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A bstract

T he anisotropic M anev problam , which lies at the Intersection of classical,
quantum , and relativity physics, describes the m otion of two point m asses
In an anisotropic space under the in uence of a Newtonian foroelaw with
a relativistic correction tem . U sing an extension of the PoncareM ehikov
m ethod, we rst prove that for weak anisotropy, chaos shows up on the
zero-energy m anifold. Then we put Into the evidence a class of isolated
periodic orbits and show that the system isnonintegrable. F inally, using the
geodesic deviation approach, we prove the existence of a Jarge non-chaotic
set of uniform Iy bounded and collisionless solutions.
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I. Introduction

TheM anev problm studies the dynam ics oftwo point m asses in a  at space
for an attraction law given by a potential ofthe form 2 + %, where r is the
distance between particles and A ;B > 0 are constants. T he correction tem
to the Newtonian potential provides a classical approxin ation to general
relativity f1], B]. The anisotropic M anev problm , proposed by the rst
author In them id 1990s [B], replaces the at space w ith an anisotropic one.

The m ain reason for considering this question was that of seeking sin —
ilarities between classical m echanics, quantum theory, and general relativ—
ity. ks study was inspired by the anisotropic K epler problem introduced by
G utzw iller in the early 1970s 4], B]. Gutzwiller ained to nd connections
between classical and quantum m echanics. H is interest in the anisotropic
Keplrproblm was aroused by an old quantum m echanical question related
to a paper of E instein f6].

Even though fora special class of (Integrable) system s the Bom-Som m er-
ld-F instein conditions 4] seem ed appropriate for descrbing a Coulomb
Iim it of quantum theory, i was unclkar how to nd a classical approxin a—
tion for ergodic systam s. Two qualitiesm ade the anisotropic K epler problem
suitable for addressing this issue: its chaotic character and its suitability to
m odel various physical phenom ena, as for exam pl those encountered in cer—
tain sem iconductors f]. U sing a classical evaluation of the quantum G reen’s
formula, G utzw iller [}] und an approxin ate spectrum , In good agreem ent
w ith previous quantum calculations. A 1l these properties of the anisotropic
Keplrproblem raised hopes forthe study ofthe M anev analogue, which also
brought general relativity into the gam e.

Som e of the qualitative features of the anisotropic M anev problem prob—
Jem have already been studied. In a previous paper we proved the existence
of an open, connected Invarant m anifold of uniform Iy bounded, collision—
less orbits that lie within the negative-energy maniold B]. In 3] i was
shown that the di erential equations describing the anisotropic M anev prob-—
Iem exhibit properties characteristic to all three aforem entioned branches of



physics. That paper also brought argum ents favoring the nonintegrability
of the system by putting into the evidence a network of heteroclinic orbits
w ithin the zero-energy m anifold. Up to now , however, the existence of chaos
and the nonintegrability of the system have not been rigorously proved.

The rst result of this paper show s the presence of chaos fora an all sst
of solutions w ithin the zero-energy m anifold (see Section III). W e w ill base
our proofon an extension of the PoincareM ehikov m ethod developed in an
earlier paper Q). Thism ethod was used there to show the presence of chaos
In several problam s, Including the restricted circular 3-body problem and the
G ylden problem . The latter had been earlier identi ed as a degenerate case
for applying the PoincareM elhnikov m ethod [1{]. In the 3-body problem the
perturbation function, W = W (r; ;t),where (r; ) are thepolar coordinates,
appeared In itsm ost general form . In the G ylden problm this function was
isotropic, W = W (rt). From the methodological point of view, we will
now com plte the applicative picture by o ering a tin e-independent but
anisotropic perturbation fiinction ofthe form W = W (r; ), which is speci ¢
to the anisotropic M anev problm (see Section IT).

Tt is interesting to rem ark that di erent perturbations break up di erent
symm etries, which a ect the M elnikov integrals. In the general case both
the hom ogeneity of tim e and the rotational sym m etry are destroyed. This
Jeaves usw ith two Independent M elnikov conditions. In the G ylden problam
the rotational symm etry is pressrved (the angular m om entum is constant),
which leads usto one M enikov condition. In the present case only the tine
hom ogeneity is preserved (through the conservation of the Ham ilttonian), so
the only ob pct of study is the other M elnikov condition (see Section III).

