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Abstract

We investigate time scale separation in the vector borne disease model
SIRUV, as previously described in the literature [1], and recently reana-
lyzed with the singular perturbation technique [2]. We focus on the anal-
ysis with a single small parameter, the birth and death rate p, whereas
all other model parameters are much larger and describe fast transitions.
The scaling of the endemic stationary state, the Jacobian matrix around
it and its eigenvalues with this small parameter p is calculated and the
center manifold analysis performed with the method described in [3] which
goes back to earlier work [4, 5], namely a transformation of the Jacobian
matrix to block structure in zeroth order in the parameter p is used and
then a family of center manifolds with p larger than zero is obtained.

1 Introduction

Here we investigate the time scale separation of the fast infected mosquito
dynamics V from the slow human infection I in the SIRUV model in respect
to its only small parameter p, describing the slow transition of building up
susceptibles S from the recovered R, either by waning immunity or here via
death of any human and birth of susceptibles.

The SIRUV model has been described in detail in [1] and recently investi-
gated further e.g. in [2]. However, the full SIRUV model does not have the stan-
dard form for time scale separation, where the standard form is a separation into
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slow variable dynamics dz/dt = e f(z,y,e) and fast dynamics dy/dt = g(x,y, )
with a small scaling parameter ¢, eventually originating from scaling of several
biological model parameters. In [1] from the SIRUV a simplified model, the
SISUV model, was constructed by using nearly all parameters as in the SIRUV
model, but without a recovered class R, and therefore an extended period of
infection, hence slow recovery, i.e. small 7, and consequently also small infectiv-
ity 3. Hence the small parameter ¢ originates from vy =¢-5 and 3 = ¢ - 8 with
B etc. in the range of the fast mosquito parameters. This simplified SISUV
model has the standard form for time scale separation, and hence is a good test
bed for standard techniques in comparison, such as center manifold analysis in
comparison with classical time scale separation arguments like scaling of the
time parameter with € to obtain quasistationary expressions V = V(I), all this
in zeroth order implicitly [1] or more recently a rigorous analysis with singular
perturbation techniques beyond the zeroth order approximation [2].

But in the full SIRUV model we only have one biologically small parameter
u inside the slow dynamics function f = f(z,y, ) and hence slow dynamics
dx/dt = f(z,y,p) and fast dynamics dy/dt = g(z,y). For such harder prob-
lems of time scale separation in the literature other techniques like Implicit
Low Dimensional Manifolds (ILDM) or zero-derivative principle for slow—fast
dynamical systems have been suggested and compared with each other [6]. The
ILDM e.g. relies on the Jacobian matrix around any point in state space and
the condition for slow manifold is given by the expression of the dynamics in
eigenvector basis.

In standard time scale separation systems the comparison of ILDM and
singular perturbation have shown that they agree only in lower order approxi-
mation up to second order (O(g?)), but then deviate [7]. And such methodes
like ILDM or zero-derivative principle are in danger of picking up spurious man-
ifolds not agreeing with the Fenichel manifold of singular perturbation, in cases
when they can be compared [6].

Here the center maifold analysis for the STIRUV model is presented as closer
to the singular perturbation theory (and actually in a careful analysis of the
scaling with small parameter the center manifold and singular perturbation
agree in standard time scale separation systems, see the SISUV model again as
example). Actually, a singular perturbation analysis can be performed in the
SIRUV model by introducing next to the naturally small parameter y a second
parameter ¢ in the way of dx/dt = e f(x,y, 1u) and dy/dt = g(x,y) where € is not
directly originating from the model parameters, but based on dimensionality
arguments originating from the eigenvalue structure of the Jacobian matrix
around the endemic fixed point [2]. Then e has to be considered as small in
respect to the mortality of the mosquitoes v, compared to the mortality of
the humans p, but is not given directly from the model parameters and the
dimensionality question has to be dealt with via extra arguments. However,
the singular perturabtion gives fast calculations of high orders of the Fenichel
manifold, and is therefore attractive for quick analytical treatment.

Here, in the center manifold analysis a second small parameter is not needed,
and a series expansion can be obtained for the naturally small parameter p
and for the slow state space variables x giving the fast variable as manifold
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y=nh(z,p) => 011> orq huwr, where z can be higher dimensional. The
number of slow versus fast variables in all these methods is determined by a
spectral gap, i.e. eigenvalues with small real part for the slow variables and such
with much larger real part for the fast contraction directions in state space, see
e.g. [6].

Another scaling has been suggested, based on the stationary states S*, I'*
and V* ie. I = ul and V = pV with I, V ~ S* (Trento scaling), instead
of the scaling from the spectral gap in the eigenvalues of the Jacobian matrix
around the endemic stationary state. This scaling of state variables, however,
describes a slow-fast dynamics of slow susceptibles .S and fast infected humans 1
and infected mosquitoes V in the transient behaviour, before the system finally
enters into the slow two-dimensional subspace of V' = V(S,I) with S and I
slow and only V fast, as observed from the scaling of the eigenvalues around
the endemic stationary state.

2 The SIRUV model revisited

The SIRUV model (see [1] for a detailed description) reads as follows

%5 _ u(N—S)—%SV

%I = %SV—('HM)I

%R = v —puR (1)
%U = w—VU—%UI

%V = %UI— vV

with human population size N = S(t)+1(t)+ R(t) and mosquito population size
M =U(t)+ V(t) assumed constant, hence for now ¢ := v - M. In cosiderations
of seasonality of mosquito abundance 1 could become seasonally forced [11].

For the human population we have birth and death rate of y = ﬁ, recovery
rate for e.g. dengue fever of around v = X5 = @yfl, and infection rate

6 = 2-~. And for the mosquitoes life expectancy of adult mosquitoes, since
only female mosquitoes bite humans for their egg production, we have v =

ﬁ = %y_l, birth rate for a stable population v = v - M and infection rate
9=2-v[l].

We observe that we have only one slow parameter, the human life span or
supply of new susceptibles, u = ﬁ = 0.01538 y~!. All other parameters are
fast, since we have v = % = &f’y_l =5214y L B =27 =10429 y I,
v = ﬁ = %y_l =365y and ¥ = 2-v = 73.0 y'. For any numerical
analysis we might use as population sizes N = 10% and M = 10 - N, hence the
ratio of mosquitos to humans is k = 10.

Due to the conservation of population sizes we can reduce the SIRUV model
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to e.g. an SIV model given by

d p

— — N — _ =

@t = PN =S8 =S

d p

4 = Py I 2
d Y

as considered recently [2]. Previously, we investigated an SRV version of the
SIRUV model, since S and R both are in stationarity macroscopic variables,
whereas V is of order u, hence small and decreasing rapidly with decreasing u
[1]. But the biology, of course, does not change with the variables chosen for
the analysis.

2.1 The endemic stationary state of the SIRUV model
The endemic stationary state of the SIRUV model is given by

9+
x__ v M (3)
N+21*
for the infected mosquitoes V', and
R BN (4)
Y+ p '8 ) B+np
for the infected humans I, and
* Vo v+ p H
S*=N--—=-I"= +—1] N 5
p ( vg B+u> ©)

for the susceptible humans. The other variables R and U follow from the
conservations, hence R* = N —S* —["and U* =M — V*.

Of special interest for the following is the fact that I* and with it also V*
scale with the small parameter p, hence are of order O(u), whereas S* is of
order O(1), see Egs. (88), (89) and (90) below.

2.2 Stability analysis around the endemic stationary state of
the SIRUV model
With the notation

dg _ M(N—S)—%SV:: F(S.I,V)

at
Ly~ By () = g(S, 1, V) (6)
dt - M 7 /’L - g P

d 9

SV = LM V)V = WS, 1Y)
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we calculate the Jacobian matrix of the SIRUV model around the endemic
stationary state

Of(S,LV)  Of(S,.LV)  0f(S,1,V)

s oI v
- a8 oI v
OR(S.IV)  On(S,LV)  Bh(S,I,V)
s oI oV (S*,1%,V*)
—%-V*—M 0 —%'5* ai; aiz a13
= % N Ve —(v+w) % - S* =!| a21 a2 a2
0 Yo(M-V* -2 —v asz azy as3

and calculate the eigenvalues of A. The characteristic polynomial to calculate
the eigenvalues is given by

0= (A—a11)(A—ax)(A—az3) — (A +p) as as (8)
due to the structure of the Jacobian matrix A with e.g. a;3 = —ao3 and
a1 = —ao1 — . Multiplying out we obtain the form

0=\ 4 a2 + a1\ + ag (9)
with
az = —(ai1 + ax + ass) (10)
vt P By
= V — —_— .
a1 = a1 a +azz (a11 + az) — azs az (11)

= (v+u) <]\B4'V*+“)+<V+;ffl*) <7+]@-V*+2u)

S* V*
_9p2 (1~
% (1)
ap = —ajj a2 33 — (a23 A32 (12)

= (v+uw (1/—1—;\9[[*) <J@-V*+u>

Now we can solve the characteristic polynomial of third order in A with Car-
dano’s method, see Appendix A for the detailed analysis.

