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ORTHOGONAL GEODESIC CHORDS, BRAKE ORBITS AND HOMOCLINIC
ORBITS IN RIEMANNIAN MANIFOLDS

ROBERTO GIAMBO, FABIO GIANNONI, AND PAOLO PICCIONE

ABSTRACT. The study of solutions with fixed energy of certain clasfdsagrangian (or
Hamiltonian) systems is reduced, via the classical Maufseriacobi variational principle,
to the study of geodesics in Riemannian manifolds. We aeested in investigating the
problem of existence of brake orbits and homoclinic ortitsyhich case the Maupertuis—
Jacobi principle produces a Riemannian manifold with bempénd with metric degener-
ating in a non trivial way on the boundary. In this paper we thgeclassical Maupertuis—
Jacobi principle to show how to remove the degeneration efiletric on the boundary,
and we prove in full generality how the brake orbit and the bolinic orbit multiplicity
problem can be reduced to the study of multiplicity of ortbogl geodesic chords in a
manifold withregular andstrongly concavéoundary.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The study of periodic and homoclinic orbits of Lagrangiamnl &tamiltonian systems
is an extremely active research field in classical and modethematics, having a huge
number of applications in physical sciences. One of thelg@ties of the problem is that,
although already very popular among classical analystgyantheters, it has never been
out of fashion, and it has been studied along the time withrtigies of an increasing level
of sophistication. Indeed, the study of solutions of Haomian systems has motivated
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FIGURE 1. Gluing a collar with convex boundary to a concave boundary

many recent developments of several mathematical thedmeading Calculus of Varia-
tions, Symplectic Geometry and Morse Theory, among otlzerd the vaste literature on
the topic witnesses the leading role of the subject in modethematics.

The central interest of the present paper is to study saisitad an autonomous La-
grangian (or Hamiltonian) system, having prescribed enénga manifoldM that belong
to two special classes of solutions: the homoclinic orbitd the brake orbits. Homo-
clinic orbits are solutions : IR — M of the system for which the Iimittsiiglooa:(t) and

lim «(¢) exist and are equal, andim &(¢) = 0. Such limits must then be a critical
t——o0 t—+oo

point of the potential function of the system. Brake orbits a special class of periodic
solutions that have an oscillating character, i.e., pécisdlutionsz : IR — M having
period2T, with z(T + t) = x(T — t) andz(T + t) = —&(T — t) for all t € IR. Clearly,
#(kT) =0forall k € Z.

By a classical variational principle, known as the Maupierlacobi principle, solu-
tions of autonomous Lagrangian or Hamiltonian systemstigifixed value of the energy
correspond to geodesics relatively to a Riemannian metilted the Jacobi metric. When
dealing with homaoclinic orbits issuing from a critical pbef the potential function, or with
brake orbits, then the classical formulation of the MaugsrJacobi principle fails, due to
the fact that such solutions pass through a region whereattebdmetric degenerates in a
non trivial way. An accurate analysis of the geodesic bedravear such degeneracies, that
occur on the boundary of the level set of the potential fumgthas lead many authors to
obtain existence results by perturbation techniques. Mpeeifically, following an orig-
inal idea by Seifert([11], some authors (sEe [7]) have beém talperform a geometrical
construction consisting in attaching a smoatnvexand sufficiently small collar (see Fig-
ure[d) to the degenerate region, in such a way that the gexsdaghe resulting manifold
could be counted by standard techniques in convex Riemagei@ametry ([3.0]). Then, a
limit argument was used to obtain existence results for gsiad in the original degenerate
metric by letting the size of the collar go to zero. The sanmeaidannot be used if one
wants to obtain multiplicity results, due to the fact thattslimit procedure does not guar-
antee that possibly distinct geodesics in the perturbedienetnverge to geometrically
distinct geodesics in the original Jacobi metric, unless posesad hoc”’non resonance”



HOMOCLINIC ORBITS IN RIEMANNIAN MANIFOLDS 3

assumptions (se&l[7]). Here, by geometrically distinctymean geodesics having differ-
ent images; the non resonance assumptions mentioned abarsntees that it is avoided
the situation in which distinct geodesics in the perturbexdrim tend to the same periodic
geodesic travelled a different number of times.

The starting point of this paper is the idea that, if one wamisreserve the number of
distinct geodesics, then one has to perform a geometricestagction that avoids limits
procedure. Such construction would obviously be based arefud investigation of the
geodesic behavior near the boundary of the level set of ttengal function. Working in
this direction has lead to the quite remarkable observdtiatthe boundary of a non criti-
cal level set of the potential function, or of a small ball@nd a non degenerate maximum
point of the potential, are near certain hypersurfacesdtestrongly concaveelatively to
the Jacobi metric, and that have the property that orthdggewdesic chords arriving on
one of these hypersurfaces can be uniquely extended to gjeat®rds up to the degen-
erate boundary. The presence of concave hypersurfacetheadegenerate boundary can
be interpreted as an indication that Seifert’s techniquglwihg a convex collar would be
somewhat innatural in order to study the multiplicity predolin full generality.

The main results of this paper are contained in Thedrein 8latimg the brake orbits
problem to the orthogonal geodesic chords problem, andrendB.I9, that deals with the
homoclinics problem.

The issue of concavity, as opposed to thavexityproperty used in the classical litera-
ture, is the key point to develop a multiplicity theory foake orbits and homoclinic orbits
under purely topological assumptions on the underlyingifoltts. These multiplicity re-
sults constitute the topic of two forthcoming papers by ththars ([5L6]).

2. GEODESICS ANDCONCAVITY

Let (M, g) be a smooth (i.e., of clags?) Riemannian manifold witllim(A) = m >
2, let dist denote the distance function dd induced byg; the symbolV will denote the
covariant derivative of the Levi-Civita connectiongfas well as the gradient differential
operator for smooth maps a. The Hessiarfl/(¢) of a smooth magf : M — IR at
a pointg € M is the symmetric bilinear forntl/ (¢)(v,w) = g((V,Vf)(q),w) for all

v,w € T, M; equivalently,H” (¢q)(v,v) = % wof(1(s8)), wherey : J—e,e[ - M is
the unique (affinely parameterized) geodesidinwith v(0) = ¢ and+(0) = v. We will
denote by% the covariant derivative along a curve, in such a way lﬁat = 0 is the
equation of the geodesics. A basic reference on the backgnmaterial for Riemannian
geometry is([4].

LetQ) C M be an open subse® = Q| J 09 will denote its closure. There are several
notion of convexity and concavity in Riemannian geometryerding the usual ones for
subsets of the Euclidean spaf#&™. In this paper we will use a somewhat concavity as-
sumption for compact subsets df, that we will refer as "strong concavity” below, and

which is stable by>2-small perturbations of the boundary. Let us first recalftiewing:

Definition 2.1. Q is said to beconvexif every geodesiey : [a,b] — Q whose endpoints
7(a) andvy(b) are inf2 has image entirely containeddh Likewise, () is said to beoncave
if its complement} \ Q2 is convex.

If 02 is a smooth embedded submanifoldidf, let I, (z) : T,,(02) x T,(0Q) — IR
denote thesecond fundamental form 6f2 in the normal directiom € T,.(99)+. Recall
thatIl, (z) is a symmetric bilinear form ofi,, (902) defined by:

I,(z)(v,w) = g(V,W,n), v,w € T,,(09),
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wherelV is any local extension ab to a smooth vector field alongs2.

