 T (k')2 Gizk - Cokrrien }
M2k-1. J2k-1
-1 -1
g g dak-1,2 C2k-12
k . - .
(WEE oo W e o 20) - 3 M2t
de—l,k C2k-1,k
C2k-1,2 de—l,Z d2k,2
. . . )
C2k-1k dak—1,k Aok

aZk 1 =1
zk r——
[W2k o Wik ](Zk—l' v Zp) "Cokk+1 " de,k+1
MZk—l . AZk—l _

(2k)!

+ [WRZk(Zk_l, ...,Zl) + W

G§Zi ]+ 1" dajgers 3 -
Comparing (7.12) and (7.13), sufficient conditions for equality within (7.11) are given by

dak,2
2k+1
Mk| k

d2k,k
-1

de—l,Z de—l,Z de,Z

dak-1k dak—1,k Aok
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as well as
—2k—1

a
2k+1 __ .
'Mks,l‘c —( ) Aok k1
2k-1, 2k-1 /.
M - A A

or combined under consideration of (iv) with k replaced by k — 1 and (5.8), (5.9)

d2k,2

de,k

d2k,2 i
2k+1
'Mk
de,k
a2k-1 dak.2 g2k-1
= [ : ) “dokk+1 ]
M2k-1. g2k-1 % Ao M2k-1. j2k-1 %
by (iv)
= pm2kt1
(azk azk)
(5.9) de,Z B
= . a2k-1. (AZk AZk)
dzk,k _
M2k=1. A2k-1. (AZk AZR) i
k
(aZk—l C—le—1) de'z
MZk—l . (A2k—1 AZk—l) . d2k,k+1

0 / (a?* @) \

& . a2k-1
Aok ( ) '(AZk “Pk)
M2k=1. g2k-1 - .

(a2k—1 aZk—l) dak 2

M2k-1. (AZk—l AZk—l) . doresern

Now, using again (iv), we obtain

(a2k aZk)
/ by (iv) \

de,Z
- -1

| |
. - |
d dak-12 d2k-1,2 B
2k,k - M2k-1. . (AZk AZk)
dak—1,k dak-1,k %
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(aZk—l azk—l) d2k,2

= . . (7.14)
M2k=1. (g2k=1  f2k-1) . s st
Further, (5.3) and (5.8) yield
aZk aZk
= (c%)7" - gk g2k (7.15)
AZk AZk

1 azk—l aZk—l
— (DZk—l)_l ) (CZk—l)_l k. c2k-1. p2k-1 (DZk—l) ( ) . p2k-1
AZk—l A_Zk—l

and for later use, we obtain by a similar calculation

aZk azk a2k+1 L
( > = D%k ( > (D) . (7.16)
AZk /IZk A2k+1 i

Then by (7.15), the first row in (7.14) is equivalent to

—p2k-1
=1
——
1 dak-11
. -1 o 2k-1 -2k-1). .
dak 2 (d2k—1,1) (a a )
dak-1k
dak,2
=(a2k—1 aZk—l)_
Aok k+1
dak—11 dak,2
_ 2k-1  =2k-1). . . .
e 0= (a a ) [ daks - — - 1,
dak-1k Aok k1
=0 by (7.2)

which is obviously true using (7.2) with j =0, ..., k — 1. Along the same lines of reasoning, the
remaining rows 2, ...k — 1in (7.14) can be treated with j = 1, ..., k — 2 according to

(7.15)

-1 _ dak-1,1

de,2+j ) (de—1,1+j) 'M]ik_l - (AZk-1 A2k-1).
dok-1k
Ao,z
— N2k-1, (g2k-1 p2k-1Y,
=M (A A1)
Aok k+1
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=dzk2 by (7.2)
Y d
2k,2

Kk dok,2+j Zk-11
P 0= M]ZZ -1, (AZk—l AZk—l) . [ ’ . -, _ -, ]

d ;
2k-1,1 d d
J 2k-1k 2k k+1

=0 by (7.2)
in this way finishing the proof of Lemma 1 (ii).
Proof of Lemma 1 (iv) : The proof of (iv) is accomplished independently of (i)-(iii), using again
an inductive argument for k > 1. For k = 1, identity (iv) is obviously true by
M3 "dzpy = dzp- a’

