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Abstract

Dynamical systems often admit geometric properties that must be
taken into account when studying their behaviour. We show that many
such properties can be encoded by means of quiver representations. These
properties include classical symmetry, hidden symmetry and feedforward
structure, as well as subnetwork and quotient relations in network dy-
namical systems. A quiver equivariant dynamical system consists of a
collection of dynamical systems with maps between them that send so-
lutions to solutions. We prove that such quiver structures are preserved
under Lyapunov-Schmidt reduction, center manifold reduction, and nor-
mal form reduction.

1 Introduction

In this paper we show that various structural properties of dynamical systems
(ODEs and iterated maps) can be encoded using the language of quiver rep-
resentations. These structural properties include classical symmetry, but also
feedforward structure, subnetwork and quotient relations in network dynamical
systems, and so-called hidden symmetry, including interior symmetry and quo-
tient symmetry. This paper aims to provide a unifying framework for studying
dynamical systems with quiver symmetry.

A quiver representation consists of a collection of vector spaces with linear
maps between them. A simple example is the representation of a group (where
there is only one vector space). We shall speak of a dynamical system with quiver
symmetry when a dynamical system is defined on each of the vector spaces of
the representation, and so that all the linear maps in the representation send
the orbits of one dynamical system to orbits of another one.

We will argue that quiver symmetry is quite prevalent in dynamical systems
that have the structure of an interacting network. Essentially, this insight can
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already be found in the work of Golubitsky, Stewart et al [7], [10], [12], [24],
[25], who realised that every trajectory of a so-called quotient of a network gives
rise to a trajectory in the original network system. DeVille and Lerman [I]
later generalised this result and formulated it in the language that we shall
use in this paper. Inspired by these ideas, we shall define two distinct quiver
representations for each network dynamical system - the quiver of subnetworks
and the quiver of quotient networks - and we will investigate how these quivers
impact the dynamics of a network.

The advantage of interpreting a property of a dynamical system as a quiver
symmetry, lies in the fact that quiver symmetry is an intrinsic property of a
dynamical system. It is for example preserved under composition of maps and
Lie brackets of vector fields. Unlike for example network structure, which is
generally destroyed when a coordinate transformation is applied, quiver sym-
metry is thus defined in a coordinate-invariant manner. This motivates us to
start developing a theory for dynamical systems with quiver symmetry.

As a consequence of its intrinsic definition, quiver symmetry can be incor-
porated quite easily in many of the tools that are available for the analysis of
dynamical systems. In this paper, we focus on the impact of quiver symmetry
on local dimension reduction techniques. It is well-known that classical sym-
metry (of compact group actions) is preserved by various of these reduction
techniques - see [2], [3], [4], [6], [9], [II] and references therein for an overview
of results. In this paper, we will generalise these results, by proving that quiver
symmetry can be preserved in Lyapunov-Schmidt reduction, center manifold re-
duction and normal form reduction. More precisely, we show that the dynamical
systems that result after applying these reduction techniques inherit the quiver
symmetry of the original dynamical system. Partial results in this direction
were obtained by the authors in earlier papers [16], [17], [18], [19], [20], [21],
[23]. This paper provides a unifying context for these earlier results. Because
the results in this paper apply to any (finite) quiver, we shall not yet try to use
any of the more involved results from the theory of quiver representations, such
as Gabriel’s classification theorem [5].

We will start this paper with a simple illustrative example of a dynamical
system with quiver symmetry in Section [2l We then define quiver representa-
tions and quiver equivariant maps in Section [3} In Sections [4 and [f] we discuss
two natural examples of quiver representations that one encounters in the study
of network dynamical sytems. In Section [6] we gather some properties of endo-
morphisms of quiver representations. This prepares us to prove the results on
Lyapunov-Schmidt reduction, center manifold reduction and normal forms in
Sections [7] [§] and [0} We finish the paper with an example in Section

2 A simple feedforward system

Before describing our results in more generality, let us start with a simple ex-
ample. To this end, let £ and Fs be finite dimensional real vector spaces and



consider a differential equation of the feedforward form
T =f2),
2.1
{ 3y =9(z,y), @1)

where x € E; and y € F,. We will show that such a feedforward system can
in fact be thought of as a system with quiver symmetry. To explain this, let us
(artificially) replace (2.1)) by two separate systems of differential equations

{ (Ci’y - g((x)y) for (z,y) € E1 x Ez, (2.2)
{dX F(X) for X € By . (2.3)

This unconventional step allows us to formulate the following simple lemma. It
states that a feedforward system can be thought of as a system with symmetry.

Lemma 2.1. A pair of (systems of ) differential equations

9z = F(z,y)

{ b G, y) 24)
dX

{dt — H(X) (2.5)

1s of the feedforward form , if and only if the map
R: FEy x Ey — Ey defined by R(z,y) := x

sends every solution of to a solution of .
Proof. Firstly, assume that (2.4) and (2.5 are actually of the form (2.2)), (2.3

respectively. This means that

F(Jt,y) = f(x),G(x,y) = g(a:,y),H(X) = f(X) :
Assume now that (x(t), y(t)) solves . Then 22(t) = F(z(t),y(t)) and hence
X(t) := R(z(t),y(t)) = x(¢) satlsﬁes

X 1) = L20) = Flatt),y1) = fal0) = F(X0) = HX(D).

So R sends solutions of to solutions of .

For the other direction, assume that for every solution (x(¢), y(¢)) of (2.4 . ) the
curve X (t) := R(z(t),y(t)) = z(t) is a solution of (2.5)). Let (z,v) E E; X E3 be
arbitrary, and let (z(t),y(t)) be the solution of w1th (2(0),9(0)) = (x,y).
Define X := R(z,y) = = and X (¢t) := R(x(t),y(t)) = x(t). Then X(0) = X
and %X (t) = H(X(t)). It follows that F(z,y) = 22(0) = 4X(0) = H(X(0)) =
H(X)=H(x). So F(z,y) = H(z) for all z,y. If we now define f(X) := H(X)
and g(z,y) := G(x,y), then obviously F(x,y) = H(z) = f(z). In other words,

(2.2)) coincides with (2.4) and (2.3) coincides with (2.5]). O

)



Lemmal[2.1]translates the property that an ODE has feedforward structure into a
somewhat unconventional symmetry property. We will see many more examples
of this phenomenon later. It is important to note that the symmetry in Lemma
[2-1]is a noninvertible map between two different vector spaces. We are thus not
in the classical setting where the symmetries form a group. Instead, they form
a (rather simple) quiver.

The statement of the following lemma is not new, see [7], but we provide
a new proof that is based on the observation in Lemma This proof nicely
illustrates how quiver symmetry can be taken into account when we analyse a
dynamical system. Moreover, the proof below easily generalises to dynamical
systems with more complicated quiver symmetries, see Theorem below.

Lemma 2.2. Let (zg,y0) be an equilibrium point of the feedforward system
dx
at = f(])) )
g for (z,y) € E1 x E,. 2.6
{jjg(x,y), (.9) (26)

Denote by Ly, y,) the Jacobian of @) at (x0,y0) and by By x By = B¢ @ E"
the decomposition into its center and hyperbolic subspaces. We denote by

¢ By x By = EC® E" - E° | (x,y) — (2°,9°)

the projection onto E€ along E". Assume that (@ admits a global center
manifold at (xo,yo). Then w¢ conjugates the dynamics on this center manifold
to a dynamical system on E° of the form

Lo o),
dt, .
{ dé;t _ C(Z'c,yc) ) (2 7)

Proof. Let us define F : Fy x Es — Ey x By by F(z,y) := (f(z),g9(z,y)). Then
equation can be written as % (z,y) = F(z,y). Recall from Lemma
that the feedforward structure of F implies that R : Fy x Ey — Fy,(x,y) — x
sends solutions of this ODE to solutions of the ODE

dX
— = f(X). 2.
== J(X) (238)
In other words, we have that
RoF=foR.

This clearly implies that X := R(zg, yo) = 2o is an equilibrium point of (2.8)),
and if we write Lx, = Df(Xy) for the Jacobian of (2.8) at X, then

ROL(io,yo) = LXO oR. (29)

This follows from differentiating R(F(z,y)) = f(R(z,y)) at (x,y) = (x0,%0).
Let us decompose E; = E¢ @ E" into the center and hyperbolic subspaces
of Lx,. Then it follows from (2.9) that R maps any generalised eigenspace



of Ly, 4, into the generalised eigenspace of Lx, with the same eigenvalue. It
follows that R(E¢) ¢ E< and R(E") C E". Denoting by II° : B} = E ®E" —
E° the projection onto E¢ along E" , we conclude that

[IcR=Romx°.

The next step is to prove that R sends the global center manifold of (2.6]) at
(z0,y0) to the global center manifold of (2.8) at Xy. For this we recall that a
solution (z(t),y(t)) lies in the global center manifold of (2.6) if and only if

sup || (z(t), y(t))[| < o0,
teR

where we write 7% = 1 — 7¢. We similarly write II" = 1 — II°. If we de-
fine X (t) := R(x(t), (t)) = x(t) for such a solution, then clearly IT"(X (t)) =

" (R(x(t), y(t)) = R(x" (x(t),y(t))), and so
supIIHh( I < 1IE[] - Sup||7f (x(8), y())]| < o0,

where [|R|| denotes the operator norm of R (which equals 1 here). So X ()
lies in the global center manifold of . This proves that R maps the center
manifold of into the center manifold of (2.8))

Next, recall that the center manifolds of and are the graphs of
certain (finitely many times continuously differentiable) functions ¢ : E¢ — E"
and 1 : E¢ — EV respectively. In other words, for every (z,y) in the center
manifold of and X in the center manifold of , we have

(z,y) = (2% 9°) + o(2°,y°), (2.10)
—_—— —
ckEec eEh
X = X +4(X°). (2.11)

’

ekc cER
Pick an (z,y) in the center manifold of (2.6). Applying R to (2.10) yields that
x =+ R(o(z°,y)).-

Note that this z lies in the center mamfold of . by the result above. We
also have that z¢ = R(z¢,y¢) € E because (2°,y°) € E¢ and R(E) C E.
Similarly, R(gb(:z:c,yc)) € Eh because ¢(z¢,y¢) € E" and R(E") ¢ E". But
this means that x¢ is the center part of x and R(¢(x¢,2")) is its hyperbolic
part. So gives that R(¢(z¢, y¢)) must be equal to ¥ (x¢) = Y(R(x€,y°)).
This proves that

Ro¢p=19YoR.

