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SMOOTH LINEARIZATION OF GERMS OF
R*-ACTIONS AND HOLOMORPHIC VECTOR FIELDS

by F. DUMORTIER ™ and R. ROUSSARIE

The paper contains a generic condition permitting the lineari-
zation in class C¥, 0 <k <o of germs of singular infinitesimal
R2%-actions on R"” (n = 2) and of singular holomorphic vector fields
on C" (n=1). It generalizes a similar result of S. Sternberg for
germs of singular (real) vector fields on R". An announcement has
been made in [5].

The problem was put to us by J. Palis during a stay in the Ins-
tituto de Matemadtica Pura e Aplicada in Rio de Janeiro. We like to
thank that institution for its hospitality.

1. Definitions.

DEFINITION 1.1. — A germ in 0ER", n=2, of a singular in-
finitesimal RZ-action of class C” is a Lie algebra homomorphism
p:R? — 8", where Q" denotes the Lie algebra of germs in
0 € R" of C™ vector fields vanishing in 0. We denote by Act(R?,R")
the set of germs of singular infinitesimal RZ2-actions of class C* on
R". For more information about §" see [10]. Once we have chosen
a basis in R?, such an infinitesimal action can be identified with
a pair of germs in 0 of commuting vector fields i.e. (p(ey), p(e,)),
where (e,,e,) denotes the chosen basis, and [p(e,), p(e,)] =0;
[-,-] denotes the Lie bracket. To each p€ Act(R?,R"), we

(*) “Aangesteld Navorser” of the ‘“Nationaal Fonds voor Wetenschappelijk
Onderzook” of Belgium during part of the preparation of this paper.
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can associate by integration a germ of an RZ-action on R":
p : R? x R" — R" where (after taking representatives of the germs)
p(t,s;x) =Y, o X, (x) with X=p(1,0), Y=p(0,1) and Z,
denotes the flow of Z.

DEFINITION 1.2. — We say that p,, p, € Act(R?,R") are Ck-
conjugate, 0<k < o if there exists agerm g in 0ER" ofa Ck-
diffeomorphism preserving the origin such that

p(u,g(x) =ge py(u,x) V (u, x)ER? xR"

(in the neighbourhood of (0,0) for representatives of the germs). If
k =1, this condition is equivalent to g xp, = p, .

Restricting to £-jets of vector fields we can define the 2-jet
#p(0), 1<8<o, of each p€ Act(R*,R"); we denote by
J® Act(R2,R") the set of Q-jets of singular infinitesimal actions.
These sets are naturally endowed with a structure of algebraic set.

DEFINITION 1.3. — We say that a€J* Act(R%,R") is “deter-
mining in class C*” ifall p,, p, € Act(R?, R") with

7%0,(0) = j%p,(0) = «

are C-comjugate. Identifying C with R? and C" with R?",
we can consider each germ in 0€C" of a singular holomorphic
vector field as a germ of a singular infinitesimal RZ?-action on R?*".
We denote by Act(C,C") the set of germs in 0 of these singular
holomorphic vector fields. The inclusion of Act(C,C") in
Act(R?, R%*™) permits to restrict to germs of singular holomorphic
vector fields the notions of conjugacy in class k and the notion
of determining R-jet. Let us remark that once chosen a coordinate
system for R"™ each ljet a€J' Act(R?,R") can be identified
with a linear action (meaning an action «€ Act(R?*,R"™) such that
o(u) is a linear vector field for each u € R?).

A linear action « is C¥*-determining if and only if each
p € Act(R?,R") with j'p(0) =j'a(0) is Ck-linearizable. The
same remark can be made for holomorphic vector fields.

DEFINITION 1.4. — A l-jet «€J' Act(R2,R”) or a linear
infinitesimal singular RZ?-action is called “hyperbolic” if there exists
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a basis (e, e,) of R? and a coordinate system L in R" such
that X =a(e;) and Y =a(e,) are hyperbolic, diagonalized
over C in L and with respective eigenvalues

N N Ny T iBpiyses Npug 2B, for X
and

Moooes Ny Npur £ 81y Npye £ iBpug for Y
with all N,\N',B,B €R and satisfving the following conditions:
Vi€Ep+1,...,p+ 0 : N +if/ERMN +iB) (= B]/6 = N/\)
Vi, k€C,..,p+ 8 and jEK: N/ ENA,.

We recall that a linear vector field is called hyperbolic if all its
eigenvalues have real part different from zero.

Remarks. — 1) The basis (e,, e,) in Definition 1.4 can be
chosen so that all eigenvalues of X as well as of Y are pairwise
different.

2) A linear infinitesimal R2-action « is hyperbolic accord-
ing to Definition 1.4 if and only if the induced linear action
o: R? x R" —> R" is hyperbolic as in [2].

That paper contains a lot of information about hyperbolic
R* x Z%actions. The non-hyperbolic l-ets of infinitesimal actions
form a semi-algebraic subset of codimension 1 in J! Act(R2,R").

If we endow J! g" with the natural euclidean topology and
J' Act(R?2, R") with the induced compact-open topology, then the
set of hyperbolic l-jets is open and dense in J! Act(R?, R"), [2].

A 1l4et of a singular holomorphic vector field Z is hyperbolic
in the sense of Definition 1.4 if and only if no two eigenvalues of
Z are dependent over the reals ie. N, ¢ R\, Vi#j. The ljets
of non-hyperbolic holomorphic vector fields also form a semi-
algebraic set of codimension 1 in J! Act(C,C"), endowed with
its structure of real algebraic set.

DEFINITION 1.5. — Let (k,..., k,) EN" with k, +...+k,=>2.
We say that o€ J' Act(R?, R™) satisfies the resonance condition of
order (ky,..., k,) if Yu€ R? there exists an arrangement p,,..., |4,
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of the eigenvalues of a(u), counted with their multiplicity such
that:

.

=

By = kin; =0.

-
]
—

Let us denote by S(ky,...,k,) the set of l-jets of infinite-
simal actions which are either non-hyperbolic or which satisfy the
resonance condition of order (k,,..., k,). This set is a semi-algebraic
set of codimension 1 in J* Act(R?, R"), as well as the set

S, = U SCky,..., k,)

kyt...tk,<k
defined for £k = 2.

We for instance prove the semi-algebraicity on the 1-jets in Jordan
form and then apply the theorem of Tarski-Seidenberg [10]. We
denote S = l,f S .

The complement of S. in J' Act(R?,R") is a residual
subset, a countable intersection of open and dense subsets (hence
dense).

For a€J! Act(C,C") Definition 1.5 is equivalent to say
that « satisfies the resonance condition of order (k,,...,k,) if
there exists an arrangement u,,..., u, of the eigenvalues of «

n
such that p, — 3. k;.pm; =0.
i=1

We denote by X(k,,...,k,) the semi-algebraic set of codi-
mension 1 of 1l-jets of holomorphic vector fields which are not hy-
perbolic or satisfy the resonance condition of order (k,,...,k,).
Z, = U Z(ky,.... k), k=2 and E,,=LkJEk.

Kky+... +k, <k

The complement of each Z, in J! Act(C,C") is open and
dense, while the complement of X, is residual.