Remark2.2. Assume that it is given a smooth functipn M — IR with the property that
Q = ¢71(]—00,0[) anddQ = ¢~1(0), with d¢ # 0 on 9. * The following equality
between the Hessidii* and the second fundamental fdrof 9Q holds:
(2.2)

HY (2)(v,v) = Mg () (v,v), x€0Q, veT,(00);

Namely, ifz € 99, v € T,,(9Q2) andV is a local extension arounof v to a vector field
which is tangent t@)2, thenv(g(V¢, V) = 0 on 99, and thus:

H¢($)(U,U) = v(g(V¢, V)) - g(VqS, VUV) = _Hqu(z)(x)(UvU)'

Note that the second fundamental form is defined intrinsicahile there is general no
natural choice for a function describing the boundary 6f as above.

Definition 2.3. We will say that thaf is strongly concavé 1, () is positive definite for
all z € 99 and all inward pointing normal directian

Remark2.4. Strong concavity is evidently @2-open condition|t should also be empha-
sized that if2 is strongly concave, then fanysmooth mag : M — IR as in Remark2]2,
then for allg € 99, the Hessiadl?(q) is negative definite offi, (992). From this observa-
tion, it follows immediately that geodesics starting tamiggly to 02 move inside.

The main objects of our study are geodesickfimaving image if2 and with endpoints
orthogonal ta)2. We distinguish a special class of such geodesics, calledkiy whose
relevance will not be emphasized in the present paper, litlibe used in a substantial
way in the proof of the multiplicity results in]5] 6].

Definition 2.5. A geodesicy : [a, ] — M is called ageodesic chorith Q if v (]a, b[) C ©
andvy(a),v(b) € 09Q; by aweak geodesic chorde will mean a geodesig¢ : [a,b] — M
with image inQ2 and endpoints (a), v(b) € 9. A (weak) geodesic chord is calledthog-
onalif y(a*) € (T)()0)* and¥(b™) € (T%,»)0Q)*, where¥(- £) denote the lateral
derivatives (see Figuf@ 2). An orthogonal geodesic chofd whose endpoints belong to
distinct connected components@® will be called acrossing orthogonal geodesic chord
in Q.

For shortness, we will writ®©GC for “orthogonal geodesic chord” anddOGC for
“weak orthogonal geodesic chord”.

For the proof of the multiplicity results in]5] 6], we will Bsa geometrical construction
that will work in a situation where one can excluaeriori the existence if) of (cross-
ing) weak orthogonal geodesic chordsdfe. We will now show that one does not lose
generality in assuming that there are no such WOGCS by proving the following:

Proposition 2.6. LetQ2 ¢ M be an open set whose bounda is smooth and compact
and with Q strongly concave. Assume that there are only a finite numbéerossing)
orthogonal geodesic chords @. Then, there exists an open sub&étc Q with the
following properties:

(1) & is diffeomorphic td2 and it has smooth boundary;
(2) € is strongly concave;

IFor example one can choogesuch thai¢(q)| = dist(q, 92) for all ¢ in a (closed) neighborhood &f?.
20bserve that, with our definition af, thenV ¢ is a normal vector t@$2 pointing outwardsfrom 2.
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FIGURE 2. A weak orthogonal geodesic chord (WOGCXInabove),
and a crossing OGC (below).

(3) the number of (crossing) OGC's ff is less than or equal to the number of (cross-
ing) OGC’s inQY ; o o
(4) every (crossing) WOGC ift’ is a (crossing) OGC i)',
Proof. The desired se®’ will be taken of the form:
Q' =¢ ! (]—o00,—6]),

with § > 0 small, and withy a smooth map as in RemdrkR.2 such thég)| = dist(g, Q)
for ¢ neard). Observe that if is small enough, then by continuiti # 0 ong ([, 0]),
which implies that$)’ is smooth and tha®’ is diffeomorphic toQ2, as we see using the
integral curves oV ¢. Since strong concavity is an open condition in €ffetopology, if

§ > 0 is small enough thef¥’ is strongly concave, provingl(2).

Moreover,d must be chosen small enough so that the exponential map @jidieo-
morphism from an open neighborhood of the zero section ohthiemal bundle oD to
the setp—! ( 1—26, 2] ); the existence of suchis guaranteed by our compactness assump-
tion on9N. Sincep(q) = —dist(g, IQ) neard(l, then every (crossing) geodesici that
arrives orthogonally ab2’ can be smoothly extended to a (crossing) geodesie ihat
arrives orthogonally ad(?; observe that any such extended geodesic only tougfest
the endpoints, i.e., it is a (crossing) OGCn This proves par{{3).

We claim that there exists> 0 arbitrarily small such that every (crossing) WOGC is a
(crossing) OGC ! ( ]—o0, —4] ) Assume on the contrary that there exists a sequence
0n > 0 with §,, — 0 asn — oo, a sequencé < s, < 1 and a sequence of (crossing)
geodesicsy,, : [0,1] — Qwith ¢(7,(0)) = ¢(yn(sn)) = (v (1)) = —bn, 72(0) and
4 (1) orthogonal top~1 (—4,,) andé(v,,(s)) < =4, forall s € [0,1] and alln € IN. As
we have observed, faor large each geodesig, can be smoothly extended to a (crossing)
OGCin{, and clearly all such extensions cannot makaite set of geometrically distinct
(crossing) OGC's if2. Namely, eachy,, is tangent to the surfacg='(—6,,), and tono
other surface of the fornp—!(—4§) with § < ,,. This says that the extensions of the
are all geometrically distinct, which contradicts the fewdt there is only a finite number
of (crossing) OGC's iff) and proves parf]4). O
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3. BRAKE AND HOMOCLINIC ORBITS OFHAMILTONIAN SYSTEMS

Letp = (pi), ¢ = (¢%) be coordinates ofi?™, and let us considermatural Hamilton-
ian functionH € C?(IR*™, IR), i.e., a function of the form

(3.1) H(p,q)

DN =

%

> a’(q)pip; + V()
Jj=1
(a"(q)

whereV € C?(IR™,IR) and A(q)
R™:

) is a positive definite quadratic form on

m

> a"(q)pip; > v(q)lal®

i,j=1
for some continuous function: IR™ — IR* and for all(p, ¢) € IR*™.
The corresponding Hamiltonian system is:

) oOH
pP=——
dq
(3.2) om
M=,

where the dot denotes differentiation with respect to time.

For allg € IR™, denote byL(q) : R™ — IR™ the linear isomorphism whose matrix
with respect to the canonical basigis; (¢)), the inverse ofa’ (¢)); it is easily seen that,
if (p, q) is a solution of clas§'! of @2), theny is actually a map of class? and

(3.3) p = L(q)q-

With a slight abuse of language, we will say that&mapgq : I — IR™ is a solution of
@B32) if (p, ¢) is a solution of [3R) wherg is given by [3B). Since the system{3.2) is au-
tonomous, i.e., time independent, then the funcfibis constant along each solution, and
it represents the total energy of the solution of the dynahsgstem. There exists a large
amount of literature concerning the study of periodic Soha of autonomous Hamiltonian
systems having enerdgy prescribed (see for instanc¢e [8] and the references therein

We will be concerned with a special kind of periodic solusaf (32), calledbrake
orbits. A brake orbit for the systeni{3.2) is a non constant perisdiation IR > ¢ —
(p(t),q(t)) € R*™ of classC? with the property thap(0) = p(T") = 0 for someT > 0.
Since H is even in the variablg, a brake orbit(p, ¢) is 27-periodic, withp odd andq
even about = 0 and about = T'. Clearly, if E is the energy of a brake orhip, ¢), then
V(a(0)) =V (o(T)) = E.

