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Abstract. We construct examples of Gevrey non-analytic perturbations of an
integrable Hamiltonian system which give rise to an open set of unstable orbits and
to a special kind of symbolic dynamics. We find an open ball in the phase space,
which is transported by the Hamiltonian flow from —oo to +00 along one coordinate
axis, at a speed that we estimate with respect to the size of the perturbation.
Taking advantage of the hyperbolic features of this unstable system, particularly
the splitting of invariant manifolds, we can also embed a random walk along this
axis into the near-integrable dynamics.
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2 J.-P. Marco and D. Sauzin

1. Introduction

1.1.  Michael Herman came to see us in October 1999. He had read our joint
work with P. Lochak devoted to the study of the splitting of invariant manifolds for
near-integrable Hamiltonians [LIMS03], which was motivated by the question of the
optimality of the “stability exponents” in Nekhoroshev’s theorem in connection with
the speed of Arnold diffusion. He had observed that an analogue of Nekhoroshev’s
Theorem would hold if “Gevrey class” Hamiltonians were considered instead of
analytic ones and that the size of the splitting and the speed at which instability
could develop would be easier to evaluate in the Gevrey framework.

He thus proposed to collaborate with us on Nekhoroshev’s theory for Gevrey
quasi-convex Hamiltonians and started to explain a number of ideas he had already
thought of. Several discussions took place in the office of one of us, and we
sometimes saw him forget his cane and stand up to improvise an explanation at
the blackboard, in order to elucidate a point that seemed obscure to us.

Before we were able to contribute in any significant fashion to the research
project, he produced a thick set of notes [He99|, which he distributed to a few
close colleagues and to us. Here was the plan of that manuscript:

(I) Examples of instabilities in Hamiltonian systems and their speed
(IN) Nekhoroshev’s estimate for Gevrey classes (in the convex case)
(A) Appendix on Gevrey classes.

It contained a first stability result (N), analogous to Nekhoroshev’s, and a
method (I) to construct examples of unstable Hamiltonian systems in the Gevrey
category, but also in other non-quasianalytic ultradifferentiable classes or in
the C* category. The method of (I) consisted in reasoning at the level of exact-
symplectic mappings (passing from discrete dynamical systems to Hamiltonian
flows at the end by a standard suspension procedure) and coupling the so-called
“standard map”, suitably rescaled, with a well chosen system possessing a periodic
orbit of large period. The first “accelerator mode” of the standard map would
yield a wandering point of the total system, drifting from —oc to +o0o along one
coordinate axis, provided the coupling function would be adapted to the periodic
orbit. It was essential to have compact-supported functions at one’s disposal at that
stage. The appendix (A) was devoted to technical estimates, which were used, for
instance, to correctly choose the parameters, so as to make the Gevrey distance to
integrability arbitrarily small (and to compare it to the speed of drift).

Both the stability and the instability results needed to be improved and we
worked together to increase the stability time and to lower the drifting time, in
view of making them match. The stability time could indeed be characterized
by a “stability exponent” a (the action variables would remain confined for
|t| < exp(const(1)®), where £ measures the distance of the system to integrability),
but the first result was not as satisfactory as in the analytic case, where Lochak,
Neishtadt and Poschel had succeeded in obtaining a as large as ﬁ for quasi-convex
N-degree-of-freedom Hamiltonians. On the other hand, the method for designing
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Wandering domains and random walks 3

examples left a lot of leeway and could probably result in a smaller “instability
exponent” a* than the one obtained in the manuscript [He99).

A few months later we obtained better estimates for the stability time. Replacing
the strategy of part (N) of [He99], which relied on the approximation of Gevrey
Hamiltonians by analytic ones (as described in (A)) and the classical analytic
normal form, we completely rewrote the normal form in the Gevrey framework
and ended up with a stability exponent a = ﬁ7
index. We could thus recover the analytic result in the particular case where o = 1,
which exactly corresponds to analytic Hamiltonians. The passage from the Gevrey
normal form to the stability result was performed by using Lochak’s periodic orbit
method; we thus obtained, as in the analytic case, a larger exponent a = m
for the solutions passing close to any m-fold resonant surface. But the instability
exponent remained at least two times larger than that in the examples we had at
that time.

Michael Herman gave several seminars on the work in progress and described

where « denotes the Gevrey

the results so far obtained at the Rome conference in September 2000. There he
told one of us that he maybe had an idea to gain a factor 2 in the exponent for the
examples of instability. We should have discussed that matter some weeks later in
Paris. ..

We never knew what idea Michael Herman had had. In the months following his
death, we went on studying his method of producing unstable systems, trying to
make it as conceptual and powerful as possible, and began to think of the writing
of an article that would gather all of this together. We finally realized that we
could get stronger examples of instability, which established the optimality of the
exponents m for 2 < m < N, by using the periodic orbits of a scaled
pendulum in the coupling method. This gave rise to the article [MS03], which
was completed at the end of 2001 (see [Sa03] for a survey of that long paper).

1.2.  The present article is a continuation of [MS03]: we obtain new instability
examples as Gevrey perturbations of the completely integrable Hamiltonian h(r) =
1(rf+---+7r%_;) 4+ ry on the annulus TV x RN, In fact, our method could be
applied as well to yield the same kind of unstable behaviour in perturbations of

1
he = 5(617“% +oen_1m 1) + TN,

with arbitrary e1,...,exy—1 € {—1,41}; the quasi-convexity of h indeed does not
play any role in our constructions (but it plays a role in the exponential stability
we are fighting against). What matters in our constructions is rather the product
structure (the time-1 map ®”< can be written as an uncoupled product of N maps
of T x R).

The first new instability result is the existence of near-integrable systems which
possess wandering open sets, in place of the wandering points we previously obtained
in [MS03]. Namely, we shall be able to construct a sequence (H;);>o of Gevrey
perturbations of h(r), such that there exist for each j > 0 an open set O; satisfying

(@Hj)k(Oj) N O; =  for each integer k € Z (where @™ denotes the time-1 map
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4 J.-P. Marco and D. Sauzin

for H;). Indeed, these open sets O; drift from —oco to +o0o along the rq-axis
(denoting by r1 the first of the action variables). Such a phenomenon was obtained
in [He99], but with C* systems only, and with the further restriction that k < N—3.
Here we shall reach any value of k& and even the Gevrey category. The upshot is an
extension to the multidimensional case of the transport phenomenon which, to our
knowledge, was observed until now only for two-dimensional maps (see [Mei92] for
a survey on transport theory). We can furthermore estimate the speed of transport
as a function of the size of the perturbation. Just as is the case of drifting points
the speed is still given by an exponential, although the corresponding exponent is
only Wl)(a%)’ thus no optimality can be claimed here.

Another interesting feature of that construction can be noticed when considering
the complete orbit of the open domain O; under the continuous Hamiltonian flow.
This is an open connected invariant set, of positive measure, which is contained in
the complement of the KAM set of the perturbed Hamiltonian 7 ;. The system is
therefore non-ergodic in the complement of the KAM set.

Our second result concerns the existence of symbolic dynamics for near-integrable
systems. Here we continue to investigate the relations between our method
and the so-called Arnold mechanism of instability and construct a new sequence
(H;)j>0 of Gevrey perturbations of h such that the time-one map ®™ possesses
a two-dimensional normally hyperbolic invariant annulus, the stable and unstable
manifolds of which intersect along two homoclinic two-dimensional annuli. This
(non-generic) phenomenon enables us to obtain explicit examples of a situation
described by Moeckel [Moe02]. The main consequence is that we can replace the
drift along the ri-axis by a random walk: the orbits described in the drift result
correspond to a bi-infinite sequence of upward jumps, whereas in the second result
any sequence of upward and downward jumps can be realized by some orbit which,
so to speak, materializes the symbolic dynamics. Moreover, these jumps occur at
moments which are integer multiples of a certain large integer ¢;, with a step which
is £1/¢; each time, and we can estimate g; quite precisely in terms of the size of the
perturbation (of course it has to be exponentially large). Our coding by symbolic
dynamics is thus more precise than in the standard constructions.

This last construction has interesting byproducts concerning the topic of lower
bounds for the splitting of invariant manifolds, a subject which was also lightly
touched on in [He99]. We showed in [MS03] that our construction could produce
a chain of partially hyperbolic tori with tangent heteroclinic connections from
one torus to its successor, and that the homoclinic splitting could be perfectly
controlled, at least in the drifting direction. Here we shall go farther: we shall be
able to arrange things so as to control all the entries of the splitting matrix. This
is because we use, instead of the pendulum of [MS03], a perturbed pendulum that
possesses transverse homoclinic orbits.

Another byproduct of the random walk construction is the existence of near-
integrable Hamiltonian systems on (T xR)? | which admit an orbit whose projection
onto the first factor T x R is dense (in the first angle variable as well as in the first
action).

Prepared using etds.cls



Wandering domains and random walks 5

We shall seize the opportunity of this article to indicate Herman’s construction
of C* systems with a wandering domain for & < N — 3. Another work should be
devoted to the systematic study of finite-time stability in the differentiable category
and in ultradifferentiable classes. Here we shall content ourselves with an estimation
of the speed of drift in a C* variant of our unstable system.

We wish to mention that compact-supported functions were already used in the
context of Hamiltonian perturbations and Arnold diffusion in [Do86] and [FMO01].

2. Statement of the main results

2.1. Notations. Let N > 3. For R > 0 we denote by Br the closed ball of
radius R in RY with center at the origin. As in [MS03], we shall work with the
Gevrey spaces defined by

GMNE) = {p € C(K) | l¢llanx < oo},

with real numbers a@ > 1, A > 0, compact sets of the form K = TV x By and
Gevrey norms

Aléla ’
el = 3 19 llcoq (1)
(EN2N :

(we shall sometimes omit K in the indices, when there is no risk of confusion). We
have used the following notation for multi-indices of derivation:

[ =l1++lay, =101 Lyl 9" =00.. 00N

T2N

and (z1,...,2on) = (61,...,0n,71,...,7N). But since our aim is to describe
dynamics in non-compact parts of the phase space TV x RY, we shall require a
new definition.

Definition. If a > 1 and A > 0, we set
ICV = TN X ERV, R, = 3ya’ AV = 3_U+1A, Ve N*, (2)

and we define G**(TY xR™) to be the complete metric space obtained by endowing

the intersection ﬂ G*Mv(KC,) with the distance
v>1

daa(p,¥) =27 min(l@ = Pllaa, k. 1)-

v>1

2.2. A drift result for an open set. If H is a Hamiltonian function generating a
complete vector field, we shall denote by ®7 the time-7 map for 7 € R. We denote
by 7 the translation of step 1 in the r;-direction and introduce a transformation R,
which preserves r; and commutes with 7:

7(917T17927T2a"'79N7TN) - (alvrl+13027r27"'30N7rN)a

(3)

R(917T17927T23'°'79N7TN) = (01+0N7T1;0277n27"°;0N77nN)~
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6 J.-P. Marco and D. Sauzin

THEOREM 2.1. Let o > 1, A > 0, N > 3, h(r) = 3(ri + - +1%_,) + v,
me{2,...,N—1} and
1
a* = )
2(N —m)(a—1)
There exists a sequence (H;);>0 of functions converging to h in G4 (TN x RN),
such that, for each j > 0, the Hamiltonian system generated by H; is complete and
admits a wandering open set U; that is biasymptotic to infinity.
More precisely, the sets Tt (Uj), L € Z, are mutually disjoint and there exists
a positive integer 7; such that

M (U) = TR U;), (€. (4)

The time 7; required to translate by 1 the ri-projection of U; is related to

gj = da,a(h,H;) by inequalities of the form
%exp(cl(i)a ) STJ < %QXP(CQ(i)a )7 j 207

€j Ej Ej Ej
where the positive constants C1 < Cy depend only on a, A and N —m.

The domain U; is located close to the m-fold resonant surface S = {ry =ry =
cee=ryp =0}

dist(z,S) < 3,/&5, x € Uj.

The proof of Theorem 2.1 is contained in Sections 3-5.

Observe that the role of the transformation R is merely to describe the slight
deformation undergone by the domain under the time-7; map of the Hamiltonian,
whereas the most important feature of the dynamics is the drift described by the
translation 7.

Of course, the novelty with respect to [MSO03] is mainly the obtention of
wandering domains instead of wandering points. Still, we have tried to estimate
the speed of drift through an “instability exponent” a* like we did in [MSO03]
and, if the factor Nim reflects well the proximity of a resonance of multiplicity m,

the factor ﬁ is not so satisfactory. We recall indeed that the optimal exponent

for individual solutions and we do not know whether it can be attained

IS sv—mya
with open sets; see Remark 4.2 below.