We expect a structure of the eigenvalues as follows: We have two complex
eigenvalues \;/p = a £ -b for the rotating part of the trajectory into the fixed
point and one real eigenvalue A3 = ¢, with a, b and ¢ real numbers [1].

From Cardano’s method we obtain the eigenvalues numerically, see Ap-
pendix A, as

A2 =a£1i-b=—-0.029909 £ 7 - 0.994780 (13)

and
A3 = ¢ = —88.67601 (14)
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in good numerical agreement with [1], where the SRV submodel was used, and
not as here the SIV submodel.
And the scaling analysis gives the largely negative real eigenvalue as

9 9—vL 98—
A3:C=—(’Y+V)—<1+—V— A/

v B A+v ('7+V)2>'M+O(M3/2) o)

with an order O(1) leading part and the pair of complex conjugate eigenvalues
A1/2 = a+ib with real part a of order O(p) and complex part b of order O(u'/?)
explicitly as

1 (9p 79—’/% 96 — vy 3
== [£ - A+ O3 16
a=—; <w+ - T ) o) (16)
and
B —vy 3/2
— . 1
b | B Vi O (17)

with the detailed calculations given in Appendix A.

2.3 Qualitative behaviour of the SIRUV model near the en-
demic stationary state

Since we analyse the long term dynamics into the endemic fixed point, we show
here trajectories with initial conditions close to the fixed point. In Fig. 1 a) we
observe in the time series of infected humans I oscillations into the fixed point
given by the straight line. The state space plot of infected humans I versus
susceptible humans S in Fig. 1 b) shows after a brief transient parallel to the
y-axis, hence fast decreasing numbers of infected the spiraling into the fixed
point with little non-linear deformation left.
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Figure 1: a) Time series of infected and b) state space plot of infected versus
susceptibles in the SIRUV model with initial conditions close to the endemic
fixed point. After an initial transient of decreasing infected I, oscillations sym-
metrically around the fixed point are observed.

For the infected mosquitoes V' the time series in Fig. 2 a) shows a similar
dynamics of oscillations into the fixed point as the human infected I in Fig. 1
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a). In addition the state space plot in Fig. 2 b) reveals, after a brief transient,
a close to linear functional relation between V and I, namely
9 M
Vi)~ —-—-1 18

(=> % (1)
and with the parameter values used here for the SIRUV model, we obtain in
good approximation V' (I) ~ 2-10- I(t). There is only a minor tilting visible to
just observe a spiraling in the complete three dimensional state space of S, I
and V from this two dimensional projection of I and V only.
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Figure 2: a) Time series of infected mosquitoes and b) state space plot of infected
humans versus infected mosquitoes in the SIRUV model with initial conditions
close to the endemic fixed point. The infected mosquitoes follow after a short
transient period the infected humans with V(I) ~ g . % I =2-10-1(t).

For more information in larger regions of the state space see graphs in [2],
as well as here in SIV state space formulation, and similarly for the SRV state
space formulation of the SIRUV model in [1].
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3 Center manifold analysis of the SIRUV model

3.1 General ansatz of the center manifold analysis of the SIRUV

For the further analysis of the center manifold we first transform the dynamical
system so that the endemic fixed point is in the center of the coordinate system.
The original SIRUV system is given by

dg = uN-8) - %SV — (S, LV

dt

d B _

2l = SV - (I = f2(S.1V) (19)
d 9

SV o= (M =)=V = [5(S.1.V)

and with centered coordinates

% S(t) — S*
= 2 | = 10)-I (20)
z3 V(t) -V

and hence for the original state variables

S 21+ 5*
I = 29+ I (21)
Vv z3+ V*
we obtain
d d S f1(S, I,V)
ag = % I = fQ(S, _[7 V)
|4 f3(Sa Ia V)
(N — (214 5%)) — L (21 + 8%) (23 + V)
= B (21 4+ 8%) (23 + V*) — (7 + p) (22 + I*) (22)
V(M — (23 + V) (20 + I*) — v(z3 + V*)
iz
= Aé"’ %2’123 = Aé‘FQ(Z)
g
—N2322

with A the Jacobian matrix of the SIRUV model around the endemic stationary
state and ¢(z) the nonlinear part of the dynamics. Hence we have in centered
coordinates the system given by

d

prei Az +q(2)

with the non-linear parts calculated as

(0 )= (3 ) s =
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and 9
g3(z) = 3% (24)

Then with the knowledge of the eigenvalues and its scaling we could calculate
the, in this case, complex eigenvectors u; and with the transformation matrix

T = (uq,ug, u3) (25)

and the transformation z = Tz we obtain the diagonalized system with eigen-
value matrix A in the form
d
—x
dt=?
The components of the in this case 3-dimensional vector x3 are in time scale
analysis typically grouped as

= T_lAT§3 + T_lg(ng) = Azs + T_lg(TQ)))

I
Y

since the first two eigenvalues in A, Ay, = a=+ib, are small, corresponding to the
state variables z := (x1,22)" in the transformed diagonalized system as slow
variables, and the third eigenvalue is largely negative, A3 = ¢, corresponding to
the state variables y in the transformed diagonalized system as fast variable.
Hence we then have the system separated into fast and slow variables given

as
d = A
&Q — 2£+inl(§’y)
(27)
d
i A3y + gni(z,y)

because of the spectral gap between the small A 5 = a4 b and the largely neg-
ative A3 = ¢. The nonlinear parts f (z,y) and g,(z,y) have to be determined
from T—1q(Tx3).

Here in place of Ay with index for a 2 dimensional matrix, we could simply
set the matrix of the two eigenvalues

. )\1 0 o (1—|—ib 0
A2_<0 )\2>_< 0 a—z’b) (28)

or, instead of using complex eigenvectors, we can set a real matrix, which has
the same eigenvalues as As, e.g. as

= (5 0) 29

Then the full 3 dimensional matrix Az in block structure is given by

0
A3 = Ay (30)
0 0 A
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Then the center manifold is given by the fast variable y as a function of the
slow variables z := (21, x2)""

y = h(z) = h(z1,72) (31)
where h is now in the SIRUV model a vector valued function and the functional
equation NV (h(z)) = 0 becomes

_ dh(z)

z)) = =g - (Aez + £ (2. h(@) — Cahl2) + gz, h(2)))  (32)

i) _(on on
de <8.%'1 ’ 83@2) (33)

Solutions of h(x) can often be found by series expansion of h in its variables x;

and x9, and since the constant and the linear part are already dealt with by the
previous transformation one can start with quadratic terms, hence the ansatz

h(z) = haoa? + h11z1ws + hoaws + O(||z|°) (34)

to be inserted into the equation N (h(z)) = 0.

No reference has been made yet to the scaling with the small parameter pu.
But by continuing to keep track of the scaling we would obtain the coefficients
hij as power series of i, hence

hij = hoj + phigj + p*ho + O(u°) (35)

3.2 Block structure transformation with real transformation
matrix

The analysis can be made easier by loosening the condition of exact diago-
nalizing of the Jacobian matrix to transformation into block structure, as e.g.
excercised by [3, 4] in an SEIR epidemiological model for measles, going back
to a first analysis in [5].

Observing the Jacobian matrix of the SIRUV around the endemic fixed

point
5 * B *
A = oo —(y+n) i S (36)
0 L. M-V LI —v
gives for p — 0 the matrix
0 0 —§var
Ay = 0 —v  %va7 (37)
0 19% —v

by remembering that I* and V* are of order y and S* = ﬁiﬁ]\f + O(p).

It will be useful later to dissect the matrix A = Ay + AVT into the zero order
part Ag of the Jacobian matrix A and the rest A, containing all higher orders
of p which can be easily done.

