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A bstract

The anisotropic M anev problem ,which lies atthe intersection ofclassical,

quantum ,and relativity physics,describes the m otion oftwo point m asses

in an anisotropic space under the inuence ofa Newtonian force-law with

a relativistic correction term . Using an extension ofthe Poincar�e-M elnikov

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 ofisolated

periodicorbitsand show thatthesystem isnonintegrable.Finally,using the

geodesic deviation approach,we prove the existence ofa large non-chaotic

setofuniform ly bounded and collisionlesssolutions.
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I.Introduction

TheM anev problem studiesthedynam icsoftwo pointm assesin aatspace

foran attraction law given by a potentialoftheform A

r
+ B

r2
,wherer isthe

distancebetween particlesand A;B > 0 areconstants.Thecorrection term

to the Newtonian potentialprovides a classicalapproxim ation to general

relativity [1],[2]. The anisotropic M anev problem ,proposed by the �rst

authorin them id 1990s[3],replacestheatspacewith an anisotropicone.

The m ain reason forconsidering this question was thatofseeking sim -

ilarities between classicalm echanics,quantum theory,and generalrelativ-

ity.Itsstudy wasinspired by theanisotropicKeplerproblem introduced by

Gutzwillerin the early 1970s[4],[5]. Gutzwilleraim ed to �nd connections

between classicaland quantum m echanics. His interest in the anisotropic

Keplerproblem wasaroused by an old quantum m echanicalquestion related

to a paperofEinstein [6].

Even though foraspecialclassof(integrable)system stheBorn-Som m er-

feld-Einstein conditions [6]seem ed appropriate for describing a Coulom b

lim itofquantum theory,itwas unclearhow to �nd a classicalapproxim a-

tion forergodicsystem s.Twoqualitiesm adetheanisotropicKeplerproblem

suitable foraddressing thisissue:itschaoticcharacterand itssuitability to

m odelvariousphysicalphenom ena,asforexam plethoseencountered in cer-

tain sem iconductors[4].Using a classicalevaluation ofthequantum Green’s

form ula,Gutzwiller[7]found an approxim ate spectrum ,in good agreem ent

with previousquantum calculations. Allthese propertiesofthe anisotropic

Keplerproblem raised hopesforthestudy oftheM anev analogue,which also

broughtgeneralrelativity into thegam e.

Som eofthequalitativefeaturesoftheanisotropicM anev problem prob-

lem havealready been studied.In a previouspaperweproved theexistence

ofan open,connected invariant m anifold ofuniform ly bounded,collision-

less orbits that lie within the negative-energy m anifold [8]. In [3]it was

shown thatthedi�erentialequationsdescribing theanisotropicM anev prob-

lem exhibitpropertiescharacteristicto allthreeaforem entioned branchesof
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physics. That paper also brought argum ents favoring the nonintegrability

ofthe system by putting into the evidence a network ofheteroclinic orbits

within thezero-energy m anifold.Up to now,however,theexistenceofchaos

and thenonintegrability ofthesystem havenotbeen rigorously proved.

The �rstresultofthispapershowsthe presence ofchaosfora sm allset

ofsolutionswithin the zero-energy m anifold (see Section III).W e willbase

ourproofon an extension ofthePoincar�e-M elnikov m ethod developed in an

earlierpaper[9].Thism ethod wasused thereto show thepresenceofchaos

in severalproblem s,including therestricted circular3-body problem and the

Gyld�en problem .The latterhad been earlieridenti�ed asa degenerate case

forapplying thePoincar�e-M elnikov m ethod [10].In the3-body problem the

perturbation function,W = W (r;�;t),where(r;�)arethepolarcoordinates,

appeared in itsm ostgeneralform .In theGyld�en problem thisfunction was

isotropic,W = W (r;t). From the m ethodologicalpoint ofview,we will

now com plete the applicative picture by o�ering a tim e-independent but

anisotropicperturbation function oftheform W = W (r;�),which isspeci�c

to theanisotropicM anev problem (seeSection II).

Itisinteresting to rem ark thatdi�erentperturbationsbreak up di�erent

sym m etries,which a�ect the M elnikov integrals. In the generalcase both

the hom ogeneity oftim e and the rotationalsym m etry are destroyed. This

leavesuswith two independentM elnikov conditions.In theGyld�en problem

the rotationalsym m etry ispreserved (the angularm om entum isconstant),

which leadsusto oneM elnikov condition.In thepresentcaseonly thetim e

hom ogeneity ispreserved (through theconservation oftheHam iltonian),so

theonly objectofstudy istheotherM elnikov condition (seeSection III).