It is for the sake of clarity and to facilitate the comparison with the classical
Nekhoroshev Theorem that we have formulated our drift result using autonomous
Hamiltonians only, but the Hamiltonians H; can be reduced to non-autonomous
time-periodic Hamiltonians

Hj = %(T% =+ +T]2V—1) + fj(Gl, L. 79N—177’17 .. ,’I“N_l,t),
(see formula (43) below), which are themselves obtained by “suspending” discrete
dynamical systems W, possessing wandering domains D; in TN-1 x RN=1 (see
Section 5). The sets Qj will be polydiscs Ay X - -+ x An_1, the Shilov boundaries
of which are Lagrangian tori. Choosing functions f; that are bounded on TV~ x
RN~ x T and that vanish identically for ¢ € [0, 1], we shall be able to take

Ui = {(0 + On7,7,0n,7n); (0,7) € D;, On €0, 1], ry € R} (5)
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Wandering domains and random walks 7

We shall also mention in passing results concerning the C* category, using the
semi-norms 1
¢
lellor ey = EHa ellooxy, (6)
o<k
with the notation of (1) above (this way, |l9¥|crx) < ll@llerx) 1Y llcx(k)), and
the corresponding distance when dealing with C* functions on a non-compact set.

2.3.  Embedding of a random walk. Leaving the question of the transport of open
sets aside, we shall be able to find near-integrable systems exhibiting instability in
another striking way.

Let 7, denote the projection onto the ri-axis:

7'('1(01,’/‘1,92,7‘2, .. .,GN,T‘N) =T.

THEOREM 2.2. Let a > 1, A >0, N >3 and h(r) = L(r} + -+ 1% _; +rn).
There exist a sequence (H;)j>o of functions converging to h in G&M(RN x TV)
and a sequence (q;) of positive integers such that, for each j > 0, the Hamiltonian
system genemted by H; is complete and its time-q; map contains the random walk

of step - along the r-axis in the following sense:
For each k € {—1,+1}2, there exists v € TV x RN such that
m (B0 (7)) =y (@M (2)) + 2L yez,
a;

Moreover, q; is related to €; = du a(h, H;) by inequalities of the form

Ch I Co 1\ .
_— - < g < —-= — >
2 eXp(Cl(sj) )<q; < 2 exp(Cz(sj) ), J=0,

where a* = W and the positive constants C1 < Cy depend only on «, A
and N.

The proof is given in Section 6.3.
In fact, we shall see that the time-¢; map admits as a subsystem the random
walk, defined as usual as a skew-product over the two-sided Bernoulli shif b:

Plr,k) = (i + L b(k)),  me—~Z, ke{-1,+1}%
4j 4j

In that result, we can think of the addition of :t S as small upward or downward
jumps, a bi-infinite sequence of which can be reahzed in any prescribed order:
one can always find solutions which oscillate in the prescribed manner exactly at
instants that are multiples of g;. Theorem 2.1 corresponds to the case of the
constant sequence r; = +1 with 7; = qu, except that Theorem 2.2 does not deal
with open sets of solutions.

Still, one can improve slightly the conclusion of Theorem 2.2, replacing the
initial condition = by a set V; that is defined as in (5) but with a (IV — 2)-polydisc
Bix{xa}xBsx---xBy_1 instead of the (N —1)-polydisc D; = Ay xAsx- - X AN-_1.
This yields oscillating submanifolds V; of codimension 2.
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8 J.-P. Marco and D. Sauzin

In addition to the proof of Theorem 2.2 (which corresponds to a particular case
of the situation considered in [Moe02]), Section 6 also contains a study of the
splitting of the invariant manifolds associated with partially hyperbolic circles and
annuli, in the spirit of [LMS03] and [MSO03]. These hyperbolic objects are the
traditional features of Arnold’s mechanism.

Moreover, we indicate in Remark 6.2 a variant of the construction yielding an
orbit of ®%i in (T x R)" whose projection onto the first factor T x R is dense.

2.4.  Overview of the method. For the convenience of the reader, we include a
heuristic description of our constructions.

Since we shall follow closely [MS03], it is worth recalling the main features of the
method which was introduced there to obtain drifting points. This method deals
with discrete dynamical systems of the annulus A™ = T™ x R™ which are obtained as
perturbations of " : (6,r) — (0 +r,r). Here n = N —1, ho(r) = 3(ri +---+712),
and a suspension procedure is used later to recover continuous Hamiltonian systems
in N degrees of freedom. We split the annulus A™ and the unperturbed map into two
factors: M0 = $371 x P3TETHIT L A x AP — A x A"l Our main parameter
is a large integer gq. The first idea is to consider a g-periodic point a € A"~ ! on the
second factor and to try to define a “coupling diffeomorphism” ®“s on the product
A x A" 1 50 that ®“a o " have a wandering point which drifts along the r;-axis,
with the further requirement that u, — 0 when ¢ — oo (in a suitable Gevrey
function space).

On the first factor A, the interesting part of the dynamics is localized on
the union C, of the circles Cy,, = {(01,71) € A, r = k/q}, k € Z. Each
of these circles is invariant under ®3™% and supports g-periodic dynamics, even
if ¢ is not the minimal period. On the second factor we only consider the orbit
O(a) = {aw), 0 < s < g—1} of a = a() under P33+, The coupling
diffeomorphism ®"< is chosen so as to satisfy the “synchronization conditions”

Pt ((0’ Tl)’ a) = ((07 1+ 1/Q)’ CL)7
QU ((01,711),a(5)) = ((01,71),0(5)), 1<s<q-1,
for all (f1,71) € A. Due to the g-periodicity of ®"° on C, x O(a), one sees that the
point ((0,0),a) is wandering for ®%“« o "0 and satisfies in particular
(@ 0 ®")%1((0,0),a) = ((0.4/q),0), (€L,

while the first components of the other iterates move around the circles of the
family C,. So ¢? iterations of the coupled diffeomorphism ®%: o "0 make the
point ((0,0),a) drift along the ri-axis over an interval of length 1. This is all we
need in order to estimate our instability time.

As is easily checked, a simple way to get the synchronization is to choose u,
of the form uy((01,71),2") = %U(Ql)g(‘n(m') for ((01,71),2") € A x A"~ where
U’'(0) = -1 and

9@ =1,  dg'?(a) =0,
9D (a) =0, dg@(a)) =0, 1<s<q-1
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Wandering domains and random walks 9

The size of the function u, is seen to be of the order of ||g(?|/g. The main
difficulty of the construction is to ensure the condition € = ||u4|| — 0 as ¢ — oco: by
compactness the distance between the initial point a and its nearest iterate tends
to 0 as ¢ — oo, and the values of ¢(? on a and this iterate differ by 1; so any
Gevrey norm of ¢(@ will tend to co when ¢ — co.

One can convince oneself that the construction is not possible with the second
factor kept equal to ®2(2++77): the periodic points are equidistributed on
periodic tori, and the distance between two of them is just too short. For this
reason we add a perturbation to the initial Hamiltonian hg, splitting the dynamics
on the second factor A"~ ! = Ax A”? into two parts: the first one is the time-1 map
of a pendulum suitably rescaled, P wT 00s(2702) \with a new large parameter N,
and the second part is still the integrable twist map $3(i++170) on An2. The
main property of this system is that, due to the presence of the pendulum and its
separatrix, one can find g-periodic points a = (9, with arbitrarily large ¢, whose
distance to the rest of their orbit is of the order of 1/N. The introduction of such
a pendulum component in [MS03] was one of the main innovations with respect
to [He99]. In the present article too this will be crucial.

When applied to this system, the previous method leads to a function ¢(?
whose Gevrey-a norm is exponentially large with respect to N, but this can
be compensated by choosing the parameter ¢ large enough, namely ¢ =
O(exp(const N1/22("=1))) " This way we keep the Gevrey norms of u, and vy =
— > cos(2mbs) of the same order € = 1/N? and we obtain the connection between
the instability time 7 (for a drift of order one) and the size ¢ of the perturbations ug
and vy

7 = ¢* = O(exp(const (%) e ))-

We now come to the necessary modifications from [MS03] to the present article,
in order to obtain drifting open sets instead of drifting points. The global structure
of our new examples will be very close to that we have just described. In particular,
we shall still split the annulus A™ into the same three factors, and the drift will
occur along the action axis of the first annulus. Loosely speaking, we shall try to
keep the same drifting point as above but modify the various functions in order
to produce nondegenerate elliptic dynamics in the neighborhood of its projections
on the three factors. We shall then apply Moser’s invariant curve theorem and
obtain in each factor an open set centred on the projection, having the same global
behaviour. The product of these open sets will give us our drifting domain.

As for the random walk, the main modification concerns the pendulum factor,
on which we shall use a suitable perturbation of the pendulum map, for which both
upper and lower separatrices intersect transversely. We shall get two homoclinic
points, and prove the existence of a horseshoe on which the map is conjugate to a
Bernouilli shift on two symbols, one for the upper point and one for the lower point.
These two symbols will correspond to two distinct zones in the pendulum space,
and a suitable version of the coupling lemma will enable us to generate positive
or negative jumps of the orbits along the first action axis, in any prescribed order.
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10 J.-P. Marco and D. Sauzin

Since these jumps occur at prescribed instants and have prescribed length, we can
think of the motion on the first action axis as a random walk. The most technical
work in that part will be to estimate the number of iterates which is necessary to
get the symbolic dynamics.

3. A method for constructing unstable mappings

3.1.  Discrete version of the Gevrey unstable system. Let A =T x R denote the
annulus. As already mentioned, we shall work with mappings rather than with
flows. Theorem 2.1 will follow from the construction of near-integrable discrete
dynamical systems in A" ~ T*T" = T™ x R", with n > 2. These mappings ¥;
will be compositions of three time-1 maps of Hamiltonian systems and will admit
nearly doubly resonant wandering domains D;.

The case m = 2 will be obtained by “suspension” of Proposition 3.1 below
(see Section 5.2), whereas in the case m > 3 we shall insert m — 2 extra degrees of
freedom before the suspension procedure, obtaining the intermediate system ¥, (see
Section 5.1). The relation between dimensions in Theorem 2.1 and Proposition 3.1
is thus N =n+ (m —2) + 1.

We shall use systematically the notation ®¥ introduced before the statement of
Theorem 2.1. For instance, hg = 1(rf +--- + r2) gives rise to the standard twist
map of A",

oM@, 1) = (0 +r,7),

whereas a function u(#) which does not depend on the action variables r; yields
o%(0,r) = (0,1 — Vu(#)). For each 6 > 0, we shall use the notation T for the
translation of step ¢ in the rq-direction:

T5(017T17027T23 .. '79nvrn) - (elv’rl + 5) 02,7"2, . .,071,7’"). (7)
ProposITION 3.1. Leta>1, L >0, n >3 and
B 1
2 —1)(a—1)

There exist sequences (u;), (v;), (w;) of smooth functions, which have compact
supports contained in (T x [0,3])" and belong to Ga’L((T X [0,3])"), and a
sequence (q;) of integers such that

€j zmax(Huj\ oz,L;”wj”oc,L) — 0, a; o0

oLy V5] : :
J—00 J—00
and, for each j, the system
U, =d% o G35 (i)Y o s
admits a wandering open set D; such that
(¥;) 4 (D;) =T (D), (€L (8)
4
The number 1; = qu of iterates required to translate by 1 its ri-projection satisfies
inequalities of the form

% eXP(Cl(gy) <7, <= eXp(Cz(—)a)a (9)
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Wandering domains and random walks 11

where Cy and Cs are positive numbers which do not depend on j.

Moreover, dist(z, {r1 =12 =0}) < 3,/2; for all x € D;.

The proof of this proposition will occupy us until the end of Section 4.
In fact, we shall have v; = =V (62), with V/(62) = —1—cos(2n6s) and integers N;
directly related to ¢;: ’

1
[ujllaz: willar < €5 = 35 1Viar:
J

The functions w; will be sums of non-interacting potentials of the form
w; = w (02,72) + w§ (05) + - + w (6,)

(and the functions u; will not depend on the actions 7). Our unstable mappings
may thus be written ¥; = &% o (@ér% X G), with

G = (B33t q>w§”) x (®375 o @wéj)) X e (@3 o @),
Correspondingly, our wandering domain D; will be a polydisc By, X‘Agj ) oix A%j),
the Shilov boundary of which is the Lagrangian torus 0B, x 8./4&] ) % x 0AY).

There will also be a preliminary C* version of this proposition (Proposition 3.3
in Section 3.4), directly inspired by [He99], which may be used as an introduction
to Section 4, and a more elaborate result in Section 5.3 which is a more exact
analogue of Proposition 3.1 and Theorem 2.1 in finite differentiability.

3.2. Wandering domains for standard maps. As in [MS03], our starting point
is the knowledge of unstable orbits for a certain map of A, which is not close to
integrable (it would have more to do with an anti-integrable limit) but which we
shall be able to embed into some iterate of a near-integrable map of A™.

Given a smooth function U on T and a positive integer ¢, we define the “standard
map”

YeUu = @%U o (q)%rf)q A — A

When there is no risk of confusion, we shall sometimes omit the index U or even
both indices and denote by v, or ¢ this map. Thus

$(01,m1) = (61 + qri,m — U (01 +qr1)).
As noticed in [MS03], if U’'(0) = —1, the origin is a drifting point:

$4(0,0) = (0, 5) lez.

