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Variational construction of homoclinics and chaos
in presence of a saddle-saddle equilibrium

Massimiliano Berti and Philippe Bolle

We consider autonomous Lagrangian systems with two degrees of freedom, having an hyperbolic
equilibrium of saddle-saddle type (that is the eingenvalues of the linearized system about the
equilibrium are +A1,+Xa, A1, A2 > 0). We assume that A\; > Ao and that the system possesses
two homoclinic orbits. Under a nondegeneracy assumption on the homoclinics and under suitable
conditions on the geometric behaviour of these homoclinics near the equilibrium we prove, by
variational methods, then they give rise to an infinite family of multibump homoclinic solutions
and that the topological entropy at the zero energy level is positive. A method to deal also
with homoclinics satisfying a weaker nondegeneracy condition is developed and it is applied, for
simplicity, when A\; &~ A2. An application to a perturbation of a uncoupled system is also given. El

1 Introduction
Let us consider the following Lagrangian system

—§+¥(@)Tq+ Ag=VW(q) (1.1)

_ 2
where ¢ = (q1,¢2) € R?, J = ( (1) 01 ) and A = ( )E)l ;)2 ) . System ([L.1]) can be obtained
2

by the following Lagrangian
. 1.0, 1 .
L£(g:d) = 5ldI" + 5494 = ¢~ v(a) = W(q),

where v = (v1, v2) satisfies
¥(q) = 9g,v2(q) = Og,01(9)- (1.2)
System ([L.1]) admits the energy

. 1. 1
€(¢:9) = 5ldI* = 5Aq- g+ W(q)
as a prime integral. We shall assume

e (W1) W e C?(IR?,IR), W(0) = 0, VIW(0) = 0, D*W(0) = 0; for some 0 < py < p1 ( p1 is
specified after hypothesis (52)) D?W is Ly-Lipschitz continuous on the ball By := B(0, po)
of center 0 and radius pp and L;-Lipschitz continuous on B; := B(0, p1);

e (P1) ¢ € C'(IR* IR) satisfies 1/(0) = 0 and is Ly-Lipschitz continuous (resp. L-Lipschitz
continuous) on By (resp. By); V4 is Ls-Lipschitz continuous on Bj.

Imsc: 34C37, 58F05, 58E99.
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By (P1), we can assume ([L.9), with
e (v1) ve CYIR? 1R?), v(0) = 0, Vo(0) = 0.

Under these assumptions 0 is a hyperbolic equilibrium of (@) and the characteristic exponents
are two couples of opposite real numbers £A;, =X2. In this case the equilibrium is called of saddle-
saddle type. We shall assume in the sequel that

(Sl) A1 > Ao > 0.
We are interested in a chaotic behaviour of the dynamics at the zero energy level.

The only other possibility for a hyperbolic equilibrium of a Hamiltonian system in a phase
space of dimension 4 is the saddle-focus situation, namely when the characteristic exponents are
+X+in, A,n > 0. It would be the case of system ([L1]) if [¢(0)] € (]\1 — A2|, A1 + A2) (note that
if |4(0)] < |A1 — Ag| then 0 is still a saddle-saddle equilibrium and that if [¢/(0)] > A; + A2 the
equilibrium 0 is no more hyperbolic).

The saddle-focus case has been investigated by Devaney who showed in B] that, if the system
possesses a nondegenerate ( transversal ) homoclinic orbit, then it is possible to embed a horseshoe
— and hence a Bernoulli shift — in the dynamics of the system. This result was extended by Buffoni
and Séré in [E], who relaxed the nondegeneracy condition and proved by variational methods the
existence of chaos at the zero energy level under global assumptions.

These results do not apply in the saddle-saddle case.

The existence of a chaotic dynamics in presence of a saddle-saddle equilibrium has been studied
by Turaev and Shil'nikov [[L3] and more recently by Bolotin and Rabinowitz [E] for a system on
a 2-dimensional torus. In this latter paper the existence of homoclinic orbits is not assumed a
priori, but a simple geometrical condition is given, which implies that the system possesses chaotic
trajectories either at any small negative energy level or at any small positive energy level {€ = h}.
Other results have been stated in [ﬂ] for Lagrangian systems on manifolds.

However, the chaotic trajectories which are obtained in [[J] as well as in [ or in [[ are not
preserved when the energy vanishes.

The existence of a Bernoulli shift at energy level {€ = 0} was studied by Holmes in [[L1] (see also
[@]) He assumed the existence of two nondegenerate homoclinics and introduced some conditions
on the way these homoclinics approach 0 which ensure, when (S1) is satisfied, the existence of a
horseshoe at the zero energy level. By the structural stability of the horseshoes there results chaos
also on nearby energy levels {€ = h}, see [[L].

In the present paper we deal as in [ with the saddle-saddle case, under assumption (S1). We
give specific conditions, called (H1—4), directly inspired to the assumptions of Holmes, which imply
that the system possesses an infinite family of multibump homoclinic orbits and of solutions with
infinitely many bumps, which give rise to a chaotic behaviour at the zero energy level. Furthermore
we improve such results requiring for the homoclinics g, ¢ a nondegeneracy condition weaker than
transversality. Rather than performing this relaxation in a general situation, which would require
quite involved conditions, we restrict ourselves to the case when the eigenvalues are close one to
each other. However we underline that the method introduced to deal with degenerate homoclinics
is could be adapted to a large variety of situations where it is difficult or impossible to check the
nondegeneracy assumption.

First we shall assume that

e (52) System ([L.I]) has 2 nondegenerate homoclinics 7, . “Nondegenerate” means that the
unique solutions of the linearized equation at (for instance) g

—h+ Ah + @ Th+ V(q) - hJq— D*W(q)h =0



that tend to 0 as t — 400 are g, ¢ € IR. That means that the stable and unstable manifolds
to 0 intersect transversally at (g(t),q(t)) at the zero energy level.

We can now specify the constant p; in (W1): p1 > max{|g|ec, |lec } + po-

The relaxed nondegeneracy condition is the following

e (52') System (@) has 2 “topologically nondegenerate” isolated homoclinics g, g, (see defini-
tion [ in subsection [.29).

We point out that in some situations such a condition can be checked for homoclinics obtained by
variational methods which are isolated up to time translations, see for example , [@]

In order to get chaotic trajectories in the saddle-saddle case it is necessary to postulate the
existence of (at least) two homoclinic orbits, while only one is necessary for the saddle-focus case.
Even though, there exist systems with several transversal homoclinic orbits which do not have a
chaotic behaviour. Consider for example ) and assume that:

W(g) =q¢i+q¢s and  1(q) =0. (1.3)

Then the system reduces to a direct product of 1-dimensional systems. (0,0) € R? is a saddle-
saddle equilibrium with 4 transversal homoclinic trajectories but the system is integrable (another
example of an integrable Hamiltonian system with several transversal homoclinic orbits is given in
[H]) Thus additional assumptions are needed for chaotic behaviour. In order to obtain multibump
homoclinics for system ) as glued copies of § and ¢, some hypotheses of geometrical nature on
g and ¢, similar to the ones given in [[L1], are required.

The results contained in this paper have already been outlined in [E] In order to describe
them we need some notations. We shall assume that g(IR) and g(IR) are not included in By. For
r € (0, po/2) we define T > 0 by |g(+T)| = r and [q(t)| < r for |t| > T. We define in the same way
T and we set T = min{T, T}.

Call (ay,@s) = (q,(~T),5(~T)), (B1,B2) = (G,(T),G(T)) the extremal intersection points

of G(IR) with the circle in IR? of radius r; similarly we introduce (ay,ds) = (§1(=T), G (=T)),
(81, 82) = (1(T), ¢2(T)). Let wy, W, be defined by

(@1, ) = (rcoswy, rsinw,) (31,32) = (rcosws, rsinws);

Wy, Ws are defined in the same way.

We set A = (L1/A2) + (3LaAi/A2), & = (T1/A2) + (3Tahi/A2) + max{|a|oo, mw}@g/xg),
where L;, L; are defined in assumptions (W1), (P1). Note that A, A do not change if the equation
is modified by a time rescaling ¢(t) — g(at).

In the next conditions w, stands for @, or w, and wy for W or ws.

o (H1) wy,ws # nmw/2, n € 7L, tanw, tanws < 0 and ( cosw, cosw, < 0 or cosw, cosws < 0).
(the above inequalities are satisfied for example if @, € (0,7/2), Ws € (37/2,27), W, €
(m,3m/2) and W, € (7/2,7));
(

H2)

)\_%|a2||62|+(15)\1/4)\2)A7‘3 <[(ﬁ)min (672*1%;27(CleAZ(T_TCI)>2M;;27( Cj N2
AP |aa|[1] TN 18 40Ar



where [(v) = max,e(o,1/8)[(1 — )2(1 — s/5)/(1 + s)*]s*~! and C} is a constant defined by
(@), which measures the transversality of the homoclinics: smaller is C; weaker is the
transversality. T, depends only on C; and po and it is defined by (E), section E

o (H3)

A3 loa||Ba] + (15A1 /4Xa) Ar® l(ﬁ M (A1/A2)-1
AP EAIEN =07\ 369, + 28A12

where M = min{[@;, [B,1, ||, 18;] ; j = 1,2} and Sy = max{[@z|, By, ||, | B2I}.

o (H4) min(|sinw, s, |sinw,,s|) > ,/%20/&7‘ , o (1201 /22)Ar < C4.

Roughly speaking the first geometric assumption (H1) means that the homoclinics g, ¢ enter and
leave the origin from different “quadrants”. Note that if ([.3) holds system ([[.]) does not satisfy
hypothesis (H1). (H2 — 3) quantify how small |tanw, tanw,| and r must be. Note that if the
system is linear (that is W = 0, b = 0) in the ball B(0, pg) then condition (H4) disappears and
conditions (H2 — 3) are simplified (in (H2 —3), A = 0). Moreover if A;/As — 1 then I(A1/X2) — 1
and the second members in inequalities (H2 — 3) tend to 1.

Before stating our first result we introduce some other notations. For j = (ji,...,jx) € {0,1}*
and for © = (01,...,0;) with §; < ... < 0 we define T; = T if j; = 0 and T; = Tifji =1;
di = (9i+1 — Ti+1) - (6‘1 + Tz) and E = minlgigk_l di.

Theorem 1 Assume (W1),(P1),(v1),(S1 —2) and (H1 —4). Then there exist 0 < D < J such
that for every k € IN, for every sequence j = (j1,...,jk) € {0,1}* there is © = (61,...,6;) € IR
with d; € (D, J) for alli=1,...,k —1 and a homoclinic solution of (I.]) x; such that

e if j; =0 then on the interval [0; — T,0; + T)

T _ ~ . .~ M
[a5(8) = (¢ = 0,)] < < min (] 08Ty, €08 T, [ sino] | sin ] ) =
e if j; =1 then on the interval [0; — TV, 0; + T]
~ T _ - . .~ M
|z (t) —q(t —6;)] < 3 min (| COSWy, 5|, | COSWy, s, | SINWy s, | smwu)s|> =3

e Outside (Uj,—o[0i — T,0; + T)) U (Uj,—1[0; — T, 0; + T1), |x:(t)] < 2r.

Note that, by theorem [l and assumption (H1), two distinct sequences j = (j1,...,jx) and
j'= (4%, ..., 7;) give rise to two distinct homoclinics.

Remark 1 (i) Since the distance d; between two consecutive bumps is bounded by the constant
J which is independent of the number of bumps k, by the Ascoli-Arzeld theorem there follows the
existence of solutions with infinitely many bumps, see theorem E In particular it implies a lower
bound for the topological entropy at the zero energy level, h?op > log2/(2max{T,T}+J) and shows
that the system exhibits a chaotic behaviour.

(i) The fact that A1 > Ag is crucial to be able to construct multibump homoclinics.