2. Statement of the results and some comments.

THEOREM A. — Let a € J' Act(R?,R™\S.  (respectively
a € J! Act(C,C"M\Z..), then « isdetermining in class C™.
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In other words: if a germ p of a singular infinitesimal R?
action on R" or a germ p of a singular holomorphic vector field
on C" has a hyperbolic 1jet whose eigenvalues do not satisfy any
of the resonance conditions, then p is C™ linearizable.

We also obtain a theorem on CF-linearization for hyperbolic
R? and C-infinitesimal actions in the absence of certain resonances.

THEOREM B. — Let o € J! Act(R?, R") (respectively
o€ J! Act(C,C™). Then there exists a neighbourhood U of «
in J' Act(R%,R") (resp. in J! Act(C,C™) such that for all %,
0 <2<, we can find k <o (depending on £ and U) for
which all B, BEU\S, (resp. BEU\Z,) are determining in
class C*.

Theorem B implies that a germ of a singular R2-action (resp.
of a singular holomorphic vector field) is linearizable in class C¥
for some k=0 (hence topologically linearizable) as soon as its
1jet belongs to some open and dense subset in J!' Act(R?, R")
(resp. J! Act(C,C™).

This open and dense subset is defined by the condition of
hyperbolicity and locally near a by a finite number of non-resonance
conditions between the eigenvalues depending on £ and «. A precise
description of this open and dense subset —which is smaller than
the set of all hyperbolic actions — is in study.

This result is related with the results of Camacho, Kuiper and
Palis in [3, 4] where they obtain among other results that each
hyperbolic €-action in C? is topologically linearizable.

Camacho in [2] has proven topological linearizability for hyper-
bolic R? actionson R”, n <3.

On R* he can topologically linearize using the weaker notion
of equivalence instead of conjugacy. Topological equivalence means
that the homeomorphism preserves the orbit structure without
necessarily respecting the parameter. For the same notion of C°-
equivalence, Guckenheimer for C-actions [6] and Camacho for
R2? actions [2] have proven linearizability on any R” when the
action is hyperbolic and contains an attractor.

Theorem A permits to linearize (although in class C*) more
singular holomorphic vector fields then the ones that for instance
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Siegel [12] and Brjuno [1] proved to be holomorphically linearizable
(using a holomorphic change of coordinates). A complete proof of
Theorem A will occupy the rest of the paper. The proof of Theo-
rem B is completely similar to that of Theorem A. At each step
one has to pay attention on the loss of differentiability. It seems
a nice calculation to find the exact expression of k(2,U).

3. Reduction of Theorem A to a system of partial
differential equations.

Suppose p is some germ of a singular infinitesimal R? ac-
tion of class C* on R"” (n>2) whose ljet jl'p(0) lies in
Jt Act(R%, R")\S_, .

(If p is a germ of a singular holomorphic vector field on
C”, we treat it as an RZ2-action on R2"))

We choose a basis (e, e,) of R? such that the two commut-
ing vector fields X = p(e;) and Y = p(e,) which characterize
p completely have liets X, =7, X(0) and Y, =7, Y(0) each
with all eigenvalues different. Moreover we take X, such that
its eigenvalues do not satisfy any of the resonance conditions.
Such generators X and Y can obviously be found and we can
even assume X, and Y, asnearaswe wantin J' §".

Because of the theorem of Sternberg [14], [10], X can be
C” linearized: a germ 9 € ¢D", of a C™ diffeomorphism:
¢ :(VCR", 0)e>such that pxX = X, ie. pxX is the germ of
the vector field ¢ x )?, where X is a realization of X on V and

PxX(x)=d3._ X@'x) for x€V,
Y (x)

since j,¢(0) =j,(Id) (0) == j (¢ x Y) (0) =j,(Y,) (0) and of.course
[Xo,0xY]l =9« [X,Y]=0.

As the eigenvalues of X, do not satisfy resonance conditions
it follows that formally ¢« Y needs to be linear, meaning that
¢xY =Yy, +P with j_(P)(0) =0.

We are not going to repeat here these calculations, which can
for instance be found in [10].
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From now on we do no longer need to suppose that X, is
resonance-free. The non-resonance conditions are only needed in
the formal part of the proof.

We now want to find a germ of a diffeomorphism ¢ € §D”
such that :
U X, =X,
VY x YO = YO + P.
For this we use the “method of the path” as used in [10] to linearize
a single vector field.

(D

The only difference here is that we also need to X, invariant.

Let us consider the C® 1-parameter family of vector fields
Y, =Y, + 7P, 7€[0,1], wesee [Y,,X,]=0.

Let us try to find a l-parameter family of germs of diffeo-
morphisms g, with g, =1d, j.(g)(0)=j_(Id)(0) such that:

S (gT)*XO = xo (2)
{ (&) %Yy =Y, + 7P,

It suffices to find a l-parameter family of vector fields Z, with

j.(Z,)(0) = 0 and satisfying
Y Z = - Yf = -
S [ T 1-] (3)
( [X,,Z,1=0.

Integrating Z, over 7 we find the family of diffeomorphisms
g, with the properties we need. g, solves then our initial problem.
For more details see [10].

Some notations.

&(n) : ring of germs in 0E€ R"” of C* functions on R”

M (n) C &(n) : the only maximal ideal of &(n) consisting of germs
of C” functions vanishing in the origin.

M (n) :ideal of f€ &(n) with (N (0) =0 (1 <r <),
V(n) : the &(n)-module of germs in 0 of C* vector fields
on R"

(remark: M (n) V(n) = §").
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& (n) : the ring of C* 1-parameter families (over 7€ [0,1])
of elements of & (n).

V,.(n) =8 _(n) 6?) V(n) : the & _(n)-module of C™ I-parameter
n
families of elements of V(n).

V.(n,X,) :the R-vector subspace of elements of V _(n) commut-
ing with X, .

Hence M7 (n) V. (n,X,) is an R-vector space consisting of
C”™ l-parameter families of germs in 0 of eo-flat vector fields commut-
ing with X, ; forinstance Y, = PEM (n) V. (n,X,).

Also Z, must be an element of this space.

Let us try to characterize this space in a better way. Therefore
we first recall some well known properties of hyperbolic singularities
of C" vector fields and hyperbolic fixed points of C” diffeomor-
phisms f.

(p € R" with f(p) =p is called a hyperbolic fixed point if D o
the differential of f in p has only eigenvalues with modulus diffe-
rent from 1).

In a sufficiently small neighbourhood V of such a fixed point
one can find two embedded C" manifolds W (f) and W, (f) inter-
secting transversally in p, W.(f)NW,(f)={p}, both invariant
under f and

W, (N = EV] lim f(y) = p}
W) = EVILim /7°(») = p};

W (f) is called the stable manifold of f and W,(f) the unstable
manifold.

If TPR" = E, ® E, represents the spectral decomposition of
T,R" associated to Df,, then W (f) is tangent to E; in p,
W,(f) is tangent to E,, dim W (f) = dim E;; dim W (f) =dimE,.
Both manifolds are uniquely defined. See for instance [8, 13]. The
same remains true for a hyperbolic singularity of a vector field:
W (X) and W, (X) are now invariant under the flow of X and have
all the described properties with respect to each X, instead of f.

ProroSITION 3.1. — Let L be a hyperbolic isomorphism of
R" with eigenvalues \,,...,\, satisfying
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NS < SIS TSNl <L S

I
I8
isa C* mapping, Lg = gL and j,(g) (0) = 0, then

7o(® (x) =0 VxEW(L).

