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Abstract. We prove Lyapunov instability for cases in which the local minimum
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hypotheses on the first non-zero jet, this new result covers several real analytic
cases that the previous do not.
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1. Introduction

The Lagrange-Dirichlet Theorem concerns conservative holonomic mechanical systems
with finite degrees of freedom and states that every strict local minimum of the
potential is a Lyapunov stable equilibrium point of the dynamics. It was stated by
Lagrange in [Lag] and proved by Dirichlet in [Di].

However, without further hypothesis besides differentiablity, the converse is false.
In 1904 Painlevé proposed the following counterexample (see [Ko3]): Consider the one
degree of freedom mechanical system ẍ = −∇U(x) with the C∞ potential

U(x) = exp(−|x|−1) sin(|x|−1) .

The origin is a critical point and it is not a minimum. For every neighborhood of the
origin, there is an interval centered at it and contained in the neighborhood such that
the potential is maximum and strictly greater than zero on the interval’s boundary.
Therefore, for every neighborhood of the origin, every motion with small enough energy
is trapped in an interval contained in the neighborhood hence the origin is Lyapunov
stable and a counterexample of the Lagrange-Dirichlet converse.

A more striking example is the following proposed by Laloy in [La]. Consider
the two degrees of freedom mechanical system ẍ = −∇U(x), x = (x, y), with the C∞

potential

U(x, y) = exp(−|x|−1) sin(|x|−1)− exp(−|y|−1) sin(|y|−1)− y2 .

The origin is a critical point and it is not a minimum. In contrast with the previous
example, now there are no trapping zones for the set U−1 ((−∞, 0)) contains the two
diagonals x = ±y and these are the only escape routes to infinity where a priory any
motion starting near the origin could take. However, the projection of the motion
on the first coordinate is governed by the previous example hence the origin is again
Lyapunov stable and another counterexample of the Lagrange-Dirichlet converse.

Then, a natural question arises: What conditions are needed in order for the
Lagrange-Dirichlet converse to hold? In this respect, we find the following in Arnold’s
Problems book [Ar]:

“1971-4. Prove the instability of the equilibrium 0 of the analytic system
ẍ = −∂U/∂x in the case where the isolated critical point 0 of the potential
U is not a minimum.”

For the bibliography and comments related to the problem we highly recommend
the comment section in [Ar], pages 250-253. In that section, the authors recognize the
fact that:

“...The problem on the converse of the Lagrange-Dirichlet theorem makes
therefore sense only under one or another additional assumptions (e.g., that
of analyticity of the potential).”

Lyapunov himself stated the problem for real analytic potentials in [Ly].
In [Br], Brunella solves the Arnold’s problem for two degrees of freedom (Corollary

in [Br], page 1346.).
In [Pa], Palamodov completely solves the Arnold’s problem giving a beautiful

proof in terms of real analytic geometry using monoidal transformations also known
as blow-ups. Concretely, he proves (Corollary 2.2 in [Pa], page 7.): Let U be a real
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analytic potential and p a critical point. If p belongs to the closure of the region where
the potential is strictly less than U(p), then p is Lyapunov unstable.

Palamodov proves the Theorem in the context of Lagrangian dynamics with a
mechanical Lagrangian (or natural system as he calls it). In particular, to prove the
Lagrange-Dirichlet converse, only the case of a non strict minimum critical point is
left.

Starting from Lyapunov [Ly] and following many others [GT], [Ha], [Ko1], [Ko2],
[Ku], [KP], [MN], [Ta], many partial results have been given towards this direction
and their common thing is that the Lyapunov instability criteria involves the lack of
a local minimum at the origin of the first nonzero k–th order jet of the potential with
k ≥ 2 ‡. However, these criteria are not sufficient to prove the case of a non strict local
minimum of the potential. As an example, consider the gutter potential U(x, y) = x4

and see that none of the instability criteria described before apply. However, any non
trivial motion escapes through x = 0 hence any critical point is Lyapunov unstable.

The case of a non positive potential is trivial because in this case for every positive
energy the corresponding Jacobi–Mapertuis metric is complete and by the Hopf–Rinow
Theorem there is a trajectory from the critical point to any other point with arbitrarily
small energy.

The first open problem described in section 3, Open problems and a conjecture,
in [Pa] is the study of a non strict local minimum of a real analytic potential. As far
as we know, it is still open. The case of a non strict local minimum of the potential
but with two degrees of freedom was treated in [LP].