(iii) As it will appear in the proof of theorem[], smaller are the quantities (Ar/| cosw, cosws|)+
| tan wy, tanws|, |A\1 — A2|/ A2, greater is the distance between the bumps.

(iv) We do not prove the existence of multibump homoclinics in an arbitrary small neighborhood
ofq,q. Indeed in it is proved that there is a neighborhood V' of G(IR) UG(IR) such that the only
homoclinic solutions contained in' V are q and q.



Our other results, theorems IQ, B and , resp. in subsections @, and @, are variants of
theorem [l in special systems or when the homoclinics are degenerate.

The multibump homoclinic solutions of ) will be obtained as critical points of the following
action functional, which is well defined by (W1) and (v1) on E = W'2(IR,IR?):

fla) = [ 5l + 3Aa-a =i o(0) = Wia) (1.4

The idea of the proofs goes as follows.

A ¢ pseudo-critical” manifold for f, Z, = {Qe | © € R¥, 6, < ... < 6} is constructed by
gluing together translates of the homoclinics (- — 6;) and (- — 6;), see section (R.1)) and (£.3).
Then we show that, when the bumps are sufficiently separated, that is when

a shadowing type lemma enables to construct immersions Z, : My = {© € RF | ming (0,11 —6;) >
D} — E with T, (M},) ~ Zj, such that the critical points of g(©) = f(Zx(0©)) gives rise to a k-bump
homoclinic solutions. The geometric properties (H1 — 4) of the homoclinics § and ¢ ensure the
existence of critical points of g(©) satisfying ) We point out that g(©) does not possess critical
points when min;(0; 1 — 0;) — +00; therefore we need to estimate carefully the minimal distance
D for which we obtain the immersions Zy. This is done in section J

For the sake of clarity we perform all the detailed computations for a system with 2 degrees of
freedom, but the same method can be adapted also to study systems in dimension n, (see remark
ﬂ) where the analytical technics based on the study of Poincaré sections are more difficult.

The paper is organized as follows. In sectionﬂ we perform the finite dimensional reduction for
the functional f and we prove thm. E In section E we give examples of applications of theorem EI
when the eigenvalues are near one each other (thm. E) and for a system which is a perturbation
of 2-uncoupled Duffing equations (thm. E) In section E it is shown that in the case A\ = A the
transversality condition can be weakened assuming the topological nondegeneracy (S2') (thm. )
Finally in section E we show why the above theorems imply a chaotic dynamics (thm.

2 Finite dimensional reduction
We shall use the following Banach spaces:

e Y = WH*(IR, IR?) endowed with norm ||y|| = max (|y|007 A—12|y|00) where |y|oo = sup,e i |y(t)]-

e E=W"%(IR,IR?) endowed with scalar product (z,y) = 2321 J w395 + X3y, and associ-
ated norm | - |g.

o X ={heY |eMMn)|, erll|h(t) € L=}.

Since the equilibrium 0 is hyperbolic of smaller positive characteristic exponent Ae by standard
results (see also lemma fl) any homoclinic solution to 0 of ([.1)) belongs to X.
We have X C Y NE. For A C X we shall use the notation

At ={yeY | (a,y) =0, Vac A}

Note that, by the exponential decay of the elements of X, AL is well defined and it is a closed
subspace of Y.



We define the operator S :Y — Y by
S(y) =y — La(VW(y) —4(y)T9)
where L 4 is the linear operator which assigns to h the unique solution z = L ah of

—:24+Az=h with lim z(t) = 0.

|t] =00

An explicit definition of L 4 is

A1 +o0 d 1 +oo
(Lah)(t) = @/ e_lt_sl\/zh(s)ds , (ELAh)(t) = 5/ sgn(s —t) e_‘t_s“/zh(s)ds
o - (2.1)
By (@) it is easy to see that, for all z € Y,
1 1
IEasl] < splaloe < g5llall (22)
2 2

By (R.9) and (W1)—(P1) we see that the operator S is C' on Y. We can also get the straightforward
estimate

il <pr llas@nll < (14Kl ) (18] (2.3)
Note also that S(ENY) C ENY and that for all ¢,z € ENY
(5(q), =) = df (q)[z].

If S(g) =0 and ¢ € ENY then ¢ is a homoclinic solution to system ([[.1)). We can say a little bit
better.

Lemma 1 Assume that q € Y satisfies S(q) = 0 and that limsupy,_, o max(|q(t)], [4(t)]/A2) <
min(2/A, po). Then q is a homoclinic solution to ([[1).

ProoF.  Let m(t) = max(|q(t)],[¢(t)|/A2) and ¢ = limsupp_,,, m(t). We assume that ¢ <
min(2/A, pp) and we want to prove that ¢ = 0. Provided m(t) < py we have

) 1
VW (a(t) = v(a)T ()] < 23A0m(0)%
Now easy estimates in the expression of L4 show that, if h € Y, then

lim sup max (‘LAh(t)

[t] =00

11d 1
| Lah(®)]) < 3 h(t)].
3l g a(@]) < 55 timsu h(o)

|t] =00

Therefore, since S(q) = 0, we get ¢ < Ac?/2, which implies ¢ = 0 by our assumption. m

Remark 2 If q is a homoclinic solution to ) then, by the characteristic erponents of the
equilibrium, all y € Y which satisfies dS(q) -y = 0 belongs to X. So the nondegeneracy condition
(S2) amounts to assuming that Ker dS(q) is spanned by q, where dS(g) is regarded as a linear
operator from'Y to Y. Moreover dS(q) has the form Id + K, where K is a compact operator on

Y. In addition dS(Q)(Y) C Y, where Y = ﬁL. Hence dS(q) is a linear automorphism of Y.



We now introduce another supplemetary space Y to G. The introduction of the above norm
[| - || and Y instead the more natural H'-norm and ﬁL is motivated by the fact that this choise
allows to obtain better estimates in hypotheses (H2 — 4).

Consider f such that [G(t)| attains its maximum at . Let 7 be some positive real number such
that [G(t)| > 3|q(%)|/4 on the interval J = ( — 7,14+ 7). Let

ao = La(qx7),

where x5 is the characteristic function of the interval J. By the expression of L4 (EI), we see
that ag € X. We define

— t+T.
v’ =at ={ heY‘/ h(s) ds = 0}.
t

Y isa supplementary to § and hence by remark I there exist a positive constant Cj such that
forall he Y
min [|dS(q)h — pao|| = Col|hl|
pne R

(note that, due to the fact that dS(q) = Id + compact, Cy < 1). This implies that
max (|ldS(@h — ol BI(h.70)]) > Cllhll. ¥(h.p) € Y x IR, (24)

where the constant C; < 1 and C7; — Cy as R — 400. In the sequel we will fix R and assume that
(B-4) holds (we can choose C; as close to Cy as desired).

Now let @ = ad@p, where a > 0 is chosen such that |[@|| = C1 + 1 + Al[g]|.

It is easy to see by (R.J) and (£-4) that

max (|[dS@h — wall, Bl(ha)|) > Comax(hll |u), V(b €Y xR, (25)

We shall assume that also for ¢ are defined the corresponding quantities ¢, 7, @ and that condition
(B:3) holds. In the sequel we will also assume that max{7,7} < T.
Now we define T¢,. Let T, the smallest positive time such that

_ a(t
vt € R\[-Tc,,Te,] [3(t)| < po and 8Amax (|q(t)|, %) <. (2.6)
We can define in the same way T¢,, and we set Te, = max(T¢,, 1o, ).
The reason for this definition will appear in the proof of lemma @ It is easy to see that, if (H4)
is satisfied, then by lemma E we have To, < T, Tc1 <T.

2.1 Boundary value problems

The aim of this section is to show how solutions of the non-linear system (EI) are approximated
by solution of the linear one —§ + A¢q = 0 in a sufficiently small neighborhood of the origin
B, ={geR? | |q| <r}.
First we consider the linear case. The solution gq r(t) : [0,d] — IR? of the linear system
—{ + Agq = 0 with boundary conditions ¢q4,1,(0) = 8 and ¢q4,1,(d) = « is given by
Bj sinh(X;(d — t)) + «; sinh(\;t)

(qa,z);(t) = Sh Oy d) . j=1,2, (2.7)




whereas the solutions q,tL : [0,4+00) — B, (vesp. g, : (—00,d] — B;) of the linear system
—G + Ag = 0 such that lims 4 q,iL(t) = 0 (resp. lim;_ooq; ;(t) = 0) and q;L(O) = B (resp.
qy, .(d) = a) are given by

q,tL(t) = e_t‘/ZB, q,;L(t) — e(t-DVA,, (2.8)

We define
A3(8,0) = max {|da (0) = 6, 0], da.o(d) — G5, ()] }. (2.9)

By (.7) and (.§) we can compute

(a; — Bie i (=B + aje e
(4a,c(0) — g ,(0)); = AJ(Sﬂinh& 7 ), (4a,.(d) = dy, (d)); = Al ﬁ;;gd) !

We shall always assume that d > 2/Xq. Setting S; = max(|«;l,|5;]), we deduce that

1+e2
Al < 2\/5(1_6_4);3% {NiSsexp—(yd) ). (2.10)

We now consider the analogous solutions of the non-linear system. Since 0 is a hyperbolic
equilibrium the existence of the local stable and unstable manifolds is standard. The following
lemma would follow from that but we prove it directly by a fixed point argument because we need
some explicit estimates.

Lemma 2 For all 0 < r < o with ro = min(1/6A, po/2), for all o, B € IR* with |a| = |8] = r
there exist unique trajectories of )

g :[0,400) = B, and g :(—o0,d] = B,

such that limy— o0 g;f (t) = 0, limy—,_ oo q;, (t) = 0 and g, (0) = 8, ¢;, (d) = a.
Moreover for all t we have that

2 B . . 2 _
g (8) — g (8] < ;7"2/\6 Ab g () - g L)) < 5)\27"2/\6 Aot
2 , 2
g ()] < T g < ﬁ)\ﬂe 2t

and the corresponding estimates for q;, .

The proof of lemma P is given in the appendix.

Now we give a lemma, which will be used to glue together consecutive bumps, on the existence
and uniqueness of orbits connecting two points «, 5 in a neighborhood B, of 0. Such kind of lemma
is certainly not new being deeply related with the A-lemma. However, since we want to obtain
specific estimates, we will give a proof based on a fixed point argument.

Lemma 3 For all 0 < r < ry with 11 = min(1/10A, po/2), for all o, B € IR* with |B| = |a| = r,
for all d > 2/)y there exists a unique trajectory of ([[.1) qa(t) such that ¢a(0) = f3, qa(d) = o and
qd([07 d]) - B(Ou 2’/‘)

Moreover the following estimate holds:

(@0 = 6 (0)) = (da(0) = 3L 0)],

(da(d) = 65 (@) = (d0.0(d) = G5 ()] < Brar? e
(2.11)



7 B _ 7 _
lqa(t) — g (t)] < 37"6&“ D aa(t) — g, (1)) < sre . (2.12)
. . 14 _ . L 14 _
lga(t) — q;f (¢)] < g)\ﬂ"e&(t D dalt) = g, (1)) < g/\ﬂ”e A2t (2.13)

The proof of lemma J is given in the appendix. In the sequel we will call also (8, o, d) = qq
the connecting solution given by lemma E and

d

d d
e(Bra,d) = » / () + Aga(t) - qa(t)dt — / da - v(qa)dt — / W (qat))dt,

2 0

the value of the action on the solution ¢4 = v(8, a, d).

2.2 Natural constraint

As stated in the introduction our existence results are obtained by means of a finite dimensional
reduction according to the following definition:

Definition 1 Let M be a manifold. An immersion T : M — Y such that Z(M) C E is said to
induce a natural constraint for the functional f if

Ve e M, d(foZ)(x)=0implies that df (Z(x)) = 0.