This point goes from r; = 0 to r; = 1 in ¢ iterations and its orbit is biasymptotic
to infinity (this is known as the “first accelerator mode of the standard map” in
the literature).

The function U(6;) = — 5= sin(276;) was used in [MS03], but we shall be led to
choose a different function by the next proposition, which is suggested by [He99|:
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12 J.-P. Marco and D. Sauzin

PROPOSITION 3.2. Consider the map gy with an integer ¢ > 1 and a
function U € C°(T) the derivative of which admits a Taylor expansion at the
origin of the form

U'(61) = =1+ (161 + 8305 + O(67), 0< B <2, B3#0. (10)

Then there exists a neighbourhood B, of (0,0) in A (which depends only on the
function U'), contained in the region {|r.| < 1}, such that the domain

T
B, = {(9*, E)}(G*,r*)GB* CA

is wandering for 1, u. More precisely, the iterates of By by g u are mutually
disjoint and can be obtained from B, by translation of step % in the ri-direction:

(wq,U)e(Bq) = {(917 g + 741)}(9177“1)6&17 tel.

The proposition follows from the following technical lemma, whose greater
generality will be used in Section 4.3 and whose proof is deferred to the appendix.

LEMMA 3.1. Consider the mapping f : R%,0 — R2,0 defined by the formula
fXY) = (X +A(Y - B'(X)),Y — B'(X)),

that is f = ®4 o ®B where A(Y) and B(X) are smooth functions defined in real
intervals containing O the derivatives of which admit Taylor expansions of the form

A(Y) =AY + AY? + A3Y3 + O(Y?), Ay € R*, Ay Az € R,
and
B'(X)=p(X +bX*) +0(X*), peRDeR, with0<pid <2.

Then the origin is an elliptic fized point of f, its eigenvalue X = e° is determined

by
A
cos*yozlf%u, *%<’YO<0,

and its first Birkhoff invariant can be written v; = T’ + bI'" with
;3

i
r— " (34
A—A( 3t

%wﬁ) - 3in* AT
A=A/ A— A

3/2 12 o31/2 | 633/2 . . . )
where w = P30T A3 R € iR (with the convention A'/? = e"10/2),

The absence of quadratic term in the Taylor expansion of B’(X) (or in that of U’(6)
in (10)) is just intended to simplify the calculation of 7; which can be found in the
appendix.

As a corollary, it is easy to choose p and b so as to be able to apply Moser’s
theorem of stability of non-degenerate elliptic fixed points ([Mos62], [SMT71, §§31—
34]): as soon as the twist condition v; # 0 is satisfied, every neighbourhood of
the origin contains an f-invariant neighbourhood of this point, because invariant
curves (“KAM circles”) accumulate the origin. Such an invariant neighbourhood
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Wandering domains and random walks 13

will sometimes be called an “elliptic island” in the sequel; it is in fact completely
invariant (i.e. it coincides with its image by f).

Lemma 3.1 implies Proposition 3.2: Assume (10) is satisfied. The idea is simply to
pass to the quotient by the translation r; +— r1 + %, so that the origin appear as
a stable elliptic fixed point of an area-preserving map of the 2-torus: an invariant
neighbourhood for the quotient map will lift to a wandering domain B, the iterates
of which are obtained by the translation of step %. But, to be able to keep track of
the dependence upon ¢ of this domain, we prefer to begin with the scaling

(0s,74) = 0(01,71), 0, =01, 7r.=qry,
which conjugates 1, and 1);. Recalling the definition of 11,
P1(0s,74) = (Os +1i, 7 — U (04 + 1)),

we observe that we can pass to the quotient by the integer translations along the
ri-direction: 11 induces a transformation F' of T x T, which admits the origin as a
fixed point and which can be written

FX,Y)=(X+Y,Y+B'(X+Y)), BX)=-X-UX),

in local coordinates (X, Y’) near the origin of Tx T. Setting A(Y') = —3Y2, we have
F =& BY) 0 =4 thus we can apply Lemma 3.1 to f = F~!, with p = —3;
and b = (/6.

The origin is thus an elliptic fixed point of F, and it is stable because we have
I' = 0 and IV # 0 in this particular case. By Moser’s theorem, we get an f-
invariant domain containing the origin (surrounded by a KAM circle), which lifts
to a wandering domain B. of v, which in turn gives rise to a wandering domain B3,
by the scaling o. 0O

In the sequel we shall fix some analytic 1-periodic function U satisfying (10),
so as to have at our disposal wandering domains B, for the maps 9, . The next
section indicates a method to construct, starting from 1, 7, a map ¥ of A™ which
is close to integrable when ¢ is large (notice that, when ¢ — o0, 1,y does not
tend to any integrable map!). In fact, in the notation of Proposition 3.1, ¢; will be
exponentially large with respect to €; and, as a consequence, the domain B, will
be exponentially thin in the r;-direction.

3.3.  The coupling lemma and the strategy for using it. We now give a slight
refinement of the “coupling lemma” which was one of the key ideas of [MS03]
(Lemma 2.1 in that paper):

LEMMA 3.2. Let m,m’,q > 1. Suppose we are given two diffeomorphisms, F :
A™ — A™ and G : A™ — Am/, and two Hamiltonian functions f : A™ — R
and g : A™ — R which generate complete vector fields and define time-1 maps ®f
and ®9. Suppose moreover that A C A™ s completely G-invariant (i.e. A =
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14 J.-P. Marco and D. Sauzin

FIGURE 1. Use of the coupling lemma to make By x A drift.

G1(A)) and that, for all ' € A,
gla) =1,  dg(z’) =0,  ¢(G°(2')) =0, dg(G°(z')) =0, I1<s<q-—L

(11)
Then f ® g generates a complete Hamiltonian vector field and the mapping
U=0/0(Fx@G) : A" — g™
satisfies
V(z,2") = (), G"(a")), zeA™ 2’ €A e, (12)

with 1 = ®F o F9.
We have denoted by f ® g the function (z,2’) — f(x)g(z'), and by F x G the
mapping (z, ') — (F(x), G(z')).
Proof. The proof is an obvious adaptation of that of Lemma 2.1 of [MS03], where
it was already checked that X;g, is complete and that
189 (z,2") = (99 (2), 8/ D9(2)),  (z,2") € AT, (13)

Let x € A™ and 2’ € A. Tt is sufficient to prove the desired identity for £ = 1;
indeed, it will then be possible to iterate it backwards or forwards thanks to the
GY-invariance of A.

The points (F*(z),G*(z')), 1 < s < ¢ — 1, are fixed points of ®/®9 because
of (11) and (13). Thus

Uz, 2') = (F*(2),G*(2"), 0<s<q-—L
But for the ¢*® iteration, (11) and (13) yield
Vi(z,a') = @199 (Fi(x), GU(a")) = (B! (F(x)), GU(x")).
O

To construct near-integrable mappings with wandering domains, it is thus
sufficient to apply this coupling lemma with ®/ o F'4 = Yqu, ¢ = 1 and U like
in Section 3.2, that is with

f = %U(al)a = (I)%T%a
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Wandering domains and random walks 15

and to find G, A and g in such a way that the hypotheses of the lemma be fulfilled:
we shall obtain a wandering domain B, x A as illustrated on Figure 1, and the
map ¥ will be near-integrable if %||g|| is small and G is close to integrable, in
the C* or Gevrey-a topology. Since the dynamics of 1, will then appear as a
subsystem of W, the time needed for transporting B, x A from vy =0 to r; =1
will be ¢2.

The choice of G with a globally g-periodic domain A is a new feature of the
present work with respect to [MIS03] and constitutes the essential part of the next
sections.

As for the choice of g, we shall use “bump functions” of one variablef, the
existence of which in the Gevrey case is alluded to at the end of Section A.1
of [MSO03], and this is precisely the point where the estimates differ from what
we could do for unstable points. Let us indicate now the technical statement:

LEMMA 3.3. Let a > 1, A > 0. There exists ¢ > 0 such that, for each real p > 2,
the space G*M(T), contains a function np,n Which satisfies

1 if =5 <z < 4,
wa®)=| 1 (14)
0 zf—ggxg—];or <z<

)

N [=

1
p
and

.l < exp(ep™). (15)
REMARK 3.1. We shall also use non-periodic bump functions 7, o which have

compact supports contained in [—%, 1—1)] and are defined by

<z<

’

N
ol

Tlp, A (x) Zf -

Tp,a () =
p () 0 if not.

REMARK 3.2. Analogously, if k > 0, the space C*(T) contains functions which
satisfy (14), but the C* norm grows more slowly with p; in fact, we can have
a C* function n, such that

195 | coqry < epf, ¢ eN, (16)
where ¢ > 0 does not depend on any parameter, simply by taking n,(0) = m (p0)
for —3 <0 < &, where i () is a fized C* function which vanishes outside [—1,1]
and is equal to 1 identically in [—1,1].

Proof of Lemma 3.3. Let § > 0 be determined by v = 1 + %; in view of the proof
of Lemma A.3 of [MSO03], the function f defined by

0 if £ <0,
f(z) = A N

exp(—=5) otherwise

1 In this article, by “bump function” we mean a function which vanishes identically outside a
given interval I and whose value is 1 at each point of a given subinterval of I.
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16 J.-P. Marco and D. Sauzin

is known to belong to G**(R) for A large enough with respect to o and A. We

define
oole) = (4 (= 0), @)= [ g

Observe that ¢, vanishes outside [—ﬁ, ﬁ], hence
: 1
0 ifx < — i

1
K,= fj’; op(a')ds’ ifx> ﬁ.
P

Py(z) =

It follows that the function

1 3 3
”p,A(a)Zﬁ@p(@JF@)‘I’p(Ip—HL ~l<o<
p

N[—=

(extended by 1-periodicity) takes the desired values on the intervals specified in the
statement of the lemma.

As for the Gevrey norms, clearly |¢plla,a < ||fH(2¥A (because of the property
of Banach algebra) and the inequality ||®plla.a < [|Ppllco + A%||@plla,a shows
that ||®p]|q,a is bounded independently of p. Since f is monotonic non-decreasing,
we have ¢,(z) > f($)2 for |z| < é, thus K, > ﬁexp(—Q)\(Sp)B) and the
conclusion follows. O

In the sequel, having fixed o > 1 and L > 0, we shall define close to integrable
maps of the form

1
U = (I)EU®9 o ((I)%T% % G)’ G = @%(T§+"'+Ti)+v oY,

with e = max(%||U®g||a,L, lvlla,L, [Jw]|a,r) arbitrarily small, in such a way that G
admits a globally ¢-periodic domain A and g “separates” A from its iterates by G
in the sense of (11).

It is clear that ||g||,z will depend crucially on

d= min dist(A4,G°(A)).
1<s<qg—1
We shall indeed resort to Lemma 3.3 to define g (adapting it to take advantage
of the fact that g can depend on several variables) and this will yield a Gevrey-«
norm of the order of exp(const diﬁ).

But we shall need to take ¢ large to make %Hg”a,L as small as € (anyway, we
know in advance that the time of drift 7 = ¢ needs to be large). This will tend
to diminish d and thus to increase | g||q,. Hence we shall need to take ¢ even
larger, to compensate this growth. However, it is a priori not obvious to prevent
this increase of ¢ from diminishing in turn the distance d, thus increasing again the
norm of g. We shall see in Section 3.4 a C* example where this method leads to
the limitation & < n — 2.

Faced with such an inflation of norms, we shall use in Section 4 an idea which was
already an important feature of the unstable system of [MS03]. We shall choose
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a system G which is #—close to integrable, involving a rescaled pendulum (the
integer N will play the role of the scaling parameter), and impose the condition
1
N2’
We shall manage to have ¢ = NM, with M extremely large, but d almost

dlglla.s wlar < vllaz =
independent of M. More precisely, d will be larger than (%)ﬁ independently
of the choice of M, thus Lemma 3.3 will provide us with a function g of norm
llglle,r < exp(const N%), where v = (n — 1)(a — 1), in view of which we shall
choose M of the order of N exp(const N %) (formula (33) below). This way, we
shall obtain a time of drift 7 ~ N4 exp(const N7 ), where N = e~ 1/2.

3.4. Herman’s examples of C* unstable systems. Following [He99], we now
illustrate our strategy with a first construction, which is very simple but works
only for k <n — 2.

We fix a smooth function S on T such that

1
S(0.) = 593, —— <0, <-. (17)

R

1
4
PROPOSITION 3.3. Supposen > 2 and 0 < k < n — 2. There exist sequences (uj)
and (vj) of smooth functions, which converge to 0 in C*(T™), and an increasing
sequence (q;) of integers such that, for each j, the system

U, =% o H3(ritotri)tv;

admits a wandering open set D; whose iterates (V;)%(D;) are mutually disjoint
and satisfy
(V)" (D;) =T« (D;), LEL

Proof. Let (pj)j>0 be the sequence of prime numbers. We set
qj = PjPj—1---Dj—n+2, j=zn-—1,

and consider G = &3+ +70)+v5  with

112 2

0;(0) = (=) SO+ (=) SO +...+ (

pj Pj—n+2

The system G is obviously decoupled and can be written
)25(6:)

)25(9n).