O ur second result proves that the anisotropicM anev problem hasno other
analytic Integrals beyond the H am iltonian function. To show this, we use a
m ethod designed by Poincare [11], [12], which we present in Section IV . The
dea is to prove the existence of at least one isolated periodic orbit, which
cbstructs the occurrence of other analytic integrals. To apply Poincare’s
m ethod we need to w rite the perturbation as a Fourer series. T his leads to
som e technical di culties, which we overcom e in Section V. In Section VI
we prove the existence of m any isolated periodic orbits In the hypothesis
of weak anisotropy. W e then show that this im plies nonintegrability. T he
existence of periodic orbits, however, is an Interesting resul in itself, which
raises hopes for applying G utzw iller’s form ula to this problem in the context
of sam iclassical studies of the atom .



In the last part of the paper we are concemed w ith the qualitative be-
havior of collisionless orbits for which the two particles stay close to each
other. In Section V IT we present the geodesic deviation m ethod [13], which
provides a crterion for excluding the presence of chaos. T he idea is to trans—
form the equations ofm otion into som e equivalent ones. The new equations
put the solutions of the given system In a one-to-one corregpoondence w ih
the geodesics of a certain R iam annian m anifold whose m etric is determ ined
by the Initial equations ofm otion . M easuring the deviation of the geodesics,
we can draw oonclusions about the behavior of the initial solutions. If the
geodesics diverge, chaosm ay appear; if they converge, chaos is ruled out. In
Section V ITI we show that there exists a positivem easure invarant m ani-
fold of orbits that &ilto encounter collisions but for which the particles stay
close to each other. U sing the geodesic deviation m ethod we then prove that
the corresponding geodesics converge, thus show Ing that the orbits of this
m anifold are not chaotic.

IT. Equations ofm otion

The (planar) anisotropic M anev problem is described by the H am iltonian

H @p) = op°  a— >, (1)
T2 TTgrg @+ E

whereb> 0and > 1 areconstants, g= (;%) isthe position of one body
w ith respect to the other considered xed at the origin of the coordinate
system , and p = (o1;02) = g isthemom entum of the m oving particle. The
constant m easures the strength of the anisotropy; the larger , the higher
the di erence between the weakest and the strongest directions of attraction.
For = 1 we recover the classical (isotropic) M anev problem of which we
have a com plkte qualitative understanding 14], fi]. Therefore, if is only
slightly larger than 1, we are dealing w th a weakly anisotropic case. Unlke
In the isotropic problem , the angularmomentum K ) = p () g(t) ofthe
anisotropic case is not a st Integral of the system . This is because the
rotational invariance of the Ham ittonian breaks for > 1. Therfre we
expect to encounter richer dynam ics in the anisotropic case.

In the rst part of this paper we w ill be interested in aspects related to
weak anisotropy, ie. In values of > 1 that are close to 1. To put into




the evidence the perturbative character of the anisotropy w ith respact to the
isotropic problem , we Introduce the notations = landr= G+ &.
For > 1clbsetol,thequantity > 0 isanall, so the Ham iltonian (1) can
be viewed as describing a perturbation of the M anev problem by w riting

H(')—}Z b, 1,b 2 Ho+ W @ ): @)
ap)=oP° T & T @ 0 ri )

Asin [I0], we now consider the parabolic solutions of the unperturbed
prcblem (de ned by the Ham iltonian H () that lie on the zero-energy m ani-
fold. These orbits, which play the role ofhom oclinic solutions corresponding
to the crtical point at in nity (x= 1 ; r= 0), satisfy the equations

g -
2r  K? 2b) k

= o= 3
r ” =z €)

where k & 0 isthe constant angularm om entum ofthe unperturoed problenm ;
the negative (positive) sign correspondsto t< 0 (£ > 0). From (3) we get
that 8 q
2 t= szmr 2r (&2 2b)+ constant

> 2r (2 2b)
= Zarctan k2 2b

@)
+ constant:

Let
R=R@® and = (© ()

be the expressions of r and w ih respect to t, obtained by inverting equa—
tions (4) and assum ing that R 0) = Iy = k=2 and () = . Wewil
not need their expressions; as in [9}], we only retain the infomm ation that R

iseven and that isodd.