The link between solutions of brake orbits and orthogonatigsic chords is obtained in
Theoreni5P (used ifi[6] to obtain the multiplicity result Bwake orbits). Its proof is based
on a well known variational principle, that relates solatoof [3:2) having prescribed
energyFE with curves in the open subsef; C R™:

(3.4) Qp=V"'(]-0,E])={z € R":V(z) < E}
endowed with thedacobi metrig(see Propositioi4l.1):

1 «— D
(3.5) ge(z) = (E—-V(x)) - 3 ”221 a;;(z) dz* da’.

Let us now consider the problem of homoclinics on a Riemanmianifold(}, g).



HOMOCLINIC ORBITS IN RIEMANNIAN MANIFOLDS 7

Assume that we are given a map € C? (M, B); the corresponding second order
Hamiltonian system is the equation:

(3.6) D4+ VV(g)=0.
Note that if A/ = IR™ andg is the Riemannian metric
1 — o
(3.7) 9=3 Z a;;(z) dz* da’,
i,j=1

where the coefficients;; are as above, then equatién{3.6) is equivalenfid (3.2hen t
sense that is a solution of[[316) if and only if the pair = z andp = L(z)z is a solution
of @32).

Let zy € M be a critical point ofV/, i.e., such thaWVV (zy) = 0. We recall that a
homoclinic orbitfor the system[{3]6) emanating frarg is a solutiong € C? (lR, M) of
@.8) such that:

(3.8) Jim g(t) = lim q(t) = 2o,
(3.9) JAim (1) = lim 4(t) = 0.

To the authors’ knowledge, the only result available in tredture on multiplicity of ho-
moclinics in the autonomous case is due to Ambrosetti and-Zeliati [1], to Rabinowitz
[10] and to Tanake [12]. A quite general multiplicity resfdt homoclinics, generalizing
those in[1] and in[[12], will be given ir[]5] using the resufttheoren5.10.

It should also be mentioned that very likely all the resuitthis paper can be extended
to the case of Hamiltonian functiods more general thafi{d.1). As observed by Weinstein
in [L3], Hamiltonians that are positively homogeneous ia thomenta lead to Finsler
metrics rather than Riemannian metrics.

4. THE MAUPERTUISPRINCIPLE

Throughout this section,M, g) will denote a Riemannian manifold of clag®’; all
our constructions will be made in suitable (relatively) quant subsets af/, and for this
reason it will not be restrictive to assume, as we will, et ¢) is complete.

4.1. The variational framework. The symbolH* ([a,b], ]R™) will denote the Sobolev
space of all absolutely continuous functign: [a,b] — IR™ whose weak derivative is
square integrable. Similarly;ll([a,b],M) will denote the infinite dimensional Hilbert
manifold consisting of all absolutely continuous curwes [a,b] — M such thaty o
|ie,q € H ([c,d], R™) for all charty : U ¢ M — IR™ of M such thate([c,d]) C U.
By Hy.(]a,b[, IR™) we will denote the vector space of all continuous mgpsa, b[ —
IR™ such thatf|.q € H'([c,d], R™) for all [c,d] C ]a,b; the setH( (]a,b[, M) is
defined similarly. The Hilbert space norm Bf ([a, b], IR™) will be denoted by - 4.;
for the purposes of this paper it will not be necessary to nilaehoice among equivalent
norms of 4 ([a, b], R™).

4.2. The Maupertuis—Jacobi principle for brake orbits. LetV ¢ C? (M, B) and let
E € IR. Consider the sublevély of V' in (84) and theMaupertuis integralf, ; :
H'([a,b],Q5) — IR, which is the geodesic action functional relative to therine

@33), given by:
1

b
(4.1 fusle) =5 [ (B~ Vi@)g(.2)
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whereg is the Riemannian metri€{3.7). Observe that the metsiclegenerates odQ g .
The functionalf, ; is smooth, and its differential is readily computed as:

b 1 b
(4.2) dfayb(a:)W:/ (E=V(x))g(d, 2W) dt—i/ g(&,&)g(VV(x), W) dt,

whereW ¢ H*! ([a, b], lRm). The corresponding Euler—Lagrange equation of the ckitica
points of f, 1 is

. . . 1. .
(4.3) (B=V(2(s)) qa(s) =9 (VV (@(s)), #(5)) #(s) + 59 (i(s), 3 (s)) VV (2(s)) = 0,
forall s €]a, b[.
Solutions of the Hamiltonian systef{B.2) having fixed epdrgand critical points of
the functionalf, ; of @) are related by the following variational principl@own in the

literature as thd&laupertuis—Jacobi principte

Proposition 4.1. Assume thak’ is a regular value of the functioW.
Letz € C°([a,b], R™) N Hy.(]a, b[, IR™) be a non constant curve such that

b b
@a [ (E-v@)gle Ew)d -3 [ o a)g(vV @), W)dt =0

forall W e C§°(]a, b[, R™), and such that:

(4.5) V(z(s)) < E, forallsela,b;
and
(4.6) V(z(a)),V(z(b)) < E.

Then,z € H'([a,b], R™), and if V(z(a)) = V(z(b)) = E, itis z(a) # x(b).
Moreover, in the above situation, there exist positive tamtsc,, and 7" and aC*-diffeo-
morphisn : [0,T] — [a, b] such that:
4.7) (E-V(2)g(é,i) =c, onfa,b],
and, setting; = z oo : [0,T] — IR™, andp(s) = L(q(s))q(s), the pair(q,p) : [0,T] —
IR*™ is a solution of @) having energye with ¢(0) = z(a), ¢(T) = z(b). If V(z(a)) =
V(z(b)) = E theng can be extended to2'-periodic brake orbit of32).
Proof. A proof when/ is the identity mapd can be found for instance ihl[2]. For conve-
nience of the reader we give here a sketch of the proof in thergécase.

Sincex satisfies[[Z4), standard regularization arguments shatwtls of classC? on
]a, b[, while integration by parts giveE{4.8} €|a, b[. Equation[[4l7) follows contracting
both sides off{4]3) witk: usingg. Now set

Lo

2)e E=V(x(n))

A simple estimate shows th@t= ¢(b) < +c0. Indeed, setting
C =sup{g(VV(z),VV(z))

and using[(417), one has

G (ot Y[z ol ey

ds \E-V(@()/) |~ (B-V(@)® (E-V()

(4.8) t(s) = dr.

12 L EQE},

5/2°
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Therefore, standard estimates for ordinary differentiplagions gives the existence of a
constantD,, such that

1 1 1
V) <D, <(S_a)2/3 + (b_s)z/g), Vs €]a, b,

proving thatt(b) < +oco and thate € H'([a, b], IR™).

Now, denote by : [0,7] — [a,b] the inverse map of{4.8), and sgt) = z(o(t)).
Sinceo’ (t) = 2(c,) ' (E—V (z(a(t)))), a straightforward computation shows tHat; =
—VV(q) andig(q,q) + V(q) = E. Therefore, the paifq, £(¢)¢) : [0,7] — R*™is a
solution of [32) with energy..