Pj—1

102 1
G =Gy x--xGp, Gizrbﬂﬁ("j—iw

Moreover, in the region R; = {r? + (ﬁ)%? < %(p, 1,+2)2 }, the map G; is
j—i j—i

periodic with minimal period p;_; 42, since the scaling

2<1<n.

(Os,74) = 04(0i,73) = (05, pj—iyari)

conjugates it with the time- map of the Hamiltonian h.(6.,7.) = 3r? +

ijli+2
S(0.) which coincides with the normalized harmonic oscillator (r? + 62) in the
region R, = {r2+6?% < % }. Consequently, all the points of Ro X -+ - x R, (except
those for which (;,7;) = (0,0) for some ) are G-periodic with minimal period g;
(the periods pj_it2 have no non-trivial common divisor because we have used prime
numbers).
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[

ugo)

s

1
FIGURE 2. Iteration of AS:” under ®

LEMMA 3.4. Given a real § € ]0,1/67] and an odd integer p not smaller than 3,

the domain
AP ={L< /212 <L |o.] < (tan 2Z0)r, }
; () _ gh«( 4% v
satisfies A7 = " (A7) C {0+ < 57} and

Ay c{ P <lel<§), 1<s<p-L

Proof of Lemma 3.4. Each point in Ai‘s) is ®"+-periodic with minimal period 1
because Aff) is contained in R,. Elementary trigonometry yields

AP {0, < tsin 222} il (AY) € {Lsin T2 <o, | < 1Y,

for 1<s<p—1 (see Figure 2). We conclude by observing that 2% < sinz < x
for 0 < x < 7/2 and that ¢ is small enough to yield the desired mequahtleb. a

We thus choose
A =0, STAY x ot AW §g=2L
and, using the bump functions furnished by Remark 3.2,

g(j)(‘92a sy b)) = Tep; (62) .. “T6p; —nt2 (0n)-

We can apply Lemma 3.2 to
U, =d% o (I)%(rf+~..+ri)+vj7 uj = lU ® g(j)'
q;
According to formula (12), the dynamics of ¢ = 94, v is thus embedded into the

(¥;)%-invariant set A x A. In particular, by Proposition 3.2, we get a wandering
polydisc D; = B,, x A with the kind of orbit we wanted.
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It only remains for us to check that e; = max(||u;l|cr(rny, [[vjllor(rn)) tends
to 0 when j — oo. With our definition (6) of C*-norms, we have [vj|crpny =

(22 4+ (=2=)")ISllcwr) and, using (16),

pj Pj—n+2
lusllexeey = = 3 700 @ llosm s oo - I, o
JlICk(Tn) = q; /) co(T) nﬁpj co(T) - -+ nGpj—n+2 Co(T)
I o<k
cn—l 1 0 ‘.
< —Ullexemy Y W(fipj) - (6pj—n+2)
4 Lyl <k 27T
RN . k
< 660n71|‘U||Ck(T) (pj + +pj—n+2) )

Pj.--Pj—n+2

The conclusion follows from the Prime Number Theorem which ensures that, for j
large enough, all the numbers p;_; 12, 2 < i < n, lie in the interval [%pj,pj] (this
was the interest of choosing successive prime numbers). It is only to ensure the
C*-convergence to 0 of (u;) that we imposed k < n — 2.

This ends the proof of Proposition 3.3. a

It is easy to check that the number 7; = qu of iterates required to translate by 1
the r-projection of D; satisfies inequalities of the form

c(L)"' if0<k<n-3,
Tj < < 2(n—1
TRk =n—2.

€j

(18)

We shall indicate later (Section 5.3) a more elaborate construction which yields
better results, without any bound imposed upon k.

As for the size of the polydisc D;, when £ < n — 3 we obtain a diameter ~
(\/5_3-)"’1 for its (61, 71)-projection and /g for the other canonical projections;
when k£ =n — 2 we find respectively 5?71 and €;.

4. FEzamples of Gevrey unstable systems
We now move on to the proof of Proposition 3.1, applying the strategy described
at the end of Section 3.3. We thus fix @ > 1 and L > 0.

Let (pj)j>o0 be the sequence of prime numbers (inverses of primes will now be

used as action variables to produce periodic points of the integrable twist map).
We define

N; = ijJ’. where N]{ =1if n =2, and N]{ =Dj—(n-3)Pj—(n—a)---pj if n >3,
(19)

and

v;(0) = %V(Gg), V(62) = —1 — cos(2705). (20)

We shall first define a small function of the form

wi (0,7) = w§ (B2, 72) + w§ (B3) + - + W (B,),
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20 J.-P. Marco and D. Sauzin

and it is only in Section 4.4 that we shall introduce the other ingredients g/), M;
and uj; = WU@QU) (with U like in Section 3.2). In the notation of Lemma 3.2,
this means that we shall have G = Go x G3 X - -+ X G,,, with

1r2 415V (62)
J

Gy=® ows’ Gi=d oaw’ (0D 3<i<np

We shall define G3 x --- x G, so as to have a globally N;—periodic domain
Agj) X oo X Aﬁf) and the role of A in Lemma 3.2 will be played by a domain

A= AP x AP % - x AD),

where Agj ) is globally N;M;j-periodic for the perturbed pendulum Gs. Finally,

setting q; = N;M;, we shall have a wandering domain D; = B, x A for the
1 Jeg) ,
mapping ¥; = ® % vest (q)%rf x G) (of course G is reduced to G2 and A to Aé])

when n = 2).

4.1.  Choice of the map G3 x --- X G,,. The present section is concerned with
the case n > 3 only. If p € N* the point (0, %) is a parabolic fixed point of

the p' iterate of the standard twist map P37 A — A; we shall make use of the
bump functions of one variable defined in Lemma 3.3, with the given values of «
and L, to perturb 27 and create ellipticity.

LEMMA 4.1. Let p € N* and
Bp,u(0) = N(g + %)Wp,L(e)a 0<p< ;1,
The point (0, %) € A is a stable elliptic fived point of the p'™ iterate of G, =
&2 o O, which is contained in an elliptic island Ap . satisfying Ap, =
(Gpu)P(Apu) C {_ﬁ <0< ﬁ} and
(prﬂ)s(Ap,“)C{%Sﬁﬁl—%}, 1<s<p-1.

Proof. Let N denote the neighbourhood { —§ < 6 < §, |r — %| <é}ofz,=(0, %),

with
1

4p(3p +4)’

and consider the iterates of N' by G, ,. Since the functions 3, , and u(% + ﬁ)

coincide on N, with u|0 + 03] < 2§ on that set, we have )
N = BB (N) C { =5 <0 <35, |r— %| <351,
and the inclusions
(@%TQ)S(N’)czz{%gegkg}, 1<s<p-1

follow easily from our choice of §.
Consequently, since ®%»+ boils down to identity on ¥, the mappings (Gp,p)?
and (<I>%T2)S o ®Pr.x coincide on N for each s € {1,...,p}.
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FIGURE 3. Elliptic island of Gy, = 37 o BPrn,

Applying Lemma 3.1 to (Gp,,)P = (@%rz)p o ®Pr.w near its elliptic fixed point z,,
we get the twist condition 71 # 0 (because I' = 0 and 73 = I # 0 in this case).
By Moser’s theorem, we obtain an elliptic island A, , C N, the orbit of which
obviously satisfies the required properties (see Figure 3). O

We choose

?qung), Agj) =A

() L .
w;™ = ﬂpj—wrsvlh:,j? G;=®z" Dj—it3,Hi,50 3<i<n, (21)

. -1
with p;; = (max(pj_its, (n —2)N?||Bp,_iia1lla,r)) , so that
n
i 1
>l s < 53
=3 J

Observe that, since the p;_;;3’s are mutually prime, the domain AU) = Agj) XX
55) is globally periodic for the system G = G3 X - - - X Gy, with minimal period N]’.
and

AW ﬂ{ _ 1 <0, < 1 } An_Q, (22)

dpj—its — — 4pj_i+s
=3

GHAD) c | {2 <O <1-g52—)  1<s<Nj-1L (23

dpj—iy3 —
i=3

4.2.  Time-energy coordinates for the simple pendulum. The present section and
the next one are devoted to the obtention of a perturbed pendulum with an elliptic
island of large period, which will be our system GG2. We begin with elementary facts
on the pendulum, to prepare the ground for the choice of the perturbation ng ),
For the sake of clarity, we shall omit the indices j.

Let us introduce the notation
1, 1

1
PN(QQ,TQ) = 57“2 + mV(eg), P*((g*,’l“*) = 57‘3 + V(Q*)

The mapping ¢*~ is the time-1 map of the Hamiltonian flow generated by Py,
which is obtained from the flow of the normalized pendulum P, by rescaling time
and action:

N =g 1o ®% 05, where (6,,7.) = 0(6,73) = (62, Nra).  (24)
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FIGURE 4. Straightening of the pendulum flow in R..

Let M € N* (in fact, M will be chosen equal to the integer M, defined
in equation (33) below). We shall be interested in a neighbourhood of the
point (0, T£M)) that is determined by the conditions

PMP (O,r&M)) = (O,riM)), rM s 9

i.e. (0, rﬁM)) is the intersection of {6, = 0} with the unique orbit of P, which has
period M and is located above the upper separatrix r. = | cos w0,/

The mapping (®)M can be described near its fixed point (07riM)) as
follows. Using {6. =0} as a reference section, we define symplectic flow-box

coordinates (7, e) for the normalized pendulum, say, in the region
R.={|0. <% and r, > 1}.

Since P, (0,r,) = %rf — 2, this amounts to considering the canonical change of

coordinates

(O.,72) = 7P (o, V20 + 2)) ER. & (re)=(r(0.,1.),e(0s,7.)) €R
(see Figure 4). In particular, the functions e and P, coincide (they are nothing but
the energy function), while the time is given by the incomplete elliptic integral

0
- de

T(Ox,74) = /
0 V2(e(0,m) = V(9))

In the region {e > 0} (i.e. above the separatrices), the period of motion is given as
a (decreasing) function of energy by the formula

. (B,7) ER.. (25)

(26)

! do
T.(e) =/O T

Thus, T,(e™)) = M with the notation e™) = e(O,riM)) (observe that Ty(e) <

1/v/2e, hence eM) < L),
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In the coordinates (7, ¢e), the flow of P, is straightened: in the domain R,
O : (1,e) = (T +t,e), |t| small enough,
whereas one can check that the mapping (®+)* takes the form
(@)1 (1) = (1 + Alfe)e),  Alle) = M —T(e),

for (7€) in a neighbourhood of (0, ™)) of the form i IT| < 64, le—eMD| < ng) }s
where §, < 1 can be chosen independent of M and p*M) < %e(M ) must be chosenf
small enough to ensure the return of the orbit to R within a time M. In other words,
locally, ()M must be viewed as generated by a Hamiltonian A, (e) explicitly
computable in terms of the function 7.

Correspondingly, setting ¢ = N M, we obtain a description of ®~ and (CIDP N )q
in a new system of local symplectic coordinates centred at the ¢-periodic
point (0, %TSKM)) as follows.

We consider the change of coordinates

(X,Y) = (02,70) = NXPx (0,% (riM)? +2NY) : (27)

for the inverse of which we have the formulae

_e(f2,Nry) — e(M)

X = 7—(927 NTQ), Y = N ’ (92’7,.2) € U_lR*- (28)

This transformation is symplectic since dX A dY = %d’i’ A de = %dﬁ* Adr, =
dfy A dro. We end up with the formulae

O (X,)Y) > (X +3£,Y) (29)
(in the domain corresponding to (f2,72) € 0 'R, N &~ ¥ (¢~ 1R,)) and
(@) (X,Y) = (X +A(Y),Y), AY)=M-T(™+NY) (30

for | X| < 0. and |Y] < %piM).
The following estimates will be used in the next section:

LEMMA 4.2. Let (04,7.) € R admit time-energy coordinates (7, ¢€).
o If1<r, <3, then || <6, < VI11|7|.

o Ife>0, then |0.] > o2

e If0<e< 2™ then |0.] < (2+ M~2)|7|.
t For instance, one can fix 8. small enough to guarantee that [—28.,28.] x {e)} C R for

all M > 1 and choose piM) = min(%e(M),5*/|T;(%e(M>)|). The mean value theorem yields

indeed [T (e() + piM)) — Ty (eD)| < 6, because |T7| is decreasing.
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Proof. We can assume 7 > 0 thanks to reversibility.

The first statement is obtained by checking that, because of the conservation of
energy, 1 < 6, = r, < /11 in the time-interval [0, 7].