Let 2, k€N satisfy the relation |\ F=* < . If g:R" — R"

Remarks. — 1) To obtain a similar result for W, (L) we need

I\,
)\ k-2 > n .
I p+1| l)\llﬂ
2) If L is the time 1-map of the flow of a vector field V with
eigenvalues u,,..., M, such that

Re u, <...<Reup<0<Reup+l<...<Reun,

then the conditions on k, &% in the proposition and remark 1 res-

pectively are

Re p, + 9(Re u, — Rep,) and k> Re p, + 2(Re p,,; — Re #1).
Re u, Rep,,,

k>

Proof. — 1) Lg = gL implies that g(x)E W (L) VxE€W/(L)
since lim L"g(x) = lim gL™(x) = g(lim L"*(x)) = g(0) = 0.
N—»oco n—» oo n—»oco
2) =0 |)\p|" < |A,| is exactly the condition used by N. Kopell
[9] to prove that g|W(L)=0. Next step contains the method
to prove this.

3) by induction: take £ > 0 and suppose the proposition has
already been proven for p — 1 with 1 <p <X.

Then jp(g) (x) can be represented in each x € Wy(L), by
DPg(x), the differential of order p of g in x. Since g = L'gL
and D9%(x) =0 VO<q<p, Vx€W, (L), we find Vx€W(L):
DPg(x) = DL\, © D&y © [DL,,...,DL,]

V\p/-v
=L"1o Dg; e [L,..., L]

= 1-2 o DP o 12 2
Lo Drfg, o[L%,...,17]

L™ " o DPg

o m m
Ly © (L™, L)

. —_ P m m
lim L™™ o D 8 muy® [m,...,L"}.

m -» oo
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So ID?g(x)Il < lim |IL=™|| IDPg IHIL™ 2 (%)

L™ (x)

By supposition ||DPg(»)|l = llylI¥—~. a,(¥), with a, bounded
in a neighbourhood of y = 0, hence

() = lim JIL77 IL™P IL™ () =7 a,(L™(x))

and lim ocp(L'"(x)) is bounded since lim L™(x) = 0 ; furthermore

Vx E';'V:EQL) : e
Lkx € W (L)
L™(x) = (LIW(L)™(x)
and IL™ ) Il = LW @)™ ) I < ILIW )™ I llx 1.

Hence it suffices to prove that:

Jim (L7 IL™P NI(LIW(L)™ [F=pytim <1 (%)

but .
lim |[L-™|tm = —
m-—>oo lxll
lim (IL™||V™ = |\,

lim [|(LIW (L))" 1™ = |},
m-— oo

(**) Is thus satisfied because of the conditions in the proposition.

Remark. — Suppose h = A + g is a diffeomorphism with A
linear, j,g(0) =0 for some k=1, and Lh = hL. Then consider-
ing the 1-jet of this commutator we see that LA = AL and also
Lg = gL.

Proposition 3.1 implies that each Y, €M7 (n) V_(n,X,) con-
sists of germs of vector fields which are co-flat along W (X,) UW (X,).
Choosing a good coordinate system (linear in our case) we may
suppose that W(X,) = R?x {0} and W, (X)) = {0} xR"7?. Y,
can be extended naturally along the orbits of X, to a germ along
R"” x {0} U {0} x R"~?, commuting with X,. By Proposition 3.1
it is clearly oo-flat in all x € R” x {0} U {0} x R"~#,
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Let SCR?x {0} be a (p — 1)-sphere centered in O and trans-
verse to the orbits of X,. Let D C {0} x R""? be an (n — p)-ball
centered in O.

We denote by V,_(S) the space of C” I1-parameter families
over T€[0,1] of germs along S x {0} of sections of TR" over
SxDCRPxR" P =R",

Let us also denote by &,(S) the ring of 1-parameter families
of germs of C™ functions on S xD along Sx {0}, and by M 7(S)
those which are oo-flat along S x {0}, ie. oo-flat in all points of
S x {0}.

We have a natural restriction mapping:

pM=(n) V,(n,X,) —M2(S) V,(S).

ProPOSITION 3.2. — p:MZ(n) V, (n,X,) —>M>(S) V_(S) is an
isomorphism of R-vector space.

The proof of this proposition can be found in [10] but is also
an immediate consequence of our Theorem 2 (§ 5). The proposition
provides a nice description of the oo-flat vector fields commuting
with a hyperbolic linear vector field X, and permits to construct
non trivial examples (even when X, is resonance-free).

As a consequence of Proposition 3.2 equation (3) is equivalent

to )
— r
[Y,,Z,]SxD = YTSxD’ 3"
. . 0 d
Let us now introduce a basis for TR" : —,..., .
0x, ox,

Each T, €M7(S) V,(S) can be expressed as:
n a . -
T, =X t., 5 Vith t, . EMI(S).
i=1 i

We denote by U, € V_(S) the projection along SxD of Y_
on T(S x D) parallel to the direction of X,: ie. Vx€SxD and
Vre|[o,1]

(N, Y. (x) X (x)

Ur () =Y. ) = 77X )y X0
X 0
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where N, is the inner pointing normal to T.(SxD) in T,R".
We denote by U, the germ of the vector field commuting with
Xo gefined in some neighbourhood W of SxD in R" and such
that U,l op = Ur-

We take W to be a union of segments of X,-trajectories of
length € centered in the points of Sx D.

If e is sufficiently small U, can be defined in W without
difficulties.

In W we can decompose Y, =« X, + ﬁ,, where each «
is a germ of a function defined on W with X,.a, = 0.

We denote by T,,...,T, the vector fields on W commut-

0
i ith X d such that T; = —.
ing wi o andsuchthat Ty ax,
We decompose .
Z,=2 AT,
i=1
n
_Y‘r = 2 Bi,r Tl

~
n
[

So that equation (3) gets:

n n
[Yr ) Z A, Ti] = B,. T,
i=1

i=1
n n n
> Y AT+ 2 Y., TIA, = 2 B, T,.
i=1 i=1 i=1
As Z, commutes with X, : X,. A;, = 0 and hence:
Y, A, =U. A

n

Weput [Y,,T;]1= D, F; T, then:
i=1

noo. n
Y,.z,1= Y (U,. A+ Y Fi AT,
i=1 ji=1

showing the equivalence between (3) and

n
U, A, + 2 Fii,rAi,r =B,

i=1

i=1,...,n. 4)

, T
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Equation (3') is equivalent to:

n
U,a,, + Y fi.8,.=b, i=1,...,n (4"
j=1
where a, . are the components of Z, , b;, those of —Y,
T SxD ’ SxD
and fy , = F;, SxD

Since all these functions are X,-invariant, in consequence of
Proposition 3.2 our problem is reduced to prove following theorem:

THEOREM 1. — Let U, _€V_(S) be a I-parameter family of
germs of vector fields on S xD as defined here above and let
fii.r € &,(S) be arbitrary;, i,j =1,...,n. Then the system:

n
U,aq,+ » fir@,=b,, i=1,..,n
i=t

has solutions a, , EMZ(S) for any second member bi,TEWE;"(S).

Short summary of the remaining paragraphs:
In the remaining paragraphs we prove Theorem 1.
In § 4 we study the vector field U, associated to Y,.

We prove that all singularities and limit cycles of U, are hy-
perbolic and detect some peculiar features about the position of
their stable and unstable manifolds.