In the sequel for j = (j1,...,jk) € {0,1}* and for © = (0y,...,6;) € R®, with 0, < ... < 6,
we will use the following notations:

Ji=0;+@—-7,14+7) if j;=0 and Ji=0;+(C—-7,t+7) if ji=1
w; =0; —T; and s;=0;+T;,
di = (9i+1 — Ti+1) — (91 + Tz) = Uij+1 — S and E = Hllllcl dz

1<i<k—1
For simplicity the dependence on © = (61,...,60) of s;, u;, d; and d will remain implicit.
Fix j = (j1,...,j%) € {0,1}¥. Our aim is to prove the existence of a k-bump homoclinic

associated to j. We now define the “pseudo-critical manifold”.
Consider the k parameter family of continuous functions Qg defined in the following way:

Q(t)if t € (—o0, s1],
Q' (51), Q% (u2),d1)(- — 51) if t € [s1,ua],

Qo = Q1) i t € [us 51,
Y(Q(5:), Q7 (wit1), di)(- — 53) if t € [s3, ui11],

QF(t) if t € [ug, +00)

where H—0) i 0
i) — qi-— b)) 1 Ji =

Qi) = { q(-—0;) if ji=1.

We recall that v is defined in lemma E The k-dimensional manifold:

Z ={Qe, ©® e RF, 4> 2/}



is a k-dimensional “pseudo-critical” manifold for f. This means that ||S(Qe)|| — 0 as d — +oo.
We will give in lemma E a more precise estimate.

We now show, following [J], how to build the immersions Zy. For (h, ) € Y x IR* we denote
[|(h, w)|| = max(||h||, |p1],-- -, |x])- Let us define the function

H: RFxYxRF5Y xRF

with components H; € Y and H, € IR® given by:

k
Hl(elu'"797€7h7M17"'7,u'/€) = S(h)_ZMZa/z

i=1
HoOr.oo O, oos) = (B Qonan)..... R(h— Qoar)

where
a = { 6(-—&) if j;,=0
T At -6 it gi=1.
Note that H is a C! function of (©,h, ) (Qe is not a C! function of © but the function ©
(Qe,a:) = a [, Q'(t) - Qe(t)dt = a [, Q'(t) - Q(t)dt is constant.
Consider the partial derivative of H, 0H/J(h, ), evaluated at (0,Qe,n). It is the linear
operator of Y x IR® given by:

OH &
1
[JI, my---, nk] = dS(Q@)‘T - nia;
O(h, 1) (0,0 ) Z;
Hy
[%7717---,7716] = R(Iaal)a"'aR(Iaak) .
O(h, 1) (e.Q0.1) ( )

Note that it is of the form I'd + Compact and that it is independent of p ( and so we shall omit

to write p ).
0H

A(h, n)

1 1(0,Qe)

the pseudo-critical manifold Zx and the norm of the inverse satisfies a uniform bound. As said in
the introduction we need in this case a specific estimate on d.

Following [ﬂ] there results that, provided d is great enough, is invertible also on

Lemma 4 Let D; = max(2/)\s,2(In(18/C1) /o) — 2(T — T¢,)), and assume that d > Dy and that
(H4) holds. Then, for allz €Y, for alln = (n1,...,m) € IR", we have
OH &
e el 2 i)
Ha(h,u) (©.Qe) 2

i.e.

H(dS(Q@)x - énjaj,R(x,al), N .,R(:c,ak))H > %H(:p,m, ol

Proor. Weset m; = [(91+1—TZ+1)+(91+T’1)]/2, I = (—oo,ml], I; = [mifl,mi] for2<i< k—l,
Iy = [mg-1,+00) and |[x[|; = max(sup;e;, [£(t)], sup, ey, [£(2)|/A2).
We define also the compact operators K, K;, K;: Y — Y by

(Kz)(t) = LaRz, (K;z)(t) = LaR;x, (K;x)(t) = LaR;x,
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where

Ra(s) = D*W(Qe(s))z(s) — ¥(Qe(s)Ti(s) — Vi (Qe(s)) - 2T Qe(s),

R'z(s) = D*W(Q'(s))a(s) — ¥(Q'(5))Ti(s) = Vi (Q'(5)) - 2T Q'(s),
Rix(s) = Ra(s) for s € J; = [0; — T¢,,0; + T4, ], and R;z(s) = 0 on IR\J;. Here we use the
notation Tél = Tcl if j; =0, and Tél = Tvcl if j; = 1.
For all z € Y we can write dS(Qe)x = © — Kx. We shall prove that

k
Vil|[Kix — Kozl < (Co/8)llall ,  ||Kx =) Kixl| < (C1/8)||2]l. (2.14)
=1

We first derive the lemma from (R.14). Let (z,n) € Y x IR¥; set
k k
Jj=1 j=1

By the second inequality of (.14))
Cy
§ = maxi{ max {|lo = Kiw = maulls, Rl ) } = 3 (1Ko +magli) } = SHlall. - (2:15)
J#i
We now define z; € Y by 2; = z on I; and by —%; + Az; = 0 on (—oo,m;—1) U (m;, +00)
((mi, +o0) if i =1, (—oo,mp—1) if i = k), lim;, 1 o0 2;(t) = 0. By the definition of z; and a; it is
easy to see that (z;,a;) = (z,a;), ||z:|| = ||=||; and that ||z; — K;z; — niail| = ||z — Kz — miaq|s.

Moreover setting M; = max (||zl — K,z — miai||, R| (2, ai)|) and M = max; M;, we know by (2.5)

and (P-14) that for all 4
M; > Cymax(||zi], mi]) — 1Kz — Kizi|| > (7C1/8) max(|| ]|, i) (2.16)

As a consequence M > (7C;/8) max(||z||, |n]). Now, fix i such that M = M;. By (R.15) and the
properties of z; we deduce that
Ch
§2 M= (1K +mayli) - <ol (2.17)
J#i

We need to estimate ||bj||; for j # 4, where b; = Kz + na; = K;z; + nja;. We remark that,
by the definitions of a; and of K;, —b; + Ab; = 0 on IR\ J;. Hence

max([b; (1)1, [b;(t)|/A2) < e 2T by

So, for i # j, ~ ~
Il < o720~ Ten) A2 alizs 2Ty )

Now,
105115 < N25ll5 + 125 — Kz — nja;l; < llzl] + M,
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where we have used again that ||z;||; = ||z||;. Therefore

SNz +njasll < eI Te) A2 N7 = alizi @D (€ 4 ||)))

J#i J#i
< e—)\z((T—Tcl)-i-E/?)(l _ e—A2(3+2T))—12(M + ||$||)
7 _
< ge—/\z((T—Tcl)er/?) (M + ||z|]),

because d > 2/)\2. Combining this latter estimate and (R.17), we get

7 = 7 = C
S > (1 _ §€*A2<(T7Tcl>+d/2)>M _ gefA2((Tchl>+d/2)||x|| _ §1||$||
> (01 g (1 _ gew((Tchl)ﬂ/z)) _ %} _ geaz((Tchl)m/z)) Iz, ),

which clearly implies the result in the lemma (we use that C; < 1).

There remains to justify (R.14). Firstly, since T > T¢,, Rix(s) = Riz(s) for s € J;, Rix(s) = 0
for s ¢ Ji. Now, by (W1), (P1) and the definition of T¢,, |Riz(s)] < A3(C1/8)||z|| for s ¢ J;.
Hence [Rix — Riz|oo < A3(C1/8)||2||, and by (B.9) we get the first estimate in (R.14).

Next we estimate |Rx — Zle Ri%|oo- On [si,ui] Qo = QF, hence

k
Vs € [si,u;] |Rx— ZRZM = [Rix — Riz| < N3(C1/8)||z]|.
i=1

So we have just to estimate |Rxz(s)| on [$;, ui+1] for each i € {1,...,k —1}. Note that on [s;, t;11]
Qo = v(Q*(s:), Q" (uir1),d;). A quite straighforward consequence of lemmas E and E is that for
s € [i, uit1],

T ey 22 T 22
< mi Lo Xa(s—uit1) a4 —Xa(s—si) L —Xa(s—s;) 24 —Xa(s u1+1))
|Q@(s)|_mln(56 +57¢ g€ +57¢ T

)

. 14 22 14 22
|Qe(s)| < min (Eeh(#“i“) + ﬁef’b(sfsi), 36”2(575") + 5642(57“”1)))\1%

Using that d; = u;11 — s; > 2/ Ao we can get

|Qo(s)[y _ M1 14 _y00 022 (14 22y a3\
max (Qe (), =3 =) < Fhrmax (et 0 (S 7 ) F ) < 5t

Hence, by (W1) and (P1), for s € [s;,uir1], |Rz(s)] < (3/2)A\1A2Ar||z||, and by (H4) |Rz —
Zle Ritt|oo < A3(C1/8)||z||. By (R.2) this implies the second estimate in (P.14). m
Lemma 5 For 0 <r <ry and for all © = (01,...,60;) € IR* with d > 2/ g there results that

1;2@ —_— —A;d 2 —Xod
< . . J .
||S( )|| = 2)\ ]Ina)x {)\]S_]e }+ (r /&e 2

where Sj = rnax{|aj|, |Bj|7 |aj|a |ﬂj|}
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PROOF. By construction Qg solves system (), except at the times s1,us,...Sk_1, ur where
Qe is discontinuous and has a jump denoted by AQe (u;), AQe(s;). So we have for all y € Y N E

(S(Qe).y) = df(Qe)ly Zy ) AQe(s:) + y(uis1) - AQe (uis1).

Hence S(Qo) is the element of ENY defined by

k—1
= 9= 5)AQe(si) + g(- — uit1)AQe (uiy1),

i=1

where —g§ + Ag = § Id, limp o g(t) = 0, Id being the identity 2 x 2 matrix. We have

g(t) = %(\/Z)*le*\/z\tl and  g(t) = —%sign(t)ef‘/zm_

We set A = max{|AQe(u;)|, |AQe(s:)| ; 1 < i < k}. We have to estimate ||S(Qe)||. Assume for
example that ¢ € [s,,—1,u,]. We have

n—1 k
S(Qe) 1) < g ( (e il el 3 el gl

i=1 i=n

For all t € [s;,—1, uy,] we have

n—1
1 Z (e*)‘2(t*“i)+e”‘2(t75i)) < 1+ exp—(2XT) exp—(t — s,l,l))\g < 1 exp —(t— sn,12A2
2Xy — - 2X2 1—exp—Aa(d+2T) ~ A2 1—exp—(A2d)
In the same way we get
k
Z ( Nalt—ui) | (- sl)) 1 +exp—(2AT) exp(t— Uz)/\z o Lexp (t— un))\_z .
o 22 1—exp—Xa(d+2T) = A2 1—exp—(Aad)

Hence for t € [s,_1,uy], since d > 2/\a we get |S(Qo)(t)] < (A(1+exp —2))/(A2(1 —exp —2)). In
the same way we can see that |d/dt(S(Qe))(t)] < (A(1 4+ exp—2))/(A2(1 — exp—2))4. The case
t € [un, sp] yields the same estimates. Hence

A(l+e72)

1S(Qe)ll < o)

We now estimate A. By lemma [ we have that |A — Ap| < 5Aor2Ae*24. Hence

(AL + (BAgr2Ae=224)) 1 4 =2

o)l < 2.1
15(Qe)ll < 2 . (2.18)
Since u, — sn_1 > d, ¥Yn by (R.10) we have that:
-2
Ap < 2\f Inax{)\ S;e My (2.19)
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By (R.19) and (R.1§ ) we deduce the estimate of the lemma.
Now, since d > 2/Xa, \ie™ M4 < \ge 24 5o, if (H4) is satisfied, using that S;, 92 < r, and
rA <1/20 we also have

9 - — —
15(Qe)l < Sre~® + TrAe™=? < Bre=?. (2.20)

In the next “shadowing type” lemma we repeat the arguments of [E] based on the contraction-
mapping theorem in order to build the immersions Zj.