10
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The eigenvalues of the matrix Ag are Ay = 0, A2 = 0 and \3 = —(y + v),
which corresponds to the zeroth order of the eigenvalues as we calculated in
scaling before. Further, the eigenvectors of the lower right 2-dimensional square

matrix are
v N
w=( ) (38)
and
_IN
w=( 73 (39)
Hence a real transformation matrix 7' can be constructed via
1 0 0 1 0 O
~ v N N .
T =10 G —dar |=|0 ¢ ¥
0 1 1 01 1

which has as inverse

_ 1 <P—¢ 0 0
T = " 0 1 —
v 0 -1 o

Then we have the transformation to block structure given by

o 0 —§yar 9
T 'AT = 0 0 0 (40)
0 0 —(v+v)
0 ¢ 3 £
= 00 0 [ % 0
00 —(v+v) 0 0 B
with
_ (0 ¢
W (0F) -
= —(v+v) (42)
_ (¢
(5 (13)
Now from
iz = Az+q(z,p)
atc T CETLEH
we have in zeroth order in p
i,z = Aoz+q(z,p=0)
dt= — 0£ gfal‘b_

and with 25 = T‘lg we obtain the block structure

As

£ o
0 )23+ T 'q(Tzs, 1 =0)
00 B

d . . . 3
Pl T*IAOT@, + Tﬁlg(ng,,/,L =0)=

11
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Hence in zeroth order in p we have

i(n) = (06)(2)+(5)rtuewn=o

(44)
d
Y =~ y+gulzyn=0)
and with the blocks Ay, B and C'
d
@g = A2£+Cy+inl(§7ywu': 0)
(45)
d

5, - B n IR -
7Y Y+ gn(z,y, p=0)

which has a structure for the center manifold analysis, see [9].

3.3 Families of center manifolds

Now for higher orders in p we have to construct families of center manifolds
[10] of the form

d
7L = Py
(46)
d
Y = Qy.p
such that
Plz,y,p=0) = Ayz+Cy+f (z,y,0=0)
(47)
Qz,y,n=0) = By+gu(z,y,p=0)
We first have to calculate the explicit form of the general P and @, e.g. from
Eq. (22)
d fl (ga /L)
52 = Azta@) = | flzp)
t
f3 (§7 :u)
giving with z = T'z5 and z3 = ( ; ) = | =z | the expressions for P and Q)

4 %%gg% :(g(:c,y,u>>:d<x)
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This gives us the families of center manifolds with parameter u

y =w(z, p) (48)
to be determined from
ML) pla,wla. p).n) ~ Qe wle.n).m) = 0 (19)
via series expansion
w(z, p) = wo(z) + p - wi(z) + p? - wo(z) + O(1®) (50)

Especially we have for the center manifold in zeroth order y = h(z) from the
equation system, Eq. (45),

wz,p = 0) = h(z) (51)
see [10].
3.4 Results for the SIRUV model

For the SIRUV model we have explicitly for
d

2 = Azt (52)
—%2’12’3
= (A0+Ar)§+ %leg
*%2322

in which the Jacobian matrix A is decomposed into its zeroth order component
Ap and the remaining u-dependent rest A, = A,(u). Also it should be noted
that the non-linear part ¢(z) is not dependent on p. Explicitly, we have for
A= Ay+ A, the result

0 0 —zyd - Vien 0 a5+ g5
A= 0« 595 |+ &V —n 5+ g
0 9§ —v 0 vy I
N N - N

With the transformation matrix 7" we then obtain

d [ ™ d . o . ~ R Py
— | 22 | = ay = (T AT + T A D)2y + T 'q(Tzy) = | P2 | (53)
dt dt <
Yy Q
with the zeroth order terms
. ) 0 ¢ 3 §(x2 +y)
T 'ATzy = | 0 0 0 g = 0
00 =(v+v) —(v+v)y
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and
R - _%xl fl,nl
T q(Tzs) = T~ %1'1 (r2ty)=| fou | (v2+Yy)
2 (2 + ¥y) gni

and the linear term of order p

(—% V= — u( +5fu) (z2+y)

ol Vi (V) (mﬁwy)

T4 Tz, = +(p(h mﬁu) U T (w2 + y)]

2l Vi (- ok - V*)(soszrwy)

+( ( +,B+M)J\A/; SON )

r11 1+ 7112 T2+ 113 Y

= p | razi+treazetray | +0W) = pRas+ OW?) (54)
731 L1 + 732 T2+ 7133 Y

(2 +y)]

3.4.1 Results for the SIRUV model in lowest order O(u°)

We have in zeroth order in p

d T E(xa+y) ~ —%xl
p T9 = 0 +77! %:m “(z2+y) (55)
y —(v+v)y — 2 (pza + 1Y)

hence for y = h(z1,z2) we have the equation

(aa;fl’ gg) [5< (1) ) +f(ﬂfvh)} (x2 +h)+ | (v +v)h — gz, h)(z2 +h)| =0

and with the ansatz in the leading quadratic terms
h(z1,22) = haoat + huiz122 + hooas + O(||z]]?) (56)

and after inserting and comparing the terms in 2, x122 and z3 we obtain

h(x1,22) = hay - 2122 + hoz - 25 4+ O(||z?) (57)
2
with hog =0, ho2 = — (»yi,,) ﬁ - (7@5)3 ﬁ and hyy = _(7i€)2 %

3.4.2 Results for the SIRUV model in next to leading order O(u)

In higher order in p we have

1 E(z2+y) 3 —%ﬂfl P
v | = 0 +T B (w2 +y) +pRay +O?) = | P
y —(y+v)y — 2 (px2 + Yy) Q
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and hence for the family of center manifolds y = w(z, u) we have

d
dw@ ), 6_y
dx
Further for w we have the ansatz

(58)
y = wlz,p) =wo+pw + 04

(59)
(o2 @3+ by aaws + O(2]%)) + s (@) + O?)

with wo(z) = h(z), and h as calculated before in zeroth order.
Now in approximation up to first order in p with

w(z, p) wo + pwy = h(z) + pwi(z) (60)
P = Py+puP (61)
Q = Qo+ p (62)
we have
L LI (b4 py) — Qo+ Qi) = 0 (63)
or
(;”;Po - QO) +M;U;P1 + NCZU;PO —puQ1 =0
NS

(64)
=:D
where we already know from the zeroth order calculations above that the leading
term is (%Eo(h) - Qo(h)> = 0 and that
dh(z) ( oh  Oh

e 2 9 3
dz dr, 8:62) (h11$2 , 2hgoxo + hnxl) + (’)(HQH ) (65)
and finally

Py = <€< [1)>+f(:c,h)

) (23 + hosa + huares) + O(z]*)

(66)
Further we have with A = Ag + A, = Ag + pA; + p?As + O(u?)
P
( gl ) = T 'A4Taz=| P
' @
23 v y M
~ 19,8 ~
= T'| z -1 -1 <g+1—,§5 I
92 M 0
 £(-2)¢ 1o
B —ai1 0 —oag3\ _
= T apn—1 -1 o3 |Tz;=Ray (67)
0 —aQ3p  —Q33


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.04.06.21254992
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.04.06.21254992; this version posted April 9, 2021. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

With this we have fully determined the terms in O(u) in

dh dw;
—P,+—P,— D=0 68
dg*1+ dz 0 Q1+ (68)
or in full as determining equation for w;(z) from
dh dw;
TP, h@)+pw () +—=Po(z, h(z)+pw (2)) - Q1 (2, Ma)+pwi (z))+D = 0
R R (69)
we simply have
dh dwy
ol (@ h(z)) + —=Po(z, h(z)) — Qu(z, h(z)) + D =0 (70)

as next to leading order, since from Eq. (64) we see that Eq. (69) is already in
first order in u.

3.4.3 Backtransformation to original coordinates and parameters in
leading order

We have the center manifold in zeroth order as y = h(x) = hoar3 + h117122.
Closer to the original coordinates z3 = V(t) — V* we have with the transfor-
mation z = ng = (1, dT2 + ¥y, z2 + y)'', hence 23 = z9 +y = 79 + ho273 +
hiixixe = z3(x1, z2), hence z3 = V(t) — V* as a function of z9. And from z5 =
Tz = (21, (p%w(zq — 1z3), (p%w(—za + 23))"", hence o = ﬁ(zg —1hz3) we
can insert to obtain z3(z2), hence z3 = V' (t) — V* as a function of zo = I(t) — I*.