The second statement is obtained by comparison between the angular
component 7 — Oie) (1) of the solution obtained by fixing the energy to the positive
value e and that of the separatrix solution 7 +— 9&0)(7) = Larctan(sinh277): we

have 0.7 (r) > 6 (1) > 125,
The last inequality is an easy consequence of formula (25) with e — V (0) < e+ 2

and e < 2¢(M) < N2, O

4.3.  Elliptic islands of large period for a perturbed pendulum. The point zo =

(0, %TSFM)), which corresponds to the origin in the coordinates (X,Y), is ®~-

periodic with period ¢ = NM, but it is in fact a parabolic fixed point of (@PN)q,
in view of (30). To introduce some ellipticity, we shall compose ®¥ by a close-
to-identity map which leaves x5 fixed. We shall imitate here the method used in
Section 4.1, but the picture is slightly distorted because it is the pendulum that we
perturb, instead of the standard twist map; this is why we use the symplectic
transformation (6a,75) +— (X,Y) defined in 6 'R, by X = 7 0 g(f,7r2) and
Y = (eoo(fa, 1) —e™)) /N (according to formulae (27) and (28); see formula (24)
for the definition of o).

Let K = [—1,4] x [1,3] C R. (thus 0 'K = [-1,1] x [&,2]). Since the
function 7 defined by (25) is analytic in R, its derivatives satisfy inequalities of
the form ||0*7 | coc) < C Ml from which we deduce that

To0 € G (0TIK), with ||[To 0|0 < 2'7¥AY,

where Ay is defined by A% = 2071CY" 2+ (AL*N)*. We shall use the bump
functions defined in Remark 3.1. Let us consider

En(X) = (XT2 + XT4)772N,AN(X)~

Proposition A.1 from [MSO03] can be applied: the function £y o (7 o o) belongs
to G*L(¢71K) (and has its Gevrey-(c, L) norm bounded by [|€n|la.a, ). Moreover,
this function vanishes for |7| > % and the first statement of Lemma 4.2 shows that,
for N > 14,

IT|< 4 and £ <ro <2 = (0a,m2) €07 'Rs,
thus the formula
Wi (02,72) = iin,n(ra — %) En (T(62, Nr2))

defines a function Wy € G*L(T x [0, 3]) which has its support contained in 1K C
2 4
o IR,. Moreover, inside 0’172*, the functions Wy and XT + XT coincide in a

neighbourhood of x5, whereas Wy vanishes identically for | X| > ﬁ
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LEMMA 4.3. Assume N > max(%,lll). There exists a positive number [y p

which depends only on N and M such that, if 0 < p < pn p, the point xo =

(0, %T,(FM)) is a stable elliptic fired point of the ¢** iterate of

Gy = PtV (02) PHWVN
contained in an elliptic island Ao which satisfies

}.

Ay = (Go)I(A) C{—1x <0< 7, 2 < <

2w

Moreover, if N = pN’ with integers p > 6 and N' > 1,
(G (A) c{E<b<1-2}  1<e<p-1L

Proof. Let w(fs,13) = uWix(02,72) and B(X) = ,u(XT2 + XT4): these functions can
be identified in the region {|X| < ;% } inside c7!R,. On the other hand, if we
define the function A by A(0) = 0 and A’(Y) = M — T, (e™) + NY'), equation (30)
allows us to identify (®77)? and ®4(*) in the region {|X| < 4., |[Y] < ﬁng)}
inside 071 R..

We first determine a neighbourhood of x5 where (G3)? can be written ®4 o &5
when using the coordinates (X,Y"). We shall assume 0 < p < 1.

Let

- (M
N:{|X‘<5,|Y|<5}CO’ 1R*, 5:ﬁm1n(p£ ),W%E(Mr))l).
We have § < ;& (and even § < % because piM) < 1), therefore the maps ®

and ®B can be identified in A and, since | X + X3| < 2§ in N,
N =0 (N)C{|X| <4 |Y]|<35}.

With a slight abuse of notation, we can consider that Gy coincides with ®~ o 8
on N.

In view of equation (29), we have Go(N) = @P¥(W') C {£ -6 < X <
4+ +06,|Y| < 30} and, recalling thsat § < 2, w =0 on Gy(N). By an easy
induction, we obtain (G3)® = (@PN) o ®F on N for s > 2 and s small enough to

ensure w = 0 on (G2)* " 1(N) = (CDPN)S_l(J\/").
Let us check that we can reach the value s = q. Writing (@PN)qil(N’) =
(@) (2=~ (N)), with
1 1
o=V (N —— =< X<——+0,|Y[<30
W) C{-m -0 < X <-4 |¥] <35),
we see that our choice of ¢ ensures 3§ < %piM), while % + 6§ < 6, since N
is large enough, therefore (<I>PN)q and ®4 coincide on ®~F¥(N”). Moreover, in
that domain, the mean value theorem yields |A/(Y)| < 3NG|T.(3e™))| (because
eM) + NY > Le(M) and |T7| is decreasing), hence
1

1 1
4 —_—— —_— —_—
X+ A(Y)< N+5+4N< N
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thus w = 0 on @~ (N7), (@F¥)2(N7), ..., (®F¥)4=1(N”). We have thus proved our
claim.

Having at our disposal this neighbourhood N of 5, in which the ¢** iterate
of G5 can be written ®4 o ®2, we now apply Lemma 3.1.

The Taylor formula gives A'(Y) = A;Y + AY?2 + A3Y? + O(Y?) with
A; = =NT[(e™)) > 0, Ay = —IN2T/(e™M)) and A3 = —IN3T"(e™)), while
B'(X) = u(X + X?). We thus get ellipticity as soon as p < m
check that the first Birkhoff invariant v; = I' + T" is negative for p small enough.
For this, since I'V < 0, it is sufficient to observe that
. |yll 1043 —9A4; A3
m =

1 -
HL’O /143 6A1

and we can

(this is obtained by a straightforward asymptotic analysis of g, A, w and T") and
that the last quantity is negative, since the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality yields

1 do ? ! do 1 do
</0 (e—V(G))5/2> </0 (e—V(H))B/Q/o (e—v(O)"*

The twist condition 7; # 0 being fulfilled, Moser’s stability theorem provides us
with the desired g-periodic elliptic island A5 C N, the orbit of which is well enough
located in view of the above description of the first ¢ iterates of A/ under G5 and
Lemma 4.2 (on the one hand, Ay C N C {|62] < (2+ M~2)8, 2 <ry < 2} on
the other hand, information on the location of (G2)*Y'(As) is obtained by observing
that a point in that set—unless it falls outside o ~'R.—has coordinates (X,Y) with
| X £ %| < ¢ when £ =1 or p—1, hence |05] > 4% because 1+ 472X ? is close enough
to 1, and the same is true a fortiori for the intermediate values of ¢). O

For the sequel, we thus choose

, , 1
ng) — MjWNw My = mln(W7MNj,Mj>y (31)
J gl

with M; as in (33) below. This way,
i 1
[0S lloz < <2
J

375+ 52V (02) @) ;
and Gy = ®° * 7 *o@ws” (02:72) admits a gj-periodic domain .Agj ) as described

in Lemma 4.3, with N = N;, p=p;, N' = N; and ¢; = N; M;.

REMARK 4.1. We did not try to study the size of .Agj) (nor that of A0 in,
Section 4.1). This size is probably ewponentially small, because ||Wn, |, is
exponentially large, but it seems to wus that it would be larger (although still
exponentially small) if one would use a function like viny, r(62), with v; well
chosen, instead of wéj); however, checking that such a function is sufficient to
create an elliptic island would require more complicated calculations than those of

the proof of Lemma 3.1.
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4.4. Choice of the function g(j) and end of the proof of Proposition 3.1. Putting
together the conclusions of Sections 4.1 and 4.3, we obtain a function
w; = w§ (63,75) + wl (63) + - -+ w (6,,)
satisfying [[w? o,z < % and such that G = 3 (e F17)+05(62) o i admits a
J
periodic domain A = A(QJ ) x A of minimal period g;.
Let us define the function

g(j) = 772pj,L(92)g(j) (937 ) en)a g(]) = M2p; 1 - M2p; _—nys,L> (32)

and consider the map

uj 12 j
Uy =% o (02" x G),  u; = NijU®g(]),
with U like in Section 3.2 and M as follows:
LEMMA 4.4. Let us denote by [.] the integer part of a real number and use the

same ¢ > 0 (which depends only on o and L) as in Lemma 3.3. There exist an
integer J, which depends only on n, and positive real numbers c; < co, which depend
only on n,a, L, such that, with the choice

Mj = [Nj|[Ullap exp((n — 1)e(2p;) =) + 1], (33)
the numbers €; = max(||ujlla,r, |Vjlla,L, |wjlla,) and g¢; = N;M; satisfy
V % % %
gj = Hj\'f#, cle2 eXp(cle(" Diey < g < czNj2 exp(czNj(" DDy (34)
J
forallj > J.
Proof. In view of Lemma 3.3,
199 a2 < exp((n —1)e(2p;) 1), (35)
and the definition of M; yields
U]l - 1
[ ]lar < exp((n — 1)c(2p;) =)

N;M =N
VRS j
Since ||V||a,z. > 2, the number ¢; thus coincides with ||vj||a,z-
On the other hand, if n > 3, we can use thle Prime Numbler Theorem to ensure
N} e [2’("’2)p?_2,p?_2] for 7 > J, hence NjnTl <p; < 2ij, and the conclusion
follows. =

Lemma 3.2 can be applied to this situation, with F = $2m1 and f= %U.
J

Our function g\¥) satisfies indeed the requirement (11), as is easily checked by
distinguishing the cases where Nj’- divides s and the cases where it does not.
According to formula (12), the dynamics of ¢ = 94, v is thus embedded into the
(¥;)%-invariant set A x A. In particular, by Proposition 3.2, we get a wandering
domain D; = B, x A which satisfies the desired properties.

We end the proof of Proposition 3.1 by renumbering our sequences, replacing j
by J +j.
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REMARK 4.2. Observe that the instability exponent a = m which s

obtained at the end stems from inequality (35), which has dictated our choice of M;

and thus of q;. This inequality reflects the necessity of “separating” through the
1

function g\ the set A from its iterates which lie at a distance ~ D ~ Nj"Tl.
It is the use of Lemma 3.3 which has introduced the factor ——. This is to be

a—1
compared with Lemma 2.4 of [MS03], where we had managed to introduce the
optimal factor é instead of ﬁ because compact-supported functions were used

somewhat differently in that paper.

In fact, we do not know whether it is possible to get the same instability
exponent for wandering points and for wandering polydiscs. The difficulty is that
the condition that the function ¢\9) be identically equal to 1 on A imposed by the
coupling lemma is much more demanding when A is not reduced to one point. It
can be shown that the exponent ﬁ in Lemma 3.3 is optimal.

5. Proof of Theorem 2.1 and a C* variant
Let a>1,A>0, N>3and m € {2,..., N — 1}. We shall apply Proposition 3.1
with

~ meal(t)

= —fT on (36)

1 &
n=N-m-+1, L:A(1+(Aa+3°‘+§)|\<p||a,1\) , o(t)
We set ho(r) = 2(rf + -+ 1% _1).

5.1.  Nearly m-resonant wandering domains. We suppose in this section that
m > 3 and we wish to obtain nearly m-resonant domains instead of the nearly
doubly resonant domains of Proposition 3.1. To that end, we add m — 2 degrees of
freedom and consider

G(j) (I)%(Tn+1 +'“+Tn+m72)+ﬁ (SOnt1)+-+SOntm—2))
= J

e 7

with the same function S as in Section 3.4 and the same N; as in Section 4.
We make use of the system G quite in the same way as in Section 3.4: since

) . ) . 1r24-1.506,)
Q(J):ngllx...xggﬁm_z, QEJ):(I)z N , n+l1<i<n+m-—2

and the scaling (6,,7,) = O'Z(j)(ei”/‘i) = (6;, N;r;) conjugates ng) with the time—NLj

map of the Hamiltonian h, (0., r.) = %7’3 +5(0.) which is reduced to the normalized
harmonic oscillator in R, = {62 4+ r? < {= }, we have a GY)-periodic domain

A(]) = (Ugﬁzl)ilR* XX (U'SLjJ)rm72)_1R*

with minimal period NV;.
Since N; divides g;, the domain D; = D; x AV s wandering for

U, =0 x GU) = @ o pho(F; o gui,
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with )
v; = F(V(QQ) +S(Ong1) +- -+ S(0n+m—2))'
J
Moreover,
(gj)% (D;) = TQL; (D;), teZ (37)
and dist(z,{r1 = ro =0 and rp41 = ... = Tpym-2}) < 3VE; for all x € Dy,

where g; = N%Q(HVHQL + (m — 2)||S||a.) is the new small parameter.

Since this new parameter is only slightly larger than the €; of Section 4 (up to a
multiplicative constant, the true small parameter is in fact 1/N JQ), we can also find
new constants C; < C such that inequalities (9) hold with ¢, in place of ;.