Oursecond resultprovesthattheanisotropicM anevproblem hasnoother

analytic integralsbeyond the Ham iltonian function.To show this,we use a

m ethod designed by Poincar�e[11],[12],which wepresentin Section IV.The

idea is to prove the existence ofatleast one isolated periodic orbit,which

obstructs the occurrence ofother analytic integrals. To apply Poincar�e’s

m ethod weneed to writetheperturbation asa Fourierseries.Thisleadsto

som e technicaldi�culties,which we overcom e in Section V.In Section VI

we prove the existence ofm any isolated periodic orbits in the hypothesis

ofweak anisotropy. W e then show that this im plies nonintegrability. The

existence ofperiodic orbits,however,isan interesting resultin itself,which

raiseshopesforapplying Gutzwiller’sform ula to thisproblem in thecontext

ofsem iclassicalstudiesoftheatom .
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In the lastpartofthe paperwe are concerned with the qualitative be-

havior ofcollisionless orbits for which the two particles stay close to each

other. In Section VIIwe presentthe geodesic deviation m ethod [13],which

providesa criterion forexcluding thepresenceofchaos.Theidea istotrans-

form theequationsofm otion into som eequivalentones.Thenew equations

put the solutions ofthe given system in a one-to-one correspondence with

the geodesicsofa certain Riem annian m anifold whose m etric isdeterm ined

by theinitialequationsofm otion.M easuring thedeviation ofthegeodesics,

we can draw conclusions aboutthe behaviorofthe initialsolutions. Ifthe

geodesicsdiverge,chaosm ay appear;ifthey converge,chaosisruled out.In

Section VIIIwe show that there exists a positive-m easure invariant m ani-

fold oforbitsthatfailto encountercollisionsbutforwhich theparticlesstay

closeto each other.Using thegeodesicdeviation m ethod wethen provethat

the corresponding geodesics converge,thus showing that the orbits ofthis

m anifold arenotchaotic.

II.Equations ofm otion

The(planar)anisotropicM anev problem isdescribed by theHam iltonian

H (q;p)=
1

2
p
2
�

1
q

�q21 + q22

�
b

�q21 + q22
; (1)

whereb> 0 and � > 1 areconstants,q = (q1;q2)istheposition ofonebody

with respect to the other considered �xed at the origin ofthe coordinate

system ,and p = (p1;p2)= _q isthe m om entum ofthem oving particle.The

constant� m easuresthestrength oftheanisotropy;thelarger�,thehigher

thedi�erencebetween theweakestand thestrongestdirectionsofattraction.

For� = 1 we recover the classical(isotropic) M anev problem ofwhich we

have a com plete qualitative understanding [14],[1]. Therefore,if� isonly

slightly largerthan 1,we aredealing with a weakly anisotropic case.Unlike
in the isotropic problem ,the angularm om entum K (t)= p(t)� q(t)ofthe

anisotropic case is not a �rst integralofthe system . This is because the

rotationalinvariance ofthe Ham iltonian breaks for � > 1. Therefore we

expectto encounterricherdynam icsin theanisotropiccase.

In the �rstpartofthispaperwe willbe interested in aspectsrelated to

weak anisotropy,i.e.,in values of� > 1 that are close to 1. To put into
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theevidencetheperturbativecharacteroftheanisotropy with respecttothe

isotropic problem ,we introduce the notations� = � � 1 and r =
q

q21 + q22.

For� > 1 closeto 1,thequantity � > 0 issm all,so theHam iltonian (1)can

beviewed asdescribing a perturbation oftheM anev problem by writing

H (q;p)=
1

2
p
2
�
1

r
�

b

r2
+ �

 
1

2r
+

b

r2

!

cos2� � H0 + �W (r;�): (2)

As in [10],we now consider the parabolic solutions ofthe unperturbed

problem (de�ned by the Ham iltonian H 0)thatlieon the zero-energy m ani-

fold.Theseorbits,which play theroleofhom oclinicsolutionscorresponding

to thecriticalpointatin�nity (r= 1 ; _r= 0),satisfy theequations

_r= �

q

2r� (k2 � 2b)

r
; _� =

k

r2
; (3)

wherek 6= 0istheconstantangularm om entum oftheunperturbed problem ;

the negative (positive)sign correspondsto t< 0 (t> 0). From (3)we get

that 8
><

>:

�t= k2� 2b+ r

3

q

2r� (k2 � 2b)+ constant

� = �2arctan

p
2r� (k2� 2b)
p
k2� 2b

+ constant:
(4)

Let

R = R(t) and �= �(t) (5)

bethe expressionsofr and � with respectto t,obtained by inverting equa-

tions (4) and assum ing that R(0) = rm in = k2=2 and �(0) = �. W e will

notneed theirexpressions;asin [9],we only retain the inform ation thatR

iseven and that� isodd.

III.T he M elnikov integral

W e now consider the problem de�ned by the Ham iltonian H given in (2).