Next, let (z(t),y(t)) be an integral curve of F lying inside the center manifold
of (2.6, and let us once again write

(@(t), y(t)) = (2°(8), y°(8)) + ¢(x°(1), y°(1)) -



Because 4 (2(t),y(t)) = F(z(t),y(t)), it then follows that

2 @), y°(@1)) = (7 0 F)((2°(2), y°(2)) + &(2°(2), y°(2))) -

This shows that the restriction of 7¢ to the center manifold sends integral curves
of F' to integral curves of the vector field F° : E¢ — E° defined by

Fo(af,y°) = (70 F)((2%,y°) + o(2%,y)) -

Similarly, the restriction of II¢ to the center mamfold of . sends integral
curves of f to integral curves of f¢: E° — E¢ defined by

JOXE) == (I 0 f)(X° + (X))
Now we simply notice that

R(F*(z%,y°))

(Rom®o F)((2%y°) + o(2%,y%))
(0 Ro F)((«° y°) + (2, y°))
(%0 fo R)((2%y°) + ¢(2°, %))
(I f)(R(x%, y°) + R(e(2°,4°)))
(I o f)(R(x C)+w(R(IC,yC)))
fe(R(af, C))),

which proves that
RoF°¢=f°oR.

In this last formula, R in fact denotes the restriction R : E¢ — E¢ given by
R(z¢,y°) = x¢. Lemma [2.1] thus guarantees that F€ is of the feedforward form

FC(xC7yC) — (fc(xc)’gc($c7yc))
for some function g¢: E¢ — E°. This finishes the proof. O

3 Quiver equivariant dynamical systems

The pair of ODEs , is a simple example of a quiver equivariant dy-
namical system. We shall now give the general definition. In this paper, we only
consider quivers with finitely many vertices and arrows, because this simplifies
our proofs.

Definition 3.1.
i) A quiver is a directed (multi)graph
Q={4A=;V}

consisting of a finite set of arrows A, a finite set of vertices V, a source
map s: A— V and a target map t: A —» V.



1) A representation (E, R) of a quiver Q consists of a set E of finite dimen-
sional vector spaces F, (one for each vertex v € V'), and a set R of linear
maps

Ra : Ega) — Eyq) (one for each arrow a € A).

i11) A Q-equivariant map F of a representation (E, R) of a quiver Q consists

of a collection of maps F, : E, — F, (one for each vertex v € V') so that

Fya)o Rq = Ry 0 Fy(q) for every arrow a € A.

We shall write F € C°(E,R) if F}, € C*(E,) for every v € V. We shall
sometimes refer to a Q-equivariant map as a Q-equivariant vector field or
a Q-equivariant dynamical system.

The following simple proposition expresses that quiver-equivariance is an in-
trinsic property. Proposition [0.4] formulates the corresponding result for the Lie
bracket.

Proposition 3.2. Let (E,R) be a representation of a quiver Q = {A =5 V}
and let F,G € C*(E,R). Define the composition F o G to consist of the maps
(FyoGy): Ey = E, (forveV). Then FoG e C*(E,R).

Proof. Smoothness of (F, o G,) is obvious. Now let a € A be an arrow. Then
Ra o (Fy(a) © Gs(a)) = Fi(a) © Ra © Go(a) = (Fi(a) © Gi(a)) © Ra -
O

The next example shows that the feedforward system of Section [2] constitutes a
quiver equivariant dynamical system.

Example 3.3. Consider a quiver Q consisting of two vertices V = {v1,v2} and
three arrows A = {aj1,as,as}, where s(a;) = t(a;) = v1 and s(az) = v; and
t(az) = v9 and s(as) = t(az) = vy. Define

EU] = E1 X E2 and Evz = E1

with 7 and Fs vector spaces, and

Rﬂl(xay) = xvy)a
Roy(2,y) =,
R, (X)=X

Then the pair of maps
F, =(F,G): E,, = E, X By > E,, = F; X Ey,
F,=H:E,=F —E,=E
is Q-equivariant if and only if R,, o F,, = F},, o R,,, that is, if
H(z) =F,,(z) = Fu,(Ray(7,y))
=Ra, (Fo, (2,y)) = Ray (F(2,9),G(2,y)) = F(z,y).

So Q-equivariance just means that F),, is of feedforward form.



Example 3.4. Let F be a representation of a finite group G. This means that
E is a vector space and that for every g € G there is a (necessarily invertible)
linear map R, : £ — F, such that R, =Idg and Ry, o Ry, = Ry, g4,-

Such a group representation can be thought of as a representation of a quiver
with one vertex, say V = {v}, and exactly one arrow a = a(g) (to and from v)
for each g € G. This is done by defining F, := E and R, := Ry. The quiver
equivariant maps are then simply the maps F' : E — F with

FoRy=RsoF forallgeG .

So the quiver equivariant maps coincide with the usual G-equivariant maps.

Example 3.5. As a straightforward generalisation of the previous example, one
may study linear maps that are not invertible. Consider for example the map

R:xz—0fromR toR.

This map defines a representation of a quiver with just one vertex v € V and
one arrow a € A, where E, := R and R, := R.

Note that an ODE 22 = F(z) satisfies Fo R = RoF if and only if F/(0) = 0.
So having this quiver symmetry is equivalent to having a steady state at the
origin. Interestingly, this is the setting in which the transcritical bifurcation

dx

— =z £ 22

dt
is the typical one-parameter bifurcation. Curiously, this shows that the trans-
critical bifurcation is a generic quiver equivariant bifurcation.

Example 3.6. In [I6] it turned out natural to study dynamical systems that
are equivariant under the action of a finite monoid ¥. A monoid is a set X
with an associative multiplication (o1,03) +— o102 and a multiplicative unit
0o. A representation of ¥ consists of (not necessarily invertible) linear maps
R, : E — E on a vector space E, so that R,, = Idg and R,, o Ry, = Rsy0,-

This setup arises for example when studying the network in Figure [1 The
figure displays a network with five nodes and a map F = F(x1,x2,x3, T4, Ts5)
that is “compatible” with the structure of this network.

r f($1,3327l‘3)
T2 fxo, 24,23)
Fl z3 | = f(os, 25 23)
Ty f(334,$4,1‘3)
75 J(xs, 24, 23)

Figure 1: A network map with a monoid of 5 symmetries.



It turns out that an F' of this form always commutes with the maps

Ryo (21,22, 23,24, x5) = (21, T2, T3, Tq,T5),
Ry, (21,09, 73, 74, 75) = (T2, 4, T3, 74, T5),
Ry, (x1, o, T3, 24, 25) = (T3, 25,23, Ta,T5) ,
) = (x4, 24,23, T4,25),

)

RO’4($17$27$37$47$5) = (xf)u T4,T3,T4,Ts

R, (x1,22,23, 74,25

These maps together form a representation of a monoid ¥ with 5 elements. In
[16] this representation was used to classify the bifurcations that occur in the
dynamics of the ODE ‘fi—f = F(z). We will not discuss these results in any detail
here. Just like for groups, one may think of a representation of a monoid as a
special case of a representation of a quiver.

Remark 1. The notion of interior network symmetry was defined in [§]. We will
not discuss interior symmetry in any detail here, but we would like to point out
that interior symmetry is equivalent to a special type of quiver symmetry, for a
quiver with two vertices and a possibly quite large number of arrows. This fact
was proved in Section 9 of [16].

In the coming sections we provide more examples of dynamical systems with
quiver-symmetry. We start by generalising Example to include more general
network systems.

4 The quiver of subnetworks

In this section and the next we consider dynamical systems with the structure
of an interacting network. We apologise for the somewhat heavy notation in
this section, which we found impossible to avoid.

We start by letting N = {E = N} be a directed graph consisting of a
finite number of nodes n € N and directed edges e € E (the letter N stands
for network). This N should not be thought of as a quiver (we shall use N to
define a quiver SubQ(N) later) but as the network structure of an iterated map
or ODE. More precisely, we assume that for each n € N we are given a vector
space E,, (the so-called “internal phase space” of this node) and a map

Fo: @  Ego— Ea.
ecE:t(e)=n

So F,, depends only on those x,, for which there is an edge e from m to n.
Together the F,, define a network map FN : DBen Em — D,en Em given by

F§<®$m>:Fn @ Ts(e)

meN ecE :t(e)=n

One could say that this FN is “compatible” with the network N. We may
use FN to define a “network dynamical system” on the “total phase space”



@D,.cn Em, for example the iteration z("*) = FN(2(™) or the flow of the
ODE % = FN(z).

Example 4.1. The network N in Figure 2| consist of 2 nodes (labeled 1 and 2)
and 3 arrows. The network maps compatible with this network are the maps of
the form

FN(21,25) = (Fi(21), Fa(21,72)) -

These are precisely the feedforward maps of Example
Figure 2: A feedforward network with two nodes.

Example 4.2. Let N be the network consisting of 5 nodes (labeled 1,...,5)
and 12 arrows as defined in Figure

/>

oG

Figure 3: A feedforward type network with five nodes.

Then any network map FN takes the form

1 Fi(21)
T Fy(x1, 1)
FN| a3 | = | Fi(zi,22,73) | . (4.1)
T4 (1’1,1'3,564)
T5 ($3,$4,x5)

Thus FN has a rather particular feedforward structure. Note also that when
FN and GN are two such network maps, then their composition will have the
form

31 F1(G1(21))
T2 Fy(Gi(21), Ga(21,22))
(FNOGN) I3 = (Gl(ml), (.’)31,,%2),03(1‘1,1‘2,3?3))
Ty F4(G1($1) Gg(l‘l,$2,$3),G4(l‘1,$3,l‘4))
Iy F5(G3(1‘1,$2,$3),G4($1,$3,I4),G5($3,$4,$5))
a

do not. Similarly, (FN o GN)5(z) depends explicitly on z1, x2, while F5(x) and
G'5() do not. So we see that the network structure of FN and GN is destroyed
when we compose them. On the other hand, we also observe that a large part
of the network structure of FN and GN remains intact in FN o GN.

10



In the remainder of this section we will show that network maps admit a specific
quiver symmetry. This will clarify which characteristics of the network structure
will survive if we, for example, compose network maps. We start with the
definition of a subnetwork.

Definition 4.3. Let N = {E =37 N} be a network and let N C N. Assume
that for every e € E with t(e) € N’ it holds that s(e) € N’. Define

E' :={e€FE : s(e),t(e) e N'}.
Then N’ = {E' = N’} is called a subnetwork of N. We shall write N’ C N.

Remark 2. The relation C defines a partial order on the set of subnetworks of
N. Indeed, N' C N’ for all N’ C N (reflexivity), N’ C N” and N’ C N’ imply
N’ = N” (antisymmetry) and N/ C N” and N” C N’ together imply that
N C N’ (transitivity).

We shall use the subnetworks of N to define a quiver as follows.

Definition 4.4. Let N be a network. The quiver SubQ(N) = {A =7 V} of
subnetworks of IN has as its vertices the nonempty subnetworks of N i.e.,

V={N|[§#£NLCN}.
There is exactly one arrow a € A with s(a) = N’ and t(a) = N” if N C N’.