Lemma 6 Define Dy = )\—12 In (42,K12T) and assume that (H4) is satisfied. Then VO = (61,...,0;) €
IR* with d > max{Dy, Dy} there is a C° function of ©, © — w(0) with w(©) € Y such that:

o S(Qo +w(©)) € span{ay,...,ax} :=(a1,...,ar);

e w(O) € (a,...,ar)".

Moreover Iy, : © — Qo + w(O) is a C function and

[w(O)]] < —= masx{;S; exp(~\d)} + —or2A exp(~Aad).
XC1 g C4

In the sequel the function w(©) will be denoted also by we.

PRrROOF. This proof will follow closely the one given in [ﬂ], see lemmas 3 and 13. Therefore we
shall be brief. We shall use the following abbreviation:

OH
O(h; 1) |(0,Q0+w)

F(O,w) = € L(Y x IRF).

By lemma [] we know that VO = (61,...,0x) | d > Dy, ||[F~1(©,0)|| <2/C).

Let Bs C Y xIRF be the ball in Y x IR¥ of center 0 and radius 6: Bs = {(w, i1, . . . , ) such that
max(||wl|, |u1], - -, |ux]) < 6} We have to find (w, ) such that H(61,...,0k, Qo+w, p1, ..., ux) =
0. This last equation is equivalent to D(w, u) = (w, u) where:

D(w, j) = —F~1(6,0)H(©,Qo,0) — F~'(6,0)(H(6, Qo +w,n) — H(O,Qo,0) — F(6,0)[w, u).

We will find § > 0 such that if d > max{D1, D} then

(i) D(Bs) C Bs, (ii) D is a contraction on Bs.

It is easy to see that by (W1), (P1) and (2.9) ||[F(©,w) — F(©,0)|| < Al|w||. As in [{] we can derive
that V(w, u) € B; -

2 A
D(w, il < 5-115(@Qe)ll + all(w,u)ll2

Then in order to get (i) we have to solve:

2 A
a||S(Qe)|| + 552 <46 (2.21)
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A straigforward computation shows that if ||S(Qe)|| < C2/8A then (R.21)) is satisfied for

L y/1- RIS/}, 1+1/1 - 8RIIS(Qe)l/CE
2 o oA )

We now prove that also (ii) is satisfied if:

56(01

1—4/1—=8A|S(Qe)||/C?
Ch \/ !( )||/1<5<Q_1.
2A 2A

Indeed, by (W1), (P1) and (R.9), we have ¥(w, 1), (w’, i') € Bs:

/ !/ 2_ / !/
[1D(w, 1) = D', Wl < G- Adl[(w, ) = (w', wl|

which implies our claim. Then in order to apply the contraction-mapping theorem take d > Dy
so that ||S(Qe)|| < C?/8A. Taking into account (.20) the last inequality is satisfied if d > D3 as
defined in the lemma. Moreover, by the previous considerations,

1 /1 8K[IS(Qe)|/C?

<C
el < €1 =

4
< —1||5(Qe)||,
which, by lemma [J implies the last estimate of the lemma. The fact that Qo + w(©) is a C!

function of © is a consequence of the Implicit function theorem applied to H. B

We define also D3 = )\% In (é—?) so that for all © € IR* with d > max{D1, Dy, D3} we have
lw@©)| <r/2.
We define for d > D = max{D1, D2, D3} the immersions Zj

Tip: M, ={0 R |61, —6; >D} = Ti(0) = Qo + w(O).
By lemma E we can prove that:
Lemma 7 Ifd > D and (H}) is satisfied then Ty, is a natural constraint for f.

The proof is in the appendix.

2.3 Critical points of f o7, and proof of theorem 1

We are led, in order to find k-bumps homoclinics, to look for critical points of the function f o
Zx(©) = f(Qe + w(©)). Note that, since ([L.) is autonomous, f(Qe + w(O)) depends only on
di,...,di_1. Let us define

g(dy, ..., dx—1) = f(Qe + w(0)).
By lemmaﬂ a zero of the function G : IRF~* — IR*~! defined by

99(d)  9g(d) )
ad; " ddy_y

G(ds, ... ds_1) = (

gives rise to an homoclinic solution of (EI) We will find a zero of G by means of degree theory
showing in the proof of theorem EI that hypotheses (H1 — 4) imply

|deg(G,U,0)| =1
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where 1
_ - k—1
U—”izl(D,J)C]R ,

and J > D are some real numbers estimated in the proof of lemma .
We need some preliminary lemmas. The next one is proved in the appendix.

Lemma 8 For d > 2/)\y and 0 < r < ry consider the solution qq given by lemma E and the
function e(B, a, d) which is the value of the action on qq. There results that

Je
ad
where E(d) = (¢5(t) — Aqa(t) - qa(t))/2 + W (qa) is the energy of the orbit qq.

(ﬂv «, d) = _E(d)a

Lemma 9 For all (dy,...,d,_1) € IR*' with d > D, we have:

0 0 ; ;
%g(dl, e 7dk—1) = (g@) (QZ(Sl) + ’U)@(Si), QZ+1(’U@+1) + w@(uiﬂ), dz) (222)
Proor. We must compute

6g(d1, o 7d/€—1) . 6f(Q@ + w(@)) '

For this purpose we consider the function of the real variable 7:

0’(7’) = g(dh ey dz + Ty... ,dkfl) = f(Q(Gl7~~~,91,91+1+T7~~-;9k+7—) + w(@l, ey 91', 9i+1 + Ty... ,9k + 7’))

and we compute ¢’(0). For simplicity of notation we set ¢° = Qo + w(0). Let ¢ € Y N E be
defined as follows :

¢°(—7) on [uit1+7,+00)
Note that our notations are coherent ( i.e. ¢~ = ¢” when 7 = 0). We will use the notation a; = as,,
not distinguishing for simplicity between ¢ = @ and a = a.

Since ¢°—Qo = w(O) € (ag,, ..., ag, )" and since, by the definition of ag,, (z,ap,) = fJ'L z(t)Q(t)dt
we see that

1
qT - Q(é’l ..... 0:,0i41+T,..., 9k+‘r) S <a’917 ety a0i7a91+1+‘r7 ceey a9k+T> 9
and we can write ¢7 — (Qo,,....0,,0:11+7...00+7) T W01, ..., 0:,0; +7,...,0, + 7)) = w(r), where
w(0) =0 and w(7) € (ag,,...,ap,, Qg 47, - -+ g +r) . Since w(0) = 0 we have that

0= (8/87)7':0 (UA}/(T), a9i+‘r) = (8{5(7>/8Ta aei“l’T)T:O_'—({UV(T)? Or a9i+7')7':0 = (8{5(7—)/87—7 aeHﬂ')\T:O-
This means that:
ow(r)
87’ |7=0
Now we can prove (R.29). Indeed, since (S(¢%),z) = 0 for all z € (aq,, ..., ag,)",
o(q" +w oq” of(q™
o'(0) = (S(qo), A" +a(r) (T))>|T—o = (S(qo) ! ) _ )

or 0T |r=0 or  |r=0

).

S <a91,...,agi,agiﬂ,...,a@k
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By the definition of ¢” we have that

ofteg”)  _ ( 9
or |7=0 B

which yields (P-22). m
Lemma 10 For all |a|,|B] <’ < ri, d > 2/\y there results that:

2 A2 24 32
(%e) (B, o,d) = > m <ajﬂj cosh (\jd) — (%TJFBJ)> < 1—25)\1)\21\7"’367&(1.
; J

J=1

(2.23)

PROOF. If 0 < 7/ < 71, by lemmas f] and ] the solutions ¢, and g4 are defined. We will call
qn = q,ir. Since £(d) is a constant of the motion and the homoclinic g5 has zero energy we have

£(d) = SO ~ A-H)+ W(B)  and 0= L(@n(O0) ~ AB-5) + W(B).

N =

Hence, we obtain by substraction

£(d) = 3(daO) ~1dn (0)). (221)

Similarily for the linear system we have

1

Er(d) = 3

(I4a,£(0)1* = ldn,L.(0)|?). (2.25)
This last expression can be computed and we get

A2 a2 + 32

j=1

By (R.24) and (R.25) we have

£ — @] = 5|(daO)P ~ 161 (O)P) ~ (da.L O ~ a1 (0)P)
< 5](40(0) = 1 (0) ~ (0,00) — in 1) | (Iia(0)] + in(0)])
+ 3040200) = @0, 0)] (1200) — 0O + 180(0) = 61,2 0)])-
By lemmas [l and f| we have that
[60(0) ~ @0(0)) = (d0,0(0) ~ £ (0))]| < Bhor?Ae™ and 144 (0) ~ dn £ (0)] < ZAarA. (2.26)
For d\s > 2 we get from (P.2§) that:

14a(0) — 4a,L.(0)] < Aar"?A. (2.27)
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From (2.24) since A < 1/6 and Ay < A; we obtain:

gn(0)] < ﬁ)\l'f (2.28)

The expression of qq,1,, gn,r in subsection @ leads to
. . 7 _
|qd1L(O) — qhyL(O)| < gT’)\Qe Azd, (2.29)

By (B27) and (1) we get )
4a(0)] < 377 (2.30)

and finally by (R.26]), £.27), (2.25), .29) and R.3() we get:

|5(d> ( )| < —>\1)\2A’I”/3 7>\2d
which is (2.23). m
The next lemma is the most important for the proof of theorem m

Lemma 11 Assume (H1 —4). There exist D < D < J such that for all d = (dy,...,d,—1) € U,
forallie{l,....k—1}:

o if oz”'lﬂi >0 and of;'lﬂé <0,
9ae((Qo + w(©))(s1). (Qo + w(O))(usr1), T ) <0

and

0ae((Qo +w(©))(s:), (Qo + w(O))(uis1), D) > 0.
o if a] Hﬁl <0 and o/;rlﬁ% >0,

0ae((Qe + w(©))(s:), (Qo + w(O))(uit1), T) >0

and

9ue((Qe +w(©))(51). (Qe + w(©))(ui1). D) < 0.

Estimates for D and J are given in the proof. _
PROOF. By (H1) the following cases can arise: a;"'3i > 0 and a4 35 < 0 or oi™'B} < 0 and
abtt i > 0. We first deal with the first case. Set

(51, B3) = (Qe +w(©))(s:) = (51, B3) + w(©)(s:)

and
(61, 65™) = (Qo + w(©))(uit1) = (i, af™) + w(O) (uif1).

We will choose D large enough such that

)\18167>\1D S 2/\28267>\2D. (231)
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So, by lemma E,
. 5 3659 + 28r2A _
& —al, 8 - Bl < [[w(©)|| < == F——e .
1
One of our conditions will be
3652 + 28r°A _y,p
— e
Cy
for some € € (0,1/8) which will be chosen later on. Note that D > Dj3 then holds. This implies
also

< eM, (2.32)

cell-ea,(14+ea], la|<(A+er ; Bell—-—eB,0+68], |8l <A+er.  (2.33)

Then there results that &Zﬁ'lﬁi >0 and dz;'lﬂé < 0. Now, by lemma @, we can write

Oe ([31 A d) = —U cosh(Aad;) cosh(\1d;)
od T T sinh(Mgd; )2 | (sinh(Aydy))2’
where - )
% 5 15
< 22(|ast (G5)% + (B3)? 1o 3,3
U2 < X3 (I 1851 + 2cosh( VL) )+ A2 (l+ ) A
and

2 ait i1, (@ 2+ (51)
o= (1 I8 = S )
By () and () we get

Uz < M1+ (Jos™ 185 + (™) + (857

)2) CreM

15 .
s, ) + DAa(L+ A,

hence, since C; < 1, M < min{|a5™|, |3%]} and So > max{|ab™ |, |55},
; 15
Us < X5(1+€)*(1+ )| 2 1Be] + A da(1 4 €)*r A (2.34)

On the other hand, (R.32) and (.31)) imply that

18M;

-MD
Cl)\2816 < eM.

