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OBSTRUCTIONS TO INTEGRABILITY OF NEARLY
INTEGRABLE DYNAMICAL SYSTEMS NEAR REGULAR
LEVEL SETS

SHOYA MOTONAGA AND KAZUYUKI YAGASAKI

ABSTRACT. We study the existence of real-analytic first integrals and real-
analytic integrability for perturbations of integrable systems in the sense of
Bogoyavlenskij including non-Hamiltonian ones. We especially assume that
there exists a family of periodic orbits on a regular level set of the first integrals
having a connected and compact component and give sufficient conditions for
nonexistence of the same number of real-analytic first integrals in the perturbed
systems as the unperturbed ones and for their real-analytic nonintegrability
near the level set such that the first integrals and commutative vector fields
depend analytically on the small parameter. We compare our results with
classical results of Poincaré and Kozlov for systems written in action and
angle coordinates and discuss their relationships with the subharmonic and
homoclinic Melnikov methods for periodic perturbations of single-degree-of-
freeedom Hamiltonian systems. We illustrate our theory for three examples
containing the periodically forced Duffing oscillator.

1. INTRODUCTION

In his famous memoir [22], which was related to a prize competition celebrating
the 60th birthday of King Oscar II, Henri Poincaré studied two-degree-of-freedom
Hamiltonian systems depending on a small parameter, say € here although he used
the letter p instead, such that they are integrable when ¢ = 0, and showed the
nonexistsnce of first integrals which are analytic in the state variables and param-
eter ¢ and functionally independent of Hamiltonians, under some nondegenerate
conditions. If there exists such a first integral, then the Hamiltonian systems are
integrable for |¢| > 0 sufficiently small in the sense of Liouville [2[I6]. The result
was improved significantly in the first volume of his masterpieces [23] published two
years later, so that more-degree-of-freedom Hamiltonian systems can be treated.
Using these results, he discussed the nonexistence of such first integrals in the re-
stricted planar and spacial three-body problem there. See also [7] for an account
of his work from a mathematical and historical perspectives. Subsequently, his
results were sophisticated and generalized to non-Hamiltonian systems [I3[14]. In
particular, Kozlov [I4] treated multi-dimensional systems of the form

I =eh(I,60;¢), 6=w(l)+eg(l,6;¢), (I,0)eR xT™, (1.1)
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where ¢ is a small parameter such that |¢| < 1, T™ =[]}, S' with S" = R/27Z
is an m-dimensional torus and h(I,0;¢), w(I) and g(I,0;e) are analytic in (I, 0, ¢).
Note that the system (L)) is Hamiltonian if £ = m as well as € =0 or

Drh(I,60;e) = —Dgg(1,0;¢),
and non-Hamiltonian if not. When e = 0, Eq. (ILI]) becomes
I=0, 6=uw({) (1.2)

which we refer to as the unperturbed system for (LI]). We often use this terminology
for other systems below. Here we state some details of his result.
We expand h(I,6;0) in Fourier series as

h(I,0;0) = > hy(I)expl(ir - 0), (1.3)
rezLm™
where fLT(I), r € Z", are the Fourier coefficients and “-” represents the inner

product. We assume the following for (II)):

(K1) The system (LI) has s first integrals F;([,6;¢), j = 1,...,s, which are
analytic in (7,6, ¢);

(K2) If r € Z™ and r - w(I) = 0 for any I € R?, then r = 0.

If assumption (K2) holds, then we say that the unperturbed system (L2) is non-

degenerate. Under (K1) and (K2) we can show that F;(I,0;0), j = 1,....s, are

independent of ¢ (see Lemma 1 in Section 1 of Chapter IV of [I4]), and write

Fjo(I) = F;(1,0;0) and Fo(I) = (Fio(I),...,Fso(I)). We refer to Z; C R* as a

Poincaré set if for each I € & there exists linearly independent vectors r; € Z'™,

j=1,...,f — s, such that

(i) rjrw)=0,7=1,...,0—s;

(ii) ﬁrj (I), j=1,...,£ — s, are linearly independent.

Let U be a domain in RY. A set A C U is called a key set (or uniqueness set)

for C¥(U) if any analytic function vanishing on A vanishes on U. For example,

any dense set in U is a key set for C*(U). In this situation, we have the following

theorem (see Section 1 of Chapter IV of [14] for its proof).

Theorem 1.1 (Kozlov). Suppose that assumptions (K1) and (K2) hold, the Ja-
cobian matriz DFy(I) has the maximum rank at a point Iy € R and a Poincaré
set P C U is a key set for C¥(U), where U is a neighborhood of Iy. Then the
system (L) has no first integral which is real-analytic in (I,0,) and functionally
independent of Fj(I,0;¢), j=1,...,s, near e = 0.

A version of Theorem [Tl for the Hamiltonian case £ = m was given in [13] (see
also Theorem 7.1 of [3]). The Hamiltonian case of s = 1 with a dense Poincaré set
in Theorem [[LT] was treated by Poincaré for £ = m > 2 in [23]. When s = 0 in (K1),
Theorem [[.T] means that under its hypotheses there exists no first integral which is
analytic in (I,0,e). When s = 1 in (K1), which always occurs if the system (L)) is
Hamiltonian, it means that under its hypotheses there exists no first integral which
is analytic in (I,0) € U x T™ and ¢ near ¢ = 0 and functionally independent of
Fi(I,0,e). When s = m —1in (K1), if besides (K1) and (K2) there exists a key set
A for C¥(U) such that r-w(I) = 0 and h,(I) # 0 on A for some r € Z™\ {0}, there
exists no additional first integral which is analytic in (I,6,¢). For Hamiltonian
systems, if they are not Liouville-integrable for any |e| > 0 sufficiently small, then
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there does not exist such a first integral. For non-Hamiltonian systems this may be
true in an appropriate meaning but some additional ingredients are needed as seen
below.

In this paper we study more general dynamical systems of the form

=X (z), ze A, (1.4)

where ¢ is a small parameter such that |¢| < 1, Z is an n-dimensional analytic
manifold for n > 2 and the vector field X, is analytic in z and . Let X, =
X0+ eX! + O(e?) for |e| > 0 sufficiently small. When ¢ = 0, the system ()
becomes

&= X%x), (1.5)
which is assumed to be analytically (q,n — q)-integrable in the following meaning
of Bogoyavlenskij [8] for some positive integer ¢ < n.

Definition 1.2 (Bogoyavlenskij). The system (L3) is called (q,n — ¢)-integrable
or simply integrable if there exist q vector fields Y1 (z)(:= X°(x)), Ya(z),. .., Yy(2)
and n — q scalar-valued functions Fy(x), ..., Fh_q(z) such that the following two
conditions hold:

(1) Yi(z),...,Y,(x) are linearly independent almost everywhere and commute with
each other, i.e., [Y;,Yi](x) =0 for j,k =1,...,q, where [-,-] denotes the Lie
bracket;

(i) Fi(z),..., Fa_q(x) are functionally independent, i.e., dFy(x),...,dF,—_q(x) are
linearly independent almost everywhere, and Fy(z), ..., F_q(x) are first inte-
grals of Y1,..., Yy, i.e., dFyp(Y;) =0 forj=1,...,qand k=1,...,n—q.