Moreoverg(0) = z(a) andq(T') = z(b), and by the uniqueness of the Cauchy problem,
if V(z(a)) = V(x(b)) = E it must beq(0) # ¢(T), andg can be extended to a periodic
brake orbit. O

4.3. The Maupertuis—Jacobi Principle near a nondegenerate marium of the poten-

tial energy. The above formulation of the Maupertuis—Jacobi princigledt suited to
study homoclinic orbits issuing from a critical point of thetential function//. Our next
goal is to establish an extension of the principle that welldpplied in this situation.

Proposition 4.2. Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold; € C?(M, IR), letz, € M be
a nondegenerate maximumf and setkl = V' (z(). Assume that is a curve in the set
C%([a,b],Q5) N Hee( [a,b],Qg) such that:

b b
(4.9) / (E=V(x))g(d, 2W)dt— %/ g(&,&)g(VV(x),W)dt =0
forall W € Cg°(]a, b[, R™), and such that

(4.10) V(z(s)) < E, fors € [a,b[;
(4.11) z(b) = o.

Then, there exists @*-diffeomorphisne : [0, +oo[ — [a, b[ such that the curve = z oo
is a solution of@.8) satisfyingg(0) = z(a) andt H+m q(t) = zo, . H+m q(t) = 0.
—+o00 —+o00

Proof. Choosep € |0, dist(z(a), zo) [ and definex; € Ja, b[ as thefirstinstants at which
dist (z(s), o) = o. By @3), the restrictiorr|(, ., is a geodesic relatively to the metric
9E, sincex([a, al]) is contained in a region whet@ — V is positive. Denote by, the
constant value ofE — V(z))g(z, ¢); for all s € [a, a1] set:

1 /¢ Cy
“Q‘EZLE—vuv»“

and denote by : [0,t(a1)] — [a, aq] the inverse function of — ¢(s). Then, a straight-
forward calculations shows that the mag- = o ¢ is a solution of the equatiof(3.6) with
L9(d,d) + V(9) = E on[0, s(an)].

Let us chooser, € Jay,b[ be thefirst instants at whichdist(xz(s), z0) = £; we
can repeat the construction above obtaining a solutioof 8.8) defined on an interval
[0,t(a2)]. The key observation here is that, in fact, such a funcgiois an extension
of ¢, and therefore it satisfies the same conservationJa;.,¢.) + V(¢.) = E on

[0, t(c2)]. An iteration of this construction produces a sequeneea; < ag < ... <b
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such thatdist (z(ox ), z0) = 5%, maps of clas<”!, ¢ : [a, L[ — [0,T, its inverse
0 :[0,T[ — [a, L[, where:

1 [F Cy
2/aE_V(a:(T)) ™ €10, 400}, Jm oy € Ja, b,

and a curve of clas§?, ¢ = z o o : [0, T[ — Qf, that satisfied{316), and with

Lo(id)+ Vi) = E

(4.12) :

on [0, T[; in particular,g(q, ¢) is bounded.
Let us prove thaf’ = +o0 and thattiigrn q(t) = zo. We know that, by construction,

klim tlag) =T andklim q(t(ar)) = xo; suppose by absurd that there exjsts 0, and

—00 —00

a sequencgy, such thatklim Br = L anddist(q(t(8k)), o) > p for all k. Sincex is an
— 00

isolated maximum point, we can assumsmall enough so that

(4.13) inf (E-V(@Q)=e>0.

3p<dist(Q,z0)<p

Up to subsequences, we can obviously assumeshat |ay, ax1] for all k; for k suf-
ficiently large, there exists, < Jax, B[ which is the first instant € Jay, B[ at which
dist (q(s(t)), o) = 5. Sinceg(q, ¢) is bounded, there exists> 0 such that

(4.14) t(vk) — t(ag) > v, forallk;
from (ZI3) and[[414) we get:
(4.15)
t(an+1) N rt(n) N
/ (B~ V(q(r)))dr > Z/ (E-V(q(r)dr > év=Nev — +oo
0 =1 Y t(ak) =1

asN — co. On the other hand, for all € Ja, L],

£(s) . .
[ v =3 [Tea0= L0,

which is obviously inconsistent witi {Z115), and therefpreves that lir%l q(t) = zo.
t—1T—

Moreover, the conservation lalv{4]112) implies thhtTn q(t) = 0.
t—T—

Finally, the local uniqueness of the solution of an initialue problem implies imme-
diately thatT" cannot be finite; for, the only solutionof @8) satisfyingy(T") = z, and
¢(T) = 0is the constanf = x. O

5. ORTHOGONAL GEODESICCHORDS AND THEMAUPERTUISINTEGRAL.

In this section we will prove the main result of the paper,vging how to reduce the
brake orbit and the homoclinics multiplicity problem to altmlicity result for orthogonal
geodesic chords.

We will begin with the study of the Jacobi metric near the lestefaceV —!(E), with
E regular value of/.
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5.1. The Jacobi distance near a regular value of the potentialLet ¢ be a Riemannian
metric,gr = (E — V(z))g, Qg as in [Z3}); assum&V (z) # 0 forallz € V-1(E) and
thatQ is compact.

Lemma5.1. For all Q € Qg, the infimum:
dp(Q):=int {/O((E —V(@)g(,2)) e - e H((0,1),0), 2(0)=Q, (1) € 89}

is attained on at least one curve, € H' ([0, 1],Q5) such that{ E—V (v9))g(Y0, ) is
constantyg ([0,1[) C Q, andyg is aC? curve on[0, 1[. Moreover, such a curve satisfies
assumptiorfd.4) of Propositio 41l on the intervad, b] = [0, 1].

Proof. For all k € IN sufficiently large, sef), = V=!(]—o0, E— 1[) C Qg, and
consider the problem of minimization of tlyg-length functional:

1
Lﬂm=4[w—vmmww]

in the space,, consisting of curves € H* ([0, 1], ) with (0) = Q andx(1) € €.

It is not hard to prove, by standard arguments, that foRalk4 @), the above problem
has a solutiory;, which is agz-geodesic, and withy ([0, 1[) C Q.

Setqr, = (1) € 09 andly, = Lg(vyx). Sinceq, approacheé) ask — oo, arguing
by contradiction we get:

[N

ds,

liminfl; > dg(Q).

k—o00

Now, if by absurd it was:
liminfly > dg(Q),

k—o0
then we could find a curve € H'([0,1],9) with z(0) = Q, z(1) € 89, and with
Lg(x) < likm inf [. Then, a suitable reparameterizationvofould yield a curvey € &,
— 00

with Lg(y) < lg, which contradicts the minimality df, and proves that

(5.1) 1ikminf I, =dr(Q).
—00
Now, arguing as in the proof of Propositibnl4.1, we see thastquence:
! dt
5.2 / _—
52 0 E- Vi)

is bounded. Now,[) (E — V(v))g(5k, %) dr = 12 = (E — V(%)) g(3n,3x) i
bounded, which impliegfo1 9(3%,¥x) dr bounded, namely the sequengeis bounded
in H*([0,1],Q5). Up to subsequences, we have a cupyes H* ([0, 1], Q) whichis an
H'-weak limit of the,'s; in particular,y; is uniformly convergent tey.

We claim that such a curvg, satisfies the required properties. Firgh([0, 1[) C Q.
Otherwise, ifb < 1 is the first instant whereq (b) € 99z, by (&1) and the conservation
law of the energy foty, one should have

1
(b— 1)} = /b (E =V (w))g (¥, %) dr — 0,

in contradiction withQ ¢ 9Qg. Thenvy, satisfies[[2M) if0, 1] since it is aH'-weak
limit of ~,, which is a sequence gfz—geodesics.