— —
=Ig by (5.5) =Ig by (5.5)

Then, suppose (iv) with k replaced by k — 1 > 1 yielding

dak-1,2 dak-12 2k-1
MZk—l . . —

: ( ) . (717)
dok-1k dok-1k MZk-1. p2k=1 /4

whereas the identity to prove is given by

— pM2k+1
(azk dzk)
( \ /s
| a2k-1 . | - (7.18)
\ - (AZk A2K) / dajer1 1
MZk—l .A2k—1 ey
a2k+1
doics2 Cl
= KR . aZk—l _A2k+1
d2k+1,k+1 -(AZk fTZk)
M2k-1. g2k-1 T
= M2k+1 1

under consideration of (5.9). Further, using the induction hypothesis (7.17), the right hand side
of (7.18) transforms according to
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d2k+1,2

(7.19)
d2k+1,k+1

a2k+1 \

(aZk 6_12") . J2k+1 |

-1
de—l,Z d2k—1,2
. . MZk—l . . (A2k A_Zk) . A2k+1 /
de—l,k de—l,k

k+1 .

Next, the left hand side in (7.18) is transformed into (7.19), row by row. Concerning the first
row, we obtain from the left hand side in (7.18) and the second relation in (7.2)

dok+1,2
(a2k C—lZR) . .
Aoks1k+1
-1
(7.16) dag1 dakt1,2
= L 2k+1 . .
= 2k1 4
dag k d2kr1k+1
-1
_ . A2k+1 . . . .
= dyq1-a - - dair1,2
=1 A2k k Aok k
_ . 2k+1
= d2k+1,2 a ,

obviously agreeing with the first row in (7.19). The second row from the left hand side in (7.18)
implies

d2k+1,2
aZk—l . (AZR AZk) .
doks1k+1
7.16 -1 -1
E7 153 de—l,l de,z de,l
= d .2k, . . . J2k+1 .
= 2k-1,1"4 k
=1 d2k—1,k—1 dzk,k d2k,k
d2k+1,2
d2k+1,k+1
(7.2)
) . A2k+1
= a de,Z Az d2k+1,2
(7.3)
j=0
_ .2k . A2k+1
= dyr413° @ Az

= dypr13 (a2k de), AZK+1
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yielding the second row in (7.19). Note that the last identity follows from the fact that the k-th

A2k+1

row of equals zero according to the definition in (5.8).

Finally, in case of k = 3, the remaining rows 3, ...k in (7.18), (7.19) can be treated along the
same lines of reasoning with j = 1, ..., k — 2 according to

dok+1,2
2k—1, 42k=1.( 22k j2k). .
Mt A (A%k  A%K)
Aokr1k+1
(7.16) d d -t
(7.15) 2k—1,2 2k—1,1
— szzk—l . . AZk . .
dak—1k dak-1k-1
-1
dag.2 dak,1 doks1,2
N . . .
k .
Aok Aok daks1k+1
7.2) dak-12
i 2k-1, . . A2k . . A2k+1
= sz - A dag2 " A% dakt1,2
dak-1k
d
) 2k—1,2
(7:3) d2k+113+1 . M2k . A2k . g2k+1
" dag-114; 2 .
A de—l,k
Aoks1,3+) dok-12
_ B+ gy r2k-1 . A2k A2k . 42k+1
= oM : (A% %) AL
- de—l,k

finishing the proof of Lemma 1 (iv).
Proof of Lemma 1 (v) : We assume a curve zy(¢) as in (3.9) with ||G[z, ()]l = 0(|e|?**1), im-
plying by (2.5) with k replaced by 2k
T2k Zypy on Z 1] Zok 0
= F_Zk . AZk(Z_Zk_l, ""Z_l) * FZk )

T! [z ] Zq 0

Then, by Lemma 1 (i), there exists ; € N;, 1 < i < 2k, satisfying

Zok ny
FZk . — M4-k+1 .
Z Nak
with upper tridiagonal matrix operator M***! and diag[M***'] = [Iz---Ig]. Now, using
Z_l = = Z_l—l = 0, we obtain T_lzk = = ﬁZk—l+2 =0 and FIZk . Z_l = IB ' ﬁZk—l+1 € NZk—l+1 [
Ni,qduetol < k.
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