ITT. The M elnikov integral

W e now consider the problm de ned by the Ham iltonian H given In ).
W e will call hom oclinic m anifold the set of solutions of the unperturoed
system that are doubly asym ptotic to thepoint r= 1 ; r= 0. Fork & O,
the two-dim ensional hom oclinic m anifold is describbed by r= R (£t t;) and
#= (t to)t+ o, wih arbitrary constantsty and .



Tt is Interesting to rem ark that In this problm we are dealing w ith nega—
tively and positively asym ptotic sets to the criticalpoint r= 1 ; = 0 and
that this point would correspond to the \critical point at in nity," obtained
w ith the help of M G ehee's transform ation [15]

1 1
r= ;; r=y; dt= ;ds: ©)

But instead of using M oG ehee’s technique, we will apply here the m ethod
introduced In [B]. X was shown there that undernaturalassum ptions in posed
on the perturbation function W (r; ), one can guarantee the existence of
an ooth solutions approaching thepontr= 1 ; r= 0 fort! 1 . kwas
also proved that the Poincare m ap lads to In nitely m any intersections of
the stabl and unstable m anifold for the corresponding xed point.

In our case the perturbation arisihg from a weak anisotropy vanishes as
r ! 1 . This happens becauss W (r; ) 1=r, which is exactly condition
(18) n [9!]. So we can w rite the M elnikov condition as in P], with the only
am endm ent of dropping the tin e dependence. T herefore the two M elhikov
Integrals becom e

nw #

241 . .

M, (o) = R—(t)@W R®; ©+ o) — W R@®; ©+ o) dt= 0
1 Qr @

(7)

and z
*1oewW t; © +
M, (o) = l (R()@() o)=0: @)

SinceW wvanishesast'! 1 ,the rstM ehikov condition takes the fom

241 Qw ©); ) +
Milo)= (R()@t() )it o )

M ; is identically zero since the perturbation function W is independent of
tin e. This sinpli es our discussion because, unlke In the general cass, we
only need to nd the zeroes of the integraln (8).

Tt is signi cant to ram ark, and easy to chedk, that the previous conditions
can also be w rtten In term softhe rst integrals ofthe unperturbed problem
as Z +1

M1(0)= . fHo,'W g(:::)dt=0 (10)



and Z+1
M, (g)= ) fK ;W g(:::) dt= 0: 11

Notice that M ; ( o) is ddentically zero. T his ressm bles a results obtained for
the G yden problem 9], {10] and is related to the symm etries of the problem .
In the Gylden problem the perturbation is independent of the angke but
depends on tin e. Thism eans that the perturbation alters the hom ogeneity
of tin e, so the Ham iltonian is not an integral of m otion anym ore, but it
leaves the rotational nvariance intact; thus the angular m om entum is still
conserved. T herefore there is only one condition here, given by relation (9).
On the other hand in the anisotropic M anev problem the anisotropy of the
oace alters only the rotational sym m etry but not the hom ogeneiy of tin e.
This also Jeads to only one condition, given by relation (8).

For the anisotropic M anev problam the M ehikov condition M , takes the

form 7 !
My(o)=  snR( O+ o)) ——+ —— ae= o 12)
200 1 TR R )2 .

U sing som e trigonom etry the integral can be w ritten as
Mz(o):I:LCOSZ ot Izs]nz or (13)

where I, and I, are de ned by the relations

8 R
_ +1 1 b .
< Il = = 1 (R—(t) R 02 ) sin 2 (t)dt (14)
. +1
L= (R%) + 2 (ﬁi_)z)oosz t)dt:

SihceR and areeven and odd functions oftin e, respectively, the Integrand
of I; isan odd function. Therefore I; 0, and nally M , can be rew ritten
as

M,(o)= ILrsn2 g: 15)

Since we found sin ple zeroes of the M elnikov function, the ollow ng result
holds.