We derive readily that . R
(@17)? + (B)? _ Cide
2 COSh()\l dl) 9)\1

(1 +)%lar™ I8,

hence, by (2:33), Cido 1+
1A2 €

9\ (
From (R-34), (2-37) and the fact that ¢ < 1/8 we get

Vo X(0+ef (|aé“||6§|+<15A1/4A2>Ar3)
U1 " M-l -¢/5) 1™ 181]

Ur> X -e?(1- =) )lat* 151 (2:35)

(2.36)
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We shall take

1 AM(1—€)?(1—¢/5) la 181 )
b= mmAl Azln< A5(1+¢€)? (|a;+1||ﬁ2|+(15A1/4A2)Ar3) ' (237)

It is easy to see that, if d; = D and d; > D for all j then, by (),

Oe

ad(ﬂz Az+1,di> >0

Now, as d; — +00, dge(3L, a1, d;)= — 2Use 2% | where
, 15
Us > A2(1 — €)%(1 — ¢/5) ||| B3] — Z/\l/\z(l +€)3r3A

(This estimate could be improved in the first case but we want to be able to extend our arguing
to the second case ab™ 85 > 0). Hence, provided

labtH[|B4] > 200173 A/ Ng, (2.38)

we get dge(3E, 11, J) < 0, for J large enough, more exactly for

1 A2 i+1| 91
J > max ~———— In (—; ) .|a1 [163] ) .
e\ Tl 18] — (200 AT )
Therefore we get the desired result provided conditions (R.31)), (£.32) and (P.39) are satisfied, with

D defined by () Now we must choose € to make condition (R.32) as weak as possible. This
condition reads

/\_g |aa | B2| + (151 /4M2)Ar3 < (1—¢)2(1— €/5) (/a1 Cy M (A1/A2)-1
M EAIEA G 3655 + 28Ar°

(2.39)

Therefore we get condition (H3). We get condition (H2) so that lemmas [] and [ are satisfied with
our choice of D. The first inequality in condition (H4) is just (R.3).

There remains to check that (H2 — 4) imply that (R.31]) holds true. First (by (H2) and the
definition of D in (), D > 2/)\g, hence \je™MP < A\ge=*2P and if S; < 25, then ) holds.
So we shall assume that S; > 2S5. Fix i such that

_ 1 A1 -1 —¢/T) || 81| )
D‘M—M“« B+ T+ G mns)) (2.40)

Note that, by (H4), (A\73/)\2) < |abt||B5]/20. Combined with the fact that e € (0,1/8), this
readily implies that e(*1=*2)P > 2)\%|a§+1||Bl|(5)\2|a1+1||ﬁ2|)

Now Sy < S1/2 < /2, hence |ab™| < r/2 and |attt| = (12 — (a5™)2)Y2 > V3r/2; )] >
\/§T/2 as well. So we get

1
>_7
2

Y

A252 ci=A2)D 5, A252 2 .3T2 . 3ot 3
)\15’1 ~\MS1h |0412+1||ﬁ5|4 — 10A1.5% 5

since S2 < /2. So (R-31) holds.

We have proved the lemma in the case where a8 > 0 and o™ 35 < 0. The second case can
be dealt with in a similar way (in fact the estimates are simpler in that case). B
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We now show, using the previous lemma how to prove theorem .

PROOF OF THEOREM El . Let J be given by lemma @ By lemmas E and @, g has the following
property : for alli € {1,...,k — 1}, we have either

(P_) : For alld = (d1,...,dx—1) €U,

B dg o dg
dZ—Déa—dz(d)>O and dl_Jja_dl(d)<07
or
(Py) : Foralld= (d1,...,dx—1) €U,
dg dg
d; =D d d d; = d .
:>6di()<0 an Jéadi()>0

It can be readily seen that this property implies |deg(G,U,0)[ = 1. In fact define the function
G :U — IRF ! as follows :
A D+J D+J ))

G(di,...,dp_1) = (El(dl - T)’ o€ (dp—1 — —5

where €; = 1 if (Py) is satisfied for the index i, and ¢; = —1 if (P_) is satisfied for the index .
Since the homotopy Gy = (1 — t)G + tG for t € [0,1] is admissible there results that deg(G, U, 0)
= deg(CAv'7 U,0) = +1 and the existence of a critical point of g in U follows. This critical point
corresponds to a homoclinic, which, by (P:39) and since € € (0,1/8), enjoys the properties given in
theorem . ]

3 Examples

The aim of this section is to show examples of Hamiltonian systems where the hypotheses (H1—4)
can be checked.

3.1 Almost equal eigenvalues

Consider the following system
(Se) =+ Y(q) TG+ Aecqg = VW (q),

(A +e)? 0
0 (A—¢)
use the following assumptions:

with A, = 2 > and A > 0. We assume that W, 1) satisfy (W1), (P1). We shall
e (Al) (So) has two nondegenerate homoclinics g and g.

It can be shown that the limits as t — +oco and as ¢ — —oo of g(¢)/|q(t)| (resp. q(t)/|q(t)])
do exist. Call (cosWs,sinw,) and (cosw,,sinw,) (resp. (cosws,sinws) and (cosw,,sinw,)) these
limits. The second assumption is

o (A2) wy,ws # nw/2, n € Z , -1 < tanw,tanws < 0 and ( cosw,cosw, < 0 or
cosws coswg < 0).

As an application of theorem m we get
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Theorem 2 Assume that (So) satisfies assumptions (A1) and (A2). Then there is 1 > 0 such
that, for 0 < |e| < €1, (Se) has a rich family of homoclinics, which induces a chaotic behaviour at
the zero energy level, according to thm. I] Moreover there is C > 0 such that htop > Ce, where
hoop denotes the topological entropy at the zero energy level.

ProOOF. Call g, and o the two nondegenerate homoclinics for (Sp). By the Implicit function
theorem, it is easy to get, for |¢| small enough, the existence of two homoclinics g, and g, for system
(Se), and to see that these two homoclinics are nondegenerate, of constant of nondegeneracy C1 .
which tends to C7 as € — 0. Moreover

limmax{|§6—q|m,|aé—§]m} —0. (3.1)
€e—0

There are 72 > 0 and €y > 0 such that, for 0 < r < ry and | | < €0, the trajectory of g (resp. ge)
crosses the circle of radius r at two points only: @<(r) and B (r) (resp. a(r) and 5(r)). Moreover,
0

_0 )
lim a(r) = (co8Wy,sinw,); lim )
r—0 r r—0 r

and for all r € (0,72), from (B.J),

= (cosWs, sinws)

lima‘(r) =a’(r); lim B (r) =7 (r). (3.2)

e—0 e—0

We have similar properties for q,q.. By (A2), there are 0 < r3 < ro and § > 0 such that
rg < min{C1/(24A), po/2} and

CYQ(T‘g) > 40/\—Ar3 + 5r3, Bg(r3) > 40)\ Ar3 + 5T3, (3.3)
2 2
[al(rs)| > drs; |87 (rs)| > Ors (3.4)
and 0 o A3

|0 (rs)]187 (r3)]

where a; (resp. (3;) may represent either @; or a; (resp. f3; or El)

Now the eigenvalues of the equilibrium 0 for (S;) are £A2 c = £(A—|¢]) and £A; c = £(A+¢]),
hence lim._g A1,e/A2,e = 1.

From @ E ) and ( @) it is easy to see that all the second members in conditions (H2 — 3)
(associated to (Se)) tend to 1 as € — 0. Therefore ( taking r = r3), there is €7 > 0 such that these
conditions and condition (H4) are satisfied, by (@), (B.2), B.) and BA), for 0 < |¢|] < e1. By
theorem there is chaos at the zero energy level for 0 < |¢| < €;. The estimate on the topological
entropy follows by the results of section B since the distance between two consecutive bumps is of
order 1/e (see also the proof of the relaxed theorem E) ]

3.2 Perturbation of an uncoupled system

Let us consider a perturbed system of the following form

— g+ Maq
—Gp+ M2 = Wi(g) — ev(q)dn

|
—
~
+
m
<
—~
(=)
~—
()
—
w
D
=
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with (g1, ¢2) € IR%. We assume that W;(0) = W/(0) = W/ (0) = 0 for i = 1,2 and that ¢(0) = 0.
) can be written as
G+ ew(@)Td+ Ag = VW (g), (3.7)

where W (q1,q2) = Wi(q1) + Wa(qz).
For € = 0 system (B.6) splits into the direct product of two 1-dimensional systems.
For the sake of simplicity we shall suppose that W; and W5 are even, and that

P(q1, —q2) = Y(—q1,42) = (1, q2)-

As a consequence, if ¢ = (q1(t), g2(t)) is a homoclinic solution to (B.7), then (g1 (—t), —ga(—t)) and
—q(t) are homoclinic solutions as well.
Suppose that:
— 1+ A1 = Wi(q) (3.8)

possesses an homoclinic gyp. Up to a time translation, we may assume that gg is even. Thus, for
e =0,q = (g,0) and ¢ = (—qop,0) are two nondegenerate (up to time translation) homoclinic
solutions of (B.g). We define

+oo
I'= /7 —1(qo(s),0)do(s)e*2® ds.

Note that we have |qo(t)| +|do(t)| < Ce 11!l for some positive constant C, hence, by the properties
of ¥, |1(q0,0)do(t)| < C'e=2 118 50 the integral I is well defined. As an application of theorem [|
we get:

Theorem 3 IfT' # 0, then there is g > 0 such that, for € € (—¢o,0) U (0,¢€0), (5.4) has a rich

family of homoclinics and a chaotic behaviour at the zero energy level.
Before proving this theorem we introduce ho, defined by

—ho + Mhy = —1p(qo,0)go  and lim  hso(t) = 0.

|t] —=+o0
Solving this equation we find:

) =51 ([ e exp(-has)ds ) 4 o ([ ; FepOas)is) e (39

where f(s) = 1¥(qo(s),0)do(s) is an odd function. It is easy to see that ha(t) ~ Te™2t/2)\, as
t — 400 and that ha(t) ~ —Te*2!/2)\y as t — —oco. We have

Lemma 12 There are €¢; > 0 and a non increasing function a(e) which tends to 0 as € tends
to 0 such that, for all € € (—e€1,¢€1), (@) has a homoclinic solution G, = (G, ,qa,) satisfying

|ql,e - q0| < a(6)66—>\2|t\; |q2,e - 6h2| < a(g)ge_)‘ﬂt‘; ql,e(_t) = QI,E(t% 62,6(_t) = _6276(t)'
Proor. This is a consequence of the Implicit function theorem. Define the Banach space
X' ={e=(n, ) e X|al-t)=at); e(-t)=—q)}

X" is endowed with norm || - || defined by ||q||: = max(|ge*2!?l|, |ge*2*| o /A2).
Let F(q) = La(VW(q)) and G(q) = La(¥(q)T¢). It is easy to see, by the properties of ¢ and
W, that :
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e [ and G map X' into itself;

e F,G: X' — X’ are smooth and dF((qo,0)),dG((go,0)) are compact linear operators.