In this note we restrict ourselves to Newtonian dynamics, i.e. ẍ = −∇U(x), and
study the case of a non strict local minimum hypersurface of the following class of
potentials for an arbitrary number of degrees of freedom:

Hypothesis. The potential U is the composition g◦f such that zero is a regular value
of f in C3(Rn,R) and g in C2(R,R) verifies g ≥ 0 vanishing only at zero.

In particular the set M = {x ∈ R
n | f(x) = 0 } = { x ∈ R

n | U(x) = 0 } is a
hypersurface of R

n and M × {0} consists entirely of equilibrium points of the
Newtonian dynamics.

Theorem. Every point in M × {0} is Lyapunov unstable.

It is worth to mention that our result covers several potentials that the previous
do not. As an example, consider the following potential:

U(x, y, z) =
(

x2 + 2y2 + 3z2 − 1
)4
.

Its zero potential critical locus is an ellipsoid and it is a minimum of the potential. Its
first nonzero k–th order jet with k ≥ 2 at every critical point is with k = 4 and has
a local minimum at the origin hence none of the mentioned analytic methods can be
applied.

2. Proof of the instability

Let p be a point in M , v a non zero vector in TpM and for every ε > 0 consider the
solution xε of the Cauchy problem

ẍε = −∇U(xε), xε(0) = p, ẋε(0) = εv, ε > 0. (1)

‡ In [Ko2], the degenerate second order differential is admitted.
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For every ε > 0, define xε such that xε(τ) = xε(τ/ε) where xε defined. These are
solutions of the Cauchy problem:

ẍε = −ε−2∇U(xε), xε(0) = p, ẋε(0) = v, ε > 0. (2)

Now, the initial conditions are fixed but the equation becomes singular as ε → 0+.
Denote by Iε the maximal interval containing zero where xε is defined.

Lemma 2.1. For every ε > 0, ‖ẋε(τ)‖ ≤ ‖v‖ for every tau in Iε and

Im(xε) ⊂ [U ≤ ε2‖v‖2/2].

Proof: For every ε > 0, the Hamiltonian

Hε(x, v) = ‖v‖2/2 + ε−2U(x)

is constant along the solution xε hence

‖ẋε(τ)‖
2/2, ε−2U(xε(τ)) ≤ Hε(xε(τ), ẋε(τ)) = Hε(p, v) = ‖v‖2/2.

�

Corollary 2.2. Let T > 0. For every ε > 0 and every τ in Iε ∩ [−T, T ],

(xε(τ), ẋε(τ)) ∈ B(p, T ‖v‖)×B(0, ‖v‖).

Note that the region is a compact set not depending on ε.

Proof: By Lemma 2.1, ‖ẋε(τ)‖ ≤ ‖v‖ and

‖xε(τ)− p‖ =

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ τ

0

ds ẋε(s)

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ τ

0

ds ‖ẋε(s)‖

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ |τ | ‖v‖ ≤ T ‖v‖,

the result follows. �

Corollary 2.3. For every ε > 0, xε is defined over the whole real line.

Proof: Consider the maximal interval Iε = (ω−, ω+) and suppose that ω+ is
finite. Then, (xε, ẋε)|[0,ω+) is contained in the compact set

B(p, ω+‖v‖)×B(0, ‖v‖)

which is absurd hence ω+ = +∞. Analogously, ω− = −∞. �

Corollary 2.4. Let T > 0. There is a continuous curve x : [−T, T ] → M with
x(0) = p and a sequence (εj) such that εj > 0, εj → 0+ and xεj → x uniformly on
[−T, T ].

Proof: Because xε(0) = p for every ε > 0, by Arzelà–Ascoli Theorem, there is
such a sequence and a continuous curve x : [−T, T ] → R

n such that xεj → x uniformly
on [−T, T ]. For every j, Im(xεj ) is contained in

[

U ≤ ε2j‖v‖
2/2

]

and this is a nested
sequence. Then,

Im(x) ⊂
⋂

j

[

U ≤ ε2j‖v‖
2/2

]

= [U = 0] =M.