Clearly, ¢ is of classC? on [0, 1], because the convergence on each inteifudl is
indeed smooth for alh < 1.
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Finally, sinceLg(z) < likm inf I, from (&) it follows thatL g (v¢) = dr(Q), and this
—00
concludes the proof. O
Remarks.2. It is immediate to see that is a minimizer as in Lemn{a3.1 if and only if
is a minimizer for the functional
e .
(5.3) foa(z) = 5/ (E - V(:v))g(ac,x) dt
0

in the space of curves
(5.4) Xg ={z € H'([0,1],QF) : 2(0) = Q,2([0,1]) C Qp,z(1) € 905}
Then, by Lemm&XBl1f; 1 has at least one minimizer oxi,.

Using a simple argument, we also have:

Lemma 5.3. The mapdg : Qr — [0,+oco[ defined in the statement of Lemmal 5.1 is
continuous, and it admits a continuous extensioft toby settingdz = 0 0NN k. [l

Now we shall study the map

55) V) = 30,

proving that it isC? and satisfies a convex condition wheis nearbyo{) .

Proposition 5.4. If  is sufficiently close t6€) z then the minimizer of the function@.3)
in the spaceXg, is unique.

Proof. Letz = z(¢, 0, Q) the solution of the Cauchy problem

z2(t)=J - D,H(2(t
(5.6) (t) (2(t))
whereH is the Hamiltonian functior {3 1), andis the matrix

0 —-In
=0 )
andl,, is them x m identity matrix. Sincd” anda;; areC?, z = (p, q) is of classC" with

respect tqt, Q), thereforez = 2(t, Q) is of classC! with respect tdt, Q) sog = ¢(t, Q)
is C. Sinceg = ¢(0,Q) = 0, in a neighborhood of a fixed poif}y € 9N itis

wherey is of classC* and do(0, Qo) = 0. Moreover
2

(58) (t,Q) = Q= SVV(Q) + 01, Q)

where ¢ (t, Q) = fot ¢(s,Q)ds. Then, if {y1,...,ym—1} is a coordinate system of
V~L1(E) in a neighborhood of),, by {&8) we deduce that, setting = t2, the set
{y1,...,ym—1,7} is a local coordinate system on the manifold with bound#®y, and
(1,Q) — q(7, Q) defines a local chart.

Then, due to the compactnessitz, and denoted bytist (-, -) the distance induced by
g, there existg > 0 having the following property:

Yy € Qg with dist(y, 0Qg) < p there exists a unique solutiép,, q,) of 3.2)

(5.9) with energyE, and a uniqué, > 0 such thaty, (0) € 9Qg, q,(t,) = .
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Then, by Proposition 4l ¥y € Qg with dist(y, 9Qg) < pthere exists a unique minimizer
vy for fo,1 onX,,. O

Remark5.5. Note thatg, (t) = q(¢, Q,) whereQ, is implicitly defined byg(¢,, Q,) = y.
By the variable change used in Proposifiad 4.1, it turns loait t

(5100  4(t.Qy) = (1 —0).  wheret(o) = (y) / ’

In particular, since = o(t) is the inverse of(c) we have

(5.11) P()q(ty, Qy) = —(E = V(y))y(0).

Note also that, = ,/7, is of classC* whenr, > 0 since(r, Q) is a local coordinate
system.

1
E Vo)

In the following result we are assumifity; C IR™.

Proposition 5.6. Let p satisfy propertye9). Whenevet < dist(y,90g) < p, ¢ is
differentiable aty and

(5.12) d(y)lE] = —(E - V(y)9(14(0).§)  VEe R™

Proof. Given the local nature of the result, it will not be restwuetito assume thal/ is
topologically embedded as an open subsdR6f. Consider

ve(s) = (1 - 2s)7¢,
where(-)™ denotes the positive part. Fesufficiently small (with respect t¢) the curve

y(s) + eve(s) belongs toX, ... (seel[&H)). Then, by the definition gf as minimum
value,

Yy +e€) < for(yy +eve)
and therefore

Yy +e€) —P(y) < fo(vy +eve) — fo1(7y)-
Now

1

;ig(l) z (foa(vy +eve) = fou(wy)) =

1
/0 (E =V (7)) g(y, Bve) — %Q(VV(%/), ve) g (Yy»y) ds

uniformly as|¢| < 1. Moreover, since: = 0 in the interval[3, 1], using the differential
equation satisfied by, and integrating by parts gives

1
/0 (E - V('Yy))g('.yya %UE) - %g(vv('Yy)avf)g('.}’yv;Yy) ds =
— (B = V(%(0)))g(1,(0),v¢(0)) = —(E = V(1)) g(3(0). €)-
Therefore, uniformly a&| < 1,
(613)  lim sup — (Wly +eve) — wly) + (B = Vi)gliy(0).€) <0.

e—0+t

Moreover, since)(y + €§) = fo,1(Vy+ec) @andy(y) < fo.1(7y+ec — €ve) One has

(5.14) P(y +¢e&) —v(y) > fo1(Vyree) = for(Vyree — €ve) =
2

&
e(fo.1 (Vyree)s ve)1 — §<f6’,1(7y+es — Veeve)ve], ve)t,
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for somed. €]0, 1[. Here(-,-); denotes the standard scalar produckiihand f’, f” are
respectively gradient and Hessian with respect.to; .

Now, it is v,+c¢(0) = y + e¢ andy ¢ V~1(E). Moreover, by the uniqueness of the
minimizer it is not difficult to prove thatyd > 0 3¢(5) > 0 such that

dist(vy1ee(s), 1y (s)) <6 foranye €]0,£(9)], [ < 1, s € [0,1].
Then, sincey, is uniformly far fromV = (E) on the intervall0, 1], the same holds for
Yy+=¢ Whenevek is small and¢| < 1. Thus, recalling the definition efz in Lemmd&.L,
the conservation law satisfied by the minimizgr..¢ is
(E - V(7y+8£))9('7y+65a '.7y+6£) = dQE(y +€§).

This implies the existence of a consta@nt> 0 such that

1/2
/ g(’.yy-l—aﬁa ’.Vy-l—aﬁ) ds < C
0

for anye small andé¢| < 1.
Therefore(fo'; (Vy+ee — Veeve)[ve], ve)1 is uniformly bounded with respect tosmall
and|¢| < 1, due tove = 0 on[1, 1], and by [5.1K) we get

.1 .
(5.15) Jim ~ (fo,1(Vytee) — fo, 1 (Vyteg—cve)) = ;1_{%<f6,1(7y+s£)7 Vg1

uniformly as|¢| < 1.
Now, using the differential equatiob{#.3) satisfied fy;.c and integrating by parts
one obtains

<f6,1 (’YerEf)v 1)5>1 = - (E - V(lj + 55))9(7y+65(0)5 5)7
while by (&11) and the continuity @f(t,, Q,) andy(y) we have

m (E = V(y +e€))y+=¢(0) = (B = V(y))4(0)

li
e—0

(5.16)
uniformly as|¢| < 1. Therefore, by[[5.14)E(5.16) it is
(517) i inf = (4l +<6) ~ (o)) + (B~ V)g(3,(0),€) >0

uniformly as|¢| < 1. Finally, combining[51I3) and{5.1L7) one hBS{%.12). O

Remarls.7. By (&11) we deduce thdE — V' (y))~, (0) is continuous, therefore bz (5]12),
¢ is of classC!. Again by [5I1) and th€'-regularity ofg,(¢,,Q,) we deduce that
(E — V(y))%,(0) is of classC* whenevery ¢ V~1(E), and by [5IP) it turns out that

is of classC?.