W e willcallhom oclinic m anifold the set of solutions ofthe unperturbed

system thatare doubly asym ptotic to the pointr = 1 ; _r = 0. Fork 6= 0,

the two-dim ensionalhom oclinic m anifold isdescribed by r = R(t� t0)and

# = �(t� t0)+ �0,with arbitrary constantst0 and �0.
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Itisinteresting to rem ark thatin thisproblem wearedealing with nega-

tively and positively asym ptotic setsto thecriticalpointr= 1 ; _r= 0 and

thatthispointwould correspond to the\criticalpointatin�nity," obtained

with thehelp ofM cGehee’stransform ation [15]

r=
1

x2
; _r= y; dt=

1

x3
ds: (6)

But instead ofusing M cGehee’s technique,we willapply here the m ethod

introducedin[9].Itwasshown therethatundernaturalassum ptionsim posed

on the perturbation function W (r;�), one can guarantee the existence of

sm ooth solutionsapproaching the pointr = 1 ; _r = 0 fort! �1 . Itwas

also proved thatthe Poincar�e m ap leadsto in�nitely m any intersectionsof

thestableand unstablem anifold forthecorresponding �xed point.

In ourcase the perturbation arising from a weak anisotropy vanishesas

r ! 1 . This happens because W (r;�) � 1=r,which is exactly condition

(18)in [9]. So we can write the M elnikov condition asin [9],with the only

am endm entofdropping the tim e dependence. Therefore the two M elnikov

integralsbecom e

M 1(�0)=

Z
+ 1

� 1

"

_R(t)
@W (R(t);�(t)+ � 0)

@r
+ _�(t)

@W (R(t);�(t)+ � 0)

@�

#

dt= 0

(7)

and

M 2(�0)=

Z
+ 1

� 1

@W (R(t);�(t)+ � 0)

@�
= 0: (8)

SinceW vanishesast! �1 ,the�rstM elnikov condition takestheform

M 1(�0)=

Z
+ 1

� 1

@W (R(t);�(t)+ � 0)

@t
dt� 0: (9)

M 1 isidentically zero since the perturbation function W isindependent of

tim e. Thissim pli�esourdiscussion because,unlike in the generalcase,we

only need to �nd thezeroesoftheintegralin (8).

Itissigni�canttorem ark,and easy tocheck,thatthepreviousconditions

can alsobewritten in term softhe�rstintegralsoftheunperturbed problem

as

M 1(�0)=

Z
+ 1

� 1

fH 0;W g(:::)dt= 0 (10)
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and

M 2(�0)=

Z
+ 1

� 1

fK ;W g(:::)dt= 0: (11)

NoticethatM 1(�0)isidentically zero.Thisresem blesa resultsobtained for

theGyld�en problem [9],[10]and isrelated tothesym m etriesoftheproblem .

In the Gyld�en problem the perturbation is independent ofthe angle � but

dependson tim e.Thism eansthatthe perturbation altersthe hom ogeneity

oftim e,so the Ham iltonian is not an integralofm otion anym ore,but it

leaves the rotationalinvariance intact;thus the angularm om entum is still

conserved.Therefore thereisonly onecondition here,given by relation (9).

On the otherhand in the anisotropic M anev problem the anisotropy ofthe

spacealtersonly therotationalsym m etry butnotthehom ogeneity oftim e.

Thisalso leadsto only onecondition,given by relation (8).

FortheanisotropicM anev problem theM elnikov condition M 2 takesthe

form

M 2(�0)=

Z
+ 1

� 1

sin[2(�(t)+ � 0)]

 
1

R(t)
+

b

R(t)2

!

dt= 0: (12)

Using som etrigonom etry theintegralcan bewritten as

M 2(�0)= I1cos2�0 + I2sin2�0; (13)

whereI1 and I2 arede�ned by therelations

8
<

:

I1 =
R
+ 1

� 1 ( 1

R (t)
+ b

R (t)2
)sin2�(t)dt

I2 =
R
+ 1

� 1 ( 1

R (t)
+ b

R (t)2
)cos2�(t)dt:

(14)

SinceR and �areeven and odd functionsoftim e,respectively,theintegrand

ofI1 isan odd function. Therefore I1 � 0,and �nally M 2 can be rewritten

as

M 2(�0)= I2sin2�0: (15)

Since we found sim ple zeroesofthe M elnikov function,the following result

holds.

T heorem 1 In som e invariantsetcontained in the zero-energy m anifold,
the weakly anisotropic M anev problem exhibitschaotic dynam ics.
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Thistype ofchaotic behavior,which usually takesplace fora sm allset

oforbits,is induced by the in�nitely m any intersections ofthe stable and

unstable m anifoldsforthe Poincar�e m ap associated to the criticalpointat

in�nity. Let us notice that the Poincar�e-Birkho�-Sm ale theorem [16]does

notdirectly apply to thissituation,which isdegenerate.However,theexis-

tenceofSm alehorseshoesand ofpositivetopologicalentropy isnotrestricted

to hyperbolicequilibria.Thisphenom enon isalso encountered in nonhyper-

bolic cases,asforexam ple those arising when dealing with area-preserving

perturbations[17]. Thus,Theorem 1 addsto the classofresultsdescribing

chaoticdynam icsneardegenerateequilibria.