A representation of SubQ(IN) can be constructed in the following straightfor-
ward manner. Recall that for every n € N there is a vector space E,,. We now

set
En = @ E,,
meN’

and we define, for the arrow a € A from N’ to N” (so assuming that N C N'),

R, : Env — Env by Ry ( D xm> =P wm- (4.2)

meN’ meN"

So R, “forgets” the states x,, with m € N'\N". Before we continue to explain
why these definitions are useful, let us briefly return to our two examples.

Example 4.5. Let N be the network of Example .1 and Figure 2] It has two
nonempty subnetworks, which we call Ny and Nj. Figure [ depicts the quiver
SubQ(N). The arrows in the quiver that express the subnetwork relations
N; C Ny, N; C N> and Ny C Ny are drawn as snaking arrows. It should be
clear that the linear maps defining the representation are given by R, (z1,22) =
(21,22), Ray(x1,22) = 1 and Ry, (x1) = 21.

Example 4.6. Let N be the network of Example as depicted in Figure
It has five nonempty subnetworks, which we depict in Figure |5l The figure also
depicts some (but not all) of the arrows in the subnetwork quiver. The maps

11



ay as

a9
Ny N,
Figure 4: Subnetwork quiver for the feedforward network in Figure [2]
a1

6” a4

@A@ N3
0%9 W d&i f\/\/(}{\/\» e N,

as

Qg

as as
N,

c@O—@9

Figure 5: The subnetwork quiver for the network in Figure Loops from N; to N; are not
drawn. Neither are the compositions of arrows that are already depicted.

R,, are given by

Ro, (w1, 22,23, 24,25) = (21, %2, 73,24),
R, (21,22, 23,24, 05) = (21, 72,23),
Roy (21,22, 23,24, 05) = (21, 22),

Ry, (w1, 22,23, 24) = (21,22, x3),
Ra5(1‘1,$2,$3) = (331,1‘2),
RaG(I1,$2,$3,$4) =T,

Ra, (w1, 22,23) =11,

Reag (21, 22) =z.

The following result reveals the dynamical meaning of the quiver SubQ(N).

Lemma 4.7. Let N = {E =5 N} be a network and FN : Ex — En a network
map, i.e., it is of the form

FTI:I @ Tm | = Fp @ Tge) | foralln € N.
meN ecE t(e)=n

12



For any subnetwork N’ C N define FN' . Exn' — Env by

F,llv ( @ J;m> = F, @ Ty | foralln e N'.

meN’ ecE :t(e)=n

Then these FN' together define a SubQ(N)-equivariant map.

Proof. First of all, note that the maps FN' are well-defined because we assumed
that N’ £ N, so that s(e) € N’ whenever t(e) € N'.

To prove SubQ(IN)-equivariance, assume that a € A is the arrow from N’
to N”. It then holds that N” C N’ C N, so

Fqlz\ll ( @ xm>: F, @ Tse) | = F,I:I”< EB ;vm) for all n € N”.

meN’ ecE :t(e)=n meN"

But this implies that

w( (@) @ (@)
=P ( T xm> =N (Ra ( <5 xm>> ;

neN" meN" meN’

which proves the lemma. O

The next result is the converse of Lemma [4.7] and the natural generalisation of
Lemma The proof is similar to that of Lemma [£.7]

Lemma 4.8. A collection of maps FN : En/ — Env (one for each N’ C N) is
SubQ(N)-equivariant if and only if for all N” T N’ C N it holds that

FN ( @ xm> =FN ( @ xm> for allm e N". (4.3)

meN"

(In other words: if the n-th components of all the maps are equal and depend
only on the variables ., with m in the smallest subnetwork of N containing n.)

Proof. Let N” C N’ and let a € A be the arrow with s(a) = N’ and t(a) = N”.
By definition of R,, we have on the one hand that

R, (FN' <@ z)) =P Y ( P xm> :
meN’ nenN’”’ meN’

On the other hand,

~(-(g+)- @ (2-)

meN’ neN’’ meN’’
So R, 0 FN' = FN" o R, if and only if (4.3) holds. O
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Example 4.9. Let us investigate what Lemma says for the network N in
Examples and So assume that FN1 ... FNs form an equivariant map
for the quiver depicted in Figure[f] Observe that N5 = N and that the smallest
subnetwork of N that contains node 1 is N;. Substituting n = 1, N’ = N and
N” = Nj in yields

FN (21, 22,23, 4, 25) = F1 (1) .

This shows that FN(z) depends only on z;. Continuing in this way for the
other nodes, choosing each time for N” the smallest subnetworks containing
them, we find

F (21,00, 3,24, 75) = F) * (21, 32) ,

FN(z1, 29,23, 4, 15) = Fé\ls(m , T2, T3),
FN (21,20, 3,24, 25) = Fiv4 (21, 2, T3, 24)
F3Y( ) (

N
X1,T2,T3,T4,T5 F5 ° $1,$2,$37$4,JIF>.

We conclude that SubQ(N)-equivariance is equivalent to FN being of the form

T1 (1’ )
To FN2 (z1,22)
FN| a3 | = (331,$27333) (4.4)
x4 (1‘1,.’112,1'37:174)
Ts5 (xl,xQ,xg,x4,:E5)

for some functions FiNi depending on an appropriate number of variables.

Note that (4.4) is different from (4.1). In fact, any map of the form (4.1

is also of the form (4.4]) but not vice versa. Hence deﬁnes a more general
class of maps than (4.1). Nevertheless, by constructlon and (4.4) have

exactly the same subnetworks, so a lot of the network structure of (4.1] 1 l is also
present in . More importantly, the network structure of (4.4]) remains intact
when we compose network maps (because quiver-symmetry remains intact under
composition, see Proposition [3.2]). We already saw in Example that network
maps of the form do not possess this nice property.

5 The quiver of quotient networks

Quotient networks were introduced by Golubitsky and Stewart et al. [7], [10],
[12], [24], [25] to compute robust synchrony patterns in network dynamical
systems. It was shown for the first time in [I2] that every solution of any
quotient network lifts to a solution of the original network, i.e., that there is
a linear map between the phase spaces that sends solutions of the quotient
system to solutions of the original system. More recently, DeVille and Lerman
[1] generalised this result, and reformulated it using the language of category
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theory and graph fibrations. The goal of this section is to translate all these
observations into the language of quiver representations.

The first half of this section has been added for completeness. We do not
aim to provide a comprehensive exposition on quotient networks. Instead, we
shall give the basic definitions that allow us to define the quiver of quotient
networks. The informed reader may want to skip the first half of this section
and start reading from Theorem [5.5)

We start this section by generalising the notion of a network that was intro-
duced in the previous section.

Definition 5.1. A coloured network is a network N = {E =7 N} in which all
nodes and edges are assigned a colour, in such a way that

1. if two edges e1, eo € E have the same colour, then so do their sources s(e)
and s(ez), and so do their targets t(e1) and t(eq);

2. if two nodes ni,no € N have the same colour, then there is at least one
colour preserving bijection

Bram, t7(ny) =t (ny)
between the edges that target nq, and ns.

One should think of the networks of Section [l as coloured networks in which all
nodes and edges have a different colour, so that conditions 1 and 2 are auto-
matically satisfied. We remark that the node- and arrow-colours in Definition
are the same as the cell- and arrow-types defined in [I2]. The collection of
colour preserving bijections

GN = {Bnym, : 7 (n1) = t~*(nz) colour preserving bijection |ni,ns € N}

is the so-called symmetry groupoid of Golubitsky, Stewart and Pivato [25]. These
authors also make the following definition, generalising the network maps that
we defined in Section @

Definition 5.2. Let N = {E =2{ N} be a coloured network and assume that
FN D.,.cn Em — D,,cn Em is a map of the form

F,l:l ( @ .%‘m) = Fn @ .%‘S(e)

meN ecE :t(e)=n
Assume moreover that
E,, = E,, whenever nj,ne € N have the same colour,

and that for every ni,ne € N of the same colour and every colour preserving
bijection f,, , € Gn it holds that

Fn, D wpmen | =Fa| B e

e€E :t(e)=ny e€E :t(e)=ny

Then we say that F'N is an admissible map for N.

15



Example 5.3. Figure [f]shows an example of a coloured network with two node
colours and three edge colours. The edges from a node to itself representing
internal dynamics are not depicted. Note that each yellow node is targeted by
two blue edges. Hence there are two colour-preserving bijections between the
edges targeting any two yellows nodes. Similarly, each green node is targeted by
one red and one orange edge, so there is exactly one colour-preserving bijection
between the edges targeting any two green nodes.

N
2 ).

Figure 6: An example of a network with two node colours and three edge colours. Self-loops
describing internal dynamics are not shown.

An admissible map for this network is of the form

T F(x1,T3,73)
T2 F (2,73, 73)
FN| a3 | = | F(as,77,12) ,
Y4 G (Yarya, 71)
Ys G(ys, ya, 73)

for some functions F' and G. The bar indicates that variables may be inter-
changed, i.e., it expresses that F(x,7,z) = F(x,z;7) for all x,y, 2.

The next definition is due to DeVille and Lerman [IJ.

Definition 5.4. Let N = {F =} N} and N’ = {E' = N’} be coloured
networks and let ¢ : N — N’. Assume that

i) this ¢ sends edges to edges and nodes to nodes, it preserves the colours of
nodes and edges, and sends the head and tail of every edge e € E to the
head and tail of ¢(e) € F’;

i) for every node n € N, the restriction ¢li-1(,) : t7(n) — t~(¢(n)) is a
colour preserving bijection.

Then ¢ is called a graph fibration.
The key result in [I] is the following theorem.

Theorem 5.5 (DeVille & Lerman). Let N ={E ={ N} and N' = {E' =§ N'}
be coloured networks, let ¢ : N — N’ be a graph fibration, and let FN and FN
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be admissible maps for N and N’ respectively. In particular, they have the form

FTI:I ( @ a:m> =F, @ Tse) | and

meN e€E :t(e)=n

FY ( @ mm> =F, @ Ts(er)

meN’ e’€E’ :t(e)=n’

Finally, assume that for every n € N,n' € N’ of the same colour and every
colour preserving bijection By n : t1(n) — t=1(n’), it holds that

Fr D weaen | = Pz

ecE :t(e)=n e’cE’ :t(e')=n’

Then the linear map

Ry : GB E,. — EB E,, defined by Ry ( @ xm/) = @ Le(m) -

m/eN’ meN m/eN’ meN

satisfies /
RyoFN = FNoRy.

The proof of the theorem is simple and consists of combining all the definitions
that were made. It can be found in [I].