In § 5 we prove Theorem 1 to be exact in the neighbourhood
of hyperbolic singularities and hyperbolic closed orbits.

In § 6 we use the results of § 4 to show that U._ behaves
similarly as U, and has especially following property near to S:
if we denote Vx&€S by W/ (x) the set of points on {x}xD
whose positive U, -trajectory tends to S x {0} and by W,(x) the
set of points on {x} xD whose negative U, -trajectory tends to
S x {0}, then these two subsets are contained in two cones of
{x} x D intersecting in {x} x {0}; this property depends conti-
nuously on x. We then use this in § 7 to show that the local
solutions to our system of differential equations can be globally
extended in the neighbourhood of S x {0}, proving Theorem 1.
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4. Properties of the vector field U, .

We denote by U, the vector field on S xR""? (see § 3)
which we obtain by projecting the linear vector field Y, on
T(S x R"~?) parallel to X,:

N, Yo 3 (o

i.e. Vx €S xR"2:Uy(x) = Yy(x)— N X ) o
x> 0

Let us remember that we take X, and Y, to be hyperbolic,
diagonalized in C, satisfying the conditions of Definition 1.4, and
as near to each other that we can arrange their eigenvalues as:

N 2By, Ne T By Ngpagsens Nps —Hy E0Yy,..0, —Re E iy,
~Hagsys---s "My, for X

and:

NEiB, . N E B, Ngagseo s Npy =My iy, .., et iy,
—Mygeyseees —Mp_, for Y.

All A\, N, B, B8, u, u,y,~ are strictly positive and the eigen-
space E, corresponding to an eigenvalue v of X, is also the eigen-
space E, corresponding to the eigenvalue »' of Y, (E, =E,).

Under these assumptions the following observations about U,
can be verified by trivial calculations:

1) The singularites of U, are exactly the intersections of S x D
with the 1-dimensional eigenspaces E, corresponding to the eigen-
values )\2k+1,...,)\p (resp. )\;kﬂ,..., )\’p). In these singularities
U, is hyperbolic and the eigenvalues of j,(U,) in the two singula-
rities EM‘O N S have following expression :

N N N N
No—on ) —pl ey (N — L) 2 (g — L2
J 7\;-0 J ] )‘l’o ] ( 7 )‘io 1) (1 }‘io 1)
d(_.+¥g )+.(._7\;9 )
an K X &) = I\ }\} ;) -
7o 0

The eigenspaces corresponding to these eigenvalues are resp.
E,\i , E*“i , Ekjtiﬁ, , E““i“"i with j#j, .
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2) The closed orbits of U, are exactly the intersections of
SxD with the 2-dimensional eigenspaces E, corresponding to
the eigenvalues

N 2By, N 2 0B (resp. A} £iBy,..., Ny £iB)

U, is hyperbolic in these closed orbits. The multiplicators (eigen-
values of the differential of the associated Poincaré mapping) for
the closed orbit E,. N S have as modulus:

’0
/ N
’ ’ ]
2y - 2, o (- uf + 2 m)
exp - Yo or  exp -
g — o g g~ o g
io N, jo io No jo

Their corresponding eigenspaces are again the eigenspaces El- of
X, for j#j,.

3) U, istangentto S x {0}.

We denote by ﬁo the restriction of U, to S x {0}. The
singularities and closed orbits of U, are also those of U, .

4) Let us now range the singularities (meaning zeroes and limit
cycles) of Uy, denoting them by v; with i€ {1,..., k + 2(p — 2k)},
in such a way that the corresponding A'/\ satisfy:

NN
< = -t <
i ] )\\)\

1 7

(equality can only happen in the case 7; and 7, represent the two
singularities associated to a same eigendirection E, of X).

By this convention, <y, (and possibly also 7,) is a source for
Uo, while Yap-3k (and possibly v,,_3,-¢) isa sink for Uo- The
w-(and a)-limit set of each point of S x {0} can easily — using
Lyapunov functions — be shown to be one of the singularities. As a
matter of fact we can find two invariant filtrations by spheres:

Sx{0}=8">8">...D8" % and Sx {0}
=8">8™ D>, . DS"Pk with

S" = {(xy,exp) %y = ...=x,,1=0, xﬁiﬂ +...+x§= 1} and
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Smf={(x1,...,xp)lxmj+l=. =x,=0,x2+. ... +x2 =1}
such that :

D if Vie{l,...,p—k—1} we denote by A; the non-wander-
ing set of U, in S"\S™*!  then A, consists either of one closed
orbit (n; =n;,, +2) or of two zeroes (n,=mn;,,+ 1) and in
each case W¥(A;) = S"\§"*! ;

2) if Vj ?_{1 .., p—k—1}1 we denote by B; the non-wander-
ing set of U, in S™i\S"*!, then B consists either of one
closed orbit (m; = m;,, +2) or of two zeroes (m; =m;,, +1)

and in each case:

PrROPOSITION 4.1. — Let + be a singularity of ﬁo. There exists
a k(v), 0<k(y)<n-—p such that if W, (y) and W «(7) denote
the stable and unstable manifold of v for U,, and W('y) and
w Y) thoseof v for Uo, we have:

W) = W) X D,y Vi }

and W(7) = W) X Wieyyers o Ynop)
where {yq,..., Y} CR""? is the linear subspace generated by
yQ PICICICIEY yk .

Proof. — The vector field U, is the sum of a vector field parallel
to the R" P-factor and a vector field parallel to S which is inde-
pendent of y.

Because of this almost product structure it follows that W, (7)
is the product of 7 ('y) with the product of the directions E; of

A

R"”~? such that “' <7\,L- This proves the result.
HM; j

PROPOSITION 4.2. — Let v, be a singularity of U, such that

7IEM (v) (meaning that < lies in the boundary of w A7)
Then k(v,) <k(v).

— A Al Y A,
Proof. — If v, €M, (v), then -)\—71— <-)\-'-’-, hence if ”—'< L,
' ' 71 Rl i Rp
also 4 < M
Mo Ay
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The set M(7y) = M,(7) N M,(7) _is an open neighbourhood of

v and is invariant by the flow of U,. Therefore {1\_'1_(7)}7 forms
an open covering of Sx {0}. Let us write M(y) = M(y) x R*~#,

Based on Propositions 4.1 and 4.2 and the almost-product struc-
ture of U, described in the proof of Proposition 4.1, we obtain:

PROPOSITION 4.3 — If m € M(vy) belongs to the unstable (resp.

stable) manifold of some singularity of U, , then

MEMMY) X{¥,. .., Vicyy} (resp. mEMY) X {V(yyers-- -5 Yn_p})-

In particular, the stable and unstable manifolds of the singularities
of U, have no points in common outside S x {0} .

5. Solving a system of partial differential equations
in the neighbourhood of a hyperbolic singularity
or a hyperbolic closed orbit.

Let M be an oriented C* manifold without boundary and let X
be a C” vector field on M x[0,1] such that V(x,7)EM x[0,1]:
X(x,ET Mx{r}.

Such a vector field can be considered as a C™ 1-parameter family
of vector fieldson M.

We denote by X, the vector field X|M x {7}.

Let yCM be a subset diffeomorphic to S! or diffeomorphic
to a point; < is of codimension n in M.

Let us suppose that V7€ [0,1], v x {7} is a hyperbolic singu-
larity of X, . In the case v is a closed orbit we moreover ask the
Poincaré mapping to be orientation preserving on the stable manifold,
as well as on the unstable manifold.