Again cutting short, in lowest order we have z3 = x5 = ﬁ(zg — 1z3) and
hence . 9 M
=—2zp=—— 71
23 S02’2 o N22 (71)
which gives
9 M
V(it)=——1I(t 72
(1) = >3 10) (72

as final result. Eq. (72) hence gives in lowest order in p the result V(1)
proportional to I, which results in effective SIR-type models for the human
infecteds only.

For the SISUV model in contrast, see Appendix B, we obtain with Eq. (147)
in lowest order, now of ¢, the Holling type II form for V'(I), hence

1)

0=y

(73)
since in the SISUV model I* and hence for long times I(t) is of order one and
not of order €. The simplification

vI(t) A UM

— ——1(t) (74)

v(t):7N+gI(t)- N

for biologically small parameter ;1 — 0 holds for the STRUV model, if obtained
by any method (e.g. as quasi-steady state assumption QSSA, see [2]), but not
for the SISUV model. The present center manifold analysis of the SIRUV model
gives in lowest order directly the simple linear relation.
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A Eigenvalues of the Jacobian matrix around the
endemic fixed point via Cardano’s method and
its scaling

A.1 Cardano’s method for finding the zeros of 3rd order poly-
nomials

For any polynomial

0 =23+ a2’ + a1z + ag (75)
we can solve the equation by first reducing it via a coordinate transformation
zi=x+ %ag (76)
to the form
0=2>4+pztgq (77)
with 1,
p=a1—3ap (78)
and >, 1
qg= 2—7a2 — gal as + ag (79)

and further express z as sum of two variables v and v, hence
z=1u-+v (80)
which gives the 3rd order polynomial in the form
0= (u®+v°+q)+Buv+p)(utwv) (81)

From this we get via setting the second bracket expression to zero the variable

v as

p
- P 2
v 30 (82)

and setting th first bracket expression to zero we obtain for the variable u> a
solvable quadratic equation

_ (,3)? 3 (P 3
0= (u’)"+qu (3> (83)
Hence we have
s5_ a9 [, 1
u’ = 2+ q +27p 1k (84)

and s : 4q + 27p
Then the cubic Eq. (84) has three solutions with a phase factor ¢ =

C&\l\-’!

namely

w=ks |, w=P-w , uz=9% w (85)
and their respective solutions v; = —(p/3u;), hence xj = uj + v] as/3 for
7 =1,2,3. We have as powers of the phase factor ¢ — 3T = + 1\fz and
wz—e 3T :_,_,\[Z andofcoursev,/}3—e 8T — ei2m — 1,
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A.2 Application of Cardano’s method to the characteristic poly-
nomial of the SIRUV Jacobian matrix

Implementing Cardano’s method for the parameters given in the SIRUV model
and its Jacobian matrix we find

as = 88.7359

a1 = 6.2950

ap = 87.8320

p = —2618.3905

¢ = 51658.0299

s = 2263806.0978 >0
Vs = 1504.5950

k= —24324.419973 hence a real number
w:=k'? = —28.9744 hence a real number
v:=—(p/3u) = —30.1231 hence a real number
r:=u+v—ay/3 = —88.67601 =c hence areal number
T = —(u/2) — (v/2) —az/3 = —0.029909 =a

z; = V3(u/2) — V3(v/2) —ag/3 = 0.994780 =10
and hence gives the numerical values of the eigenvalues as follows
AMp=ati-b=xz, £i-z; =-0.029909 £ -0.994780 (86)

and
A3 =c=x = —88.67601 (87)

in good numerical agreement with [1], where the SRV submodel was used, and
not as here the SIV submodel.

Now that we have the analytic form of the eigenvalues implicitly given via
Cardano’s method, we can investigate the scaling of all relevant quantities with
the small parameter p. This will be done in the next section.

A.3 Scaling with small parameter u

First we observe numerically the scaling of all relevant quantities with the pa-
rameter p by decreasing p by a factor of 10 and comparing with the previous
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results from the original value of u, hence

ay = 88.6522 = O(1)
ap = 06297 =0(pn)

8.7840 = O(u)
p = —2619.1057 =O(1)
¢ = 516002234 = O(1)
s = 226579.5178 = O(u)
Vs = 4760037 = O(/q)
—925324.1080 = O(1)

S
=)
|

k —
wi=k"3 = -29.365995 =O(1)
vi=—(p/3u) = —29.729462 = O(1)
x:=u+v—ay/3 = —88.646179 =c¢ =0(1)
= —(u/2) — (v/2) —az/3 = —0.002993 =a =0O(p

zi = V3(u/2) — V3(v/2) —ag/3 = 0314772 =b =0O(/&

with many parameters of the Cardano method like p, ¢, u and v of order O(1),
while the results a = —(u/2) — (v/2) — az/3 = O(u) and b = /3(u/2) —
V3(v/2) — az/3 = O(y/it) are of higher orders in p.

Hence any scaling analysis has to take at least orders of u into account,
since order-one parameters in subtractions cancel the lowest order, and leave
higher orders in p only.

A.4 Analytical results of the scaling analysis with small param-
eter p

A.4.1 Scaling of endemic stationary state

For the stationary state we have the following scaling up to first order in p

S* vy v+I-—vE

i I T s ow?) =0(1) (88)
and
IN = % (1 - %) +0(?) =0 (89)
and Ve 9T
*2 o
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A.4.2 Scaling of characteristic polynomial coefficients

The coefficients of the characteristic polynomial 0 = A3 + a2 + a1\ + ag are
in scaling up to first order in u given by

ay = —(ai11 + a2 + ass) (91)
= +u+ﬁl*+£ V42
98 0 ,,) )
= +v)+|(1+—+——=|put+0O
o+ (14242 - 2 s o)
ap = a1 a2 + asz (a1 + age) — azs asz (92)
B B . (/- B g,V
= (7+u)<M %4 +u>+(v+NI><’y+M 14 +2u> MN <1 M)
9 ’Y> 2
= +v)—+0—-v | u+0O
(40 L4007 ) 00
ap = —ai] a2 a33 — 1423 A32 (93)

= (v+mn) (u+;\9,1*> <A§~V*+u)
= (B —vy)u+ 0O

and are numerically tested.

A.4.3 Scaling of eigenvalues

For the scaling of the eigenvalues we need to take quantities like ¢, := a2 +c into
account, where ap = O(1) and ¢ = O(1) but remembering that as is positive
and c is negative we obtain ¢, = O(n). And for this we have to determine the
order of A3 = ¢ from the whole Cardano procedure.

Once ¢ is known, we can perform a polynomial divison of the characteristic
polynomial 0 = A3 + asA? + a1\ + ag obtaining

0=A—-¢c) (A + (a2 + )X+ claz +¢) + a1) (94)

such that we then easily obtain the higher order quantities of the complex
conjugated eigenvalues Ay =a +i-b as

Aj2 = —%(ag +c) £ \/i(ag +¢)2—(clag+c)+a)=axi-b (95)

With the numerical values of as = 88.735880 and from Cardano’s method
¢ =1z = —88.676061 we obtain numerically ¢, = az + ¢ = 0.059819, hence we
have via the polynomial division

1
a = —5cu = —0.029909 (96)

in complete agreement with the result from Cardano’s method. Further we can
approximate b to order O(u'/?) as

b= \/—ag cu + a1 + O(u) = O(u/?) = 0.993430 + O(u) (97)
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also in good agreement with the result from Cardano’s method of b = z; =
0.994780. And scaling can be checked again by decreasing i by a factor of 100,
hence O(u'/?) gives a factor of 10, with the result of b = x; = 0.099546 and its

approximation b = \/—az ¢, + a1 = 0.099544.
The result of the scaling analysis for ¢, through out Cardano’s method is

==~ 00 = 0() (98)
ay a9
or with —2% % = (ag - a1 — ag)/a3 we have
2
__ - 32
LG ((’Y tv)-a GO) + O (99)

with a; = a1 + O(p?) and ag = ao + O(p?), hence

N VB 7)
a=|(y+v)-—+3F—-v= 100
1= (G40 Zo-07) (100)
and
ap = (B —vy)p . (101)
Or completely in terms of the original model parameters we have the final
result of .
U 3/2
. (m/ ) ek ouet) (102

which gives the result of ¢, = 0.05981865 + O(u%/?) as compared to the exact
result ¢, = az + ¢ = 0.05986159.
Further we have the original 3rd eigenvalue given as