It is not hard to see that N’ £ N is a subnetwork if and only if the inclusion
i : N’ — N is an injective graph fibration. The map R; : €D E, —
@D,..cn Em is then given by

RZ-(@xm) @D iy = D m

meN meN’ meN’

meN

So we recover the linear maps of Section[d] In this section we shall be interested
in surjective graph fibrations instead.

Definition 5.6. When ¢ : N — N’ is a surjective graph fibration, then we call
N’ a quotient of N.

We are now ready to define the quiver of quotient networks.

Definition 5.7. Let N be a coloured network. The quiver QuoQ(N) = {A =}
V'} of quotient networks of N has as its vertices the nonempty quotients of N,
ie.,

V = {N’ # () |N’ is a quotient of N} .
There is exactly one arrow a € A with s(a) = N’ and t(a) = N” for each distinct
surjective graph fibration ¢ from N” to N’.
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A representation of QuoQ(N) is defined in a straightforward manner. To each
quotient N’ of N (i.e., each vertex N’ of the quiver QuoQ(IN)), we assign the

vector space
EN/ = @ Em,

meN’

and for each arrow a € A from N’ to N” (corresponding to the graph fibration
¢ : N — N’), we define R, = Ry, where Ry is the linear map defined in
Theorem In other words, R, : En/ — Env is defined by the formula

R, ( @ J;m> = @ Tg(m) - (5.1)
meEN’ meN"
Theorem then trivially translates into the following result.

Corollary 5.8. Let N = {E = N} be a coloured network and let FN : Ex —
EnN be an admissible map, so that in particular it is of the form

F,l:l ( @ .’L‘m> = Fn @ .%‘S(e)

meN ecE :t(e)=n

For each surjective graph fibration ¢ : N — N, define FN' . Exni — En by

FyY ( oy a?m) =F | D e

meN’ e€EE :t(e)=n
Then each FN' is well-defined and admissible for N'. Together the FN' (N’
quotient of N) form a QuoQ(IN)-equivariant map.

Example 5.9. The network N in Figure @has six nonempty quotients (includ-
ing N = N itself). Figure |Z| shows the quiver of quotient networks.

To illustrate, note that there is a graph fibration ¢5 : N; — Ny which sends
node 1 and 2 to node 1, node 3 to node 2, node 4 to node 3 and node 5 to node
4. The corresponding linear map in the representation given by formula is

Ra2 ($1,$2,y37y4) = (:Cla T1,x2,Ys, y4) .

The admissible maps for N; and Ny are given by

x; ng;’mzvxig 1 F(z1,77,73)
FNulzg | =| F(ws,71,73) | and FN wy | _ | Flee,T570)
G Y3 G(y?)ayfﬂ? )
Ya (Y4, s, 71) i Glya s )

Ys G(y5a:1/47 ) R

One verifies that indeed R,, o FN2 = FN1o R, .
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Figure 7: The quiver of quotient networks for the network in Figure @ Loops from N; to
N, are not drawn.

The full list of representation maps for the arrows in Figure [7]is given by

R, (z1,92) = (21,21, %1, Y2,Y2) 5
Ro, (21, 22,y3,y1) = (T1,21,%2,Y3,Ya) »
Ro,(x1,y2) = (z1,21,Y2,Y2)
Ra4(x1,y27y3) = (xlaxlay%yl%)a
Ra5(x17y27y3) - (xlaxlvxlvy%y?))v
Rag(21,92) = (21,¥y2,92),
Ro,(w1,22,y3,y4) = (21,22,21,Y3,V4),
Rag(21,92,3) = (21,%1,%2,93) ,
Rag(xlny) == (zlamlayQ?yQ)a
Rayo (w1, 22,y3) = (21,72,93,93)
R, (%1, 22,y3) = (21,%2,%1,Y3,Y3) s
Ra12($1,y2) = ($1,$1’y2)-

6 Endomorphisms of quiver representations

In this section, we gather some basic properties of endomorphisms of quiver
representations that will be important in the remainder of this paper. An en-
domorphism is simply a linear equivariant map:

Definition 6.1. An endomorphism of a quiver representation (E, R) of a quiver
Q = {A = V}is a set L of linear maps L, : E, — E, (one for each v € V)
such that

Ly) o Ry = Rq 0 Ly(q) for every arrow a € A.

The collection of all endomorphisms is denoted by End(E, R).
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Example 6.2. For any representation (E, R) of any quiver Q = {A = V},
the identity Id, consisting of the maps Id, : E, — F, (v € V), is an example of
an endomorphism. This is simply because Id;,) 0 Ry = R4 o Idy(,)-

Example 6.3. If F € C*°(E,R) is a smooth equivariant map of a representa-
tion (E,R) and F(0) = 0 (meaning that F,(0) = 0 for every v € V) then the
derivative L = DF(0) (consisting of the maps L, := DF,(0) : E, — E,) is an
example of an endomorphism. This follows from differentiating the identities
Fiyq) 0o Ry = Ry 0 Fy(q) at 0 and noting that R,(0) = 0.

Definition 6.4. A subrepresentation D of a representation (E, R) of a quiver
Q = {A =} V} is a set of linear subspaces D, C E, (v € V) such that

Ra(Dgy(q)) C Dy(qy for every arrow a € A.

In other words, D is a subrepresentation of (E, R) if the restriction (D,R|p)
defines a representation. Examples of subrepresentations are the eigenspaces of
endomorphisms. In this paper, we will use generalised eigenspaces more often
than eigenspaces, so we formulate the following as a separate proposition.

Proposition 6.5. Let L be an endomorphism of a representation (E,R) of a
quiver Q = {A = V}. We say that A € C is an eigenvalue of L if there is at
least one v € V' such that A is an eigenvalue of L,,. We then call A an eigenvalue
of all the L., (w € V) even if the corresponding eigenspace of L., is trivial.

i) For A € R, denote by E)) C E, the generalised eigenspace of L, : E, — E,
for the eigenvalue X. Then the E; define a subrepresentation EX of (E, R).

ii) For p € C\R, denote by EMF C E, the real generalised eigenspace of
L, : E, = E, for the eigenvalue pair u,ji. Then the EMF define a sub-
representation EXF of (E,R).

Proof. Recall that L consists of linear maps L, : E, — E, (v € V) for which
Ry0Lg(q) = Ly(a)0 Ry for each a € A. Choose A € R and assume that = € Ej‘(a).

This means that (L) — )\Ids(a))N(x) =0 for any N > dim Ey(,). But then
(Lt(a) — )\Idt(a))N(Ral‘) = Ra(LS(a) - )\Ids(a))N(l‘) =0.

So R.(E},)) C E},. For u € C\R, Ef" = ker((Ly, — pld, ) (L, — 7ld,))™. So

the proof is completely analogous. O
7 Lyapunov-Schmidt reduction and quivers

In this and the coming sections, we will show that quiver symmetry can be
preserved in a number of well-known dimension reduction techniques. We start

with the most straightforward result, which shows that quiver symmetry can be
preserved in the process of Lyapunov-Schmidt reduction. We only prove this
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for steady state bifurcations at this point. How to preserve quiver symmetry in
the Lyapunov-Schmidt reduction for periodic orbits is left as an open problem.

Let us start by reviewing the classical Lyapunov-Schmidt reduction process
for steady state bifurcations (so without any quiver symmetry) to set the stage
for the proof of Theorem below. We consider the differential equation

%:F(ac;)\) forx € Eand A€ A CRP,

where F': E x A — E is a smooth vector field defined on a finite dimensional
vector space F, depending smoothly on parameters from an open set A C RP.
We also assume that for some value of the parameters this differential equation
admits a steady state. We assume without loss of generality that F'(0;0) = 0.
The goal is to find all other steady states near (z;A) = (0;0) by reducing the
equation

F(z;\)=0o0n E x A

to a simpler “bifurcation equation” with as few dimensions as possible.

To explain how this is done, denote by L = D, F(0;0) : E — E the derivative
of I in the direction of E at (0;0). We shall denote by EX®" C E the generalised
kernel of L (i.e., the generalised eigenspace for the eigenvalue zero) and by E™
its reduced image (the sum of the remaining generalised eigenspaces). We write

WZE:Eim@Ekcr—)Eim, x:l,im_"_l,kcr}_)xim

for the projection onto E™ along E*" (i.e., m has kernel E*°" and is the identity
on E'™). The derivative in the direction of E™ of

moF:E™gEFT x A —» E™
at (0;0) is equal to
Dgim (w0 F)(0;0) = 7o L|gim : E™ — E™.

By construction this map is invertible. By the implicit function theorem there
is thus a unique smooth function

¢:UCE"xA—>WcCE™

defined on some open neighbourhood U of (0;0) € EX* x A and mapping into
an open neighborhood W of 0 € E™ that satisfies

(0 F)(2"" 4+ ¢(«""; \);A) = 0,
We clearly have ¢(0;0) = 0 because F(0;0) = 0. To find all other solutions
(2™ ke \) € W x U to the equation F(z'™,z*°"; \) = 0, it then remains to

solve only the reduced bifurcation equation

f(xkcr;)\) = ((1 _ 7T) OF)(xkcr 4 ¢)($kcr;/\)§/\) — 0’ (71)
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where
f:UC E*" x A — E*er

This method to (locally) reduce the equation F'(z; A) = 0 to the lower-dimensional
equation f(z*¢"; \) = 0 is called Lyapunov-Schmidt reduction. The following
theorem states that the reduced equation inherits quiver symmetry if it is present
in the original equation.

Theorem 7.1. (Quiver equivariant Lyapunov-Schmidt theorem) Let (E,R) be
a representation of a quiver Q = {A =5 V'} and assume that F € C*(ExA,R)
is a smooth parameter-dependent Q-equivariant map, i.e., for every v € V there
s a smooth F, : E, Xx A — E,, satisfying

Ro(Fyay (w5 M) = Fya)(Ra(x); X) for all x € Egqy, N\ € A anda € A.

Assume moreover that F(0;0) =0, i.e., F,(0;0) =0 for allv e V.
Then the reduced maps f, : U, C EX" x A — EX* (v € V) defined in
satisfy

Ra(fs(a) (xker; )‘)) = ft(a) (Ra( ker) ) fOT’ allac A

and for all (z*¢7; \) € Us(a) in some open neighbourhood Us(a) of (0;0).
This means that the f, (v € V) define a Q-equivariant map f on an open
neighbourhood of (0;0) of the subrepresentation EX" x A of (E x A,R).
Proof. Fix an a € A and consider the map R, : Eyq) — FEy)- Recall that
Ry 0 Lyq)y = Ly(a) © Ra, where L, = D, F,(0;0), so that R, (Ekf;)) C Ei‘(ecf) and
R, (E;‘E‘:l)) C Ef(’;) by Proposition It follows in particular that
R, o Ts(a) = Tt(a) © R, .