IfY1,Ys, ..., Y, and Fi,...,F,_, are analytic (resp. meromorphic), then Eq. (LH)

is said to be analytically (resp. meromorphic) integrable.

Definition[L2is considered as a generalization of Liouville-integrability for Hamil-
tonian systems [2,[I6] since an m-degree-of-freedom Liouville-integrable Hamilton-
ian system with m > 1 has not only m functionally independent first integrals but
also m linearly independent commutative (Hamiltonian) vector fields generated by
the first integrals. The (¢ + m)-dimensional system (L2)) is (m, £)-integrable in the
Bogoyavlenskij sense.

The system (L)) is regarded as a perturbation of the analytically integrable
system ([CAl). If there exist ¢ linearly independent, analytic commutative vector
fields and n — ¢’ functionally independent, analytic first integrals depending on
¢ analytically near ¢ = 0 for some positive integter ¢’ < n, then the perturbed
system ([4)) is analytically (¢',n — ¢')-integrable for || > 0 sufficiently small.
We especially assume that there exists a g-parameter family of periodic orbits on
a regular level set of the n — ¢ first integrals having a connected and compact
component (see Section 2 for our precise definitions containing this one) and give
sufficient conditions for nonexistence of such n—gq real-analytic first integrals and for
real-analytic nonintegrability of the perturbed system (I4]) near the regular level set
such that the first integrals and commutative vector fields depend analytically on
€ near ¢ = 0. The persistence of such first integrals and commutative vector fields
in the perturbed system ([4) along with that of periodic and homoclinic orbits
was previously discussed in [20]. Our approach is different from those of Poincaré
[22,23] and Kozlov [13[I4] and based on the technique of [20]. Recently, another
sufficient condition for nonintegrability of nearly integrable dynamical systems near
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resonant periodic orbits was also obtained using a different approach in [30] and
the theory was applied to prove the nonintegrability of the restricted three-body
problem in [3T], when the independent and state variables are extended to complex
ones.

The unperturbed system ([L5) can be transformed to (L2) under our assump-
tions, as stated in Proposition 2] below. However, Theorem [[I] only says in
our setting for (L)) that there exists no such additional first integral even if its
hypotheses hold. In particular, it does not allow us to determine the nonintegra-
bility of (L4 in the Bogoyavlenskij sense when it is non-Hamiltonian. We also
describe a consequence of our results to (ILI]) and show how it improves the results
of Poincaré [23] and Kozlov [I3[14].

Moreover, we discuss a relationship between our results and the subharmonic
and homoclinic Melnikov methods [I1},25L27] for time-periodic perturbations of
single-degree-of-freedom analytic Hamiltonian systems, which can be transformed
to the form of ([L4l) with £ =1 and m = 2, i.e, (2, 1)-integrable, and have a one-
parameter family of periodic orbits when ¢ = 0. As well known, if the subharmonic
Melnikov functions have a simple zero, then the corresponding unperturbed periodic
orbits persist in the perturbed systems. Morales-Ruiz [17] studied the Hamiltonian
perturbation case in which the unperturbed systems have homoclinic orbits, and
showed a relationship between their nonintegrability and a version due to Ziglin
[33] of the homoclinic Melnikov method when the independent and state variables
are extended to complex ones and the small parameter ¢ is also regarded as a
state variable. More concretely, under some restrictive conditions, based on the
generalized version due to Ayoul and Zung [5] of the Morales-Ramis theory [16[18],
which provides a sufficient condition for nonintegrability of autonomous dynamical
systems, he essentially proved that they are meromorphically nonintegrable if the
homoclinc Melnikov functions which are obtained as integrals along closed loops
on the complex plane are not identically zero. Here the version of the Melnikov
method enables us to detect transversal self-intersection of complex separatrices of
periodic orbits and to prove its analytic nonintegrability, unlike the standerd version
[IIIT525). Here we prove two variants of Morales-Ruiz [I7] for periodic orbits: if the
subharmonic Melnikov functions for a dense set of the unperturbed periodic orbits
are not identically zero, then there exists no first integral depending analytically
on € near ¢ = 0; and if the ‘standard’ homoclinic Melnikov functions [TIL[I5l25] are
not identically zero, then the perturbed systems are not Bogoyavlenskij-integarble
such that the commutative vector fields and first integrals depend analytically on
€ near € = 0.

We illustrate our theory for three examples: Simple pendulum with a constant
torque, second-order coupled oscillators and the periodically forced Duffing oscil-
lator [TTL12,25]. Real-analytic nonintegrability is discussed in special cases of the
second and third examples while existence of real-analytic first integrals in the rest.
In particular, the special case of the third one is shown to be nonintegrable in the
above meaning even if it does not have transverse homoclinic orbits to a periodic
orbit.

This paper is organized as follows: In Section [2] we state our precise assump-
tions and main theorems. In Section [Bl we give proofs of the main theorems. We
describe a consequence of our results to (II]) in Section 4 and discuss a relation-
ship between our results and the subharmonic and homoclinic Melnikov methods
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for time-periodic perturbations of single-degree-of-freedom Hamiltonian systems in
Section 5. Finally, we give the three examples in Section 6.

2. MAIN RESULTS

In this section, we state our main results for (I4). We first make the following
assumptions on the unperturbed system ([3)):

(A1) For some positive integer ¢ < n, the system (A is analytically (¢,n — q)
Bogoyavlenskij-integrable, i.e., there exist ¢ analytic vector fields Y; (z)(:=
XO(z)),...,Y,(x) and n—q analytic scalar-valued functions Fy (z), ..., F,_q(z)
such that conditions (i) and (ii) of Definition hold.

(A2) Let F(x) = (Fi(z),...,Fo_q(x)). There exists a regular value c € R" "9 of F,
i.e., rankdF(x) = n — ¢ when F(x) = ¢, such that F~!(c) has a connected
and compact component and Yi(x),...,Y,(x) are linearly independent on
F~1(c).

Henceforth we assume without loss of generality that F~!(c) is connected and

compact itself in (A2), by reducing the domain of F' if necessary. Under (Al)

and (A2) we have the following result like a well-known theorem for Hamiltonian

systems [2] (see [8[34,35] for the details).

Proposition 2.1 (Liouville-Miuner-Arnold-Jost). Suppose that assumptions (A1)
and (A2) hold. Then we have the following:

(i) The level set F~(c) is analytically diffeomorphic to the q-dimensional torus
T4

(ii) There exists an analytic diffeomorphism ¢ : U x T — U, where U and U are,
respectively, neighborhoods of I = Iy in R"~9 and of F~*(c) in .4 for some
Ip € R"™ 9, such that
(iia) o({Io} x T) = F~(c);
(iib) Fo(I,0) depends only on I, where (I,0) € U x T4;
(iic) The flow of X° onlU is analytically conjugate to that of (L2) with{ = n—q

and m =q on U x T1.