Theorem 1 In some invariant set contained in the zero-energy m anifold,
the weakly anisotropic M anev problm exhibits chaotic dynam ics.



T his type of chaotic behavior, which usually takes place for a small sst
of orbits, is induced by the In nitely m any intersections of the stable and
unstable m anifolds for the Poincare m ap associated to the critical point at
in nity. Let us notice that the PoincareB irkho -Sm ale theorem [16] does
not directly apply to this situation, which is degenerate. H owever, the exis-
tence of Sm ale horseshoes and ofpositive topologicalentropy is not restricted
to hyperbolic equilbbria. This phenom enon is also encountered in nonhyper—
bolic cases, as for exam ple those arising when dealing w ith area-preserving
perturbations [17]. Thus, Theorem 1 adds to the class of results describing
chaotic dynam ics near degenerate equilbria.

IV . Poincare’s m ethod

In this section we w ill present a classical result of Poincare [11], f12] n con-
nection w ith the nonexistence of additionalanalytic integrals In H am iltonian
system s. Based on the investigation of long periodic solutions, this criterion
is suitable for proving the nonintegrability ofthe anisotropic M anev problem

for weak anisotropy, aswe will see In Section V.

F irst we need to w rite the unperturbed system , ie. the (isotropic) M anev
problem , in tem s of action-angle variabls [1§]. The action variabls are
gien by ( _ 18 — P 2 1T
I=5 pdr= K 2o+ 3 Y

K =ap <P/
where h isthe energy constant and K is the angularm om entum . T hese vari—
ables are de ned forh < 0 and K 2 > 2b. T he associated angular frequencies

are 8
< !I= _pl—
(I+ K2 2p)3
B K. .
K2 2@+ K2 2p)3°

| =

- K

W ih the help of the action-angk variables, the unperturbed Ham iltonian
H g de ned by rlation (2) can then be w ritten as
1

HyoI;K)= 5 .
o 2@+ K2 202




0 the unperturbed equations ofm otion take the fomm

@H o -
=0
_ QHo _
o 0
QH

%_:

Recall that the eigenvalues of the m onodrom y operator of a T -periodic
solution are called characteristic m uldpliers and that the numbers de ned
by = exp( T) are calld characteristic exponents f16], fi8]. W e would
like to show the nonexistence of other analytic Integrals, independent of the
Ham ittonian H . Ourm ain theoretical tool In proving the nonintegrability
of the perturbed system is the ollow ing result, proved n {11].

8
P
<

16)
0 — !I

QI
Ho

|
@

@K K ¢

Theorem 2 Suppose thatthe two degree of freedom H am iltonian system with
Ham ilonian function H hastwo rstintegralsH andF that are independent
along a periodic solution. Then four characteristic exponents vanish.

O ne exponent vanishes because the systam is autonomus. The second
vanishes due to the presence of the st integralH . If the rem aining expo—
nents are di erent from zero, the periodic solution is called nondegenerate.
It is well known that nondegenerate periodic orbits are isolated [12].

To establish the existence of a Jarge num ber of isolated periodic orbits,
suppose that or I = I° and K = K9, the frequencies !; and !y of the
unperturbed problem are comm ensurabl and that !'; € 0. Then the per-
turbing function W (I;K ;!4 !k t+ ), de nedby W given in ) and then
transform ed w ith the help of the action-anglk varables, is periodic in t and
hasperiod T . Consider is average

121

w 1K )= W (I;K ;! t!gt+ )dt:

0
Then the Pllow .ng theorem , also due to Polncare [11], establishes the exis-
tence of isolated periodic orbits.

T heorem 3 A ssum e that the follow ing conditions are satis ed:
(1)T he Ham ilonian is nondegenerate at the point I = 1%K = K 9,
) Prsome = the derivative @W =@ = 0, but @*W =@ 26 0.