Recall that by definition of ¢4(4) : Uga) = Wy(q) it holds that
(7Ts(a) © Fs(a))(xker + (bs(a) (:Eker; )\), )\) =0
for all (z*; \) € Uy(q). It follows that
0= (Ra O Ms(a) © Fs(a))(zker + ¢s(a) (gjker; A)v )‘)
= (T(a) © Fi(a)) (Ra (@) + Ra(s(a) (&5 N); A) -
By definition of ¢y(q) : Uya) — Wy(q) it thus holds that
Pt(a) (Ra(2"7); ) = Ra(s(a) (€5 N))

for all (2575 X) € Uy(q) With (Re(2"%); ) € Uy(a) and Ry (ds(a) (375 0)) € Wia).
The (x*°*; \) for which these inclusions hold form an open neighbourhood U, of
(0;0). For (z*°T; \) € U, we then have that

Ra(fs(a)(mker; A)) = (Ra © (1 - ’/Ts(a)) © Fs(a))( ker + ¢s( )(xker_ >‘) )‘)
= (1 = mia)) © Fya)) (Ra(2") + i) (Ra(@); 1); A) = fua) (Ra(2 ) A) -

This would prove the theorem if for every vertex v € V there was at most one
arrow a € A with s(a) = v. If there are more such arrows, then the finite

intersection U, := Nass(ay=o U, will satisfy the requirements. O
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8 Center manifolds and quivers

In this section we show that quiver symmetry can be preserved in the process
of center manifold reduction. The main result is Theorem below, which
is a Q-equivariant global center manifold theorem. We encountered various
obstructions in trying to prove a fully general Q-equivariant local center manifold
theorem. These will be discussed in Remark [ below.

We start our analysis by recalling the classical global center manifold theo-
rem [26]. We will not prove this classical theorem here, and for simplicity we
only formulate a version of the theorem without parameters. To formulate the
classical result, let E be a finite dimensional real vector space and L : E — F
a linear map. Let us denote by E° the center subspace of L (the sum of the
generalised eigenspaces of L for the eigenvalues on the imaginary axis) and by
E" the hyperbolic subspace of L (the sum of the generalised eigenspaces of L
for the eigenvalues not lying on the imaginary axis). We shall denote by

7 E=FE°®@FE" 5 FE°andbyn" :=1—-n°: E=E°®E" - E"
the projections corresponding to the splitting £ = E° @® E". Now we can
formulate the global center manifold theorem, referring to [26] for a proof.

Theorem 8.1. Let L : E — E be a linear map and k € {1,2,3,...}. Then
there is an € = (L, k) > 0 for which the following holds.
If F: E — E is a C* vector field that satisfies F(0) =0, DF(0) = L,

sup ||DY(F(z) — L)|| < oo for all || < k and sup ||DF(z) — L|| < €,
zeE z€E
then there exists a C* map ¢ : B¢ — E", satisfying ¢(0) = 0 and D¢(0) = 0,
of which the graph
M :={z°+¢(x°) | 2°€ E} C E

is an invariant manifold for the flow of the differential equation % = F(x).

dt
Moreover, if we denote this flow by ett’, then

Mc—{xEE

sup|\(7rh oetF)(:c)H < 00 }
ter

We call M€ the global center manifold of F.

Remark 3. Let x(t) be an integral curve of F, i.e., d";(tt) = F(z(t)), and let us
write 2¢(t) := w¢(z(t)). Then

dz dt(t) — (70 F)(2(t)).
If 2(t) happens to lie inside M€, then by definition of ¢ we moreover have that
x(t) = 2°(t) + ¢(x°(t)). So then
dx(t)
dt

= (70 F)(x°(t) + o(2°(1))) -
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This proves that the restriction of 7¢ to M€ sends integral curves of F' in M€
to integral curves of the vector field F¢ : E¢ — E° defined by

Fe(af) i= (n% 0 F)(2° + ¢(z°)) .

We shall call this vector field F© on E€ the center manifold reduction of F'.

We are now ready to formulate our result on quivers and center manifolds,
remarking that its proof is more or less identical to that of Lemma [2.2]

Theorem 8.2. (Quiver equivariant center manifold theorem) Let (E,R) be a
representation of a quiver Q = {A =5 V} and let L € End(E,R) and F €
CHE,R) (k=1,2,...) with F(0) = 0 and DF(0) = L.
So we assume that for every v € V there is a linear map L, : E, — E, and
a C* smooth map F, : E, — E, with F,(0) =0, DF,(0) = L,,, such that
Ry o Lya) = Ly(a)y © Ra and Ry 0 Fy(q) = Fiq) 0 Ry for alla € A.

Assume moreover that each of the L, and F, (v € V) satisfy the bounds of
Theorem [8.1], so that each F, admits a unique global center manifold M.
Then R, maps the global center manifold of Fy,) into that of Fy, i.c.,

Ra(Msc(a)) C Mtc(a) .
Moreover, the center manifold reductions FS : ES — ES (v € V) satisfy
Ry o Fy,) = Figy© Ra for alla € A.

So the F{ define a Q-equivariant vector field F¢ on the subrepresentation E¢ of
(E,R) consisting of the center subspaces ES (v € V).

Proof. Fix an a € A. By Proposition we have that Ra(Eg(a)) C Et“’(a) and
R, (Eg(a)) C Ef(a), so in particular it holds that

Ry 0 T{(q) = T{(q) © Ra and Ry 0 w?(a) = wf(a) oR,.

Next, choose an x € Msc(a) and recall that for such z we have

sup || (3 0 ") (2)]] < o0.
teR

Because R, o etfstw = ¢tFt@ o R, and R, o wg(a) = Wﬁa) o R,, this implies that
sup [[ (i) 0 €71 ) (Ra(2))|| = sup || Ra (7l o =) (2))]]
teR teR

< [|Ral| -jlelngll(ﬂi‘(@ 0 et @) (x)|| < o0,

where ||R,|| is the operator norm of R,. We conclude that R,(z) € M

)" This
proves that

Ro(Mg,)) C My, -

S
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Next, recall that if x € Msc(a), then it is of the form

= 2%, +dsa)(z),
s(a)

cES, h
*(@) €El )

where ¢g(q) : E s(a) — Es(a) is the C* function whose graph is MSC(a) Applying
R, to this equality we find that

Ra(l’) = Ra(fc) +Ra(¢s(a) (xc)) € Mtc(a)
S ~—
eEtC(a) eE:’(a)

But every X € M. tc(a) can uniquely be written in the form

X = X +dya)(X°),
~~ 07 2

EL‘
G €EY,
where ¢y () : Etc(a) — Eth(a) is the C* function whose graph is Mtc(a). This proves
that Ry (¢s(a) (7€) = dr(a)(Ra(z)), i.e., that

Ry o0 ¢s(a) = ¢)t(a) oR,.
Recalling the definition of the center manifold reductions Fy : Ef — Ef, we
finish by noticing that

RG(FSC(a) (xc)) Ra © 7Ts (a) o FS(G))('TC + ¢s(a) (xc))

)
a(2%) + Ra (¢s<a (z)))
a(2°) + Pe(a) (Ra(2€)))

ie, RyoF¢ sa) = Ca o R,. This finishes the proof. O

Remark 4. Theorem [8.2)is a Q-equivariant global center manifold theorem. As-
suming that the first derivatives of the nonlinearities F, — L,, are globally small,
and that their higher derivatives are globally bounded, it guarantees the ex-
istence of a globally defined center manifold. The global conditions on the
nonlinearities are rather unnatural though, as in practice the nonlinearities will
only be small in a neighbourhood of the equilibrium under consideration. The
global center manifold theorem is a (very important) step in the proof of a local
center manifold theorem - where the global bounds are not required and a center
manifold is guaranteed in a small neighbourhood of the equilibrium.

Although it is reasonable to assume that a local version of Theorem [8:2|holds
as well, we were so far unable to prove such a theorem for general Q-equivariant
systems. The problem arises from the way one usually makes the step from a
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global to a local center manifold theorem: one replaces the unbounded nonlin-
earities Iy, — L, by globally bounded nonlinearities, for example by replacing
the ODE %% = F,(z) by the ODE % = F,(z) := Ly + (,(2)(Fu(z) — Ly),
where ¢, : E, — R is a smooth bump function with {,(z) = 1 for small ||z||. By
shrinking the support of (,, one can then satisfy the assumptions of Theorem
The problem that we encounter is that in general it is unclear how to choose
the bump functions ¢, (v € V') in such a way that Q-equivariance is preserved.

This problem can sometimes be circumvented if the Q-equivariant vector
field happens to be an admissible vector field F'N for some network N. In that
case one can multiply the nonlinear parts of each of the separate components FN
of the vector field with a bump function, choosing the same bump function for
nodes with the same colour (more precisely, choosing bump functions that are
invariant under the symmetry groupoid Gu). The resulting vector field FN will
then have the same network structure as FN, and will hence admit for example
the same quiver of subnetworks and quiver of quotient networks. In [I7], [18] it
was shown in detail how this works out for so-called fully homogeneous networks
with asymmetric inputs. It is not hard to see that the same procedure can be
applied to the admissible maps of any network, see Definition [5.2

On the other hand, quiver symmetry is not always the same as network
structure. Therefore even proving an equivariant local center manifold theorem
for specific quivers remains problematic. The mentioned fully homogeneous
networks with asymmetric inputs are an exception, as we proved in [20] that
such networks admit a quiver symmetry that is equivalent to a particular net-
work structure (which may be more general than the original network structure
though). Such a result will not hold for other types of networks and quivers. For
instance, it is not clear to us that equivariance of F under QuoQ(N) implies
that F is an admissible vector field for some network that is somehow related
to N. We therefore do not know at this moment how to prove a QuoQ(N)-
equivariant local center manifold theorem.

9 Normal forms and quivers

The normal form of a local dynamical system displays the system in a “standard”
or “simple” form. Normal forms are an important tool in the study of the
dynamics and bifurcations of maps and vector fields near equilibria, cf. [14],
[22]. The goal of this section is to prove Theorem below. This theorem
states that it can be arranged that the normal form of a dynamical system
possesses the same quiver symmetry as the original system. For simplicity,
we do not consider parameter dependent vector fields in this section (but it is
straightforward to prove the same result for systems with parameters as well).

We start by recalling one of the classical results of normal form theory in
Theorem [9.1] To this end, let us consider a smooth ODE

dx
= = F(x) = FO(z) + Fl(z) + F?(2) + ...
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on a finite-dimensional vector space E. That is, F' € C*°(E) is a smooth vector
field on E, F(0) =0, and F* € P*(E) where

P*¥(E):={F*: E — E | F¥ is a homogeneous polynomial of degree k + 1} .
The idea is that we now try to make local coordinate transformations
z ey =®(z) =2+ O(|[«|)

that simplify (in one way or another) the higher order terms F* (k = 1,2,...) of
F'. There are various ways to define such coordinate transformations, and there
are various ways to define what it means to “simplify” a local ODE. Theorem
states one of the many well-known results.