The variables I and 6 are called the action and angle variables as in Hamiltonian
systems, and w(I) is referred to as the angular frequency vector. Let w;(I) be the
jth component of w(I) for j =1,...,q. Henceforth U denotes the neighborhood of
I = Iy in Proposition 2l Moreover, we assume the following on (2] along with
(K2):

(A3) There exists a key set Dr for C¥(U) such that for I € Dg a resonance of
multiplicity ¢ — 1,

dimg(wi (1), ..., we(I)) =1,

occurs with w(I) # 0, i.e., there exists a positive constant wy(I) depending
on I such that 1)
w q
o) € Z7\ {0}.
We choose wy(I) as large as possible below.
We easily see that if rank Dw(I*) = ¢ for some I'* € U, then both (K2) and (A3)
hold. Assumption (A3) also implies that if / € Dg, then the system (L2]) has a

g-parameter family of periodic orbits
(1,0) = (L,w)t +7), Te€T, (2.1)
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with the period T = 27 /wo(I). Note that the periodic orbits () is parameter-
ized by (¢ — 1) parameters essentially since two periodic orbits (I,w(I)t + 7) and
(I,w(I)t + 70) represent the same orbit if 7 — 79 = w(I)ty for some ¢y € R. We also
have a g-parameter (but essentially (¢ — 1)-parameter) family of periodic orbits

¥ (t) =L wt+7), (I,7) € Dr x T7,
with the period T in the unperturbed system (L5)). Define the integrals

TI
IL(7) ::/ dF; (X )jipdt, k=1,...,n—q, (2.2)
0
for I € Dy and set FL(7) := (JL (7),... ,ﬂgﬂniq(ﬂ). Note that
Tk T+ w()t) = T4 (1)
for 7 € T? and t € R. We state the first of our main results as follow.

Theorem 2.2. Suppose that assumptions (A1)-(A8) and (K2) hold. If there exists
a key set D C Dy for C¥(U) such that ZL(7) is not identically zero for any I € D,
then the perturbed system (L) does not have n — q real-analytic first integrals in a
neighborhood of F~1(c) near e = 0 such that they are functionally independent for
le] # 0 and depend analytically on €.

We prove Theorem in Section 3.1

We next consider a special case in which Eq. (4 is a two- or more-degree-of-
freedom Hamiltonian system. For an integer m > 2, let (.#,2) be a 2m-dimensional
analytic symplectic manifold with a symplectic form Q, and let H.(z) = H%(z) +
eH!(z) + O(¢?) be an analytic Hamiltonian for (IL4) and depend analytically on &
near € = 0. We assume the following:

(A1°) The unperturbed Hamiltonian system (L) with the Hamiltonian H(x)
is real-analytically Liouville-integrable, i.e., there exist m functionally inde-
pendent analytic first integrals Fy (z)(:= H°(x)), Fa(x), ..., F,,(z) such that
they are pairwise Poisson commutative, i.e., {Fj, Fy} =0for j,k =1,...,m,
where {-,-} denotes the Poisson bracket for the symplectic form €.

Assumption (A1’) means (Al) with ¢ = m and Y; = Xp, for j = 1,...,m, where

X, denotes the Hamiltonian vector field for the Hamiltonian Fj(x). So we imme-

diately obtain the following from Theorem

Corollary 2.3. Suppose that (A1’), (A2), (A3) and (K2) hold. If there exists a
key set D C Dy for C¥(U) such that FL(T) with X1 = Xy is not identically zero
for any I € D, then the perturbed Hamiltonian system for the Hamiltonian H.(z)
is not real-analytically Liouville-integrable in a neighborhood of F~1(c) near e = 0
such that m — 1 additional first integrals also depend analytically on e.

For integrability of non-Hamiltonian systems (L4]), we have to consider not only
first integrals but also commutative vector fields. So we need the following assump-
tion additionally:

(A4) For some I* € U, the Jacobian matrix Dw(I*) is injective, i.e.,
rank Dw(I*) =n — gq.

Note that (A4) holds only when n — ¢ < ¢. Finally, we state the second main result
as follows.
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Theorem 2.4. Suppose that assumptions (A1)-(A4) and (K2) hold. If there exists
a key set D C D for C¥(U) such that FL(T) is not constant for any I € D,
then for |e| # 0 sufficiently small the perturbed system (L) is not real-analytically
integrable in the Bogoyavlenskij sense near F~1(c) such that the first integrals and
commutative vector fields depend analytically on € near e = 0: In particular there
exists only such n—q—1 first integrals and such ¢ —1 commutative vector fields at
most.

Remark 2.5.

(i) Theorems and exclude even the possibility that the first integrals are
functionally independent for |e| # 0 sufficiently small but not for e = 0.

(ii) Theorem does not exclude the possibility that the system ([[4) is real-
analytically integrable in the Bogoyavlenskij sense near F~1(c) such that in
a punctured neighborhood of € = 0 there exist such n — ¢'(> 0) first integrals
and ¢' commutative vector fields for some q' > q.

We prove Theorem [2.4] in Section

3. PROOFS OF THE MAIN THEOREMS

In this section, we prove Theorems and 2.4 The proofs are based on the
results of [20]. Henceforth we mean real-analyticity when saying analyticity.

3.1. Proof of Theorem We first prove Theorem 221 Henceforth we assume
that conditions (A1)-(A3) and (K2) hold. We begin with the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Suppose that G1(x),...,Gi(x) are analytic first integrals of the un-
perturbed system ([LH) near F~1(c) for k > 1 and they may be functionally depen-
dent. Let G(x) = (G1(x),...,Gr(x)) and let ¢y denote the flow generated by (LH]).
Then the following statements hold:
(i) There exists an analytic map ¢ : F(U) — RF satisfying G = ¢ o F in a
neighborhood U of F~1(c) in A .
(i) If dGy,...,dGy are linearly independent at x € A, then so are they at ¢¢(x).

Proof. For the proof of part (i) we first transform ([LH]) to (L2) with £ = n — ¢ and
m = q, based on Proposition 21 In particular, by Proposition 2ZIIiia) F o ¢(I,0)
depends only on I. Let F(I) = F o ¢(I,6). On the other hand, we use Lemma 1
in Section 1 of Chapter IV of [I4] to show that G(¢(I,60)) depends only on I. Let
G(I) = G(¢(1,0)). So we have
G=Gop '=GoF 'oFoyp!
and take 1) = G o F~! to obtain part (i).
We turn to the proof of part (ii). Since the pull-back of G; by ¢; satisfies
7G; =Gjfor j=1,...,k, we have
G (dGL N - NdGr)y = (97dGL N -+ N\ ¢ dGy),
= (d(¢{G1) A+ Nd(${Gr)), = (dGL A -+ NdG)e # 0,

where ‘A’ represents the wedge product. On the other hand, by the definition of
pull-back

QZ/)I (dG1 VANPAN de)m = (dG1 VANPAN de)m(m) o (d(}ﬁ,g)z
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Since ¢! is a diffeomorphism, we see that (d¢; ), is regular. Hence,
(dGl AN de)(ﬁt(I) #0,
which yields part (ii). O

Using Theorem 2.2 of [20] on persistence of first integrals and Lemma Bl we
obtain the following result.

Lemma 3.2. Let I € Dg. Suppose that near € = 0 the perturbed system (L) has
n—q analytic first integrals G5, ..., G5,_, near Iy = {yL | 7 € T} in A such that

they are functionally independent on I7 and depend analytically on €. Then f}{v(T)
must be identically zero.