IV .Poincar�e’s m ethod

In thissection wewillpresenta classicalresultofPoincar�e[11],[12]in con-

nection with thenonexistenceofadditionalanalyticintegralsin Ham iltonian

system s.Based on theinvestigation oflong periodicsolutions,thiscriterion

issuitableforproving thenonintegrability oftheanisotropicM anev problem

forweak anisotropy,aswewillseein Section V.

Firstweneed towritetheunperturbed system ,i.e.the(isotropic)M anev

problem ,in term s ofaction-angle variables [18]. The action variables are

given by (

I = 1

2�

H
prdr= �

p
K 2 � 2b+ 1

2

q
2

jhj

K = q1p2 � q2p1;

whereh istheenergy constantand K istheangularm om entum .Thesevari-

ablesarede�ned forh < 0 and K 2 > 2b.Theassociated angularfrequencies

are 8
<

:

!I =
1

(I+
p
K 2� 2b)3

!K = Kp
K 2� 2b(I+

p
K 2� 2b)3

:

W ith the help ofthe action-angle variables,the unperturbed Ham iltonian

H 0 de�ned by relation (2)can then bewritten as

H 0(I;K )= �
1

2(I+
p
K 2 � 2b)2

;
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so theunperturbed equationsofm otion taketheform

8
>>>>>><

>>>>>>:

_I = @H 0

@�
= 0

_K = @H 0

@�
= 0

_� = � @H 0

@I
= !I

_� = � @H 0

@K
= !K :

(16)

Recallthat the eigenvalues � ofthe m onodrom y operator ofa T-periodic
solution arecalled characteristic m ultipliersand thatthenum bers� de�ned
by � = exp(�T) are called characteristic exponents [16],[18]. W e would

liketo show thenonexistence ofotheranalyticintegrals,independentofthe

Ham iltonian H 0. Ourm ain theoreticaltoolin proving the nonintegrability

oftheperturbed system isthefollowing result,proved in [11].

T heorem 2 Supposethatthetwodegreeoffreedom Ham iltonian system with
Ham iltonian function H hastwo � rstintegralsH and F thatareindependent
along a periodic solution.Then fourcharacteristic exponentsvanish.

One exponent vanishes because the system is autonom us. The second

vanishesdue to the presence ofthe �rstintegralH . Ifthe rem aining expo-

nentsare di�erentfrom zero,the periodic solution iscalled nondegenerate.
Itiswellknown thatnondegenerateperiodicorbitsareisolated [12].

To establish the existence ofa large num ber ofisolated periodic orbits,

suppose that for I = I0 and K = K 0,the frequencies !I and !K ofthe

unperturbed problem are com m ensurable and that!I 6= 0. Then the per-

turbing function W (I;K ;!It;!K t+ �),de�ned by W given in (2)and then

transform ed with the help ofthe action-anglevariables,isperiodicin tand

hasperiod T.Consideritsaverage

W (I0;K 0;�)=
1

T

Z T

0

W (I;K ;!It;!K t+ �)dt:

Then the following theorem ,also due to Poincar�e [11],establishesthe exis-

tenceofisolated periodicorbits.

T heorem 3 Assum e thatthe following conditionsare satis� ed:
(1)The Ham iltonian isnondegenerate atthe pointI = I0;K = K 0,
(2)forsom e � = �� the derivative @W =@� = 0,but@2W =@�2 6= 0.

8



Then,for sm all� 6= 0,the perturbed Ham iltonian system has a T-periodic
solution thatdependsanalytically on theparam eter� and for� = 0 coincides
with the periodic solution

I = I0; K = K 0; � = !IT; � = !K t+ ��

ofthe unperturbed system .The two charateristic exponents�� ofthissolu-
tion adm ita convergentseriesexpansion in powerseriesof

p
�,

� = �1

p
� + �2� + �3�

p
� + :::; (17)

where

!2

I�
2

1
=
@2W (��)

@�2

 

!2

I

@2H 0

@K 2
� 2!I!K

@2H 0

@I@K
+ !2

K

@2H 0

@I2

!

: (18):

problem .UsingTheorem 2,onecan show thedependenceofthefunctions

H 0 and F0 on the setofunperturbed toriI = I0;K = K 0 thatsatisfy the

conditionsofTheorem 3 and therelation
 

!2

I

@2H 0

@K 2
� 2!I!K

@2H 0

@I@K
+ !2

K

@2H 0

@I2

!