9 v—vi 98—
Aszcz—a2+cM=—(v+u)—<1+—”— 5 9h- vy

v B v+ (7+V)2>.M+O(M3/2)

(103)
and the other two parameters of the first two eigenvalues A/, = a & ib are

1
0= cut O (104)

trivially and further

b= /mar o —ar + 02 = | s 03 (105)

vy +v

and numerically b = 0.995465 + O(u%/?) as compared to the exact result from
Cardano’s method of b = 0.994780. And as check of the scaling when decreasing
1 again by a factor of 100, we obtain as approximation b = 0.09954648+O(3/?)
as compared to the exact b = 0.09954580.
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B Center manifold analysis for the SISUV model
with scaling analysis

The SISUV model is given by

d B

29 - gl - 2

dtS « MSV

d p

I = SV —al (106)
d g

d 0,
av = NUI —vV
with all parameters as also used in the SIRUV model, but @ = ﬁ and 8 = 2-q,
matching qualitatively the original STRUV model, just with slow parameters «
and S for the human dynamics. The two dimensional dynamical system then,
by taking the conservations for human population N = S+ and for mosquitoes
M = U + V into account, is given as

d. _ B
d )

The time scale separation is now given by the rescaling of the slow parameters
B8 =¢pf and a = e. The endemic stationary state is given by

. B-a¥
I* = BTO? (108)
and as before
9 r*
N+ 71

B.1 Linear part of the center manifold analysis for the SISUV
model

Then the Jacobian matrix around the endemic stationary state is given by

of(L,v) of(LVv)

A = o4(Lv)  0g(Lv) (110)

ov (I*,v*)
—el vV —ca L. (N —1I%) a1l a12
= M M —.
L M-V —EZIr—v < as  a >
or in scaling with e
A= ( gall &aig > (111)
az1 a2
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The eigenvalues are given by

1 1
Aijp = §(a22 +ean) + \/4(6122 +€a11)? — e(arrage — aiz2az1) (112)

hence in leading order O(e%) we have

1 1 0
_ 12 _
A2 = 5122 + 1%22 { a9 (113)
. . . 2 _ . .
since agg is negative and hence /a3, = —ag2. This result was used previously

in the center manifold analysis of the SISUV model [1]. Now in next to leading
order we have the following result, by using

d 1 b
f(e) == (a—i—a-b)% = f(0)+ d—‘i e+ 0(?) = Va+ s et O(e?) (114)
e=0
giving
A = e <a11 _ a2 a21> +O(2) (115)
a22
Ao = agg+ 6a12 421 + 0(62)
a22
hence
M o= e\ (116)
Ao = a9+ 85\2
with Aj := @11 — 7‘31;2‘;21 and g := 76122‘;21.
Then the eigenvectors can be given as
1 /A —ax > 1 < —agn +eX )
_ S 117
h kq ( a21 k1 a21 ( )

with eventually normalization constant ki = \/ a3, + (—axn + eA1)? and

1 A2—ao2 1 6&
—_ a —
2 ko < i > ) ( (?121 > (118)

with eventually normalization constant ko = /14 €2(\y/az1)? = 1 + O(£?),
see footnote!. And with this we obtain the transformation matrix 7 and its
inverse T~! via AT = TA with A the Jacobian matrix as given above, and the
matrix A the diagonal matrix of eigenvalues, with

1 1 Xo—a
L — 1 Ap—ap
T — (QMQQ) _ < uir U2 ) _ ( kl( 11 a22) %o 1¢121 ) (119)

U1 U22 HCLQI %2

! As an example of such calculations, here f(¢) := /1 + e2¢ which gives in Taylor’s expan-
sion f(e) = f(0) + 2(1+ e2¢)7Y? . 2e¢|emo - £ + O(1?), and hence f(e) =1+0-& + O(p?) =
L+ 0(p?).
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or in scaling with ¢

1 3 A2
T — ( kl( CEZ; A1) 56121 ) _|_(’)(52) (120)
k1

(where the terms proportional to 1/k; could be analyzed further in scaling, but
eventually disturbing the normalization and the geometric interpretation, this
could be checked later in the calculations). The inverse T~ is given by

1 1 Ao—a29o
T—l — 1 < U22 —U12 > — kl kQ {{:72 ko 1(121
U1l U2 — U1 U2] \ —U21 U1 A=A\ Tge2 k1(hi—a22)

(121)

and in scaling

A
kl —Ele;

1

7! = _
—age + (A1 — A2)

+0(£%) (122)

—as1 —a9o + 6)\1

B.2 Nonlinear part of the center manifold analysis for the SISUV
model

With the distance of the dynamical system from the endemic fixed point (I*, V*)

given by
G-

we have the linearized dynamics via the Jacobian matrix A given as

d

—z=Az+O(||z|]") (124)
dt

and with the eigenvalue/eigenvector analysis AT = T'A the diagonalization of
the dynamics

4 o= Aa+ O(|lalP) (125)

with the transformation
z=Tzx . (126)
Now we take the nonlinear part of the dynamics g explicitly into account via

d
iR Az +q(2) (127)

with

w@=(7 ) cw (128)

N

=2

and with the transformation z = T'z for z =: (z,y)"" we obtain

o) = (Y )eteutea) = (B ) v - o4 ) = o(72)
(129)

26


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.04.06.21254992
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.04.06.21254992; this version posted April 9, 2021. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

hence
q(Tz) = ( Z; )'(un Uu21 $2+(U11 Uga+u12 U1 )TY+U12 U2o y2) = < Z; >'(CJ3 2*+q4 TY+gs y2)
7 (130)
with constants q; := —e(5/M), g2 :== —(9/N) and g3, g4 and g5 given via
a2 A1 A2 )
z(x, = —x+e|(—r+—
(z,y) o <k1 .
(131)
az1
w(z,y) = =ty
ky

such that we have now the complete nonlinear dynamical system in transformed
variables for the diagonalized linear part as

%g =Az+T 'q(Tx) (132)

with the nonlinear part given by

T'g(T) = ! (2 ) (8 ) st uten) 03

U1 U22 — U2 U21 —U21 U111 q2

and abbreviating

170 = (1) st wle = (S0 ) s

c 9nl (-'E, y)

with constants
g1 u22 — g2 U12
Je = (135)
U1 U2 — U2 U2

and n
—q1 U21 T g2 U1
e = (136)
U1l U22 — U2 U2]

giving explicitly and in scaling

G (an)  pagn
2 2 a21 M N a2 2
c = == 5k = N + O 3 ].37
f )\1 — )\2 ! —a92 + E()\l - )\2) ( ) ( )
and
B a9 1 9 3 3
ge = M NE (A2 — az2) = (a2 = 8)\1)__ 8_% el + 0(62) (138)
Al — A2 —a + (A1 — A2)
Hence we have the dynamical system now as
o = Mo+ fulay)
dt.’[‘ = 1T nl\T,Y
(139)
L Aoy + gz, y)
dty = 2Y T gni\ X, Y
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and assuming the fast variable y as a function of the slow variable x, hence
y = h(x), we have by using the chain rule of differentiation

%y = )\2h($)+gnl($vh($))
) df;f) | % (140)
dh(x)

= ——- (Mz + fu(z, h(x)))

This gives the functional ' (h(x)) of the unknown function h(x) as a functional
equation N (h(z)) = 0 to be solved with

_ dh(x)
 dx

0 = N'(h(x)) (O + fualw, h(@))) = Och(@) + gula, h(z))  (141)
This could be done with a polynomial ansatz for h(z) := hox? + haa® + hyx* +
O(x%) around the center, hence small x [1], giving recursions for higher orders
of h, as functions of lower, similar to what is reported in [8].

But given the analysis of all terms in scaling with the small parameter ¢,
we find that as well A\; = O(¢) as fu(z, h(z)) = O(e) due to f. = O(e). Hence
in leading order O(1) we have from Eq. (141) only an algebraic equation left

0 = Xoh(z) + gn(z, h(x)) (142)

So we can in this case use the same technique as in singular perturbation,
namely we expand h in powers of the small scaling parameter € with

h(z,e) = ho(x) + hi(z) - € + O(e?) (143)

such that Eq. (141) can be solved successively in increasing orders of e, starting
with lowest order

0 = Xeho(z) + gni(x, ho(z)) (144)
which can be solved directly giving
A2 - y(w, z) — izw =0 (145)
N
or
o e (1)
agy — NZ

and with z = V(t) — V* and w = I(t) — I we obtain

9
() =

- (147)

analogously to the result from singular perturbation via the ansatz V(I,e) =
Vo(I) + Vi(I) - € + O(g?) directly applied to Eq. (107) and with the scaling
B =c¢f and a = ca.