Proof. Assume that the hypothesis of the lemma holds. Using Theorem 2.2 of [20],
we have

TI
Ito(r) = / dG°(X1')y1pdt = 0.
0
On the other hand, by Lemma BTl G° := (GY,...,G)_,) is expressed as G* =
1 o F' for some analytic map ¢ : F(U) — R" %, where U is a neighborhood of
F~Y(c). Since F is constant along the periodic orbit vI(t), we have ngI(t) =
A p(y10)@Fy1 (1), s0 that

TI
Io(r) = /0 Y p(y10)AFy, (1) (X, (1))t = o (y1(0)) 5 (7)-

Since dGY and dF have the maximum rank on v/ (¢) so that rank dYp(y10) =N—4;
we obtain #L(7) = 0 for any 7 € TY. O

For the proof of Theorem we also need the following result (see Appendix A
for its proof).

Proposition 3.3. Let k < n — q be a positive integer. Suppose that in a neigh-
borhood of F~*(c) the perturbed system (L4) has k first integrals that are analytic
in (x,e) near e = 0. If they are functionally independent for e # 0, then in a
neighborhood of F~'(c) there exist k first integrals that are analytic in (x,¢) and
functionally independent near € = 0.

Remark 3.4. From Proposition [T3 we also see that the condition for DFy(I) to
have a mazimum rank at a point Iy € R was unnecessary in Theorem [T

Proof of Theorem[Z2. Suppose that #L(7) is not identically zero for any I € D.
Using Lemma for each I € D, we see that the perturbed system ([4) does
not have n — ¢ analytic first integrals near .77 such that they are functionally
independent on .77 and depend analytically on e near € = 0.

Additionally, suppose that there are n — ¢ analytic first integrals such that they
are functionally independent for |e| # 0 sufficiently small but not at ¢ = 0 and
depend analytically on € near ¢ = 0. Then by Proposition there exist n — ¢

analytic first integrals G7, ..., G7,_, which are functionally independent and depend
analytically on ¢ near ¢ = 0. Hence, dGY, .. .,dGrohq are linearly dependent on

Jr for I € D. As in the proof of Lemma [3. (i), we consider the transformed
system (L2) and write G;(I) = G,(p(L,0)) for j = 1,...n —q. Let G(I) =
(G1(I),...,Gpy(I)). We see that the determinant of the Jacobi matrix of G(I) is
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zero for I € D, so that it is identically zero on U since D is a key set for C*(U).
This yields a contradiction. (I

3.2. Proof of Theorem [2.41 We turn to the proof of Theorem 2.4l Henceforth,
we assume that conditions (A1)-(A4) and (K2) hold.

We begin with the following lemma. Recall that Y;(z), I =1,...,q, are commu-
tative vector fields for the unperturbed system (L3]).

Lemma 3.5. An analytic vector field Z(x) commutes with the vector field X°(x) if
and only if it can be written as Z(x) = Y 1_, pi(F(x))Y;(z), where p; : R"™9 — R,
Il =1,...,n —q, are analytic. In particular, the vector field X°(x) has only q
commutative vector fields which are linearly independent almost everywhere.

Proof. By Proposition 21 we may consider (L2). So we prove that it is necessary
and sufficient for an analytic vector field Z(1,0) to commute with the vector field
of (L2) that it can be written as

sz 891 (3.1)

The sufficiency is obvious. The necessity follows from assumptions (K2) and (A4)
by Lemma 1 in Section 3 of Chapter IV of [14]. O

Using Theorem 3.5 of [20] on persistence of commutative vector fields and LemmaB.5]
we obtain the following.

Lemma 3.6. Let I € Dg. Suppose that near ¢ = 0 the perturbed system (4]
has q analytic commutative vector fields Z5(x), ..., Z5(x) near I1 = {yL | T € T}
in M such that they are linearly independent on I7 and depend analytically on €.
Then JL(T) must be constant.

Proof. We first transform () to (L) with £ = n—q¢ and m = ¢, as in the proof of
Lemma Bl Assume that the hypothesis of the lemma holds. Then by Lemma [3.5]
Z9(I,0) has the form @) with p;(I) = p;i(I), 1=1,...,q, for j =1,...q. Let

4
XUIL0) =) hi(1,60:0)5 - +ng190
j=1

where h;(I,0;¢) (resp. gix(I,0;¢)) is jth (resp. kth) component of h(I,6;¢) (resp.
g(I,0;¢)) for j=1,...,¢ (for k=1,...,m). Using Theorem 3.5 of [20], we have

0 —/OTI dar ([ZO(I 6), X (I 9>D9:w( It+r dt
_épﬂg) </OT gZ(I w(l)t+71;0) dt) Zpgl djl

Since Z9, ..., Zg are linearly independent on 77, the ¢ x ¢ matrix (pji)ji=1,....4 18
invertible, so that by n — ¢ < q, (d.#} /dr)(t) = O, i.e., #{(7) is constant.

On the other hand, by Lemma 3.1} there exists an analytic map v : F(U) — RF
such that I = ¢oF'(x). As in the proof of Lemma[3.2] we show that rank di (1)) =
n —q and /(1) = dp(y1(0))F# (7). Hence, £ (7) is also constant. O
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Proof of Theorem [27) Suppose that #L(7) is not constant for any I € D. From
Theorem 2.2l we see that there exist only n — ¢ — 1 first integrals at most such that
they are functionally independent and depend analytically on € near e = 0.
Assume that there exist ¢ analytic commutative vector fields Z7, ..., Z7 such
that for ¢ = 0 they are linearly independent almost everywhere and depend an-
alytically on . Applying Lemma for each I € D, we see that the perturbed
system (L4 does not have ¢ analytic commutative vector fields near .77 such that
they are linearly independent on .77 and depend analytically on € near ¢ = 0.
Hence, Z7,. .., Z; are linearly dependent on I for I € D at e = 0 if they depend
analytically on € near ¢ = 0. As in the proof of Lemma B.6] we consider the trans-
formed system ([C2]) and use Lemma to write Z7(I,6) in the form @BI) with
p(I) = pju(I), 1l =1,...,q, for j = 1,...q. We see that the determinant of the
matrix (p;i(1))j,i=.1,....q is zero for I € D, so that it is identically zero on U since
D is a key set for C¥(U). This yields a contradiction. So we obtain the desired
result. (]

4. CONSEQUENCES OF THE THEORY TO (LI

In this section, we consider nearly integrable systems of the form (L) writ-
ten in the action-angle coordinates and describe consequences of Theorems
and 2] to it. The unperturbed system (L2) is (m, £)-integrable in the Bogoy-
avlenskij sense and has ¢ first integrals I, ..., I; and m commutative vector fields
w(I)a%l, 8%27 ey %. Thus, conditions (A1) and (A2) with n =¢+4+m and ¢ =m
already hold. In particular, the level set of I = ¢ given by {c} x T™ is connected
and compact. Take some Iy € R? and let U be its neighborhood in R, as in the
preceding sections.

