arXiv:2212.12006v1 [math.DS] 22 Dec 2022

ON THE NUMBER OF ISOLATED INVARIANT TORI FOR 3D POLYNOMIAL VECTOR FIELDS

DOUGLAS D. NOVAES AND PEDRO C.C.R. PEREIRA

ABSTRACT. The 16th Hilbert’s Problem, about the maximum number of limit cycles of planar polynomial vector fields of a given degree m, has been one of the most important driving forces for new developments in the qualitative theory of vector fields. Increasing the dimension, one cannot expect the existence of a finite upper bound for the number of limit cycles of, for instance, 3D polynomial vector fields of a given degree m. Here, as an extension of such a problem in the 3D space, we investigate the number of isolated invariant tori in 3D polynomial vector fields. In this context, given a natural number m, we denote by N(m) the upper bound for the number of isolated invariant tori of 3D polynomial vector fields of degree m. Our main result provides a lower bound for N(m) in terms of lower bounds for the number of hyperbolic limit cycles of planar polynomial vector fields of degree [m/2] − 1.

1. INTRODUCTION AND STATEMENT OF THE MAIN RESULT

Given a natural number m, the second part of the 16th Hilbert’s Problem asks about the existence of a uniform upper bound H(m) (called by Hilbert Number) for the amount of limit cycles of planar polynomial vector fields of degree m. Formally, let π(P, Q) denote the number of limit cycles of the polynomial differential system ẋ = P(x, y), ẏ = Q(x, y), then, H(m) := sup{π(P, Q) : degree(P), degree(Q) ≤ m}.

The only known Hilbert Number is for m = 1, because planar linear vector fields do not admit limit cycles, that is H(1) = 0. For other values of m ≥ 2, it is still unknown even if H(m) is finite. Since Hilbert’s list publication [7], this problem has been one of the most important driving forces for new developments in the qualitative theory of vector fields (see, for instance, [8, 10]).

1.1. Lower bounds for the Hilbert Numbers. So far, the main obtained results are concerned with lower bounds for H(m). In [4], Christopher & Lloyd showed that H(m) grows as fast as n^2 log n. This result has been revisited by several authors (see, for instance, [2, 6, 9]). In [6], Han & Li improved Christopher & Lloyd’s result by showing that H(m) grows as fast as (m + 2)^2 log(m + 2)/(2 log 2), which means that

(1) lim_{m→∞} inf

H(m) (m + 2)^2 log(m + 2) ≥ 1 2 log 2 For m ∈ N small, the current best known lower bounds for H(m) were provided by Prohens & Torregrosa in [12]. For the reader’s convenience, we collect some

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 34C29, 34C45, 34C23.

Key words and phrases. 3D polynomial vector fields, isolated invariant tori, averaging method. 1

of them here: H(2) ≥ 4, H(3) ≥ 13, H(4) ≥ 28, H(5) ≥ 37, H(6) ≥ 53, H(7) ≥ 74, H(8) ≥ 96, H(9) ≥ 120, H(10) ≥ 142, H(13) ≥ 212, H(17) ≥ 384, H(21) ≥ 568, H(31) ≥ 1184, H(35) ≥ 1536, H(39) ≥ 1920, and H(43) ≥ 2272.

Remark 1. The asymptotic estimate (1) and the lower bounds above can be realized by hyperbolic limit cycles. Indeed, Han & Li [6] detected two types of limit cycles, namely, small-amplitude limit cycles and large-amplitude limit cycles. The small-amplitude limit cycles are obtained from degenerate Hopf-bifurcations and, therefore, they are hyperbolic (see [6, Lemma 2.5]). In particular, the asymptotic estimate (1) is obtained only by considering small-amplitude limit cycles (see [6, Theorem 3.4]). The limit cycles obtained by Prohens & Torregrosa in [12] are also generated from degenerate Hopf-bifurcations and, therefore, they are hyperbolic.

According to Remark 1, let π_h(P, Q) denote the number of hyperbolic limit cycles of the polynomial differential system ẋ = P(x, y), ẏ = Q(x, y). Then, for a natural number m, define

H_h(m) := sup{π_h(P, Q) : degree(P), degree(Q) ≤ m}.

We also denote by H_h(m) a finite lower bound for H_h(m). In the asymptotic estimate (1) and in the lower bounds above, H can be changed by H_h.

1.2. A version of the 16th Hilbert’s Problem in the 3D space. Increasing the dimension, one cannot expect the existence of a finite upper bound for the number of limit cycles of, for instance, 3D polynomial vector fields of a given degree m. Indeed, for m = 2, the Rössler system [13],

(2) ẋ = −y − x, ẏ = x + a y, ż = b + z (x − c),

undergoes cascades of period-doubling bifurcations due to the existence of Shilnikov homoclinic connections for some values of the parameters (see, for instance, [1, 3]). This implies the number of limit cycles becomes unbounded by varying the parameters.