5.2.  Suspension. Our aim is now to pass from the discrete dynamical system ¥,
defined on AVN~!, to a near-integrable Hamiltonian flow. We shall first define a non-
autonomous time-periodic Hamiltonian H;(0,r,t), where (0,7) € AN=landteT,
the return map of which coincides with ¥ for the section {t =0} ~ AN-L

If H(0,r,t) is a non-autonomous Hamiltonian function defined on AN =1 x T, we
extend the notation ® by considering the time-1 map of the vector field Xz of
the extended phase space AN 71 x T,

OrH(0,71,t)
—80H(977“at)
t = 1

Xu

Thus ® is a mapping of AV~ x T, the last component of which is always trivial.
We shall obtain the desired Hamiltonian H;(#,r,t) by applying the following

lemma with u = u;, v = v; and w = wj.

LEMMA 5.1. Assume A and L are related by (36) and set

1 o
o, — Imsallan

- fT 778,A7 2 fT n8,A

Let u,v,w : AN=1 — R be smooth functions with support C (T x [0,3])N 1, which
belong to G*%((T x [0,3])N~1) and have norms < 1/K,, and

Ky

1
W=0to Mol ho(r) = S (P4 i),

There exists a non-autonomous time-periodic Hamiltonian function H belonging
to GNANTI X T), such that H(0,r,t) = ho(r) if (0,r,t) € AN=1 x [0, 1],
Ky max([|ullco, [vllco, [wlleo) < daa(H, ho) < Ko max(|[ulla,z, [vlla,L, lw]la,z)
(38)
and the time-1 map ®H for the corresponding autonomous vector field Xu
of AN=Y x T satisfies

O (2,0) = (¥(x),0), xzecAVL (39)
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Proof. We shall obtain H = ho(r)+ f(0,r,t) by adapting the suspension procedure

of [MS03], Section 2.4.1.
Let us fix three periodic functions ¢1, 2 and @3 depending only on ¢, each one
13

of total mass 1, such that the first one has support C [%, 1], the second one C [3, §]

and the third one C [4, 3]. For instance, we may take ¢;(t) = ¢(t — 252) with ¢
as in (36). A simple way of fulfilling (39) is to use H = H* defined by
H*=u® @1+ (ho+v) ® p2 + w @ 3.

But the limit of H* as w,v,w — 0 is hg ® @9 rather than hyg. We thus apply
the same modification as in [MS03], using @2 (t) = fOt(QOQ(t/) —1)dt' to define an
exact-symplectic time-periodic transformation x* = F;(z) by the formula

Fi(0,7) = (0 + @2(t)r, 1), 0,r) e AN1
(notice that @9 is periodic because fT w2 = 1). The conjugate vector field
in AN=! x T is generated by the Hamiltonian
H = ho(r)+ f(0,r,¢), fz,t) = p1(H)uo Fe(x) + pa(t)vo Fe(x) + @3(t)w o Fi(x)

and still satisfies (39) because F; is reduced to identity for ¢ = 0. Our final formula
is thus

FO,7.t) = o1 (H)u(0+ G2 (t)r, 1) + @2 () (0 + G2 (t)r, 1) + p3(t)w(0 + G2 (t)r, ) (40)

(one can notice that @(t) = —t for t € [0, 3] and Go(t) =1 —t for t € [2,1]).

In order to check (38), let us estimate norms on K, = TV x Bp, for v > 1. We
are in fact dealing with functions which depend on one angular variable (as ¢ and
the @;’s) or on 2(N — 1) variables (as u,v,w); in all cases, their support can be
viewed as a subset of K, (because R, > 3).

On the one hand, since @1, @2 and @3 have disjoint supports and attain the value

Ky =1/ [ ns.a,
Kymax(||ullco, [vllco, [wlleo) < ([ flleowe,) < [1fllan, k.-
On the other hand, we can apply the result on composition contained in Remark A.1
of the appendix of [MS03] to get the inequality
[flla.an e < lellaa, max([[ulla,z, [|v]la,L, [[w]a,L)-
It is here that we use the definition of L in (36), to ensure the inequality
(Ay + Ro)|@2llan, — Rull@2llcory < LY — Ay

which is required for applying the composition result (we also use the inequality
(AY + Ry)l@2llan, — Rull@ellcory < (AY + Ru)ASlw2llan, + A% 02llcom—
see [MSO03], Section 2.4.1—and the fact that, according to (2), R,AS is bounded
by 3*A® independently of v while A, < A).

We end up with

Kymax(|[ullco, [vllco, [w]lco) < [[fllaa,.k, < Kemax(||ulla,z; [0]la,z; [wla,rz),

with Ko = ||¢|la.a = K178 .Alla,a, whence the conclusion follows, since the right-
hand side is < 1. O
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Applying the lemma to the map ¥, defined in Section 5.1, we obtain a non-
autonomous Hamiltonian H;. Let us consider the “tube of solutions” generated by
the flow of Hj from D; x {0} in the time-interval [0, 1)

Qj = {®i(z,0); x € D;, t 0,51} ={(0+tr,rt); (0,7) € D;, t €0, 5]}, (41)

where the last identity is due to the fact that H; is reduced to ho(r) for t € [0, 1].
We shall now check that

o5 (D;) =T'RY(D,), (e, (42)

where 7; = qu and 7 and R are commuting transformations defined as in (3),
except for the absence of the last component:

T(elvrla"'veNflerfht) = (9177‘1+17"'79N717TN717t)7
R(617r13-'-70N717TN717t) = (91+t7r17'-'79N717rN71)t)'

Notice the relation 7 (x,t) = (T1(x),t), where T; is the translation defined just
above the statement of Proposition 3.1. We observe that

RAT @m0 (1,0) = &*hoT~4(2,0), zeAVN 1 (cZ scR,

where the action of "0 is extended to AN ~1 x T in the obvious way: ®*"0 (0, r,t) =
(6 + sr,r,t + s). This action coincides with that of ®*# on the points (z,t) €
AN=1 % T such that [t,t + s] C [0,2]. Thus, if (y,t) € D;, we can write

(y,t) = i (x,0) = do(z,0) for som7e4x €D; and t € [0, 1], and
B () = BUHI (1,0) = &1 (¥,)"% (1), 0)

by virtue of (39), whence

RET @ (y,t) = R™T @ (1) (2),0) = @™ (T ()" (), 0).
We conclude that
RT ot (QJ) = U Ptho (Tlié(\l’j)hj (D;) x {0}) = U otho (D, x {0})

t€[0,%] tef0,1]

by (37), which yields Qj. Thus (42) is proved.

Finally, we pass to the autonomous Hamiltonian system generated by

Hj(@,T,@N,TN):TN+Hj(9,7",9N), (ear)eANilv (9NarN)€A (43)

and take U; = Qj x R as wandering domain for ®". This ends the proof of
Theorem 2.1.

REMARK 5.1. One could also take for U; the tube of solutions generated by H;
Jrom D; x {0} x I during the time-interval [0, ], where I is some real interval.
We would still obtain a wandering domain, but relation (4) would persist for
the N — 1 first components only: the last component v does indeed drift so as
to maintain %7‘% + rn bounded.
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5.3.  Variants in the C* category. The above construction can be adapted with
little effort to the case of finite differentiability.

Let k& > 0. If we do not care about the size of the wandering domain,
we can use the coupling lemma with the same systems ¢ = <I>‘Tla‘U o (@%T%)qj
and G = Go X G3 X --- X Gp_1 as in Section 4, except that we modify the tuning

of the parameters: g; = N;M; with a new value
M; = [(e2)" Ul er Nypy + 1],
where c is the constant appearing in Remark 3.2. Indeed, choosing now

g(j) = Ty, ® g(]’)7 g(j) = Nop, @ Nap;_ s

and observing that

| B 1 i
lgPller < e Y 7 5 (2p) (205) - (2pj-n13) " < (ce®)"p5,
le|<k

we get ||qijU ® gD |er < FIJ;, hence the small parameter ¢; is still 1/Nj2 (up to

some multiplicative constant). We therefore obtain a C'* version of Proposition 3.1

with

ko 42) k- 4+2)

2( 2(
Cle STj:q?SCQNj

for some positive constants C; < Ci. (We would probably obtain larger
wandering domains by replacing the various Gevrey functions 7, ; occurring in
the construction of G by their C* counterpart.)

Inserting m — 2 extra degrees of freedom like we did in Section 5.1 and applying
the suspension procedure of Section 5.2 with minor changes, we end up with
a C* version of Theorem 2.1 where the drifting time 7; satisfies inequalities of
the form ) ) L

Cl(&__j)a STjSCQ(E_j)a , =g

+ 2.

Observe that “C* version” refers here to the topology, in which our unstable
systems tend to the standard integrable one, and to the way €5, i.e. the distance
to integrability, is measured, but all the functions we manipulate are in fact C'*°
(as in Proposition 3.3).

This instability result is to be compared with the C'* analogue of Nekhoroshev’s
Theorem in the quasi-convex case. As one would expect, the exponentially long
stability times that are available in the analytic and Gevrey categories must replaced
by shorter times, which are given by some positive power of the inverse of the
small parameter, in the C* category. More precisely, Theorem A from [MS03]
and its addendum can be transposed as follows, for any k > 2: the hypotheses
“h, H € G*L(TN x Bgr)” being replaced by “h,H € C*(TY x Br)” and ¢
being defined using ||H — h||gx instead of ||[H — hl4,r, the conclusion is that the
confinement property [|7(t) — ro|| < C2e” holds at least for [t| < C(2)?, with

k 1

“=N VT aoy
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And for solutions starting at a distance /2 of a m-fold resonant surface (defined
by some resonant submodule of codimension d = N — m of Z"), the exponents

improve:
k 1

CENTw YTawomy

We do not give here any detail of the proof of the C* stability result, preferring
to devote another paper to the systematic study of finite-time stability in the
differentiable category and in ultradifferentiable classes.

6. Splitting, symbolic dynamics and random walk

The aim of this section is to investigate new dynamical behaviours, closely related
to the preceding examples. Many possibilities are clearly left open, but we shall
content ourselves with the case where the pendulum map has transverse homoclinic
points instead of elliptic islands; as we shall see, the functions involved in the
construction are almost the same as in the previous examples. The existence of such
homoclinic points has several new consequences, which will enable us to extend the
results of [MS03].

Regarding the splitting problem, we shall prove the existence of a one-parameter
family of hyperbolic tori, the invariant manifolds of which split along at least two
orthogonal directions, and we shall also completely describe the structure of the
splitting matrix of these manifolds at their homoclinic points.

Concerning the search for unstable orbits, we shall take advantage of the
existence of a horseshoe associated with the homoclinic point (Birkhoff-Smale-
Alexeiev theorem), and shall be able to construct oscillating orbits: these are
orbits whose ri-projection can take any prescribed sequence of values chosen in
a given set. The drifting orbits biasymptotic to infinity of [MS03] now appear as
a particular case of this new construction, but we also get much more general ones,
whose complete description will be given in Proposition 6.4.

6.1. Transverse homoclinic points for the perturbed pendulum. The construction
of our homoclinic points will be very similar to that of the elliptic islands in
Section 4.3. The main difference is that we shall make use of a perturbation centred
on the upper point of the separatrix of the pendulum map, instead of the M-periodic
point that we considered in Section 4.3. We shall keep the notation of Sections 4.2
and 4.3, in particular Py (2,72) = 373 + 52V (62) with V(62) = —1 — cos(2n62),
and we assume N > 3.

We start again with a straightening symplectic transformation (03, r2) — (X,Y)
defined in 07 *(R,) = {|f2] < I, r2 > &}, which differs from that defined in
Section 4.2 only by its central point. Namely, we set

X:TOO’(&Q,TQ), Y:eOJ(927T2)/N,

so {Y = 0} corresponds to the upper separatrix of the pendulum map ®¥~, and
the upper point on that separatrix has (0,0) as new coordinates. We introduce a
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FIGURE 5. Left: Invariant manifolds of G5 = ®FN o ®#SN . Right: Action of ®#SN and &I~

compact-supported function
~ 2 ~
Sn(02,72) = v, (r2 = %) (% Tan,an (X)) (44)
whose effect will be to create a local distorsion of the separatrix around its upper
point. As in Section 4.3, the function Sy belongs to G*L(T x [0, 3]) and satisfies

1
”SNHa,L < eXp(cNa—l)

where c is a positive real number depending only on a. Moreover, one checks that
the support of Sy is contained in Ry = [—%, 3] X [+, &].

A map of the form ®*S~  for any real number p, will be referred to as a splitting
map. The right part of Figure 5 shows, in the coordinates (X,Y"), the effect of
®H*SN on the axis X = 0, which will be the main feature for the creation of the

splitting of the invariant manifolds in the next lemma.
LEMMA 6.1. The point O = (1/2,0) is a hyperbolic fized point for the map
Ga = OV 0 §H5V,

Its stable and unstable manifolds W+ (O, Gy) have a transverse intersection at the
homoclinic point hy = (0,2/N). At this point, the angle © of these two manifolds,
measured in the (02,72) coordinates, satisfies tan© = — 4.