6= 0: (19)

So thefollowing resultholds.

T heorem 4 UnderthehypothesesofTheorem 3andrelation (19),theHam il-
tonian system (16) does notadm ita � rstintegralF independentofH that
can bewritten asa form alpowerseriesoftheform

P

s� 0Fs(I;K ;�;�)�
s with

analytic coe� cientsFs.

V .Fourier series ofthe perturbation

In order to apply these results to our perturbed problem ,we �rst need to

writetheperturbation function asaFourierseries.Forthisletus�rstnotice

thatr can beexpressed in param etric form with respectto tim e.Following

thesam eprocedureused in [19]fortheKeplerproblem ,wecan write

t=

s
1

2jhj

Z
rdr

q

�r2 + r

jhj
� K 2� 2b

2jhj

:

9



W ith thesubstitutions

A =
1

2jhj
and A 2e2 =

 
1

2jhj

! 2

�
K 2 � 2b

2jhj
;

theaboverelation takestheform

t=
p
A

Z
rdr

q

A 2e2 � (r� A)2
:

W ith the change ofvariables r� A = �Aecos�,the integralassum es the

sim plerexpression

t= A
3

2

Z

(1� ecos�)d� = A
3

2(� � esin�)+ constant:

Ifwechoosethetim ein such a way thattheaddition constantiszero,then

r= A(1� ecos�) and t= A
3

2(� � esin�):

W ecan now writetheconstantsA and ein term softheaction variablesas

A =
1

2jhj
= (I+

p
K 2 � 2b)2 and e2 =

I(I+ 2
p
K 2 � 2b)

(I+
p
K 2 � 2b)2

:

RecallthattheFourierseriesexpansion ofa function F hastheform

F(�)=

+ 1X

l= � 1

A le
il�;where A l=

1

2�

Z
2�

0

F(�)e� il�d�;

and thatthattheBesselfunction Jm (z)isgiven by

Jm (z)=
1

2�

Z
2�

0

cos(m u � zsinu)du = (�1)m J� m (z):

Itisnow easy to show [19]that

A

r
= 1+ 2

1X

l= 1

Jl(le)cosl�;

where� = !It.Therefore

A 2

r2
= 1+ 4

1X

l= 1

Jl(le)cosl� + 4

1X

l;m = 1

Jl(le)Jm (m e)cosl� cosm �:

10



Using som etrigonom etry weobtain that

A 2

r2
= 1+ 4

P 1
l= 1Jl(le)cosl�(l+ m )+

2
P 1

l;m = 1
Jl(le)Jm (m e)[cos�(l+ m )+ cos�(l� m )]:

M orecom putationslead usto therelation

A 2

r2
= 1+

1X

l= 1

(Jl(le))
2 + 4

1X

l= 1

�

Jl(le)+
A l

2
+ B l

�

cos�l� 2A1cos�;

where

A l=
X

�;�

�+ �= l

J�(�e)J�(�e) and Bl=
X

�;�

�� �= l

J�(�e)J�(�e):

W ecan writethetheperturbation function W asa seriesoftheform

W (I;K ;!It;!K t)=
�

D +

1X

l= 1

Clcosl!It
�

cos2!K t;

where

Cl=
4b

A 2

h

Jl(le)
�A

b
+ 1

�

+
A l

2
+ B l

i

for l6= 1;

C1 =
4b

A 2

h

Jl(le)
�A

b
+ 1

�

+
A l

2
+ B l

i

� 2A 1;

and

D =
b

A 2

�

1+

1X

l= 1

(Jl(le))
2
�

:

Using som etrigonom etry,theaboverelation becom es

W (I;K ;!It;!K t)= D +
1

2

1X

l= 0

m = � 1;0

Cl;m cos(l!I + 2m !K )t;

whereCl;m = Cl foralll;m 6= 0,C0;1 = D ,and C0;� 1 = 0.
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V I.Periodic orbits and nonintegrability

W e can now apply the m ethod ofthe previous section to the anisotropic

M anev problem .Aswearegoing to show,alltheassum ptionsofTheorem 3

aresatis�ed,so forweak anisotropy theexistence ofisolated periodicorbits

follows.Thisleadsto thefollowing result.

T heorem 5 For sm all� 6= 0,the weakly anisotropic M anev problem has a
T-periodic solution thatdependsanalytically on the param eter �. For � = 0

thissolution coincideswith the periodic solution

I = I0; K = K 0; � = !IT; � = !K t+ ��

oftheunperturbed system ,where�� can takethevalues0;�
2
;�;3�

2
.M oreover,

the two charateristic exponents�� ofthe solution adm ita convergentseries
expansion in

p
�,given by (17),where �1 isde� ned by (18).

Proof.Firstwe willshow thattheassum ptionsofTheorem 3 aresatis�ed.