The theorem of the existence of stable and unstable manifolds
of a hyperbolic singularity (being a zero or a closed orbit) applied
to the fields X, —[8]— implies that there exists a neighbourhood
V of yx[0,1] and a C* diffeomorphism:

w:vx[0,1]x R" =— V, such that
D o(yx{r}xRHYCMx{r} Vre|[0,1].
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2) The stable and unstable manifolds of the X, in V are the
images by ¢ of resp. ¥ x {r} x R? x {0} and v x {7} x {0} x R"*~°#
where R” = R? x R”"? and p is the codimension of the unstable
manifold of U_.

We can now modify ¢ in order to construct an “adapted neigh-
bourhood” of 7 in the sense of following definition:

DEFINITION. — Let v and X be as defined here above. A diffeo-
morphism ¢ from v x[0,11xU onto a neighborhood V of
vx[0,11 in Mx[0,1] determines an ‘“adapted neighbourhood”
for v if:

1) UCR" = R? xR""? is a manifold with corners, compact
neighbourhood of O0ER" such that U =¢U¢, Ut, where:

t, = SP1x D’l'/‘z‘” CRPxR"?,
t, =Df, x8"P 1 CRPxR"?,
t; is diffeomorphic to SP~! x S"~#~1 x [0,1] and 9t U d¢t, = 93¢,

i

where S' denotes the sphere of radius 1 in R’ and D’ denotes
the disc of radius 1 in R’.(D‘;/2 is the disc of radius 1/2).

2) p(yx{r}xU)CMx{r}.
3) ¢(yx[0,11xD? x {0}) is the union W, of the stable mani-
foldsof the X in V,
e(yx[0,171x {0} x D"~?P) is the union W, of the unstable
manifolds of the X, in V.
4) If T,=e¢(yx[0,1]x¢t,)
T, = (v x[0,1]x ¢,)
T, = o(yx[0,1]x1¢)
then oV=T,UT,UT,.
The vector field X enters V along T,, leaves V along T,
and is tangent to T;.

On T, the flow goes from 0T, to 9T,. (T, and T, could
be called the stable resp. unstable fence.)

5) In VA(W,UW,) each orbit goes in a finite time from a
point of Ty to a point of T, ; vy x {7} is the only singularity of
X, in VA Mx{t}).
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The purpose of this paragraph is to study partial differential
equations associated to X in such an adapted neighbourhood V
of a hyperbolic orbit . More precisely, if (f,.,.),'jﬂ"_.,k are k? C~
functions on V, we consider the system of equations :

k
Xa, + 2 fya;=b, i=1,... k. (E)
J=1

If KCV is a closed subset we denote by C~(V,K) the space
of C™ functions in V, oo-flat on K i.e. the space of those C~
functions 4 such that j.(k) (¥) =0, Vy€K.

Let us suppose that F is some closed subset of V, invariant
by the flow of X.

We are going to consider system (E) in the space C(V,FUW,)
with initial conditions in C%(T,,T,N(FUW,)), as well as in
C*(V,FUW,) with initial conditions in C*(T,, T,N(FUW))).
We have following result:

THEOREM 2. — Let b,,..., b, €C™(V,FUW,) and
a,...,0 €CYT,, T,NEFUW)).
The system (E) has a unique solution (a;);_, ., With
2, €EC(V,FUW))
such that a;|T, =o;, i=1,..., k. Inthe sameway, if
by,...,b,EC*(V,FUW)
and a,..., 0 €C(T,, T,N(FUW,))), system (E) has a unique

solution (a;);_y ., With ¢, €C(V,FUW,) and such that
a;|Ty=0o;, i=1,...,k.

Remarks. — This statement generalizes different results in [10]
and [11] concerning the equations Xf =4 and [X,Y]=Z, when
looking for first integrals or vector fields commuting with X. It
can still be generalized to compact invariant manifolds on which
X is normally hyperbolic (and some extra conditions) using the
same kind of proof.

Proof. — We limit ourselves to the study of the system (E) in
C*(V,FUW,). The study in C*(V,FUW,) can be done in an
analogous way.
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Let ¢,(m), mEV, u€R denote the flow of X. Restricted
to each trajectory {g,(m)}, the system (E) reduces to a system
of ordinary differential equations in the variable u :

0
3 ° 2, (m) + L Fy(p,(m) 4 (9,(m) = by(p,(m). (E)
]

We introduce for each m € V the fundamental matrix solution
of this system (E'):

Alu,m) = Ay;(u,m),; §,j€{L,..., k}

ie.

ou
A; (0, m) = Bij.

0
S A,‘j(u, m) + 2 ftk(‘pu(m)) Aki(u ,m) =0
k

A being invertible we put B(u,m)=A"Yu,m) with:
B(u,m) = (Bi,'(u > m))i,,' .

We look for the solutions a;, restricted to the orbit of m,

in the form a,(¢,(m)) = X, A;(u, m)a(u, m).
)

Equation (E') is equivalent to:

oa;
=L, m = ,Z B, (u, m) b,(p,(m)) . (E")

If u(m) denotes the value of the parameter such that
Pumy(M)ET, in case m EW, and u(m)=+o if meWw,
then following functions (if they exist) are solutions of (E'’)

T (u, m) = fu:m) T B, (s, m) b;(¢,(m)) ds + ¢,(m)
]

where c¢,(m) is an arbitrary function only depending on the orbit
of m.

Filling in the initial conditions and writing the expression for
a; we obtain:

a;(m) = f

u

V]
oy 2 By (s m) by(p,(m) ds
j + Z B (u(m), m) o;(p,(m)(m)). (F)
i
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We need to show that this expression still has a meaning for
m€EW, and defines a function in C*(V,FUW,Z). First we can
observe that formula (F), for all i, surely defines a C~ function
outside W, .

Furthermore, if the b; are oo-flat on FUW, and if the o;
are oo-flat on T,N(FUW,) then the functions a; defined by
(F) are oo-flaton (FUW )\W,.

To prove the theorem it hence suffices to show that a; is
defined and C” in the points of W,.

We identify V with the ‘“sub-manifold” v x[0,1]xU of
vx[0,1]x R” by means of the diffeomorphism ¢ trivializing V.

We introduce coordinates (z,x,y) in v x[0,1]1x R" with:

z€yx[0,1]
x€ERPP (for the unstable manifold)
y € R? (for the stable manifold).

We denote the components of ¢, (m) by
¢, (m) = (x,(m), y,(m), z,(m))
and if necessary by ¢,(m) = (pl(m),..., ¢i(m),...) where the
w,ﬂ(m) are the numerical components of the flow.

The result of whatsoever differentiation of the second member
of the formula (F) is a sum of terms of the following form:

o
I(m) = f( | DBy (s, m) DO, (p,(m)) D" ¢ (m)... DY o (m) ds
ulm

and of terms of the form
b,
J k
J(m) = D*By;(u(m), m) DP |~ (bu(my(m)-D gt (m)
ai

...D™g¥ (m)...D"u(m)...D "u(m).

The symbols D¢ represent partial derivatives on the set of
variables of the respective functions.

In order that the a; be C™ in the points of W, it is suffi-
cient that the integrals of the form I(m) converge uniformly with
respect to m when s —> oo, and that the functions J(m) are
oco-flat along W :
ie. 1J(m)! = 0(llx(m)|¥) VEKEN.
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These properties follow from the majorations due to the
hyperbolicity of X.