Moreover, there exists a connected neighbourhood EE of hy in the intersection
Ry NWT(0,Gs) such that the restriction of Py to EJ"\', is a bijection onto the
energy segment [—u/8N, u/8N].

Proof. The assertion on O is plain: the map ®*5¥ is reduced to identity outside the
set {|02| < 1/N}. Consider the fundamental domain A centred on the point hy for
the invariant manifolds W* (O, ®F~), that is the segment of the upper separatrix
comprised between the points é_%PN(hN) and Q_%PN(hN), and denote by A~
and AT its negative and positive iterates under ®~. Observe that, due again to
the form of ®*9% A~ c W—(0,Gs) and AT € W+(O, Gs). Therefore, the direct
and inverse images of these segments under G satisfy:

Go(AT) CW(0,Gs), Gy HAT) c WH(O,Gs).

To determine these two images, is is convenient to make use of the straightening
coordinates (X,Y), in which the map ®~ is just the translation of step 1/N
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along the X-axis. The segments A, A* are the subsets the X-axis defined by
A = [-1/2N,1/2N], At = [1/2N,3/2N]| and A~ = —A™T, while the support of
dH9N is contained in {|X| < 1/4N}, from which one deduces

Go(AT) = A, Gy (AT)=d H5N(A).

Therefore, in a neighbourhood of hy, the unstable manifold coincides with the
separatrix of the pendulum map, while the stable one is the preimage of that
separatrix by the splitting map (as illustrated on the left part of Figure 5). The
second assertion comes from the diagonal form of the derivative of the change
(X,Y) — (02,72) at the point (0,0).

Finally, the segment X3 will be the rectilinear part of G5 L(AT), whose
projection on the Y-axis is the segment [—pu/8N,u/8N]. By definition of the
straightening coordinates, this proves the last part of the lemma. |

In the following, we shall denote by 3} the neighbourhood of the point Ay in
W~ (0, G3) whose projection on the X-axis is the interval [-1/4N,1/4N].

6.2. Splitting of the invariant manifolds. In this section we examine the
consequences of the existence the previous homoclinic point concerning the coupling
of G5 to other degrees of freedom. Our main purpose will be to describe the splitting
of the invariant manifolds of the n-dimensional tori which already appeared in the
example of [MSO03]. In the present example, we want to describe not only the
longitudinal splitting but also the transverse one (see the precise meaning below).
We also would like to keep the structure of the system as close as possible to that
of [MSO03], but in order to determine a complete splitting matrix we shall have
Z(j ) introduced in
Section 4.4. Nevertheless, as the construction is very much like that of [MS03], we
shall content ourselves with detailed statements and short proofs.

to use, in addition to the new map Gs, the coupling functions g

We assume n > 3 in the rest of this section, the case n = 2 being analogous and
simpler. As in the preceding sections, we shall use the sequences (N;) and (N})
defined in (19). We introduce a new sequence of maps (U ;):

Lr2 41V (02)
J

U, = 5797 | (@%Tf x ((I) o <I>“J'SN.7‘) X Q%(T?%*"'*Ti)), (45)
with U(61) = &= sin(276;), V(02) = —1 — cos(2705), the same function ¢\) as
n (32), a function Sy, defined by (44), the same g; = M;N; as in Lemma 4.4 and

1

M= NS et

1
. =1 . : Ve
Notice that p; > exp(—cN;*~"), while ||quU®g(J)||a7L, SN lla,n < &5 = I ]\Uf*L.

We finally introduce the following neighbourhood of the origin in the torus T 2:

BJ:{(03,,07L)6T”72||93|<L’|07l|<ﬁ},

2p;”’ j—n+3
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sogg®~~~®gnzlon3j,andweset

P0) = (i ! )
Dj Pj+n—3

Our first statement depicts the various hyperbolic objects of ¥, together with
their invariant manifolds. As in [MSO03], one first notices that the (2n — 2)-
dimensional annulus A x {(1/2,0)} x A"~? is invariant under ¥; and normally
hyperbolic in A™. Moreover, for each r{ € R and 7 € R""2, the (n — 1)-
dimensional torus Zyo zo = Cho x {(1/2,0)} x T, where Cpo = T x {#M c A
and Tpo = T2 x {f°} C A"~2, is invariant and partially hyperbolic, with n-
dimensional invariant manifolds.

PROPOSITION 6.1. Let S be the surface of equation 03 =0 in A™.
1. For each 6 € B;, the 2-dimensional annulus Vé(j) = A x {(1/2,0)} x {(0,7))}

18 tnvariant under \I/;Vj and partially hyperbolic in A™. Its 3-dimensional stable and

unstable manifolds Wi(Vé(j), \I/;VJ/) satisfy
Axst < {07} cwHv D W Axsy < {6,790 c wo (v, w)
N; ’ 6 73 N; ) 6 0 *i )
They admit a 2-dimensional homoclinic annulus inside S:
A (b} x {(0,79)} c WV i) nwe (v wlns.
2. For each ) € R and each 6 BJ, the circle C(j) =C, 0 X {(1/2,0)} x {( G},

where Co = T X {r{}, is invariant under v, Ni and partially hyperbolic. Its 2-

dimensional stable and unstable manifolds Wi(C(O)e, \IfNj) satisfy

Cpo x Tfy x {(0,79)} W+(C(0)0,\11Nf),
N/

o7 Y(Cro) x By, x {(0,79)} c W (c<g>9, ).

3 3 1 3
[_W’ 4—Nj] X [N—J» VJ]
One just has to remark that the (N})™ iterate of Ry, by ng) = &N o HiSy;

does not intersect the support {|02| < pi} of the function 7,, 1; the proof is then
J

Proof. Recall that the support of Sy, is contained in Ry, =

completely analogous to that of the corresponding statement of [MS03]. a

We can now pass to the splitting problem As a consequence of the previous

proposition, one sees that for each 6 € B, the circle C 0 has two homoclinic

orbits I'#, whose intersection with S are the points

wE(0) = ((£1/4,19), (0,2/N,), (6,79))).

One then observes the following inclusion, relating the invariant manifolds of the

circles C % f to those of the invariant tori 7.0 z: for each r? e R,

I o
Wi(Cg)),éa\I’j N = WH(Too 50, 15) 0 (A x A X {(B,7D)).
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We refer to [MIS03], §2.5.4, for a proof in an essentially analogous context. As a
consequence, one sees that each torus 7,0 ;) possesses an open (n —2)-dimensional
homoclinic manifold, formed by the union of the orbits of the homoclinic points
w(é), g Bj. This remark enables us to give an explicit description of the
invariant manifolds as graphs of suitable functions, in a neighbourhood of one of

the homoclinic points w(#), and thus to fully determine the splitting matrix.

PROPOSITION 6.2. For each 6 € Bj, the splitting matriz S of the invariant

manifolds of the torus Tz at the homoclinic point w(0), relative to the

coordinates 6 and r, is diagonal, and its diagonal elements are [?1—” ,%,07 ., 0].

j )
Proof. Note that both segments Zﬁ have the same projection on the 65-axis, that
we shall denote by Jy. Let O; =T x Jy; x B% C T™, and let inJN]. — R be the
functions whose graphs are the segments Eﬁj. The manifolds W+ (Z«?,ﬂa‘) ,1;) are,
over the open set Oj;, the graphs of the functions wt O; — R™ defined by:

j U 3 »
w+(0) = (T?,w;(92)77§(3))’ w_(e) = ((I)q1 (Ho’r?)’wz (92)’7-(1))’
and the splitting matrix has components S;; = 8i(wj — w]_)(w(é)) O

Observe that, in the above result, the first diagonal element is exponential small
as indicated in (34); when related to the small parameter ¢}, it is thus characterized
by the exponent m, whereas the second diagonal element is potentially
much smaller (one can modify the construction so as to make it of the order of

1

magnitude of exp(— const(aij) z@-1))).

REMARK 6.1. The above contruction is only an example, chosen among many
others, for which the splitting matriz is completely depictable. For instance, one can
produce an example of nondegenerate splitting matriz by choosing a new function
99D =g ® g3 ® -+ @ g, with

géj) :an,Lv 93::gn:U7

a new parameter q; = NZ|nn; plla,z]|U] Zf and the same p; = (N7[Sn; [la,c) ™"
The (2n—2)-dimensional annulus A x {(1/2,0)} x A"~2 and the (n—1)-dimensional
tort Tpo 7o are still invariant under V;, for all 7O = (r9,...,r%). The torus 70 40

r'n

has now 2"~ homoclinic orbits, whose intersection with S are the points
((£1/4,79),(0,2/N;), (£1/4,79), ..., (£1/4,72)).

At these points, the splitting matriz is still diagonal, but the diagonal elements are
2n i 42w 2n

now [:I:qj, 3 ,:I:qj ,...,:i:qj}.

6.3. Horseshoe and fibred dynamics over the shift. We now wish to produce
oscillating orbits instead of drifting ones and to prove Theorem 2.2. To generate
positive and negative jumps of the ri-variable, it is necessary to have two zones in
the pendulum space at our disposal, one for each sign; then, to produce a random
walk, it suffices to find orbits visiting these two zones in any prescribed order, and
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to make use of an adapted version of the coupling lemma. Our starting point will be
the creation of two transverse homoclinic points for the perturbed pendulum, which
will enable us to construct adapted symbolic dynamics by the classical horseshoe
method, the two aforementioned zones being two suitable neighbourhoods of the
homoclinic points.

But to make sure that a coupling perturbation of the form which we already
used in the previous sections is still relevant in the present context, we shall have in
addition to control the minimal number of iterates required to produce a horseshoe.
And this will cause new difficulties, since we shall have to take care of the fact that
not only the splitting angle, but also the Lyapounov exponents of the fixed point
go to 0 when j — oo, the latter even being exponentially small with respect to
the perturbation. To overcome that difficulty without introducing cumbersome
estimates, we shall slightly modify our pendulum map in order to facilitate the
local analysis in the neighbourhood of the hyperbolic point.

We introduce a new function V', which differs from the previous one mainly by
the fact that it is exactly reduced to its quadratic part in the neighbourhood of its
maximum. Namely, we choose in G*L(T) a function V taking its values in [—2, 0]
and satisfying the conditions:

VO)y=-2, V(h=0 v@O)=-1lg-L if|o-L <Lt (6
(such a function is easily constructed, e.g. using Gevrey partitions of unity). Our
new functions P, and Py have the same expressions as above:

P.(0.,1y) = 17’2 +V(b.), Py(O2,73)= 17’% + L‘/(92)
y I 9 */s ’ 2 N2 ’
but they now involve the new function V. Note in particular that the relation
P, oo = N? Py and the conjugacy equation ®~¥ = g~ lo d~ P+ o g still remain
valid.

The point O = (%, 0) is still a hyperbolic fixed point for the pendulum-
like maps ®™ and ®F~, the separatrices of which are the curves of equations
ro = +£y/=2V(0,) and r, = £+ /—2V(6) respectively; we shall denote by
h{ED = (0,£2) and hg\j,ﬂ) = (0,+%) the upper and lower points on them.

To create transverse intersections of the invariant manifolds of O at the points

hg\j,ﬂ), we shall also modify our previous splitting function. We now set:

Sn(02,72) = (ﬁN,L(Tz — %) +in,o(ra + %)) (XTZ TAN A (X)), (47)

so the behaviour of Sy is exactly the same as that of the previous function in
the neighbourhood of the upper point and we now have an analogous effect in the
neighbourhood of the lower one. We define our new “perturbed pendulum” map
as: TR

GY) =@ TN o gy (48)
with the functions V' and Sy, just defined by (46) and (47), and with the same NV
as always (defined in (19)) and p; = 1/(NJ2||SNj||a7L). Note that we still have
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[; > exp(—c Njﬁ) for a given positive constant ¢, because the supports of the 7
functions involved in the first term of the definition of Sy are disjoint.

Note also that O = (1/2,0) is still a hyperbolic fixed point for ng), and now
admits the two homoclinic points h%l) = (0, j:Nl)

Finally, we set ¢; = 2N;M; with M; as in Lemma 4.4, so g; is now even
but still satisfies inequalities of the form (34). As in the previous sections, g¢;
is chosen in order to control the size of the coupling perturbation quU ® g,
which will be defined later in the construction (equation (49)): we shall still have
13U © 9Dz 145, oz < €5 1= gt

The following lemma provides us with the necessary symbolic dynamics for the
q;»h power of the function G(Qj ),

PROPOSITION 6.3. Let B§+1) = [*N%vzv%} X
[ 3 1

NN

-1
[ 4] and BV = [—5, 5]

|.  There exist a compact set K; C B](H) U Bj(»_l), invariant under
(G(Qj))qj, and a homeomorphism p; from K; to the space {~1,+1}% conjugating

the restriction (Géj))lqé with the shift b on {—1,+1}Z.
J

Moreover, given x € K;, one has pj(x) = (ke)eez if and only if (ng))eqj (x) €
Bj* for each ¢ € Z.