We first discuss consequences of Theorem to (LI) and assume that condi-
tions (K2) and (A3) with n = £+m and ¢ = m hold. For I € Dy the unperturbed
system ([2)) has an m-parameter family of periodic orbits given by (21 with
g = m. The integrals given by ([Z2]) for the ¢ first integrals I = (I,...,I;) become

Tf
ﬂ}(T)_/O h(I,w(I)t + 7;0)dt,

where 7 € T™.
Assume that m > 1. Using the Fourier expansion of h(Z,6;0) given in (IL3), we
rewrite the above integral as

(D) exp(ir - (w(I)t +7))dt =T Y he(D)e™ ™, (4.1)
reL™ relAr

where A = {r € Z™ | r-w(I) = 0}. Applying Theorem 22 we obtain the following

result for (LI)). Recall that h,(I), r € Z™, represent the Fourier coefficients of
h(I,0;0) (see Eq. (L3)).

Theorem 4.1. Let m > 1, and suppose that assumptions (K2) and (A3) with
n=4{+m and ¢ = m hold. If there exists a key set D C Dy for C¥(U) such that
he(I) # 0 for some r € A; with I € D, then the perturbed system (L) does not
have € real-analytic first integrals in a neighborhood of the level set {c} x T™ near
e = 0 such that they are functionally independent for |e| # 0 and depend analytically
on €.

2
3
I
\
3
>
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Remark 4.2.
(1) From the proof given in [14)] we see that the conclusion of Theorem [I1l also
holds even if the zero vector is taken as one of rj € Z™, j =1,...,0 — s, in

the definition of a Poincaré set. This fact was overlooked in [17].

(ii) If a Poincaré set Py C U modified as stated in part (i) is a key set for
C¥(U), then condition (A8) holds. Moreover, there exists a key set D C Dg
for C*(U) such that hy.(I) # 0 with some r € Ay for I € D if and only if such
a Poincaré set Zy_1 C U is a key set for C¥(U).

(i) The hypothesis of Theorem[{.1] holds if both of w(I) and ho(I) are not identi-
cally zero in U.

(iv) If the system (1) is Hamiltonian, then ho(I) = 0.

(v) From Theorem 2.2 of [20] and Eq. {1l) we see that the first integrals I, ..., I,
do not persist in (LI) near the resonant torus {I} x T™ if h.(I) # 0 for some
re .

Let m =1 and assume that w(I) # 0. Then the integral [I]) becomes
21ho(I)
w(I)

since A; = {0} C Z. Noting that assumptions (K2) and (A3) hold if w(I) # 0 for
some I € U, we obtain the following.

27 fw(T)
I (r) = /0 h(I,w(I)t+7;0)dt = (4.2)

Theorem 4.3. Let m = 1. If w(I) # 0 and ho(I) # 0 for some I € U, then the
perturbed system (1)) does not have € real-analytic first integrals in a neighborhood
of {c} x St near ¢ = 0 such that they are functionally independent for |e| # 0 and
depend analytically on €.

Assuming the existence of ¢ — 1 functionally independent first integrals in the
perturbed system () and taking Remarks [.2]i) and (ii) into account, we obtain
the same result as Theorems [4.1] and from Theorem [[T] (see also Remark B.4)).
Moreover, when the existence of such only s (< ¢ — 1) first integrals is assumed,
Theorem [T guarantees the nonexistence of no additional first integral if a Poincaré
set &, modified in Remark 2l(i) is a key set for C*(U), in particular fzrj (1),
j=1,...,0—s (> 1), are linearly independent. Note that such a Poincaré set &
does not exist when m =1 and s < £ — 1.

We next apply Theorem 24l to (LI)). When m = 1, the integral .#/ () is constant
by ([2), so that Theorem [Z4] does not apply. Thus, we obtain the following result.

Theorem 4.4. Let m > 1, and suppose that assumptions (K2), (A3) and (A4)
hold. If there exists a key set D C Dg for C¥(U) such that fLT(I) # 0 for some
r € Af\{0} with I € D, then for |e| # 0 sufficiently small the perturbed system (L))
is not real-analytically integrable in the meaning of Theorem near {c} x T™.

5. RELATIONSHIPS WITH THE MELNIKOV METHODS

In this section, we discuss relationships of our main results in Section 2 with the
subharmonic and homoclinic Melnikov methods for time-periodic perturbations of
single-degree-of-freedom Hamiltonian systems. See [LTL[I525.27] for the details of
the Melnikov methods. A concise review of the methods was also given in Section 4.1

of [20].
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Consider systems of the form
i = JDH(z) + cu(x,vt), z€R? (5.1)

where € is a small parameter as in the preceding sections, ¥ > 0 is a constant,
H:R? - Rand u: R2 xS — R? are analytic, and J is the 2 x 2 symplectic matrix,

J_<_01 (1))

Equation (&) represents a time-periodic perturbation of the single-degree-of-freedom
Hamiltonian system

i = JDH (), (5.2)

with the Hamiltonian H(x). Letting ¢ = vt mod 27 such that ¢ € S!, we rewrite
(EI) as an autonomous system,

i = JDH(z) + cu(z, ¢), ¢=w. (5.3)

We easily see that assumptions (A1) and (A2) hold in (B3] with e = 0: H(z) is
a first integral and (0,1) € R? x R is a commutative vector field. We make the
following assumptions on the unperturbed system (5.2)):

(M1) There exists a one-parameter family of periodic orbits z*(t) with period
7o > 0, a € (a1, az), for some ay < ag. Moreover, T is not constant as a
function of «a.

(M2) x“(t) is analytic with respect to a € (v, az).

Note that in (M1) 2*(t) is automatically analytic with respect to ¢ since the vector

field of (B.2)) is analytic.

We assume that at a = o!/™
2 n
— = -, 5.4
= (5.4
where [ and n are relatively prime integers. We define the subharmonic Melnikov
function as

27l /v
MYn(g) = /0 DH(2°(#)) - u(z®(t), vt + ¢)dt, (5.5)

where v = /™. Let T = nT® = 2xl /v for o = o!/™. If M'/"(¢) has a simple zero
at ¢ = ¢o and dT/do # 0 at o = o!/™, then for |¢| > 0 sufficiently small there
exists a T“-periodic orbit near (z,¢) = (z*(t), vt + ¢o) in (E3). See Theorem 3.1
of [27]. A similar result is also found in [IT,25]. The stability of the periodic orbit
can also be determined easily [27]. Moreover, several bifurcations of periodic orbits
when dT'/do # 0 or not were discussed in [27129].

On the other hand, since it is a single-degree-of-freedom Hamiltonian system,
the unperturbed system (5.2) is integrable, so that it can be transformed into the
form (C2) with ¢,m = 1. So the perturbed system (53) is transformed into the
form () with £ = 1 and m = 2. Here we take I = « unlike [27,[30], and have
w(I) = (QI),v), where
27
We remark that the transformed system is not Hamiltonian even when ¢ = 0,
unlike [27,30]. Choose a point v = g € (ev1, @) such that dT7'® /de # 0, and let U

Q)
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be a neighborhood of agy. We see that assumptions (K2) and (A3) hold for
Dy = {o"/" |l,n e N} NU.