Then, for snall € 0, the perturbed Ham iltonian system has a T -periodic
solution that depends analtically on the param eter and for = 0 coincides
w ith the periocdic solution

of the unperturbed system . T he two charateristic exponents of this solu—
tion adm it a convergent series expansion in power serdes of

= 1p_+ 5, + 3p_+ 3 @7)
where
|
2T 2 2 2 :
'2 2= @W ( ) '2@H0 | ' @HO + 'Z@HO . (18)'
.I l @ 2 -I@Kz .I-K@I@K -K @IZ .

problam . Using T heorem 2, one can show the dependence ofthe fiinctions
Hy and Fy on the st of unperturbed tord I = I;; K = Ko that satisfy the
conditions of Theorem 3 and the relation

2 2 2 ’

"I @K 2 TR emek F @12

6 0: @9)

So the ollow ng result holds.

Theorem 4 Underthe hypothesesofT heorem 3 and relation (19), the Ham il
tonian system (16) does not adm it a rstintegIalPF independent of H that
can be written as a form alpower series ofthe form (Fs(I;K; ; ) ° with
analytic coe cients Fy.

V . Fourier series of the perturbation

In order to apply these results to our perturbed problem , we st need to
w rite the perturoation function asa Fourier series. Forthis ket us rst notice
that r can be expressed In param etric form w ith respect to tim e. Follow Ing
the sam e procedure used in {[9] for the K epler problem , we can w rite

1 rdr
T oy Yo oo
S 2h3



W ih the substiutions
!
1 ), 1 ° K? 2
A= — and Aegs = —— —_—
2N 2h7 2hj
the above relation takes the fom
p_>2 rdr
t= A & :
A2l r A)?

W ih the change of variablesr A = Aecos , the integral assum es the
sin pler expression
A
t= A% 1 ecos )d =A%( esinh )+ constant:

Ifwe choose the tim e in such a way that the addition constant is zero, then

N w

r=A01 ecos ) and t= A2 ( esin ):

W e can now w rite the constants A and e in tem s of the action variables as
P
1 p— 5 I(I+ﬁ2 K 2 2b).

A=_—= T+ K2 2p? and &= —
2+hj T+ K2 2b?

R ecall that the Fourer series expansion of a function F has the form

%1 , 1 22 ,
F()= Aleﬂ;whereAl=— F()eﬂd;
- 2 0
and that that the Bessel function J, (z) is given by
Z,
J, (2) = > cosmu  zshu)du= ( 1)"J , @):
0

It isnow easy to show f19] that

A S
—=1+2 J,(le)cosl ;
r
=1
where = !;t. Therefore
A2 b b
— =1+ 4 Ji(le)cosl + 4 J;(le)d, me)ocosl cosm
r* =1 Im=1



U sing som e trigonom etry we obtan that
a2 Py
== 1+4 ,J1(e)cosl (1+ m)+
P
2 n-170108)J, me)jos (+m)+ cos L m)l:

M ore com putations lad us to the relation

A2 )é‘ 2 >é' Al
— =1+ (Jl(].G)) + 4 Jl(].E)+ — + B, oos 1 2A1COS H
r’ =1 =1 2
where
X X
A= J (e)d (e and Bi= J (e)d (e):

+o=1 =1

W e can w rite the the perturbation function W as a series of the formm

®
=1
where ,
C 4th(]e) A1 +A1+Bl or 16 1
= —_— —_— _— r .
1 A2 1 b 2 1 ’
C,= 4th(]e) A +A1+Bi 2A
1 A2 1 b 2 1 1rs
and
b ® )
D = Py 1+ (Jl(].E))
=1

U sing som e trigonom etry, the above relation becom es

1 %
W O;K;!':5!'xt)=D + — Cymcos@!:t+ 2m !x)t

N

1=0
m= 1;0

wheIeCLm = Clbra]ll;m 6 O,Co;l: D ,afldCo; 1= 0.

11



V I.Periodic orbits and nonintegrability

W e can now apply the method of the previous section to the anisotropic
M anev problem . A swe are going to show , all the assum ptions of T heorem 3
are satis ed, so for weak anisotropy the existence of isolated periodic orbits
follow s. This kads to the follow ing resul.