In the following proposition we will show that satisfies a strongly convex assumption
nearbyV —1(E).

Proposition 5.8. There exist$) < p with the property that, for any € Qg such that
0 < dist(y, V-1(E)) < p the Hessian (with respect to the Jacobi meyig) of ¥ at y
satisfies

(5.18) HY (y)[v,v] > 0 Yo @ dp(y)[v] =0, v #0.
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Proof. Recall that
2

HY (), ] = 5 (600()j o

wheren(s) is a geodesic with respect to the Jacobi mefiic namely a solution of the
differential equation{413) satisfying the initial datanctitions

n0)=y,  7(0)=¢
Now, by (&11) and{5.12)
dl/’(ﬁ(s))[n(s)] = - (E - V(T/(S)))g(’yn(s) (0)7 77(8)) = lﬂ(ﬁ(s))g (Q(tn(s)a Qn(s))7 77(8))

Sincelim Q,,(s) = @y, using [2F) we can write
s—0

Cj(tv Qn(s)) = —tVV(y) + (p(tv Qn(s))
as dp(0,Q,) =0, and
O () =

V0())g( ~ At TV () + 22 (0, Qo i(5)] + g—g ‘Z—Q[ (5)) ().

Sincen(s) satisfies[[413) andy{0, Q,) = 0, it suffices to show that for any sufficiently
close toos2,

Y(n(s)) (Q(Q(tyv Qy), U))2 + w(y)dty[v]g( - VV(y), U)—i—
E %(iy/)(y) (g(VV(y),v)g(cj(ty,Qy),v) - %g(cj(ty, Q,), vv(y))g(v,v)> >0

for anyw such that & (y)[v] = 0. This means thag(q(t,, @, ),v) = 0 so it will suffice to
show

(5.19) sup |dty[v]|g(VV(y)7Vv(y))1/2 - :

for anyy close toV ~1(E).

Sinceq(ty, Qy) = y We get

. dq 0Q
dty[v]d(ty, Qy) + % 37; [v] =

Moreover, g & (ty, Qy) goes to the identity map as tends todS2, while 8Qy[ | tends
to v unlformly aslv| < 1, since(0,Q) is a coordinate system fdr— (E). Then, as
y — VU(E), dty[v](t,,Q,) — 0 uniformlyinv .

Note thati g(¢, ¢) = E — V (q), therefore

(5.20) 9(d(ty, Qy),d(ty, Qy)) =2(E - V(y))
SO
(5.21) ylgggs/E V(y)|dt,[v]] = 0

uniformly in |v| < 1.
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Finally, by (&) we have

lim g( ity Q) V) ) =1
R \/g(q(ty,Qy),q(ty,Qy)) \/g(VV(y),VV(y))

therefore by[[5.20)

(5.22) im e 92U, @) VV())
. VE B V)

and combining{5.21) witH{5.22) one obtaihs{%.19) and tle®fis complete. O

>0

By Propositio 516, Remaik™.7 and Proposifiod 5.8 one imately obtains the fol-
lowing proposition, which is the main result of the section:

Theorem 5.9. Let E be a regular value fol/(z), and letdg : Q — [0, +oo[ be the map
defined in the statement of Lemmal 5.1, and assume&Xpas compact. There exists a
positive numbed, such that, setting:

Q. = {2 €Qp : dpg(z) > 6.},

the following statements hold:

(1) 09, is of classC?;

(2) €, is omeomorphic t6z;

(3) Q. is stronglyconcave relatively to the Jacobi metyjg;

@) if 2 : [0,1] — Q. is an orthogonal geodesic chord {n, relatively to the Jacobi
metric gz, then there existgy, 8] O [0, 1] and a unique extensian: [«, 8] — Q
ofz withz € H' ([, 8], Q) satisfying:

e assumptiofda) of PropositioTZ41L on the intervédy, A;
o Z(s) € dy'(]-0.,0[) forall s € Ja,0[U]1, B];
o V(E() = V(@) = E.

Remark5.1Q0 Theoren 5D tells us that the study of multiple brake orkats e reduced
to the study of multiple orthogonal geodesic chords in a Rienian manifold with regular
and strongly concave boundary.

5.2. The Jacobi distance near a nondegenerate maximum point of ¢hpotential. Let
us now assume that € M is a nondegenerate maximum pointlof with V(zg) = E,
and let us make the following assumptions:

e V7!(]—o0, E]) is compact;

o V7YE)\ {x0} is aregular embedded hypersurface\6f
We will show how to get rid of the singularity of the Jacobi mett zy, while the singu-

larity onV=1(E)\ {0} can be removed as in the case of brake orbits, using ThéoBm 5.
First, we need a preparatory result. ket 0 be fixed in such a way that the set:

{peM:V(p)>E—5}

has precisely two connected components{lgtdenote the connected component of the
pointz.
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Lemma5.11. Let@ € Qs \ {zo} be fixed; then, the infimum:

1/2

(5.23) dp(Q) = int { [/O (B — V(2))g(d, &) dt
2 € C0([0,1),5) N HL([0,1[,T), 2(0) = Q, (1) = :vo}

is attained on some curveg with the property(E — V(v0))g(%q,¥q) constant and
70([0,1]) € Q5 \ {x0}. Moreover

(5.24) lim dg(Q) =0,
Q—z0

(5.25) lim | sup dist(vg(s),z0)| =0,
Q=20 | 5€0,1]

(5.26)

In particular, for @ sufficiently close ta,

(5.27) 70 ([0,1]) € Qs,

so itis of clasxC? and satisfies assumpti@.d) of PropositiodZ.P on the intervéd, b] =
[0, 1].

Proof. Letx,, € C°([0,1],9Qs) NH*([0,1[,Qs) be a minimizing sequence for the length
functional fol [(F— V(:c))g(:i:,:'c)]l/2 dt, leaving (E — V(x))g(&, &) constant. Choose
p > 0 such thatdist(Q, zo) > p and, for alln € IN, definea? € |0,1[ to be the first
instants such thatlist (z,(s), zo) = p.

The sequencef stays away fron and1, because for all interval c =, '([5, o])
the integral [, g(in, &,) ds is bounded. We can therefore find a subsequerf¢econ-
verging toa; € ]0,1[. Furthermore, sincg," g(iy, 4, ) ds is bounded, taking a sub-
sequences’ we can assume that, is H'-weakly and uniformly convergent to some
z1 € H ([0, a1],Qs); then,dist (z(q ), zo) = p. Repeating the construction, we can find
az € Jag, 1] and a subsequeneé of =1 which is H'-weakly and uniformly convergent
to a curver; € H' ([0, o], Qs) with dist(z(az),z0) = § andajg,«,] = 1. Iteration
of this construction yields a weak”' limit of 27, which is a curver € HL ([0, a[,Qs),
wherea = liin oy, anddist (:C(ak),xo) = 4.