We are going to indicate these majorations (sometimes too
rough) without comments.

More about the justification of these majorations — rather easy
to establish — can be found in [10].

1) There exist constants c¢,,d,, 0< ¢, <d,, such that:
I (m) 111 < llx, (m) | < lx () [l €1
Iy (m)lle” ™ < Iy, (m)ll < Iy (m)lle”

(For some well chosen metric in the case v is a closed orbit.)

2) parameter u(m) is defined by the condition leu(m)(m) l=1.
Using (1) we see that

1
u(m) < —c, log lx(m)ll  (with ¢, = —> 0)
1

and also

c) . ' <y
D aimy (Il < Iy Cm) - (e 1 (with e = <> 0).
1

3) For each component go’;(m) of the flow:
ID* gk (m)| < dj, "
V multirindex a«#0; d;,, ¢;3, > 0.
4) ID*B,;(u, m)| <d, , e
V multi-index a; d,,, ¢4q > 0.

5) Differentiating the relation llxu(m)(m)ll =1 we obtain
Vo #0: .
ID*u(m)| < dg, llx(m)ll Sia

with dg,, ¢54 > 0.

6) Since the functions a; and b; are oco-flat along T, NW,
and W, resp., we have:

ID*ay(m)| S cgq I¥(m)IF mET,

IDPb;(m)| < cqgx Iy(m)IF VEEN.
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The constants ¢g,, and cgg, are >0 and depend on the func-
tions o; and b;.

Let us now show that J(m) is oco-flat along W*:
from 2) and 4): 3d,,, ¢;, > 0
|D*By, (u(m), m| < d,, x(m)l”

from 6) and 2)

b, ;
i
D8 (Pumy TN < dg g 1Y y(my (M < dg g, Il (m) 12
o
&
VkEN and d&ﬁ,k >0.
from 2) and 3)
v; k 4 .
|D l‘pui(m)(m)] < dg"’i “x(m)” 9% with d9,’7i , 09’71' >0
and from 5)

IDTu(m)| < dg Ix(m)l” .

Hence finally: [J(m)|<d,, llx(m)I°1%%  with dir >0
and

v b
— ' .
Cro,k = [07,a + X Coy; T X cs,si] tke s
i=1 =t

Ciox Canbe made arbitrarily big by taking k big.

For the integrands of the I(m) we have following majorations:

[4 s
ID*B;(s, m)| <d,,e 4o

v ki, o K
ID7p f(m)| < d3’7iec3m

—clks

IDb;(p(m)| < ¢ g4 1y (mM)IF < cgppe

The integrand is bounded in absolute value by the function:

leq v+ 2 —c.k]s
LIRS SR 1%

d with d,; > 0.

11 -
The integral of this function is convergent if we choose k suffi-
ciently large.

This proves the theorem.
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6. Properties of the 1-parameter family of vector fields U, .

In the sense of § 5 we denote by U a vector field on
S x R""? x [0,1], representative of the l-parameter family of germs
defined in § 3. Foreach 7€ [0,1] we will denote by the same symbol
U, the restriction of U to Sx R"?x {7} and we suppose that U,
is the vector field described in § 4.

For each neighbourhood W of S; =S x {0} x[0,1] in
SxR"Px[0,1] and each closed subset FCW we denote by
C”(W,F) the space of C™ functions defined in W and oo-flat
along F.

Theorem 1 is a consequence of the following:

THEOREM 3. — Let U be the vector field defined as above and
let (f);j-1...,n beany CT functions on Sx R"7Px[0,1]. Then
there exist two neighbourhoods W and W' of S,, W CW' such
that for each n-tuple of functions (b);_, . ., b;€EC(W',S,) there
exists a n-tuple of functions (a);-y . .., a;€C7(W,S,) solution
of the system

Ug, + Y fya,=b; i=1,...,ninW. (E)
j=1

In this paragraph we are going to show how to choose W and
W' in an appropriate way. The theorem will only be proven in § 7.

Let v, be a singularity (a zero or a closed orbit) of U,. As
for all 7, v, is also a singularity for U_, we say that 7, is a sin-
gularity of U. We denote by W(v;,8) and W,(v,, 8) the stable
and unstable manifold of U|W(8), relative to 7,, which means
the union of the stable resp. unstable manifolds of the U,I1W,(9).

W(6) = SxD""?(8) x[0,1], W_(8) =S xD"?(8) x {r}
and D""P(8) = {y ER"?||ly) < 8}.
For §' < & we have:
WS(OI‘ u)(’yi H 8’) - ws(or u)(yi ) 8) N W(B,)

(in general this inclusion is a strict one).
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Let us also denote by
W (8) = U W (7;,98)

W, (8) = UW(7,,5)

PROPOSITION 6.1. — There existsa & > 0 such that
C= (W(8),S,) = C™ (W(8),W(8) + C™(W(8),W,(5)).

This means that each function defined in W(8) and oo-flat
along S, can be expressed as a sum of a function eco-flat on W(8)
and a function oo-flat on W,(68); let us remark that

S, C W, (85)NW(8), V§>0.

The proposition is going to follow from the special position
of the sets W, (8) and W,(8) associated to U. This position will
be deduced from the properties of U, which we established in § 4
(prop. 4.3).

Let us recall that we had found for each 7; a k(y)E€N and
an open neighbourhood M(7) of v, in Sx{0} such that the
{M('y )}; form an open covering of S x {0} and such that:

W N (M(7,) x R*?) CM(7) x {y,,..., Yi(rp !
W2 N (M(7) X R™2) CM(Y,) X {Vk(ypats- s Yn_p)

where wg (resp. W‘S’) denotes the union of the unstable (resp.
stable) manifolds of U, .

We now choose for each 7Y;_an open neighbourhood N('y )
of v; in Sx {0} such that CR(N(d,)C M('y) and such that the
{N('y, )}; still form an open covering of S x {0}.

We also choose cones C,(7v;) and C,(v,), cones in 0€ R"-?
and open outside {0} such that:

(i) [Closure C,(v)]N {yk(.,i)ﬂ,--., Vu-p} = {0}
(i) [Closure C,(v)IN {y,,..., Yyt = {0}
(iii) C,(v) UCi(vy,) = R"P,
We put: C,(7;, 8) = N(7,) x (C,(7,) N D"~2(8)) x [0, 1]
C,(7;, 8 = N(7,) x (C;(v) N D"=#(8)) x [0, 1]

N(v;, 8) = Cy(7;, 8) U Cy(;, 8) = N(7,) x D"~#(8) x [0,1].
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Proposition 6.1 is a consequence of:

PROPOSITION 6.2. — There exists a & > 0 such that for each
singularity v; of U we have
W,(8) N [Closure C,(7,,8)]1C N(v) x {0} x[0,1]1CS,
W,(8) N [Closure C,(7;,8)]1C N(v,) x {0} x [0,1]1C S, .
Let us first show how Proposition 6.2 implies Proposition 6.1.

For that purpose we consider f€ C™ (W(8),S,) with § as defined
in Proposition 6.1.

Since {N(1v;, 6)}71_ is an open covering of W(8) we can write
f as a sum of functions 2 such that each function % has a support
contained in one of the N(v;, 6).