�



Lyapunov instability in Newtonian dynamics 5

Now we construct suitable coordinates in order to isolate the singular limit in (2)
in one coordinate. Consider the flow φ in R

n − Crit(f)

∂tφ =
∇f

‖∇f‖2
(φ), φ(0, x) = x, x ∈ R

n − Crit(f). (3)

Consider a local coordinate neighborhood (V, ψ) of M centered at p and denote
w the velocity in these coordinates:

dψ(0, w) = (p, v). (4)

By Hypothesis, M is contained in R
n − Crit(f). We define the C2 local coordinate

neighborhood (O(V ),Ψ) such that

Ψ(r, y) = φ(r, ψ(y))

where O(V ) ⊂ R
n−Crit(f) is the union of the set of orbits of (3) with initial condition

in V .

Lemma 2.5. (i) Ψ(0, y) = ψ(y) for every y in ψ−1(V ).

(ii) U(Ψ(r, y)) = g(r) for every (r, y) in Ψ−1(O(V )).

(iii) (O(V ),Ψ) is a local coordinate neighborhood of Rn.

Proof:

(i) Ψ(0, y) = φ(0, ψ(y)) = ψ(y).

(ii) By definition, ∂t(f ◦ φ) = 〈∇f(φ), ∂tφ〉 = 1 hence

f ◦ φ(t, x) = t+ f(φ(0, x)) = t+ f(x),

f(Ψ(r, y)) = r + f(ψ(y)) = r

for ψ(y) is in M = [f = 0]. Then, U(Ψ(r, y)) = g ◦ f(Ψ(r, y)) = g(r).

(iii) Define φt(x) := φ(t, x). Because ∇f(ψ(y)) 6= 0 and ∇f(ψ(y)) ⊥ Tψ(y)V , d(0,y)Ψ
is an isomorphism for dyψ is so. By definition of Ψ, we have the relation
Ψ(r, y) = φr ◦Ψ(0, y). Taking differentials,

d(r,y)Ψ = dψ(y)φr ◦ d(0,y)Ψ.

Then, d(r,y)Ψ is also an isomorphism for dψ(y)φr is so by the Liouville formula.
By the inverse function Theorem, Ψ is a local diffeomorphism. To show that Ψ
is an embedding, it rest to show that it is injective.
Suppose that Ψ(r, y) = Ψ(r′, y′). Then,

r = f(Ψ(r, y)) = f(Ψ(r′, y′)) = r′,

ψ(y) = φ−r(Ψ(r, y)) = φ−r(Ψ(r, y′)) = ψ(y′)

so (r, y) = (r′, y′) for ψ is injective.

�

Let T > 0 be small enough such that the compact set B(p, T ‖v‖) is contained in
O(V ). From now on, all the curves will be defined on [−T, T ].

The chart (O(V ),Ψ) defines C2 curvilinear coordinates with versors er, ek and
scale factors hr, hk > 0 respectively:

∂rΨ = hr er, ∂kΨ = hk ek.
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Denote by er, ek the duals of er, ek respectively§. Denote by rε and yε the coordinates
of xε with respect to the chart (O(V ),Ψ):

Ψ(rε(τ), yε(τ)) = xε(τ)

and an analogous definition for the limit curve in Corollary 2.4.

Lemma 2.6. (i) rε → 0 uniformly on [−T, T ] as ε→ 0+.

(ii) ṙε, ẏ
k
ε are bounded by a constant not depending on ε.

Proof:

(i) g(rε) = U(xε) ≤ ε2‖v‖2/2 → 0 as ε→ 0+.

(ii) For every x in Ψ−1(O(V )) define the quadratic form Qx such that

Qx(v) = ‖dxΨ(v)‖2.

It is positive definite for every x and defines a strictly positive continuous function
on the unit tangent sphere bundle π : T 1

R
n → R

n. In particular, it attains a
minimum value m > 0 on the compact set (Ψ◦π)−1(B(p, T ‖v‖)). For every ε > 0
and τ in [−T, T ] we have

m‖(ṙε(τ), ẏε(τ))‖
2 ≤ Q(rε(τ),yε(τ))(ṙε(τ), ẏε(τ)) = ‖ẋε(τ)‖

2 ≤ ‖v‖2

hence
|ṙε(τ)|, |ẏkε (τ))| ≤ m−1/2‖v‖.

and the result follows.

�

Lemma 2.7. For every ε > 0, considering the functions rε and ṙε as external
parameters, we have the nonautonomous equations

hr
hk

〈

ek,
∂er
∂r

〉

ṙ2ε +
1

hk

〈

ek,
∂2Ψ

∂ya∂yb

〉

ẏaε ẏ
b
ε + 2

hr
hk

〈

ek,
∂er
∂ya

〉

ẏaε ṙε + ÿkε = 0 (5)

where the coefficients are evaluated over yε and rε.