The shift b is defined here by b((k¢)ecz) = (K})eez, With k) = keq1. The proof of
Proposition 6.3 will be the main part of the present section. To obtain K;, we shall
first construct an invariant set in the neighbourhood of the fixed point, using the
classical horseshoe method; then the composition by a suitable iterate of the map
ng ) will yield the desired localization inside the boxes B;il). We shall closely follow
Moser’s simple presentation of the horseshoe theorem for two-dimensional systems
([Mos73], Chapter III). Our main difficulty here will be to prove that the minimal
number of iterates required to produce a horseshoe for the system Géj ) is smaller
that the number g;. To overcome the difficulty caused by the j-dependence of the
map ng ), we shall take advantage, as far as possible, of the conjugacy between
the pendulum and normalized pendulum maps ®Ni and oF =, and perform our
constructions simultaneously for the two maps.

We shall need some additional definitions based on Moser’s presentation. We
fix a coordinate system (zp,z2,) in the plane R?. Given a real number 3 > 0, we
consider the rectangle R = {|z| < 5, |z,| < (} and a fixed positive number (. We
define a -horizontal curve in R as the graph of a {-Lipschitz map zp, — 2, = Y5(21)
defined on the interval |z, | < 3, and a (-vertical curve as the graph of a (-Lipschitz
map z, — 2y = Y,(2y) defined on the interval |z,| < 5. A (-horizontal strip is a
domain of the form:

Sh = {(zn, 20) | i (1) < 20 < i (20},
where v, v are two (-horizontal curves such that v (z) < 7/(zn) if |zn] < 8. One
has an analogous definition for the vertical strips S,.

The horseshoe method for producing symbolic dynamics in our problem first
requires to find a rectangle R together with two vertical strips V(=1 such that
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the images H(F = (ng))qj (V(il)) intersect R along two horizontal strips. Then
one has to check some cone conditions ensuring the existence of an invariant set
and the conjugacy of the dynamics to a shift. The proof will necessitate several
steps, the first of which is the definition of natural coordinate systems in suitable
neighbourhoods of the fixed point and the separatrices for ® and ;.

We first take into account the particular form of the function V' and introduce
linearizing symplectic coordinates in the neighbourhood V., = {|9* — %’ < %} of
the hyperbolic fixed point O. Writing @, for 6, — %, we set:

Uy = %(7"* +é*), Sy = TE(T* - é*)7

s0 ds, Adu, = dr, Adf, and P, (0,,r,) = Lr?

5T 6? = u,s, in V.. As a consequence,
the map &P+ is linear inside V,:

l\’)l»—l

O (uy,5.) = (euy, e 1s,).
We introduce the ball
BS = {Ju.| < 6_3» |ss| < 6—3} C Vs

which will serve as a reference neighbourhood for O; note that the extremal values
of P, on BY are e~ 6. For each 3 €]0,e7%], we define a tubular neighbourhood of
the separatrices by Vi (8) = {|P.| < 8}; remark that V,(53) is moreover invariant
under the flow @+ and that B C V.(e™%).

In the subset Vi(8) N {0 < 0, < 1, r. > 0} we introduce the coordinate system
(T«,€4), where 7, is defined as in (25) (beware of the change of V') and e, is the
value of P,; note that e, = u.s, in the common part V,(8) N BY.

We now get the analogous neighbourhoods for the map ®¥~, taking care of the
various transformation formulae (for the sake of clarity, we omit the subscript j in
this paragraph). Writing 0y = 6, — %, the symplectic linearizing coordinates (u, s)
for @~ are defined in V = {|62] < 1} by:

u= (VN + Jeb), s = (VN — b,

and the (uy, s, )-coordinates of a point (0., r,) are related to the (u, s)-coordinates
of o71(0,,m) by u = Y=, s = - InV we get the simple expression
PN(QQ,TQ) = é?"% — %9%

map of the form

=

%us for the Hamiltonian, which yields a time-one

oF- (s, 84) = (e% Uy, e~ W Sx)-
We finally introduce the neighbourhood B® = ¢=(BY) = {|u| < e ’ , ls] < € }
We shall construct our vertical and horizontal strips in the rectangle BY, Wthh

we endow with the coordinates (z, = u, z, = s). Let us state a first auxillary
lemma, to gather the necessary information relative to the strips.

LEMMA 6.2. There exists an integer jo and a sequence (Cj);>j, of positive numbers,
tending to 0 when j — oo, such that, for each j > jo, there exists in B° two Gj-
vertical strips Vj(ﬂ), whose images H(ﬂ) (Géj))qj(vj(ﬂ)) are two (j-horizontal

strips in B°.
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(+1)
Vi

FIGURE 6. Construction of the symbolic dynamics for G’éj) — o' o @HiN;

Proof. We shall first construct the vertical and horizontal strips Vj(H) and H ](+1).
To preserve a certain symmetry, we find it useful to choose a small neighbourhood
Aj of the upper homoclinic point h%‘gl) and examine its iterates of order —|—% and

—4 by the map G’gj ). We shall first select inside A; a subset whose 4-backward
iterate will give us the desired vertical strip Vj('H), and then prove that the forward

iterate (Géj))% (Vj(H)) is a horizontal strip in BY. The other strips Hj(fl) and
Vj(fl) will be obtained by the same process, using the lower homoclinic point hg\,;l)
instead of the upper one.

It would of course be easier to perform the constructions for the normalized
map ® only, but we shall need some information relative to the j-dependent
map <I>PNJ'7 because the splitting map does not possess a simple expression in the
(0x,7.) coordinates. So we shall mainly work in the (6.,r.) system for defining
intermediate subsets, but at the same time we consider their (62, 73)-analogues,
obtained by composition by the map o~ !.

For each integer m > 1, we define a neighbourhood A, (m) of h, by

Au(m) = {(0s,m) | [7(0s, )] < s lea] < o703,

and provide it with the coordinates (7.,e.). Let v be the smallest integer for
which ®*P+(h,) belongs to the interior of B%. One can fix mg large enough so as
to ensure the inclusion ®*7(A,(m)) C B? when m > mg. Let jo be such that
Nj, > mp. In the following, for j > jo, we shall consider the normalized domains
A,; = A,(N;) and their images A, = U‘lA*j. The final horizontal and vertical
strips we are searching for will be obtained as the %-forward and %-backward
iterates of a certain subdomain of A, which will be constructed by means of two
successive reductions of A;. More precisely, the final subdomain will be nearly a
parallelogram in the (62,72) coordinates, the boundary of which is composed of
nearly horizontal upper and lower sides, and right and left sides nearly rectilinear
with slope of the order of the splitting j;. The horizontal part of the boundary will
be determined in order that the %—forward iterate be a horizontal strip contained
in BY, while the right and left part will be determined in order that the %—backward
iterate be a vertical strip contained in B°.
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Let us perform the first reduction. We recall that M; = 23\? is integer and
J
denote by D,; the set of points =, € A,; such that the iterate PP (z.) belongs to

the set

V(e "n{i<o. <1})uB®
for each k € {1,..., M;}. Remark that
(D) = O (Aw) N {Jua| <MY C {e? <5 <e70)
and observe that the map VP« sends the T,.-axis on the s,-axis. Let

gj = Qe_Mj+V_3.

Simple estimates based on the mean value theorem, applied to the derivative
of ®P« show that, for j large enough, D.; is a &;-horizontal strip in R.; =
{Im] < Nij, lex| < 1}, relatively to the (7., e.) coordinates, and that the image
H, = M (D.;j) is a horizontal strip in the rectangle By, relatively to the (u., s4)
coordinates. In the following we assume that jy is large enough to ensure that
these two properties hold when j > jo. Therefore, for j > jo, the set D; = U_ID*J'
is also a Jff—jj—horizontal strip in the rectangle R; = O'_l(R*j)7 relatively to the

(u2, s2)-coordinates, and the image H; = QJqTJPNj (D;) is a horizontal strip in B°,
the Lipschitz factor of which we do not have to make precise. This ends the first
reduction of the initial domain.

The second reduction and the construction of the vertical strip Vj(ﬂ) will be
performed simultaneously: we shall now examine the behaviour of the backward
iterate (ng))““ (H;), and prove that some part of its intersection with B° is a
vertical strip in BY, that we shall choose as Vj(H); the corresponding part in D;
will be the reduced domain. This is where the splitting map comes into play.
Indeed, remark that

(G5) 7 (Hy) = @72 0 975 0 97 F N (H)) = 97 E P (974 (D)),

so we first have to describe the set & = &7* iSn; (Dj). Equivalently, we shall
describe the image &£,; = o(&;). This is in fact another strip, for which we shall
come back to the (74, e, )-coordinates in the neighbourhood of the upper point h..
More precisely, we shall limit ourselves to the intersection of £, ; with the rectangular
domain R,; = {|7.| < N%, le<| < 1}. We claim that, if jg is large enough and j > jo,
the intersection &£,; N R,; is a strip contained between the graphs of two decreasing
functions 4 < v, defined on the interval {|7,| < N%}, which furthermore satisfy

1 1y 1 1
V> V< 1
74 8Nj) =16 7“<8Nj) T
wiN; 1
72MJINJ' § 7;(7—*)’7&(7—*) § ! ]a |T*| S ~-
2 N;

The verification is easy, using Lemma 6.1, since D, is a {;-horizontal strip and the
ratio &;/p; goes to 0 when j tends to oco.
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Now we can take up the description of (G(Qj)) “Y(H;) = o= TP (&;), which will
lead to the construction of the vertical strip Vj(H). We shall proceed as for the
first reduction of domain and consider the points z, in &,; whose backward iterates
®~FP(z,) belong to the set (V(e71%) N {0 < 6. < $}) UBY for k € {1,..., M;}.
The problem is now to determine the intersection

B (£,) N {[s.] < e MitvB Y,

We claim that this intersection is a horizontal strip Z,;, relatively to the (s, S4)-
coordinates in BY, limited by the graphs of two functions ¢4 < ¢, , the derivatives
of which satisfy
max{ [ ¢hllco, ¢ oo} < =,
g
the positive number c¢; being independent of j. The proof of that assertion is
straightforward and left to the reader.

We can now conclude our description of the interesting part of (Géj ))_Qj (Hj).
It only remains for us to examine the backward iterate &= (Mi—v)P- (Zsj), which is
easy since, due to the linear character of the map ®* inside BY, our last assertion
directly implies that ®~(Mi=*)P (T, is a vertical strip in the rectangle B, with
Lipschitz factor ¢; = [+ exp(—2(M; — v)) tending to 0 when j tends to co. We
Ve
B° by setting Vj(H) = a’l(V*(jJrl)), which is also a (;-vertical strip in B°.

As for the reduction of domain, we now set P,; = &~ MiFx (V*(fl)). This is a
small neighbourhood of the point h., contained in the strip £,;, which has nearly
the shape of a parallelogram in the (7y,e.)-coordinates. More precisely, P.; is
obtained as the intersection of £,; with the horizontal strip S.; limited by the
images by ®”" of the two segments s, = e Mi*¥=3 in B5. As above, it is not
difficult to see that these images are &;-Lipschitz graphs of functions from the 7.-
axis to the e,-axis. Hence the boundary of P,; is composed of two nearly horizontal
parts, the intersections of these two graphs with &,;, and of right and left parts
which are the intersections of the right and left parts of the boundary of £,; with

denote by that vertical strip, and we finally get the desired vertical strip in

the horizontal strip S.;. These parts are graphs of functions, the slope of which
is approximately —u;N; in the (0.,r.) variables. Finally, we end up with the
corresponding parallelogram P; = 0‘1(’P*j) in the (62, r2) variables, the boundary
of which has obvious description.

To conclude the proof, it only remains for us to go forward and show that the
image (ng ))qj (Vj(H)) is indeed a horizontal strip in B°. Just as above, we have to
take care of the occurrence of the splitting map in the chain of iterates. We remark
that

(ng))‘h‘ (ij(-ﬁ-l)) _ (I)%szj o ®HISN; o (I)%PN]. (Vj(+1)) _ @%PNJ» o PHISN; (er)

The domain £; = " Sn; (P;) is still nearly a parallelogram, the boundary of which
is the image of the previous one: the right and left parts of its boundary are now
the images by the splitting map of the horizontal parts of the boundary of P;,
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while the other two ones are nearly horizontal. For the final step, we go back to
the (7., e,)-coordinates and consider L,; = o(®" SN (P;)). The slope of the right
and left parts of its boundary has a lower bound of the form cop; N;, and this is
enough to ensure that ®9%/2N; (L.;) is a ¢;-horizontal strip in B?. The final strip
H JHI) is therefore a (j-horizontal strip in B, and we are done. This ends the proof
of Lemma 6.2. m]

As indicated at the beginning of the proof, we proceed 