Itiseasytoseethattheunperturbed Ham iltonian isnon-degenerate.Indeed,

det

0

@

@2H 0

@I2
@2H 0

@I@K

@2H 0

@K @I

@2H 0

@K 2

1

A =
b

(K 2 � 2b)3=2(I+
p
K 2 � 2b)3

:

W eareleftwith com putingtheaverageW oftheperturbation function W for

valuesoftheaction variableswhosefrequenciesoftheunperturbed problem

arecom m ensurable.Let!K =
p

q
!I.Then wecan writetheperturbation as

D +
1

2

1X

l= 0

m = � 1;0

Cl;m cos

" 

l+ 2m
p

q

!

!It+ 2m �

#

:

Itisclearthatthe only �-dependentterm sthatsurvive afteraveraging are

the resonant ones,i.e.,the term s with the property that l+ 2m
p

q
= 0. It

iseasy to see thatwe have to consideronly the term swith m = �1. This

im pliesq= �1;�2 and then l= �2p;�p.Theseterm sareoftheform

C� 2p;� 1cos(2�) and C� p;� 1cos(2�);

so
@W

@�
= G sin2� and

@2W

@�2
= 2G cos2�;
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where

G = 2(C� 2p;1 + C2p;1 + C� p;1 + Cp;1):

Thism eansthatfor�� = 0;�

2
;�;3�

2
,the second condition ofTheorem 3 is

satis�ed ifG isnotidentically zero.

W ewillnow show that,in general,G cannotbeidentically zero.Indeed,

notice �rst that G depends on A and is analytic in A. But G cannot be

identically zerobeyond adiscretesetofvaluesofA unlesstheBesselfunction

is itselfidentically zero. However,the Besselfunction has only a discrete

set ofzeroes. Therefore,generically,G cannot be identically zero,so the

existence ofisolated periodicorbitsfollows.Thiscom pletestheproof.

FortheanisotropicM anev problem ,wearenow ableto provethenonex-

istence of�rstintegralsthatare independent ofH and analytic in the pa-

ram eter�.In m oreform alterm s,thefollowing resultholds.

T heorem 6 For sm allvalues of�,the weakly anisotropic M anev problem
doesnotadm ita form al� rstintegralF independentofH thatcan be writ-
ten asa powerseries

P

s� 0Fs(I;K ;�;�)�
s whose coe� cientsFs are analytic

functions.

Proof. According to Theorem 4,the only thing we need to prove is that

inequality (19)issatis�ed.Then using Theorem 5 theresultfollows.In our

caseinequality (19)can bewritten as

!3

I � 2!2

K !I +
!4
K

!I
+ b

!
11=3

I

!K
6= 0:

Ifwe substitute !K =
p

q
!I (where !I 6= 0 and p 6= 0)we obtain that(19)is

alwaysveri�ed exceptforthesolutionsoftheequation

!3

I

 
p

q

! 5

� 2!3

I

 
p

q

! 3

+ !3

I

 
p

q

!

+ b!
8=3

I = 0:

Butthisequation hasatm ost�vedistinctsolutions,which do nota�ectthe

outcom esince,ifelim inating them ,therem ainig setisstilldensein thereal

line.Thiscom pletestheproof.
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V II.G eodesic deviation

In thisand thefollowing section wewillshow thatiftheparticlesdo notcol-

lidebutstay closeenough together,them otion isnotchaotic.Thisissom e-

whatsurprising since one expects that,asin celestialm echanics oratom ic

physics,chaosappearsbecause ofnear-collision approaches. Ofcourse,our

resultdoesnotexcludethepossibility thatchaosisdeterm ined by only brief

passagescloseto collision.

Ourproofisbased on a localcriterion dueto Szcz�esny and Dobrowolski

[13].Theidea isto rewritetheequationsofm otion in term softhegeodesic

equation with respecttotheJacobim etricand tom easurethelocaltendency

ofthe geodesicsto diverge orconverge. Ifthey diverge,chaosm ay appear,

butifthey converge,chaosisim possible.

Letus�rstoutlinetheideasthatlead to theabove m entioned criterion.

In general,fora Ham iltonian function

H (q;p)=
1

2
gij(q)pipj + U(q);

where gij are the com ponents ofthe covariant tensor corresponding to the

Riem annian m etricgijdq
i
 qj,with pi= gijq

i,theequationsofm otion can

bewritten astheEuler-Lagrangesystem

�qi+ �ikl_q
k _ql= �gik@kU(q); (20)

in which �ikl is the Levi-Civita connection for the m etric gij. The energy

relation H (q;p)= h foliatesthephase space in codim ension-one m anifolds.