Here, as an extension of the 16th Hilbert’s Problem in the 3D space, we suggest to increase also the dimension of the seeked invariant object by inquiring about the number of isolated invariant tori in 3D polynomial vector fields. In this context, we denote by τ(P, Q, R) the number of isolated invariant tori of the polynomial differential system ẋ = P(x, y, z), ẏ = Q(x, y, z), ż = R(x, y, z). Then, for a natural number m, we define

N(m) := sup{τ(P, Q, R) : degree(P), degree(Q), degree(R) ≤ m}.

As with the Hilbert Number, we do not know whether N(m) is finite or not.

1.3. Lower bounds for N(m). Our main result provides a lower bound for N(m) in terms of lower bounds for the number of hyperbolic limit cycles of planar polynomial vector fields of degree [m/2] − 1.

Theorem A. The relationship

(3) N(m) ≥ H_h ([ m 2 ] − 1 ) holds for each natural number m ≥ 2.

The proof of Theorem A is provided in Subsection 2.3 and it is based on a recently developed averaging method for detecting normally hyperbolic invariant tori which is discussed in Subsection 2.1.

Theorem A allows us to provide asymptotic estimates for N based on the asymptotic estimates for H_h. Indeed, consider the increasing function F(m) = (m + 2)^2 log(m + 2). Since [m/2] ≥ (m − 1)/2, Theorem A implies that

N(m) F((m − 1)/2 − 1) ≥ H_h ([ m 2 ] − 1 ) F([m/2] − 1) . Thus, taking (1) and Remark 1 into account, we obtain the following result.

Corollary 1. N(m) grows as fast as 1 8 log 2

(m + 1)^2 log ( m + 1 2 ) . For m ∈ N small, better lower bounds for N(m) can be given based on better lower bounds for H_h. We collect some of them in the next result.

Corollary 2. N(7) ≥ N(6) ≥ H_h(2) ≥ 4, N(9) ≥ N(8) ≥ H_h(3) ≥ 13, N(11) ≥ N(10) ≥ H_h(4) ≥ 28, N(13) ≥ N(12) ≥ H_h(5) ≥ 37, N(15) ≥ N(14) ≥ H_h(6) ≥ 53, N(17) ≥ N(16) ≥ H_h(7) ≥ 74, N(19) ≥ N(18) ≥ H_h(8) ≥ 89, N(21) ≥ N(20) ≥ H_h(9) ≥ 120, N(23) ≥ N(22) ≥ H_h(10) ≥ 142, N(29) ≥ N(28) ≥ H_h(13) ≥ 212, N(37) ≥ N(36) ≥ H_h(17) ≥ 348, N(45) ≥ N(44) ≥ H_h(21) ≥ 568, N(65) ≥ N(64) ≥ H_h(31) ≥ 1184, N(73) ≥ N(72) ≥ H_h(35) ≥ 1536, N(81) ≥ N(80) ≥ H_h(39) ≥ 1920, and N(89) ≥ N(88) ≥ H_h(43) ≥ 2272.

2. PROOF OF THE MAIN RESULT

The proof of Theorem A is based on the averaging method for finding invariant tori, which was recently developed in [11]. We start this section discussing such method. Section 2.2 provides a constructive way for obtaining 3D differential systems with normally hyperbolic invariant tori from a given planar differential system with hyperbolic limit cycles. Theorem A is, then, proven in Subsection 2.3.

2.1. Averaging method for finding invariant tori. Consider the following T-periodic non-autonomous differential equations given in the following standard form: ẋ = εF(t, x, ε) (t, x, ε) ∈ R × D × [0, ε_0], (4) where D is an open bounded subset of R^2, ε_0 > 0, and F : R × D × [0, ε_0] → R^2 is a C^r function, with r ≥ 2, T-periodic in the variable t.

The next result provides sufficient conditions for the existence of normally hyperbolic invariant tori in the extended phase space of the differential equation (4), that is S^1 × D, with S^1 ≡ R/(TZ).

Theorem 1. Consider the differential equation (4). Suppose that the guiding system

(5) ẋ = 1 T ∫ T 0 F_1(t, x)dx

has an attracting hyperbolic limit cycle γ. Then, there exists ε > 0 such that, for each ε ∈ (0, ε), the differential equation (4) has a T-periodic solution γ_{int} and a normally hyperbolic attracting invariant torus in the extended phase space. In addition, the torus surrounds the periodic solution γ_{int} and converges to S^1 × γ as ε goes to 0.