Theorem 9.1. (Normal form theorem) Let E be a finite dimensional real vector
space and let ' € C*(E) be a smooth vector field with F(0) = 0 and Taylor
exrpansion

F=F'4+F' '+ F? 4. ., where F¥ € P*(E).

Then, for every 1 < r < oo, there exists an analytic diffeomorphism ®, sending
an open neighborhood of 0 in E to an open neighborhood of 0 in E, so that the
coordinate transformation x — y = ®(x) = x + O(||z||?) transforms the ODE

dx

L

o = @)
into an ODE of the form

dy —=

T

iRl )

with - PR .
F=F'4+F +F +... with " € P¥(E),

while at the same time it holds that

L O T = T o et foralll1<k<randteR. (9.1)

Here, L° = (F°)® denotes the semisimple part of Fy and et its (linear) time-t

flow.

To clarify the statement in this theorem, we will now make a number of defi-
nitions and observations. A sketch of the proof of Theorem will be given
afterwards. First of all, for any two smooth vector fields F,G € C*°(E) on E
one may define the Lie bracket [F,G] € C*°(FE) as the vector field

d

760 = |

(e'F),G(z) = DF(z) - G(z) — DG(z) - F(x). (9.2)

=0

Here, €' denotes the time-t flow of F (which is defined near each z € E for
some positive time) and (e!¥),G(z) := Detf' - G(e~*F'(z)) is the pushforward
of the vector field G by the time-t flow of F. We say that F' and G commute
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if [F,G] = 0, which is equivalent to their flows /" and €' commuting, and
equivalent to F being equivariant under the flow e!“, and equivalent to G being
equivariant under the flow e*f". In particular, (9.1 is equivalent to

[LS,F;C] =0foralll <k<r.
We shall also define, for F' € C°°(E), the linear operator
adp : C*(F) = C*(E) by adp(G) := [F,G].

It follows from (9.2) that, if F¥ € P*(E) and G' € PY(E), then [F* G| €
PETUE). In other words, adpx : PY(E) — PF(E).
We will also use the following result, that we state here without proof.

Proposition 9.2. Let L : E — FE be a linear map on a finite dimensional vector
space E. Recall that there are a unique semisimple linear map L° : E — E and
a unique nilpotent linear map LY : E — E so that

L=L°+L1L" and [L°, L] :=L°LY - LNL° =0.

L% is called the semisimple part of L and LN the nilpotent part of L.
The semisimple and nilpotent parts of the restriction ady, : P*(E) — P*(E)
of ady, to P*(E) are then given by

(adL)S =adys and (adp)” =adpn .
Corollary 9.3. It holds that
i) P*(E)=imad;s ® kerads;
i) imadys N P*(E) C imady, N P*(E);
i) kerady N P¥(E) C kerad;s N P*(E).
iv) ady :imadys N P*(E) — imadys N P*(E) is an isomorphism.

Proof. For any linear map M on a finite dimensional real vector space V it
holds that V = im M*® @ ker M®, im M*® C im M and ker M C ker M®. So
these identities hold in particular for M = ad;, and V = P*(E).

To prove point ), note that M (M (z)) = M (M(z)) so M sends im M*
into itself. Because ker M C ker M, we have that ker M Nim M* = {0}. O

Proof. [of Theorem We sketch the well-known construction of the normal
form by means of “Lie transformations”, providing only those details that are
necessary to prove Theorem [9.6] below, and leaving out any analytical estimates.

First of all, recall that for any smooth vector field G € C°°(E) satisfying
G(0) = 0, the time-t flow e!“ defines a diffeomorphism of an open neighborhood
of 0 in F to another open neighborhood of 0 in E. Thus we can consider, for any
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other smooth vector field F' € C*°(E), the curve t + (e'“),F of transformed
vector fields. This curve satisfies the initial condition

("), F=F

together with the linear differential equation

4 eoyr =1 (). F) = (6, (). ]
— adg((¢'9). F). (9.3)

The second equality holds by definition of the Lie bracket. We conclude that
1
(). F =e™e(F) = F +[G,F] + §[G, G,F]|+....

The diffeomorphism @ in the statement of the theorem is now constructed as
the composition of a sequence of time-1 flows ¢&" (1 <k <r)with G* € P*(E).
We first take G' € P1(E), so that F is transformed by e’ into

(eG).F = ot (F) = FO 4 FYL 4 P2 4

in which
FLl=F'+[GY, F| € PY(E)
F2l = F?2 + [G', F'] + 3[G'[G*, FY]] € P*(E)
F3l=F3 4 . € P(E)

etc.
From now on we shall often use the notation
L:=F".

The reason is that the operator ady plays an important role in the rest of this
proof. In fact, the idea is that we now try to choose a G* € P!(FE) so that

FY' = F' (G F) = F! + (G, L] = F' — ad.(G")

is as simple as possible. In general, it will not be possible to arrange that F'!:!
vanishes completely. But according to Corollary we can write

F' = (FH™ 4 (FH%" for unique (F')™ € im adys and (F!)* € ker ads .

Because im adys C im ady, (by Corollary , we can then find a G € P(E)
so that adr(G') = (F*)™. With this choice of G it will hold that

FU1 = (FY)kr ¢ ker adys .

Note that the choice of G! is not unique. If we replace our G' by G + H!
with H! € ker ady, then it will still hold that ady,(G') = (F!)'™ and therefore
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also F1! = (F1)ker ¢ ker adys. To remove this freedom in the choice of G*, let
us recall from Corollary that ady : im ad;s — im adys is an isomorphism.
Thus there is a unique

G' €im adys

with the property that adz(G') = (F!)™, and therefore F'*! € ker adys. It
will be important for later that we choose this particular unique G to generate
our first normalising transformation.

We proceed by picking the unique G? € im ad;s N P%(E) that makes that
(eG2 oeGl)*F =F94+ FU1 4+ F22 4+ | with F*2 € keradys. Continuing in this
way, after r steps we obtain that

s

1
b :=e% 0., 06"

transforms F into ®,F = F = FO+ pL1 4 p22 4 = FO —&-Fl —I—Fz + ...
where Fk €keradys forall 1 <k <r.

Being the composition of finitely many flows of polynomial vector fields, this
® is obviously analytic and well-defined on an open neighbourhood of 0 € E. [

Before we can prove the main result of this section we will make a few technical
observations. The first is simply that quiver symmetry is preserved when taking
Lie brackets.

Proposition 9.4. Let (E,R) be a representation of a quiver Q = {A = V'}
and let F,G € C*(E,R) be smooth equivariant maps. Then also their Lie
brackets [F,, Gy] (v € V) define a smooth equivariant map [F,G] € C*(E,R).

Proof. Smoothness of the [F,, G,] is clear. If F,G € C*°(E,R), then for any
arrow a € A we have that

Ry o Fya) = Fya) 0 Rq and Ry 0 Gya) = Gya) © Ry -
Differentiation of the identity R, o Fiq) = Fyq) © Ra yields that
Ry o DFyq) = (DFyq)© Ra) - Ry -
Similarly, R, 0 DGq) = (DGyq) © Ry) - Ra. As a result we obtain that

R, o0 [Fs(a)a Gs(a)] =Rgo0 (DFs(a) : Gs(a) - DGa(a) . Fs(a))
:(DFt(a) (¢] Ra) . (Ra O Gs(a)) — (DGt(a) (¢] Ra) . (Ra (e] Fs(a))
:<DFt(a) @] Ra) . (Gs(a) o Ra) — (DGt(a) [e] Ra) . (Fs(a) o Ra)
=(DFya) - Gi(a) — DGy - Fy(a)) © Ra = [Fia), Gi(a)l © Ra -
O

The second technical result states that S — N-decomposition respects quiver
symmetry.
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Proposition 9.5. Let (E,R) be a representation of a quiver Q = {A =5 V}
and L € End(E,R). Define the semisimple part L® and the nilpotent part L
of L to consist of the maps (L,)° : E, — E, and (L,)N : E, — E, (for each
v € V) respectively. Then L° LY € End(E,R).

Proof. For any arrow a € A consider the linear map

Ly 0
L(a) = ( 0( ) Lt(a) ) from Es(a) X Et(a) to Es(a) X Et(a)-
To compute the semisimple and nilpotent parts of this L), recall that L(Sa) and
Lf\c’;) are polynomial functions of L(g). This means that there is a polynomial
p(z) = ag + a1z + ... + ap2™, with ag,...,a, € R, so that L(Sa) = p(Lw) =
aold + a1 L) + ... + anL{;,) and Lé\g) = (1 = p)(L(ay)- Clearly,

Lyw) O
LS _ L ) = p( s(a) ) ]
() = P(L(a)) ( 0 p(Lia))

From this it is clear that p(LS(a)) must be the semisimple part of L) and
(1 = p)(Ls(q)) must be the nilpotent part of L), and similarly for L. For
example, because p(L(,)) is semisimple it follows that p(Ly)) and p(Li(a))
must both be semisimple as well. The remaining conditions for an S — N-
decomposition are checked similarly.

Finally, recall that Ry o Lgq) = Ly,) © Ry because L € End(E,R). Hence

it follows that R, o Lf(a) = Ry 0o p(Ly@a)) = P(Li(a)) © Ra = Lf(a) o R,, and
R, 0 Li\ga) =Ry0 (1 —=p)(Lya)) = (1 = p)(Lia)) © Ra = Li\([a) oR,. O

We are now ready for the main result of this section:

Theorem 9.6 (Quiver equivariant normal form theorem). Let (E,R) be a rep-
resentation of a quiver Q = {A =§ V}. Let F € C*(E,R) be a smooth
Q-equivariant vector field, i.e., it consists of vector fields

F,:E, = E, (veV) satisfying Fyq) © Ry = Rq 0 Fy(q) (a € A).
We assume that F(0) =0, i.e., F,,(0) =0 for all v € V, and we write
F=F'+F' +F?+... with F* ¢ P*(E,R),

i.e., F* € P*(E,) for eachv € V and Ftk(a) oR, =R, 0 Ff(a) foralla € A.

Then the local normal forms F, = F? —l—Fi +F12, +... (v e V) of the vector
fields F, = F) + F! + F2 + ... constructed in Theorem satisfy

Ry 0 Fya) = Fyqy o Ry for each a € A.