And then as in singular perturbation the next order terms can be calculated
using the lowest order result to calculate the next order via Eq. (141). In this
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respect center manifold analysis gives the same result to all orders as singular
perturbation in the cases where d};(;) “(Mx+ fui(z, h(z))) is of higher order than
Xeh(z) + gni(z, h(z)), i.e. the standard time scale separation form dx/dt = e f
and dy/dt = g.

Just in cases not in standard time scale separation form, the Eq. (141)
can be solved via h expanding in small scaling parameter € and in slow state
variable x, and then goes beyond singular perturbation (as we see in the SIRUV
system in the main text). Else, singular perturbation gives already the answer
of the slow mainfold y = h(z,¢), and center manifold analysis only adds the
linear algebra part of eigenvalues and eigendirections.
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C Transition from slow-fast time scale separation to
final spiraling on center manifold

From the scaling of the state variables at the endemic fixed point, Eqgs. (88), (89)
and (90), we have I* = O(pu) and with it also V* = O(u), whereas S* = O(1).
We can apply this as scaling transformations for the state variables outside the
endemic equilibrium, hence
= M .
V() = p-V(t) (148)
with I(t) and V() in roughly the magnitude of S*. By inserting this transfor-
mation into the dynamic equations, Eq. (2), we obtain for the variables S(t),
I(t) and V() the dynamical system

d 3
Sl N—8)—- =

@’ T <( %) MSV>

d . B o _

-] = = - I 14
ST = SV —(y+p) (149)
d - 9 _ _

which has now in the small parameter p one slow variable, namely .S, and two
fast variables, V and I.
In this form with variables S, V and I we have exactly the standard singular
perturbation form given by
d _

28 = 4u- I
dtS po f(S, IV, p)

(150)
ilv) = asiva

with one slow and two fast variable. This, of course, cannot be the dynamic
regime close to the endemic fixed point, since there we have two slow variables
S and I and one fast variable V', but rather describes a time scale separable
regime in the transient phase, where we observe from a state of low numbers of
susceptibles a slow building-up phase of susceptibles S with very low numbers of
infected humans I and infected mosquitoes V', hence I'* = O(u) and V* = O(u),
and then in a state with many susceptibles a fast burst of infecteds, infected
humans I and infected mosquitoes V', until they burn out more susceptibles
than would be needed to keep a high infection level. This fast bursting phase
is then followed again by a slow rebuilding of susceptibles and again in low
numbers of infected, I and V.

The slow-fast build-up and burst dynamics can be observed in the SIRUV
model, as it can be in other SIR-type models (see [12] for such slow-fast dynam-
ics in some SIR-type models), when starting the dynamics with initial condi-
tions far away from the endemic fixed point, see Fig. 3. In a) we observe from
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Figure 3: Time series of infected and state space plot of infected versus sus-
ceptibles in the SIRUV model. Initial conditions far away from the endemic
fized point, Sy = 0.17- N, Iy = 0.0001 - N, and small number or no infected
mosquitoes. After long times with low infection rate and slow build up of suscep-
tibles we observe fast large outbreaks of infected, burning out large proportions
of susceptibles (slow-fast regime). Then we observe a gradual transition to os-
cillations into the endemic fixed point with the known dynamics in the vicinity
of the fixed point described (center manifold regime).

initially very low numbers of infected a sudden spike of number of infected (just
before t = 20), followed by another phase of very low numbers of infected, in
which the susceptibles are built up again, followed by another spiking. This is
the slow-fast dynamics phase. However, gradually the spikes decrease and the
troughs in the low infection phases increase, until the dynamics finally enters
into the oscillatory phase around the endemic fixed point, the regime which is
described by the time scale separation towards the center manifold. The relation
between bursting infected and susceptibles re-building becomes more obvious
in the state space plot in Fig. 3 b), where from about 160 000 susceptibles and
very low numbers of infected the susceptibles reach a level of about 340 000,
from which on the number of infected rapidly increases, before crashing again
at numbers of susceptibles around 180 000 etc. Finally, we can also observe the
spiraling into the endemic fixed point at around 250 000 susceptibles, similar to
what was observe in Fig. 1b), there with initial conditions close to the endemic
fixed point.
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D Quadratic approximation of center manifold

From
z3 = 23(22,21) =22+ Yy (151)
and
Yy = h(ZQ,Zl) = ho2 '.T}g—l-hn -l’ﬁb‘g—}—@(”g”g) (152)

we obtain with the transformations from the center manifold coordinates z to
the original coordinates z, remembering that z; := S(t) — S*, zo := I(t) — I*
and z3 := V(t) — V*, with

1
r1 = 21 s To = z9 — 1/)2:3 153
= d]( ) (153)
the expression
z3 = hgy- .T% + (14 hyy-21) - 22 (154)
1 2
= ho2 <%0—7/1> (20 — Pz3)? + (1 + ha1 - 21) - — (22 — ¥23)

which has to be solved for z3 = z3(z2, 21).

14000

12000

10000

8000 -

6000

4000

2000

0 T T T T T T T T
50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450 500

I(t)

Figure 4: Quadratic approzimation of z3 = z3(z2, z1) for continuously varying
zo and z1 = 0 in comparison with the trajectory spiralling into the fized point.
The quadratic expression gives essentially the linear relation between V' and I
again, namely V(I) = g%l(t).

The quadratic equation for z3 is given by

B 2
4 (B () (g moa)

p-v 1

_l’_
Y2 hea

%+ (1+hi1-21) - 22 (155)

1
P2
0
hence with

25+ p(z9,21) - 23 + q(22,21) = 0 (156)
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the solution z3(z2, z1) is given by

2

5 5 2= or 2 (157)

and plotted graphically for z; = 0 in Fig. 4. The coefficients for the quadratic

] . . - _ _ 1 .1 B
approximation of the center manifold z = h(ml,mﬁg) are hi1 = T 0
.. . .. N 9 1
giving in original model parameters h;; = “GEE N and furthermore the
. 2 . . . . .
second coefficient hga = —ﬁ <h11£ + s;i w%), which is in original model pa-
v 2 v B 1
rameters hgo = — (ﬁ) <1 +- ,HV) e
14000 14000
12000 r 12000 r
10000 r 10000 o
8000 - r 8000 - r
s s
6000 r 6000 r
4000 r 4000 r
2000 r 2000 r
0 T T T T T T T T 0 T T T T T T T T
50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450 500 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450 500
a) 1) b) 1)

Figure 5: Quadratic approzimation of z3 = z3(z2,21) for continuously varying
zo and different values of z1, a) z1 = 242000 — S* and b) z; = 258000 — S*,
values in the range of the oscillations of S(t) into the fized point.

In Fig. 5 we explore the z; dependence of z3 = z3(22, 21) further by com-
paring the graphs for z; = 242000 — S*, the smallest value of S when spiralling
into the fixed point and z; = 258000 — S*, the largest value of S when spiralling
into the fixed point. The slight variations of the lines for the varying z; values
around the value z; = 0, the mid point, see. Fig. 4, are in the range of the
variations of the oscillating trajectory.
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E Quadratic approximation of center manifold in next
to leading order in u

E.1 Analysis of determining equation of w;,

For the family of center manifolds

d
4L = Py
(158)
%y = Qvp)
dty = L, Y, 1
we have for y = w(z, u) the detrmining equation for w(z, 1) given as
dw
—P-Q=0 159
“r-q (159)
and expand in orders of y in the following way
y=wlz,p) = wolz)+pwi(z)+O(u?) (160)
P(z,y,p) = Pylz.y) +pP(z.y) +O(u?) (161)
Qz,y,p) = Qolz,y) + pQi(z,y) + O(u?) (162)

taking care of all variable-dependences, and remembering from zeroth order in
w that wo(z) = h(z). Hence in next to leading order in p we have

d(wy + pw
W02 100 (py 1 upy) — (Qo 4+ @) = (163)
o dh dh d
w1 _
<dajP0 - Q0> +u - <de1 + EEO - Q1> =0 (164)
=:D

where we still have to evaluate P;(z,y) and Q;(z,y) with y = h(z) + p wi(x).
It is explicitly

Qi(z,y) = Qilz,h(z)+ pwi(z)) (165)