Theorem 5 For small #$ 0, the weakly anisotropic M anev probkm has a
T “periodic solution that depends analytically on the parameter . For = 0
this solution coincides w ith the periodic solution

I=1% K =KY = 1.T; = lgt+

of the unperturbed system , where can take the values O;E; ;37 . M oreover,
the two charateristic exponents of the solution adm it a convergent series
expansion in © , given by (17), where ; isde ned by (18).

P roof. First we will show that the assum ptions of Theoram 3 are satis ed.
Tt iseasy to see that the unperturoed H am iltonian isnon-degenerate. Indeed,

o 5 1
@“Ho @“H o
det @ er? @IGK p _ b “ .
@1, %, K2 20)%2(@+ K2 20)°

@K QI @K 2

W e are keft w ith com puting the averageW ofthe perturbation finction W for
values of the action variables w hose frequencies of the unperturbed problem
are comm ensurabl. Let !x = c%! 1. Then we can w rite the perturbation as

" ! #
% p

Cim cos 1+ 2m— !:t+ 2m
1=0 q

Tt is clear that the only -dependent tem s that survive after averaging are
the resonant ones, ie., the tem s w ith the property that 1+ 2mCEI = 0.
is easy to see that we have to consider only the tetmswih m = 1. This
Inpliesg= 1; 2andthen 1= 2p; p.Thes tem s are of the fom

C pp; 10082 ) and C ,, 10082 );

QW , QW
@— = G sin2 and

@2=2G0052;

12



where
G =2 (C 2p;l+ C2p;l+ C p;l+ Cp;l) .

T his m eans that for = 0;5; ;%,the second condition of Theoram 3 is

satis ed ifG isnot identically zero.

W ewillnow show that, In general, G cannot be identically zero. Indeed,
notice rst that G depends on A and is analytic n A. But G cannot be
dentically zero beyond a discrete set of values of A unless the B essel finction
is itself identically zero. However, the Bessel function has only a discrete
st of zeroes. Therefore, generically, G cannot be identically zero, so the
existence of isolated periodic orbits follow s. T his com pletes the proof.

For the anisotropic M anev problem , we are now able to prove the nonex—
istence of rst Integrals that are Independent of H and analytic in the pa—
ram eter . In more form altem s, the follow Ing resul holds.

Theorem 6 For anall values of , the weakly anisotropic M anev problkm
does not adm it a ﬁ)]:mPal rst integral P independent of H that can e writ-
ten asa power series  (Fs(I;K; ; )° whose coe clentsFg are analytic
finctions.

P roof. According to Theorem 4, the only thing we need to prove is that
nequality (19) is satis ed. Then using Theorem 5 the result follows. In our
case nequality (19) can be written as

4 | 11=3

17 218+ S+ b6 O:

- T - K

Ifwe substitute !'x = %lI (wWhere ! 1 6 0 and p 6 0) we obtain that (19) is
always verd ed except for the solutions of the equation

! 'y !
- N
S q
But this equation hasatm ost wve distinct solutions, which do not a ect the
outcom e since, if elin inating them , the ram ainig set is stilldense in the real
line. T his com pletes the proof.

13



V II. G eodesic deviation

In this and the follow ing section we w ill show that if the particles do not col-
lide but stay close enough together, the m otion is not chaotic. T his is som e~
what surprising since one expects that, as In celestial m echanics or atom ic
physics, chaos appears because of nearcollision approaches. O f course, our
result does not exclude the possibility that chaos is determ ined by only brief
passages close to collision.

O ur proof isbased on a local criterion due to Szczesny and D obrow olski
l[3]. The idea is to rew rite the equations of m otion in tem s of the geodesic
equation w ith respect to the Jacobim etric and to m easure the Jocaltendency
of the geodesics to diverge or converge. If they diverge, chaos m ay appear,
but if they converge, chaos is in possible.