(B.7) is equivalent to
¢ = F(q) —Glq) (3.10)

Now, it is a standard fact that for € = 0 the linearization of (B.4) at (go,0) has no other homoclinic
solution (v, v2) that satisfies v (—t) = v1(t) , va(—t) = —v2(t) than 0. Hence Ker(I —dF(qo,0)) =
0 and, since dF'((qo,0)) is compact, I — dF((qgo,0)) is an isomorphism from X’ to X'. Therefore
we may apply the Implicit function theorem and we get, for all ¢ small enough in modulus, a
solution g, of (B.6). Moreover (d/de).—o(3.) = (0, h2), which is the solution of the linear equation
(I —dF(qo,0))h = —G(qp,0). From this the estimates of the lemma follow. m

Proof of theorem E Without loss of generality we assume that I' < 0 we perform the proof
for € > 0. Then, by lemma [12 . there are e and 7' < 0 such that, for 0 < € < €3, and t < T
q2,(t) > 0. We shall prove the following lemma:

Lemma 13 For all w small enough there is 0 < e(w) < ez such that, for all e € (0,¢(w)), there
are Te < T',r. such that [ (Te)| = re, [G.(t)] < re for t < Te, and q2,e(Te)/q1,e(Te) = tanw. In
addition lim._,o T, = —o0,lim¢ g7 = 0.

PROOF. This is a consequence of lemma @ We may assume that €; and w are small enough such
that a(e)/(|T| — ale;)) < cotw. For 0 < € < e; and ¢ < T, define f(t) by fo(t) = qi.c(t)/qa.c(t).
This is a continuous function on (—oo, 7). Moreover, since go(T") > 0, by lemma [ lim, o f(T) =
400. Hence there is e(w) > 0 such that, for 0 < € < e(w), f(T) > cotw. Now, |qo(t)] = O(e*?) as
t — —oo. Hence, forall 0 < € < e(w), limsup,_,_ | fe(t)] < ale)/(|T]—a(e)) < aler)/(|T|—a(er)) <
cotw. Hence {t < T | fe(t) = cotw} is not empty and bounded. Let T, be its smaller element and
set re = |q.(Te)|. Since for all fixed ¢t < T lim,_ fe(t) = 0, we must have lim._,o T, = —oo and, by
lemma @, lime_,o7re = 0. It follows that, provided € is small enough, |g.| is strictly nondecreasing
on (—oo, T¢], which yields our claim. m

Now, by the properties of Wi, W5 and v, we have two homoclinic solutions to (@) q. and
ge '= —q.. It remains to check, using the previous lemma, that for ¢ small enough, conditions
(H1 — 4) are satisfied. Let w > 0 be small and fixed. For 0 < € < e(w), let r¢(w) be associated
to w. Note that g1 (—t) = q1.(t) and g2 (—t) = —q2,(t). Hence g, crosses the circle of center 0
and radius r.(w) for the first time and the last time respectively at @ = (r.(w) cosw, re(w) sinw)
and B = (re(w)cosw, —re(w)sinw). For §. we have & = (—r¢(w)cosw, —r(w)sinw) and B =
(—re(w) cosw, re(w) sinw). So it is clear that (H1) is satisfied (with the notations of section 2,
Wy =W, Ws = —Ww,Wy =W+ T,W0s = —w~+ ).

We have

A3 lao||B2] +15(A1/4X2)Ar® A3 ((t

A3 A3 15A1 Arc(w) )
AT ||| B1] AT

Q= 4o (cosw)?

w)? +
Now, since, when € = 0, (go,0) is a nondegenerate (up to time translations ) homoclinic orbit,
for € small enough g, and g, are (up to time translations) nondegenerate uniformly with respect
to €, and we can take for them a constant of nondegeneracy Ci(e) which is bounded from below
by a positive constant independent of e. It follows that in condition (H2) the second member is
bounded from below by some constant independent of e. Using lim._,o7.(w) = 0, we can derive
that, provided w is smaller than some wy > 0, (H2) is satisfied if 0 < € < €'(w).
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Since lim._, re(w) = 0, it is clear that (H4) is satisfied, provided 0 < € < €”’(w), with €¢’(w) €

(0, €' (w))-

The quantity which must be greater than Q in (H3) is

B =1

A1 ( Cy(e)M A1 ( C(e) sinw

A )%_1 ya AL Ci(e) );_3‘1
)\2 3652 + 28A7°€(w)2 )\2

)i

36 sinw + 28A7(w) T A2 \36 4+ (TA2/5A1)
for 0 < € < €’(w) and by (H4). So, if 0 < € < €’(w), B is bounded from below by a positive
constant independent of € and w. By the expresion of Q it is clear that there is w > 0 and

€0 € (0,€”(w)) such that @ < B (that is condition (H3) is satisfied) if 0 < € < €. The case with
€ < 0 can be dealt with in the same way. That completes the proof of theorem E

4 Relaxing the nondegeneracy assumption

The aim of this section is to modify the arguments of the previous section in order to show how to
deal also with homoclinics which are degenerate. For simplicity, we shall restrict ourselves to the
proof of the “relaxed” theorem E, that is thm. E

4.1 Finite dimensional reduction for degenerate homoclinic orbits

We consider a homoclinic solution ¢ of (EI) not necessarily nondegenerate. We assume that
lg(=T)| = |g(T)| = r and that |q(¢)| < r for all |t| > T.
Let a® = La(cgxj—r,1]), ¢ > 0 being chosen such that |a’|z = 1. Let o/ be defined for

1 < j < p and satisfy a/ = Lae’, with e/ € L2(IR), ejIR\[iT_T] = 0. Moreover we shall assume that
(a’,a?) = 8;j. Let F = (a°,...,aP) and II be the orthogonal projection on F defined by

P

M(z) =x — Z(x, a’)a’.

j=0
We shall assume that there is a constant C{) such that
Vo e o |[dS(q)z]| = Coll=]

Note that Ker dS(q) is finite dimensional, so one can always define a’ enjoying the above properties.
For example, we can choose (f7)1<j<;, such that Ker dS(q) C span{q, f',..., fP} and set a’ =
La(f7x[—7,m)- Moreover (a',a’) = d;; for a suitable choice of f!,..., f.

A simple application of the Implicit function theorem leads to the following

Lemma 14 There is 69 > 0 and a smooth function w : (—dp,0)? — Y such that :
o w(lt,...,IP)€F;
o S(g+ P _lmam +w(lt, .. ) =30 o™l P)a™.

Moreover a*(l) = ... = aP(l) = 0 implies a°(l) = 0.

The last assertion is an easy consequence of the autonomy of the system. We shall set, for
= (,...,I7),

p
q(0,1) =qo + Z mag" +w(l)g.

m=1
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Remark 3 By the definition of q(0,1) and the autonomy of the system, we have q(0,1) = q(0,1)q

and S(q(0,1)) = > _,a™()ag'. Moreover we have the estimate

la(6.1) ~ aol| < Cmax 1| < Ty, (4.1)

where C' depends on C}. We can derive that q(0,1), by the equation it satisfies, belongs to X
(provided 3o has been chosen small enough, namely Cdy < min{pg,2/A}).

Set G(1) = f(q(0,1)) = f(q(6,1)). By the properties of w(l) we can easily prove the following lemma

Lemma 15 (0G/0l™)(l) = a™(l). As a consequence G'(1) =0 iff ¢(0,1) is (for all 0) a homoclinic
solution of ([[.1).

Remark 4 Reciprocally, there is a neighborhood U of q in'Y such that all the homoclinic solutions
in U correspond to critical points of G.

As in section the following estimate holds (provided R is large enough): there is C7 > 0 such
that for all z € F

P
max (|[dS(a)e = Y 5" ||, Rl(a®,2)l,...., Rl(a”,2)]) = Cf max(llall, 0], [n?]). (4.2)
m=0
Now assume that we have two distinct homoclinic solutions g and ¢, and finite dimensional spaces
F= @0, e ,%}l, with the above properties.

Then, provided dy is small enough, for j = (ji,...,jx) € {0,1}%, for © = (A1,...,6;) € IR¥,
L= (l1,..., 1) € ((=60,00)P)F, with d > 2/Xa, we can build Q(6, L) in the same way as we built
Qo in subsection @, just substituting ¢(6;,1;) to g, in the construction. Note that we keep the
same T; satisfying |g(T;)| = r so that in this case our boundary value problems may connect two
points with different norms (however we know that these norms are < r + Cdp).

In the spirit of lemma ﬂ, one can get

1S(QO,1)) = > 3~ a™()ap"|| < K(r + |L])e", (4.3)

i=1 m=1

Here is the equivalent of lemma ﬂ It is not so specific, but it is enough to prove the equivalent of
theorem fl. We shall use the notations a" = ag: if j; =0, a]* = ay if j; = 1.

Lemma 16 There are Dy and 6, > 0 which depend on C{i&,x and there exist W, function
of © = (61,...,0;) and of L = (l1,...,lx), defined for d > Dy and l; € (—61,61)P, such that
(0,L) — Q(O,L)+w(O, L) is smooth and

e W(O,L) € ﬁ§:1<a8p ceey a§i>L;
e S(Q(O,L)+wW(O,L)=%"r S _ a(O,L)ay.

Moreover _
[@| < Ki(r+|L])e 2,

where |L| = max; m, |I| and K1 depends only on C}] and A,A.
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The proof can be carried out in the same way as in the nondegenerate case. Set
9(©,L) = f(Q(®,L) +w(\, L)).
We have, by lemmas [l| and E

Lemma 17 FEvery critical point of g gives rise to a k-bump homoclinic solution to the system,
provided 61 and r have been chosen small enough.

Here again the proof does not differ from the one given in the nondegenerate case.
Finally, using the notations G(I) = f(g(0,1)) and G(I) = f(q(0,1)), we get:

Lemma 18 For all © = (4,...,0;) with d > Dy and L with |L| < 6,

() 5790 1) = 5-¢((Q(O. L) + W6, 1))(50). (6. L) + WO, L)) (uis).

(Zl) 89 — 8lmgi(lzl, e ,Z;D) < KQ(T + |L|)€_>\237

ol

where Ko depends only on K1 and A, ANand G, =G if 3, =0, G, = g~ if ji = 1.
PROOF. (i) is proved exactly in the same way as lemma [J. For (i), write

J _ 0Q(O,L) 0w(e,L)
g = (S(QO.1) + (6, 1)), =5m= + =5,
We have by lemma [l S(Q(©, L) +w(0, L)) = > im0 (O, L)a;". Since W(O, L) € Ni<i<k No<m<p
(am™)L, 0w/l (O, L) belongs to the same space. Hence, since supp 9Q(©,L)/dl™ C [0;—1 +
Ti-1,0i41 — Tiga] and supp (—dj" + Aaj") C [0 — T3, 0; + T3], (99)(0") =

p p
(Yo 0a(. L)at, 7-0(6, 1)) = 3" af(0, L) (af, 2oz (0:,1)) = 3" (0, L), ') = a7'(®, L)
n,q ¢ q=0 g q=0

We have used there the definition of ¢(6,1), 9¢(0;,1;)/0l" = a* + (Opmw;(1;))e, and (Ow;(1;))e, €
(@?,...,al)*, where w; =W (resp. w; = w) if j; =0 (resp. j; = 1). We get
5}
oY

= (S(Q(®,1)+w(e,L)),a;")

= (S(Q(O.L).a") + O((r +|L[)e ")
= o' (l;) +O((r + |L|)e_’\2d)_
= OmGi(ls) + O((r + |L|)e™27),

where we have used lemma E and @) in the second and the third line respectively. This is
exactly (ii). m

Now we state a corollary of lemma @ (i) which is got from a simplified version of lemma E

Corollary 1 For all (©,L) with d > Dy and |L| < 6,

(e, L)—2()\faziﬂﬁie—xldi+)\§a§+1ﬁ§e—xzdi)

< Kae 0 (L)) 2e ™4 (L) +rIL1+|LP2),
(4.4)

0
ad;?
where K, depends only on C} and A, A.