Let o = o//™ and let 42 (t) = (x*(t + 71), v(t + 71) + T2). We see that v*(¢) is a
T“-periodic orbit in (B3] with ¢ = 0. Note that v%(¢) is essentially parameterized
by a single parameter, say ¢ := v + 72. So we write 73 () = (z%(¢), vt + ¢). The
integral [2.2) for H(z) along 73 (t) becomes

2l /v
() = / DH (1) - u(@® (), vt + $)dt = M/ (@)  (5.6)

by (G5). As stated above, if M!/"(¢) has a simple zero at ¢ = ¢, then there
exists a T*-periodic orbit near 73 (). Applying Theorems 2.2 and 2.4} we have the
following two results.

Theorem 5.1. Suppose that there exists a key set D C Dgr for C¥(U) such that
MY™(¢) is not identically zero for o'/™ € D. Then for || # 0 sufficiently small
the system (B3) has no real-analytic first integral in a neighborhood of {x®°(t) | t €
[0,790)} x S' such that it depends analytically on € near e = 0.

Theorem 5.2. Suppose that there exists a key set D C Dy for C¥(U) such that
MY™(¢) is not constant for ot/™ € D. Then for |e| # 0 sufficiently small the
system (B.3)) is not real-analytically integrable in the meaning of Theorem [2] in a
neighborhood of {z®(t) | t € [0,7%)} x S*.

Remark 5.3.

(i) If D has an accumulation point, then it becomes a key set for C¥(U).

(i) If the system (&) is Hamiltonian, then the hypotheses of Theorems [i1l and
are equivalent to the condition that M'™(¢) has a simple zero. Actually,
letting

u(z,¢) = JDLH (x,¢) = J Y DH}(z)e"?,
rEZ
we have

2l /v
MY™(p) = /0 DH (z°(t)) - JD,H (x(t), vt + ¢)dt

) 27l /v . )
=> et / DH (z%(t)) - JDH! (x*(t))e" ™ dt
rEZ 0
and

27l /v .
/0 DH (z(t)) - JDH} (2 (t))dt

= / v DHJ (z*(t)) - JDH (z(t))dt
0

27l /v
_ _/ DAL (2°(t)) - &% (£)dt = 0,
0

where flrl (z), r € Z, represent the Fourier coefficients of H'(x,¢). Thus, we
obtain the claim.

We additionally assume the following on the unperturbed system (G.2)):
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x"(t)

X9 X x(t)

FIGURE 1. Assumption (M3).

(M3) There exists a hyperbolic saddle xy with a homoclinic orbit " (¢) such that
lim supd(z®(¢),T") =0,

a—ra2 teR
where I' = {z%(¢) | t € R} U {20} and d(z,T) = infyer |z — y|. See Fig. [
We define the homoclinic Melnikov function as

Aﬂ@:/mnmﬁ@ymﬁm¢+@ﬁ (5.7)

If M(¢) has a simple zero, then for |¢| > 0 sufficiently small there exist transverse
homoclinic orbits to a periodic orbit near {zo} xS! in (53) [LIJI5|25]. The existence
of such transverse homoclinic orbits implies that the system (B3] exhibits chaotic
motions by the Smale-Birkhoff theorem [IT25] and has no resl-analytic (additional)
first integral (see, e.g., Chapter IIT of [I9]). We easily show that

Jim MY (¢) = M(¢) (5.8)

for each ¢ € S' (see Theorem 4.6.4 of [I1]). Let U be a neighborhood of a = .
It follows from (B.8)) that if M (¢) is not identically zero or constant, then for I > 0
sufficiently large neither is Ml/1(¢). Let U C R? be a region such that oU o T
and U D {z*(t) | t € [0,7*)} for some o € (a1, az). We obtain the following from
Theorems [5.1] and

Theorem 5.4. Suppose that M(¢p) is not identically zero Then for |e| # 0 suffi-
ciently small the system ([G.3) has no real-analytic first integral in U x Stsuch that
it depends analytically on € near € = 0.

Theorem 5.5. Suppose that M(¢) is not constant. Then for |e| # 0 sufficiently

small the system ([B.3) is not real-analytically integrable in the meaning of Theo-

rem[Z4 in U x S.

Remark 5.6.

(i) Theorems and [, respectively, mean that the system (B3] has no first
integral and is nonintegrable even if the Melnikov function M (¢) does not have
a simple zero, i.e., there may exist no transverse homoclinic orbit to the periodic
orbit in [B3)), but it is not identically zero and constant. See Section [G.3

(ii) As in Remark[Z3(ii), if the system (&) is Hamiltonian, then the hypotheses
of Theorems and [ are equivalent to the condition that M'Y"(¢) has a
simple zero.
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iii) In the statements of Theorems[5.4] and [543, the region U x S* may be replaced
g Y
with a neighborhood of T' x St although they are weakened.

6. EXAMPLES

We now illustrate the above theory for four examples: Simple pendulum with a
constant torque, second-order coupled oscillators and the periodically forced Duffing

oscillator [TTL12125].

6.1. Simple pendulum with a constant torque. Consider a simple pendulum
with a constant torque:

I=¢(Bsinf+1), =1, (I,0)cRxT (6.1)

where 5 € R is a constant. Equation (6] is of the form (1)) with m = ¢ = 1.
Using Theorem 3] we obtain the following.

Proposition 6.1. The system ([G1)) has no real-analytic first integral depending
analytically on € near € = 0.

Remark 6.2.
(i) The system (6.1) has the first integral

F(I,0;¢) = %I2+5(ﬁ0059—9)

and is (1,1)-integrable as a system on R x R, although F(I,0;¢) is not even a
function on R x S'.

(ii) Let B = 0. Then the system (6] is (2,0)-integrable when & # 0, where the
vector fields 5% +1I % and % are commutative and linearly independent. How-
ever, when ¢ = 0, the two vector fields are linearly dependent and Fq. ([GI) is
not (2,0)-integrable. See also Remark[Z2(ii).

6.2. Second-order coupled oscillators. Consider

14
I = (—Mj +Q 4 )Y agsin(ka6; — k29i)> )

i=1 keN2 (6.2)

0; =I;, j=1,....4,

where §,Q; >0, j = 1,...,¢, and ay, k = (k1,k2) € N2, are constants such that
lar| < Me=(F1+k2)9 for some M, > 0. We see by the remark after Lemma 2
in Section 12 of Chapter 3 in [I] that the vector field of (G2]) is analytic. Equa-
tion ([G.2)) has the form ([L]) with m = £ and is rewritten in a system of second-order
differential equations as

£
éj +€56‘ =¢ (QJ —I—Z Z aksin(/ﬁ@j — k291)> , o g=1,...4,

=1 keN?

which reduces to the second-order Kuramoto model [24] when ay # 0 for k = (1,1)
and ay, = 0 for k # (1,1). Obviously, assumptions (K2), (A3) and (A4) hold. Using
Theorems 1] and 4] we obtain the following.

Proposition 6.3. The following statements hold for ([G.2):
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2 T 6
(@) (b)
*\‘ O 7 | *\‘ 0
R . -6
2-2 0 2 -3 0 3
Xy Xy

FIGURE 2. Phase portraits of ([@3) with e = 0: (a) a = 1; (b)
a=—1.