If & issuch a function we can write 2 = h, + h, with:

Support i, CTC,(v;, 6)
Support s, CC,(7;, §).

This can easily been obtained by for instance blowing up
N(v,;,8) along N('yi)x{O}x[O,l] in the R”"~P-direction, since
C” functions which are oo-flat along M are in (1 —1) correspon-
dance with C® functions which are oo-flat along the blown-up
of M [10]; the transversal planes {yk(yi)”,...,yn_p} and
{yl,...,yk(.,i)} transform into two manifolds without intersec-
tion and with the blown-ups of C, (v;,6) resp. C; (7;,98) as
open neighbourhoods covering the blown-up of N(v,, §).

But the conditions in the statement of Proposition 6.2 make that
h, is oo-flat on W, (8) N N(v,;,8) —hence h, € C*(W(5),W,(8)) —
while %, is oco-flat on W (8) N N(v,, §), hence h, € CT(W(8),W,(9)).

(i) ¢, is the identical embedding
{({r=0}
(ii) ¢,, is oo-tangent to the identical embedding along
V,, x {0} x [0,1]
(iii) Forall 7€ [0,1]
©,,(V,, x D" P(e(m)) x {r} CSx R"? x {r}
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iv) W,(7,, 8(m) Ny, (V,, x D"P(e(m)) x [0,1])
C o, (V,, x DKOD (e(m)) x [0,1])

where D*"? (e(m)) = D" P(e(m) N {yy,. s Yigyp -

We have a similar statement for the stable manifolds.

Remark. — In view of Proposition 6.2 it is clear that it suffices
to prove this Proposition 6.3 for each singularity 7, separately. The
associated ¢,,, which depend on i, do not need to satisfy certain

compatibility conditions as is usually the case in constructing inva-
riant fibrations.

Proof. — As in § 4 we denote by Wu(yj) the unstable manifold
of ﬁo = U, IS x {0} relative to Y- Sx {0} = L,.qu(%') (disjoint
union).

Let us denote by l~10 the vector field on S x R""?x[0,1],
equal to U, on each factor S x R"7? x {r}.

U and fjo are oo-near to each other along S, =S x {0} x [0,1].

1) First we suppose that m € Wu(yi) with j <.

_ We can find a neighbourhood Vm_ of m in S such that
V,. C kL(Jl_ W, (v,), implying that V, NW (v,) = @ . The existence

of (¢, ,€(m),8(m)) as in the statement is now trivial, because

for & sufficiently small W,(v;,8) does not come in the neigh-
bourhood of m.

2) We now suppose that m €1,

As U only differs from ﬁo by a term oco-flat on S,, there
exists a diffeomorphism ¢’ from an adapted neighbourhood Z,
(in the sense of § 5) of 7, x{0}x[0,1] in Sx R""? x[0,1], res-
pecting the parameter 7, co-near to the identity along S x {0} x [0,1],
to an adapted neighbourhood Z of v, x {0} x [0,1] for U, sending
ﬁo to U.

The existence of such a diffeomorphism can be shown using
Theorem 2 of § 5 and the method of the path as explained in § 3
(see also [10]).
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The required diffeomorphism can be obtained by restricting
this ¢’ to a neighbourhood of the form \7,,, x D"~P(e(m)) x [0,1]
inside Z, .

We take 6(m) so small that W, (v;,8(m)) has no intersec-
tion with T(Z) (stable fence), which is possible by point 1). Let
us remark that we have obtained at once the result for all the points
of V('y ) =

3l If we now consider mEW_u('yi)\7,. we can take some
my € V(v,;) such that there exists an orbit of U, going from m,
to m.

We can now easily transport the obtained properties in the neigh-
bourhood of {my} x {0} x [0,1] to similar properties in the neigh-
bourhood of {m} x {0} x[0,1] since the flow mappings of ﬁo
and U are oo-near to each other along this orbit. We hence obtain
the required result for m.

4) The remaining part of the proof can be achieved by induc-
tion: given j > i, we suppose the result to be true forall m € Wu('yk)
with k <j, and we will try to prove it for mEWu('yj). Using the
same argument as in point 3) we see that it really suffices to prove
it for the points m € v -

Solet m€y;.

Using Theorem 2 we can find an adapted neighbourhood V, of
v, x {0} x [0,1] for Uo and a diffeomorphism ¢, from V, onto
V , sending the vector field U to U such that ¢, is ‘co-near to the
identity along S, and such that the stable fences TS(VO) and T (V)
are equal in a neighbourhood of T, = T,(Ve) NS, = T(V)NS,.
We suppose T, = io x [0,1] with T,o =T,N S x {0} x{0}. (For
the notation see § S — we will also identify S with S x {0} and
with S x {0} x {0} if no confusion is possible). The existence of
¢, follows from Theorem 2; the extra property of T, is permitted
because of the choice on the intial conditions in this theorem.

We may also suppose that 3u >0 such that ixD”“P(u)
is a neighbourhood of T, in T (V) N T, (V).

We know that T,c[kg’ W,(7,)] x {0} x [0,1] and each of

these submanifolds Wu('yk) x {0} x [0,1] is transverse to T, in S,.
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We can choose u so small that the unstable manifolds W, (v,)
of U are transverse to T, x D"~?(u) .

We now consider T! = T,, x {0} x [0,1] with Ts'o CT,, defined
in such a way that Ts'o is a neighbourhood of Ws('yj) ﬂTsO, the
closure of T;o lies in the interior of T;O , and Ts'o is diffeomorphic
to the product of a sphere with a disc.

_By the induction hypothesis it is easy to show that to each point
q€ Ts'o we can associate a neighbourhood O, of ¢ in T
numbers €(q), 6(¢) > 0 and an embedding

¢, : 0, x D"P(e(q)) x [0,1] — T,
such that ¢, is C%, co-near to the identical embedding along
S x {0} x[0,1], respecting the parameter 7,
9,0y x D"~P(e(¢)) x [0,1) C T, xD"~?(), and
W, (7, 8()) N ¢,(0, x D"~?(e(q)) x [0,1]) C ¢,(O, x D¥1)(e(q))
x [0,1]).
(¢, can be obtained by restricting ¢, in the induction hypothesis

to some O x D" P(e(q)) x [0,1], and projecting it along the orbits
of U onto T — in small flow boxes for instance).

Soa

Taking a finite covering of T we can find e> 0, 6§>0
and a C~ embeddmg ¢ T x D"~ P(e) —> T,, co-near to the iden-
tity along T x {0}, respecting 7, and such that

k(‘Yi)

W, (7,,8) No(T.x D" ?(€)) CH(T.xD () CT, x D" P(u).

As ¢ is oco-near to the identity along T, and k(7,) < k(v;)
(see § 4) we can, choosing € sufficiently small and reparametrizing
¢ obtain that ¢ and ¢, coincide on

Wy(7) N Tep) X [0, 11X D" P() N iy yo15-- -5 Ynopl

and that they are even oo-near to each other on that set. (Here we
use the results of point 2).

We can now extend ¢'T’xD""P(e) —>T x D""P(u) to
some diffeomorphism ¢' from T, (V,) onto T (V) in such a way
that ¢' and ¢,|T (V,) are co-near to each other on T UWwW (Uo, ) -
Hence ¢;' o ¢':T(Vy) = T(Vy) is a dlffeomorphlsm which
is oo-near to the identity on T Uw (U0 ) -
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Because of Theorem 2 it is possible to find a diffeomorphism
#, : Vo — V, such that:

*reve) =¢7'0¢" and (4,).U, = U,.