A weaker version of Theorem 1, without the conclusion of the normal hyperbolicity of the invariant torus, follows by Hale’s result (see [5, Theorem 18-2]). Nevertheless, it could also be applied for proving Theorem A.

2.2. Construction of 3D differential systems with invariant tori. The next result provides a mechanism for constructing 3D differential systems with a number H of normally hyperbolic invariant tori from a given planar differential system with H hyperbolic limit cycles. The strength of our mechanism in proving Theorem A relies in the fact that the constructed 3D differential system is polynomial provided that the given planar differential system is polynomial.

Proposition 1. Let P, Q : R^2 → R be smooth functions. Assume that the planar differential system (6) { ẋ = P(x, y), ẏ = Q(x, y),

has at least H hyperbolic limit cycles contained in the region K = (0, b) × (α, β), for some b > 0 and β > α. Consider the following one parameter family of 3D differential systems:

(7) ẋ = −y, ẏ = x + ε y P(x^2 + y^2, z), ż = 2 ε y^2Q(x^2 + y^2, z).

Then, there exists ε̄ > 0 such that the differential system (7) has at least H normally hyperbolic invariant tori for every ε ∈ (0, ε̄). Moreover, if γ = {(u(t), v(t)), t ∈ [0, T)} ⊂ K is a parametrization of a limit cycle of (6), then for each ε ∈ (0, ε̄) there exists a normally hyperbolic invariant torus T^γ_ε of (7) with the same stability as γ and converging, as ε goes to 0, to the torus T^γ_0 := {(u(t) cos(θ), u(t) sin(θ), v(t)) : (t, θ) ∈ [0, T) × [0, 2π)} which is invariant for the unperturbed system (7)_{ε=0}.

Remark 2. The technical assumption that the hyperbolic limit cycles are contained in the region K is not restrictive. Indeed, since we are dealing only with a finite number H of limit cycles, then this condition can always be assumed without loss of generality just by considering a translation of the variable x.

Proof of Proposition 1. Applying the cylindrical change of coordinates (x, y, z) = (r cos(θ), r sin(θ), z), the differential system (7) becomes (8) θ̇ = 1 + ε sin(θ) cos(θ)P(r^2, z), ṙ = ε r sin^2(θ)P(r^2, z), ż = 2 ε r^2 sin^2(θ)Q(r^2, z).

Notice that, for the open bounded set D = (0, √ b) × (α, β), b > 0, there exists ε_0 > 0 such that θ̇ > 0 for every (θ, r, z) ⊂ [0, 2π] × D and ε ∈ [0, ε_0]. Thus, we can take θ as the new independent variable, by applying a time-rescale that divides the differential equations in (8) by θ̇. By doing so, one gets the following 2π-periodic non-autonomous differential system

(9) dr dθ = ε r sin^2(θ)P(r^2, z) 1 + ε sin(θ) cos(θ)P(r^2, z)

= ε r sin^2(θ)P(r^2, z) + ε^2R_1(θ, r, z, ε), dz dθ = 2 ε r^2 sin^2(θ)Q(r^2, z) 1 + ε sin(θ) cos(θ)P(r^2, z)

= ε 2r^2 sin^2(θ)Q(r^2, z) + ε^2R_2(θ, r, z, ε).

Notice that (9) is written in the standard form for applying the averaging method, to wit ẋ = εF_1(θ, x) + ε^2R(θ, x, ε), (θ, x, ε) ∈ R × D × [0, ε_0],

where T = 2π, t = θ, x = (r, z),

F_1(θ, x) = ( r sin^2(θ)P(r^2, z), 2r^2 sin^2(θ)Q(r^2, z) ) , and

R(θ, x, ε) = ( R_1(θ, r, z, ε), R_2(θ, r, z, ε) ) . Taking (5) into account, the guiding system is given by

(10) (r^′, z^′) = 1 2π ∫ 2π 0 F_1(θ, x)dθ = ( 1 2 rP(r^2, z), r^2Q(r^2, z) ) , (r, z) ∈ D.

In what follows, we show that (10) has at least H hyperbolic limit cycles. To do that, consider the transformation (ρ, z) = (r^2, z), which is a diffeomorphism on {(r, z) : r > 0}. Applying this transformation to the guiding system (10), we get

(11) (ρ^′, z^′) = (ρP(r, z), ρQ(ρ, z)), (ρ, z) ∈ K = (0, b) × (α, β).

Finally, proceeding with a time-rescaling, dividing the right-hand side of (11) by ρ, we conclude that the differential system (11) and, therefore, the guiding system (10) is C^∞-equivalent to the planar polynomial differential system (6), which has H hyperbolic limit cycles.