PROOF. We omit the details of the proof. It is a simple consequence of lemmas [[d,[§ and [0 m
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4.2 Topological nondegeneracy

Let ¢ be a (possibly degenerate) isolated homoclinic solution of () “Isolated” means here that
there is a neighborhood U of ¢ in Y such that all the homoclinics which belong to U are translates
of ¢. Let a = La(cgx—r,r)) € X, where ¢ > 0 is chosen so that |a[z = 1. Let F = at and
II:Y — F be the projection defined by

(z) = z — (2, a)a.
Consider G, : F' — F, defined by
Gu(w) = 11S(q +2) = M1 (g+2) = La (VW (g +2) = wl(g +2)T(d+ )| = TU(S(x) - Ky(2)),
where
Ko@) = La| (VW (g+2) = VW(q) = VW (@) = (lq+2) = (@) T+ (bla + ) — ()T ) |.

We have K,(0) = 0. In addition, it is easy to see that K, sends Y into E and that it is compact.

Note also that there is p > 0 such that MoS:F = Fisa diffeomorphism from B(p) onto
a neighborhood of 0 in F' containing B(p/2). Let 6 > 0 satisfy ILK,(B(d)) C B(4/2) and let
G : B(6) — F be defined by

G(z) =z — (1o ) 'K, (z) ==z — K, (x). (4.5)

We have K,(0) = 0, and K,(Y) C E. Hence all the zeros of G must belong to E and thus be
homoclinic solutions to the system. Now ¢ being an isolated homoclinic, 0 is an isolated zero of G.
Moreover K, is a compact operator. We can now introduce the following definition :

Definition 2 We shall say that q is a “topologically nondegenerate” homoclinic if there is 0 < v <
§ such that deg(G, B(v),0) # 0 and G has no zero in B(v)\{0}.

Remark 5 We could prove without difficulty that this definition is independent of the choice of a
satisfying (a, ¢) # 0.

As a consequence to the hyperbolicity of the equilibrium, the solutions of the linearised system
about ¢ which belong to Y must belong to X. Therefore, if ¢ is a nondegenerate homoclinic,
dG.(0) and hence dG(0) are injective. By ([L.5) G is then a local diffeomorphism about 0 and the
property of “topological nondegeneracy ” defined above is satisfied.

Remark 6 We point out that in certain cases, one can say that a variationally obtained iso-
lated homoclinic is topologically nondegenerate. For instance, an isolated local minimum for f,
or, under further conditions, an isolated mountain-pass critical point correspond to topologically

nondegenerate homoclinics (see @, [[Q] and [&]).

Now consider as in subsection@ a®, ..., aP which satisfy the properties given in this subsection.
We can then define the function G on some (—do, dp)?. We shall prove

Lemma 19 Assume that the homoclinic q is isolated and topologically nondegenerate. Then 0 is
an isolated critical point of G. Moreover there is p € (0,00) such that deg(G’, (—p, 1)?,0) # 0 and
G’ has no zero in (—u, u)?, except 0.
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ProOOF. By remark E since ¢ is an isolated homoclinic, 0 is an isolated critical point of G and
there is p; such that G’ has no zero in (—puq, u1)?P except 0.

Let G be the function defined above, associated to ao. By the topological nondegeneracy
property of g, there is some v > 0 such that deg(é,é(p),()) #0forall 0 < p <v. Let B, =
{z € F | ||z|| < vo}. Consider for 8, v, small enough ¢ : (—d2,85)? X B,, — B(r) which assigns
to (L,y) = ¢(l,y) = q(0,1) +y —qo =", Pa? +w(l) +y. This is clearly a diffeomorphism from
(=03, 62)P x B,,, onto some neighborhood of 0 in £ included in B(v). Now, let £ : (=82, 82)P X B, —
F be defined by . )

£l y) = Gle(l,y) = e(l,y) + Kq(o(l,y))-

Since the degree is invariant under a diffeomorphism there results that
deg(ﬁ, (_52a 52)p X Bl’2a0) = deg(év B(V)v O) 7£ 0.
We decompose G(p(l,y)) = A(l,y) + 325, uw?(l,y)a’, where (A(l,y),a’) = 0. For t € [0, 1], define

& by
p

&(l,y) = (e $)7 (A1 = )l y) + Y/ (L, (1= Dy)a’).

Jj=1

& has the form I — Ky, where K; is compact. Moreover, for all | € (—d2,02)?, A(l,y) = 0 iff
y = 0. Hence &(l,y) = 0 iff y = 0 and v/ (I,0) = 0. Now u’(l,0) = o (I), and since ¢ is an isolated
homoclinic, it vanishes at no other point in (—dz,d2)? than 0. Therefore

deg(év (_625 52)1) X Bl’250) = deg(glv (_627 52);0 X Bl/zvo)'

Now, A(0,-) is a diffeomorphism from B,, to a neighborhood of 0 in F. Let ¥ be defined on B(vs)
by

P P
Uy + eraj) = A(0,y) + eraj.
j=1 j=1

Since W is a diffeomorphism from B(1) to a neighborhood of 0 in F* and we have
p . .
&(ly) = o S) " (T(y+ Y ol N)a')),
j=1

with (ITo S)~*(¥(0)) = 0. Hence, setting 7(I,y) = Y>_7_; o (1)a’ +y we get
| deg(&1, (=02, 02)P x B,,,0)| = |deg(r, (=2, 62)P x B,,,0)| = |deg((a’,...,aP),(=0s,52)7,0)|.

Using lemma [[§, we get the result with z = min{ds, ;;}. ®

4.3 Relaxed theorem for system (S5,)
We shall prove

Theorem 4 Assume that the hypotheses of theorem E hold, with the nondegeneracy condition
replaced by topological nondegeneracy. Then the same conclusion holds.
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PROOF. 7 and ¢ may be degenerate. Since the configuration space is IR?, W*(0) and W*(0) are
2-dimensional. Therefore dim Ker dS(q) cannot exceed 2. Hence in the construction of subsection

. _ ~ ~0 ~1 . .
@ the spaces associated to g and ¢, span {a ,a }, are two dimensional.
The topological nondegeneracy of § and ¢ implies that, for € small enough, (S.) has two homo-
clinics g, and gesuch that

lim max{[7, — loo, |qe — loc} = 0. (4.6)
e—0

Moreover, there is a constant % independent of e small such that ||dS.(7,)z|| > C3||z|| for (z, 51) =
(x,52) = 0. As a consequence we may define g, (6,1) for |I| < po. Writing G.(I) = fc(7.(0,1)) , we
know that |G/ — G'|pec(—pe,u0) — 0 as € — 0. Note that it may occur that Gc has a sequence of
critical points converging to 0. So we cannot say that g,, ¢. are isolated homoclinic. However we
know that, for all || < po there is € such that, for |e| < €, all the critical points of G, belong to
(_:uv :u) and deg(gév (_:uv :u)a O) # 0.

Given k and j = (j1,...,jx) € {0,1}*, we can construct Q.(0, L) as well as w (0, L) for all
L=(ly,...,1x) € (—po, po)* and for all © = (0y,...,0;) € IR* with d > D;. We can as well define
9(©, L).

By the properties of the system near the equilibrium, there are r4 > 0 and e; > 0 such that, for
0 <7 <rgand |e] < e, the trajectory of g, (resp. ge) crosses the circle of radius r at two points
only: @c(r) and B,(r) (resp. dc(r) and Be(r)). Moreover,

lim o (r) = (CosW,,sinw,); lim Bolr) = (cosWs, sinws)
r—0 T r—0 r
and for all 7 € (0,74), from ([£.4),
i @ (r) = @) lm B() = Fo(r). (4.7

We have similar properties for ¢,g.. Let us define P{ = cosw? coswit!, Pi = sinw! sinw’t!.
Lemma @ and Corollary m hold ( with g replaced by g.), and «, 8 replaced by «., 5 we have

o . . -
| 9e = 22 (WP eV 4 NPy e )| < K 7w 0 4 rZe M e M (48)

where K3 is independent of € small and |P{  — Pf|, |Pj . — Pj| < r(e) r(e) = 0 as e — 0. We recall
that A\; = A+ |e] and Ay = A\ — |¢|. We know that P{Pi < 0 and that there exists § > 0 such that,

for all 7, .
|Pr|

L >1+0>1 , |Pi,|P3>0d>0.
P3|
First choose 0 < r < r5 and v; > 0 such that
1P - 22
. >1+6/2 , |Pjo—Ks(r+uv/r+vi/ro)|>46/2.
|P21|+K5(T—|—V1/T+V12/T2) = / | 1,2 5( 1/ 1/ )l /

Then set

L | PY| ) 1 ( | PY| )
D = —minln - —1; J = —maxln - +1.

2¢ i (|P§|+K5(r+ul/r+l/12/r2) 2¢ i |Pi| — Ks(r +vi/r+vi/r?)

By (@) it is easy to see that lim.,o D = +oo and that there is e5 > 0 such that for all |e] < €3,
for all (dy,...,dy) € (D, J)F, for all L = (I1,...,l) € (—v1,v1)F,

- 0
) =—sign Py, , di=J= sign(

0
d; :D:sign( 8_dl-g€

8_dl-g€ ) = sign Pj
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and
|L| =1 — |al7ng6 - al7ngm| < |6lmgm|/2.

Now arguing as in the proof of theorem [l and using that deg(dm G, (—v1,11),0) # 0, we get
deg(dge, (D, J)* x (—v1,11)F,0) £0,

which implies the desired result. ®

5 Dynamical consequences

A family of multibump solutions like the ones of theorem ensures the positivity of the topological
entropy at the zero energy level £71(0), see also [[f] and [[J. We denote by ®(t,z) € R" with
x = (g, q) the flow associated to (EI) The definition of the topological entropy is the following:

I t,e, R
hiop = s (Hmsupw)
R,e>0 \ t—-+o0 3

where

s(t,e,R) = max{Card(E) | V7 €[0,t] : ®(r,E) C B4(0,R),
Ve#yeE,3re0,t] : |®(r,z) — B(r,y)| > e > 0}.

We formulate the following corollary of theorem .

Theorem 5 Assume (W1),(P1),(v1),(S1—2) and (H1—4). There exist 0 < D < J such that for
every sequence j € {0, I}Z there is © € RZ with d; € (D,J) and a solution x; of system (1)
such that

e if j; = 0 then on the interval [0; —T,0; +T)

LA _ ~ R .~
|'rj(t) _q(t - 91)| S gmln(|coswu,s|7|Coswu,s|7|81nwu,s|;|51nwu,s|)7

e if j; =1 then on the interval [0; — f, 0; + T]

j; (£) — Gt — 6;)] < =

3 min(| cosWy,s|, | c0S Wy 5|, | SInWy, 5], | SIN Wy s),

o QOutside (Uji:()[ei — T, 0; +T]) @] (Uji:1[9i - T, 0; + TV]), |£L'l(t)| < 2r.

We want to estimate s(¢}, e, R*) with R* = max{|(, q)|co, |(q, Dloo}+r, t* = (k—1)(2max{T, T} +
J). Let A = {j € {0, 1}Z | ji =0 fori < 0and j;, =0 for i > k} Associate to j € A a solution
x; given by theorem E, for which we may assume, by the autonomy of the system, that |z;(0)| =r
and |z;(t)| < r, Vt < 0. Consider E = {(z;,4,)(0) | j € A}.

As an easy consequence of theorem fj and Hypotheses (H1 — 4), there is e > 0 such that, if
j # j' € A, then there is 7 € [0,¢}] such that |®(7,z;(0),£;(0)) — (7, z,:(0), & (0))] > e.

Hence s(t;,e, R*) > CardE = 2%, Since 1/t* > 1/(k — 1)(2max{T, T} + J) we finally deduce
that

log 2

hy ~ :
2max{T, T} +J

top

>
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Remark 7 The above results could be generalized to systems like (@) with ¢ € IR"™, where 0 is
a hyperbolic equilibrium of characteristic exponents +X;, with Ay > Ao > ... > \,. The finite
dimensional reduction could be performed in the same way and we would have to impose conditions
similar to (H1 — 4) in order to be able to get multibump homoclinic solutions.

6 Appendix

We shall assume everywhere that d > 2/A; and that 0 < r < pg/2.
PROOF OF LEMMA E We perform the proof for q;{.