Let us rst outline the ideas that lead to the above m entioned criterion.
In general, or a Ham ittonian fiinction

1 .
H @;p) = 59” @pips+ U @);

where g9 are the com ponents of the covariant tensor corresponding to the
R im annian m etric g;;dgt g7, with p; = gi3g*, the equations ofm otion can
be w ritten as the Eulerl.agrange system

g+ L= gi U @); 20)

in which %, is the Levi€ ¥ita connection for the metric gi;. The energy
relation H (g;p) = h foliates the phase space In codin ension-one m anifolds.
Let us x an h and de ne an open st D , of the con guration space as
Dy = fqjU (@) < hg. It can be shown that the orbits of (20) are orthogonal
to the boundary of D ,,. Let us de ne the Jaccbimetric 9 = 2 + U)gY
and the param eter s such i—i = 2h+ U). It can be shown that on the st
D 4, equations (20) are equivalent to the geodesic equations

&gt . dgldd®
T e1)
ds? ¥ ds ds
where Aijk isthe Christo elsymbolw ith respect to them etric §¥. N ote that
85 @ (s))%‘lslddi; = 1. Equations 1) can be further w ritten as

A
ryu= 0;

14



where u is the tangent vector to the geodesic and r isthe covariant deriva—
tive w ith respect to the Jacobim etric. A In Ing to understand the relative
m otion of geodesics in a dom ain inside D ,, we take a curve transversal to
the geodesics, then take a copy of it by transporting each point of the initial
curve along the geodesic, and m easure in thisway the local relative deviation
of the geodesics. Tt can be proved that, In classical form , the m easure of the
deviation is given by the solution of the Jacobiequation Q]

d?x _ .

a K (s)%; @2)
where x is the variable that m easures the deviation and K is the G auss
curvature at x (s). IEK > 0 the geodesics approach each other, whereas if
K < 0 they diverge. For 2-degree of freedom system s the curvature is given
by the omula 3]

w o TTEVI@VI+H b U) U
4h U)3

; 23)

where = @7+ @5 is the Laplacian operator. In [13] the ©llow ing resul is
proved.

Theorem 7 IfK given by form ula (23) is negative, the geodesics diverge and
chaos m ay appear; if K is positive, the geodesics converge and chaos cannot
take plhace.

W ew ill furtheruse this resukt to investigate the possibility ofencountering
chaotic m otion in the neighborhood of collisions.

V ITI. A bsence of chaos near collision

In order to apply Theoram 1 to the equations of m otion of the anisotropic
M anev problem, kt us rst show that the hypothesis that leads to the
geodesic deviation equation (22) is satis ed. For this we need to m ake sure
that the geodesics do not reach the boundary ofthe set D 1,, In other words
we must isolate a set of solutions w ith this property. This w ill be achieved
while proving the follow ing result, which shows that collisionless solutions
that keep the particles close together cannot be chaotic.
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Theorem 8 There exists a positive-m easure set of orbits that are firee of 0+
lisions and for which the distance between particles does not exaeed a certain
uniform bound. W ithin this set, chaotic m otion is ruled out.

P roof. In the case of the anisotropic M anev problam , the expression of the
kinetic energy show s that themetric is at and that g;5 = 1 fori= jand
g3 = 0 forié j. Therefore the curvature K given by formula (23) takes the

form _ .
szrUf+(h U)U; 24)
4h U)3

whereU (q) = P qzkjrqz.Letusnow e that there exists a set of
1 2

F+
solutions, whose progction in the con guration space lies nside D . These

will form an open set of uniform Iy bounded and collisionless solutions.
For this consider the analytic di eom orphic transform ation of the depen-—

dent variables, 8 )
3r= @+ @)
! = arctan (@=q)
V=r=gpt @

u=r’_=qgp;, %P/
and the analytic di eom orphic transform ation of the lndependent variable

MV

d = ridt: @5)

Notice that r and ' are polar coordinates, whereas v and u represent the
rescaled radial and tangential com ponents of the velocity. In these new vari
ablkes, the equations ofm otion take the fomm

8

r0=v
S %= 2hr+ ( cos’ + sin?’) 12
DA (26)
"ul= —r [ cof’ + sin®’) 2+ 2b( cod/ + sin®’) 2]sin2’

and the energy relation H (g;p) = h becom es
W+ vV 2r( cos’ +sn®’) ? 2b( o’ + sin®’) '= 2hr*: (7)