So they define a smooth Q-equivariant vector field F and polynomial Q-equivariant
vector fields F on an open neighbourhood of 0 in (E,R).
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Proof. Recall from the proof of Theorem [9.1| that each of the vector fields
F,=F'+F'+F?4+... € C™(E,)

is brought into normal form by a sequence of transformations eCGv. We will show
that the generators G* of these transformations satisfy Gf(a) oR,=Ry0 G’;(a)

k k
for every a€ A. From this it follows that R, o %@ = ¢%@ o R, and hence

that Ry 0 Fyq) = Ft(a) o R,. The proof is by induction on k.
So let us assume that

RGOGg(a) :Gf(a)ORa for every a € A and every j=1,...k—1.

We recall that the generator GF is the unique vector field in im ad Ls N Pk(E,)
that solves the equation

EFF=1 _ady, (GF) € ker adps forallve V. (9.4)
Here FFF=1 ¢ P*(E,). Importantly, our induction hypothesis implies that

R, o FRk=1 — phk-1 oR,forallaec A.

s(a) t(a)

We will now show that this implies that R, o G’;(a) = Gf(a) o R, for every a € A.
The proof of this fact is somewhat technical and goes as follows.

For any arrow a € A, let us define the space of conjugate pairs of homoge-
neous polynomial vector fields

Pl = {(Fa), Fia) € P*(Bya)) X P*(Ey(a)) | Ra © Fi(a) = Fi{a) 0 Ra},

and for any L € End(E, R), let us define the linear map ady,, : P(IZ) — P(IZ) by

adL(a) (Ff(a), Ft]?a)) = (adLs(a) (Fsk(a))a a'st(a) (Ftk(a))) :

Note that this map is well-defined by Proposition it maps P(’fl ) into P(IZ )-

Note moreover that equation (9.4) for v = s(a) and equation (9.4]) for v = t(a)
together read

k=1 pokoh—1 k k
(Fifay +Finy ) —adrg, (G Giia)) € ker adys .
—_— ~—

k i is i k2
eP(a) is this in P(a) 7
We dedicate a separate proposition to the following observation.

Proposition 9.7. The S — N-decomposition of ady,, P(’Z) — P(]Z) s given by

(adL(a))S = adL(sa) and (adL(a))N = adeﬂ) .
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Proof. [of Proposition 9.7| Note that ady,, is the restriction of the product

adp, X ast(a) : Pk(Es(a)) X Pk(Et(a)) — Pk(Es(a)) X Pk(Et(a))

s(a)
to P]Z . The S — N-decomposition of this product map is clearly given by the
product of the S — N-decompositions, i.e.,

(adL

5 _
o X adr, ) =adgs xadps

(a) t(a)

N _
(adp,,, x adg,,,)" = adLﬁV(a) x ady

s(a) t(a) :

This can be checked directly, by verifying that the right hand sides satisfy the
requirements for the S — N-decomposition of ady,,, % adg,,, -

But the restriction of adLs( ) % asts( ) to P(IZ) is adL(s). And the restric-
tion of adLN( , X adL{V( ) to P(’fl) is adLév). Moreover, adL<s) and adev) leave
P(’fl) invariant as Lfa),Lﬁ) € End(E,R). This proves the proposition, because
the S — N-decomposition of the restriction is the restriction of the S — N-
decomposition. O

We continue the proof of Theorem [9.6] Note that Proposition [0.7] implies that
P(};) =im adL(sa) @ ker adL(sa) .

Just like in the proof of Theorem [9.1] we can thus uniquely decompose

(AT ERST) = (RN (B ™) 4 (BT, (B ™)« (0.5)

€im adLZga)ﬂ P(ka) € ker adLngﬁ P(ka)

By definition of ad LS, equation 1' just means that
kk—1 _ /7kk—1vim | ( k,k—1yker kk—1 _ 7kk—1vim | ok, k—1yker
Floy = Fgy )"+ Fyy ) and Fom = (Fy )™+ Fey )™

Eirnade(a) € ker adLSs(a) €im adLs EkeradLs

t(a) t(a)

But we already know from the proof of Theorem that the latter two de-
compositions are unique inside P*(Ey(,)) and P*(Ey)) respectively. So we
conclude that
mk,k—1\im [ 7k,k—1yim k,k—1yim k,k—1yim
(F ™ Egs™m) = (™, (s and

Nk‘,k‘—l ker Nk,k—l ker _ k,k‘—l ker k,k—1\ker
(A e (B ) = (CRETDr (B )

where (Fsk(’f)_l)im7 (Fsk(’f)_l)ker7 (FFA=1yim (Fff)_l)ker are the unique vector

t(a
fields given in the proof of Theorem In particular it holds that

R, o (Fsk(f)—l)im — (Ftk(f)—l)im oR, and R, o (Fsk(f)—l)ker — (Fk,k:—l)ker oR,.
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Next, we note that Propositionimplies that ady,,, : im adL<s , = im adL(s : is

an isomorphism. Hence there is a unique Géfa) = (é’;(a), Gk )) € im adL(sa)ﬂ P(’Z)

t(a
such that
~k ~k k,k—1\im k,k—1yim
adL(a) (Gs(a)aGt(a)) = ((Fs(a) ) a(Ft(a) ) ) (9-6)
—_——

€im adL‘(ga’)ﬂ P(’fl)
By definition of adr,,, and adL(s X equation just means that
a

adLs(a)( G?(a) ) = (Fsk(f)il)im and a‘st(a)( Gi]&c(a) ) = (Ftk(f)il)im'
—— ——

€im adLss(a>m Psk(a) €im asts(a)m ij

Again, we already know from the proof of Theorem that the solutions CNT";(G)

and CNT'f(a) to these two equations are unique. We conclude that

(éﬁ(a)’ éf(ﬂ)) - (G‘I:(a)’ GE(Q))

where Gf o) and Gf ) are the unique vector fields given in the proof of Theorem
In particular it holds that

Ry 0 G,y =Gl o Ra.

This proves that the GF (v € V) define an equivariant vector field G* €
Pk(E,R), which concludes the proof of the induction step and hence the proof
of the theorem. O

10 An example

We finish this paper with an example of a network dynamical system admitting
a symmetry quiver that does not only consist of subnetworks or quotients. We
consider the network N in Figure

N O—@—G{ E—®

Figure 8: A network with two types of nodes. Self loops corresponding to internal dynamics
are not drawn.

Its admissible maps take the general form

T1 flx1,12)
Y2 9(y2, x3)
FN ag | = flza,m) |- (10.1)
Ya 9(Ya, 3)
x5 f(ws,4)
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We will assume that all the variables are one-dimensional, i.e., that z1,ys2, x3,
ys, 75 € Rand f,g:R%2 — R.

To study this class of maps we will use the 3-vertex quiver Q shown in Figure
@ The vector spaces corresponding to the vertices of Q are given by E; = R®
(for the vertex at Ny = N), Ey = R* (for the vertex at Ny) and E3 = R? (for
the vertex at N3). The linear maps of the representation are given by

Ral(x17y27$37y4a375) = (m1,y2,x3,y4)7

Rllz (x17y2,3337y4, 1‘5) = ($5,y4,I3, y4) ) (10 2)
Ras(ylax%yi%) = (-732,:93,332,2/3)7 .
Ro, (21,92, 73, Y1) = (Y2, 23,v4) -

Figure 9: A quiver involving the network N = N; of Figure

We moreover define the quiver equivariant map F = {F Ni N2 pNs }, where
FNi = FN s given by equation (10.1]), and FN2 and FNs are given by

x T,
N y; ((yl yQ)) N - g(y1,.1’2)
2 = , Fe oz | = flze,ys)
3 f(ws, ya) Y3 9(ys, x2)
Ya (y47~fs) ’

A direct calculation shows that indeed

FN2oR, =R, oFNt FN:20R =R, oFNt, 10.3
FN2ORQ3=RG30FN3, FNs o R,, = Ry, o FN2 (10.3)
Alternatively, note that FN1, FN2 and FNs are the admissible maps for the
networks N1, Ny and N3 shown in Figure@ It can easily be seen that the linear
maps R, , Ra,, Ra,, Ra, are induced by graph fibrations between the networks,
so that the identities follow from Theorem

The attentive reader might wonder why we have chosen the specific quiver
of Figure 0] After all, this quiver does not contain all subnetworks of Ny, nor
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does it contain all of its quotient networks. For instance, the subnetwork of Ny
consisting of nodes 3 and 4 (which is also a quotient of Ny) is absent. To better
explain our choice of the quiver, we need the following proposition.

Proposition 10.1. Let (E,R) be the representation of the quiver Q of Figure
@ consisting of the vector spaces E1 = R, Ey = R* and E3 = R3, and the
linear maps Ry, ..., Rq, given in .

A triple of maps G = {Gl, G?, GS} (with G* : E; — E;) is Q-equivariant if
and only if there exist maps b : R* = R and I : R? = R such that

1 h(x1,y2, 3, ya)
Y2 l(y2,$3ay4)
Gl X3 = h($3»y47$37y4) ’ (104)
Y4 1(ys, 73,Ya)
Ts5 h(zs,ys, 23, Ya)
] [t ™ o (22 (e
G = and G° | z2 | = | h(x2,y3,72,y3)
x3 h(z3,y4,3,Ya) Uys, )
Ya l(y47x3ay4) v Yo s

Proof. A direct calculation shows that G = {Gl, G?, G3} as given by equations
(10.4) is indeed Q-equivariant. In other words, one verifies that G2 o R,, =
R,, o G, with similar relations for R,,, R,, and R,, as in equation (10.3).

Conversely, suppose G = {Gl,GQ,G?’} is a Q-equivariant map. This as-
sumption implies in particular that G2 o R,, = R,, o G3, where we recall that
Ry (y1,®2,y3) = (z2,ys, x2,y3). Reading off the first component of the identity
(G? o Ruy)(y1,72,y3) = (Ray © G®)(y1, 72, y3), we thus see that

G3 (w2, 3,22, y3) = G3(y1, T2, Y3) , (10.5)

where we have used that (R,, o G3); = G3. Likewise, evaluating the first
component of the identity G o Ry, = R, o G? gives

G?(yQa‘T37y4) = G%(I17y2,$37y4) . (106)
Next, we calculate

Ra4Ra3 (y1’$27y3) = (y3,$27y3),
RayRa, (71,92, 23, Y1) = (T3, Y4, 23, Y4) ,
Ra4Ra3Ra4(5E1;y2ax3,y4) = (y4,1'3,y4) .

From the identities G? o R,, = Ry, 0 G® and G® o R,, = R,, o G* we get
G3o Ry, 0Rq, = Ry, 0 Ry 0 G2, and the first component of this equation reads

G?(y&ﬂ?myg) = G%(y17$2,y3)~ (10.7)
We likewise find G? o R,, o Ry, = Ry, o R, o G?, so that

G%(x3ay47$3ay4) = G%(xl,yg,ﬂfg,y4)- (108)
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And finally, using that G3 o R,, o Ry, © Ra, = Ra, © Ra, © Ra, o G%, we have

G?(y4ax37y4) = Gi(xlay27x3ay4) . (109)

If we now set

h(z1,y2, T3, y4) == G1(21,Y2,73,y1) and  (y1,22,93) := G (Y1, 22, 3) ,

then equations (10.5), (10.6), (10.7), (10.8) and (10.9) show that G* and G3
have the required form.