Let us �x an h and de�ne an open set D h ofthe con�guration space as

D h = fqjU(q)< hg.Itcan beshown thattheorbitsof(20)areorthogonal

to the boundary ofD h. Letus de�ne the Jacobim etric ĝ
ij = 2(h + U)gij

and the param eters such ds

dt
= 2(h + U). Itcan be shown thaton the set

D h,equations(20)areequivalentto thegeodesicequations

d2qi

ds2
+ �̂ijk

dqj

ds

dqk

ds
= 0; (21)

where�̂ijk istheChristo�elsym bolwith respecttothem etric ĝ
ij.Notethat

ĝij(q(s))
dqi

ds

dqj

ds
= 1.Equations(21)can befurtherwritten as

r̂ uu = 0;

14



whereu isthetangentvectorto thegeodesicand r̂ isthecovariantderiva-

tive with respect to the Jacobim etric. Aim ing to understand the relative

m otion ofgeodesics in a dom ain inside D h,we take a curve transversalto

thegeodesics,then takea copy ofitby transporting each pointoftheinitial

curvealongthegeodesic,and m easurein thisway thelocalrelativedeviation

ofthegeodesics.Itcan beproved that,in classicalform ,them easureofthe

deviation isgiven by thesolution oftheJacobiequation [20]

d2x

ds2
= �K(s)x; (22)

where x is the variable that m easures the deviation and K is the Gauss

curvature atx(s). IfK > 0 the geodesics approach each other,whereas if

K < 0 they diverge.For2-degreeoffreedom system sthe curvature isgiven

by theform ula [13]

K =
gij(@iV )(@jV )+ (h � U)�U

4(h � U)3
; (23)

where � = @ 2
1
+ @2

2
isthe Laplacian operator.In [13]the following resultis

proved.

T heorem 7 IfK given byform ula(23)isnegative,thegeodesicsdivergeand
chaosm ay appear;ifK ispositive,the geodesicsconverge and chaoscannot
take place.

W ewillfurtherusethisresulttoinvestigatethepossibilityofencountering

chaoticm otion in theneighborhood ofcollisions.

V III.A bsence ofchaos near collision

In orderto apply Theorem 1 to the equationsofm otion ofthe anisotropic

M anev problem , let us �rst show that the hypothesis that leads to the

geodesic deviation equation (22)issatis�ed. Forthiswe need to m ake sure

thatthe geodesicsdo notreach the boundary ofthe setD h,in otherwords

we m ustisolate a setofsolutionswith thisproperty. Thiswillbe achieved

while proving the following result,which shows that collisionless solutions

thatkeep theparticlesclosetogethercannotbechaotic.
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T heorem 8 Thereexistsa positive-m easuresetoforbitsthatarefreeofcol-
lisionsand forwhich the distancebetween particlesdoesnotexceed a certain
uniform bound.W ithin thisset,chaotic m otion isruled out.

Proof.In thecaseoftheanisotropicM anev problem ,theexpression ofthe

kinetic energy shows thatthe m etric isatand thatgij = 1 fori= j and

gij = 0 fori6= j.ThereforethecurvatureK given by form ula (23)takesthe

form

K =
jr Uj2 + (h � U)�U

4(h � U)3
; (24)

where U(q)= � 1p
�q2

1
+ q2

2

� b

�q2
1
+ q2

2

. Letusnow see thatthere existsa setof

solutions,whose projection in the con�guration space liesinside D h.These

willform an open setofuniform ly bounded and collisionlesssolutions.

Forthisconsidertheanalyticdi�eom orphictransform ation ofthedepen-

dentvariables,
8
>>><

>>>:

r= (q2
1
+ q2

2
)
1

2

’ = arctan(q2=q1)

v = _r= q1p1 + q2p2

u = r2 _’ = q1p2 � q2p1;

and theanalyticdi�eom orphictransform ation oftheindependentvariable

d� = r� 1dt: (25)

Notice that r and ’ are polar coordinates,whereas v and u represent the

rescaled radialand tangentialcom ponentsofthevelocity.In thesenew vari-

ables,theequationsofm otion taketheform

8
>>><

>>>:

r0= v

v0= 2hr+ (�cos2’ + sin2’)� 1=2

’0= r� 1u

u0=
�� 1

2
r� 1[(�cos2’ + sin2’)� 3=2 + 2b(�cos2’ + sin2’)� 2]sin2’

(26)

and theenergy relation H (q;p)= h becom es

u2 + v2 � 2r(�cos2’ + sin2’)� 1=2 � 2b(�cos2’ + sin2’)� 1 = 2hr2: (27)