The proof concludes by applying Theorem 1 and going back through the changes of variables. □

2.3. Proof of Theorem A. Given a natural number k, by the definition of H_h(k), there exist polynomials of degree k, P(x, y) and Q(x, y), for which the planar polynomial differential system (6) has at least H_h(k) hyperbolic limit cycles. As pointed out in Remark 2, by considering a translation in the variable x, we can assume, without loss of generality, that all the H_h(k) limit cycles of (6) lie in a region K = (0, b) × (α, β), for some b > 0 and β > α.

From Proposition 1, there exists ε > 0 such that the 3D differential system (7) has at least H normally hyperbolic invariant tori for every ε ∈ (0, ε̄). Moreover, (7) is polynomial of degree 2k + 2. Hence, N(2k + 2) ≥ H_h(k).

Thus, by taking k = n − 1, one has N(2n) ≥ H_h(n − 1), which implies (3) for m = 2n even.

Now, for m odd, let us say m = 2n + 1, one has

N(m) = N(2n + 1) ≥ N(2n) ≥ H_h(n − 1).

Since, in this case, [m/2] = n, then the relationship (3) also holds for m odd.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

DDN is partially supported by São Paulo Research Foundation (FAPESP) grants 2022/09633-5, 2019/10269-3, and 2018/13481-0, and by Conselho Nacional de Desenvolvimento Científico e Tecnológico (CNPq) grants 438975/2018-9 and 309110/2021- 1. PCCRP is supported by São Paulo Research Foundation (FAPESP) grant 2020/14232- 4.

REFERENCES

[1] A. Algaba, E. Freire, E. Gamero, and A. Rodríguez-Luis. An exact homoclinic orbit and its connection with the Rössler system. Physics Letters A, 379(16):1114–1121, 2015.

[2] M. Álvarez, B. Coll, P. D. Maesschalck, and R. Prohens. Asymptotic lower bounds on Hilbert numbers using canard cycles. Journal of Differential Equations, 268(7):3370–3391, Mar. 2020.

[3] R. Barrio, F. Blesa, and S. Serrano. Qualitative analysis of the Rössler equations: bifurcations of limit cycles and chaotic attractors. Phys. D, 238(13):1087–1100, 2009.

[4] C. J. Christopher and N. G. Lloyd. Polynomial systems: a lower bound for the Hilbert numbers.

Proc. Roy. Soc. London Ser. A, 450(1938):219–224, 1995.

[5] J. K. Hale. Oscillations in nonlinear systems. Dover Publications, Inc., New York, 1992. Corrected reprint of the 1963 original.

[6] M. Han and J. Li. Lower bounds for the Hilbert number of polynomial systems. J. Differential Equations, 252(4):3278–3304, 2012.

[7] D. Hilbert. Mathematical problems. Bulletin of the American Mathematical Society, 8(10):437–479, 1902.

[8] Y. Ilyashenko. Centennial history of Hilbert’s 16th problem. Bull. Amer. Math. Soc. (N.S.), 39(3):301– 354, 2002.

[9] J. Li, H. S. Y. Chan, and K. W. Chung. Some lower bounds for H(n) in Hilbert’s 16th problem.

Qual. Theory Dyn. Syst., 3(2):345–360, 2002.

[10] N. G. Lloyd. Limit cycles of polynomial systems—some recent developments. In New directions in dynamical systems, volume 127 of London Math. Soc. Lecture Note Ser., pages 192–234. Cambridge Univ. Press, Cambridge, 1988.

[11] D. D. Novaes, M. R. Cândido, and P. C. Pereira. Detecting normally hyperbolic invariant tori in periodic non-autonomous differential equations, 2022. arXiv:2208.10989.

[12] R. Prohens and J. Torregrosa. New lower bounds for the Hilbert numbers using reversible centers.

Nonlinearity, 32(1):331–355, 2019.

[13] O. Rössler. An equation for continuous chaos. Phys. Lett. A, 57(5):397–398, jul 1976.

DEPARTAMENTO DE MATEMÁTICA - INSTITUTO DE MATEMÁTICA, ESTATÍSTICA E COMPUTAÇ ÃO CIENTÍFICA (IMECC) - UNIVERSIDADE ESTADUAL DE CAMPINAS (UNICAMP), RUA SÉRGIO BUAR-

QUE DE HOLANDA, 651, CIDADE UNIVERSITÁRIA ZEFERINO VAZ, 13083–859, CAMPINAS, SP, BRAZIL

Email address: ddnovaes@unicamp.br Email address: pedro.pereira@ime.unicamp.br