The proof of the uniqueness assertion is left to the reader (in fact there is uniqueness also in
the class of the functions [0, 4+00) — Ba,.

For the existence proof let us define the Banach space:

Zy = {g € Wh>[0,400) | [g(t)]e**", |§(t)|e**" € Loo},
endowed with the norm

g0le .

1
lglls =maxc{ sup lg(®)le**!, sup
te[0,+00) t€[0,4-00) N2

We call q; = q,t L= e_t\/zﬂ. Our problem is equivalent to finding a fixed point in Z; of
Flz) = LVW(q +z) — ¥(q + =) T (@ + ©)), (6.1)
where L is the operator which assigns to A the unique solution u = Lh of the problem:

—i+ Au=h with «(0)=0and lim wu(t)=0.

t——+o0

An explicit computation shows that:

Lh(t) = %(\/2)71 {/;foo (e(tfs)‘/Z — ef(tJrS)‘/Z)h(s)ds + /Ot (e(sft)‘/z — e(SH)‘/Z)h(s)ds]
(6.2)

d 1 [+ 1
—Lh(t) = —/ (e(t_s)\/Z + e_(HS)\/Z) h(s)ds — —/ (e(s_’f)‘/Z - e_(SH)‘/Z)h(s)ds.
dt 2/, 2 Jy

Call Bs = {z € Z; | ||z|]1 < 6}. We want to solve (B.)) by means of the contraction mapping
theorem in Bs. So we want to find, for r small enough, § < r small enough in such a way that:

(i) F(Bs) C Bs ; (ii) F is a contraction on B;.
Assume that z € Bs. Then, by (W1) and (P1)

VW (qi+) —bla+o) T ()| < (%Ll(r+5)2+L2(r+5>(A1r+A25))e*W < %A%(TM)%*%R

Hence, for x € By,

ld A of [T sat-39) T aa(t439) L a(tts)
F@O | SF@ O] € Pra@+0?[ [ 03D dsr [ e 040 g [ o049 gy
A2 | dt 4 : \ )
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We get A
IF@I < Fr+0)2, (63)

On the other side, elementary estimates give that by (W1) and (P1)
’VW(QZ +2) =g+ )T (G +i) = VW (g +z) +(q+2)T (@ +2)| < ANE(r+06)|]a’ — || e 2.

We easily get from this
A
IF(z') = F@)lh < 5 (r + )l = [ (6.4)

By (b.d) and (6.4), to get (i) and (ii) it is enough that § satisfy A(r + §)%/4 < & as well as
(r+d0A/2< 1.

We assume that rA < 1/6 (it will be useful to prove the next lemma). Then it can be checked
that with § = 2r2A/7 < r/21 the above inequalities are satisfied. Therefore equation (6.1]) has a
solution ¢ = ¢, +x, with ||z||; < 2Ar%/7 < r/21. This clearly implies the estimates of the lemma.

We must justify that ¢ (IR*Y) C B,. Using the last estimate (but with a different r) and

the uniqueness remark at the beginning of this proof we can get that |¢; (t) + \/Ze_t\/zm <
2X0Alg (8)2/7 < Aolg) (t)]/21. As a consequence, d(|g) (¢)[?)/dt < 0 for all t € (0,400), and we
get the claim. ®

PrOOF OF LEMMAJ]. We look for a solution of ([L.1]) of the form:

sinh(A;t)

W(a - (Jh(d))j

qa=qn+y +y, where (y;);(t) =

(we call for simplicity q,f = ¢y, the solution given by lemma P} ). As a consequence of lemma E and
of the assumption d > 2/\3, we have that

6 12
[y ()] < 5%7&((14) Dol < M ?7‘642““). (6.5)
We define the space:

Zy={g e W'=[0,d] | sup g0, sup |(1)]e* 1) < +oo}

t€[0,d] te[0,d]
with norm 1
llgll2 = maX{ sup [g(t)]e*™", sup —|g(t)|eA2(d*t)}'
t€[0,d] t€[0,d) 2A2

We have to find a solution in Zs of the fixed point problem
y=7Fy) = E[VW(% +y+y) = VWian) —(an + v+ )T (@n + 91+ 9) + ¢(Qh)~7(dh)}7 (6.6)

where £ is the linear operator which assigns to h the unique solution u = Lh of the problem

— i+ Au=h with %(0) =0 and u(d) = 0. (6.7)
The solution u of (.7) is given by:
d t
ui(t) = m [/t hj(s)sinh(\;(d — s)) sinh(A;t)ds + /0 hj(s)sinh(\;s) sinh(\;(d — t))ds}
(6.8)
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1

d t
u;i(t) = Sh Oud) [/t hj(s)sinh(\;(d — s)) cosh(A;t)ds — /0 hj(s)sinh(A;s) cosh(A;(d — t))ds] .

It is easy to derive from these expressions the estimate

1 1 t d
)], —|a(t)| < — h(s)|e*2=8 +/ h(s)|e*2=%) a4 6.9
lu(t)] 2A2IU( )| < N l/o |h(s)le st |h(s)le s (6.9)

As in the proof of lemma ] we have to find § small enough such that F(Bs) C By and F is a
contraction on Bs. For y € Bs set

A(t) = VW(gn +yi +y) = VW(an) 3 B(t) = ¥(gn +y1 + )T (n + 01 +5) — »(qn) T (4n)
We have by lemma P and (b.9):

A®] < Lallgn )] + [y @] + [y (OD (1w (O] + |y (£)])

22 /6 Cod 6 2 ona(d—t)
< Lfgr(Gres)e i+ (5ree) e )
and
|B(t)] < Lo {(|Qh(t)| + lw @]+ ly@OD (5@ + [9@1]) + ()] + |y(t)|)|q'h(t)|}
22 /6 “od 6 2 —2X2(d—t)
< L2/\1[7r(gr—|—5)e —|—2(5r—|—5) e }
Hence 99 6 6 )
2|2~ e —Aad e 72)\2(d7t)
A+ B < A [Sr(r+0)e ™+ (sr+0) e I (6.10)
Replacing |h(s)| by |A(s)| 4 |B(s)| in (6.9) and using (B.10), we get after easy computations :
~ Ar22 /6 6 2
IF@ll < 5 [ﬁr(gT—l— 6) + (57"4—5) ] (6.11)

We can prove in the same way that

2 6

F ) - F6)lle < lly — o'l (o +2(5r +9) ). (6.12)

Using (B.11)) and (6.19), we can sce after some elementary calculus that, if 7A < 1/10, then F is
a contraction on Bs, with § = 2r?A < 1/5r. Therefore, if rA < 1/10, we get the existence of qq,
with the estimate

llga — an — wil]2 < 2r%A.

In particular,
lga(t) — an(®)] < [y ()] + 2r2Ae™ 2= 1ga(t) — 4r(t)] < [30(t)] + Ar2AdgeH2(@=D
and we get (R.19) and (2.13) by (B.5). Moreover
|Ga(0) — 41 (0) — §:(0)] < 4Xgr®Ae™ 27,
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hence
(4a(0) = G (0)) = (44.2(0) = 47, (0))] < Ahar®Ae™2 4+ |(0)],

where z is the solution of —2+ Az = 0 with boundary conditions z(0) = 0 and z(d) = g, (d)—qn(d).
Using that d > 2/X2, we get by lemma [

N 5
; < N < 20 r2heN2d
2(0)] < max (Smh(A d)) lan(d) = an.2(d)] < ZA2r"Ae

Estimate (P.11) follows. m

PROOF OF LEMMA [] We first justufy that w(©) € E. Let Re = Qo + w(©). By the
characterisation of w, we have S(Reg) = Zle @i(0)a; for some (1(0),...,ax(0)) € IR*. Hence,
by the definition of a;, outside a compact interval,

—Re +9¢(Re)JRe + ARe — VW (Re) = 0.
Now

lim sup max(| Re (1)}, | e (£)]/A2) = lim sup max(|w(©) (£)], |1(©)(1)]/A2) < min(2/A, po),

[t]—o0 |t] =00

by lemmall. Arguing as for the proof of lemmal[l], one can derive that limy,| .. [Re (t)|+|Re ()| = 0,
which implies, by the properties of the equation near the equilibrium, that Rg € X. Hence
w(©) e X C E.

Assume that © is a critical point of f(Qe + we) (equivalently (dy, ..., dy) is a critical point of
g(d)). Then there results that:

(S(Q§+w(@)) 63(@0 +w(@))) —0 for j=1,....k (6.13)

Hence we have that
k
Zai(@)(au (QO +w(0O)) Z @ (0 / Q'(t) QO +w(©))(t)dt =0.  (6.14)
i=1

Letting b, ;(0) = [, Q'(t) - 79-(Qe + w(®))(t) dt, (E14) yields S ai(©)b;;(©) = 0. Now we
show that

bij(0) =iy | Q' — Q(t) - w(©)(t)dt (6.15)

J

It appears that (0Qe|s,/00;) = —51-13-@1"(]1_ € Whe(J;). Hence, since (Qo +w(0)) is a C'* function
of ©, dw(O),,/08; too is well defined in W°(J;). We know that

0= / Q'(t) - w(©) (1) dt = / QU(t+0,) - w(O)(t + ;) dt. (6.16)
Ji Ji—O;
Now J; — 6; and Q*(- + ;) do not depend on ©. Hence, deriving (F-16) with respect to 6; we get

[0 grw@n a=—s, [ G0)-ie)0a
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So (b.17) is proved. Therefore, if © is a critical point of f(Qe +w(©)), then a; (@)bj,j (©) =0 for
all j, and it is enough to check that b; ;(©) # 0 to conclude. But, if for example Q*(t) = g(t — 0;)
then 5 5
bj.j a®)|(=1a@)| - O)||)dt
b15(®)] > /[ oz TIOI(F1OI = allw@)][)dt >0
because, for d > D, ||w(©)|| < /2 and, by lemma lem:homo [§(7)| > 21)\or/22. B
Proor OF LEMMA f. Consider
1 rd d d
c(Bad) =5 [ @O+ Ault) )t~ [ da-oladit~ [ Wiasenar (1)
0 0 0

We perform the change of variables ¢t = sd and set
Vs € [0,1] Qu(s) = qa(sd).
The function Qg(s) satisfies the equation:
— Qi+ d*AQq + d(Qu) T Qa = d*VW(Qq) with  Qq(0) = 8 and Qu(1) = a. (6.18)
After the change of variables in (f.17) we will have

e(B, a,d) / —Q%(s) 4+ dAQu(s) - Qa(s )ds—/ dW (Qa(s) ds—/ Qa(s) - v(Qq(s))ds

0

We now take the derivative of e(3, a, d) with respect to d. It is given by

Sa(B.ond) = [ =50 + 5Qu(s) - 0:Quls) + 5AQu(S) - Qul) +dAQu(S) - 0uQuls)+

1
- / W (Qa(s)) — AVW (Qu(s))uQu(s)ds — / Qu-v(Qu)d (6.19)

After an integration by parts in .19 (of the term Qg(s) - 4Qq(s)/d) using that 9;Qq(0) =
0 and 04Qq(1) = 0 and putting (b.18) into (p.19) we have that

) 1 . 9 1 .
S = [ 50+ §AQu- Q- W(Qas — [ 0QQuIQs~ 2y [ v(@a)Quds

(6.20)
Using that

o " .
/ $(Qa)0aQaT Qu + — / v(Qa)Qads = 0.
and making the change of variable t = sd in ), we get
de ar o, 1
7q P d) =— 5(4a(t) — Aga(t) - qa()) + Wqa(?)) | —dt.
0

Since the integrant is nothlng but the energy (¢2(t) — Aqa(t) - qa(t))/2 + W (qa(t)) = £(d) which is
)

1
constant we finally get that ([3, a,d) =—-€E(d da
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