Then \t/ ¢, o9, is a diffeomorphlsm from V, onto V
such that U = U and \L/IT x D" P(e€) =

If now K C T, (V), we denote by Sat K the union of the trajec-
tories of U in V issueing from points in K, then Vg = Sat(Ts'o)
is a neighbourhood of 7, in S and Sat(T!) = Vg x [0,1] = V'

Let us by W, ,CV, denote an adapted neighbourhood for
ﬁ whose stable fence T s(Wo) is such that T(W,) NS, = T and
near T T,(W,) is exactly T xD"P(e). YWy = is an
adapted nelghbourhood for U with T,(W) = Y(T,(Wy)). We choose
0 <& <86 with

8 < min {Ilylll(x,y, ) ETW)\Y(T, x D" P (e)}.

We furthermore take a neighbourhood W0 of 07 inside V’
such that W x D*~ ”(e)CW (with 0 <e'<e, W W'x[O 1.
We claim that V .W x D" P(e')x[0,1] — Sx R"? x[0,1] and
the numbers €’ and 6' satisfy the required properties.

As a matter of fact: suppose x € Wu(yi , 8N \p(W' x D"P(€")).
Since Y (W'xD"P(e))CW, 3Ix,ET(W) and 3Ju€R, such
that U,(x,) = x, where U, denotes the flow of U.

By this choice of §', we necessarily have xo € ‘1/(:1:; x D" P(¢)).
But x, € Y(T.x D" P(e))NW,(v,,8), with &' <&, implies
that x, € ¢(T; X Dk(7i)(e')) , hence 3a€E ka)(e’) and ¢ GTS'
such that x, = ¢(q,a) = Y(¢,«). Now, since ¢y,U,=U and
since we know that the flow of ﬁo keeps invariant the foliation
by the planes {y,,..., ykm)}, we find that

k() ,
= U (¥(q, ®) € Y(U,(q) x DV (e) .
This ends the proof of the proposition.

Besides the result of Proposition 6.3, we are also going to use
the following.
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PROPOSITION 6.4. — Let 6 > 0 be given. There exists a system
V(v)),...,V(v,,) of adapted neighbourhoods for the singularities
Yis---sYm Of U (ordered asin § 4) such that

@H W= 7U V(v,;) CW(6)
i
(i) W is a neighbourhood of S,
T(y) V() =¢ if j>i
T,(yDNV(y) =¢ if j<i.

(iii)

Proof. — Because of the properties of the field ﬁo it is easy
to find a system of adapted neighbourhoods V,(v,),...,V,(v,)
such that iii) holds in intersection with S;, such that Vi:W,(v,),
W,(v;) CW(8) and such that W, = UV 1(7;) is a neighbourhood

of S, (W,(v;) and W(v,;) are the unstable and stable manifold
of v, in V(7).

We can now modify the V,(v,;) in such a way (by retracting

each V,(7;) along W (v,) UW,(7,;)) that the three conditions in the
statement are verified.

7. Proof of Theorem 3.

Let 8 > 0 be as in Proposition 6.1 and let V(v,),...,V(v,,)
be a system of adapted neighbourhoods for the singularities of U
as in Proposition 6.4.

We are going to prove Theorem 3 for the neighbourhoods
W = W(§) and W = #J V(v,).
i

According to Proposition 6.1, each function b €C (W', S,)
is a sum of a function in C“(W',WS(S)) and of a function in
C*(W', W,(8)). It suffices to prove Theorem 3 for a second member
(b;) where Vj: biEC“’(W',Wu(B)) or Vj:b; EC™(W',W(8)).
We are only going to treat the first case; the second is analogous.
Let us hence suppose that all the given b; belong to C™(W',W,(8)).
We will show the existence of the 4 by induction on the index of
the singularities.
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1) For v, . Aseach b; is oo-flaton V(v,)NW, (8)DW,(v,),
unstable manifold of U in V(v,,), there exists a solution to system
(E) in V(v,,) (using Theorem 2; we can for instance take the so-
lution with initial conditions g; =0 Vj=1,...,n. The

TV m
solution (a;) is such that each a; is C” in V(v,,) and co-flat along

V(v,,) NW,(8).

2) Suppose we have found (a;) on V() Y...UV(r,_ ki)
such that each a; is C” and oo-flat along

(V) V... U V(Y ke )) 1IN W,(8) .

We consider V(7,,_,). The restriction of each a; to T, (7,,_4)
is C° on T,(7,_) NIV(7,,)Y...UV(y,,_r+)] and oco-flat on
T, (Y V[IV(Y,) Y ... U V(Y e )IN W, (8). We choose an
extension o; of this restriction on T,(v,,_,) which is C* and
oo-flat along T, (v,,_x) " W,(8) by the Whitney extension theo-
rem. Then system (E) has a unique solution (Ej) in V(v,,_), C”
and oo-flat on V(v,, ;) N'W,(8), and such that @ |T,(7,,_4) = .
We claim that @, =g; on V(y,_,) N[V(y,)V...UV(y,_4.,)].
Indeed, if meEV(y,,_ )N V(v,_o with <k, we consider
the orbit U,(m) of m. As m € V(v,,_,) 3Is > 0 such that
U,(m) € T,(v,,_x). Then the whole segment

If not, there would exist an s’ € ]0,s] such that U,(m) €T, (v,,_¢).
But then U,(m) € V(v,,_) N T, (v,,_¢), and hence

V(’Ym—k) N Tu(’Ym.—Q) ¢ ¢ ’
unlike the conditions described in Proposition 6.4.

In the point Uy(m): a;(Uy(m)) = o;(Uy(m)) = a;(Uy(m)) vi.
The two solutions (a,-) and (71;) of equation (E) coincide on U (m)
and hence coincide on the whole part of the orbit contained in the
intersection of their domain of definition V(7v,,_) N V(v,,_:)-
In particular q;(m) =a;(m) Vj=1,...,n and g is indeed an
extension of g; .

By induction on k=1,...,m—1 we find a solution (a,-)
defined and C* on W = y V('yl.). QED
; .E.D.
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Remark 1. — It is perhaps good to notice that our method per-
mits to prove the following:

THEOREM C. — If p € Act(R?, R") (resp. p € Act(C,C")) has
a hyperbolic I-jet and is formally linearizable, then p is C> linea-
rizable.

Proof — If p is formally linearizable, then (by a theorem of
Borel) there exists a C* diffeomorphism ¢ such that

Jo9 % p) (0) = j.() (0)
where « is a linear inf. R? action such that j (o) (0) = j,(p) (0).

Since j,(p) (0) is hyperbolic we can choose two hyperbohc
generators X and Y for ¢xp: X =X, +X and Y Y, +Y
where X,,Y, are linear, while j,_ (X) (O) =0= ],,(Y) (0). Now
using a result of [10] we know the existence of a diffeomorphism
¥ : (R",0) ——such that ¢ % (X) = X,; ¢ is oo-near to the identity
in 0, hence j.(¥ % Y)(0) =j.(Y,y) (0). We are now exactly in the
same situation as for Theorem A (in § 3) after using the theorem
of Sternberg to linearize one of the generators of the action.

Remark 2. — The method is also appropriate to prove the
linearization of certain singularities of R xZ and Z xZ-actions.
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