Proof: For every τ in [−T, T ], because of our hypothesis, either ∇U(xε(τ)) = 0

or ∇U(xε(τ)) is collinear with ∇f(xε(τ)). On the other hand, ∇f is collinear with er
at every point in R

n−Crit(f). Thus, with respect to the (O(V ),Ψ) coordinate chart,
the motion equation (2) reads as follows

ẍε(s) = −ε−2‖∇U(xε)‖ er (6)

where the acceleration has the following expression

ẍε =
∂2Ψ

∂r2
ṙ2ε +

∂2Ψ

∂ya∂yb
ẏaε ẏ

b
ε + 2

∂2Ψ

∂ya∂r
ẏaε ṙε +

∂Ψ

∂r
r̈ε +

∂Ψ

∂ya
ÿaε . (7)

In terms of the scale factors and versors, expression (7) becomes

ẍε =

(

∂hr
∂r

ṙ2ε + hr

〈

er,
∂er
∂r

〉

ṙ2ε +

〈

er,
∂2Ψ

∂ya∂yb

〉

ẏaε ẏ
b
ε

+2hr

〈

er,
∂er
∂ya

〉

ẏaε ṙε + 2
∂hr
∂ya

ẏaε ṙε + hr r̈ε

)

er

+

(

hr

〈

ek,
∂er
∂r

〉

ṙ2ε +

〈

ek,
∂2Ψ

∂ya∂yb

〉

ẏaε ẏ
b
ε + 2hr

〈

ek,
∂er
∂ya

〉

ẏaε ṙε + hkÿ
k
ε

)

ek.

§ Because er ⊥ ek, k = 1, . . . , n− 1, we have er = er .
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Combining the motion equation (6) with expression (7) we obtain the equations (5).
�

Now, the equations of motion (5) are not singular as ε→ 0+.

Corollary 2.8. There is a constant C not depending on ε such that ‖ÿε(τ)‖ ≤ C for
every ε > 0 and every τ in [−T, T ].

Proof: All of the coefficients are continuous on Ψ−1(O(V )) hence they are
bounded on the compact set Ψ−1(B(p, T ‖v‖)). By Lemma 2.6, all of the velocities are
bounded by a constant not depending on ε therefore, by Lemma 2.7, the same occurs
with the accelerations. �

Corollary 2.9. Taking a subsequence if necessary of the sequence in Corollary 2.4,
the curve x is in C1[−T, T ] with ẋ(0) = v.

Proof: Recall that the coordinates are centered at p and w is the initial velocity
with respect to these, see the equation (4). Because ẏε(0) = w for every ε > 0, by
the previous Corollary and Arzelà–Ascoli Theorem, taking a subsequence if necessary
of the sequence in Corollary 2.4, we have ẏεj → e uniformly on [−T, T ] for some
continuous function e such that e(0) = w. For every j we have

yεj (τ) =

∫ τ

0

ds ẏεj (s)

and taking the limit as j → +∞,

y(τ) =

∫ τ

0

ds e(s).

In particular, ẏ = e is continuous and ẏ(0) = w. Because rεj → 0 as j → +∞ and
x = Ψ(0, y) = ψ(y), we have the result. �

Proof of Theorem 1: By Corollaries 2.4 and 2.9, there is a C1 curve x : [−T, T ] →M
with T > 0, x(0) = p, ẋ(0) = v and a sequence (εj) such that εj > 0, εj → 0+ and
xεj → x uniformly on [−T, T ].
Consider the continuous function (τ 7→ ‖x(τ)−p‖) on [0, T ]. Because x is differentiable
at τ = 0 with ẋ(0) = v 6= 0, the function attains a maximum R > 0 at τ∗ in (0, T ].
There is a natural j0 such that ‖xεj (τ

∗)− x(τ∗)‖ < R/2 if j ≥ j0. In particular,

xεj (τ∗/εj) /∈ B(p,R/2), j ≥ j0

while (xεj (0), ẋεj (0)) = (p, εjv) → (p,0) as j → +∞. We conclude that (p,0) is a
Lyapunov unstable equilibrium point.
Because the choice of the point p was arbitrary, we have the result. �
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