Now, for allk > 1:

Ak

/Oouc (E-V(x))g(z, :b))l/2 ds < liminf ((E = V(20))g(in, :bn))l/z ds

n—oo 0

1
< 1iminf/0 ((E = V(@) g(im, i) "* ds = dp(Q),

n—00

hence:

/Oa ((E=V(@)g(# )" ds = lim

k—o0 0

g

(B = V(2)g(d, )" ds < dp(Q).

and we can assume, as usud#l, — V(x))g(z, &) constant (and positive sin€@ # ).
The curver can be extended continuouslyddy settingz (@) = x¢. Indeed, if by contra-
diction there exists a sequengg < «,, < @ such thatim 5, = @ and a positive number
v such thatdist(z(8x), z0) > 7, there exist3;, €]8, x| such thadist(z(3},), zo) = £
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anddist(z(s),z0) > %, Vs € [, Bk]. But E — V(x(s)) is far from zero in[3}, 3]
thereforey(i, ) < K € IR on|[B;, Bx] for somekK, and then
7 Bk
5 < diste(81),2(00)) < [ g(é.)cb < K(5 - 5}) — 0
Bi

which is a contradiction. o
Clearly, up to reparameterizationsemwe can assume = 1 andz ([0, 1[) C Qs\{zo}.
Takingvo = = we have the existence of a minimizer satisfying the consienvdaw

(E -V (70))9(¥q. o) constant.
Now, taking a chord’¢ joining @ andxz, we have that(Cg) — 0 as@ — zo, and

sincedg(Q) < (Cg) we obtain[5.24).
Moreover, if by contradiction{5.25) does not hold for afysufficiently close tazg,
there exists such that

dist(vq(sq),zo) > 7 > 0.
Lettg > sq such thatdist(vq(tg), z0) = 5 anddist(yq(s),z0) > 5 Vs € [sq,tg].
Sinceg(jq,9¢q) is bounded irfsq, tg] it must betg — sq far from zero as) — . But
alsoE — V(vg) andg(yq,y¢g) are far from zero ifsq, tg| so we deduce that

1/2

/S;Q </01(E = V(2))9(qQ: Q) dt) far from zero

which is in contradiction with[[5.24).

Note that [5.25) immediately implie§{5]27) and singg is a minimizer satisfying
(E —V(v9))9(Yq,q) constant, we immediately see thai{4.9) is satisfied in ttezval
[0,1]. O

As for Lemmd&.B a simple argument shows

Lemma 5.12. The mapdg : Q5 — [0, +oc[ defined in the statement of Lemma®$.11 is
continuous.

For anyy sufficiently close ta, letq, be the reparameterizationf given by Propo-
sition[42. We have

D4, +VY(q) =0

( ) ay(0) =y
5.28 ; _
i a,(6) = o0
dm gy (t) = 0.

The following estimate holds
Proposition 5.13. Let g, be as above. Then there exigtand a constan& > 0 such that
(5.29) dist(qy (t), z0) < dist(y, zo)e ™"
for anyy such thadist(y, zo) < p.
To obtain the above result we need the following maximumgipie in IR.

Lemma 5.14. Letp : [0, +oo[— IR be aC? map withlim;, 1 ¢(t) = 0. Lety > 0
such thatp” (t) > ve(t), ¥t > 0. Thenp < p(0)e~ V¥t
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Proof. Consider the mag) = ¢ — ¢y Wherepy(t) = ¢(0)e" V¥t Clearly (0) =
lim;—, 1 o ¥ (t) = 0 and soy has a global maximum at sontes [0, +oc[. If £ > 0 then

B(F) < L) <O0. O

Remarks.15 Clearly, an analogous result as in the above Lefoma 5.14 helkysing all
inequalities.

Proof of Propositiofil5dI3Let ¢ be a solution of[{5.28) (witly(0) = y), and letp(¢) =
3dist(q(t), z0)?. By (&:28) we can choosesufficiently small so that

dist(q(t),z0) < po, foranyt >0,

wherep, is chosen so that the functiofiz) = 1dist(z, zo)?, in the open balB(z, po) of
centerzy and radiusy, is of classC?, strictly convex and, called, the unique minimal
geodesic with respect gpsuch thatc, (0) = xo, z.(1) = z (seell4]), one has

Vo(z) = z.(1).
Now ¢'(t) = g(Vo(q(t)), 4(t)) and
@(8) = B (q(t))[d(0), d(1)] + g(Vo(g(1), B(1)) > g(Vo(q(t)), VV (q(t)))-
Now, takez in B(xg, po), consider the minimal geodesig as above, and define the map
pls) == g(Vo(x(5)), ~VV (22(s))).
By the choice ofz, itis Vo(z,(s)) = s&,(s), SO
p(s) = g(j:z (5)7 _VV($Z(S))) —sHY (QCZ(S))[ZEZ (5)7 T, (5)] >

g(i'z (s), —VV(,TZ(S))) + svg(d.(s), T2 (S))

for a suitable choice af (x is a nondegenerate maximum point). Sip¢e) = 0 then

o(V2(). ~VV(2) = o(1) = [ pla)s >
1
/0 9(i2(5), ~VV (@(5)) + svg (= (5), &-(s)) ds =
— V(xz(s)‘:i; + Vdist(z,:co)Q/O sds =

(E-V(2))+ gdist(z,gco)2 >

whereV (zo) = E has also been used. Therefqrg(t) > 4dist(q(t), z0)* = v ¢(t), and
by Lemmd 5. IK

dist(q(t), z0)? < dist(g(0), z)e~ V",
and [&.2D) follows taking the square root of both membersabo O

The regularity of the distance function frarg with respect to the Jacobi metric is based
on the following proposition.

Proposition 5.16. For anyy close tox, there exists a unique, satisfying(&.28) More-
over, the map

(5.30) q— y(0)
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is of classC! and its differential satisfiesqg(0)[v] = £(0), where¢(t) is the unique
solution of
T=() + R(dy, €(1)gy + LY (g)8() = 0
(5.31) £(0)=0
Where%g is the second covariant derivative ait{-, -) the Riemann tensor with respect

to g, andLY (z)[v] € T, M is the vector defined through(L (z)[v], w) = HY (z)[v, w]
forall w e T, M.

Proof. Consider the balB(x, p), with p > 0 small, and the spaces

X, = {g € CX(R*, Blao,) = lim_q(t) =0, lim _d(r) = lim i(t) =0}

t——+o0

with the norm (we can assume to work in a local chart)
(5.32) [lg2 — qul == sup |q2(t) — ()| + sup [¢2(t) = ¢u(t)[ + sup |G2(t) — (D))
te Rt telRt te Rt

and
_ 0 + my . : _
Xo={qe C(R", R™) : lim |q(t)] =0}

with the norm

llgz — a1l := sup |g2(t) — au ()],

te R+
that are clearly Banach spaces. Now, consider the open set
Ay ={q € Xy : sup dist(q(t),z0) < p} C X2
telRt

and the map

F: As x B(xg,p) — Xo x R™
given by

F(g,y) = (24 +VV(g),4(0) — ).

Thanks to the behaviour at infinity, we can use the same stdraaiguments exploited in
finite intervals to prove thak' is differentiable and (se&l[4])

dF(q.y)[€,v] = (226 + R(4,€)d + LY (9)[¢], £(0) —v).

Moreover, thank again to the behaviour at infinity, it is aaight check to verify that
dF'(q,y) is continuous (recall thg_; andV are of clas€C?).

Now consider%—g(:co, 0)[¢] = (£+LY(0)[¢],£(0)) wherez, denotes the constant curve
with imagezy. We claim that

F

(533) (z)—q(IQ,O) : X2 — XO x IR™
is an isomorphism.