— Qula (o) + (%Qi(x, W pw@+ o)

y=h(z)

and respectively for P,(x,y). This gives for D := %Bo — Qo the result to first
order in u as -

D — (fl;‘ . Py(z, h(z)) — Qo<x,h<x>>) (166)
=0
dh 8 0
+@ ‘ Oiyﬂo@a y) y=h(z) T Wy (@) + @QO(Qa y) y=h(z) H wl(@) + 0(/12)

= Do+ p D1+ 0O(p?)
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with Dy = 0 from the zeroth order calculation in p by determining h(z). Further
considering terms like

pQ(.y) = pQU h) + 17 S Qoley)| w00 (167
Yy y=h(z)

we obtain in O(p) the determining equation for wy(z) as

dh d
TPy (2. h(x) + Py (2, hla) = Qula h(z) + D=0 (168)
z dx
with
dh 9 d
Dy = — - —Py(z,y) ~wi(z) + 5-Qolz,y) ~wi(z)  (169)
dz oy’ y=h(z) dy y=h(z)

and hence finally

dw1

0
) w1($)> +gg Lol hlz))- <Q1(x, W) + 5 Qolz:v)

<P1<x,h<x>> +2LPy(2y) -w1<x>> ~0
y=h(z)

g

taking care of all variable dependences, or in short hand notation

dh 0
TR <P1+ 7P0

dx oy~

dw 0
-wl> + Py~ <Q1 + Qo
y=h XL 8y

-w1> =0 (170)
y=h

From this equation we now can calculate w;(z) in quadratic order, since we
already have h(z) = wp(z) in this quadratic order, with the ansatz for w;(z) in
the form

wi(x) = w1 T1 + wa1 T2+ wep1 TF 4+ wir1 122 + woz1 735 + O(||z]|?) (171)

E.2 Calculation of functions P,, Qo, P, etc.

We now calculate the functions Py(z,v), Qo(z,v), Pi(z,y), Q1(z,y) and the
derivatives (.%Bo(g, y) and %QO(L y) to order O(||z||?), remembering that y =
h(z) to be inserted is of quadratic order, in a form that we can then easily
access zeroth order, linear and quadratic terms in .

First we calculate P, and @)y such that we then can easily take the deriva-
tives in respect to y. We have from

d

i Az +q(2) = Aoz + q(z) + O(p?) (172)
= Aiz+ | £z 23+ O(p?)
J
M2
-5 0 0 2
= Aiz+| £ 0 0 2 |-z o)
0 % 0 z3
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with the matrix
-5 0 0
N=[| £ 0 0 (173)
¥
0 4 O
in coordinates x5 = T 2= (21,22, 9)"
d - - - -
2 = T ATy + T q(Tas) + O(n) (174)
Py(z,y) )
+0
( Qo(z,y) w)

with z = (21, 22)".
Hence with the explicit transformation z3 = x2 4+ y we obtain the functions

Py(z,y) and Qo(z,y) via

Py(z,y) > 514 F—1
= T ATz, +T Tx 175
(G ooy + T q(Tas) (175)
= T 'ATay+ T *NTzy- (22 +7v)
B B T _ _ x1
= T7YAT | zo | +TNT | 20 |- (z2+7)
Y Yy
with the matrices
N N 0 ¢ 3
TrAT = 0 0 0 (176)
00 —(v+v)
and
M = TINT (177)
1 1 —5(’}/ - V) 0 0 mii 0 0
M 2
= S -85 vy =y | =1 | —m31 ma me3
7 B4 v —vy m31 M3z Ma33
Hence we obtain for Py(z,y) explicitly
z1
§ ) ( mi1 0 0 >
Py(z, = +y) + (22 +
Pow) = (§ ) @m0 00 2 |-et)
(178)

) () () ()

and for Qo(z,y) explicitly
I

vy | - (22 +y)

Qo(z,y) = —(v+v)y+ (m31,m3z2, m33)
Yy

(179)
= —(v+v)y+ [(m31am32) < i; > + mas - y] (22 +y)
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and from these also the derivatives
0

(¢ miy 0 1 0
sratmn = (5 ) () () (g ) 150
and

2ma3

X
—(y +v) + (m31, m3z + ma33) ( m; > +2mgs -y (181)

To determin P; and Q1 we have to take the expansion of A = Ag+pA;+O(u?)
into account, since the nonlinear part ¢(z) is p-independent in
d

i = (oo ) (G ) +oo
_ ( Py

Qo

and hence

)tz ot
< Bl (@7 y)

e
Ql(%?ﬁ) = T AT

0
FyQO (&7 y)

(182)

(183)
: 0 (
_ 1 2p

53N
_|._
—_
|
sk
S~—
SIS

v M T
92 M 9
o E0-R)¥ -2
. —aiy 0 —oao3 )
= T_l 11 — 1 -1 23 T§3
0 —a32  —Q33
—Q11 Q23 —G23
o aj;—1 p(haza—1)+aaz+tpass Y (Paze—1)+azz+ipass
= o= N o= x3
—(a11—1)  —(p(paza—1)+asz+pazz) —(Y(paza—1)+az+epaszs)
o= =) =)
1 Ti2 T3y T
= 21 T22 T23 Y x2
r31 T32 T33Y Yy
such that we obtain P; and ()1 as
11 T12 1 713
P(z,y) = + 184
71(7y) <7’21 7’22)(372) <7’23>y ( )
and
X1
Qi(z,y) = (rs1,732) ( . ) + 733y (185)
with r;; the matrix entries of R.
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E.3 Calculation of coefficients of w; to second order in x

With the functions Py, Qo, P;, @1 and (%Bo@» Y), 3%@0@» y) calculated as

_ ¢ mi 0 ) [ x: 0\ .
Py(z,y) = [<0>+<—m31 m22> <$2>+<m23> y} (z2+y)
Qo(z,y) = —(y+v)y+ |:(m317m32) < i; ) —|—m33~y} (z2+y)
and from order O(u)
T T12 1 713
P —
71@,3/) < 21 722 ) < X2 > + < 23 >y
Qi(z,y) = (r31,732) < 2 ) + 733y
and the derivatives
9 § miy 0 x1 0
“p - ) )
(921*0@’ 2 < 0 > + ( —m31 Moz + Mma3 > < ) + 2mas ) Y
0
87620@’ y) = —(y+v)+ (ms1,ms2 + ms33) ( o1 > +2mg33 -y
) T2

we can now evaluate the wj(z)-determining equation, Eq. (170), by inserting
y = h(z) = O(||z][?), with

0 %hn o) 3
W) = @) (1) 3 ol (86)
sh11 ho2 x
—o(lzll?)
and its derivative

dh 0 hy )

i 1

=) (2 )40l (157)
—0(|jzl))

into all functions Py, Qo, P;, @1 and %Bg@, Y), a%QO(L y) and determin the
orders in z of the terms like

dh 0 hn i T12 Ty 3
— . P, = . @ 188
de ! (w1, 2) ( hi1 2hg2 ) ( T2l T22 x2 +O(llzl[") - (188)

=0(|Izl1*)

with the following results for the five terms involved in Eq. (170):

dh
E.3.1 Term  -P,

From Eq. (188) we obtain the term % - Py

dh hi1 r91 hi1 T22 > ( 1 > 3
—-P, = (1,2 +O(||z
dz (21, 22) ( hit 11+ 2ho2 r21 hi1 T12 + 2ho2 22 x2 (]l

=0(||zl1*) (189)
189
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as one quadratic form plus higher order terms in z. In this term no linear part
is appearing.

dh a
E.3.2 Term @ ‘TyBO‘y:h - wsy

For the second term in Eq. (170) we have

dh 9 B 0 h ¢ m
Bl w = @ (g ) |(§) 00D (52 +00e)
e () oy () 00l

=0(|[z[1?)

with the quadratic matrix

0 0 0
< éhll > ’ (w1,1,w2,1) - < éhll wy éhll w1 > (190)
for the quadratic form of the term Z—g . 8%70‘?;:}1 CWi.
E.3.3 Term d;"glﬂo
For the third term we have
B py = [ (wrawan) + (o) (20200 ) 4Ol ?) (191)
dg £ 0 1,17 2,1 1,42 wlLl 2'11)0271 =

1(5)wrmans (™ 0 Y (%) -mavoqia)

and after some calculation, and baring in mind that only

mi1 0 T _ 0 %(wu mi1 — wa1 Ma31) Z1
(wl,la w2,1)' T2 = (-Tla -TZ) 1
—ms31 Mo T 5 (w11 M1 — w1 may) wa,1 T

)

gives a standart quadratic form again, giving finally

dun 0 Ewiq - shi >
Mip — 4 (21, 103 192
dz —° w (21, 72) [( §wiy - Shit &win - hoo (192)
=0(]lzl)
=0(]|zl?)
+< 0 $(w1,1 may — wa1 ma31) > n < 0 Swa )} < 1 )
1
5(w11 miy —wa 1 may) w1 Ewao,1 Ewir T2
=0([Iz|?)
+O(||z][*)

with two more terms of Eq. (170) to be evaluated.
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E.3.4 Term @,
The term

Aley) = () (2 )4 n+ 00l a9

giving

Qi(z,y) = (ra1,r32) ( 2 >+(a:1,x2) < 0 shit a3 ) ( 1 )

1
5h11 733 ho2 733 T2

—o(|lz]) =0(|[z|[2)
(194)
+0(||zl1?)

has a linear part, not involving the coefficients w; ; and ws 1, hence will finally
give rise to non-vanishing linear coefficients in w(z).