(i) If one of 6 and Q;, j =1,...,¢, is nonzero at least, then the system ([6.2)) does
not have £ real-analytic first integrals near e = 0 such that they are functionally
independent for |e| # 0 and depend analytically on e;

(il) If K1 = {k1/ka | ag, ko # 0} or Ko = {ko/k1 | ar, k1 # 0} has an accumulation
point, then for |e| # 0 sufficiently small the system ([6.2)) is not real-analytically
integrable in the meaning of Theorem [2.7}

Proof. Part (i) immediately follows from Theorem 1] and Remark F2(iii) since
iLo(I) is not identically zero if one of § and §2;, j = 1,...,¢, is nonzero at least.
We turn to the proof of part (ii). Let D1 = {I € R® | kyI; — kol; = 0, i,j =
1,...,(, kl/kg S Kl} and Dy = {I S R¢ | kllj — koI, =0, 1, = 1,...,(, kg/kl €
Ko}, If Ky (resp. K3) has an accumulation point, then Dy (resp. Ds) is a key set
for C*(IR?). Their claim is shown as follows. Assume that K; has an accumulation
point. Let f(I) € C“(R’) be an analytic function which vanishes on Dy, and take
aline Ly :={I € R* | (I1,...,Ip—1) = b} for b= (b1,...,by_1) € R fixed . Then
(b1, ...,bi—1,k1b1/ke) € Ly N Dy for all ky /ke € K7, so that f(I) is identically zero
on Ly. This means that f(I) is identically zero in R?, and consequently D; is a key
set for C*(R?). Similarly, we see that the claim is true for Ky and Dy. Applying
Theorem [£.4] we obtain the desired result. O

6.3. Periodically forced Duffing oscillator. Consider the periodically forced
Duffing oscillator

@y =x9, @9 =axy — a5 +e(Bcosvt — das), (6.3)

where v > 0 and 3,0 > 0 are constants, and a = —1 or 1. The system (G.3]) has the
form (BI) with

1 1 1
H = —iaxf + Zx‘f + §ZC§
and the autonomous system (53] becomes

&1 =@, 4o =ax; — x5 +e(Bcosh — dxa), b=v, (6.4)

where (7, ¢) € R? x S. See Fig. 2l for the phase portraits of ([6.3) with ¢ = 0.
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We begin with the case of @ = 1. When € = 0, in the phase plane there exist a
pair of homoclinic orbits

2} (t) = (£V2secht, Tv/2secht tanht),

a pair of one-parameter families of periodic orbits

xmﬂ:(iwg?mdﬂ(v2iw)’
V2R?

Lo () (=) ) ke,

inside each of them, and a one-parameter periodic orbits

() _<\/2\1:§k— T (ﬂ/:? = 1> ’

T

outside of them, as shown in Fig. Zl(a), where sn, cn and dn represent the Jacobi

elliptic functions with the elliptic modulus k. The periods of % () and z*(t) are

given by T% = 2K (k)v/2 — k2 and T* = 4K (k)v/2k2 — 1, respectively, where K (k)

is the complete elliptic integral of the first kind. Note that z% (¢) approaches z'% (¢)

as k — 1. See [I11125]. See also [9] for general information on elliptic functions.
Assume that the resonance conditions

?F

2mn 2mn

= e, p=— T 6.5
v UK (k)V2 — k2 (6.5)
and ) )
L N L 6.6
v ALK (k)V2k2 — 1 (6.6)

hold for o% (¢) and #*(t), respectively, with [, n > 0 relatively prime integers. Then
the subharmonic Melnikov function ([535) for % () and *(¢) are

MY 1) = =8.J1(k, 1) + BJa(k,n, 1) sin T

and
M7y = =80 (k1) + BJa (K, n, ) sin T,

respectively, where

A2 — K2YE(k) — 22K (k
nik ) = AR O,
nrK (k') = 1):
Dokon. 1) = V27w sech (7[((@ ) (for 1 =1);
0 (for 1 # 1),

8I[(2k2 — 1) B(k) + k2K (k)]

Jl(kJ) = 3(2k2 _ 1)3/2 ’
nrK (k')
To(km, 1) = 2v/2mv sech (W) (for I =1 and n odd);

0 (for I # 1 or n even).
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Here E(k) is the complete elliptic integral of the second kind and k' = v/1 — k?
is the complimentary elliptic modulus. When § # 0, the subharmonic Melnikov

functions Mz/ l(T) and M™/ (1) are not identically zero for any relatively prime

integers n,! > 0 since Jy(k,) and jl(k, 1) are not zero. Moreover, the homoclinic
Melnikov function (5.7) for #% (¢) is

4
My(1) = —§5 + \/§7TVB csch (%) sin T,

which is not identically zero for 8 # 0. See [I1L25] for the computations of the
Melnikov functions.
Let

R ={k € (0,1) | k satisfies (G5 for n,l € N},
R= {ke (1/\/5,1) | k satisfies ([8) for n,l € N},
and let
Sk = {(zh(t),0) e R? x S' |t € [0,TF),0 € S'},
Sk = {(i*(t),0) e R x S' |t € [0,T%),0 € S},
Iy = {zL(t) e R? |t e R}U{0}.

Noting that
lim M"Y (1) = My (1) + M_(7)

n—roo

and applying Theorems[5.1] 5.4] and their slight extensions, we have the follow-
ing.

Proposition 6.4. The system ([6.4) with a = 1 has no real-analytic first integral
depending analytically on & in neighborhoods of SX for k € R, of S* for k € R, and
of S¥ near e =0 if § # 0.

Proposition 6.5. Let Ux (resp. U) be regions (resp. a region) in R? such that
Uy D Ty (resp. U DTy UT_) and Ux D {2k (t) | t € [0,T7*)} (resp. U D
{&*@t) | t € [0,T*)} for some k € (0,1) (resp. k € (1/v/2,1)). For |g| # 0
sufficiently small the system (6.4]) with a = 1 is not real-analytically integrable in
the regions Uy x S! (resp. U x S') in the meaning of Theorem [23) if B # 0.

If 8 £ 0 and

% < %\/iwu csch (%U) , (6.7)
then M (7) has a simple zero, so that for |¢| > 0 sufficiently small there exist
transverse homoclinic orbits to a periodic orbit near the origin and chaotic dynamics
may occur in (64]) with a = 1, as stated in Section From Proposition we
see that the system (64)) is nonintegrable in the meaning of Theorem [Z4] even if
condition (67) does not hold, i.e., there may exist no transverse homoclinic orbit to
the periodic orbit, as stated in Remark [5:6(i). On the other hand, when the system
(63) is Hamiltonian, i.e., § = 0, condition (G.7)) always holds and such inconsistency
does not occur. See also Remark [B.6(ii).
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We turn to the case of a = —1. When € = 0, in the phase plane there exists a
one-parameter family of periodic orbits

70 _<\/1\/—§l;k2 o (ﬂ - 2k2> ’
2k t

T 2k2 sn(wiw) dn<m>>’ ke (0.1/v2),

as shown in Fig. Z(b), and their period is given by 7% = 4K (k)v1 — 2k2. See
[261[27]. Assume that the resonance conditions

IT* = Zmn e, ve=—
v’ 2K (k)1 — 2k2

holds for I,n > 0 relatively prime integers. We compute the subharmonic Melnikov
function ([B5) for 2% (t) as

M) = =81 (k1) + Ba(k,n, 1) sinT,

(6.8)

where

A 8I[(2k? — 1)E(k) + kK (k

oty — SCE = DEW) + k2]

3(1 — 2k2)3/2
V2712n sech (ﬂ'nK(k’)
Ja(k,n, 1) = § K(k)V1— 2k2 2K (k)
0 (for I # 1 or n even).