Recalling the definition oL.", and sincell" (0) is symmetric and negative definite,
using a base consisting of eigenvectors bf(0), it is sufficient to show that for any
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functionh € CO°(IR™, IR) such thatim;_, . -, h(t) = 0 and for any € IR, the solution of

iP—alx=nh

(5.34) z(0) =0

exists and is unique (where: IR™ — IR).
The general solution of the differential equation above is

1 ! —as at 1 ! as —at
x(t) = (a—i— %/0 h(s)e ds> e + (b— %/0 h(s)e ds> e~

Since lim h(t) =0itis
t—+o0

1 t
lim — </ h(s)e** ds> e =0
t—+oo 20 0

then lim z(t) = 0 only if we choose

t—+o0
1 [r
a= -0 /0 h(s)e™**ds.

With such a choice indeetdim z(t) = lm (t) = 0, while z(0) = 6 for
—

—+o0 t——+oo

1 +OO s
b=140 a—9+2a/0 h(s)e™**ds,
proving that the solution of{5.B4) exists and is unique, tredefore the map defined in
(&33) is an isomophism.

Then, by the Implicit Function Theorem and Proposifion Bat3have the uniqueness
of ¢, for anyy close toz, and itsC'—differentiability in X». In particular the mad{5B0)
is of classC?. Denoting by¢ the differential d,[v], and differentiating the expression
F(gy,y) = 0, in particular we obtain that solves[[5.3]1). Since, has we have already seen,
the solution exists and is unique fpe= x4, Propositiod 5113 ensures that this remains true
for y close tox, also.

Finally, C'—regularity ofg, with respect to the norni{&B2) immediately implies that

dd, (0[] = £(0),

where¢ is the solution off(5.31), and themdv](¢) = £(1). O
Now set
(5.35) 0(0) = 5dn(y)?

wherel is the map defined ift{5.23) of Lemmiad.11. Thanks to the aboygogition we
can repeat the proof of Propositionls.6 to get its countéipdine case of a nondegenerate
maximum point.

Proposition 5.17. There existg > 0 such that for any with dist(y, z¢) < p the mapy
defined in&38)is of classC? and its differential is given by

(5.36) d(y)[v] = —(E = V())g(y(0),v) = —(y)g(dy(0), v).
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Note that the variable change used in the proof of Propedfid yieldsg, (t) = 7, (o)

wheret(o) = ¥(y) [ W dr.

We now are going to show the counterpart of Proposifioh 5.& cahnot repeat, of
course, the same argument as before: indeed, gins@ot a regular value for the potential
V(x), the curveg, (t) = q(t,Q,) (see Remark®Dl5) does not reach the boundéryn a
finite amount of time and therefore it cannot be reparanesdiin a bounded interval.

Proposition 5.18. There exist$ < p such that for any with dist(y, z) < pitis
HY(y)[v,0] >0, Yo : dy(y)l] =0.

Proof. We need to evaluate
2

0

952 (1/1(77(5))) [s=0

wheren(s) is the geodesic with respect to the Jacobi metrisuch that)(0) = y, 7(0) =
v, where di(y)[v] = 0. We also recall thay(s) satisfies equatiofi{4.3). BE{5136)

2
S (6)) = 5 (@ENHEN) = 5 (~00 s (0),(5))) =
— do(n(s))[1(5)19 (dn(s) (0),71(5)) = L (1(5))g (£ (Gs) (0)),0(s)) —
¥ (n(5))9 (dn(s) (0), $0(s)),
then, using agaill.{5.B86), and exploitifig{4.3), one gets

HY (y)[v, 0] = 9(1)9(d,(0), v)* — ¥(y)g(ddy (0)[v], v) -

% <—%9(v,v)9(4y(0),v‘/(y)) +g(VV(y),v)g(qy(o),v)) .

Sinceg(g,(0),v) = diy(y)[v] = 0, it suffices to show the existencemf > 0 such that
9(6,(0). VV(y) | Ve
2(E - V(y))

for anyy close sufficiently tazy. Let us consider the map(t) = g(qy(t), VV (qy(1))).
By @2Z8)itis

(t) — u(0) = / 4 (r) dr = / [9( = 9V (a), YV (a)) + 0" (g)ldy. dy]] o

then, by Propositioi’5.13 and nondegeneracy of the maximint py, we see that there
existsy > 0 such that

(5.37) Inf g(dg, (O)[e],v) +

t

u0) =0 <~ [ 51 dr = v [ (2= Vig, () o

0
and since lim pu(t) = 0 we have
t——+o0

+o0
(0,0 TV W) =00 > v [ (B=Via () o
Now, consider the map(t) = E — V(q,(¢)): itis

’i”(t) = _HV(Qy)[ijv QU] + g(VV(qy), vv(‘]y))'

Again, by nondegeneracy of as maximum point and Propositibn 5. 13 there exists 0
such that

9(VV(gy(t), VV(gy(t))) < A(E — V(gy(t)))
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while the conservation law of the energy fgrgivesig(d,, ¢,) = E—V(q,). Thenthere
existsB > 0 such thats” (¢) < Bk(t) for ¢ > 0, and by Remark5.15
E=V(g,t) > (E-V(y)e ™"

Then .

§(@(0). TV @) 2 o(E-V@) [ eV e

0

Finally, by Propositiofi5.16,¢(0) — dda, (0) while di,, (0)[v] = & (0) where&y(t) is

the unique solution of )
o+ LY (z0)[&] =0

fo (0) =
i 6o(t) = lim_&(®) =0

But, denoting bye; a basis of eigenvectors fér* () and by); < 0 the corresponding
eigenvalues we have

§o(t) = Z vie VAitey,
=1

Since dj,, (0)[v] = £ (0) and—HY () is positive definite, there exists > 0 such that

g(dQO(O)[U]a U) > Ho g(va ’U),
and [&.3F) is completely proved. O

Finally, we give the result needed to prove our multiplicggult for homoclinics in[5].
To this aim, takey € {« : V(z) < E} and consider
(5.38) d(y) = distp(y, V" (E))
wheredistg is the distance with respect to the Jacobi metric. Combittiegresults of

Theoren[ 5D, Lemma®ll1, Propositi@ns b[1735.18 and usafunction [5.38) gives us
the following:
Theorem 5.19. Assume that:
(@) V! (]—o0, E[) U{z0} is homeomorphic to an open ball #t™;
(b) dV(z) # 0forall z € V=Y(E) \ {x0};
moreover, lel be as in(238) Then, there exists a positive numbgisuch that, setting
Q. ={zeRM : d(z)>d}
and denoting byD, the connected componenta@®?, close tox, and byD, the connected
component ofS), nearV—1(E) \ {xo}, the following results hold:
(1) 09, is of classC?;
(2) Q. is homomorphic to an annulus;
(3) Q. is strongly concave with respect to the Jacobi mejgic
@) if x : [0,1] — Q. is an orthogonal geodesic chord {n, relatively to the Jacobi
metric gi such thatz(0) € Dy andz(1) € Dy, then there existhy, 3] D [0,1]
and a unique extensian: [, 8] — Q, z € C° N H} ([a, 8], Qp) satisfying
e 7 is a geodesic with respect to the Jacobi metric;
o Z(s) € d*(]—0.,0[) forall s € Jo, O[U]1L, B;

e Z(a) =20, 7(8) € V-HE) \ {0}
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