[s)
E.3.5 Term a—yQo‘y=h - w1y

Finally, we evaluate the term

; ) |
— wy = |[—(vy+v)+ (21,2 + 2mss - h(z
ayQo . 1 [ (v+v)+ (21 2)<m32+m33 33 - h(z)
1
1 w20,1  ZWi1,1 1 3
(w1, w + (x1,x + O(||lz
o) (22) G (20 20 ) ()] o)
giving
0 I
Qo cwr = —(v+v) (w1, w21) (195)
=0(||zl])
1
W20,1  5W11,1 ma3y 1
X1,T —(\y+v)- + w11, W
(21 2)[ 9 ) ( %’wlm wWp2,1 ) <m32+m33 >( b 2’1)} (902 )

=o((lz]l2)
+0([[z]?)

so that now we have all terms of Eq. (170) and can hence calculate the coeffi-
cients of w(x).

E.3.6 Calculaton of the linear coefficients of w;
We now collect all linear terms in z in Eq. (170) to determin the linear coeffi-
cients of wq(z) as wy; and wa;. We have only linear terms contributing from

the terms %BO, Qo and (%Qo‘y - w1, hence

0 = @ae (1) -t (1) - (~ormemae (3)))
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hence for the coefficients of z

0—7rs1+(y+v)wip=0 (196)
giving
31
= 197
Wil =0 (197)

and for the coefficients of z»

§wir —r32+ (v +v) we =0 (198)
giving
wyy = 122 EWL (199)
v+

E.3.7 Calculaton of the quadratic coefficients of w;

Finally, we collect all quadratic terms in z in Eq. (170) to determin the
quadratic coefficients of wi(z) as wao,1,w11,1 and woz 1.

First we collect the quadratic terms depending on the quadratic coefficients
wij;1 and keep all other terms independent on w;; 1 in a matrix with elements
k;; and obtain

0 wa; Wwa01  FWir ﬂ < x1 > < ki1 ko > ( x1 )
: L)y + ! v = (a1,
(@1,22) [§< w201 W11,1 > g V)( Wil woz,1 ) (@1,22) ko1 ka2 T2
(200)
and labelling

( 011({%,1}) 012({%:3:,1}) ) :: [§< 0w, >+ (7+y)< (201 SW111 )]
co1({wiji})  coa({wiji}) w20,1  W11,1 SW11,1  W02,1

(201)
which gives the equation system for the coefficients w;; 1

e (Sofi) o)) (2) = ena (B 22) (2)
(202)

and from which we obtain the coefficients of 22, 122 and 73 as three equations

to determin wag 1,w11,1 and wez 1 as follows. For the terms with powers a:% we

have the coeflicients’ equation given by

c11(wao,1) = (v +v) w1 = k11 (203)
hence the first coefficient is determined by

_ k11
vty

w20,1 (204)

ad further for z1x9 we have the coefficients’ equation

ci2(wi1,1, w20,1) + c21(wi1,1, w20,1) = 2§wao 1 + (Y +v) wir,1 = k12 + ka1 (205)
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giving the second coefficient w111 as function of the already known wgq 1 as

1
Wiyl = T ((km +ko1) — 2§w20,1> (206)

And finally for 23 we have the coefficients’ equation
ca2(wo2,1, wi1,1) 1= Ewir,1 + (7 + V) woz,1 = koo (207)

giving the final coefficient wpg 1 as function of the already known wqq 1 as

1
wo2,1 = P <k22 - §w11,1) (208)

with the k;; determined from Eq. (170) as
kin k12 ) < 0 hn )

209
( ka1 koo $hit  hos (209)

( ms1 wi,1 ma31 w21 )

(mg2 + m33)w1 1 (ma2 +ms33)wa
hi1 ra1 hi1 22
hi1 r11 4 2ho2 r21 h11 712 + 2ho2 T22

0
( §hitwiy & hipwa; >

0 Shn
w133 ( Yhiy oo

B ( 0 %(wm mi1 — wa,1 M31) )
3 (w11 M1 — wa 1 ma31) wa,1 M2
with the results for k;;
ki1 = m3 w1 — hin o (210)
kig+ ko = (1—&wii(14rs3)— (r11+r22))hi (211)
—2hoera1 + wi,1(ma2 + maz — mi1) + 2wz 1 M3y
koo = (1 —& w1 733 — 2ho2 r22) ho2 — hi1 12 (212)

+ (m32 + m3az —myy — & hir) wa

so that we have completely determined the coefficients waq 1,w11,1 and wo2 1.

E.4 Results for the coefficients of w;

We obtain for the linear part of w;(z)

31
1,1 Py (213)
r32 — § Wil 32 31
w — = — 214
2l v+v y+v §(v+y)2 (214)

42


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.04.06.21254992
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.04.06.21254992; this version posted April 9, 2021. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

and for the quadratic part

k11
= 21
w20,1 o (215)
1
- kio + Koy ) — 2 ) 21
w111 Py (( 12 + ko1) — 2§woo 1 (216)
1
= (kg — ) 217
wo2,1 74_”( 22 — w111 (217)

with the functions k;;, which depend only on model parameter and the already
known coefficients of w(z) in linear order in z, given as

ki = mgiwiy —hira (218)

kig+ ko = (1—=E&wi1(147rs3)— (r11+1r22)) ki (219)
—2hoaror + wi,1(m32 + m3z — mi1) + 2wa 1 M3y

koo = (1 —E&wi1 733 — 2ho2 722) ho2 — hi1 r12 (220)

+ (m32 +maz —mi11 — & hi1) wa 1
E.5 Results for the quadratic approximation of the center man-
ifold z3 = z3(22, 21) in next to leading order in p
In original coordinates z3 = z3(22, 21) we now have in O(u) to determin
23 =x2+Y (221)
with y = w(z, 1) = h(z) + p w(z) + O(u?). Hence in quadratic order we have
y = ho2 a3+ hiy 2122 + O(||z]]?) (222)
+ 1 <w1,1 r1 + w1 T2 + wao,1 :B% + w11,1 T1T2 + Wo2,1 IB% + O(H&HB))
+O(u?)
and hence for z3 we have
z3 = (hoa + pwoz1) - o5 (223)
+ ( 14+ pwag + (b1 + pwwing) - 561) )

+u <w1,1 T1 + wao,1 SU%)

with 1 = z1 and 29 = ﬁ(zz —1pz3) and with further calculations analogously
to the zeroth order calculation of the quadratic approximation described in the
previous section. From this we obtain the quadratic equation in z3 as

2+ p(22,21) - 23 + (22, 21) = 0 (224)

with p(z9, z1) and ¢(z2, z1) given by

(29,21) = — | 2= +<¢_w>2- L <1+ Y (14 s + (b + )-z))
DPlz2,21) = v 2 " h02+uw02’1 o — pw2 1 11 T Qw111 1
(225)
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and
1 0 —1 1
q(z2,21) = @z§+ 02 ~h02 ry— (1 + pwe 1 + (h11 + pwing) - 21>~22+M(w1,121+w20,1zf)
(226)
and the solution
__p (22)2_ w1, M 227
3 2 + 2 9 %) =2 v N =2 ( )

with p dependent terms vanishing for p going to zero, as can be seen from
Egs. (225) and (226), where u-dependent terms only appear additively next to
zeroth order terms.
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