See also [26127] for the computations of the Melnikov function. When 6 # 0, the
subharmonic Melnikov function M"/ (1) is not identically zero for any relatively

prime integers n,! > 0 since J1(k,1) is not zero.
Let

> (for I =1 and n odd);

R= {k € (0, 1/\/5) | k satisfies (G3) for n,l € N},
and let
Sk ={("(t),0) e R* x St |t € 0,T"),0 € S*}.
Applying Theorem B.1] we obtain the following.

Proposition 6.6. The system (G4l with a = —1 has no real-analytic first integral
depending analytically on ¢ in a neighborhood of S* for k € R near e = 0 if § # 0.

Remark 6.7.

(i) Since the subharmonic Melnikov function M™'(7) is constant for | # 1, The-
orem [2 is not applicable to (64) with a = —1. So we cannot exclude the
possibility that the system (64) with a = —1 is (3,0)-integrable in the meaning
of Theorem [24) when (3,0 # 0.

(ii) It was shown in [30] that the system (@A) with a = —1 is meromorphically
nonintegrable in a meaning similar to that of Theorem[2.]] when the independent
and state variables are extended to compler ones.
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APPENDIX A. PROOF OF PROPOSITION
In this Appendix, we prove Proposition3.3l We begin with the following lemma.

Lemma A.1l. Let Q be an open subset of R¥ and let x; : Q = R, j =1,...,m,
be analytic, where k,m € N. Let x(x) = (x1(x), ..., xm(x)). If rankdy is constant
on § and less than m, then for any x € Q) there exists a neighborhood V of x on
which x1, ..., Xm are analytically dependent, i.e., there exist an open set ' C R™
and a non-constant analytic map ¢ : Q" — R such that x(V) C Q" and ¢(x(y)) =0
foranyyeV.

Proof. Using Theorem 1.3.14 of [21] and an argument in the proof of Theorem 1.4.15
of [21], we can immediately obtain the desired result as follows. The theorem says
that there exist a neighborhood V' (resp. V') of & (resp. of x(z)), a cube @ (resp.
Q') in R* (resp. in R™) and analytic isomorphisms v : Q — V and v’ : V' — Q' such
that the composite map u’oxowu has the form (x1,...,zx) = (21,...,Zm,0,...,0),
where z; is the jth element of x for j = 1,...,k and m’ = rankdx < m. Here a
cube in R* is an open set of the form

{z ||z —aj| <rj,j=1,...,k}

for some a; € R and r; >0, j =1,...,k. Letting v’ = (uf,...,u},) and ¢ = ul,,

we have ((x(y)) =0 for every y € V. O

Let f. : .# — R be an analytic function such that it depends on ¢ analytically.
We expand it near e = 0 as fe(z) = 372, fi(z)e?, where fi(z), j € Zo := NU{0},
are analytic functions on .. Define the order function o(f.) by

o(fe) :=min{j € Zo | f’(x) # 0}
if f. £0 and ¢(0) := 400, as in [0].
Lemma A.2. Suppose that f-(x) is a nonconstant analytic first integral of (L4)
depending analytically on € near e = 0. Then there exists an analytic first integral

fe(x) = fO>x) + O(e) depending analytically on & near e = 0 such that fO(z) is not
constant.

Proof. Since f. is not constant, o(df.) takes a finite value. Let k = o(df.) and
fe(x) = 3272 €/ f7(x). Define

- 1 kol
felw) = o | felo) = D ()
=0

f¥(x) is not constant. Moreover, f.(x) is

Then f.(z) = f*(x) + O(e) and fO(z) =
=0 and Z;:é e’ f7 is constant. O

a first integral of (L) since X.(f:)

Proof of Proposition[Z3 Modifying the proof of Ziglin’s lemma [4,[T0,[32] slightly,
we prove this proposition. For k = 1 the statement of the proposition holds by
LemmalA2l Let k£ > 1 and suppose that it is true up to k—1. Let G5 (), ..., G%(x)
be analytic first integrals of (L4)) in a neighborhood of F~!(c) near ¢ = 0 such that
they are functionally independent for € # 0 and depend analytically on e. Without
loss of generality, we assume that G{(z),...,GY_, (z) are functionally independent
near F~!(c). Letting G¢(z) = (G5(2), ..., G (x)), we see that G°(¢(I,0)) depends
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only on I, as in the proof of Lemma BI{i), where ¢ denotes the analytic diffeo-
morphism in Proposition EZI(ii). Let G;(I) = GY(¢(1,0)) for j = 1,...,k. Note
that, if dG1(I),...,dGy(I) are linearly independent at I = Iy € U, then so are
dGi(x),...,dGy(z) on o({Ip} x T?) C U.

Assume that Gy(I),...,Gr_1(I),Gx(I) are functionally dependent in an open
set U' C U. So Q:= {p € U' | rankd,G = k — 1} contains a dense open set in
U’ since dG1(I),...,dG_1(I) are functionally independent on U. By Lemma [AT]
there exist an open set ' C R* and a nonzero analytic function ¢ : Q' — R such
that G(V) = (G1(V),...,Gr(V)) € & and

(D), .., Gr(D)) =0
in a neighborhood V of p € ). Moreover, there is a positive integer s such that
(9°¢/9y;)(G(I)) # 0, since if not, then ¢(G1(I),...,Gr_1(I),yx) depends on yy
near G(V) and consequently G1(I),...,Gj_1(I) are functionally dependent. Let

s be the smallest one of such integers and let (y) = (0°71¢/0y; ") (y). Then ¢
satisfies

~ &G, . Gul1) =0
and (0¢/0yr)(G(I)) # 0 on V. Hence,
((G(z)) =0 (A1)
and (9C/0y;)(GO(x)) # 0 on @(V x T9).

Let G5(x) = ((G°(x))/e. By (AJ) G5 is an analytic first integral depending
analytically on €. We have

Ne —1 ot £ —1 : aé 3 €
4G} = e LG @) = 3 5 (GF(@)dGS
j=1 "%

and
N(G®) :=dG5 A ... NdG5_ | NdG, = 5—1%(0%))(1@ A NdGE.
k
Since (8¢/0yr)(GO(x)) # 0 on o(V x T9), we have o((9C /Ay )(GO(z))) = 0, so that

ac

o(N(G)) =o(e"IN(G%)) + o (8yk

<G€<w>>> = o(N(GF)) - L.

Repeating this procedure till o(N(G?)) = 0, we obtain
dGY A ... ANdAGY | ANdGY 0,

which means the desired result. O
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