The new dependent variables (r;v;’ ;u) 2 (0;1 ) R S! R are functions
ofthe ctitioustine , sotheprim e denotes from now on di erentiation w ith
resoect to this new independent variable.
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Let us st notice that there exist two constants, m ; and m, with 0 <
m; <m,< 1 ,such that along any solution (r;v;’ ;u) of system (26), the
finction of given by oog’ + sin?’ satis es the relations

mq < o " + sin?’ <mj;

forall forwhich ’ isde ned. Consequently there exist two constants, M ;
andM,,with 0< M; <M, < 1 ,such that

M;< (o’ +sn?’) <M, 28)

forall .From the rsttwo equationsofsystam (26), we cbtain the nonho—
m ogeneous second-order equation

® 2hr= ( g’ + sn®’) Z; 29)

which represents a foroed ham onic oscillator. W e w ill further ignore the last
two equations of system (26) and retain only the lnform ation that the forcing
finction ( oo’ + sih?’) 2 is uniom Iy bounded from above and away
from zero from below, as relations (28) indicate.

W e w ill further restrict our analysis to the nvariant m anifold of solutions
of negative energy, h < 0, which cbviously exists according to relation 27).
Soling the hom ogeneous equation r® 2rh = 0 and then applying to equation
(29) the m ethod of varation of param eters, we obtain the general solition
ofequation (29) in the fom

() = g+sl " p cosC_2h ) dsjn(pﬁ)
1 2n 0 T T oo (ren?r ()
R P P
+ o = pP——2J __d os( 2h ):

cos? ! () sin?’ ()

If, for every solution of constants ¢ and ¢, we apply to each of the above
Integrals the interm ediatevalue theorem and then use som e trigonom etry we
obtain

1
r( )= G+ &)z cos(! 1)
. sl m ) . o2l ) (30)
i = ;
2n o’ * (1)+sin®’ (taur) 2h cos? ’ (2)+sin?’ (2)

P
where ; and , belong to the Interval (0; ), ! = 2hand!o=arctan2—i.
Relations (28) and (30) allow usto draw the conclusion that for any solition
(r;v;’ ;u) of system (26), the inequalities

q a
&+ & cos(! ) SE<r()< g+ Goos(! ) %2 G




take place forall fPorwhich the solution is de ned.
Letusnow x somehgy < 0, asclose to 0 aswe lke, and de ne the st
(h ) of solutions form ed by the union ofall sets ,, forh in the interval
(1 ;hg), where each s=st 1, contains all the solutions given by (30) that

satisfy the nequality

O bviously, this is an open, nonem pty, and connected invariant m anifold of
system (26).From (31) it follow s that, for every solution of thism anifold, r
is positive and bounded, therefore the orbits are collisionless and bounded.
Letusdenoteby () the profction of (h,) into the con guration space.
For xed, suitable choices of ¢;1;%, and h provide solutions wih ¢ and
& an allenough such that U (@) < hg. M oreover these choices can be m ade
such that r is as close to 0 as we lke but still positive. O bviously, the st
of the corresponding solutions has positive m easure. Let us denote by  (g)
the corresponding pro ction ofthe set of such solutions in the con guration
soace. Obviously (hg) is contained in T 0) aswellasin Dy, . This shows
that the hypothesis leading to the criterion ofthe previous section is satis ed.
A straightforward com putation yields

3h U)( 2 F+F) L 8bh U)I( *F+E)

a7 ( Pf+F) + o 2P+ ) |
( F+q5)>2 (F+qg)3

K= (E+ @) (E+@)

+

The rst tem is always negative and the second can also be negative, de-
pending on the xed value ofb. But since the last two temm s are positive and
the powers at their denom Inators exoeed those of the denom nators of the

rst two tem s, or su ciently anallg, and ¢, the cuxwature K is positive.
W e can always de ne (hy) such that the con gurations corresponding to
the solutions w ith corresponding g and @ are contained in (). There-
fore, according to Theorem 7, the set of collisionless solutions for which the
bodies stay close enough together, does not exhibit chaotic behavior. This
com pletes the proof.
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