Thenew dependentvariables(r;v;’;u)2 (0;1 )� IR � S1� IR arefunctions

ofthe�ctitioustim e�,sotheprim edenotesfrom now on di�erentiation with

respectto thisnew independentvariable.
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Letus�rstnotice thatthere exist two constants,m 1 and m 2 with 0 <

m 1 < m 2 < 1 ,such thatalong any solution (r;v;’;u)ofsystem (26),the

function of� given by �cos2’ + sin2’ satis�estherelations

m 1 < �cos2’ + sin2’ < m 2;

forall� forwhich ’ isde�ned.Consequently thereexisttwo constants,M 1

and M 2,with 0< M 1 < M 2 < 1 ,such that

M 1 < (�cos2’ + sin2’)� 1=2 < M 2 (28)

forall�.From the�rsttwo equationsofsystem (26),weobtain thenonho-

m ogeneoussecond-orderequation

r00� 2hr= (�cos2’ + sin2’)� 1=2; (29)

which representsaforced harm onicoscillator.W ewillfurtherignorethelast

twoequationsofsystem (26)and retain only theinform ation thattheforcing

function (�cos2’ + sin2’)� 1=2 isuniform ly bounded from above and away

from zero from below,asrelations(28)indicate.

W ewillfurtherrestrictouranalysistotheinvariantm anifold ofsolutions

ofnegative energy,h < 0,which obviously existsaccording to relation (27).

Solvingthehom ogeneousequationr00�2rh = 0andthenapplyingtoequation

(29)the m ethod ofvariation ofparam eters,we obtain the generalsolution

ofequation (29)in theform

r(�) =
�

c1 +
1p
� 2h

R
�

0

cos(
p
� 2h�)p

� cos2 ’(�)+ sin2 ’(�)
d�

�

sin(
p
�2h�)

+
�

c2 �
1p
� 2h

R
�

0

sin(
p
� 2h�)p

� cos2 ’(�)+ sin2 ’(�)
d�

�

cos(
p
�2h�):

If,forevery solution ofconstantsc1 and c2,we apply to each ofthe above

integralstheinterm ediate-valuetheorem and then usesom etrigonom etry we

obtain
r(�)= (c21 + c22)

1

2 cos(!� � !0)�

sin2(
p
� 2h�)

2h

p
� cos2 ’(�1)+ sin

2 ’( tau1)
�

cos2(
p
� 2h�)

2h

p
� cos2 ’(�2)+ sin

2 ’(�2)
;

(30)

where�1 and �2 belong to theinterval(0;�),! =
p
�2h and !0 = arctan c2

c1
.

Relations(28)and (30)allow usto draw theconclusion thatforany solution

(r;v;’;u)ofsystem (26),theinequalities
q

c21 + c22cos(!� � !0)�
M 1

2h
< r(�)<

q

c21 + c22cos(!� � !0)�
M 2

2h
(31)
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takeplaceforall� forwhich thesolution isde�ned.

Letusnow �x som e h0 < 0,asclose to 0 aswe like,and de�ne the set

�(h 0)ofsolutions form ed by the union ofallsets �h,forh in the interval

(�1 ;h0),where each set �h contains allthe solutions given by (30) that

satisfy theinequality

c
2

1 + c
2

2 <
M 2

1

4h2
:

Obviously,thisisan open,nonem pty,and connected invariantm anifold of

system (26).From (31)itfollowsthat,forevery solution ofthism anifold,r

ispositive and bounded,therefore the orbitsare collisionlessand bounded.

Letusdenoteby �(h 0)theprojection of�(h 0)into thecon�guration space.

For � �xed,suitable choices ofc1;c2,and h provide solutions with q1 and

q2 sm allenough such thatU(q)< h0. M oreoverthese choicescan be m ade

such thatr isasclose to 0 aswe like butstillpositive. Obviously,the set

ofthecorresponding solutionshaspositivem easure.Letusdenoteby �(h0)

thecorresponding projection ofthesetofsuch solutionsin thecon�guration

space.Obviously �(h0)iscontained in �(h 0)aswellasin D h0.Thisshows

thatthehypothesisleadingtothecriterion oftheprevioussection issatis�ed.

A straightforward com putation yields

K = �
3(h� U )(�2q2

1
+ q2

2
)

(�q2
1
+ q2

2
)5=2

�
[1� 8b(h� U )](�2q2

1
+ q2

2
)

(�q2
1
+ q2

2
)3

+
4b2(�2q2

1
+ q2

2
)

(�q2
1
+ q2

2
)4

+
4b(�2q2

1
+ q2

2
)

(�q2
1
+ q2

2
)7

:

The �rst term is always negative and the second can also be negative,de-

pendingon the�xed valueofb.Butsincethelasttwoterm sarepositiveand

the powers at their denom inators exceed those ofthe denom inators ofthe

�rsttwo term s,forsu�ciently sm allq 1 and q2,the curvature K ispositive.

W e can always de�ne �(h 0) such that the con�gurations corresponding to

the solutions with corresponding q1 and q2 are contained in �(h0). There-

fore,according to Theorem 7,thesetofcollisionlesssolutionsforwhich the

bodiesstay close enough together,doesnotexhibitchaotic behavior. This

com pletestheproof.
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