The form of G follows from similar arguments involving R,, and R,,. More
precisely, for i = 1,...,4, we find

G?oR,, = (G*0Ry,,)i = (Ry, o GY); =G} (10.10)
Moreover, we have

G3oR,, = (G*oRyy)1 = (Ray 0 Gy = G5 (10.11)
This proves that G is Q-equivariant if and only if it is of the form (10.4). O

Remark 5. Note that each of the maps G, G? and G2 in equation may
be seen as the admissible map for some network with two types of nodes. For
example, G' is an admissible map for the network N; shown in Figure
Proposition herefore shows that a map G : R® — R® is an admissible map
for the network Ny, if and only if we have G = G for some Q-equivariant map
G = {Gl, G?, G3} for the quiver Q in Figure @

N, @

Figure 10: The network N; obtained by adding several arrow types to INj. Self loops
corresponding to internal dynamics are not drawn.

Comparing the networks Nl and N1, we see that ﬁl can be obtained from N
by adding arrow types. More precisely, these additional arrows are formed by
concatenating two or more existing arrow types (i.e., the red and blue arrows of
network N7). It can be shown that adding concatenations of arrow types in this
fashion has no effect on the presence of sub- and quotient networks, cf. Example
As the network structure of G is a consequence of quiver symmetry, we see
that all information about sub- and quotient networks in FN' is “encoded” in
the quiver of Figure 9] To obtain such a useful quiver representation, one uses
the theory of fundamental networks. We will not explain this in further detail
here, but see for instance Section 11 of [16].
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In what follows, we shall determine the properties of generic one-parameter
steady state bifurcations for the ODE ‘é—f = FN(x;\) by means of Lyapunov-
Schmidt reduction, while exploiting the quiver symmetry that is present in the
problem. To this end, we let FN = FN1 FN2 and FNs depend on a parameter
A, taking values in some open neighbourhood A of 0 € R. To keep the network
structures intact for all values of A, we simply replace f(z,y) and g(y,z) in
FNu FN2 and FNs by f(z,y;\) and g(y, z; \). For instance, we get

T

Yo f(l‘hyg,A)

N T3 9(y2, w33 \)
F 1 y = f(;vg,y4;)\) . (1012)

xi 9(ya, w33 \)

\ f(xs,ya; M)

We will assume that FN1(0;0) = 0, from which it follows that also FN2(0;0) =
FN3(0;0) = 0. If we now define

a = @yN) ¢ = 9@yN)
B () R (O (10.13)
p.— d9(y.w:)) do— ag(w;»’ '
% 00 9z (0,0’

then the Jacobian matrices of the network maps (in the direction of the variables
x; and y;, but not A) are given by

a ¢c 0 0 O
0 b d OO0
DFN1(0;0)=10 0 a ¢ O], (10.14)
0 0 db O
0 0 0 ¢ a
a c
. 55 d o )
DFN2(0;0) = and DFN2(0;0)= |0 a ¢
0 0 a ¢ 0 d b
0 0 d b

It is not hard to see that DF™N1(0;0) is non-invertible precisely when either
a=0,b=0,or

a ¢
det (d b)abch. (10.15)

Note that generically only one of these three conditions (a = 0, b = 0 or ab—cd =
0) is satisfied. We shall study these cases separately.

Case 1: We start with the case a = 0, where we assume in addition that b # 0
and ab — cd # 0. It follows that the kernels (which in this case are also the
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generalised kernels) of Dx FN¢(0;0), i = 1,2,3, are given by
ker(Dx FN'(0;0)) = {(21,0,0,0,25) | 1,25 € R} C R,
ker(Dx FN2(0;0)) = {(21,0,0,0) | 2; € R} C R*, (10.16)
ker(Dx FN2(0;0)) = {0} c R3.
We will identify these spaces with R?, R and {0} respectively, using the variables
x1 and z5. Recall now that these kernels together form a subrepresentation (it

turns out in fact that this subrepresentation is indecomposable). Under our
identifications, the quiver symmetries restrict to this subrepresentation as

R, (x1,25) = 21, Ray (T1,%5) = 5, Re, (0) =0 and Ry, (1) =0.  (10.17)

One verifies that a general equivariant map on this subrepresentation must be
of the form H = {Hl,HQ,O}, with
H'(z1,25) = (h(z1), h(z5)) and H?(21) = h(z1),

where h : R — R is any smooth function satisfying h(0) = 0. It thus follows from
Theorem that, after performing equivariant Lyapunov-Smith reduction, the
bifurcation equation that needs to be solved for FN! is of the form

Hl(ﬂ?hxs;)\) = (h(x1;A), h(zs550)) = (070)7

where h(0; \) = 0 for all A close to zero. Interestingly, quiver-equivariance there-
fore implies that the two-dimensional bifurcation equation decouples into two
one-dimensional equations. For each of the two components of H', we generi-
cally find a transcritical bifurcation with one branch satisfying x;(A\) = 0, and
the other satisfying x;(A) ~ A (with i = 1 or ¢ = 5). We thus get a remarkable
double transcritical bifurcation in which a total of four bifurcation branches
coalesce. Their asymptotics are given by

(1(A); 25(X)) ~ (0,0), (0, 1), (A, 0) and (A, A) .

From the description of ker(Dx FN*(0;0)) in equation (10.16]) we see that these
branches lie in the synchrony spaces {x; = x3 = x5,92 = ya}, {1 = 23,92 =
ya}, {x3 = x5,y2 = ya} and {1 = x5, y2 = Y4}, in order of listing.

Case 2: Next, we investigate what happens in case b = 0, while a, ab — cd # 0.
It follows that the (generalised) kernels of Dx FNi(0;0), i = 1,2, 3, are given by
ker(Dx FN'(0;0)) = {(—ca™'2,2,0,0,0) | z € R} C R®,
ker(Dx FN2(0;0)) = {(—ca'2,2,0,0) | z € R} C R?, (10.18)
ker(Dx FN3(0;0)) = {(2,0,0) | € R} C R?.

If we now use the variable x to identify each of these spaces with R, then the
quiver symmetries become

Ry, (x) =x,Rg,(x) =0,Rs,(x) =0 and Ry, (z) = z. (10.19)
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Again, this defines an indecomposable subrepresentation, non-isomorphic to the
one we found for Case 1. It follows from that an equivariant map now
must be of the form H = {h, h,h}, with h : R — R and h(0) = 0. For FN1 we
therefore get a single transcritical bifurcation with branches z(\) = 0 and
x(A) ~ A. Comparing to the expression for ker(Dx FN1(0;0)), we see that the
former branch lies in the synchrony space {x; = x5 = x5, y2 = y4}, whereas the
latter lies in {x3 = x5}.

Case 3: Finally, we assume ab — c¢d = 0 while a,b # 0. In addition, we make
the generic assumption that a + b # 0. As a + b is the trace of the matrix in
equation , this means Dx FN1(0;0) has a simple eigenvalue 0. We find
that there exists a unique non-zero vector (s,t) € R? such that

ker(Dx FN1(0;0)) = {x - (s,t,5,t,5) | € R} C R,
ker(Dx FN2(0;0)) = {2 - (s,t,5,t) |z € R} CR*, (10.20)
ker(Dx FN2(0;0)) = {x - (t,s,t) | € R} C R3.

If we use x to identify these spaces with R, then each map R,, restricts to the
identity. This means that we found yet another non-isomorphic indecomposable
subrepresentation. It also means that equivariance poses no restrictions on the
reduced maps, and we find a saddle-node bifurcation within the maximally
synchronous space {1 = x5 = 5,92 = Y4 }-

Note that triples of admissible maps F = {FlN ,FN.F Na} for the networks
Ny, N, and N3 constitute only a subset of the collection of all Q-equivariant
maps G = {Gl, G?, GS}; see Proposition As a result, we cannot rule out
restrictions on the Taylor coefficients of the Lyapunov-Schmidt reduction H of F',
in addition to the ones that we found in the above “generic” bifurcation analysis.
Such additional restrictions could make for different generic bifurcation scenarios
from the ones we described, so that a more in depth analysis is necessary to
obtain the generic bifurcations for the admissible maps F'.

We were indeed able to verify that the bifurcations that we described above
for generic reduced quiver equivariant vector fields, are also generic for admissi-
ble vector fields F. We actually found that all one-parameter bifurcation scenar-
ios that are generic for quiver equivariant vector fields G = {G*!, G?,G?}, are
also generic for admissible vector fields F = {FN, FN FNs}. As these results
are to be expected, we will not prove them here.

Remark 6. We end this paper with a remark on representation theory. Recall
that, for each of the three cases of the above example (namely, a = 0, b = 0
and ab — ed = 0), we claimed that the kernels of the Jacobian matrices form
(non-isomorphic) indecomposable subrepresentations. In fact, this holds because
every endomorphism of the subrepresentation is a scalar multiple of the identity
endomorphism (the identity endomorphism consists of an identity map at each
node of the quiver). This fact can for instance be seen from our description of
the equivariant maps for each of the three cases.
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The reader familiar with classical representation theory (i.e. pertaining to
compact groups) might recognise in this the definition of an absolutely irreducible
subrepresentation. Indeed, a representation of a compact group is called abso-
lutely irreducible precisely when all of its endomorphisms are given by scalar
multiples of the identity, see [I1]. An important result from classical equivari-
ant theory is that a one-parameter steady state bifurcation can generically only
occur along a kernel that is an absolutely irreducible representation of the sym-
metry. This result is especially powerful when combined with an algebraic result
known as the Krull-Schmidt theorem. The latter theorem states that any (finite
dimensional) representation of a group can uniquely be written as the direct
sum of a number of irreducible representations. Without going into technical
details, these two results together imply that, up to isomorphism, there are only
finitely many subrepresentations that one has to consider in a full investigation
of possible bifurcation scenarios.

A version of the Krull-Schmidt theorem exists for quiver symmetries as well,
see [I3]. We aim to show in a follow-up article that a one-parameter steady
state bifurcation in a quiver equivariant ODE occurs generically along an ab-
solutely indecomposable subrepresentation. This latter notion means that all
endomorphisms of the subrepresentation are scalar multiples of the identity, up
to nilpotent maps (in our example, the zero map happens to be the only nilpo-
tent map, but this is not true for general quivers.) We will also show more
general results pertaining to generic center subspaces, as well as multiple bifur-
cation parameters. Analogous results have already been shown for systems with
a monoid symmetry [23] and [I5]. A monoid is a generalisation of a group (see
Example but only a special case of a quiver.
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